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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 


SECOND SESSION. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 4, 1893. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of 
Congress, the second session of the Fifty-third Congress com- 
menced this day. ' 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT of the United States (Hon. ADLAI E. 
STEVENSON, of the State of Illinois), called the Senate to order 
at 120’clock meridian. 

PRAYER. 


Rev. W. H. MILBURN, Chaplain to the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

We devoutly bless Thee, Almighty God, our heavenly Father, 
that Thou has brought back in safety and in health to their seats 
upon this floor so many of the members of this time-honored and 
illustrious body. And we now beseech Thee to grant them Thy 
grace, with health of body and soundness of mind, for their 
arduous and responsible duties, enacting laws and making pro- 
vision for the welfare of this great nation. Prosper them in all 
their ways. Let Thy heavenly benediction abide upon our land, 
upon all our people. May intelligence, virtue, patriotism, and 
piety increase among our families and throughout all the land, 
that God's smile may be upon our country and Thy grac2 be the 
portion of our descendants to the latest generation. Wehumbly 
pray, through Jesus Christ, our Saviour, Amen, 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this being the opening of 
the regular session, I think the roll ought to be called to ascer- 
tain the presence of a quorum. £ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators were 
present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—James L. Pugh. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 

Connecticut Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware George Gray aud Anthony Higgins. 

Florida—W ilkinson Call and Samuel Pasco. 

Georgia—John B. Gordon. 

Idaho—F red. T. Dubois and George L. Shoup. 

Illinois Shelby M. Cullom and John M. Palmer. 

Indiana—Daniel W. Voorhees. 

Towa—James F. Wilson. 

Kansas—John Martin and William A. Peffer. 

Kentucky—Joseph C. S. Blackburn. 

Louisiina—Donelson Caffery and Edward D. White. 

Maine Eugene Hale. 2 

Maryland—Charles H. Gibson and Arthur P. Gorman. 

Massachusetts—Goorge F. Hoar and outy Cabot Lodge. 

Michigan—Sames McMillan and Francis B. Stockbridge. 

Minnesota—Cushman K. Davis. 

Mississippi—Edward C. Walthall. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 

Montana—Thomas C. Power. 

Nebraska—Charles F. Manderson. 

Nevada—John P. Jones and William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—W illiam E. Chandler and Jacob H. Gallinger. 


New Jersey—John R. McPherson and James Smith, jr. 

New York—David B. Hill and Edward Murphy, jr. 

North Daketa—Henry C. Hansbrough and William N. Roach. 

Ohio—John Sherman. 

Oregon—Joseph N. Dolph and John H, Mitchell. 

Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and Nathan F. Dixon. 

South Dakota—James H. Kyle. 

Tennessee—Isham G. Harris. 

Teras Richard Coke and Roger Q. Mills. 

Vermont—Justin S. Morrill and Redfield Proctor. 

Virginia—John W. Daniel and Eppa Hunton. 

West Virginia—Johnson N. adeh and Charles J. Faulkner. 

Wisconsin—John L. Mitchell and William F. Vilas. 

Wyoming—Joseph M. Carey. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
2 of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 
to business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MCPHERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed, to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON and Mr. SHERMAN were appointed. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, it was 
Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 
RECESS. 


Mr. HARRIS (at 12 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). I move 
that the Senate take a recess for one hour. - 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the re- 
cess (at 1 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


At 1 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m., Mr. JAMES KERR, the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, appeared below the bar of the 
Sen.t2 and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representa- 
tives to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Rep- 
resentatives has appeared, and that the House is ready to pro- 
ceed to business. 

I am further directed to inform the Senate that a committee 
of three members has been appointed on the part of the House 
to join the committee appointed by the Senate to wait on the 
President and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses has 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation he may have to make; and that the Speaker has appointed 
as the said committes on the part of the House, Mr. WILSON of 
West Virginia, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. BURROWS. 
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RECESS, 


Mr. HARRIS (at 1o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate take a recess for twenty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; at the expiration of the re- 
cess (at 1 o clock and 32 minutes p.m.) the Senate reassembled. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. MCPHERSON and Mr. SHERMAN, the committee appointed 
in conjunction with a similar committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to wait upon the President of the United States, ap- 
peared below the bar, and 

Mr. MCPHERSON said: Mr. Prasident, the committee ap- 
prore to wait upon the President of the United States and 

form him that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled and 
that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may be 
pleased to make, have performed that duty and haye been re- 
quested by the President to say that he will immediately com- 
municate to each House a message in writing. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


At 1 o'clock and 33 minutes p. m. Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of 
the secretaries of the President of the United States, appeared 
below the bar, and said: 

Mr, President, Iam directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary, and handed to 
the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays béfore the Senate 
the message of the President of the United States, which the 
Secretary will read. 

k mhe Secretary (Mr. WILLIAM R. Cox) read the message, as 
ollows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


The constitutional duty which requires the President from 
time to time to give to the Congress information of the state of 
the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures 
as he shall judge necessary and expedient, is fittingly entered 
upon by commending to the Con a careful examination of 
the detailed statements and well-supported reeommendations 
contained in the reports of the heads of Departments, who are 
chiefly charged with the executive work of the Government. In 

an effort to abridge this communication as much as is consistent 
with its purpose, I shall supplement a brief reference to the 
contents of these departmental reports by the mention of such 
executive business and incidents as are not embraced therein, 
and by such recommendations as appear to be at this particular 
time Sept ati 

While our foreign relations have not at all times during the 
past year been entirely free from perplexity, no embarrassing 
situation remains that will not yield to the spirit of fairness and 
love of justice, which, joined with consistent firmness, charac- 
terize a truly American foreign policy. 

My predecessor having accepted the office of arbitrator of the 
long-standing missions boundary dispute tendered to the Presi- 
dent by the Argentine Republic and Brazil, it has been my 
agreeable duty to receive the special envoys commissioned b 
those states to lay before me evidence and arguments in behalf 
of their respective governments. 

The outbreak of domestic hostilities in the Republic of Brazil 
found the United States alert to watch the interests of our citi- 
zens in that country, with which we carry on important com- 
merce. Several vessels of our new Navy are now, and for some 
time have been, stationed at Rio de Janeiro. The struggle 
being between the established government, which controls the 
machinery of administration and with which we maintain friend- 
ly relations, and certain officers of the navy sraployang the ves- 
sels of their command in an attack upon the national capital and 
chief seaport, and lacking, as it does, the elements of divided 
administration, I have failed to see that the insurgents can 
reasonably claim recognition as belligerents. 

Thus far the position of our Government has been that of an 
attentive but impartial observer of the unfortunate conflict. 
*Emphasizing our fixed policy of impartial neutrality in such a 
condition of affairs as now exists, I deemed it necessary to dis- 
avow, ina manner not to be misunderstood, the unauthorized 
action of our late naval commander in those waters in saluting 
the revolted Brazilian admiral, being indisposed to countenance 
an ergs Nae to give gratuitous sanction to the local insur- 
rection. f 

The convention between our Government and Chile, having 
for its object the settlement and adjustment of the demands of 
the two countries inst each other, has been made effective by 
the organization of the claims commission provided for. The 
two Governments failing to agree upon the d member of the 
commission, the gona otlices of the president of the Swiss Re- 
public were invokeđ, as provided in the treaty, and the selection 


of the Swiss representative in this country to complete the or- 
ganization was gratifying alike to the United States and Chile. 

The vexatious question of so-called legation asylum for offend- 
ers against the state and itslaws was presented anew in Chile by 
the unauthorized action of the late United States minister in re- 
ceiving into his official residence two persons who had just failed 
in an attempt at revolution and against whom criminal charges 
were pending growing out of aformer abortive disturbance. The 
doctrine of asylum as applied to this case is not sanctioned b 
the best precedents and, when allowed, tends to encourage sedi- 
tion and strife. Under no circumstances can the representatives 
of this Government be permitted, under the ill-defined fiction of 
extraterritoriality, to interrupt the administration of criminal 
justice in the countries to which they are accredited. A tem- 

rate demand having been made by the Chilean Government 

or the correction of this conduct in the instance mentioned, the 
minister was instructed no longer to harbor the offenders. 

The legislation of last year, known as the Geary law, requir- 
ing the registration of all Chinese laborers entitled to residence 
in the United States, and the deportation of all not complying 
with the provisions of the act within the time preecribes, met 
with much opposition from Chinamen in this country. Acting 
upon the advice of eminent counsel that the law was unconsti- 
tutional, the great mass of Chinese laborers, pending judicial 
inquiry as to its validity, in good faith declined to apply for the 
certificates required by its provisions. A test case upon pro- 
ceeding by habeas corpus was brought before the Supreme Court, 
and on May 15, 1893, a decision was made by that tribunal sus- 
taining the law. : 

It is believed that under the recent amendment of the act ex- 
tend the time for registration, the Chinese laborers thereto 
entitled, who desire to reside in this country, will now avail 
themselves of the renewed privilege thus afforded of establish- 
ing by lawful procedure their right to remain, and that thereby 
the 3 ity of enforced deportation may to a great degree be 
avo “ 

It has devolved upon the United States minister at Peking, as 
dean of the diplomatic body, and in the absence of a representa- 
tive of Sweden and Norway, to press upon the Chinese Govern- 
ment reparation for the recent murder of Swedish missionaries 
at Sung-pu. This question is of vital interest to all countries 
whose citizens engage in missionary work in the interior. 

By Article XII of the General Act of Brussels, signed July 2, 
1890, for the suppression of the slave trade and the restriction of 
certain injurious commerce in the Independent State of the Congo 
and in the adjacent zone of central Africa, the United States and 
the other signatory powers agreed to adopt se e means 
for the punishment of persons selling arms and ammunition to 
the natives and for the confiscation of the inhibited articles. It 
being the plain duty of this Government to aid in suppressin 
the nefarious traffic, impairing as it does the praiseworthy an 
civilizing efforts now in progress in that region, I recommend 
thatan act be pamon prohibiting the sale of arms and intoxicants 
to natives in the regulated zone by our citizens. 

_ Costa Rica has lately testified its friendliness by surrendering 
to the United States, in the absence of a convention of extradi- 
tion, but upon duly submitted evidence of criminality, a noted 
fugitive from justice. It is trusted that the negotiation ofa 
treaty with that country to meet recurring casesof this kind will 
soon be accomplished. In my opinion treaties for reciprocal ex- 
tradition should be concluded with all those countries with 
which the United States has not already conventional arrange- 
ments of that character. 

I have deemed it fitting to express to the Governments of Costa 
Rica and Colombia the kindly desire of the United States to see 
their pending boundary dispute finally closed by arbitration in 
conformity with the spirit of the treaty concluded between them 
some years ago. ; 

Our relations with the French Republic continue to be inti- 
mate and cordial. I sincerely hope that the extradition treaty 
with that country, as amended by the Senate, will soon be oper- 
ative. 

While occasional questions affecting our naturalized citizens 
returning to the land of their birth have arisen in our inter- 
course with Germany, our relations with that country continue 
satisfactory. 

The questions affecting our relations with Great Britain have 
been treated in a spirit of friendliness. 

Negotiations are in progress between the two Governments 
with a view to such concurrent action as will make the award 
and regulations agreed upon by the Bering Sea Tribunal of 
Arbitration practically effective; and it is not doubted that 
Great Britain will coSperate freely with this country for the ac- 
complishment of that purpose. 

The dispute growing out of the discriminating tolls . 
in the Wollan Canal, upon cargoes of cereals bound to and from 
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the lake ports of the United States, was adjusted by the substi- 
tution of a more equitable.schedule of charges, and my prede- 
cessor thereupon suspended his proclamation imposing discrim- 
inating tolls upon British transit through our canals. 

A request for additions to the list of extraditable offenses cov- 
ered by the existing treaty between the two countries is under 
consideration. 

During the past year an American citizen, employed in a sub- 
ordinate commercial position in Haiti, after suffering a pro- 
tracted imprisonment on an unfounded sheng of smuggling, was 
finally liberated on judicial examination. pon urgent repre- 
sentation to tho Haitian Government, a suitable indemnity was 
paid to the sufferer. : 

By a law of Haiti, a sailing vessel, having discharged her 
cargo, is refused clearance until the duties on such cargo have 
been paid. The hardship of this measure upon American ship- 
owners who conduct the bulk of the carrying trade of that coun- 
try has been insisted on with a view of securing the removal of 
this cause of complaint. 

Upon receiving authentic information of the firing upon an 
American mail steamer touching at the port of Amapala, because 
her captain refused to deliver up a 1 in transit from 
Nicaragua to Guatemala upon demand of the military authorities 
of Honduras, our minister to that country under instructions 

rotested against the wanton act and demanded satisfaction, 
The Government of Honduras, actuated by a sense of justice, 
and in a spirit of the utmostfriendship, promptly disavowed the 
illegal conduct of ‘its officers, and expressed sincere regret for 
the occurrence. 

It is confidently anticipated thata 3 adjustment will 
soon be reached of the questions arising out of the seizure and 
use of American vessels by insurgents in Honduras and the sub- 

vent denial by the sucessful government of commercial 
privileges to those vessels on that account. 

A notable part of the southeasterly coast of Liberia between 
the Cavally and San Pedro Rivers, which for nearly half a cen- 
tury has been generally 5 as belonging to that Repub- 
lic $ cession and purchase, has been claimed to be under the 
protectorate of France in virtue of agreements entered into b; 
the native tribes over whom Liberia's control has not been well 
maintained. 

More recently, negotiations between the Liberian representa- 
tive and the French Government resulted in the signature at 
Paris of a treaty whereby as an adjustment certain Liberian 
territory is ceded to France. This convention at last advices 
had not been ratified by the Liberian legislature and executive. 

Feeling a sympathetic interest in the fortunes of the little 
commonwealth, the establishment and development of which 
were largely aided by the benevolence of our countrymen, and 
which constitutes the only independently sovereign state on the 
west coast of Africa, this Government has suggested to the French 
Government its earnest concern lest territorial impairment in 
Liberia should take place without her unconstrained consent. 

Our relations with Mexico continue to be of that close and 
friendly nature which should always characterize the intercourse 
of two neighboring ropan: 

The work of relocating the monuments marking the boundary 
between the two countries from Paso del Norte to the Pacific is 
now nearly completed. 

The commission recently organized under the conventions of 
1884 and 1889 it is expected will speedily settle disputes growin 
out of the shifting currents of the Rio Grande River east of 
Paso. : 

Nicaragua has recently ee through two revolutions, the 

arty atfirst successful having in turn been displaced by another. 
ur newly appointed minister, by his timely good offices, aided 
in a poaceful adjustment of the controversy involved in the first 
conflict. Thelarge American interests established in thatcoun- 
try in connection with the Nicaragua Canal were not molested. 

The canal company has, unfortunately, become financially seri- 
ously embarrassed, but a generous treatmenthas been extended 
to it by the Government of Nicaragua. The United States are 
especially interested in the successful achievement of the vast 
undertaking this company has in charge. That it should be ac- 
complished under distinctively American auspices, and its en- 
joyment assured not only to the vessels of this pees bats chan- 
nel of communication between our Atlantic and Pacific sea- 
boards, but to the ships of the world in the interests of civiliza- 
Hon, i a proposition which, in my judgment, does not admit of 
question. 

Guatemala has also been visited, by the political vicissitudes 
which have afflicted her Central American neighbors; but the 


dissolution of its legislature and the proclamation of a dictator- | 


ship have been unattended with civil war. 
„An extradition treaty with Norway has recently been ex- 
changed and proclaimed. 


| birth and there engaging in sedition. Th 


The extradition treaty with Russia, signed in March, 1887, 
and amended and confirmed by the Senate in February last, was 
duly proclaimed last June. - 

> a desire to compose differences and contribute to the 
restoration of order in Samoa, which for some years previous 
had been the scene of conflicting foreign pretensions and native 
strife, the United States, departing from its policy consecrated 
by a century of observance, entered four years ago into the 
treaty of Berlin, thereby becoming jointly bound with England 
and Germany,to establish and maintain Malietoa Laupepa as 
King of Samoa. The treaty provided for a foreign court of jus- 
tice; a municipal council for the district of Apia, with a foreign 
president thereof, authorized to advise the king; a tribunal for 
the settlement of native and foreign land titles, and a revenue 
ee for the kingdom. It entailed upon the three powers 
that part of the cost of the new government not met by the rev- 
enue of the islands. 

Early in the life of this triple protectorate the native dissen- 
sions it was designed to quell revived. Rivals defied the au- 
thority of the new king, refusing to pay taxes and demanding 
the election of a ruler by native suffrage. Mataafa, an aspirant 
to the throne, and a large number of his native adherents were 
in open rebellion on one of the islands. Quite lately, at the re- 
quest of the other powers, and in fulfillment of its treaty oblis 
gation, this Government agreed to unite in a joint military 
movement of such dimensions as would probably secure the sur- 
render of the insurgents without bloodshed. 5 

The war ship Philadelphia was accordingly put under orders 
for Samoa, but before she arrived the threatened conflict was 
33 by King Malietoa's attack upon the insurgent camp. 

ataafa was defeated and a number of his men killed. The 
British and German nayal vessels present subsequently secured 
the surrender of Mataafaand his adherents. The defeated chief 
and ten of his principal supporters were deported to a German 
island of the Marshall N where they are held as prisoners 
under the joint rest bility and cost of the three powers. 

This incident and the events leading up to it signally illus- 
trate the impolicy of entangling alliances with foreign powers. 

More than fifteen years ago this Government preferred a claim 
against Spain, in behalf of one of our citizens, for property seized 
and confiscated in Cuba. In 1886 the claim was adjusted, Spain 
agreeing to pay, unconditionally, as a fair indemnity, $1,500,000. 
A respectful butearnest note was recently addressed to the Span- 
ish Government insisting upon prompt fulfillment of its long- 
neglected obligation. 

Other claims preferred by the United States against Spain in 
behalf of American citizens for property confiscated in Cuba 
have been pending for many years. 

At the time Spain’s title to the Caroline Islands was confirmed 
by arbitration, that government agreed that the rights which 
had been acquired there by American missionaries should be 
recognized and respected. It is sincerely hoped that this pledge 
will be observed by allowing our missionaries, who were re- 
moved from Ponape to a place of safety by a United States war 
ship during the late troubles between the Spanish garrison and 
the natives, to return to their field of usefulness, 

The reproduced caravel, Santa Maria, built by Spain and sent 
to the Columbian Exposition, has been presented to the United 
States in token of amity and in commemoration of the event it 
was designed to celebrate. [recommend that, in accepting this 
gift, Congress make grateful recognition of the sincere friend- 
ship which prompted it. 

Important matters have demanded attention in our relations 
with the Ottoman Porte. 

The firing and partial destruction, by an unrestrained mob, of 
one of the school buildings of Anatolia College, established by 
citizens of the United States at Marsovan, and the apparent in- 
difference of the Turkish Government to the outrage, notwith- 
standing the complicity of some of its officials, called for earnest 
remonstrance, which was followed by promises of reparation and 
punishment of the offenders. 

Indemnity for the injury to the buildings has already been 
paid, permission to rebuild given, registration of the school 
propery in the name of the erican owners secured, and ef- 

cient protection guaranteed. 

Information received of maltreatment suffered by an inoffen- 
sive American woman engaged in missionary work in Turkish 
Koordistan was followed by such representations to the Porte as 
resulted in the issuance of orders for the punishment of her as- 
sailants, the removal of a delinquent official, and the adoption of 
measures for the protection of our citizens engaged in mission 
and other lawful work in that quarter. 

Turkey complains that her Armenian subjects obtain citizen- 
shipin this country, not to identify themselves in good faith with 
our people, but with the intention of returning to the land of their 
complaint is not 
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wholly withoutfoundation. A journal 33 in this country in 
the Armenian language openly counsels its readers to arm, o - 
ize and participate in movements for the subversion of Tur 

authority in the Asiatic provinces. The Ottoman Government has 
announced its intention to expel from its dominions Armenians 
who have obtained naturalization in the United States since 1868. 

The right to exclude any or all classes of aliens is an attribute 
of sovereignty. It is a right asserted and, to a limited extent, 
enforced by the United States, with the sanction of our highest 
court. There being no naturalization treaty between the United 
States and Turkey, our minister at Constantinople has been in- 
structed that, while recognizing the right of that Government 
to enforce its declared policy against naturalized Armenians, he 
is expected to protect them from unnecessary harshness of treat- 
ment. . 

In view of the impaired financial resources of Venezuela, conse- 

uent upon the recent revolution there, a modified arrangement 

or the satisfaction of the awards of the late revisory claims com- 
mission, in progressive installments, has been assented to, and 
a ar are being regularly made thereunder. 

e boundary dispute between Venezuela and British Guiana 
is yet unadjusted. A restoration of diplomatic intercourse be- 
tween that poai and Great Britain and reference of theques- 
atv pay ed al arbitration would be a most gratifying consum- 
mation. £ 

The ratification by Venezuela of the convention for the arbitra- 
tion of the long-deferred claim of the Venezuelan Transportation 

ny is awaited. 

It Is hardly necessary for me tostite that the questions aris- 
ing from our relations with Hawaii have caused serious embar- 
rassment. Just prior to the installation of the present Admin- 
istration the existing Government of Hawaii had been suddenly 
overthrown, and a treaty of annexation had been negotiated 
between the Provisional Government of the islands and the 
United States, and submitted to the Senate for ratification. 
This treaty I withdrew for examination, and dispatched Hon. 
James H. Blount, of Georgia, to Honolulu as a special commis- 
sioner to make an impartial investigation of the circumstances 
attending the change of government, and of all the conditions 
bearing upon the subject of the treaty. 

After a thorough and exhaustive examination Mr. Blountsub- 
mitted to me his report, showing beyond all question that the 
constitutional Government of Hawaii had beensubverted with the 
active aid of our representative to that Government, and through 
the intimidation caused by the presence of an armed nival 
force of the United States which was landed for that purpose at 
the instance of ourminister. Upon thefacts developed itseemed 
to mo the only honorable course for our Government to pursue 
was to undo the wrong that had been done by those represent- 
ing us and to restore as far as practicable the status existing at 
the time of our forcible intervention. With a view of accom- 
plishing this result within the constitutional limits of executive 
power, and recognizing all our obligations and responsibilities 
growing out of any changed conditions brought about by our 
unjustifiable interference, our present minister at Honolulu has 
received appropriate instructions to that end. Thus far no in- 
formation of the accomplishment of any definite results has been 
received from him. : 

Addition i advices are soon expected. When received they 
will be promptly sont to the cit, eer together with all other 
information at hand, accompanied by a special Executive mes- 
sage fully detailing all the facts necessary to a complete under- 
standing of the cas2, and presenting a history of all the material 
events leading up to the present situation. 

By a concurrent resolution, passed by the Senate February 14, 
1890, and by the House of Representatives on the 3d of April 
following, the President was requested “to invite, from time to 
time, as tit occasions may arise, negotiations with any government 
with which the United States has or may have diplomatic rela- 
tions, to the end that any differences or disputesarising between 
the two governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted 
by such means.“ April 18, 1890, the International American Con- 
ference of Washington, by resolution expressed the wish that all 
controversies between the republics of America and the nations 
of Europe might be settled by arbitration, and recommended that 
the government of each nation represented in that conference 
should communicate this wish to all friendly powers. A favor- 
able response has been received from Great Britain in the sha 
of a resolution adopted by Parliament July 16 last, cordially 
1 with the purpose in view, and expressing the hope 

t Her Majesty's Government will lend y coöperation to 
the Government of the United States upon the basis of the con- 
current resolution above quoted. 

It affords me signal pleasure to lay this parliamentry resolu- 
tion before the Congress and to express my sincere gratification 
that the sentiment of two great and kindred nations is thus au- 


thoritatively manifested in favor of the rational and peaceable 
hear of international quarzels by honorable resort to arbi- 
n. 

Since the passage of the act of March 3, 1893, authorizing the 
President to raise the grade of our envoys to corresponà with 
the rank in which foreign countries accredit their agents here, 
Great Britain, France, Italy, and Germany have conferred upon 
their representatives at this capital the title of ambassador, and 
I have responded by accrediting the agents of the United States 
in those countries with the same title. A like elevation of mis- 
sion is announced by Russia, and when made will be similarl 
met. This step fittingly comports with the position the Unite 
States hold in the family of nations, 

During my former administration I took occasion to recom- 
mend a recast of the laws relating to the consular service, in 
order that it might become a more efficient agency in the pro- 
motion of the interests it was intended to subserve. The duties 
and powers of consuls have been are with the growing re- - 
quirements of our foreign trade. Discharging important duties 
affecting our commerce and American citizens abroad, and in 
certain countries exercising judicial functions, these officers 
should be men of character, intelligence, and ability. 

Upon proof that the legislation of Denmark secures copyright 
to American citizens on equal footing with its own, the privi- 
leges of our copyright laws have been extended by proclama- 
tion to subjects of that country. - 

The Secretary of the Treasury reporis that the receipts of the 
Government from all sources du the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1893, amounted to $161,716,561.94, and its expenditures to 
$459,374,674.29. There was collected from customs $205,355,- 
016.73, and from internal revenue $161,027,623.93. Our dutiable 
imports amounted to 8421, 856,711, an increase of $52,453,907 over 
the preceding year, and importations free of duty amounted to 
$444,544,211, a decrease from the preceding year of $13,455,447. 
Internal-revenue receipts exceeded those of the preceding year 
by $7,147,445.32. 

The total tax collected on distilled spirits was $94,720,260.55, 
on manufactured tobacco, 831, 889,711.74, and on fermented liquors, 
$32,548,983.07. We exported merchandise during the year 
amounting to $847,665,191, a decrease of $182,612,954 from the 
preceding year. Theamount of gold exported was larger than 
any previous year in the history of the Government, amounting 
to $108,680,844, and exceeding the amount exported during the 
preceding year by $58,485,517. 

The sum paid from the Treasury for sugar bounty was $9,375,- 
130.88, an increase over the preceding year of $2,033,053.09. 

It is estimated upon the basis of present revenue laws that the 
receipts of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1894, 
will be $430,121,365.38, and its expenditures $458,121,365.38, re- 
sulting in a deficieney of 828,000, 000. 

On the Ist day of November, 1893, the amount ot money of all 
kinds in circulation, or not included in Treasury holdings, was 
$1,718,544,682, an increase for the year of $112,404,947. Estimat- 
ing our population at 67,426,000 at the time mentioned the per 
cxpita circulation was $25.49. On the same date thare was inthe 
Treasury gold bullion amounting to $96,657,273 and silver bullion 
which was purchased at a cost of $126,261,553. 

The pure s of silver under the law of July 14, 1890, during 
the last fiscal year aggregated 54,003,162.59 fine ounces, which 
cost $45,531,374.53. The total amount of silver purchased from 
the time that law became operative until the repeal of its pur- 
chasing clause, on the Ist day of November, 133, was 168,674,- 
590.46 fine ounces, which cost $155,930,910.84. Between the Ist 
day of March, 1873, and the Ist day of November, 1893, the 
Government purchased under all laws 503,002,717 fine ounces of 
silver at a cost of $516,622,948. The silver dollars that have been 
coined under the act of July 14, 1890, number 36,087,285. The 
seigniorage arising from such coinage was 86,977, 098.39, leaving 
on hand in the mints 140,699,760 fine ounces of silver, which cost 
$126,758,218. 

Our total coinage of all metals during the last fiscal year con- 
sisted of 97,280,875 pieces valued at $43,685,172.80, of which there 
was $30,038,140 in gold coin, $5,343,715 in silver dollars, 87,217, 
220,90 in subsidiary silver coin, and 81, 08, 102.90 in minor coins. 

Daring the calendar year 1892 the production of precious met- 
als in the United States was estimated to be 1,596,375 fine ounces 
of gold of the commercial and coinage value of $33,000,000, and 
58,000,000 fine ounces of silver of the bullion or market value of 
$50,750,000, and of the coinage value of $74,939,909. 

It is estimated that on the Ist day of July, 1893, the metallic 
stock of money in the United States, consisting of coin and bul- 
lion, amounted to $1,213,559,169, of which $597,697,635 was gold, 
and $615,861,484 was silver. 

One hundred and nineteen national binks were organized 
during the year ending October 31, 1893, with a capital of $11,- 
230,000. Forty-six went into voluntary liquidation and 158 sus- 
pended. Sixty-five of the suspended banks were insolvent, 
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86resumed business, and 7 remain in the hands of bank examiners, 
with prospects of s y resumption. Of the new banks organ- 
ized 44 were located in the Eastern States, 41 west of the Missis- 
sippi River, and 34 in the Central and Southern States. The 
total number of national banks in existence on the 31st day of Oc- 
tober, 1893, was 3,796, having an aggregate capital of $695,558,120. 
The net increase in the circulation of these banks during the 
year was $36,836,972. 

The recent repeal of the provision of law requiring the pur- 
chase of silver bullion by the Government as a feature of our 
monetary scheme has made an entire change in the complexion 
of our currency affairs. I do not doubt that the ultimate result 
of this action will be most salutary and far-reaching. In the 
nature of things, however, it is impossible to know at this time 
precisely what conditions will be brought about by the change, 
or what, if any, supplementary legislation may, in the light of 
such conditions, appear to be essential or expedient. Of course, 
after the recent financial perturbation, time is necessary for 
the reéstablishment of business confidence. When, however, 
through this restored confidence the money which has been 
frightened into hoarding places is returned to trade and enter- 
pas, a survey of the situation will probably disclose a safe path 

eading to a permanently sound currency abundantly sufficient 
to meet every requirement of our increasing population and busi- 
ness. 

In the pursuit of this object we should resolutely turn away 
from alluring ahd temporary expedients, determined to be con- 
tent with nothing less than a lasting and comprehensive finan- 
cial plan. In these circumstances Iam convinced thata reason- 
able delay in dealing with this subject, instead of being injurious, 
will increase the eee of wise action. 

The Monetary Conference which assembled at Brussels upon 
our invitation was adjourned to the 30th day of November inthe 

resent year. The considerations just stated and the fact thata 

efinite proposition from us seemed to be expected upon the re- 
assembling of the conference, led me to express a willingness to 
have the meeting still further postponed. 

It seems to me that it would be wise to give general authority 
to the President to invite other nations to such a conference at 
any time when there should be a fair prospect of accomplishing 
an international agreement on the subject of coinage. 

I desire also to earnestly suggest the wisdom of amending the 
existing statutesin regard to the issuance of Government bonds. 
The authority now vested in the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds is not as clear as it should be, and the bonds author- 
ized ure disadvantageous to the Government both as to the time 
of their maturity and rate of interest. 

The Superintendent of Immigration, through the Secretary 
of the Treasury, reports that during the last fiscal year there 
arrived at our ports 440,793 immigrants. Of these 1,063 were 
not permitted to land under the limitations of the law, and 577 
were returned to the countries from whence they came by reason 
of their having become publiccharges, The total arrivals were 
141,034 less than for the previous year. 

The Secre in his report gives an account of the operation 
of the Marine Hospital Service and of the good work done under 
its supervision in preventing the entrance and spread of conta- 
gious diseases. 

The admonitions of the last two years touching our public 
health and the demonstrated danger of the introduction of con- 
tagious diseases from foreign ports have invested the subject of 
national quarantine with increased interest.. A more general 
and harmonious system than now exists, acting promptly and 
directly everywhere, and constantly operating by preventive 
means to shield our country from the invasion of disease, and at 
the same time having due regard to the rights and duties of lo- 
cal agencies, would, I believe, add greatly to the safety of our 


people. 

The Secretary of War reports that the strength of the Army 
on the 30th day of September last was 25,778 enlisted men and 
2,144 officers. 

The total expenditures of the Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1893, amounted to $51,966,074.89. Of this sum, $1,992,- 
581.95 was for salaries and contingent expenses, $23,377,828.35 
for the support of the military establishment, $6,077,033.18 for 
miscellaneous objects, and $20,518,631.41 for public works. This 
latter sum includes $15,296,876.46 for river and harbor improve- 
3 and 83, 266, 141.20 for fortifications and other works of de- 

ense. 

The total enrollment of the militia of the several States was, 
on the 3lst of October of the current year, 112,597 officers and 
enlisted men. The officersof the Army detailed for the inspec- 
tion and instruction of this reserve of our military force report 
that increased interest and marked progress are apparentin the 
discipline and efficiency of the organization. 

Neither Indian outbreaks nor domestic violence have called 
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the Army into service during the year, and the only active mili- 
tary duty ssauiced of it has been in the Department of Texas 
where violations of the neutrality laws of the United States and 
Mexico were promptly and efficiently dealt with by the troops, 
eliciting the warm approval of the civil and military authori- 
ties of both countries. 

The operation of wise laws and the influences of civilization 
constantly tending to relieve the country from the dangers of 
Indian hostilities, together with the increasing ability of the 
States, through the efficiency of the National Guard organiza- 
tions, to protect their citizens from domestic violence, lead to 
the suggestion that the time is fast approaching when there 
should be a reorganization of our Army on the lines of the pres- 
ent necessities of the country. This change contemplates 
neither increase in number nor added expense, but a redistri- 
bution of the force and an encouragement of measures tending 
to Renee efficiency among the men and improvement of the 
service. 

The adoption of battalion formations for infantry regiments 
the strengthening of the artillery force, the abandonment of 
smaller and unnecessary posts, and the massing of the troops at im- 
portant and accessible stations, all promise to promote the use- 
fulness of the Army. In the judgment of army officers, with 
but few exceptions, the operation of the law forbidding the re- 
enlistment of men after ten years’ service has not proved its wis- 
dom, and while the arguments that led to its adoption were not 
without merit, the experience of the year constrains me to join 
in the recommendation for its repeal. . 

It is gratifying to note that we have begun toattain completed 
results in the comprehensive scheme of seacoast defense and for- 
tification entered upon eight years ago. A large sum has been 
already expended, but the cost of maintenance will be inconsid- 
erable as compared with the expense of construction and ord- 
nance. At the end of the current calendar year the War De- 
partment will have nine 12-inch, twenty 10-inch, and thirty-four 
s-inch guns, ready to be mounted on gun lifts and carriages, and 
seventy-five 12-inch mortars. In addition to the product of the 
army gun factory, now completed at Watervliet, the Govern- 
ment has contracted with private parties for the purchase of one 
hundred guns of these calibers, the first of which should be de- 
livered to the Department for test before July 1, 1894. 

The manufacture of heavy ordnance keeps pace with current 
needs; but to render these guns available for the purposes they 
are designed to meet, emplacements must be prepa: 


red for them. 
Progress has been made in this direction, and it is desirable that 
Congress by adequate appropriations should provide for the un- 
interrup rosecution of this necessary work. 

After muc 8 Work and exhaustive examination in 
accordance with the requirements of the law, the board appointed 
to select a magazine rifle of modern type with which to replace 
the obsolete Springfield rifle of the infantry service, completed 
its labors during the last year, and the work of manufacture is 
now in progress at the National Armory at Springfield. It is 
confidently expected that by the end of the current year our in- 
fantry will be supplied with a weapon equal to that of the most 
progressive armies of the world. 

e work on the 5 Chickamauga and Chattanooga Na- 
tional Military Park has been prosecuted with zeal and judg- 
ment, and its opening will be celebrated during the coming year. 
Over 9 square miles of the Chickamauga battlefield have been 
acquired, 25 miles of roadway have been constructed, and ope 
manent tablets have been placed at many historical points, while 
the invitation to the States to mark the positions of their troops 
participating in the battle has been very generally accepted. 

The work of loosung and preserving the lines of battle at the 
Gettysburg battlefield is making satisfactory progress on the 
plans directed by the last Congress. 

The reports of the Military Academy at West Point and the 
several schools for special instruction of officers, show marked 
advancein the education of the Army and acommendable ambi- 
tion among ifẹ officers to excel in the military profession and to 
fit themselves for the highest service to the country. 

Under the supervision of Adjt. Gen. Robert Williams, latel 
retired, the Bureau of Military Information has become we 
established and is performing a service that will put in pos- 
session of the Government in time of war most valuable infor- 
mation, and-at all times serve a purpose of great utility in keep- 
ing the Army advised of the world’s progress in all matters per- 
taining to the art of war. 5 

The repor of the Attorney-General contains the usual sum- 
mary of the affairs and proceedings of the Department of Jus- 
tice for the past year, together with certain recommendations 
as to needed legislation on various subjects. I can not too heart- 
ily indorse the proposition that the fee system as applicable to 
the compensation of United States attorneys, ACAS, clerks 
of Federal courts, and United States commissioners, should be 


_ of the law and private gain, which can not fail to 
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abolished with as little delay as possible. It is clearly in the 
interest of the community that the business of the courts, both 
civil and criminal, shall be as small and as inexpensively trans- 
acted as the ends of justice will allow. 

The system is therefore thoroughly vicious which makes the 
compensation of court officials depend upon the volume of such 
business, and thus creates a conlliet between a proper eee 

erous 
to the rights and freedom of the citizenand an irresistible tem 
tation to the unjustifiable expenditure of publicfunds. If in ad- 
dition to this reform another was inaugurated which would give 
to United States commissioners the final disposition of petty of- 
fenses within the grade of misdemeanors, especially those com- 
ing under the internal-revenue laws, a great advance would be 
made toward a more decent administration of the criminal law. 

In my first message to Congress, dated December 8, 1885, I 
strongly recommended these changes and referred somewhat at 
length to the evils of the present system. Since that time the 
criminal business of the Federal courts and the expense attend- 
ing it have enormously increased, The number of criminal 

utions pending in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States on the Ist of July, 1885, was 3,808, of which 
1,884 were for violations of the internal-revenue laws, while the 
number of such prosecutions pending on the Ist day of July, 
1893, was 9,500, of which 4,200 were for violations of the internal- 
revenue laws. The expense of the United States courts, exclu- 
sive of judges’ salaries, for the year ending July 1, 1885, was 
$2,874,733.11, and for the year en July 1, 1893, $4,528,676.87. 

It is therefore apparent that the reasons given in 1885 for a 
change in the manner of enforcing the Federal criminal law 
have gained cogency and strength by lapse of time. 

Talso heartily join the Attorney-General in recommending leg- 
islation fixing degrees of the crime of murder within Federal 

ſurisdiotion, as has been done in many of the States; authoriz- 
ine writs of error on behalf of the Government in cases where 
final judgment is rendered against the sufficiency of an indict- 
ment or against the Government upon any other question aris- 
ing before actual trial; limiting the right of review in cases of 

my punishable only by fine and imprisonment to the cireuit 
court of appeals, and making speedy provision for the construc- 
tion of such prisons and reformatories as may be necessary for 
the confinement of United States convicts. 

The reportof the Postmaster-General contains a detailed state- 
ment of the operations of the Post-Office Department during the 
last fiscal year and much interes information touching this 
important ch of the public sa y 

he business of the mails indicates with absolute certainty the 
condition of the business of the country, and depressionin - 
cial affairs inevitably and quickly reduces the postal revenues. 
Therefore a larger discrepancy than usual between the Post- 
Office receipts and expenditures is the e ted and unavoidable 
result ofthe distressing stringency which has prevailed through- 
out the country during much of the time covered by the Post- 
master-General’s report. 

At a date when better times were anticipated it was estimated 
by his predecessor that the deficiency on the 30th day of June, 
1893, would be but a little over a million and a half dollars. It 
amounted, however, to more than five millions. At the same 
time, and under the influence of like anticipations, estimates 
were made for the current fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, 
which exhibited a surplus of revenue over expenditures of 8872, 
245.71; but now, in view of the actual receipts and expenditures 
during that part of the current fiscal year prey! expired, the 
present Postmaster-General estimates that at its close instead of 
a surplus there will be a deficiency of nearly $8,000,000. 

The fice receipts for the last fiscal year amounted to 
$75,896,933.16, and its expenditures to $81,074,104.90. This post- 
office deficiency would disappear or be immensely decreased if 
less matter was carried free through the mails, an item of which 
is upward of 300 tons of seeds and grain from the Agricultural 

tment. 
he total number of post-offices in the United States on the 
80th day of June, 1893, was 68,403, an increase of 1,284 over the 
Re year. Of these 3,360 were Presidential, an increase 
that class of 204 over the preceding year. 

Forty-two free-delivery offices were added during the year to 
those already existing, making a total of six hundred and ten 
cities and towns provided with free delivery on June 30, 1893. 
Ninety-three other cities and towns are now entitled to this serv- 
ice under the law, but it has notbeen accorded them on account 
of insufficient funds to meet the expense of its establishment. 

I am decidedly of the opinion that the provisions of the pres- 
ent law permit as general an introduction of this feature of mail 
service as is necessary or justifiable, and that it ought not to be 
extended to smaller communities than are now designated. 

The expense of free delivery for the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1894, will be more than $11,000,000, and under legislation now 
Mauren there must be a constant increase in this item of expen- 
ture. 

There were 6,401 additions to the domestic money-order offices 
during the last fiscal year, being the largest increase in any year 
since the napa parE of the system. The total number of 
offices at the close of the year was 18,434, There were 13,309,735 
money orders issued from these offices, being an increase over 
the preceding year of 1,240,203, and the value of these orders 
amounted to $127,576,433.65, an increase of 87,500, 632.58. There 
wore 878 issued during the year postal notes amounting to $12,- 

076.73. ; 

During the year 195 international money-order offices were 
added to those already provided, making a total of 2,407 in oper- 
ation on June 30, 1593. The number of international money 
orders issued during the year was 1,055,999, an increase over the 
3 year of 72,525, and their value was 816, 341,837.86, an 

crease of 81, 221,506.31. The number of orders paid was 300,- 
917, an increase over the preceding year of 13,503, and their 
value was $5,283,375.70, an increase of $94,094.83. 

From the foregoing statements it appears that the total issue 


i mona orders and postal notes for the year amounted to $156,- 
The number of letters and mailed during the year for 


special delivery was 3,375,693, an increase over the precedin 
year of nearly 22 per cent. The specinl-delivery stamps use 
upon these letters and p es amounted to $337,569.30, and the 
messengers’ fees paid for their delivery amounted to $256,592.71, 
leaving a profit to the Government of $80,976.59. 

The way Mail Service not only adds to the promptness of 
mail delivery at all offices, but it is the especial instrumentality 
which puts the smaller and way places in the service on an 

uality in that regard with the larger and terminal offices. 
This branch of the postal service has therefore received much 
attention from the Postmaster-General, and though it is grati- 
fying to know that it is in a condition of high efficiency and 
great usefulness, I am led to agree with the Postmaster-General 
that there is room for its further improvement. 

There are now connected with the Post-Office establishment 
28,324 employés who are in the classified service. The head of 
this great Department gives conclusive evidence of the value of 
civil-service reform when, after an experience that renders his 
judgment on the subject absolutely reliable, he expresses the 
opinion that without the benefit of this system it would be im- 
possible to conduct the vast business intrusted to him. 

I desire to commend as eee Stas of prompt attention 
the suggestions of the Postmaster-General relating to a more 
sensible and business-like organization anda better distribution 
eee in his Department. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy contains a history of 
the operations of his Department during the past year, and ex- 
hibits a most gratifying condition of the personnel of our Navy. 
He presents a satisfactory account of the progress which has 
been made in the construction of vessels, and makes a number 
of recommendations to which attention is especially invited. 

During the past six months the demands for cruising vessels 
have been many and urgent. There have been revolutions call- 
ing for vessels to protect American interests in Nicar 3 
Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, Argeutina, and Brazil, while 
the condition of affairs in Honolulu has required the constant 

resence of one or more ships. With all these calls upon our 

avy, it became necessary, in order to make up a sufficient fleet 
to patrol the Bering Sea under the modus vivendi agreed upon 
with Great Britain, to detail to that service one vessel from the 
Fish ion and three from the Revenue Marine. 

Progress in the construction of new vessels has not been as 

rapid as was anticipated. ‘There have been delays in thé com- 
lation of unarmored vessels, but for the most part they have 
nsuch as are constantly occurring even in countries having 
the largestexperience in navalshipbuilding. The most serious 
delays, however, have been in the work upon armored ships. 
The trouble has been the failure of contractors to deliver armor 
asagreed. The difficulties seem now, however, to have been 
all overcome, and armor is being delivered with satisfactory 
eee As a result of the experience acquired by ship - 
uilders and tn ie and material men, it is believed that the 
dates when v will be completed can now be estimated with 
reasonable accuracy. Great guns, rapid-fire guns, torpedoes, 
and powder are being 3 supplied. 

The following vessels of the new Navy have been completed 
and are now ready for service: 

The double-turreted coast-defense monitor Miantonomoh, the 
double-turreted coast-défense monitor Monterey, the armored 
cruiser New York, the protected cruisers Baltimore, Chicago, 
Philadelphia, Newark, San Francisco, Charleston, Atlanta, and 
Boston, the cruiser Detroit, the gunboats Yorktown, Concord, 
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Bennington, Machias, Castine, and Petrel, the dispatch vessel 
Dolphin, the practice vessel Bancroft, and thedynamite gunboat 
Vesuvius. Of these the Bancroft, Machias, Detroit,and Castine 
have been placed in commission during the currentcalendar year. 

The following vessels are in process of construc tion: The 
second-class battle ships Maine and Texas, the cruisers Mont- 

mery and Marblehead, and the coast-defense monitors Terror, 

uritan, Amphitrite, and Monadnock, allof which will be com- 
pleted within one year; the harbor-defense ram Katahdin and 
the protected cruisers Columbia, Minneapolis, Olympia, Cincin- 
nati, and Raleigh, all of which will be completed prior to July 
1, 1895; the first-class battle ships Iowa, Indiana, Massachusetts, 
and Oregon, which will be completed February 1, 1896, and the 
armored cruiser Brooklyn, which will be completed by August 
1 of that year. It is also expected that the three gunboats au- 
thorized by the last Congress will be completed in less than two 


rs. ` 
Tiat 1886 Congress has at each session authorized the build- 
ing of one or more vessels, and the Secretary of the Navy pre- 
sents an earnest plea for the continuance of this plan. He rec- 
ommends the authorization of at least one battle ship and six 


ag ee boats. d 
Thile I am distinctly in favor of consistently passing the 
policy we have inaugurated of building up a thorough and effi- 
cient Navy, Lean not refrain from the suggestion that the Con- 
gress should carefully take into account the number of unfinished 
vessels on our hands and the depleted condition of our Treasury 
in considering the propriety of an appropriation at this time to 
begin new work. 

The method of employing mechanical labor at navy-yards 
through boards of labor and making efficiency the sole test by 
which laborers are employed and continued is producing the 
best results and the Secretary is earnestly devoting himself to 
-its development. Attention is invited to the statements of his 
report in regard to the workings of the system. 

The Secretary of the Interior has the supervision of so many 
important subjects that his report is of especial value and in- 
terest. 

On the 30th day of June, 1893, there were on the pension rolls 
966,012 names, an increase of 89,944 over the number on the rolls 
June 30,1892. Of these there were 17 widows and daughters of 
Revolutionary soldiers, 86 survivors of the war of 1812, 6,425 
widows of soldiers of that war, 21,518 survivors and widows of 
the Mexican war, 3,882 survivors and widows of Indian wars, 284 
army nurses, and 475,645 survivors and widows and children of 
deceased soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion, The 
latter number represents those pensioned on account of disabili- 
ties or death resulting from army and navy service. ‘The num- 
ber of persons remaining on the rolls June 30, 1893, who were 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, which allows pensions 
on account of death and disability not chargeable to army sery- 
ice, was 459,155. 

The number added to the rolls during the year was 123,634, 
and the number dropped was 33,690. The first paymentson 172 5 
sions allowed during the year amounted to 833, 756,549.08. This 
includes arrears, or the accumulation between the time from 
which the allowance of pension dates and the time of actually 
granting the certificate. 

Although the law of 1890 permits pensions for disabilities not 
related to military service, yet asa requisite to its benefits a disa- 
bility must exist incapacitating applicants ‘‘from the perform- 
ance of manual labor to such a degree as to render them unable 
to earn a support.” The execution of this law in its early stages 
does not seem to have been in accord with its true intention; 
but toward the close of the last Administration an authoritative 
construction was given to the statute, and since that time this 
construction has been followed. This has had the effect of limit- 
ing the operation of the law to its intended purpose. The dis- 
covery having been made that many names had been put upon 
the pension roll by means of wholesale and gigantic frauds, the 
Commissioner suspended payments upon a number of pensions 
which seemed to be fraudulent or unauthorized pending a com- 
plete examination, giving notice to the pensioners in order that 
they might have an opportunity to establish, if possible, the jus- 
tice of their claims notwithstanding apparent invalidity. 

This, I understand, is the practice which has for a long time 
prevailed in the Pension Bureau; but after entering upon these 
recent investigations the Commissioner modified this rule so as 
not toallow, until after a complete examination, interference with 


the ment of a pension apparently not altogether void, but 
which merely had been fixed ata rate higher than that author- 
ized by law. 


Lam unable to understand why frauds in the pension rolls should 
not be exposed and corrected with thoroughness and vigor. 
Every name fraudulently put upon these rolls is a wicked impo- 
‘sition upon the kindly sentiment in which pensions have their 
origin; every fraudulent pensioner has become a bad citizen; 


every false oath in support of a pension has made perjury more 
common, and false and undeserving pensioners rob the le 
not only of their money, but of the patriotic sentiment which the 
survivors of a war, fought for the preservation of the Union, 
ought to inspire. Thousands of neighborhoods have their well- 
known fraudulent pensioners, and recent developments by the 
Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to accomplish pension 
frauds. By no means the least wrong done is to brave and deserv- 
ing pensioners, who certainly ought not tobe condemned to such 
association, A * 

Those who attempt in the line of duty to rectify these wrongs 
should not be accused of enmity or indifference to the claims of 
honest veterans. 

The sum expended on account of pensions for the year ending 
June 30, 1893, was $156,740,467.14. 

The Commissioner estimates that $165,000,000 will be required 
to pay pensions during the year ending June 30, 1894. 

he condition of the Indians and their ultimate fate are sub- 
jects which are related to asacred duty of the Government, and 
sec sronaly appeal to the sense of justice and the sympathy 
of our people. 

Our dans number about 248,000. Most of them are located 
on 161 reservations, containing 86,116,531 acres of land. About 
110,000 of these Indians have, to a large degree, adopted civil- 
ized customs. Lands in severalty have beenallotted to many of 
them. Such allotments have been made to 10,000 individuals 
during the last fiscal year, embracing about 1,000,000 acres. The 
number of Indian Government schools open aare the year was 
195,-an increase of 12 over the preceding year. Of this total 170 
were on reservations, of which 73 were boarding schools and 97 
were day schools. Twenty boarding schools and 5 day schools 
supported by the Government were not located on reservations. 
The total number of Indian children enrolled during the year as 
attendants of all schools was 21,138, an increase of 1,231 over the 
enrollment for the previous year. > 

I am sure that secular educationand moral and religious teach- 
ing must bə important factors in any effort to save the Indian 
and lead him to civilization. I believe, too, that the relinquish- 
ment of tribal relations and the holding of land in severalty may, 
in favorable conditions, aid this consummation. It seems to 
me, however, that allotments of land in severalty ought to be 
made with t care and circumspection, If hastily done, be- 
fore the Indian knows its meaning, while yet he has little or no 
idea of tilling a farm and no conception of thrift, there is great 
danger that a reservation life in tribal relations be ex- 
changed for the pauperism of civilization, instead of its inde- 
pendence and elevation. 

The solution of the Indian problem depends very largely upon 
good administration. The personal fitness of agents and their 
adaptability to the peculiar duty of caring for their wards, isof 
the utmost importance. 

The law providing that, except in especial cases, army officers 
shall be detailed as Indian agents it is hoped will prove a suc- 
cess[ul experiment. 

There is danger of great abuses creeping into the prosecution 
of claims for Indian depredations, and I recommend that every 
possible safeguard be provided aguinst the enforcement of un- 
just and fictitious claims of this description. - 

The st ae mire og on account of the Indian Bureau for the 
year ending June 30, 1894, amount to $7,954,962.99, a decrease as 
compared with the year preceding it of $387,131.95. 

The vast area of land which but a short time ago constituted 
the public domain is 3 falling into private hands. It is 
certain that in the transfer the beneticent intention of the Gov- 
ernment to supply from its domain homes to the industrious and 
worthy home-seekersis often frustrated. Though the speculator, 
who stands with extortionate purpose between the Land Office 
and those who, with their families, are invited by the Govern- 
ment to settle on the public lands, is a despicable character who 
ought not to be tolerated, yet it is difficult to thwart his schemes. 
The recent opening to settlement of the lands in the Cherokee 
Outlet, embracing an area of 6,500,000 acres, notwithstanding 
the utmost care in framing the regulations governing the selec- 
tion of locations and notwithstanding the presence of United 
States troops, furnished an exhibition, though perhaps in a 
modified degree, of the mad scramble, the violence, and the 
fraudulent occupation which have accompanied previous open- 
ings of public land. 

concur with the Secretary in the belief that these outra- 
geous incidents can not be entirely prevented without a change in 
the laws on the subject, and I hope his recommendations in that 
direction will be favorably considered. 

I especially commend to the attention of the Congress the 
statements contained in the Secretary's report concerning for- 
estry. The time has come when efficient measures should be taken 
for the preservation of our forests from indiscriminate and reme- 
diless destruction. 
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The report of the Secretary of Agriculture will be found ex- 
ceedingly interesting, especially to that large part of our citi- 
zeus intimately concerned in agricultural occupations. 

On the 7th day of March, 1893, there were upon its pay rolls 
2,430employés. This number has been reduced to 1,850 persons. 
In view of a depleted public Treasury and the imperative de- 
mand of the people for economy in the administration of their 
Government, the Secretary has entered upon the task of ration- 
ally reducing expenditures by the elimination from the pay rolls 
of all persons not needed for an efficient conduct of the affairs 
of the Department. 

During the first quarter of the present year the expenses of 
the Department aggregated $345,876.76, as against $402,012.42 
for the corresponding period of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893. The Secretary makes apparent his intention to continue 
this rate of reduction by submitting estimates for the next fiscal 
year less by $994,230 than those for the present year. 

Among the heads of divisions in this Department the changes 
have been exceedingly few. Three vacancies occurring from 
death and resignations have been filled by the promotion of as- 
sistants in the same divisions. 

These promotions of experienced and faithful assistants have 
not only been in the interest of efficient work, but have suggested 
to those in the Department who look for retention and promo- 
tion that merit and devotion to duty are their best reliance. 

The amount appropriated for the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the current fiscal year is $850,000; the estimate for the ensu- 
. is $700,000. 

he regulations of 1892 concerning Texas fever have been en- 
forced during the last year, and the large stockyards of the 
country have been kept free from infection. Occasional local 
outbreaks have been largely such ascould have been effectually 
guarded against by the owners of the affected cattle. 
While contagious pleuro-pneumonia in cattle has been eradi- 
cated, animal tuberculosis, a disease widespread and more dan- 
erous to human life than pleuro-pneumonia, is still prevalent. 
6 have been made during the past year as to the 
means of its communication and the method of its correct diag- 
mosis. Much ig has been made in this direction by the 
studies of the division of animal pathology, but work ought to 
be extended, in coöperation with local authorities, until the 
ras 5 to human life arising from this cause is reduced to a min- 
um. 

The number of animals arriving from Canada during the year 
and inspected by Bureau officers was 462,092, and the number 
from transatlantic countries was 1,297. No contagious diseases 
were found among the imported animals. 

The total number of inspectionsof cattle for export during the 
past fiscal year was 611,542, The exports show a falling off of 
about 25 per cent from the preceding year, the decrease occur- 
ring entirely in the last hallo the year. This suggests that the 
falling off may have been largely due to an increase in the price 
of American export cattle. 

During the year ending June 30, 1893, exports of inspected pork 
aggregated 20,677,410 pounds as against 38,152,874 pounds for the 

ing year. The falling off in this export was not confined, 
owever, to inspected pork, the total quantity exported for 1892 
being 665,490,616 pounds, while in 1893 it was only 527,308,695 


junds, . 
m join the Secretary in recommending that hereafter each ap- 
3 the position of inspector or assistant inspector in the 
ureau of Animal Industry be required, as a condition precedent 
to his 3 to exhibit tothe United States Civil Service 
Commission his diploma from an established, regular, and rep- 
utable veterinary college, and that this be supplemented by such 
an ee in veterinary science as the Commission may 
rescribe. 
= The exports of agricultural products from the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, attained the enormous 
figure of $800,000,000, in round numbers, sags O per cent of 
our total exports. In the last fiscal year this aggregate was 
pror reduced, but, nevertheless, reached 615,000,000, being 
5.1 per cent of all American commodities exported. 

A review of our agricultural exports with special reference to 
their destination will show that in almost every line the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland absorbs by far the largest 
proportion. Of cattle the total exports aggregated in value for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, $26,000,000, of which Great 
Britain took considerably over 825, 000,000. Of beef products of 
all kinds our total exports were $28,000,000, of which Great 
Britain took $24,000,000. Of pork products the total exports were 
$84,000,000, of which Great Britain took $53,090,000. In bread- 
stuffs, cotton, and minor products like proportions sent to the 
same d tion are shown. 

The work of the statistical division of the Department of Ag- 
riculture deals with all that relates to the economics of farming. 

The main purpose of its monthly reports is to keep the farmers 


informed as fully as possible of all matters having any influence 
upon the world’s markets, in which their products find sale. Its 
publications relate especially to the commercial side of farming. 

It is therefore of profound importance and vital concern to 
the farmers of the United States, who represent nearly one-half 
of our population, and also of direet interest to the whole country, 
that the work of this division be efficiently performed and that 
the information it has gathered be promptly diffused. 

It is a matter for congratulation to know that the Secretary 
will not spare any effort to make this part of his work thor- 
oughly useful. 

In the year 1839 the Congress gt a an $1,000, to be taken 
from the Patent Office funds, for the purpose of collecting and 
distributing rare and improved varieties of seeds, and for prose- 
cuting agricultural investigations and procuring agricultural 
statistics. From this small beginning the seed division of the 
8 ol Agriculture has grown to its present unwieldy 
and unjustifiably extravagant proportions. 

During the last fiscal year the cost of seeds purchased was 806, 
548.61. e remainder of an appropriation of $135,000 was ex- 
pended in putting them up and distributing them. It surel 
never could have entered the minds of those who first sanctione 
appropriations of public money for the purchase of new and im- 
proved varieties of seeds for gratuitous distribution that from 
this would grow large appropriations for the purchase and dis- 
tribution by members of Congress of ordinary seeds, bulbs, and 
cuttings which are common in all the States and Territories, 
and everywhere easily obtainable at low prices. 

In each State and Territory an agricultural experiment station 
has been established. These stations, by their very character 
and name, are the proper agencies to experiment with and test 
new varieties of seeds; and yet this indiscriminate and wasteful 
distribution by legislation and legislators continues, answering 
no purpose unless it be to remind constituents that their repre- 
oan ky are willing to remember them with gratuities at pub- 

c cost. 

Under the sanction of existing legislation there was sent out 
from the Agricultural Department during the last fiscal year 
enough of cabbage seed to plant 19,200 acres of land, a sufficient 
quantity of beans to plant 4,000 acres, beet seed enough to plant 
2,500 acres, sweet corn enough to plant 7,800 acres, sufficient cu- 
cumber seed to cover 2,025 acres with vines, and enough musk- 
melon and watermelon seeds to plant 2,675 acres. The total 
series Men flower and vegetable seeds thus distributed was con- 
tained in more than nine million packages, and they were suffi- 
cient, if planted, to cover 89,596 acres of land. 

In view of these facts this enormous expenditure without legit- 
imate returns of benefit ought to be abolished. Anticipating a 
consummation so manifestly in the interest of good administra- 
tion, more than $100,000 has been stricken from the estimate 
made to cover this object for the year ending June 30, 1895; and 
the Secretary recommends that the remaining $35,000 of the es- 
timate be confined strictly to the purchase of new and improved 
varieties of seeds, and that these be distributed through experi- 
ment stations. 

Thus the seed will be tested, and after the test has been com- 
pleted by the experiment station the propagetion of the useful 
varieties and the rejection of the valueless may safely be leſt to 
the common sense of the people. 

The continued intelligent execution of the civil-service law 
and the increasing approval by the people of its operation are 
most gratifying. The recent extension of its limitations and 
regulations to the employés at free-delivery post-offices, which 
has been honestly and promptly accomplished by the Commis- 
sion, with the hearty co5peration of the Postmaster-General, is 
an immensely important advance in the usefulness of the system. 

I am, if possible, more than ever convinced of the incalculable 
benefits conferred by the civil-service law, not only in its effect 
upon the public service, but also, what is even more important, 
in its effect in elevating the tone of pee life generally. 

The course of civil-service reform in this country instructively 
and interestingly illustrates how strong a hold a movement gains 
upon oar people which has underlying it a sentiment of justice 
and right, and which at the same time promises better admin- 
istration of their Government. 

The law embodying this reform found its way to our statute 
book more from fear of the popular sentiment existing in its fa- 
vor than from any love for the reform itself on the part of leg- 
islators; and it has lived and grown and flourished in spite of the 
covert as well as open hostility of 1 and notwithstanding 
the querulous impracticability of many self-constituted guar- 
dians. Baneath all the vagaries and sublimated theories which 
are attracted to it there underlies this reformasturdy common- 
sense principle not only suited to this mundane sphere, but whose 
application our people are move and more recognizing to be ab- 
solutely essential to the most successful operation of their Gov- 
ernment, if not to its perpetuity. 
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It seems to me to be entirely inconsistent with the character | they are confined. Then follow a suspension of work in mills 


of this reform, as well as with its best enforcement, to oblige 
the Commission to rely for clerical assistance upon clerks de- 
tailed from other Departments. There ought not to be such a 
condition in any Department that clerks hired to do work there 
can be spared to habitually work at another place, and it does 
not accord with a sensible view of civil-service reform that per- 
sons should be employed on the theory that their labor is neces- 
sary in one Department when in point of fact their services are 
devoted to entirely different work in another Department. 

I earnestly urge that the clerks necessary to carry on the work 
of the Commission be regularly put upon its roster, and that the 
system of obliging the Commissioners to rely upon the services 
of clerks belonging to other Departments be discontinued. This 
ought not to increase the expense to the Government, while it 
would certainly be more consistent and add greatly to the effi- 
ciency of the Commission. 

Economy in public expenditure is a duty that can not inno- 
cently be neglected by those intrusted with the control of money 
drawn from the people for public uses. It must be confessed 
that our apparoniy endless resources, the familiarity of our 
people with immense accumulations of wealth, the growing 
sentiment among them that the expenditure of public money 
should in some manner bə to their immediate and personal ad- 
vantage, the indirect and almost stealthy manner in which a 
large part of our taxes are exacted, and a degenerated sense of 
official accountability have led to growing extravagance in gov- 
ernmental appropriations. 

At this time, when a depleted public Treasury confronts us, 
when many of our people are engaged ina hard struggle for the 
necessaries of life, and when enforced economy is pressing upon 
the great mass of our countrymen, I desire to urge with all the 
earnestness at my command that Congressional legislation be so 
limited by strict economy as to exhibit an appreciation of the 
condition of the Treasury and a sympathy with the straitened 
circumstances of our fellow-citizens. 

The duty of public economy is also of immense importance in 
its intimate and necessary relation to the task now in hand of 
providing revenue to meet Government expenditures, and yet 
reducing the people’s burden of Federal taxation. 

Aftera hard struggle tariff reform is directly before us. Noth- 
ing so important claims our attention and nothing so clearly 
presents itself as both un d and a duty—an opportu- 
nity to deserve the gratitude of our fellow-citizens and a duty 
imposed upon us by our oft-repeated professions and by the em- 
phatic mandate of the people. After a full discussion our coun- 
trymen have spoken in favor of this reform, and they have con- 
fided the work of its accomplishment to the hands of those who 
are solemnly pledged to it. 

If there is anything in the theory of arepresentation in public 
places of the people and their desires, if public officers are really 
the servants of the people, and if political promises and profes- 
sions have any binding force, our failure to give the relief so 
long awaited will be sheer recreancy. Nothing should inter- 
vene to distract our attention or disturb our effort until this re- 
form is e gos ry by wise and careful legislation. 

While we should stanchly adhere to the principle that only 
the necessity of revenue justifies the imposition of tariff duties 
and other Federal taxation, and that they should be limited by 
strict economy, we can not close our eyes to the fact that con- 
ditions have grown up among us which in justice and fairness 
call for discriminating care in the distribution of such duties 
and taxation as the emergencies of our Government actually 
demand. N 

Manifestly, if we are to aid the people directly through tariff 
reform, one of its most obvious features should be a reduction in 
present tariff charges upon the necessaries of life. The benefits 
of such a reduction would be palpable and substantial, seen and 
felt by thousands who would be better fed and batter clothed and 
bettersheltered. These gifts should be the willing benefactions 
of a Government whose highest function is the promotion of the 
welfare of the people. 

Not less closely related to our people's prosperity and well-be- 
ing is the removal of restrictions upon the importation of the 
raw materials necessary toour manufactures. The world should 
be open to our national ingenuity and enterprise. ‘This can not 
be while Federal legislation, through the imposition of high 
tariff, forbids to American manufacturers as cheap materials as 
those used by their competitors. It is quite obvious that the 
enhancement of the price of our manufactured products result- 
ing from this policy not only confines the market for these prod- 
ucts within our own borders, to the direct disadvantage of our 
manufacturers, but also increases their cost to our citizens. 

The interests of laborare certainly, though indirectly, involved 
in this feature of our tariff system. The sharp competition and 
active struggle among our manufacturers. to supply the limited 
demand for their goods soon fill the narrow market to which 


and factories, a discharge of employés, and distress in the homes 
of our wor en. 

Even if the often disproved assertion could be made good that 
a lower rate of wages would result from free raw materials and 
low tariff duties, the intelligence of our workingmen leads 
them quickly to discover that their steady employment, per- 
mitted by free raw materials, is the most important factor in 
their relation to tariff legislation. 

A measure has been prepared by the appropriate Congres- 
sional committee embodying tariff reform on the lines herein 
suggested, which will be promptly submitted for legislative ac- 
tion. Itis the result of much patriotic and unselfish work, and 
I believe it deals with its subject consistently and as thoroughly 
as existing conditions permit. 

I am satisfied that the reduced tariff duties provided for in the 
proposed legislation, added to existing internal-revenue taxa- 
tion, will, in the near future, though perhaps not immediately, 
produce sufficient revenue to meet the needs of the Government. 

The committee, after full consideration, and to provide against 
a temporary deficiency which may exist before the business of 
the country adjusts itself to thenew tariff schedules, have wisely 
embraced in their plan a few additional internal-revenue taxes, 
including a small tax upon incomes derived from certain corpo- 
rate investments. 

These new assessments are not only absolutely just and easily 
borne, but they have the further merit of being such as can be 
remitted without unfavorable business disturbance whenever the 
necessity of their imposition no longer exists. 

In my great desire for the success of this measure I can not re- 
strain the suggestion that its success can only be attained by 
means of unselfish counsel on the part of the friends of tariff re- 
form and as a result of their willingness to subordinate personal 
desires and ambitions to the general good. The local interests 
affected by the proposed reform are so numerous and so varied 
that if all are insisted upon the legislation embodying the re- 
form must inevitably fail. 

In conclusion, my intense feeling of responsibility impels me 
to invoke for the manifold interests of a generous and confiding 
people the most scrupulous care and to pledge my willing sup- 
port to every legislative effort for the advancement of the great- 
ness and prosperity of our beloved country. 

CLEVELAND. 


GRO 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 4, 1893. 
Mr.DOLPH. There have been distributed, while the message 
was being read, printed copies of what purports to be the mes- 
e, and on e 9 I find a part of the page devoted to Hawaii. 
I did not hear it read from the desk. I myself would like to 
know, and I think the country would like to know, whether it 
was inadvertently or purposely omitted by the Secretary, or 
whether the copies which have been circulated are not true 


copies of the Loses Fs 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that page 9 
was inadvertently omitted by the Secretary. The Secretary will 
now read the page to which the Senator from Oregon refers, 

The Secretary read page 9 of the message. 3 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that them o lie on the table, and 
that the usual number of copies be 3 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire, on the motion to print, to make some 
remarks upon that portion of the President's message relating 
to Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then let it lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the motion may go over until to-morrow, I 
will submit my remarks immediately after the morning busi- 
ness, or I can submit them this afternoon, if in order, although 
I do not wish to detain the Senate to-day. If the position of the 
message will be such to-morrow that my remarks will be in order 
I shall not ask for a postponement of action on the motion to 


print. 

Mr. GORMAN. My motion is that the message lie on the 
table, and that only the usual number of copies be printed. That 
will enable the Senator to call up the message in the morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. Verywell. Then I give notice that to-morrow, 
after the morning business, I shall ask. the indulgence of the 
Senate while I submit some remarks upon that portion of the 
President's message relating to Hawaii. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it understood that the message is to come up 
to-morrow morning for consideration? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is my understanding, I ask merely 
that a on the table and that the usual number of copies be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR. But while the Senator from Oregon is at liberty 
to call it up, if an objection is interposed, it will require a ma- 
jority vote of the Senate to take the message from the table. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. We will vote to take it up. 
Mr. GORMAN. There is no earthly objection to the Senator 
from Oregon addressing the Senate to-morrow. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then we had better not make the order to | C 


print until to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the message be printed, so that every 
Sen itor will have it on his desk, and may understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is this trouble: If the motion to print 
is adopted then there will be no question before the Senate for 
debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion to twill have been adopted 
and the message will be upon the table; and Ishall move to pro- 
ceed to its consideration in order that the Senator from Oregon 
may speak upon it. 

1 SHERMAN. With that understanding I have no objec- 
on. 

i r, COCKRELL. ‘Nobody wants to suppress free speech 

erc. 2 

Mr. GORMAN. More than that, my motion is to print only 
the usual number. To-morrow I shall make a motion to print 
an extra number, as is customary, and on that motion the Sen- 
ator from Oregon can address the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Any way will be satisfactory so that a de- 
batable question will be before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that course. We 
all. desire it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland, that the message lie on the table 
and that the usual number be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of ‘Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Toves, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 88) providing for the payment of 
sale ries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion 
act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893; 
in which it requested the eoncurrenee of the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL DEPUTY COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr.COCKRELL. Task that the joint resolution just received 
from the House of Representatives be laid before the Senate. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 88) providing for the payment of 
salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act 
of May f, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893, was 
read first time by its title, and the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved, ete., That there is hereby a priated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury pot otherwise appropriated, ane sum of $50,000 to pay the salaries 
and actual and necessary expenses of as many additional deputy collectors 
of internal revenue as it may be found for the collectors in the 
several districts to appoint in order to the more thorough and effective 
execution of the act o y 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 
to the registration of, and the issuance of certificates of resi 
dence to, ese laborers who are entitled to remain in the United States 
under the provisions of these laws, which additional deputy collectors shall 
be paid, out of the sum hereby appropriated, by such allowances as shall be 


mado by the Secretary of the Treasury upon the dation of the 


Commissioner of internal revenue: Provided, That collectors: of internal 
revenue shall not receive any fee or other ) tion forthe registration 
and issuance of certificates of residence to ese laborers who are en- 
titled to remain in the United States under the provisions of the said laws. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the joint resolution be referred 
to te Committee on Appropriations. 

Me. HOAR. Before it goes to the committee I should like to 
call attention to a very extraordinary omission in the joint reso- 
lution. As I heard it read it provides for the payment of such 
additional collectors of internal revenue as it may be found 
necessary for the various collectors to appoint. It nowhere 

ives authority to zy particular officer, to the Secretary of the 
p haies or the President of the United States, to appoint them, 
and it ought to contain such a provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It says deputy collectors.” 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; “additional deputy collectors.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. There isa general law authorizing the ap- 
pointment of ay, collectors. 

Mr. HOAR T understand that; but the joint resolution does 
not put it under the general law. It merely provides for the 
payment of such deputy collectors as it may be found necessary 
to appoint. Now suppose the collector at San Francisco—I put 
an extreme case—thinks it necessary to appoint a thousand dep- 
uty collectors, is he entitled to do so? There ought to be some 
limitation 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator means a limitation upon the 
power of appointment? 

Mr. HOARN. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh! 

Mr. HOAR. It ought to be lodged in either the Secretary of 
the Treasury or the President. 


Mr, CULLOM. That can be fixed in the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland to refer the joint resolution to the 
ommittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Senate submitting, in obedience 
to law, a full and complete account of all property belonging to 
the United States in his possession on the 4th day of December, 
1893; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. E 

REPORTS OF SERGHANT-AT-ARMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, submitting a full 
and complete account of all property belonging to the United 
States in his possession December 4, 1893; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting a full and complete 
statement of all money received from sale of condemned prop- 
erty belonging to the United States from August 6, 1893, to date, 
and disposition made of same; which was read, and, with theac- 
companying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Souro of the Currency for the year ended Oc- 
tober 31,1893; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CHIEF OF ENGINEERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, showing the prog- 
ress of construction upon the new Congressional Lib puild- 
ing; which was referred to the Select Committee on Additional 
eee hn for the Library of Congress, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 

tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of 


judgments rendered by that court and the amounts thereof for 


the year ending December 2, 1893; which. with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, transmitting, 
in compliance with law, a statement of the expenditures for 
eg of food fish during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
893, and also under certain other appropriations therein enu- 
merated; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PAYMENTS TO SPECIAL DEPUTY MARSHALS IN NEW YORK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
nse to a resolution of October 25, 1893, a statement from the 
irst Comptroller, showing the amounts paid special deputy 
marshals by John W. Jacobus, United States marshal for the 
southern district of New York, previous to the election held at 
the city of New York, November 8, 1892; which, with the ac- 
ped sai papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 

printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Charles A. Story, of 
Chicago, III., praying for a thorough and complete revision of 
the present system of spelling; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Peoria, III., 
remonstrating against an increase of the tax on malt liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. : ; 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian’ 
e TA Union of the United States, through its president, 
Sarah E. V. Emery, praying that members of the Senate abstain 
from the use of intoxicating liquors during the present session 
of Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. ; 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, 
of Worcester, 1 for the enactment of legislation to 
secure governmentäl ownership and control of the telegraph; 
= was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Jereminh Donovan and 198 
others, and the petition of John Bush and 145 others, citizens of 
Springfield, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation look- 


— 


which was read twice by its title, and refer 
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ing to the early release of American eitizens confined in 
penitentiaries for all political offenses; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 115g) to establish a bureau of 
public health within the Treasury Department of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1154) for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives of John C. Howe, deceased; which was read 
1 its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Patents. f 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1155) granting a pension 
to John E. Burnes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions., 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1156) to increase the pension of 
John H. Bieling, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittes on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1157) to provide for the incorpo- 
ration of street railway companies in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced æ bill (S. 1158) for the relief 
of John Murphy and the Spalding Lumber Company; which was 
read twice a title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1159) to. relieve James Poun- 
din of the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1160) for the relief of William 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1161) to amend section 4488 of the 
Revised Statutes relating to life-saving appliances on shipboard; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. s 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1162) to provide for the en- 
largement of the public building at Topeka, in the State of Kan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1163) to provide for the daily pub- 
lication of a summary of the proceedings of Congress; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Print- 


in 

fie also introduced a bill (S. 1164) to amend the immigration 
and naturalization laws; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1165) to prohibit unnaturalized 
persons of foreign birth from voting at any national or State 
election; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1166) to establish a customs com- 
mission; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1167) to protect interstate com- 
merce; to prevent dealing in ‘‘ options and futures;“ pe 
hibit the formation of ‘ trusts,” “combines,” „corners,“ and all 
other combinations which affect prices; and to punish conspira- 
cies against freedom of trade among the people of the several 
States; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce in the absence of objection. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think some other committee has had charge 
of a portion of the subject-matter involved in the bill. I pre- 
sume it should properly be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PEFFER. I prefer that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.- The bill will be so referred. 


Mr. PEFFER, also introduced a bill (S. 1168) to establish a | tio 


bureau of irrigation, and to prescribe the duties thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1169) to enable the People of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, and for other purposes; which wasread twice 
by its title, aud referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1170) to establish an electrical ex- 

riment station for the purpose of investigating and determin- 
De whether electricity can be profitably applied as a motive 
power in the propulsion of farm machinery and es a 
to the Committee 


on Agriculture and Forestry. 


English | He also introduced a bill (S. 1171) to prohibit the collection of 


special liquor taxes from persons other than those who are dul 
authorized by State laws to traffic in intoxicating liquors; whic 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1172) to prohibit the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors at military posts and reservations and at na- 
tional soldiers’ homes; whieh was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1173) to grant service pensions to 
soldiers and sailors ofthe War of the Rebellion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced.a bill (S. 1174) to reduce the number of pen- 
sion ratings to ten, to abolish pension agencies, and to lessen the 
expense of examining boards; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1175) to require payment of pen- 
sion money to wives in cases where male pensioners desert or 
abandon their families, or are habitual drunkards, or for any rea- 
son fail and neglect to support their families; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1176) to increase pensions of the 
soldiers of the war of 1812 to $25 per month; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1177) to increase the circulating 


medium by using Treasury notes based on gold and silver coin 

and bullion; and to amend the coinage laws accordingly: which 

xy read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ance, 

He also introduced a bill (S.1178) to regulate the value of cer- 
tain coins and pieces of money; to give to all sorts of current 
money equal qualities of legal tender, and to prohibit and pre- 
vent discriminations in favor of gold coin or bullion’ as money; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1179) to provide for lighting the 

ublic buildings in Washington, and to furnish means of light- 
ing to the residents of said city; which was read twice by its 
a e, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
a 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1180) for the relief of Charles 
Williamson, late assistantsurgeon Twelfth Kansas State Militia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committze 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1181) for the relief of Thomas 
Moonlight; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER. I introduce (by request) a bill to regulate the 
importation and sale of intoxicating 1 apone in the United States, 
te Which I wish to call attention, as it is one of a somewhat pecu- 
liar character. It has been sent to me by a very intelligent cit- 
izen of the State of Kansas, a very earnest temperance worker. 
While the bill is not drawn in such form as a lawyer would pre- 
pare it, and while there may be some objections to its phraseol- 
ogy, yet my correspondent asks that it be submitted to the Sen- 
ate without any change whatever, So I introduce the bill and 
ae pana it may be referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

The bill (S. 1182) to regulate the importation and sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in the United States was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 39) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to limit 
the office of President to one term for each incumbent; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 40) to amend the 
Constitution so as to elect the President and Vice-President by 
a direct vote of the people; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary in the absence of objec- 


n. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It should be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink the bill should be referred to that com- 


mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 41) 
relative to the erection of a penitentiary in the State of North 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

COL. ANSON MILLS, 


Mr. MILLS. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be now considered. 
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The joint resolution (S. R. 42) permitting Anson Mills, colonel 
of Third Regiment United States Cavalry, to accept and exer- 
cise the functions of boundary commissioner on the part of the 
United States was read the first time by its title, and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 


Resoived, etc., That Anson Mills, colonel Third Re. ent United States 
confirmed by the Sen- 


Cavalry, having been nominated by the President an 
ate as à CO) oner of the United States under the convention between 
the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, concluded 
and signed by the contracting parties at the city of Washington, March 1, 
1889, is hereby permitted to accept and exercise the functions of said office of 
commissioner: Provided, Said officer shall continue to receive his emolu- 
ments in pay and allowances as colonel in the Army while hol said of- 
fice of commissioner the same as he would receive were he perfoi such 
duty under military orders, and no other additional pay or emoluments for 
his services as such commissioner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to inquire what is the necessity 
for the > passage of the joint resolution? 

Mr. MI .I will state. Col. Anson Mills is now colone! of 
the Third Regiment of Cavalry of the United States. Heisa 
very skilled officer, familiar with the boundaries of the Rio 
Grande, where he seryed for a number of years. Under an 

eement between the Republic of Mexico and that of the 
nited States a joint commission has been raised to survey and 
fix the boundary between the two countries. Col. Mills has 
been selected by the President on account of his skill and his 
acquaintance with that country to represent the Government of 
the United States as the engineer on that commission: but there 
is a provision of law which prevents him from accepting a posi- 
tion of that sort without vacating his place in the Army. The 
joint resolution simply provides for giving the consent of Con- 
s that he, an officer of the Army of the United States, draw- 

g his pay as an officer of the Army, and with no other emolu- 
ments, may perform this duty for the Governmentof the United 
States. That is all. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
whether the resolution gives the officer the same compensation 
he now receives? 

Mr. MILLS, The joint resolution does not change his pay, 
but leaves him an officer of the United States Army, detailed to 
do this business, which the law now in existence forbids him to 
do without the consent of ape iver ` 

Mr. PALMER. Without additional pay? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Texas kindly state 
a little more distinctly the precise function this officer is to per- 
form as a commissioner, notwithstanding he is an officer of the 
Army? [should like to hear, as I did not quite catch the Sen- 
ator’s statement. ; i 

Mr. MILLS. The officer is to act as engineer, as I under- 
stand, and under the treaty one is to be appointed by each gov- 
ernment. He has been selected by the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of the boundary commission? 

Mr. MILLS. Of the boundary commission. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the commission authorized to settle the 
boundary or only to report to the Executive? 

Mr. MILLS. It is authorized to survey and fix the boundary 
line between the United States and Mexico on the Rio Grande 
River. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How many commissioners are there? 

Mr. MILLS. I have the convention and will read the provi- 


sion relating to this matter. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is this officer the sole United States com- 
missioner? 


Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; there are others. The convention pro- 
vides that— - 

The International Boundary-Commission shall be composed of a commis- 
sioner appointed by the President of the United States of America and 
another 3 arn by the President of the United States of Mexico, in ac- 
cordance with the constitutional provisions of each country, of a 3 
engineer, appointed in the same manner by each government, and of 
secretaries and interpreters as either government may see fit to add to its 
commission. Each Government separately shall fix the salaries and emolu- 
ments of the members of its commission. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If I understand, there are three commis- 
sioners on the part of the United States, and this military officer 
is only one of the three? 

Mr. MILLS. He is one of those appointed by this Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is the engineer member of the com- 
mission. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; so I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas read from the docu- 
mentin his hand something which I understand is inconsistent 
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with his verbal answer. Of course he did not wish to be mis- 
understood, but he probably was. I understand the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] inquired whether there 
were three commissioners on the part of the United States, and 
I understood the Senator from Texas to say there was one com- 
missioner on the part of each Government. 

Mr. MILLS. I have read the exact language of the conven- 
tion to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire asked if there 
were three commissioners. 

Mr.MILLS. The Senator from New Hampshire said three,“ 
but I did not make any answer in reply, if I recollect. I read 
the clause in the document. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LABORER IN LAW LIBRARY. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 

Resolved, That the assistant librarian in charge of the Law Library of 
Congress be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ a laborer at $30 a month 
to keep the rooms of the library in p r condition, and that this amount 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CHARLES O'NEILL. 


Am e from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced the death of Hon. Charles 
O'Neill, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 
and . the resolutions of the House thereon: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sor- 
row of the death of Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
public services and private character of the deceased may be fully com- 
memorated, and, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these 
Pini trend to the Senate and to send a duly attested copy to the family of 

e deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM LILLY. 


The message also conveyed to the Senate the intelligence of 
the death of Hon. William Lilly, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania, and transmitted the action of the House 
of Representatives thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, Lask that the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives on the death of Hon. William Lilly 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
rere from the House of Representatives, which will be 


The resolutions of the House of Representatives were read, as 
follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 4, 1898. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of the death of Hon. W. Lilly, late a Representative of the State of 
a. 


Enola, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, at a committee of nine members of the House, withsuch mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral at 
Mauch Chunk, Pa. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 


the House do now adjourn. 
intment of Mr. MCDOWELL, Mr. PAGE, 


The Speaker announced the a 
Mr. MUTCHLER, Mr, NORTHWAY, Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. CURTIS 


of Kansas, Mr. WHITING, Mr. Hicks, and Mr. TATE, as the committee pro- 
vided for in the above resolutions. ~ 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr, President, I submit the resolutions 
which I senå to the desk and move their adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
er tot — death of Hon. William Lilly, late a Representative from the State 
of Pe 

Resolved, Tnat the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives providing for the appointment of a joint committee to attend the 
funeral of the deceased at his late residence in the State of Pennsylvania, and 
that the committee on the part of the Senate, consisting of five Senators, be 
appointed by the Vice-President. 

solved, at the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee on the 

art of the Senate, under the second resolution, Mr. QUAY, Mr. 
H Mr. CAREY, Mr. SMITH, and Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. CAMERON. As an additional mark of respect to the 
memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 
53 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, December 5, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 4, 1893. 


This being the day fixed by the Constitution for the annual 
meeting of Congress, the Houseof Representatives of the Fifty- 
third Congress assembled in their Hall for their second session 
at 12 o’clock noon. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, a Representative 
from the State of Georgia) called the House to order. 

The Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY, offered the following 
prayer: 

‘Almighty and everlasting God, our benefactor, our father, 
and our friend, we adore Thee for Thy loving-kindnesses and 
Thy tender mercies, We thank Thee, our Father, for Thy pro- 
tection and Thy watch-care. We thank Thee that Thou hast 
preserved Thy servants in their separation and hast brought 
them again, in Congress assembled, to deliberate upon the affairs 
of this nation. We do not forget, our Father, that in this inter- 
mission our ranks have been broken and two members of this 
House have been called away. . we reminded that 
one face accustomed to be seen here is absent, that one seat so 
long and ably filled is vacant. 

Grant, our Father, that those who knew and loved him may 
cherish his memory and imitate his virtues, and may his gen- 
tleness, and his sympathy, and his life-long devotion to duty be 
an iration to us all. Now, our Father, we ask Thee to let 
Thy richest benediction rest upon this session of the House of 
Representatives. May the laws that shall be enacted here be 
wise and for the good of our phopa, Be with the President of 
the United States and his Cabinet; preserve the health of their 
bodies and the vigor of their minds. May Thy blessing so rest 
upon this Administration that the people of this vast nation, 
united and happy, may be able to adore Thee for Thy goodness 
and to declare that the Lord of Hosts is with us and the God of 
Jacob is our refuge. We ask this through Jesus Christ, our 
Lord. Amen. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll to ascertain 
the presence of a quorum. 


The roll was called; when the following-named members re- 
sponded: 
Adams, Conn, Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, 
Alderson, Coombs, Hepburn, Newlands, 
Aldric Cooper, Fla Hermann, Northway, 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind Hicks, Oates, 
Apsley. Cooper, Tex. Hilborn, O'Neil, 
Arnold, per, Hines, Outhwaite, 
Avery, Cornish, Hitt, Page, 
Babcock, Cousins, Holman, Paschal, 
Bailey, Covert, Hooker, N. Y. Patterson, 
Baker, Kans. Cox, Hopkins, III. Payne, 
Baker, N. H. Crain, Houk, Ohio Paynter, 
Baldwin, Cummings, Hudson, Pearson, 
Bankhead, Curtis, Kans Hulick, Pence, 
Barnes, oe N. Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bartholdt, Dalzell, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Bell, Colo. Davey, Ikirt. Perkins. 
Bell. Tex. vis. Johnson, Ind. Phillips, 
Beltzhoover, De Armond, Johnson, N. Dak. Pickler, 

A De Forest, Johnson, Ohio ott, 
Bingham, Denson, oy, Randall, 
Biack, Ga. Dingley, Kiefer, Rayner, 
Black, III. Dinsmore, Kilgore, Reed, 

Blair, Dockery, Lane, Reilly, 
Bland, Dolliver, Lawson, Richards, 
Boatner, Doolittle, Layton, Richardson, Tenn. 
Boen, Draper, Lefever, Robbins, 
Boutelle Dunphy, ter, Robertson, La. 
Bower, N. 0. Durborow, Linton, Robinson, Pa. 
Bowers, Cal. Ellis, Oregon Livingston, Rusk, 
Brawley, English, ud, Russell, Conn. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Lucas, Russell, Ga. 
Bretz, Epes, Lynch, yan, 
Brickner, Erd Maddox, Sayers, 
Broderick, Everett, Magner, Shell, 
Brookshire, Fielder, Maguire, Sibley, 
Brosius, Fitch, Mahon, Simpson, 
Brown, Funk, Mallory, Sipe, 
Bryan, Fyan, Marshall, Smith, 
Burrows, Gardner, Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Bynum, Gear, McAleer, Somers, 
Caban: Geary, eCall, Sperry, 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Caldwell, Goldzier, Culloch. Stephenson, 
Campbell, Grady, McDannold, Stevens, 
Cannon, Grosvenor, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Cannon, III. rout, McEttrick, Stone, C. W. 
Capehart, Hainer, McGann, Stone, W. A. 
Caruth, Hall, Minn. McKaig, Storer, 
Catchin, Hall. Mo. McLaurin, Swanso 
Chicke x Hammond, McMillin, Talbert, S. O. 
Clancy, e, cRao, Talbott, Md. 
Clark, Mo. Harmer, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
larke, Ala. Harter, Mercer, Tate, 
bb, Ala. Hartman, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Cobb, Mo. 1 . Mone athe Tenn. 
kran, augen, ontgomery, ITY, 
Cockrell, Hayes, Moon, 2 
Coffeen, Heiner, Morgan, Tracey, 
e Henderson, IN. Moses, Turner, 


ler, Warner, Wever, Wilson, W. Va 
pdegraff, Washi n Wheeler, Ala. Wolverton, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio Waugh, Whiting, Wright, Mass. 
alker, Weadock, Williams, III. Wright, Pa. 
Wanger, Wells, Wilson, Ohio, 


The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. Two hundred and 
fifty-five members have answered to their names. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Since I have been a member of 
this House it has been the invariable custom at the opening of 
a second session of Congress to call the roll by States, and by re- 
ferring to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD I find that back to the 
early days of our Government the same practice has prevailed. 

I move, therefore, that in order to conform to a precedent 
which has been so long established as to make it parliamentary 
law, the roll call just taken be recorded by States. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the roll will be 
aneron in that way, but the Chair does not see any necessity 

or it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think it is necessary, 
and I find there is no rule requiring the roll of the members to 
be called by States at the second session, but it has been the in- 
variable custom. 

I find thatin the very early Congresses the record ays: “The 
following members appeared,” etc.; but for more than fifty years 
the roll has been called by States at each second session of Con- 
gres3 and the names have been so recorded. 

At the opening of the second session of the Thirty-first Con- 
gress, December 2, 1850, Hon. Howell Cobb, Speaker, the rec- 
ord says: 

The roli of members was called over by States by the Clerk of the House. 


At the opening of the third session of the Thirty-fourth Con- 
gress, December 1, 1856, the record says: 
The roll of members was called over by States. 


At the opening of the second session of the Thirty-fifth, 
Thirty-sixth, Thirty-seventh, Thirty-eighth, Thirty-ninth, and 
Fortieth Congresses the roll was called and recorded by States. 

At the opening of the second session of the Forty-first Con- 
gress, which succeeded an extra session like the present, the 
Speaker, Mr. Blaine, said: 

The Clerk will call the roll by.States. 


I also find that the roll was called and recorded by States at 
the second session of the Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-fourth, 
Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses. 

It will be remembered that the second session of the Forty- 
fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses succeeded extra sessions, mak- 
ing the situation like the present in those cases, At the open- 
ing of the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress the 
Speaker said: 

In accordance with the usual course, the Clerk is directed to call the roll 
of members by States. 

And so on from that time to the present, including the second 
session of the last ic ere the roll has been, under the direc- 
tion of the Speaker, called by States and so recorded. 

Ido not regard the matter as material, but the custom is so 
ancient and has been so unbroken that it may be said to be un- 
written parliamentary law. 

The SPEAKER. No rule of the House requires the roll to be 
called or recorded in themanner which the gentleman suggests; 
on the contrary the rules require that the roll be called alpha- 
betically, except that upon the organization of the House and 
when in the absence of the Speaker the Clerk discharges the 
duty of calling the House to order, the rules require him to have 
the roll called by States. In other cases the provision of the 
rule is that the roll be called alphabetically. 

Mr. REED. Let us proceed according to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The roil will be so entered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have shown that under rules 
similar to those of the present Congress, the custom has been in- 
variable to both call and record the roll of members by States. 
This, however, is not now a question of calling the roll, but of 
recording it. 

The SPEAKER. But of course it must be recorded as called. 
The Clerk will so record it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


During the roll call, a message from the Senate by Mr. PLATT, 
one of its clerks, announced that a quorum of the Senate had 
assembled and that the Senate was ready to proceed to business. 

The message further announced that Mr. MCPHERSON and 
Mr. SHERMAN had been appointed a committee on the part of 
the Senate to join such committee as may be appointed by the 
House of Representatives to wait upon the President of the 
United States and inform him that a quorum of each House is 
assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communi- 
cation he may be ple to make. 
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SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Hon. Hezekiah S. tor (opi as a 
Representative from the Tenth Congressional district of Ohio 
to ill the vacancy occasioned by the death of Hon. William H. 
Enochs, is present, and I ask that the oath of office be adminis- 
tered to him. 

The SPEAKER. The credentials of the member-elect will be 


read. 
` The credentials having been read, 
Mr. Bundy was duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed 
by law. 
4 NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. SAYERS offered the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: N 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a quorum 
of the House of Representatives has appeared and that the House is ready 
to proceed to business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of 
the House, to gom the committee appointed by the Senate, to wait upon the 
President and inform him thata quem of the two Houses is assembled, 
and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may have to 
make. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WILSON of 
West Virginia, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. BURROWS as the com- 
mittee on the part of the House under the resolution just adopted. 


DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. CATCHINGS submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to; 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of the 
House be 12 o'clock meridian. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that 
Maj. Griffin, elected to fill the vacancy from the first district of 
the State of Michigan, is present and desires to be sworn in. 
His credentials have not yet arrived, but I apprehend that no 
question will be made on that point. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Michigan, whose credentials have not yet arrived, will be 
sworn in. i 

There was no objection, 

Mr. Griffin then appeared at the bar of the House and was 
duly qualified, taking the oath prescribed by law. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CAMINETTI, indefinitely, on accountof important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. FITHIAN, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. ABBOTT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. r 

To Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. GRESHAM, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GRAHAM, on account of sickness. 


LOSSES DURING THE RECENT CYCLONE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statements of per- 
sonal losses sustained during the cyclone of August 3, 1893, by 
keepers and assistant keepers of light stations, and recommend- 
ing that they be reimbursed; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting for consideration, 
in connection with his letter of November 9, 1893, statements of 

rsonal losses sustained by keepers of light stations during the 

te cyclone. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to his com- 
munication of November 9, 1893, and withdrawing the statement 
of the keeper of Bulls Bay (S. C.) light station; which was re- 
fer red to the Committee on Claims. 


COMPENSATION OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting. 
dated November 3, 1893, information relating to the claims of 
letter-carriers for compensation for services ia excess of eight 
hours per day; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


pursuant to House resolution 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, transmitting a detailed 
statement of expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Chief of Engineers, submitting a report on the con- 
struction of the Library Building of Congress during the year 
ending December 1, 1893; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

FINDINGS COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House communications 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the findings of 
the court in the cases of the following-named persons against the 
United States, namely: 

C. W. Broadfoot, deceased; A. F. Comer, deceased; Patrick 
Dwyer, deceased; James H. Maury, administrator; Mordecai 
Tipton, deceased; John L. wag Nicholas Rawlins; Andrew 
Allen: E. S. Gilbert, deceased; William Henderson, deceased: C. 


O. Baker; William Wallace, deceased; E. S. Grove, deceased; 


J. N. Hays; Morgan Coxen, deceased, J. B. Womack, deceased; 
Francis Kotz, deceased; A. H. Kennedy, deceased; Morgan M. 
Lee; and John Miller, deceased. 


PROPERTY IN POSSESSION OF THE CLERK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, transmitting 
an inventory of the property of the United States in his pos- 
session on the 4th day of December, 1893; which was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


PROPERTY IN POSSESSION OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting an inventory of the 
property of the United States in his possession on the 4th day 
of December, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

DISBURSEMENTS BY SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Sergeant-at-Arms, transmitting a statement showing 
receipts and disbursements of his office for the year ended De- 
cember 1, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. å 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 88) providing for the payment of salaries and 
expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal revenue to carry out 
the provisions of the Chinese-exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by 
the act of November 3, 1893. 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby nopropriaten out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000to pay the salaries and 
actual and n- expenses of as many additional deputy collectors of in- 
ternal revenue as it may be found necessary for the collectors in the several 
districts to appoint, in order tothe more thorough and effective execution of 
the act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893, relating to 
the registration of and the issuance of certificates of residence to Chinese 
laborers who are entitled to remain in the United States under the pro- 
visions of these laws, which additional deputy collectors shall be paid out 
of the sum hereby appropriated, by such allowances as shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, upon the recommendation of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue: Provided, That collectors of internal revenne shall not 
receive any fee or other compensation for the registration and issuance of 
certificates of residence to Chinese laborers who are entitled to remain in 
the United States under the provisions of the said laws. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that resolu- 
tion I desire to have read a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Thecommunication will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to the consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., December 1, 1893. 


tidied to remain to the United States requires the appointment of a number 
of additional deputy collectors who may be assigned to this ue par cae work, 
and w and necessary expenses be provided for by an ap- 
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1 purpose. pared, and hav: 
e honor r a draft e are 
3 making such an appropriation. The sum of $50,000 which it provides 
or is, I believe upon careful consideration of the matter, the lowest amount 
that should be My Papen tor this purpose, and I would therefore respect- 
fully ask of you the presentation of tiis resolution to your committee with 

a view to its sige gry and passage at an early date. , 
3 JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 
pony i be of Committes on Appropriations. 
House of . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] for the imm 
eration of this resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand that this ap- 
propriation of $50,000 is to carry into effect the act of 1892, and 
the amendment thereto. - 

Mr. SAYERS, Yes, i à 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Is it believed that $50,000 is 
a sufficient sum? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is estimated by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue that it will be sufficient. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Very well, then. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] for immediate consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire objected, but subsequently 
withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there other objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]? s 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. A 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hines] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution which the Clerk will report, after which the 
Chair will ask if thera be objection. 

The resolution, providing for an investigation of the extent, 
causes, and effect upon interstate commerce of the Lehigh Val- 
ley Railroad Company strike, was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ai Fg to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HINES] for the immediate 
consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


ENGROSSMENT OF BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution by the House, all bills 
oo resolutions shall be engrossed only after they have passed the 

Resolved, That the rule of the House numbered XXI be amended in line 5 of 


said rule by striking out in said line the words, “engrossed and,“ so that 


said rule will read, shall the bill be read a third time,” etc. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman 
from Tennessee to explain the necessity for the passage of that 
resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, Rule XXI, 
which we propose to amend, provides for the engrossment of 
bills and joint resolutions before they are read the third time. 
As a fact this engrossment never takes place. I say never. I 
believe within my entire experience in the House I have never 
known such engrossment to actually take place, with only two 
or three exceptions. 

The concurrent resolution, which has been adopted by the two 
Houses, provides for the printing of these engrossed measures, 
bills, and joint resolutions, does away with the manuscript copy 
which we have heretofore used, and provides fora prin copy. 
It is not more impracticable, possibly, to print than to write 
an d to have an engrossed copy; but as a fact the printed cop: 
will now take the place of the original manuscript POPARA 


uest of the 
iate consid- 


copy; and this resolution simply changes the rules of the House 
so as to provide that theengrossment shall take place after the 
passage of the bill. It takes place that way now asa fact. A 
measure is not engrossed until after it is passed. This simply 
makes the rules conform to that which is now done. I hope 
there will be no objection to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I trust this will not be acted 
upon at once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Permit me a moment 

Ma HOLMAN. I hope this matter will go to the Committee 
on Rules. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me make a statement. 

This resolution, Mr. Speaker, was regularly introduced at the 
extraordinary session, and was considered by the Committee on 
Rules. They unanimously agreed that it should ; but inas- 
much as we were crowded the last day of the session, it was not 

ossible to get the attention of the House; and for that reason 
it was not considered; but the Committee on Rules, both sides. 
unanimously agreed that this resolution ought to pass. I should 
have stated that much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to take a lit- 
tle time to consider this matter now for the first time brought 
to the attention of the House. I think it ought to go over for 
the present. ; 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I move that the House take a recess for fif- 
teen minutes. i 

The motion was agreed to, and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 
55 minutes) the House was declared in recess for fifteen minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON PRESIDENT. 

At 1 o’clock and 23 minutes p. m. the committee appointed to 
wait upon the President appeared at the bar of the House. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, your commit- 
tee appointed to wait upon the President and toinform him that. 
the two Houses are in session and lead to receive any commu- 
nication from him, respectfully report that they have discharged 
their duty and are requested by the President to say that he will 
communicate with the two Houses at once in writing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


At lo’clock and 35 minutes a message in writing from the 
President was communicated to the House by Mr. Pruden, one 
of his secretaries. 

THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the message of the 
President of the United States. 

The message was read by the Clerk of the House. (For text of 
message see Senate proceedings.) 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection this message will be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and the usual number of copies will be ordered printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its Clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, joint 
resolution (H. Res. 77) conferring diplomas upon designers, in- 
ventors, and expert artisans. 

DEATH OF HON. CHARLES O'NEILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the sad and painful duty de- 
volves upon me, at the request of the delegation from the State 
of Pennsylvania, to announce to the House of Representatives, 
in the accepted formal way, the death of our loved and honored 
colleague, Hon. Charles O Neill, a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania, who died at his home in the city of Philadel- 
phia on the 25th day of November last. 

His death was not unexpected. Those of us whosawand heard 
him administer the oath of office—almost his last official act—to 
the distinguished S er of this Congress, felt that the shad- 
ows of death were already encompassing him thick and fast, and 
that ‘‘the father of the House” would soon be called to join his 
loved associates, Kelley and Randall, with whom he had ear- 
nestly labored, with equal fidelity, for more than a quarter of a 
century. 

But one resentative remains in this House who was asso- 
ciated with him in the consummation of the patriotic, loyal, mag- 
nificent, and masterful legislation during the terrible and anx- 
ious years of the war of the rebellion. Happy, indeed, was m 
colleague that it was 2 to him to see his country eee 
and to know that his labors had contributed to the peace, pros- 
perity, and happiness of hisfellow-countrymen. As wesaw him 
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here in this Hall, day:by day, for many many years, faithful, 
earnest, watchful, and true, so he was always and everywhere. 

Surrounded by a loving, but broken-hearted family, attended 
by devoted friends and accompanied by many of his associates 
ob this House, we saw him buta few days since carried to his last 
earthly resting place. The benediction has followed the prayer, 
and the requiem has been sung; ashes to ashes, dust to dust;“ 
Christ accept him, God receive him. He died as he had lived 
loved and loving, at peace with all men. 

At some future time I shall ask the House to devote a day 
when the members may express their feelings in memory of our 
deceased associate. For the present! offer the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret aud profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the State of 
Pennsylvania; and 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these 
ae to the Senate, and to send a duly attested copy to the family of 


The resolutions were adopted. 
DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM LILLY. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania and this House 
are confronted to-day with a twofold grief and loss. Hon, Wil- 
liam Lilly, a Representative-at-large from the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, died at his home at Mauch Chunk on the Ist day of the pres- 
ent month. Elected to this Congress—his first term as a repre- 
sentative of five millions of people—his career of usefulness in 
this House had just opened. Honored with public trustand dis- 
tinguished station, which measured years of marked probity and 
uprightness; familiar with legislative procedure, and under- 
standing the wants of his great people, Pennsylvania looked con- 
fidently to his labors 5 their beneficent results, knowing he 
would be influenced only by the highest standards and for the 
good of all. His health was not robust or reliable when he en- 
tered upon his duties at the extraordinary session just closed. 
Gradually he grew weaker and weaker, until the final summons 
called him to his future home. 

Sitting together in the house of representatives of the State 
of Pennsylvania during the years 1850 and 1851, we find Charles 
O'Neill and William Lilly earnestly laboring in their young man- 
hood for the best interests of their State. Born in the same 
year, 1821, we mourn their loss to-day. I offer the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. 

Therresolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of —.— a of Hon. William Lilly, late arepresentative of the State of Penn- 
1 That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral at 
Mauch Chunk, Pa. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
House do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were adopted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as the committee on the part of the 
House Mr. MCDOWELL, Mr. PAGE, Mr. MUTCHLER, Mr. NORTH- 
WAY, Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, 
Mr. WHITING, Mr. Hicks, Mr. TATE. i 

The House then, pursuant to the last resolution (at 3 o'clock 
p. m.), adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the following 
soas, and the same were referred tothe Committee on Pensions, 
to wit: 

A bill (H. R. 2610) granting a pension to Elvin Brown. 

A bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Phebe Norwood. 

A bill (H. R. 1294) for increase of pension of Eviliana P. Low. 

A bill (H. R. 1292) for increase of pension of Francis P. Gar- 
dener. 

A bill (H. R. 701) to pension Mary Hartnett, widow. 

A bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension to Ann L. Alexander, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the 
owing titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 
ows: 
By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4406) declaring a 
puao avested right, regulating suspensions of re grant- 
appeals to supreme court of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4407) defining sundry crimes against the 
United States in the administration of the pension laws thereof— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R.4408) to amend 
section 1674 of the Revised Statutes of the United States rela- 
tive to consular officers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4409) providing that payment 
of pensions shall not be supended except upon presentation of 
charges and notice to pensioner, ete.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr.REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 4410) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company to extend its line 
within the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4411) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
the Government the use of the same for B ctr military, and 
other poe ” approved July 1, 1862; to amend an act 
approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both 
in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for a 
settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain of the railroads, and to secure to the 
United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- 
ee therein mentioned—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4412) to provide for the issu- 

g of gold and silver certificates, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4413) to enable 
storage warehousemen in the District of Columbia to collect 
their charges upon goods deposited with them by the sale there- 
of—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act ap- 
proved September 4, 1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez 
and Fort Scott Railroad Company to construct two bridges across 
Bouef River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4415) providing for an 
additional circuit judge in the eighth judicfil district—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4421) providing an appro- 
priation for continuing the improvements at the entrance to 
Coos Bay, Oregon, and for the inner harbor at the town of 
Mansfield and on Coos River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) to provide for the examination and 
survey of Nestuea River from the town of Woods to the Pacific 
Ocean, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4423) providing for the survey, with a view 
to the improvement of the navigation, of the Alsea River in 
Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4424) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvements on the Willamette River above Port- 
land, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4425) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvements on the Williamette and Columbia 
Rivers below Portland, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4426) to provide for the examination and 
survey of the Umpqua River from the town of Scottsburg to 
the Elkton Rapids, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4427) providing for an examination and sur- 
vey of the Yamhill River, in the State of Oregon, with a view to 
the improvement of navigation to the town of McEllinville, b 
lock and dam construction—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4428) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvements in the navigation of Tillamook Bay, 
Oregon—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) providing an appropriation for contin- 
uing the improvements at the mouth and on the upper waters of 
Coquille River, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4430) providing for the examination and sur- 
vey with a view to the. improvement of the harbor in Port Or- 
ford, in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4431) providing an appropriation for continu- 
ing the improvements at the entrance to the Columbia River, 
in Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4432) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Siuslaw River, in Oregon—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4433) providing an appropriation for the 
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speedy completion of the improvements at the entrance to Ya- 
quina Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4434) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Nehalem River, Oregon—tothe Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McRAE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 89) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 90) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing for the election of United States Sena- 
tors by a direct vote of the people of the several States—to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Rep- 

- resentatives in Congress. 
By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 91) to 
rmit Anson Mills, colonel of the Third Regiment of Cavalry, 
United States Army, to accept the office of commissioner under 
the convention between the United States of America and the 
United States of Mexico of the data of March 1, 1889—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to print 
20,009 copies of the President's annual message—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. ' 

By Mr. HINES: A resolution asking for the appointment of 
a committee of five to investigate certain charges against the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4416) for the re- 
lief of Byt. Gen. George S. Greene—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4417) for the relief of 
Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 
4418) for relief ot Samuel H. Pook, constructor, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to issue a patent to Mace 
Clements’s survey, No. 386, in the Virginia military district of 
Ohio—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) authorizing and 8 Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of John P. Biehn on the pen- 
sion roll to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 4435) for the relief of David 
Young, Wilson County, Tenn. to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4436) for the re- 
lief of Smith R. Mershon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4437) for the relief of Charles M. Caldwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 4438) to correct the naval his- 
ise" of John C. Dull—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
y Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4439) for the relief of John 
n Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

By Mr. MAGNER: A bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John L. 
Broome—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 4441) for the relief of Robert 
Macready, trustee, and another—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4442) for the relief of Arthur 
B. Lupfer—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4443) granting an honorable discharge to 
John W. Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4444) for the relief of the 
estate of John J. Hamel, Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4445) for the relief of Daniel Collins, David- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: e 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of New 
London, Conn., for penny postage—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. i 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of J. Nelson James, asking Con- 
gress to compensate him for his discovery, which secures a more 
Sones combustion of mineral coal—to the Committee on 

atents. 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, December 5, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
WILLIAM D. WASHBURN, a Senator from the State of Minne- 
sota, and MATT W. RANSOM, a Senator from the State of North 
Carolina, appeared in their seats to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from 
the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 
mitting, in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
to regulate commerce, the seventh annual report of the Inter- 
staté Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES AT SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, together with a letter from 
the Chief of Ordnance, transmitting a statement of the amounts 
expended at the United States Armory at Springfield, Mass., 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INDUSTRIAL CHRISTIAN HOME ASSOCIATION OF UTAH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 

rt of the board of management and control of the Industrial 

hristian Home Association of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
letter from the governor of Illinois; which was read: 
STATE OF ILLINOIS, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Springfield, December 2, 1898. 


Sm: I have the honor as well as the pleasure of advising you that in pur- 
suance of an invitation extended to the States by authority of Congress, the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois at its last session caused Mr. Leonard 
Volk, a distinguished American sculptor, to make a heroicstatue in bronze 
of Gen. James Shields, one of Illinois's most distinguished warriors and 
statesmen. The same has been placed in position in Statuary Hall at Wash- 

n, and will be unveiled on December 6of this year at the hour of 2 p. m. 
respectfully invite your friendly coöperation. Ihave advised the 
ident and the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN P. ALTGELD, Governor. 

Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 

Vice-President and President of the Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CULLOM. I give notice that at some convenient hour 
to-morrow I shall introduce a resolution in reference to the 
statue, which is now in Statuary Hall, referred to in the com- 
munication just read, and ask for its consideration by the Sen- 
ate. I move that the communication from the governor of Ii- 
nois lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Rock 
River Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Dixon, III., praying for the repeal of the socalled y Chinese 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a great number of petitions from 
citizens of Ohio, soldiers in the late war, without regard to party, 
who were honorably discharged, praying that the Senate thor- 
oughly investigate the present administration of the Pension 
Bureau, orders of suspension and subsequent orders, which claim 
to modify, but do not, and which leave us in doubt as to the exact 
relation we sustain to our Government as survivors of the late 
war.” Task that the petitions be separately noted in the REC- 
ORD and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

i ee petitions were referred to the Committee on Pensions, as 
ollows: A 

A petition of soldiers of Montville, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Chandlersville, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Lawrence County, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Martinsville, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Bloomingburg, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Castalia, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Wayne County, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Fultonham, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Manchester, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of South Bloomingville, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Loudonville, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Monroe County, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of East Liverpool, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Waterville, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Pyrmont, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Osborn, Ohio; 
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A petition of soldiers of Rebellion, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Reform, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Findlay, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of Sandfork, Ohio; 

A petition of soldiers of 1 Ohio; and 

A petition of soldiers of Windham, Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) 
Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange, praying for 
the p e of the national antitrain-wrecking and antitrain- 
robbing bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Ist of November last m 
colleague [Mr. DOLPH] reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands a bill (S. 945) to amend an act entitled An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” which is now 
on the Calendar. I present a petition very numerously signed 
by citizens of Oregon, farmers, who are especially interested in 
the e of the bill, in which they strongly urge its passage 
at an early date. The necessity for early action arises from the 
fact that under existing law the time within which the parties 
have the right to make os aia: on their lands expires.on the 
1st of January next. I wish to call the especial attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, and also of my col- 
league, to this matter. I hope the bill will be called up at an 
early date. I move that the petition lie on the table for the 
present. 


The motion was 

Mr. MITCHELL of on. I also present a amble and 
resolutions recently p by the State Horticultural Society 
of Oregon. As the resolutions refer to a subject of very great 
importance to the people of the Pacific coast generally, and es- 
pecially to the people of California, Oregon, and Idaho, I beg 
the Senate to permit me to cite the petition a little more at 
length than usual. It is in regard to the prune industry on the 
Pacific coast. 

The resolutions aver that this industry has already become 
one of very great importance on the Pacific coast and can at- 
tain immense proportions as soon as the trees now planted shall 
fully bear fruit, the product being equal to 150,000,000 pounds 
per annum in California and about as much more in Oregon 
and Washington. They recite that “the national result of such 
production will be to cause prices to rule low from home com- 

tition, so that the growercan not expect more than fair wages 
is labor and rent for the capital invested, and that the prune- 

rower suffers from distrust that the duty now collected by the 
5 will be removed and thus subject him to ruinous 
foreign competition.” The petitioners present these facts to the 
consideration of the Congress of the United States and memo- 
rialize Congress and the dent of the United States that the 

resent duty on prune importations shall be sustained for the 
following reasons, briefly stated: 

First. That such protection will encourage an industry of 
great importance to both producer and consumer, 

Second. That our cu prunes, under such protection, are 
an excellence of a high order that will increase if the 
industry is fostered. 

Third. That our dried product is far more cleanly and health- 
ful than the common foreign prune. 

Fourth. That the law of supply and demand must reguiate 
prices on the fair basis of the needs of both producer and con- 
sumer in the home market of the future. 

The petitioners further state that they fully believe the result 
of encouragementof the prune industry will be much greater skill 
in producing and curing prunes and in developing new varieties, 
aad that the Pacific coast will soon be able to export very largely 

of a superior quality of such product for the best trade of Eng- 
land as well as to the Americas and Asia. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Portland, Oregon, pra that an appro- 

riation be made for the publication of a pilot chart of the 

orth Pacific Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the St. Louis (Mo.) Spanish 
Club, and a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for a modification of the tariff duties on Mexican 
a pit and for enlarging commercial intercourse with Mexico; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH. £ prouy uplen resolutions of the Oregon 
State Horticultu Society, favoring the maintenance of the 
present duty on prunes, being a copy of the petition just pre- 
sented by my colleague. 

T ask that the resolutions lie on the table and in the course of 


uir 


the next ten days, when I can do so without interfering with 
more important business. I shall call them up and on a motion 
for their reference, if there is not something better before the 
Senate to which I can address myself, I shall make some remarks ` 
upon the subject and the question of the tariff generally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Bessemer, Mich., remonstrating against the placing of iron 
ore on the free list. As the memorial contains data relative to 
the cost of producing iron ore, I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich.) 
Typographical Union, praying for the establishment of a Gov- 
ernment 5 and ſor the construction of the proposed new 
Government Printing Office by day labor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the New York Jewelers’ 
Board of e, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
principals and superintendents of the American schools for the 
deafand dumb held at Chicago, July 24, 1893, praying for the 
establishment of a department for the technical education of the 
deaf and dumb at the National Deaf-Mute College; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 8 

He also presented the petition of John Paul Egbert and other 
citizens of the United States, praying for the repeal of the so- 
called Geary Chinese law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


ADDITIONAL DEPUTY COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 
88) providing for the payment of salaries and expenses of addi- 
tional og collectors of internal revenue to carry out the pro- 
visions of the Chinese-exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended 
by the act of November 3, 1893, to report it with amendments, 
and I ask for its present consideration. Iwill state to the Senate 
that it will oniy take afew moments to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILas in the chair). The 
Senator from Missouri asks for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendments reported by the com- 
mittee be stated. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word dollars,“ the 
Committee on Appropriations report to insert or so much 
thereof as may be necessary;” so as to read: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneysin the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of 940,000, or so much thereof as may be 


necessary, to pay the salaries and actual and necessary expenses of as many 
additional deputy collectors of internal revenue, etc. - 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Missouri if the joint resolution does not give a great deal 
of power, discretion, and latitude to the collectors of internal 
revenue? I see that it gives power to the collectors to appoint 
as many deputies as they please. Is it the intention to restrict 
that in any way? I do not see any restriction in the joint reso- 
lution. It seems to me as though the power to appoint deputy 
collectors should be with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from New Jersey know 
how N collectors are appointed? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Isuppose deputy collectors are appointed 
by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then mecessarily the number of deputy 
collectors would depend upon the action of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. But the collectors themselves have the 
right to recommend orappoint as many deputies as they please, 
as [understand it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator that the com- 
mittee have reported an amendment, which has not yet been 
read, that the collectors shall 1 e as many deputies as the 
Secyetary of the Treasury shall deem necessary. That really 
does not change the resolution as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, use under the general law collectors of inter- 
nal reyenue can only appoint the number of deputies the Sec- 
retary will approve, and the deputies can not be increased in any 
way except with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. such Ippo are already sufti- 
ciently guarded by law, I have no objection to the passage of the 
joint resolution. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The ordinary appointments of deputy col-| Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1188) to amend the act en- 


lectors of internal revenue are guarded by the 8 law. This 
is a special provision which is to operate for six months, and the 
law under which the appointments are to be made must. be com- 
plied with in five months from now, from the 3d of November to 
the 3d of May. This is a specific appropriation for a specific ob- 
ject, and anamendment reported by the committee gives the con- 
troLof the number of . to the Secretary of Treasury. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that this joint resolution gives the 
appointment of the deputies absolutely to the collectors. It seems 
to me the objection suggested is well founded, and that the Sec- 
retary ought to be responsible for the persons appointed as well 
as for their number. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the classes of officers who are mere 
deputies, like deputy marshals and deputy collectors of internal 
revenue—I believe it does not apply to deputy collectors of cus- 
toms—are appointed by the official who is personally msible 
for their acts. They are not considered as coming within the 
constitutional provision as to the appointment of public officers. 
In the appropriation bills from year to year thereis a limitation 
of the appointment of such deputies, as [ understand, to the num- 
ber existing at a particular time, that there shall not be any in- 
crease in that number. È 

This joint resolution as it came to usfrom the House of Repre- 
sentatives simply said that thesum of $50,000, without saying or 
so much thereof as shall be necessary,” is appropriated for the 
payment of salaries and e of as many deputy collectors as 
may be found It did not vest distinctly in anybody 
the discretion, but simply said $50,000 should be appropriated to 

so many deputy collectors asshould be found necessary, leav- 
AS it in that vague and indeterminate condition. 

e only limit, therefore, the only thing which will prevent 
the appointment of a thousand such collectors is the provision 
in the latter part of the joint resolution that the allowancesshall 
be made by the Secretary of the Treasury. So, of course, no 
eollector will be likely to appoint a number which the Secretary 
will not approve, because if he does they would not get any 
pay. The amendment now reported, as I understand, makes the 
thing clear; that is, it puts distinctly within the power of the 
Secretary of.the Treasury the discretion and confers upon him 
the duty of judging of the necessity. 

As I raised the point yesterday, I wish to say that I am satis- 
fied with the joint resolution as pro to be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. question is on the first 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations; which 
has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
in line 7, after the words revenue as,” to strike out it may be 
found ” and insert the Seeretary of the Treasury may determine 
to be;” so as to read: 


That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to pay the saluries and actual and necessary expenses of asmany 
additional deputy collectors of internal revenue as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may determine to be necessary for the collectors in the several 
districts to appoint in order to the more thoro 
the act of May 5, 22 as amended by the act of November 3, 1 
to the registration of, and the issuance of certificates of residence to, 
nese laborers who are entitled to remain in the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1183) to amend section 3 of 
an act to regulate commeree, approved February 4, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committée on In- 
terstate Commerce. f 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1184) to amend sections 7 and 10 of 
an act entitled An act to regulate commerce,” approved Febru- 
ary 4, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1185) to authorize the Secre 
of War to purchase for governmental and industrial use at Roc 
Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., a testing machine for tension 
and compression; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. s 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1186) for the relief of Samuel H. 
Pook, constructor United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 1187) for the relief of Prof. 
Peter Collier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


and effective execution of 
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titled “An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war, and for other p approved January 
29, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. 
Henry C. Seaman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1190) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David S. Corser; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1191) making 
an appropriation for the completion of the light-house at Ca 
Arago, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1192) making an appropriation for 
the establishment or range lights at the mouth of the Willamette 
River, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1193) for the relief of Lieut. 
Col, John L. Broome; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 11 94) for the relief of Hudson C. 
Tanner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HOAR. I submit a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. : 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, so far as in his opinion it shall 
not be inconsistent with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am personally in favor of the resolution, 
but I think it ought to be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. In the absence of the chairman of that committee I 
do not like to see n with it except to refer it there. 

I have no doubt it would be reported back promptly. 7 

Mr. HOAR. Itis merely a request for copies of such instruc- 
tions as the President may think not inconsistent with the pub- 
lic interest, so that we may have the information in convenient 
form. Isuppose probably nearly all the information will be found 
in the reports already submitted. 

Mr. S N. I have no doubt it will come in the reports, 
but in view of the President's message, in which he says, I think 
rather curtly, that he expects to send in further information on 
the subject, and in the absence of the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, I think it is but courtesy to a member of 
this body to await his return before final action. I am told he 
is to be here soon. Perhaps Senators on the other side can state 
when the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] will be here. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not know myself; but let the resolution 

o over. — 

2 Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution lie over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to that course. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall call it up to-morrow. 

3 ICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 

e a 

RAILROAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. CALL. Isubmita resolution which I ask may be printed 
and lie on the table. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they are, instructed 
to inquire and report to the Senate whether the approval of public lands by 
the of the Interior to the State of Florida for the benefit of the 
Florida Central and Peninsula Railroad Company alleged to be under the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved the I th of May, A. D. 1888, and 
entitled An act granting land to the States of Alabama and Florida, ete.," 
is not in violation of the said act of Congress, without authority of law, and 
void and of no effect; also whether such lands are not subject to homestead 
N y Seemed go sd of ont United manag 8 — & 

report or otherwise such legislation as may be necessary 
protect the rights of homestead settlers on such land and for the issue of 
patents to innocent purchasers of land in limited quantities who have bought 
and paid for such land in good faith. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: F 
A bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the judicial dis- 
tricts of the State of Florida; and 
A bill (H. R. 340) to authorize the construction and mainte- 
nance of a dam or dams across the Kansas River, within the 
Shawnee country, in the State of Kansas. 
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PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed, 
and the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that 10,000 extra copies of the Presi- 
dent's message be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I wassurprised yesterday by the 
statements of the President in his message read to the Senate con- 
cerning our relations with Hawaii. Notwithstanding the report 
of the Secretary of State to the President upon that subject, 
and the statements contained in the press of the country as to 
the purposes of the Administration, I could not conceive that 
it was possible that the Administration had determined upon 
the forcible overthrow of the existing government in Hawaii 
and the establishmentof the native monarchy. I believed that if 
such had ever been the purpose of the Administration the ex- 
pression through the press of the country of the almost unani- 
mous public opinion against such a course would have changed 
such purpose and have caused the President to modify his sup- 

d instructions to our present minister to Hawaii. But the 
President in his message yesterday said: 

Just prior to the installation of the present Administration the existing 
Government of Hawaii had been suddenly overthrown, and a treaty of an- 
nexation had been negotiated between the Provisional Government of the 
islands and the United States, and submitted to the Senate for ratification. 
This treaty I withdrew for examination, and tched Hon. James H. 
Blount, of Georgia, to Honolulu as a special co: ioner to make an im- 
partial investigation of the circumstances attending the change of govern- 
ment, and of all the conditions bearing upon the subject of the treaty. 

After a thorough and exhaustive examination Mr. Blount submitted to 
rt, showing beyond all question that the constitutional Govern- 
wall had been subverted with the active aid of our representative 
h the intimidation caused by the presence 
nited States which was landed for that pur- 
pose at the instance of our minister. Upon the facts developed it seemed to 
me the only honorable course for our Government to pursue was to undo 
the wrong that had been done by those representing us and to restore as far 
as practicable the status existing at the time of our forcible inte rvention. 
With a view of accomplishing this result within the constitutional limits of 
executive power, and reco; ing all our obligations and responsibilities 

owing out of any changed conditions brought about by our unjustifiable 

terference, our present minister at Honolulu has received appropriate in- 
structions to that end. Thus far no information of the accomp. ent of 
any definite results has been received from him. 

So far as this statement asserts that the report of Mr. Blount 
shows beyond all question that the constitutional Government of 
Hawaii was subverted by the active interference of our minister, 
and by the presence of an armed naval force of the United 
States faded for that purpose, it assumes that the report of the 
personal representative of the President acting under secret in- 
structions and conducting an ex parte examination is entitled to 
more credence than the official reports of our former minister to 
Hawaii and of our naval officers, the representations of the rep- 
resentatives of the Hawaiian Government to this country, and the 
information we have received through unofficial sources from the 
Christian and intelligent people of Hawaii since the revolution. 

It would have been more satisfactory to me and I think to the 
country if the President had been a little more explicit as to 
how it is proposed to undo the wrong that it is alleged had been 
done to Hawaii by those representing us and as to how the Ad- 
ministration proposes to proceed to restore the status existing 
at the time of our alleged forcible intervention. It would have 
been more satisfactory if the President had given to the Senate 
the instructions to our present minister to Hawaii, so that the 
Senate and the country might have known what was proposed to 
be done by the Administration in its intervention to restore the 
monarchy in Hawaii. I think perhaps the President and my- 
self, and possibly the Senate and the country, would have disa- 
greed as to what could beconstitutionally done by the Executive 
of the United States intervening toset up and pull down foreign 
governments. i 

But taking this communication in connection with the report 
of the Secretary of State to the President, I think I am warranted 
in asserting that it appears to confirm the newspaper en 
concerning the policy of the present Administration that force 
is to be used for the overthrow of the provisional government 
and for setting up a half-civilized monarchy in Hawaii. Force 
is the only method by which foreign governments can interfere 
to create or to destroy a government. 

Mr.CULLOM. Has the President the right to exercise it? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Illinois asks, has the Presi- 
dent the right to exercise it? I say that undoubtedly if the 
President had stated what he believed was within his constitu- 
tional power in regard to Hawaii there would have been a wide 
difference of opinion as to the proper construction of the Con- 
stitution between the President and myself and the Senate. 

Mr. President, I think we are warranted from the mes- 
sage of the President in assuming that something more than 
moral suasion is to be used to change the government of Hawaii. 
I consider the utterances of the President as most remarkable, 


me his re 
ment of 

to that Government, and thro 
of an armed naval force of the 


considering the circumstances. What are the circumstances? 
Justbefore the close of the last Administration a revolution took 
place in Hawaii by which the effete, corrupt native monarchy, 
the existence of which had been possible to that time only by 
the policy of the United States, which prevented foreign inter- 
ference and restrained the American influence from accelerat- 
ing a change in the government, was overthrown. A dissi- 
pated, corrupt native queen was deposed and a provisional govern- 
ment representing the intelligence, the wealth, the business in- 
terests, the educational, moral and Christian elements in the 
islands was established. 

On account of the preponderance of American interestsin the 
islands and the wellknown policy of this Government towards 
them the Provisional Government applied to the United States 
for political connection. A continuance under a native govern- 
ment so corrupt that legislation was purchased, that justice was 
corrupted, that personal and property rights were insecure, and 
sorevolutionary that constitutional limitations were disregarded, 
was longer unendurable; and tosecure the reignof law and order, 
the protection of personal and property rights, and not for per- 
sonal aggrandizement, the native government was overthrown. 
As the policy of the United States was well understood to be that 
no foreign government should acquire the sovereignty of the 
islands, and if there was to be political connection with any for- 
eign power it should be with the United States, the Provisional 
Government, to prevent an unnecessary coflict between civiliza- 
tion and barbarism, hastened to place itselfunder the protection 
of the American flag and to offer the sovereignty of the islands 
to the United States. Commissioners were appointed to ne- 
gotiate for the annexation of the islands to the United States. 

A treaty was negotiated by President Harrison and trans- 
mitted to the Senate for ratification, but the time remaining of 
the session was too short for its proper consideration. Upon the 
inauguration of President Cleveland the treaty was withdrawn 
from the consideration of the Senate, and instead of proceedin 
to investigate the matter upon the facts already in possession of 
the Government; instead of calie apan our minister at Hawaii 
for further information; instead, if the facis were supposed to 
justify such a course, of recalling our minister and appointin 
one satisfactory to the Administration, the President resor 
to the unusual course of appointing a personal representative to 
go to Hawaii and 3 affairs with alleg wers para- 
mount to those of a re ly appointed and regularly accred- 
ited minister of the United States. The instructions to this per- 
sonal representative, the scope and extent of his investigation, 
the character of it, the sources of his information, his report, 
and his recommendations were kept a profound secret, although 
the matter was already before the people of the United States, 
was of great public importance, and was not of such a diplomatic 
character as to require secrecy. 

After eight months of suspense on the part of the people and 
concealment on the part of the Administration, without any ad- 
ditional light upon the subject, the people were informed that 
the policy of the Harrison Administration and of every Admin- 
istration in this country for the last forty years was to be re- 
versed; that the annexation treaty was not again to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate; that the provisional government of Hawaii 
was not to be further recognized as the lawful government; and 
we are at least led to the inference that the Navy of the United 
States is to be employed to roll back civilization in Hawaii; and 
that a corrupt, licentious queen, deposed by the Christian and 
civilized residents of the islands, is to be restored to a throne by 
American bayonets. > 

The people of this country were profoundly astonished and 
disappointed. The nations of Europe who have partitioned out 
among themselves the islands of the Pacific, and whose grasp 
has been kept from the Hawaiian group only by the si, pi of 
this Government, were perplexed. American and other foreign 
interests of the islands were alarmed and jeo ized; the friends 
of good government there were discouraged; and if the policy of 
the Administration results in restoring the monarchy a great 
crime against civilization will have been committed. 

The people in this country are inquiring as to the cause of this 
course of the Administration, and there is room for a wide dif- 
ference of opinion as to how far it has been caused by a desire of 
the present Administration to discredit the action and policy of 
its predecessor. The prompt withdrawal of the treaty, thesend- 
ing of a personal representative to Hawaii under secret instruc- 
tions, the secrecy by which the whole proceeding has been con- 
ducted, the colored, one-sided report at last promulgated by the 
Administration, all give color to the idea that the purpose of the 
Administration was early formed, and that all which has since 
been done has been done simply for the purpose of preparing for 
the announcement of the policy of the Administration. 

It appears as if the Administration had early determined 
against the annexation of the islands and a provisional govern- 
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ment for them, in accordance with that construction of the Con- 
stitution which denies to the Federal Government those powers 
which are necessary for the development of our resources, for 
the extension and protection of our commerce, for the prosperity 
of our people, and for assuming among the great powers of the 
earth that place which our geographical position, our wealth, 
and our power entitle us to hold. 

Mr. President, there was little room for controversy as to the 
facts between the officials of the present Administration and of 
the late Administration. All thatwas done inthis matter prior 
to the inauguration of President Cleveland was done in open 
day, and is a matter of history. The revolution was public. The 
Provisional Government was recognized by the representatives 
of the great powers of earth at Hawaii either the day or the day 
after it was reco by Mr. Stevens, our minister, and it is 
immaterial which. Commissioners were publicly appointed to 
come to the United States to negotiate for annexation. They 
came. They mingled with our people. They were interviewed 
by the reporters of our newspapers. They were received by the 
Administration. They negotiated a treaty. 

Neither Mr. Harrison nor his Secretary of State, a man with 
large diplomatic experience and learned in international law, nor 
any member of his Cabinet supposed that the monarchy in Ha- 
waii had been overthrown by our naval forces, that a great wrong 
had been done to that Government, or that in negotiating for the 
annexation of the islands we were seeking to take advantage of 
our own wrong. The people of the United States, who area just 
people and would not consent that a wrong should be done toa 
Sak nation, with all the facts before them failed to see that the 
revolution in Hawaii had not come from natural causes and was 
not in the interestof civilization and good government. All the 
investigation that can be had will not tly e e the case as 
made by the reportsof our minister and our naval officers, by the 
protest of the Queen, and by the representation of the commis- 
sioners of Hawaii appointed to treat with this Government. 

Mr. Cleveland and his Secretary of State had the means before 
them at the time the treaty was withdrawn from the Senate to 
have determined in twenty-four hours the facts in the case and 
to have determined upon a policy; and, I re „it is evident 
that the course of the Administration in matter has been 
for the purpose of preparing the country for a movement by 
which the action and policy of its predecessor were to be re- 
versed. : 

Our national interests, the protection of our coasts, the inter- 
ests of our commerce, the 3 of our Navy, all demand 
that the United States should not permit the sovereignty of the 
Hawaiian Islands to pass to any foreign country. Our position 
in this regard was admirably stated by Secretary Marcy on the 
4th of April, 1854. in a dispatch to Mr. Gregg, our commissioner 
at Hawali. He said: 


It was foreseen that at some period, not far distant, such a change would 
take place— 


That is, a change in the sovereignty of the Hawaiian Islands 


and that the Hawaiian Islands would come under the protectorate of or be 
transferred to some foreign power. You were informed that it was not the 
policy of the United States to accelerate such a change; but if, in thecourse 
of events, it became unavoidable, this Governmennt would much prefer to 
acquire the sovereignty of these islands for the United States, rather than 
to see it transferred to any other power. If any foreign connection is to be 
formed, the geographical position of these islands indicates that it should 
be with us. Ourcommerce with them far exceeds that of all other countries; 
our citizens are embarked in the most important business concerns of that 
country, and some of them hold important public positions. In view of the 
1 American interests there established and the intimate commercial re- 
lations existing at this time, it might well be regarded as the duty of this 
Government to prevent these islands from becoming the appendage of any 
other foreign power. 

It appears H go dispatches lately received at this Department that the 
ruling authorities of the Hawaiian Government have become convinced of 
their inability to sustain themselves any longer as an independent state, 
and are prepared to throw themselves upon our protection or to seek incor- 
paion into our political system. Fears are entertained by those who 

avor such a measure that if the United States should manifest a disinclina- 
tion to receive the proffered sovereignty of this country, the people would 
seek elsewhere a less desirable connection, or be given over to anarchy. 

The information contained in your last dispatch, No. 10, dated the 7th of 
February, renders it highly probable that the powers of that Govern- 
ment will have presented to you, as our diplomatic agent, an offer of the 
sovereignty of their country to the United States. The Presidenthas deemed 
it proper that you should be furnished with instructions for the dance 
of your conduct in such an emergency. With this dispatch you will be fur- 
nished with a full porer to treat with the present authorities of the Hawaiian 
Government for the transfer of the Sandwich Islands to the United States. 
This can only be done by a convention or treaty, which will not be valid 
until it is ratified by the Senate of the United States. 

No intimation has ever been given to this Government as to the terms or 
conditions which will be likely to be annexed to the tender of the 3 
It is presumed, however, that something more than a mere 5 s 
contemplated. A protectorate tendered to and accepted by the United 
States would not change the sovereignty of the country. In that case this 
Government would take uponitself heavy and responsible duties, for which 
it could hardly expect compensating advantages. 

J understand that the measure proposed by the people, and that in which 
the present rulers are disposed to concur, is “annexation” as 8 
from protection; and that it is their intention that these islands shall be- 
come a part of our territories and be under the control of this Government 


as fully as any other of its territorial possessions. In any convention you 
may make it is e ted that the rights to be acquired by the United States 
should be clearly defined. 

Should the sovereignty of these islands be transferred to the United Sta 
the present Government would, as a matter of course, be superseded, or ai 
least be subjected to the Federal authority of this country. 

it is reasonable to anticipate that the present rulers and chiefs would ex- 
pect that some provision would be made as sary yma to them for the 
surrender of their political position. This provision could not be, as I con- 
ceive, any other than a pecuniary allowance. In this res the United 
States would manifest toward them a liberalspirit. Annuitiestotheamount 
of $100,000 to be distributed in such manner as they would prefer might be 
secured to them in the treaty. 


This policy, it is believed, has been approved by the people 
of the United States, it has been acquiesced in by foreign gov- 
ernments, and it has been followed, so far as I know, by every 
Administration from that time to the present. 

It is known that Mr. Gregg negotiated a treaty with the Ha- 
waiian Government for the annexation of the islands to the 
United States, a draft of which was sent to our Government; and 
although it contained two provisions—one for the admission of 
the islands as a State of the Union, and another increasing the 
amount of the annuities to be paid to $300,000—that were not ap- 
posed by the Administration, it was agreed to by the native 

ing and by his advisers, and would have received the royal 
signature rrt for the fact that the king suddenly died and 
Prince Alexander succeeded to the throne. * 

If you will take a map of the Pacific Ocean and examine it 
you will see that, as was stated by Mr. Marcy, the geogra hical 
position of these islands is such that if they are to have political 
connection with any foreign power it should be with us. The 
lie in the route of commerce from Australia, from China an 
Japan to the western coast of this continent; they are so geo- 
graphically situated as to give them a commanding naval and 
commercial importance. Their possession by the United States 
would make them a means of defense to our coast, and would 
give usa convenient naval and commercial station. Their pos- 
session by any foreign country would make them a constant 
menace to our commerce and our coast, another place where, as 
at Bermuda and Halifax and Esquimault, a hostile fleet could 
lie in safety and menace our coast and our commerce. 

Great Britain already has control of Australia, New Zealand, 

of New Guinea, and of the Fiji Islands in the South Pacific, 
ongkong and Singapore on the Asiatic coast, and British 
Columbia on the western coast of North America. France has 
the Society Islands, the Marquesas groups lying north of Tahita, 
a portion of the Leeward Islands, New Cale onl near Australia, 
one or two of the New Hebrides Islands, and Hué, on the coast 
of Cochin China. Germany lays a protectorate claim over the 
Marshall Islands, part of New Guinea, and two or three islands 
near the Equator. Russia has the undisputed possession of the 
Asiatic coast from Bering Sea and Kamchatka to Corea and 
China. Spain owns the Philippine Islands and about one hun- 
dred islands of the Caroline Group. The Dutch Netherlands 
haye naval and waiting stations at Java, Sumatra, and Borneo. 
Portugal owns the Ladrone Islands. 

It will be seen that the European nations have partitioned out 
among themselves all the islands of the Pacific but the Samoan 
Islands and the Sandwich group. 

Sant VEST. Will the Senater permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator to be arguing in 
favor of the policy on the part of this Government of making 
the Hawaiian Islands a colony under what is known in Europe 
as the continental system? : 

Mr. DOLPH. I will come to that directly, and will explain 
precisely what I think should be done. I am in favor of tze an- 
nexation of the islands. I am in favor of giving them a stable, 
good government, and exercising control over them. 

As I said, it will be seen that the leading European nations 
have partitioned out among themselves the islands of the Pacific, 
except the Samoan Islands and the Sandwich Islands. By the 
vigorous foreign policy of the Harrison Administration the ap- 
propriation of the Samoan Islands by Germany was prevented, 
and a protectorate was created over them by Germany, Great 
Britain, and the United States. 

The Hawaiian group alone of all the islands in the Pacific 
Ocean which are worth contending for remains. It affords the 
only opportunity for the United States to secure a suitable naval 
and commercial station in the Pacific Ocean, and an outpost for 
our defense. When the prize that our eminent statesmen had 
looked forward to for half a century is honorably laid at our feet 
upon our own terms and in a manner conducive of the best in- 
terests of all the residents of Hawaii, native and foreign, it is 
spurned with contempt. 

Mr. President, if all that is claimed by the Administration 
5 manner in which the Provisional Government 
was established in Hawaii be true, still all that the United States 
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could properly do would be to withdraw its moral and physical 
support of the Provisional Government, and allow it to stand or 
fall by itself or to apply to other foreign governments for aid and 

rotection. Forcible interference for the p of overthrow- 
Dg the established Government would be so flagrant a violation 
of the principles of international law and of justice that foreign 
governments would be justified in interfering for the preserva- 
tion of the existing Government and for the protection of per- 
sonal and property rights in the islands. 

Our policy in regard to these islands, maintained for half a 
century, is perfectly defensible, and has been and will be ac- 

uiesced in by foreign nations; but the United States should not 

permitted toact the doginthe manger. If we willnot, when 
there is ample justification and opportunity, interfere to give 
the islands good government and for the protection of American 
interests, we should get out of the way, and leave the intelligent 
population of the islands to apply elsewhere for protection. 0 
moral sentiment of the worid will justify the United States in 
asserting a better right to the annexation of the islands, or to a 
protectorate over them, than that of any other foreign country, 
and even to our interference on a proper occasion to give the 
islands good government; but it will mostemphatically condemn 
actual forcible interference tofasten upon the intelligent, enter- 
prising-property-holding class of the islands a corrupt and plun- 
dering native monarchy. 

If we may judge from the report of the Secretary of State to 
the President, from the President's message, and from all the 
information which the Administration has deigned to give us 
‘upon the subject, to the present time, the President has set him- 
self up asan umpire to overthrow and set up foreign govern- 
ments, and has assumed the power to revolutionize by force the 
Government of Hawaii, to overthrow a republic and set up a 
monarchy, to make war upon a friendly government recognized 
by ail the great powers of the world, and that withont consult- 
ing Congress and without previous notice. 

Mr. GRAY. Am] to infer from what the Senator says that 
the present Government in Hawaii is a republic? 

Mr. DOLPH. Well, it comes as near to that as anything. 

Mr.GRAY. How near does it come to that? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not going to stop to discuss that question 
now. I will call it a republic, and when the Senator speaks, if 
he wants to criticise me, he can doso. It is at least a Government 
established by the people; it is no monarchy, that is certain; 
and that is sufficient for my present purpose. ; 

Mr. GRAY. It is certain that it is not a republic. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. How many people established 
that Government? P 

Mr. DOLPH. As as ever established any Government 
on the islands. Fifteen hundred people met oe meeting, 

men who pay the taxes and represent the moral and Christian 
elements of the islands. : 

I do not wish to be diverted into a discussion of these things. 
The Senators on the other side of the Chamber will have ample 
opportunity, I apprehend, before this session of Congress is over 
to discuss the subject to their satisfaction. 

Mr.GRAY. Iam sorry I asked the Senator the question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to be rather a disturbing question. 

Mr. DOLPH. No, but it interrupts the line of thought which 
I wes pursuing. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. DOLPH. If we may judge from the information we have, 
it appears that the President has assumed that the Executive 
of this Government has a right to use the naval forces for the 
p of carrying out his unconstitutional and cay designs. 
After eight months of deliberation, when Congress had been in 
session nearly three months of the time, and might have been 
consulted, the policy of the Administration is announced at a 
time so chosen that there can be no Congressional interference, 
and apparently nothing in the way of carrying out the long-con- 
pealei. schème of the Administration. 

Claus Spreckels, a man who has grown rich off of the ignor- 
ant, improvidentnativesof the islands, from his connection with 
the deposed native Government, and on account of our improvi- 
dent treaty with the islands, appears to have had more influence 
with the Administration than the thousand other Americans, 
residents of Hawaii, not basking in the smiles of the native 

ueen, whose property interests are jeopardized by the native 

overnment. 

The whole course of the Administration on this subject has 
been most extraordinary. The purpose of the Administration 
is still obscure. The instructions to the present minister to 
Hawaii have not been made public, and every intimation of the 
pera of the Administration was withheld until the late min- 

ter had sailed from San Francisco, and there was no longer 
any means by which the representatives of the Hawaiian Gov- 


ernment to this country could communicate to their Govern- 
ment. There has been no administrative act in the history of 
this country so extraordinary, so censurable, so palpably uncon- 
stitutional, and so flagrantly in violation of the principles of in- 
ternational law as the supposed policy of the Administration 
towards the present Government of the Hawaiian Islands. If it 
is true that force is to be used to suppress the present Govern- 
ment, it is worse than war; itis worse than piracy, as it was 
designated by Hon. John A. Kasson in an interview published 
in the press, because pirates hoist the black flag and give notice 
a their intention to strike, It would more resemble assassina- 
on. 

The report of the present Secretary of State tò the President 
and the message of the President substantially charges, and 
that on the report of a personal agent of the President, acting 
under secret instructions and conducting an ex parte investiga- 
tion, that our late minister to Hawaii and an able and patriotic 
officer of our Navy, since dead, conspired to overthrow the 
constitutional Government of Hawaii, and President Harrison, 
his distinguished Secretary of State, Mr. Foster, the other 
members of his Cabinet, and a majority of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations with having been willing to ap- 
prove a great wrong and to take advantage of it by annexing 
the islands; but, sir, reflections upon the late Administration 
are uncalled for and unpatriotic. 

I have been surprised to see the action of the British Govern- 
ment when Lord 5 commander of Her Majesty's 
ship Carysfort, compe ty. force the Hawaiian King to cede 
the islands to England, cited by the newspapers as a precedent 
for the action of the Administration. In that case a British 
naval officer stationed at Hawaii, by the most arbitrary course 
and by force, compelled the native king to do many illegal and 
ps things in regard to certain pretended rights of British 
subjects, and at last compelled him to cede the sovereignty of 
the islands to Great Britain. The king complied under force, 
under protest, and under duress, and immediately applied to the 
United States and Great Britain for redress of his wrongs. 

Under the forcible protest of our Government the British Gov- 
ernment disavowed the act of its naval officer, it having just 
treated with the principal powers of Europe, and I think with 
the United States, for the independence of the islands, and the 
king was left in possession of his dominions. There had been 
no change of Government; there was no Government to be over- 
thrown. There had been an illegal seizure of the islands bya | 
naval officer, and his act was disavowed by his Government. 

Mr. President, previous Administrations have not been as ad- 
verse to territorial acquisition or as careful about the manner 
in which they are made as the present Administration. When 
the opportunity to purchase Louisiana occurred, President Jef- 
ferson, who declared that there was no power in the Federal 
Government to renee territory, did not fail to act; and al- 
though Spain, which e to have a secret treaty with Na- 
poleon at the time of the transfer of Louisiana from France to 
the United States that the territory should not be transferred, 
protested. Although the purchase of the territory was savagely 
attacked by the enemiesof the Administration on the 8 of 
objection stated by Jefferson himself, the President called an ex- 
traordinary session of Congress for the lith of October. Two 
days later the treaty was ratified, and ten days after a joint reso- 
lution was passed by Congress to carry the treaty into effect. 

We put our own construction on the cession of Louisiana from 
Spain to France as regards the eastern boundary, Spain contend- 
ing that the eastern boundary was the Mississippi River, and we 
enforced our construction by military occupation of the disputed 
territory. We demonstrated to Spain that she held Florida at 
our pleasure, and made the acquisition of Florida by the United 
States possible by military expeditions into Florida territory for 
one purpose or another. 

Our people went to Texas and helped to organize there the 
revolution by which Texas was withdrawn from Mexico, and 
notwithstanding that our people were divided in sentiment about 
the admission of Texas into the Union, we admitted Texas in 
spite of the protest of Mexico. 

The Mexican war was largely a party measure, and the pled 
were divided in sentiment as to whether it was justified. It was 
not made for conquest, but it resulted in a large acquisition of 
territory. 

As long as slavery existed the public men of the South were 
determined that the United States should annex Cuba. If I had 
time, I could cite history to show that they were not so very 
prionai about ee 8 which hig: oa us Eph fe = 

acquiring Alaska weset the precedent for acquir rritor 
not contiguous to our own. We acquired from Russia a karti- 
tory containing nearly 500,000 square miles, with about 35,000 
native population and a very few white inhabitants, a territory 
which will probably never beready for admission as a State into 
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the Union, and whose mili and commercial importance is not 
far greater than that of the Sandwich Islands. 5 

Our citizens went to Oregon Territory, which we laid claim 
to on account of the discovery of Capt. Gray, and settled there. 
We treated with Great Britain for the joint occupation of it. 
American citizens raised the American flag, constituted a state, 
and formed a provisional government, and we gave the Terri- 
tory a Territorial government long before any effort had been 
made to treat with the Indians for the cession of the soil or for 
the extinguishment of their rights. 

The treaty negotiated by President Harrison for the annexa- 
tion of the Hawaiian Islands wag a treaty of annexation only, 
providing for the political control of them until Congress could 
act, and leaving the future government of the islands entirely 
to Congress. Statehood was not demanded or expected. If an- 
nexation were desirable, there could not have m framed a 
better or a more favorable treaty to the United States. Evena 
full territorial government would not have been required. 

The government of Alaska is a very limited government, and 
in my judgment, in some rere a very defective one. We 
shall have to provide for Alaska and ail territory so situated, 
that it is not likely within any reasonable time to become a 
State of the Union, a form of government more simple and less 
cumbersome, reserving to the Federal Government more legis- 
lative and executive power than under the ordinary territorial 
government. j: 

The control and government of Hawaii would have given us 
notrouble. Our flag would have protected their people from 
foreign interference; a single company of militia or a naval ves- 
sel, which could have been profitably stationed there for other 
purposes, would have preserved domestic order, and the resources 
and the revenues of the islands would have been sufficient to 
maintain the local government, to provide for general educa- 
tion, and to have contributed a fair share to the National Treas- 


ury. 

5 years ago President Monroe, after long and care- 
ful deliberation and consultation with his Cabinet, stated in his 
annual message the doctrine which has since been known by his 
name concerning the interference of European powers with po- 
litical affairs on this continent. I shall not encumber the REC- 
ORD by reading all that he said on that subject. A few brief 
quotations will be sufficient to show the character and extent of 
the doctrine. 

I should say the occasion for the announcement of the Monroe 
doctrine was the proposed intervention by the allied powers of 
Europe, France, Austria, Prussia, and Russia, for the purpose of 
restoring the revolted colonies of Spain on this continent to the 
control of the mother country. 

President Monroe said: 

ystem of the allied is-essentially diff t in this 
Pie 8 ATOATOA, This . proceeds from that: Which exists 
in their respective governments. And to the defense of our own, which has 
been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the 
wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have er- 
ed unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, there- 
ore, to cando: and to the amicable relations existing between the United 
States and those powers, to declare that we should consider any attempt on 
their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dan- 
gerous to our peace and safety, 

The reasons for this declaration and the construction which 
has since been put upon it by our Government extends it to the 
islands of both oceans, which are situated so near to the conti- 
nent as to be of especial naval and commercial importance. In 
October, 1824, it was applied to Cuba and Porto Rico. Mr. Clay, 
then Secretary of State, in a dispatch to Mr. Brown, our minis- 
ter to France, stated the position of the United States concern- 
ing these two islands as follows: 


In the same spirit, and with the hope of guarding beforehand t any 
possible difficulties on that subject that may arise, you will now 24d That we 


could not consent to the oceupation of those 
That is Cuba and Porto Rico— 


other wer than Spain under any contingency whatever. 

Gering no d s 20 them ourselves, we have a fair claim to an unre- 

peryod knowledge of the views of other great maritime powers in respect to 
em. 


This doctrine has been frequently applied to the Sandwich 


Islands. 

President Tyler, in his annual message of December, 1842, Mr. 
Webster being Secretary of State, said concerning the Sand- 
wich Islands: 


Just emerging from a state of barbarism, the government of the islands is 
as yet feeble, but its dispositions appear to be just and pacific, and it seems 
anxious to improve the condition of its people by the introduction of reli- 

and moral institutions, means of education, and the arts of civilized 

e. It can not but be in conformity with the wishes of the Government and 

the people of the United States, that the community thus existing, in the 

midst of a vast expanse of ocean, should be respected, and all its rights 

strictly and eee regarded. And this must also be the true inter- 
Oe ee ee ae is 1 

Far remote from the dominions o powers, its growth and pros- 
perity, as an independent abate, shay yok bo 42 a high degree useful to all 


whose trade is extended to those regions: while its nearer approach to this 
continent and the intercourse which American vessels have with it—such’ 
vessels constitu’ five-sixths of all which annually visit it—coald not but 
create dissati n on the part of the United States at any attempt by 
another power, should such an attempt be threatened or fe: to take pos- 
session of the islands, colonize them, and subvert the native government. 
Considering, therefore, that the United States possess so very large a share 
of the intercourse with those islands, it is deemed not unfit to make the dec- 
laration that their Government seeks, nevertheless, no exclusive control 
over the Hawaiian Government, but is content with its independent exist- 
ence, and anxiously wishes for its security and prosperity. I 
in this respect, under the circumstances of the very large 

their citizens with the islands, would justify this Government, should events 
hereafter arise to require it, in making a decided remonstrauce against the 
adoption of an opposite policy by any other power. 


President Taylor, in his message of December 4, 1849, said: 


Anp pinion. of the Sandwich Islands with reference to the territory ofthe 
United States on the Pacific, the success of our perserving and benevolent 
citizens who have repaired to that remote quarter in Chris the na- 
tives and inducing them to adopt a system of government and laws suited 
to their capacity and wants, and the use made by our numerous whale ships 
of the harbors of the islands as places of resort for obtaining refreshment 
and repairs, all combine to render their destin uliarly interesting to us. 

Itis our duty to encourage the authorities of these islands in their efforts 
to improve and elevate the moral and political condition of the inhabitants; 
and we should make reasonable allowances for the difficulties inse bie 
from this task. We desire that the islands may epend- 
ence, and that other nations should concur with us in this sentiment. 

We could in.no event be indifferent to their passing under the dominion of 
any other power. 

The cipal commercial states have in this a common interest, and it is 
to be hoped that no one of them will attempt toin tacles to the en- 
tire independence of the islands. + 


President Johnson, in his message of December 9, 1868, said: 


It is known and felt by the Hawaiian Government and people that their 

8 and institutions are feeble and precarious; that the United 

States being so near a neighbor, would be unwilling to see the islands pass 
under foreign control. 


I will also insert, without reading, an extract from a dispatch 
from Secretary Blaine, dated November 19, 1881, to our Ameri- 
can minister at Hawaii: 

Butif negotiations such as you describe are really in progress— 


Negotiations to induce the Hawaiian Government to withdraw 
from the reciprocity treaty with us— 
you will ask for an interview with the secretary for f affairs and make 
the following representation of the views of the United tes: 

The 9 of the United States has with un consistency 
manifes 


n powers. It 
tion rests. It 


maritime 


necessary 
case of international diffculty it would be a positive threat to interests too 
large and important to be lightly risked. * * + 


I also submit an extract from another dispatch from Secretary 
Blaine, dated December 1, 1882: 


The United States was one of the first among the great nations of the 
world to take active interest in upbuilding Hawaiian independence and the 
creation of political life for its people. It has consistently endeavored, and 
CFF On such an in- 
dependent basis it 
ter to maintain 
draw closer the ties which 


simple duty both to Hawaii and itself, and it can not sportolt such obvious 

of national interest as would be involved by t acquiescence in 
any moyement loo! to a lessening of those amenities and the substitu- 
tion of alien and hostile interests. It firmly believes the position of the Ha- 
walian Islands, as a key to the dominion of the American Pacific, demands 
neutrality, to which end it will earnestly codperate with the native Govern- 
ment, and if through 2 — the maintenance of such position, neutral - 
ity, should be found ma wail impracticable, this Government would then 
8 meet altered situation by seeking avowedly an American 
solution of grave issues presented. 

J also submit an extract from a report of Mr. Secretary Fish, 
accompanying President Grant’s message to the Senate of July 
14, 1870: 

It was at the period of the congress of Aix-la-Chapelle and of Laybach, 
when the holy alliance ” was combined to arrest litical changes in 
Europe in the sense of liberty, when we Maa intervening in Southern Eu- 


who have declared their independence, and maintained it, whose inde- 
pendence we have on great consideration and on just principles acknowl- 
we could not view any interposition for the purpose of o; 


edged, 
them, or controlling, in any other manner, destiny, by any European 
power, in other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly feeling 


toward the United States 

This declaration resolved “the solution of the immediate question of the 
independence of the Spanish-American colonies, and is supposed to have 
exercised some influence upon the course of the British cabinet in regard to 
the absolutist schemes in Europe as well as in America. 

It has also exercised a permanent influence on this continent. It was at 
once invoked in consequence of the supposed peril of Cuba on the side of 
Europe: it was applied to a similardanger threate Yucatan; it was em- 
bodied in the treaty of the United States and Great tain as to Central 
America; it produced the successful opposition of the United States to the 
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uito Indians; 
lishment of a European dynast; ` 

The United States stands solemnly committed by repeated declarations 
and repeated acts to this doctrine, and its application to the affairs of this 
continent. In his m to the two Houses of Congress at the commence- 
ment of the present session, the President, follo the teachings of all our 
history, said that the existing “dependencies are no longer regarded as sub- 
ject to transfer from one European power to another, When the present 
relation of colonies ceases, they are to become independent powers, exercis- 
ing the right of choice and of self-control in the determination of their fu- 
ture condition and relations with other powers.” 

The policy is not a policy of aggression; but it opposes the creation of Eu- 
ropean dominion on American soil, or its transfer to other European pow- 
ers, and it looks hopefully to the time when, by the voluntary departure of 
European governments from this continent and the adjacent islands, Amer- 
ica shall be wholly American. 

It does not contemplate forcible intervention in any legitimate contest; 
but it protests against permitting such a contest to result in the increase of 
European power or influence; and it ever impels this Government, as in the 
late contest between the South American Republics and Spain, to interpose 
its good offices to secure an honorable peace. 

I also submit an extract from a dispatch of Mr. Bayard, Secre- 
tary of State, dated July 12, 1887, on the subject of the Hawaiian 
Islands. It is a dispatch to our minister at Hawaii. - 

Whilst we abstain from interference with the domestic affairs of Hawaii in 
accordance with the policy and practice of this Government, yet obstruction 
to the channels of legitimate commerce under existing treaty must not be 
allowed, and American citizens in Hawaii must be protected in their persons 
and property by the representatives of their country’s law and power, and 


no internal discord must be suffered to impair them. Your own aid and 


counsel, as Well as the assistance of the officers of our Government vessels, 
if found necessary, will therefore be promptly afforded to promote the reign 
of law and respect for orderly government in Hawaii. 

As is well known, no intent is cherished or policy entertained by the United 
States which is otherwise than friendly to the autonomical control and inde- 
pendence of Hawaii, and no other member of the family of nations has so 
great and immediate an interest in the welfare and prosperity of Hawaii on 
such a basis as this Republic, 


In regard to the Hawaiian Islands the policy of the United States 
has not only been that the sovereignty of the islands should not 
ass to any foreign country, but if the islands were to form a po- 
itical connection with any foreign country it should be with us. 
While we have not been willing to force annexation or hasten 
the evident coming of the time when Hawaii would apply tothe 
United States for political connection, as evidenced by the dis- 
patch which I read from Secretary Marcy to Mr. Gregg, of April 
4, 1854, the eventual annexation of the islands has been looked 
forward to. It has become more and more evident that with the 
decreasing native population of the islands and the increase of 
the naturalized citizens and white residents of the islands, the 
increase of wealth, the multiplication of industries, in a word, 
with the growth of civilization in the islands, the time would 
come when the progressive, civilized, property-holding inhabi- 
tants of the islands would be no longer content to be governed 
by a native monarchy, and every one has had a right to believe 
that while our Government would not hasten revolution in the 
islands, it would not be the last to recognize revolution accom- 
plished, and would not, when it could honorably do so, refuse to 
accapt the sovereignty of the islands. 

The revolution in Hawaii, in my judgment, was brought about 
by causes which had been in operation for many years. It was 
the natural result of that law by which, whenever civilization 
and barbarism come in conflict, civilization prevails. Every 
step toward civilization in the islands has been brought about by 
Christian missionaries and by the influence of foreign residents 
of the islands; and the civilization of the islands to day is mainly 
represented by the population of foreign birth. Ever since the 
islands were discovered by Capt. Cook, in 1798, the native 17 pe 
lation, owing to their dissipated habits, have been constantly de- 
creasing, and to-day it is less than the foreign Lg er i of the 
islands. It is unfit for self-government, and the forcible subjec- 
tion of the personal and property rights of the intelligent and 
progressive people of Hawaii to a native Government would be a 
great outrage. 

The course of civilization in Hawaii has been but a repetition 
of the course of civilization in this country. Civilization, im- 
pelled by a natural law ever since the first settlement on the 
Atlantic coast, has gradually spread westward, and savage life 
has disappeared before it until a continent once occupied only 
by wandering tribes of Indians, engaged in perpetu warfare, 
has become the home of 67,000,000industrious, civilized people. 
While we may not approve of some of the methods by which 
this transformation has been wrought, we must accept it as in- 
evitable and as having taken place in accordance with an impera- 
tive law of the world’s progress. 

Mr. President, this is not the first time the people have been 
disappointed by the foreign policy of Mr. Cleveland—a snail- 
like policy, a policy that confines a nation withinits own bound- 
aries. hen Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated on the 4th of 
March, 1885, there was pending a treaty between the United 
States and Nicaragua by which the United States was granted 
the right to construct, operate, and controla ship canal from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific across the territory of Nicaragua. Upon 


the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland he withdrew the treaty from 
the Senate and never submitted it again to that body, and our 
ss ppb! to secure the construction of that canal, the control 
of it to the United States, and its capitalization at cost was lost. 
I will not dwell upon the causes of the defeat of that treaty or 
the great national loss caused 3 

The 1 received the favorable consideration of nearly 
every Administration for three-quarters of a century. It was a 
pie which if carried out would have been immensely bene- 

cial toour commerce. It would have accelerated the develop- 
ment of our resources. It would have added to the value of every 
14 of the Pacific coast, and by enabling us to utilize Lake 

icaragua for a naval station would have doubled the effect- 
iveness of our Navy and would have saved its cost to the United 
States in a comparatively brief period by lessening the neces- 
sary annual expenditures for the Navy. If Mr. Cleveland had 
favored that iin Bek would have been ratified, and to-day the 
canal might have n in successful operation, dispensing its 
blessings to the porns of this country and to the world. 

If that canal should be built by private parties it would be at 
a ruinous cost. It would necessarily be capitalized for several 
times its cost, and the tolls and charges would bo so great as to 
largely offset the advantage of the shorter routo for commerce, 
Work has been suspended on the canal, and it is more than prob- 
able that the present company may be compelled to surrender 
its concessions to Nicaragua, and a way may be opened for the 
United States to secure the right to construct and control the 
canal, but under the do-nothing policy of this Administration 
the opportunity would no doubt be lost. 

We need an aggressive foreign policy. We need a reaffirma- 
tion of the Monroe doctrine as it is popularly understood a 
plied not only to the continent of America but to those islan 
which are situated so near our coast as to be of great commer- 
cial and naval importance. We need an aggressive policy for 
the purpose of extending and protecting our commerce, and se- 
curing closer relations with South American republics—a policy 
which, if necessity requires, extends and is enforced beyond our 
own boundaries, a policy, in fact, which goes with our citizens 
and with our flag wherever they may lawfully go, and a policy 
which would give usa commanding position among the great 
powers of the world commensurate with our geographical situa- 
tion and our wealth and power. 

The l of the future control of the Sandwich Islands is 
a question of national importance, affecting our national safety, 
the interest of our commerce, the requirements of our Navy, 
the protection of American citizens; but the Pacific coast, on 
account of its geographical position, has an especial interest in it. 
With a seacoast line of over 1,600 miles, not including Alaska, 
with one of the greatest inland seas upon the face of the globe, 
with a fruitful soil and varied climate, with vast and valuable 
forests, with mines of precious and useful metals, with great re- 
sources as yet almost altogether undeveloped, situa nearer 
the markets of the Orient and of the islands of the Pacific b 
3,000 miles than the Atlantic and the Gulf coast, our foreign ani 
coastwise commerce, when our great resources shall be devel- 
oped, will be scarcely less important than that of the Atlantic. 

In contending for the trade of the trans-Pacific countries we 
must contend with those European countries whicb have parti- 
tioned out among themselves the islands of the Pacific, which will 
control their harbors and their commerce, and especially with 
Great Britain, which has for the purpose of controlling the com- 
merce of the Pacific constructed at an estimated cost of $142,000,- 
000 the intercolonial railroad connecting the maritime provinces 
of the Canadian Dominion with Halifax and Quebec, and has con- 
structed the Canadian Pacific to connect Quebee and Halifax 
with Puget Sound, and is, in connection with the Dominion Gov- 
ernment, by subsidies maintaining a British steamship line be- 
tween the terminus of the Canadian Pacific on Puget Sound and 
Australia and the coasts of China and Japan. 

In contending for our fair share of this commerce we shall 
have for all time to contend with that system of subsidies, of aid 
to their foreign commerce, maintained by Great Britain and 
other foreign nations. A wise statesmanship will endeavor to 
forecast the situation, to make provision by law to so far as pos- 
sible place American commerce on an equality with the com- 
merce of foreign countries. 

The tide of immigration and civilization is still westward, im- 
pelled by a law as imperative as the laws of nature. It has swept 
across the continent, leaving along its course on mountain and 
in valley, on hillside and upon plain, great cities and towns and 
a civilized population, and will find its culminating point upon 
the shores of the Pacific. 

The people of the Pacific coast in all that makes a people 
pos and prosperous are the equals of their kindred of the East. 

n the disposition of all great questions affecting our future 
prosperity, and especially the extension and protoction of our 
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commerce, the Pacific coast, on account of its geographical po- 
sition, its present condition and necessities, and its future devel- 
opment, should receive fair consideration. 

Mr. President, I take issue with the President that the report 
of his personal representative, Mr. Blount, shows beyond ques- 
tion, or at all, that the revolution in Hawaii was brought about 
by the interference of the American minister or by the inter- 
ference of our naval forees. I have read Mr. Blount’s report and 
the evidence accompanying it, and I have read Minister Stevens’s 
report and his statement and the other information which could 
bederived from the press. The reportof Mr. Blount reads more 
like the plea of a zealous lawyer for his side of a controversy 
than like the unprejudiced and impartial decision of a judge. 

As for myself, I would sooner take the statement of Mr. Ste- 
vens, a man who has reached his seventy-third year and has 
served twelve years in honorable foreign positions under this 
Government, a man of standing and intelligence; I would sooner 
take the statement of Mr. Thurston, the representative of the 
Hawaiian Government here; I would sooner take the statement 
of the honorable men who were engaged in the revolution and 
know not only what was done, but what the intention of the 

ties was; I would sooner take the testimony that comes to us 
rom the enlightened and Christian portion of the community 
in Hawait, than to take the one-sided, colored report of Mr. 
Blount and the statement of the President in regard to affairs 
in Hawaii. I would prefer the statement of our minister and of 
these respectable men to that of all the admirers of the dissolute 
ueen and of all the parasites wholived and thrived upon the na- 


ve government. 
I will state what I consider to be the true case in regard to 


Hawaii by submitting first to be incorporated in my remarks 
the dispatch of Minister Stevens of January 18, 1893, to the Sec- 
retary of State, being his official report: 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Honolulu, H. I., January 18, 1593. 
(Via San Francisco, January 28. Received January 28.) 


Events in Hawaii in the past few days have moved rapidly. An entire 
overthrow of the Hawaiian monarchy and the establishment of a provisional 
government in the interest of the whole people of the islands without the sac- 
Tifice of a single life. The new government is in full possession of the is- 
lands and was peer — — by all the diplomatic re tatives. 
The four men of whom it is composed are of high e ter, one of whom re- 
Oke 88 as rs of 1 9 Pg ark to 9 place. 
dispatches mail leaving Honolulu ay spe amer. 

. STEVENS, ited Slates Minister. 
UNITED STATES LEGATION. 
Honolulu, January 18, 1893. (Received February 3.) 
Sm: In 73 of November 8 I gave full information of the surrender of 


my 
the to the wishes of the ture the formation of a minis 
een, ee = the entire 3 


daughter, it bei: 
the islands shoul 
visit to Hawaii, the chief island in the group. Beyond all doubt, immedi- 
ately after the Boston and myself had left Honolulu the unscrupulous adven- 
turers around the Queen improved the opportunity to push through the Leg- 
islature an astoun lottery franchise with the obvious intent to sell it out 
to the Louisiana lottery men. This was worked by some of the same parties 
pappone to be of the powerful opium ring whose four points of operation 
are Vancouver, San Francisco, Honolulu, and Hongkong. They dis ributed 
the lottery stock among the native members of the Legislature in large fig- 
ure: 


8. 
Notwithstanding the strong opposition of all the best people of the is- 
lands, including whites and natives, and the emphatic opposition of the 
chamber of commerce, the Queen and her palace favorite gave their warm- 
est support to the lottery bill and signed it at once. She was to be immedi- 
ately compensated by being allowed to proclaim a new constitution, restor- 
ing to the Crown the old despotic prerogatives in direct violation of the ex- 
constitution, which provides for the only mode of change, which is 
by the action of successive legislatures. 
eturning on the Boston from our Hilo trip on the 14th instant, we found 
the lature was to be prorogued at 12 a. m., one-half hour after my ar- 
rival at the legation. The prorogation completed, members of the Legisla- 
ture, diplomatic corps, judges of the supreme court and other officials went 
to the ace by invitation. In the mean time it began tobe known in pub- 
lic circles, that it was the Queen's intention to proclaim the revolutionary 
constitution. This resulted in raising an excitement which alarmed her 
confidants and caused some of them to draw back. This consumed tim 
so that she could not secure the signatures of her new cabinet as she h 
g ted. In the meantime the diplomatic corps grew weary and left the 
palace, realizing that the invitation to be present was a trick. 


THE QUEEN'S DETERMINATION. 


As I had just returned, weary from my voyage, I had not received the in- 
vitation, the chamberlain knowing I was absent when he invited the Eng- 
lish, Portuguese, French, and 1 diplomatic representatives the day 
before. In the short meanwhile Í had suspicioned the trick. Finally, the 
Queen appeared in the throne room, before the supreme judges and other 
officials, in an extreme passion of anger, and ayowed her purpose to post- 

me her revolutionary constitution for a brief period, and then went upon 

e balcony and spoke with great passion in the same strain to those around 
the palace, principally her retainers and the royal guard, her determination 
to proclaim her constitution at another time. What I have described as to 
the lottery legislation, the forcing out of the responsible cabinet of Novem- 
ber 8, and appointing the lottery cabinet, two of whom had been voted out 
of the miuistry during the legislative session by a two-thirds vote for the 


best of reasons. It was the lottery bribe and the autocratic design of the 
Queen that quickly pitated events. 

A mass meeting of the citizens was called to meet on Monday, the 16th, at 
2 p. m., which assembled in the largest hall in the city. Short as was the 
notice, over 1.300 ot the principal citizens of Honolulu and from other is 
who happened to be in the city, were in attendance. This meeting includ 
merchants, bankers, professional men, the principal business men, and the 
mechanics, the chief German and some of the leading English merchants 
and other ear ee Se well as American residents. It is said such an 
assemblage was never before equaled in Honolulu. Intelligent American 
visitors here say that such a public meeting would do credit to a meeting of 
a similar class of citizens in our best American cities. i 

The assemblage was a unit in feeling and purpose. The speeches and res- 
olutions are on the printed slips I herewith inclose. This remarkable up- 
rising of the best citizens, including nearly all of the chief property holders, 
the itian marshal and palace favorite did not dare attempt to suppress, 
A committee of public safety was at once created to meet the emergency 
and to prevent anarchy and riot. It was fortunate that the Boston was in 
the harbor. The committee on public safety called on me for aid, I 
R addressed to the commander of the Boston, Capt. G. S. Wiltse, the 


ollowing note: 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, 
Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 
Sm: In view of the existing critical circumstances in Honolulu, includ- 
ing an inadequate legal force, I request you to land marines an i sailors from 
the ship under your command for the protection of the United States 1 


tion and United States consulate and to secure the safety of American 
and property. 
Very truly yours, 


JOHN L. STEVENS, 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 


A copy of the call of the committee of public safety for aid is inclosed. 

Promptly the men from the Boston were lantied. Detachments were 
placed around the legation and the consulate, the principal members having 
marched to a central hall for shelter and headquarters; the ht being at 
hand, the public anxiety being es ally strong as to what might be done 
by irresponsible persons in the night, the landing of the men of the Boston 
80 promptly gave immediate relief to the public anxiety. 


THE PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT. 


responsi. 

parentage, educated here and 

hest reputation among all citizens, 
a native of Boston, „wealthy, 


is of the 
8 1 —— a ia: the islands, and a resident here f 
operty rests e islan a ent here for many 
years. The other two members are of the highest 1 The com- 
mittee of public safety forthwith took possession of the government build- 


ings, archives, and treasury, and installed the provisions government at the 
heads of the respective departments. This being an accomplished fact, I 
promptly rec ‘acto govern- 


the provisional phd as the de 
ment of the Hawaiian Islands. The English minister, the Portuguese 
d’affaires, the French and the Japanese commissioners promptly did the 
same; mae; with myself, being the only members of the diplomatic corps 
there. 

All is quiet here now. Without the sacrifice of a single life this change of 
8 has been accomplished. L. can hardly express the en- 

usiasm and the profound feeling of relle at this peaceful and salutary 
bona ite Sob cnr The poset, cause of this profound feeling among 
the citizens is the hope that the United States Government will allow these 
islands to paes to American control and become American soil. A commis- 
sion of citizens, duly accredited, will go by the steamer that takes this dis- 
patch to W m to state the es of the provisional government and 
of the responsible people of the islands and to give a complete account of 
the existing state of th here. 

Itis proper that I should add that the presence of the Boston here has 
been of the ghoi importance and the behavior of officersand men has been 


admirable. pt. Wiltse has exercised prudence and t firmness, while 
he and the undersigned ha recognized: only accomp: 


ve hed facts and have 
not allowed the use of the United States force for any but the most conserv- 


ative reasons. F 
Iam, sir, * 
JOHN L. STEVENS. 


I submit also a subsequent statement made by Mr. Stevens and 
recently published in the press: 


[Washington Post, November 30.] 


BLOUNT GIVEN THE LIE—EX-MINISTER STEVENS SHARPLY CRITICISES HIS 
REPORT—HIS STATEMENTS FLATLY DENIED—THE COMMISSIONER CHARAC- 
TERIZED AS A DIPLOMATIC NEOPHYTE CAUGHT IN THE SNARES LAID FOR 
HIM BY LILIVOKALANI’S -ADVISERS—HE AND SECRETARY GRESHAM AO- 
CUSED OF PLAYING INTO BRITISH HANDS—SOME OBSERVATIONS ABOUT 
THE MEN AT HONOLULU. 

AUGUSTA, ME., November 29. 


Ex-Minister Stevens has given out the following as his reply to the posi- 
tion of Commissioner Blount on Hawaiian affairs: 

“A deep sense of oblization to my country and an American’s duty to de- 
fend an insulted, threatened, and struggling American colony, planted as 
5 taney ses | and firmly on the North Pacific isles as our Pilgrim Fathers 
established themselves on Plymouth Rock, demand that I shall make an 
answer tothe astounding misrepresentations and untruths of Commissioner 
Blount's report on Hawaiian affairs, a copy of which I first obtained, with 
difficulty, Saturday evening, November 25. 

“It is proper for me to preface my answer briefly alluding to the fact 
that those familiar with international rules and proceedings and who have 
had diplomatic experience must be astonished that Secretary Gresham and 
his commissioner should make before the world such a persistent effort to 
discredit the recent agents of thedepartment eTo represent.and which 
was once spore or Thomas Jefferson. William L. Marcy, William H. 
Seward, and James G. Blaine. The general adoption of such a policy by our 
department of fore affairs could not fail to weaken greatly our influence 
with foreign countries in any future effort and serve to make the American 
diplomatic service contemptible in the eyes of the World. 


PLAYING INTO BRITISH HANDS. 


Not only is the course of Gresham and Blount extremely un- American in 
its spirit, but it is also in direct opposition to the civilizing and Christian- 
influence on the Hawaiian Islands, while it is Play. into British 

hi s, in direct opposition of the efforts of the American Board of Mfssions, 
and to the American Government for more than sixty years, in all of which 
riod there has been a uniform, continuous, and patriotic American policy. 
may also make a preliminary remark the repeatedly asserted 
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s Administation. It is sufficient 


tly asserted in that regard. 
Molal duty, as followed by 
dministration and of the 


m; Ba; and 
naval commander at Honolulu responsible for the tion of American 
life and property and the ‘preservation of public o * 

A DIPLOMATIC NEOPHYTE. 


“So much as a necessary introduction to my consideration of the Blount 
report. Not wishing to be severe on a neophyte in diplomacy, with but lit- 
tle knowledge of the world's affairs of nis own country, sent on a 

eculiar errand amid currents and quicksands en unknown. to 


than he was helping Hawaiian monarchists and the 

It is clear enough from Biount’s manner on the day of his arrival 
at Honolulu, as well as by his letter to the Department of S written 
shortly after, that he designed, at whatever cost, to repudiate the views and 
action of the recently terminated Administration, and thatin order to do so 
hemust impugn the action of Minister Stevens and of the commander of the 
United States ship Boston. 


UNDER ROYAL ESPIONAGE. 


“A total stranger, it was impossible for Mr. Blount to know instr i 
it was for him to e up his quarters where he was certain to be surround 

Lake karate and where the ping of the Provisional Government would 
de reluctant to go. The hotel was kept by one who had served as un's 
chamberlain, who was one of . ma syndicate that had 
cheated the Hawallan Government out of nearly $100,000, a transaction which 
Minister Merrill had officially reported to Secretary Bayard, and this man 
Was the leading member of a firm that sought to do its chief business with 
England, a thoroughly cipled of the Provisional Govern- 
ment and of American ominan 
ve assistant in 


our Government's treatment of the Indians. 
“Residing at that hotel, Mr. Blount was under the constant espionage of 


As a precautionary saf thus shutting 
ready access to . ount a wealthy and 


arrangement. 

+The effort in his report to cast imputation on the Provisional Government 
and myself as to the offer of the American house to an American commis- 
sioner will be estimated at its true value by the American public. Commis- 
sioner Blount's manner toward me im the following weeks would not allude 
to here, were it not absolutely necessary to do so. It is well known to all 
who have knowledge of apos an rules and customs that when a new dip- 
lomatic agent arrives at the capital to whose Government he is accredited 
his predecessor and the occupant of the legation should receive him cour- 
teously, proffer his services to his successor, inform him of theexisting staté 
ot andassoon as convenientgive him access to the legation archives. 
This I did promptly, and had he availed himself of the offer of his 
countrymen as to residence he could have occupied the room at the legation 
containing the official records, which I was ready to offer him. Hecoldly 
repelled my kindly intended offers, did not allow me to show to him the cus- 
ee forms of introducing him to the foreign diplomatic officials and to 
the chief public menof Honolulu. How much of his singular course in these 
regards was due to want of knowledge, and how much to his already ma- 
tured purpose to make out a case against the United States minister, the 
naval commander, and the Provisional Government the American public 


must judge. 
SPECIFIC STATEMENTS DENIED. 


“All insinuations and implications in Blount's report that I was averse to 
his access to the legation records is a shameless ersion of facts.“ Mr. 
Stevens says he carried ni documents to Mr. Blount, and adds: 

His manner while allowing me to leave these important documents in his 
room showed that he cared not to receive them, for the general drift of his 
report indicates that he did not even read them. 

“Ignoring his inferiority of official rank, which, according to established 
Tules the world over, was below that of minister resident, between a consul- 
general and 1175 d'affaires; with the utmost effort of will controlling my 
outraged sensibilities, while suff a terrible affliction at the recent sad 
drowning of a gifted and beloved daughter, endured this insolent treatment 
after thirteen years of service as United States minister, without a stainever 
before attempted to be made on my official honor or my fidelity to American 
Prestige and to American interests, never d my seventy-three years of 

e ha e eee against the flag of this 

implications, and insinuations of Com- 
ent Dole, M nister Sheth and the other 


against myself and 
Under the date of A 
Visional Government 

affirm that the Provisional Government never made such a request. 
THE JAPANESE SUFFRAGE. 

“What Blount says about the Japanese man-of-war is officially er parte, 
tis For weeks after his arrival in Honolulu he had not 
even met or ne with the Japanese minister.” Mr. Stevens then reviews 
minister regarding the right of suffrage for 


ts, Bays: 
These friendly interviews, in which the long. and mu- 
tual interests of our respective countries were fully 
-informed. though 


DECEMBER 5, 
— Beeb Bt suffrage agitation and as to what use the fallen 
ported to the De ot State prior to Biount's having any knowledge 
jount's o 
on the ject. aim to have put an en N about 
rumored Ja encroachment is as purely assumptive as his e: on 
to me at my house that to him the Harrison A tration was ebted 
tor the strong Democratic support which wren given tt in the threatened war 
Chile, and that Senator Morgan, now of the Senate Commit- 


with 
tee of Foreign Affairs, could not aid much in the same direction and is not 
a level-headed man. 

COMMITTEE OF SAFETY. 


uns 


LANDING THE FORCES. 


“He says the response to the call of the committee of safety to land the 
men of the Boston does not appear in the filles of the legation.’ The mean- 
ing of this insinuationis obvious. Enough to say there never was an} such 
document. I received the invitation of the committee of safety for what it 
was worth, as I received other information on the same subject. I should 
barpa 8 Cay 8 to have landed his force had not the committee 
0 ety reques x 

It is well to state here that this landing of American forces in Honolulu 
had tedly taken place in a period running over many years. The ele- 
ments and forces of Hawaii in play in 1887, 1889, and in 1803, were and are es- 
sentially the same, the breadth and strength of the prevailing elements and 
forces in 1893 being more decisive than in the former periods. Those who 
assert to the contrary are not honest, elsethey do not understand what they 
. rts that I promised to aid the commi f safet, 

“Blount y asse: the ttee of safety 
by force. This is emphatically and categorically untrue. 

“The best answer to the baseless charge that I promised to use force 
F Wiltse to his officers and men, to 
ve.“ and that no force was used, though the Queen, through her 
ministers, — a requested it hours before the Provisional Government 

ecoguized by me and all the other diplomatic representatives in Hono- 


Mr. Stevens says that he knew nothing of the import of the meeting of 
the committee of safety on January 16 at Henry Waterhouse s home, ad- 
joining his own, until he read of it in Blount’s report. 


KEPT DIMSELF INFORMED. 


It is proper for me to say here,” adds Mr. Stevens, that for three — 
iac- 


myself. 
LETTER FROM THE QUEEN. 
Regarding the and hopes of the Queen and her ta- 
tives in the exciting days from January 14 to January 17, and the views and 
hopes of her opponents, the following official documents speak for them- 


my 
give to 22 excellency, as the diplomatic representative of the 
States t the 


continue. 
“‘Littvokalani, R.: Samuel Parker, minister of N affairs; William 


ster of interior: A. 

P. Peterson, attorney: 
“This earnestly pl. 
ror-stricken lottery mang 8 to me more than twenty hours after the men 


ing of the battalion has saved life and Mr. Blount’s shamefully 


in the matter of the hall for the 


unfair attempt to cast suspicion on 
men of the Boston on the evening of their landing I have answered in 
my letter to Secretary Gresham.” 


A CHANGE OF BASE. 
Regarding Mr. Blount's change of opinion about Neumann, Mr. Stevens 


says: 
“ Why this remarkable change of opinion? So long as he supposed Neu- 
mann Wished to make a trade with the United Stateg or with the vis- 
ional government for a cash consideration of all Liliuokalani claims, Blount 
r ed Neumann a knave. As soon as this astute commissioner ascer- 

ed that Neumann was in full accord with Spreckels and Blount for Lil-. 
iuokalani’s restoration to the throne, Blount immediately learned that Neu- 
mann is ‘a right-down good fellow.’ 

“So much for conclusive evidence that Spreckles, Neumann, and Blount 
were then, as now, rowing the same boat and closely linked in the conspir- 
acy to damage the action of Harrison's Administration and of the Senate 
Committee of Foreign Affairs on the question of annexation. This tilt of 
Biount, Spreckels, and Neumann Marcy, Grant, Seward, Fish, Blaine, 
Harrison, and other leading American statesmen must amuse the American 
blic as much as other recent transactions hostile to the American colony 
Hawaii are exciting just public indignation. 


MAKERS OF AFFIDAVITS. 


“So far as the amdavita of John F. Colburn, A. P. Peterson, and Charles 
5 letter of Cornwell conflict with any writing or act of 
mine, not multiply words. The first named Is a notorious corruption- 


1893. 
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with some amiable qualities, who aided in bribing the legislative mem- 
Paa to vote out the Jones-Wilcox ministry and 9 lottery bill. Pe- 
.terson is the man who aided in the distribution of the lottery stock for the 
of legislative vote, and held the Queen's authority to constitute a 
ottery cabinet, and to aid the Queen to proclaim a reactii constitution. 
“As to Samuel Parker, whose testimony is used to d t my action, I 
would giadly say little. Mostly of native Hawaiian stock, he has a small 
fraction of lo-Saxon blood. His word and his note are of little value 
among the ers and businessmenof Honolulu. For years mpi hand play 
politics and to be the Queen’s minister, for which service he is 
paci ne naa competed with Wilson for the control and the favors of the re- 
raloccupant of the pee 
Dr. Tronse, J. A. Cummins Hopkins, and W. T. Seward are also sharply 
criticised, and Mr. Stevens continues thus: 
“Re the Gov. Cleghorn, whose protest Blount speaks of relative 
to lan m, little need be said, Under the monarchy, 
r to the adoption of the constitution of 1887. the Hawaiian governor 
some im: ce. The office was abolished by that constitution. The 
legislature of 18% restored the office as an honorary ee 
power of duty. Cleghorn is a brother-in-law to the fallen Liliuok: ; is 
the reputed father of the so-called Temone now residing in Engiand, whose 
Half Siter is married to the English minister'sson. Cleghorn iscompletely 
under the influence and follows the advice of English Minister ee 
or 


exp 
a vote of 31 to 10. Reap) 
out October 17, by 31 to erate 
Cornwell. He was known to be of the contract-labor ring which was bleed- 
ing the planters. With good reasons he was believed to be the author of 
the Queen's revolution: and despotic new constitution. He is the man 
whom the Queen sent to Washington to get her restored to the throne or to 
sell her claim to the crown in cash. What a remarkable trio, Spreckels, 
Neumann, and Blount, two honest German Jews, and the astute, impartial, 


unprejudiced new-born diplomatist who had represented that he was the 
Democratic leader who led his party to rt Harrison in the threat- 


ened Chilean war, while he severely denoun Brown and Minis- 


ter Egan. Spreckels, Neumann, and Blount, who will decipher the 
ee the popan hy, and state the substantial considerations which bind 
trio together 


“The testimony of hundreds of such would not counterbalance the words 
of Minister Thurston, President Dole, and Bony Waterhouse among honest 
men who knew the respective parties. As to Wilson, the Queen's immoral 
favorite for many years, whom Blount attempts to whitewash, I will not 
soil these pages by. even the notorious facts in his As to my 
recognition of the visional Government, I reaffirm what I said in my re- 


cent letter to Sonay Gresham. 2 

Queen Liliuo inaugurated the revolution by attempting to destroy 
the constitution by revolutionary means. From Saturday afternoon, Jan- 
uary 14, to January 16, there was no government in Honolulu except in the 
united and self- attitude of the citizens, who assembled in a great 
Mass-meeting on January 16 and co their efforts for law and or- 
a ——— Reägsd b ait th fi . 5 ta- 
was promptly acknow] e foreign representatives who were 
militar with the circumstances of its creation. It as nearly fifty hours after 
Lilinokalani and her favorites had destroyed her throne by a revolutio: 
cutbreak when the men of the Boston landed. In theexciting hours - 
ing and following her fall her a eee presen, as well as those who formed 
the Provisional Government, equal access to the legation, Toallproper 
inquiries my answer was that the United States marines could not take 
sides, but whatever de Jacto government might exist would have to berecog- 
nized. When I did recognize It. late in the afternoon of the 17th, the Pro- 
visional Government was complete master of the situation, had full control 

tion being sur- 


“Against all just expectations I have been forced to expose the anoma- 
lous, the un-American, and most unfair course of Blount and associates 
st my official conduct, my honor, and all thata public man holds dear. 
extraordinary assault on the American colony in Hawaii, antagonizing 
the American Christian civilization there established at the cost of the 
lives and labors of noble American men and women; this strange turning 
back on an American policy of more than half a century; this wanton disre- 
gard of the ba apa to assume jurisdiction and ownership of a territo- 
rial and mar rize with a clean =e and without the cost ofa 


ture, if not our present, statesmen and generation will repudiate and blot 
out by wise and effective measures.“ 


I submit a statement made by Mr. Thurston concerning Mr. 

Blount's report: 

MR. BLOUNT ANSWERED—MINISTER THURSTON DISSECTS THE COMMISSION- 
ERS REPORT—MANY VERY GROSS INACURACIES—IT IS SHOWN THAT THE 
UNITED STATES FORCES DID NOT LAND UNTIL NEARLY FORTY-EIGHT 
HOURS AFTER THE REVOLUTION HAD COMMENCED, AND THEIR INSTRUC- 
TIONS WERE TO REMAIN PASSIVE—NO SECRECY ABOUT THE MOVEMENT TO 
OVERTHROW THE QUEEN. 

Mr. Thurston, the Hawaiian minister, is no longer silent. He gave to the 
press last night a statement which dissects Commissioner Blount's report 
and shows upon how flimsy a foundation that famous document rests. Mr. 

- Thurston hesitated some time before preparing his statement, but final — E 

concluded that the statements of Mr. Blountought not to remain unans w 

In his statement Mr. Thurston says: 

MINISTER THURSTON'’S STATEMENT. 


As I have received no official information that Mr. Blount has made a re- 


wspaper ts therefrom, and am unaware of the * 
ent contentions of the United States Government co Ha „Iam 
unable at present, in the absence of such knowledge, to intelligently state 
what the position and claims of the Hawaiian Government are. It would, 
moreover, be contrary to diplomatic courtesy for me to publish a statement 
on such subject prior to informing the United States Government of the 


same. . 

A large m of the published extracts from Mr. Blount's report consist, 
however, of 3 attacks upon me and those associated with me in the 
Provisional Government, imp: our veracity, good faith, and courage, 
and charging us with fraud and duplicity. I deem it proper, therefore, to 


make a personal reply to such charges, co myself tostatements of f. 
3 actor, I am prepared to testify to before any im: 
ünal. 


First. Before stating such facts, I desire to call attention to Mr. Blount's 
method of constru his re Although hein several places states that 
Iwas the leader of the revolutionary movement, he has never asked me a 


question concerning the same, nor given me opportunity tomake state- 
ment. although I have at all times been 2 The 
same is true of a large number of other men who took a leading part in the 
movement of January last. 

In the second ace: his evidence cecisists exclusively of prepared affidavits 
or answers to leading questions put by himself, at private interviews, no 
one else being present but the stenographer. In no ce has there been 
any cross-examination of witnesses, opportunity given to contradict or ex- 
plain evidence given, or present other evidence. 


NUMEROUS INCORRECT STATEMENTS. 


A brief examination of the published portions of the report shows numer- 
ous incorrect statements. I Shall endeavor for the present, however, toan- 
swer the more salient points only. 

First. Mr. Blount charges that the American troops were landed under a 

rearranged agreement with the committee of safety that they should so 

d and assist in the overthrow of the Queen. In reply thereto, I hereby 
state that at no time did Mr. Stevens or Capt. Wiltse assure me or the com- 


the troops not codperate with the com- 
mumittee no more knowledge than the Queen's Gov- 
ernment where the troops were going, nor what 2 were going to do. The 
whole gist of Mr. Damon's long examination is like wise contained in his 
statement that when, after the organization and proclamation of the new 
Government, a request was made for the 8 of the United States 
troops, it was refused, Lieut. Commander S cag the commanding 
officer, sending back word, Capt. Wiltse's orders are, passive.’ 
THE TROOPS DID NOT ASSIST. 


Second. Mr. Blount charges that the Queen had ample mili force with 
which to have met the committee, and that but for the of the United 
States representatives and trogps the establishment of provisional goy- 
ernment would have been impossible. s 


In reply thereto I hereby state that altho the of the American 
troops a quie effect on the rough c in the city, and may 
have prevented some they were not essential to and did not assist 


in the overthrow of the Queen. The result of the movement would have 
been eventually the same if there had not been a marine within a thousand 
miles of Honoiuln. 

In support of this statement I cite the following facts; 


1. The did not land till ronan Rel the 16th of Jan „after 
the revolution had been in full progress the afternoon of Sa „the 
14th, d which time the co: ttee of safety was openly for 
the avo purpose of overthrowing the Queen. 

2. There was absolutely no attempt at concealment from the Government 
of the objects and intentions of the committee. 

8. The Queen, her cabinet, and their supporters were utterly demoral- 
ized, 5 cious of one another, and devoid of leadership. 


4. The committee of safety and their supporters were united; had ample 


force to execute their p knew ly What they wanted, and 
ceeded with inte t deliberation, thoro ess and confidence to do it. 
There is no concerning the facts of the first proposition. It is ad- 


mitted by all that the Queen n the revolution at noon on Saturday, the 
14th, b 3 romulgate a constitution; that such attempt was 
imm tely followed by preparation on the part of the citizens for armed 
eet re 8 and that the United States troops landed at 5 o'clock Monday, 

THE REVOLUTION NOT SECRET. * 


In support of the second proposition, that there was no concealment from 
the Government of the intentions of the committee, I submit the following: 
1. On the afternoon of Saturday, the 14th, in reply to the uest of the 
Queen's cabinet for advice as to what they had better do, the Queen then 
still insisting upon the promulgation of the constitution and supporting it 
by force, I advised them to di ə the Queen in revolution and the throne 
vacant, and at their oh ee and with the express a val of two of them 
and the tacit assent of the other two, then and there up a form of proc- 
lamation to that effect. 3 
2, At half past 4 on the afternoon of serene S the 14th, at_a meeting of 
about two hundred citizens at the office of W. O. Smith, the Queen was de- 
nounced in the t terms; armed resistance and a counter revolution 
and the Saas eee of the peor hin Peers Col- 

parn, k eon armed support against the Queen. 
The Queen’s attorney-general, Mr. Peterson, and her attorney, Paul Neu- 
man, were both present, taking part in the meeting. The committee of 
ty was publicly then and there named and proceed ed forthwith to organ- 


At 6 o'clock on Sunday morning, the 15th, I told Mr. Peterson and Mr. Col - 
burn, two members of the Queen’s cabinet, that the committee intended to 


a 

ec 
tended to take action on its own account. asked for twenty-four hours 
in which to consider the matter. I declined to wait, stating to them that 
the committee intended to proceed forthwith. 

4. The committee met openly that morning at 10 o'clock, with the full 
knowlege of the Government ofthe place ot its meeting. It remained in ses- 
sion during the greater part of the day, while several police kept watch of 
the building from the street. 


THE PUBLIC MEETING. 


On Monday morning at 9 o'clock the committee, without attempt at con- 
cealment, met in my office, within 200 feet of the police station, Marshal 
Wilson's headquarters, where the entire police force was stationed. While 
the meeting was in Wilson came to the office and asked to speak 
to me privately, we went into an adjoining room. Our conversation 
was in substance as follows: 

Wilson said, “I want this meeting stopped,” referring to the mass-meet- 

for that afternoon. 
replied, “It can not be sto It is too late. 
4 fixed up insome way?” 


He ‘Can not this t 
I replied, No it can not. t has gone too far.” 
He , “The Queen has abandoned her new constitution idea.“ 
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3 “How do we know that she will not take it up again as she said 
she would!“ 

He said, "I will guarantee that she will not, even if I have to lock her up 
in a room to keep her from doing it, and I'll do it, too, if 8 

Iroplied, We are not willing to accept that guarantee as sufficient. This 
as gone on from bad to worse until we are not going to stand it any 
longer. e are going to take no chances in the matter, but settle it now, 
once and for all.“ 

Wilson then left the office. He has since stated that he immediately re- 
ported to the cabinet and advised arresting the committee, but the cabinet 
were afraid and refused to allow it. 

At 2 o'clock on the afternoon of Monday, the 16th, a meeting of 3,000 un- 
armed men was held within a block of the palace. The meeting was ad- 
dressed by a number of speakers, all denounc the Queen. The meeting 
with tremendous cheering and enthusiasm, unanimously adopted resolu- 
tions declaring the Queen to be in revolution and authorizing the commit- 
tee to proceed to do whatever was necessary. The police was present, but 
no attempt was made to interfere with the meeting or make any arrests. 
The meeting adjourned amid the most intense excitement, and the citi- 
=e dispersed throughout the town, awaiting the further call of the com- 

ttee. 

While the meeting was in progress another meeting was being held by the 
royalists in the street, within a block of the armory, which adopted resolu- 
tions in support of the 


MR, BLOUNT GROSSLY INACCURATE, 


Never in the history of Hawaii has there been such a tense condition of 

t expectation of bloodshed and conflict than there 
after the adjournment of those two radically 
meetings. Mr. Blount's statement that the community was at peace and 
quiet was grossly inaccurate. 

It was at this juncture, two hours after the adjournment of the above 
meeting, that Capt. Wiltse and Mr, Stevens, acting upon their own respon- 
sibilities and discretion and irrespective of the request or actions of the com- 
mittee, landed the troops, which were distributed in three parts of the city, 
instead of being m: at one ey as stated by Mr. Blount. The reason 
that the Queen's Government k no action against the committee or its 
supporters was that they were overwhelmed by the unanimous display of 

tion and determination shown by the cit and were cowed into 
submission in the same manner that the King and his supporters were cowed 
under precisely similar circumstances by the same citizens in June, 1887. 


THE QUEEN'S SUPPORTERS DEMORALIZED. 


In support of the third proposition, that the Queen and her supporters 
were demoralized and devoid of leadership, I submit the following: 

1. During the few weeks prior to the revolution, Mr. Colburn, minister of 
ue Peps bord at the — = e 3 zee ee — — ot ue IN of the 

1 party oppose myself, and openly an rly hostile to me per- 
85 My Be intimation of the revolutionary intention of the Queen 
was at 10 o'clock on the morning of Saturday, the 14th, when Mr. Colburn 
came to me greatly excited. He told me of the Queen's intentions to pro- 
mulgate a new constitution, and asked my advice. Isaid to him, “Why do 
you not go to the members of your own party?” He replied, “I have no 

who have been our supporters are supporting the Queen, 

downtown poopie (reterring to the merchants) have got no use for me, 

and or the 1 your party and other citizens will support us we 
are going to away.” 

2. At 1 o'clock on the same day I met all the members of the cabinet atthe 
attorney-general’s office. They had just come from an interview with the 
aaen at which she had announced her intention of promulgating con- 

tution, and demanded their support. They stated that she had threat- 
ened them with mob violence, whereupon they had immediately left the pal- 
ace, each one going out by aseparateentrance, While we were talking a mes- 
rom the gaan ig eee i them to immediately return to the 


and started down town. After I had 
by a messenger from the cabinet ask: me to return, which I did. They 
asked me to ascertain what support they could e: t from citizens, and 
formally authorized me to formally state the condition of affairs to leading 
citizens, and in their behalf to call for armed volunteers to resist the Queen. 
I immediately proceeded to comply with their request, and with the assist- 
ance of others within an hour or two thereafter about eighty leading citi- 
zens had signed a written statement agreeing to support the cabinet against 
the Queen by force. 


STORMY INTERVIEW WITH THE QUEEN. 


8. Later the same afternoon Mr. Colburn informed me that he had finally 
gone to the palace and held a stormy interview with the Queen, lasting for 
over two hours. He told me that he had no confidence in his colleague, Mr. 
Peterson whom he believed was playing double with him, and told me to 
beware of telling Peterson any further. As a reason for his dis- 
trust he said that he knew nothing of the intention to promulgate a consti- 
tution, but that while they were ussing the matter with the Queen she 
said, in reply to an objection made Peterson, Why did you not make 
this objection before; you have had this constitution in your possession for 
a month and raised no objection to it.” 

Colburn said also thatin reply to an objection made by Mr. Parker, min- 
ister of foreign affairs, she said, “Why did you not tell me this last night 
when we were talking over the subject?” 

Colburn further stated to me that at a caucus of their y on the pre- 
ous Friday night, one of the members of the Legislature, Kaluna by name, 
had said thatif he colud establish the new constitution he would die happy, 
if he could kill some other men before dying. 

4. The n was furiously angry at tho refusal of the cabinet to join her 
in prom ting the constitution, and publicly denounced them therefor. 


ROYALISTS WANTED TO SHED BLOOD. 


5. When the Queen made announcement of her failure to n the 
constitution, two of the leading Royalists, members of the Legislature, one 
in the throne room of the palace, and one upon the steps of the per 
addressed the assembled crowd, denounced the cabinet as traitors, and 

* wanted to shed blood. One of them included the Queen in his de- 
nunciations. 

6. During the entire time between noon of Saturday, the 14th, and the 
afternoon of ‘Tuesday, the 17th, when the provisional government was pro- 
claimed, the Queen's cabinet was without plan of action, and did practically 
nothing, but rush about the city consulting with various foreign repre- 
sentatives, and citizens ofall parties, as to what they had better do, begging 
the American minister for the support of the American troops against the 
committee of safety, and sec from the Queen a declaration that she 
would not again attempt to abrogate the constitution, which they h. 
into print and distributed broadcast to try and appease the indignation of 
citizens and break up the proposed mass-meeting. 


THE COMMITTEE OF SAFETY WERE UNITED. 


In support of the fourth proposition, that the committee and their sup- 
porters were united, had ample force to execute their purpose, and proceed 
with deliberation and contidence to do so, I submit the following: An essen- 
tial factor in jud; whether the force of the committee was sufficient, and 
their confidence in themselves well founded, is to know what the same men 
under similar conditions have done upon previous occasions. lortunately 
there is no dispute as to the facts concerning two recent incidents in Ha- 
waiian history, in which the same parties who were brought into con- 
flict — 5 1893, were arrayed against each other under similar cir- 
cumstances, 

1. In 1887 the King, by a manipulation of the electorate and the legislature, 
had encroached upon popular ghts and obtained autocratic power over the 
people. In this course he was supported by practically the same persons 
who in January last, and now, constitute the Royalist partyin Hawaii, The 
open bribery, corruption, and debauchery of the King and his supporters 
crystallized the opposition thereto into an or tion of hance nated the 
same men who orga and now constitute the provisional government. 
Such organization was formed with the openly avowed intention of wres 
from the 1 or dethroning In e of theexpec 
movement, the fortified the palace; loopholed its basement for sharp- 
shooters; erected sand-bag breastworks at the entrance of the building; 
proaches thereto; largely in- 


mounted cannon and Gatling at all the a 
ee: his regular military force, and defied the organization and public 


The leaders of the revolutionary movement proceeded deliberately to col- 
lect such arms as were available and organized their plans. An executive 
committee of thirteen was appointed, who took entire control of the move- 
pert nearer a mass meeting in the same building used for that purpose 

an 

The sng Senet to head off the meeting by sending a letter to it prom- 
ising cer reforms. The letter had noeffect. Resolutions were adopted 
denouncing the Hing and demanding the granting of a new constitution de- 
priving the K of all 3 power. The resolutions were forthwith 

by the committee, who unarmed and alone proceeded 
rect from the meeting to the fortified palace, with the ultimatum that he 
comply with the demands within twenty-four hours or take the conse- 


quences. 
HOW THE KING SURRENDERED. 


The King wes then in absolute control of the 3 troo 
troops enlisted for the occasion, four companies of native 

all the 5 and Gatling guns, the government buildings, the 

barracks, and the station house, with full knowledge of and weeks of prep- 
aration for the action taken by the citizens. His military strength was 
greater and his control of the public buildings more complete than was that 
of the Queen in January last. 

He did not fire a shot, submitted to all demands, disbanded his troops, and 
turned the whole control of the government over to the revolutionary party, 
who, in consideration of his abject submission, allowed him to continue on 
the throne in a figurehead capacity. 

2. In 1889, while the same men who now constitute the provisional govern- 
ment were in control of the King's ney Serer conspiracy was i pit 
among the royalist supporters by the King Liliuokalani, for the over- 
orowe ke the cabinet and the restoration of the old royal power and con- 

u N 

The conspirators took the cabinet by surprise, and on the night of July 29 
took possession of the Government buildings and palace, and, securing pos- 
session of all the artillery, fortified the latter. 


VICTORY OVER ROYAL POWER. 


The regular truops, by order of the King, refused to assist the cabinet 
who called upon the white militia and white citizens for assistance. The call 
was propig responded to. The revolutionists were protected by an 8-foot 
stone wall around the palace, and used artillery as well as rifles, while the 
cabinet supporters were armed with rifles alone. The fighting opened at 9 
o’clock in the morning with less than thirty cabinet supporters in posi- 
tion in front of the palace, which number was later increased to about five 
hundred. The royalist revolutionists opened with a furious fire of both ar- 
tillery and small arms. Within half an hour they were driven from their 
guns, seven were killed, and twelve wounded, and before dark all of them 
were dispersed or captured, while not one of the cabinet supporters was in- 


the s; 
tia, ene 
ace, the 


ured, 

Such is the undisputed record of events upon two occasions when the roy- 
alists and the organizers of the Provisional Government have come into 
armed conflict, when there has been no suggestion of support to either side 
by any outside power. 

PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT NOT COWARDLY. 


Under these circumstances I submit that the burden of proof is upon those 
who claim that the leaders of the Provisional Government are cowards, or 
that they are incompetent to organize or successfully carry out arevolution 
against the royalists in Hawaii. 

It is unnecessary for me to here restate the details of the bitter constitu- 
tional conflict which had been carried on between the Queen and the Legis- 
lature during the seven months prior to January last, nor to speak vf the 
intense indignation existing among all classes of citizens by reason of the 
f and snecessful alliance of the Queen with the opium and lottery rings. 

e political liberties of the people had been trampled upon and their moral 
sense shocked. It simply needed the added provocation of the arbitrary át- 
tempt to abrogate the constitution aud disfranchise every white man in the 
Sonay to spontaneously crystallize opposition into a force that was irre- 
5 e. 

THEY WERE NOT ALIENS. 

In reply to the sneer that the persons taking part in the movement were 
“aliens,” I would say that every man of them was by the laws of the coun- 
try a legal voter, whose right to the franchise was by the proposed consti- 
tution to be abrogated. A large proportion of them were born in the coun- 
try, and almost without exception those who were not born there had lived 
there for years, owned property there, and had made it their home. They 
were the men who had built op the country commercially, agriculturally, 
financiaily, and politically, and created and made possible a civilized gov- 
ernment therein. They were and are such men as to-day are the le ing 
citizens of the most progressive communities of the United States, wi 
interests as thoroughly identified with the interests of Hawaii as are the 
interests of native and foreign-born citizens in similar communities in this 
country identified with it. 


Upon these statements, coming from reliable sources, I sub- 
mit that the statement of the President as to the manner in 
which the monarchy was overthrown and the Provisional Gov- 
ernment was established is shown to be incorrect. 

I also submit as part of my remarks a quotation from an in- 
terview which I suppose to be correct, atleast I have never seen 
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it denied, of one among the ablest and best- informed men in this 
country upon international law, Hon. John A. Kasson. His per- 
sonal relations to Secretary Gresham are friendly,and there ap- 
pears to be no reason why he should not take an unprejudiced 
and impartial view of Hawaiian affairs. In the Was ton 
Post of November 14 appears a report of the interview, which 
is as follows: 


I can not accept the hypothesis of the press as correct that the President 
has ordered armed intervention to restore the Pos monarchy to the Ha- 
waiian throne. Ican not believe it to be true. Such an act would be worse 
than a declaration of war. It would be an act of piracy.. 

Reba son place, Sm rotar 8 3 ee oone 
c es of hy * t, and wrongdo t not mer e pre- 
ced: n on, but against the American Government as repre- 
sented by that Administration. In international matters it is an unwritten 
law, and is in line with the usage of nations, that there are no parties. No 
foreign governmentever condemns insuch manner the internationalacts and 
policy of its preceding administration, for in so doing it is attacking its own 
8 The Secretary's letter at least should have been kept from 
ublication. 

F But to refer to the hypothesis that the President has ordered armed inter- 
vention; there are several piain reasons why I am compelled toregard it as 
untenable. First, it would be doing exactly what Secretary Gresham’s 
letter accuses the previous Administration of doing, namely, interfering by 
force to overthrow a friendly government. It is den ed by President Har- 
rison, Minister Stevens, and others in position to know that the Queen was 
deposed by American intervention; but admitting for the contention that 
force was used to overawe her supporters by the presence of the American 
marines, it is clear beyond question that the President would be poe ae 
2 thing his Secretary condemns so strongly in the preceding Adm. 


on. 

Secondly, the hypothesis supposes that the President without the au- 
thority of would declare war against a friendly power and in a 
manner which would violate every principle of international usage. It is a 
declaration of international Jaw, only violated by savages or in dealing with 
barbarians, that a declaration of war must precede the overt act of hostil- 
ity, that it must be made to the representative of the power to be attacked 
at the capital of the attacking nation, and that he be given time to settle his 
affairs and turn over the interests of his legation and the citizens of his 
country to the representative of some friendiy government, as was done by 
the German minister at Paris on the declaration of war, when German in- 
terests were confided to the American minister. No such declaration has 
been made. The accredited and accepted representative of the Hawatian 
Government has 1eceived no notice of this rumored act of hostility in time 
to inform his government. In fact, the whole theory presupposes a most 
violent and unprecedented act of aggression. 

It should be bornein mind that whatever may have been the means adopted 
to remoye the Queen from the throne, the international statusof the provi- 
sional government is established beyond question. It has received the recog- 
nition not only of the foreign governments, but its representatives have 
pa ed by us and ours by it. It has all the rights of the most power- 


receiv 
vernment on the face of the earth. If there should be an attempt to 
land the armed forces of the United States at Honolulu it would not only be 
the right but the duty of the provisional government to draw up its forces 
at the landing 2 and attempt to arrest, seize, and hold them. It would 
be the unquestioned right of the provisional government to seize the person 
of the Queen as an ally of the United States, hold her as a hostage against 
on, and, if they deemed it necessary, to put her to death. 

am not prepared to believe that the President would either declare war 
without the consent of Congress in violation of the Constitution, or commit 
such an act of piracy as attacking and endeavoring to overturn a friendly 

power without due and formal notice to its representatives. 


Lalso submit as part of my remarks an article published in 
the New York Independent. The New York Independent is a 
fair representative of the Christian press of this country: 


A VERY PECULIAR EXHIBITION, 


Let us see what the condition of things is. A queen was reigning who had 
attempted by absolute flat to disfranchise the white citizens of the islands; 
the government was totally corrupt, hand in glove with the lottery. The 
white people of the islands, with the more intelligent part of the natives, in- 
cluding all the leading native ministers but one, were totally dissatisfied, 
and felt that her reign was a constant menace to their safety and prosperity. 
Her deposition was a righteous act, just as righteous as that which de 
Charles I; and there was far more occasion for it than for the rebellion of 
our ancestors agamst George III. By an uprising of the people who had 
been threatened and injured, and who felt that their property and lives were 
in angar she was removed from the throne, and it was right that the repre- 
ponies yes of the American Government should be ready to recognize the 
change. 
A republican form of government was declared, and men were sent to this 
country to offer the islands to be annexed to the United States. There can 
be no sort 8 ion on anybody's part that annexation would be better 
tor the United States and better for the islands. They properly belong to 
us and have got to be, anyhow, under our protection. e only question is, 
if they are not annexed, whether they shall be protected as a republicor 
protected as a monarchy. Administration declares for the monarchy, 
and pro s to put ba it upon the throne a discredited queen, although her 
restoration can be effecied only by a succession of bloody disturbances which 
will endanger the life and property of American citizens as well as of the 
people of Hawaii. Itis avery peculiar exhibition, that of the United States 


restoring a monarchy against the will of the people. 
In Hawaii the native race has less enterprise than the oes, and the 
people care very little who rules them. Their interests are slight in either 


case. There is in Hawaii no system of suppressing the native vote, and yet 
we presume that on a fair vote at the present time the Provisional Govern- 
ment would be supported; at any rate, itis the only Governmentinexistence, 

President Cleveland takes a very serious responsibility if he undertakes 
to overthrow it. To give by force the American interests and citizens of 
American birth in Hawaii to Claus Spreckels and the lottery and opium 
gangs would be infamous. 

One word as to Secretary Gresham's sneer at the revolutionists as aliens. 
He says that a majority of the thirteen members of the provisional com- 
mittee. including five Americans, were aliens,“ and that a citizen of the 
United States“ read the proclamation deposing the Queen. 2 one of 
—_ msn was a voting citizen of Hawaii. We quote from the Ha con- 
stitution: 

“Every male resident of the Hawaiian Islands of Hawaiian, American, or 
European birth or descent, who Shall have attained the of 20 years, shall 
be entived to vote at any election, provided that he shall have resided in the 


country not less than one year preceding such election; that he shall be 
able to read and comprehend an ordinary 22 ted in either the 
Hawaiian or some ee arc 1 „ and that he shall have taken the 
oath to support the constitution of 1887 

The foreign element thus enfranchised conducts all the business and in- 
dustrial en pays four-fifths of the taxes, and is most deeply con- 
cerned in g overnment. 

Ifa Senatorial commission is sent to Hawali, it will learn much more than 
Mr. Blount has told Secretary Gresham. 


In this connection I submit what purports to be an interview 
with Bishop Newman of the Methodist Episcopal Church, an 
eminent divine, who visited the Sandwich Islands and undoubt- 
edly speaks advisedly, as he always does upon any subject which 
he investigates: 


BISHOP NEWMAN'S PLAIN WORDS CRITICISING THE COURSE OF THE ADMIN- 
ISTRATION IN THE HAWAIIAN AFFAIR. 


States had nothing to do with deposin; een Lilinok: 
landed from the Boston, according to ter Stevens and all the evidence, 
did not take any pn: in the revolution: they simply protected American 
property. The pointis, what right has this Government to interfere now, 
and say that the Government which the people of the country overthrew 
shall be restored? When I was there during the old King's time the people 
were already talking of revolution—and it was their, not our, revolution.“ 

"What will be the effect of the position taken by this Government?” 

President Cleveland is my President, that is, he is the President of my 
country, and I would not like to say anything harsh or ed, but for 
the honor of the country I hope that one Administration will not, out of 

ique, go back on another Ad: tration. I think that the publication of 
retary Gresham's letter was premature, and I will also say that I think 
there is some personal feeling on his part in the matter toward the last Admin- 
istration. The giving out of his letter and the position taken in it is certainly 
a remarkable p . The letter should have been transmitted through 
the President to the next Congress. important point is that the Gov- 
ernment has recognized the Provisional Government, and Minister Willis 
has been accredited toit. How then can the President, acting alone, with- 
out Congress, withdraw our representative to the Provisio: Government 
and send one to the Queen? e Government would have to reverse itself 
to do so, and the question comes up as to the right of the President to act 
without the consent of the Senate. 

But the present Administration's recognizing the Queen and restoring 
her to the throne are two very different things. The adherents of the Queen 
will not be able to restore her to the throne without aid, and whether = 
dent Cleveland will send warships and enough soldiers to restore the old 
government, which would be a most remarkable proceeding on the part of 
this Republic, I can not say. From my knowledge of the people there, whom 
I well OW, the Provisional Government can not be permanently over- 

orn.“ 

Bishop Newman believes that Hawaii should belong to the United States, 
and that the islands will in a short time be peopled and controlled entirely 
by the Saxonrace. The native race is dying off, and the country must, in 
the course of time, be under the protection of and belong either to the United 
States or some European government. He is therefore heartily in favor 
of annexation, and believes that the sooner it is accomplished the better it 
will be for both countries. 


I also submit in the same connection a cablegram from Lon- 


don: 
ASTONISHED AT OUR HAWAIIAN POLICY. 
LONDON, November 18. 
The Daily News says editorially of Secretary Gresham's report on Hawaii: 
“It is astonishing what self-control the American Government shows in re- 
fusing to annex Hawaii, which could be had for the asking and would supply 
a want of America’s growing commerce. Mr. Harrison did his best to . — 
his successor to annexation, but vainly. It is an example to all of us, and 
dally to the warriors in Matabelaland, who announce light-heartedly 
that they have gone there to slay.” 


Tsubmit another extract, ‘Spreckels feels very good.” I think 
that should go in connection with the other quotations, as Mr. 
Spreckels appears to be unusually pleased with the policy of the 
Administration: 


SPRECKELS FEELS VERY GOOD—CONFIDENT THE QUEEN WILL BE RETURNED 
TO POWER WITHOUT BLOODSHED. 
San FRANCISCO, November 12. 

In an interview to-day Claus Spreckels, in to Secretary Gresham’s 
letter to the President, expressed his satisfaction over the néws. 

“Do you anticipate serious trouble when an attempt to return the 
Queen to power is made! he was asked. 

“No. There have been threats made that the Queen would never live to 
rule Hawaii again, but I have regarded them as foolish utterances. If ever 
the Queen should be harmed there would be terrible times in Hawaii. The 
natives are 2 pesceable lot of people as a rule and love the Queen. I think 
that the restoration of the Queen to power will be accomplished without any 
opposition demonstration.” 


I also submit in this connection an article puhlished in the 
Manufacturer, entitled The Hawaiian business:“ 


THE HAWAIIAN BUSINESS, 


The ground of Mr. Cleveland's extraordinary action with respect to Ha- 
wali is the assertion made by Secretary Gresham, upon Commissioner 
Blount's authority, that the Government of the Queen was overthrown by 
the act of the American minister, backed by United States troops. This 
theory having been adopted, Mr. Cleveland has assumed it to be his duty to 
restore the Government thus wrongfully deposed by an act of unwarranta- , 
ble interference upon our part. Ex-Ministe? Stevens. however, has publici 
declared that the Gresham-Blount theory is without foundation in fac 
He has asserted that the Queen was dethroned by the revolutionists with- 
out help from him, and that the new Government had been set up and put 
into successful operation before the American troops were landed. Here is 
a question of veracity between Blount, who obtained his alleged informa- 
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tion at second hand, and Stevens, who was upon the spot when the revolu- The Administration's 3 course will- be overwhelmingly con- 
tion was effected. It should be fully understood, in estimating the value of | demned by the American e. Grover Cleveland and his policy, y 
the evidence offered, that Mr. Stevens is a man of the character, | emph: repudiated by the voting millions last ay, be doubiy 
noas whom no word of reproach has been uttered, whose declara- | rep ted when infamy becomes known. The nation whose loyalsons 
npon BAY: subject wouid be received without question by anyone who | bled on battlefields from Gettysburg to the Rio Grande that a government 
knows of the people, for the people, and by the le should not perish from the 
Itis Will never sanction the restoration of a justly deposed and aded 


lainly apparent that the American people believe him as he was be- 
lieved ty President Harrison and Secre! Foster. The judgment of the 
nation upon the case is that the revol did a most praiseworthy act 
in dethroning a worthless woman and in organizing a republic upon a 
of the intelligence and wealth of the islands. Public opinion here commends 
the wisdom with which the men in charge of the new Government have con- 
F she PONTo reais: the Ainerican peopts FNCA te. 
them in m the 0 t. e erican people s ~ 
cline to believe that Cleveland and Gresham were from the very 
first, by a pose to discredit President Harrison and his xe 
manufacthre evidence which would appear to justify their — 
purpose to undo the good work that had been done. 


and that they have been busy during all these months of dela; 
Mr. Cleveland's method of ure in this matter indicates that he feared 


no need to resort to these s y prac 
knows that it is 5 nor b —. — oe be poe "a 
Ledger, which has ora pop ty by © actions whic! 
the public attributed either to a want of patriotism or a want of sense, can 
not commend this grave misconduct, 

The President is well aware that he has no more authority to overturn the 
Government of Hawaii and sopu} ad wanton on the 


did not submit the matter to a vote of the natives, This 

Mr. Commissioner Blount, who found his 
on of the colored vote in his district in 
and indignation the mind of Mr. Cleveland, who 
the colored people of the solid South were forcibly 
distranchised. This desire for the free e on of opinion from 
the heathen of Hawaii by men who have connived at and profited by the re- 
Tusal to great bodies of American citizens to give expression to their 
ns is almost too ridiculous for serious consideration. 


because 


0 ern man can devise an t for justification of the treat- 
ment accorded to the black e, W. will not have far more force for the 
ication of the action of the native and other white men who have res- 


cuei the Government of Hawaii from the opera bouffe queen who controlled 
it. The hope of patriotic Americans is that the members of the Provisional 
Government, if overthrown by Mr. Cleveland's orders, will again seize the 
power when the American troops shall be withdrawn. It is also hoped they 
will fully understand that the sentiment of this nation was re ted by 
President Harrison, not by the incubus now occu the ite House, 
and that if Hawaii will simply wait the pes le here see to it that the 
next administration will be of a kind tha will treat Mr. Cleveland's policy 
with the contempt it deserves. 


I also submit articles, published in the New York Press of No- 
vember II, the Evening Star of the same date, and the Wash- 
ington Post of the same date, and with these I will conclude. 


[New York Press, November 11.] 
COWARDICE AND TREASON. 


ts this morning the 


in Ae aft. For the first time in American history it is Bae to use the 
porse of the United States to reéstablish a throne, an po 

ple the degradation of monarchical rule, from which, by an uprising 
wisely planned and bloodlessly accomplished, they had been self-liberated. 
The pretense for this crowning infamy of the Cleveland Administration is 
that the United States gave sympathy and influence, through the American 
ony in Hawaii and the naval forces stationed there, to the cause of the 
revolution. 

We are proud to be able to say that up to the time that Grover Cleveland 
with Walter Q. Gresham as his chief adviser, took control of the National 
Administration, the sympathy and influence of the American Republic has 
always been given to the cause of free government in other nationalities. 
Amoricans aided the colonists of South erica in their struggle for liber- 
ation from the Spanish yoke, but no American Secretary of State therefore 

posed that American power should be used to restore the dominion of 
pain over revolted Venezuela and Peru. Americans aided Texas in the 
heroic and successful effort of that people to cast off the dominion of Mex- 
ico. Indeed, the case of Texas is, in some ts, similar to thatof Ha- 
Wali, for it was aliens, chiefly of American birth, as Gresham would have 
called who fell at the Alamo and who won the memorable battle of San 


patriotic fury! 
have re- 


ined under the heel of the tyrant Maximilian, who was driven, chiefly 
through tke patriotic policy of a Secretary of State far different from 
Gresham from the throne which he had us and who met at the hands 
of Mexicans the fate which he richly merited. But — pos Pelion pron 
Ossa m Barska d the well-known proofs that Americans American u- 
ence, direct indirect, have from the foundation of ourGovernment aided 
in the overthrow of thrones and the establishment of republics? But for 
the dread of American power half the American con would be under 
the rule of kings to-day, upheld on their thrones by the influence of mo- 
narchical Europe. 


have been vastl ter than it was—nearer 75,000 than 35,000 in Massachu- 
setts, nearer 200, than 100,000 in Ohio, and nearer 300,000 than 135,000 in 
Pennsylvania. 


[The Evening Star, November 11. 1898. 


After months of op mity for considerations the Administration that 
now controls the offi acts of the United States has decided to suppress 
the Government which the best residential elements in Hawaii had set upon 
the ruins of one of the rottenest thrones ever sat on by debauched de- 
bauching monarchy and to give such moral support as this country has in- 
trusted to its care to the woman who claims by descent and by “divine 
right“ authority to sell the interests of her sub to the highest-bid- 
ane lottery sharks and the opium smugglers who Will divide most liberally 
with her majesty the proceeds of their illegal acts. The uprising of the 
better elements of Hawaiian population, sympathized with by a vast ma- 
jority of the American people, is therefore to be nullified by uences that 
while officially American are more nearly British in the manner of their 
working. With American residents owning more than one-half of Hawaiian 
property and conducting the greater proportion of Hawaii's trade and with 
8 acquiescence by most of the natives in the situation as it was be- 

‘ore Minister Paramount Blount was injected therein, this Government con- 
cludes to upset conditions that are at least semisatisfactory, elects to en- 
courage conspiracy am provoke bloodshed, joins hands with the outlaws 
who have manufactured the uproar against the republican idea, and all to 
the end that afar from admirable specimen of womanhood be reclad with 

e tevil. To say that such a position is an astounding one 

That the course of the Administration is indefensible must be evident to 
all people. It matters not now how the revolution was brought 
about; that it occurred is history, but with those causes the President can 
have nothing to do. Both President Harrison and President Cleveland 
have recognized the Provisional Government as a power, ne latter ha 
sent to that Government two representatives. President Cleveland migh 
withdraw the American minister if he simply desired to let the two factions 


fight it out among themselves; that would bean unfriendly act. Buttodrag 
the throne from out the royal woodshed and, after dust: it off with the 


frazzled hopes of honest Americans, replace the low-comedy queen on its 
cushions is an act of hostility toward a friendly power which neither the 
Americans of Hawaii nor those of the United States are 8 forget. 

bility for the destruction of American interests and influence in 


Hawaii and for bloodshed and loss of life which may result from this effort 


of the t Republic to bolster up a rotten pro-English monarchy will be 
sage Administration of President Cleveland. And the burden will be 

eayy. 

(The Washington Post.] 
THE PROPOSED HAWAIIAN POLICY. 

Mr. Gresham startled the country yesterday morning b posing the 
forcible sw ssion of the existing de facto government oft awali and the 
equally forcible restoration of the burlesque m ya nearly a 


now be invoked to vindicatejustice by committing another. If 
had spent the whole period of his incumbency as Secretary of State in plan- 
wag a theatrical effect he could not have been more bewilderingly success- 


ful. 

With the issue of veracity raised by Mr. Gresham as against Minister Ste- 
vens and his own predecessor, Secretary Foster, we have not to do, 
We prefer to keep to the undisputed facts of the ese and to seek in them 
such justification of Mr. Gresham's proposed policy as they can be made to 
furnish. Whatever may have been the circumstances under which the Ha- 
waiian monarchy was overthrown last winter, it is nevertheless true that 
the Cleveland Administration, upon coming into er two or three months 
later, found the 1 Installed at Honolulu. No matter what 
Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Gresham may as private citizens have thought of the 
methods by which that government was set up, it remains the fact that as 
President and Secretary of State, they found that government an accom- 
plished and perfected entity, and it is equally true that they have recog- 
nized and dealt with it as such ever since. Of course nobody knows the 
exact nature of the instructions under which Mr. Blount acted while he was 
exerting his paramount authority by special and mysterious commission, 
but there can be no question that upon succeeding Mr. Stevens as minister 
plenipotentiary he gave official recognition to then existing arrange- 
Inent at Honolulu. 

Nor can it be asserted that Mr. Blount was merely tolerating a govern- 
ment on paper or conniving at a temporary expedient, for one of the earliest 
manifestations of his paramount egat i had been the hauling down of 
the United States flag and the transfer ofthe United States marines from 
their barracks there to their quarters aboard the Boston. The vessel's pres- 
ence in the harbor after that act of official repudiation was no more of a 
support of the Provisional Government than of the di monarchy, per- 
haps not as much, and the former, from that day to the present has stood 
upon its own feet and by virtue of its own stre ‘ 

e do not find in Mr. Gresham's statement of the case, and we imagine 
that it is about as unfavorable a statement as could be made, the small- 
est warrant for the hypothesis that ths ee Saleem os of Hawaii isdes- 

eot n 


„Gresham 


titute of inherent strength and pee! fe tad itself. On the con · 
trary, it seems to us that it has sufficiently contradic 6 
the res and o ence of the 


Loe Borg its authority and commandi pect 
Wallan ever since the day on which Mr. Blount called off the United States 
forces and somewhat ostentatiously left it to stand alone. 

There may be a question as to the means by which the revolution was 
accomplished originally, but there can be none as to the present reality and 
substance of the de facto government, or, in our on, as to the impro- 
priety of foreign interference in a situation which the parties chiefly con- 
cerned appear to have accepted with entire satisfaction. If, as Mr. Gresham 
insists, the deposed is backed by an overwhelming pubiic senti- 
ment, it will reéstablish itself without aid from us. If not, and if the ex- 

ent be rooted in the 175 — 5 5 thy, and inherently capa- 
ble of self support. the employment of the United States forces to overthrow 
it would be an act of the grossest and most wicked tyranny. 

We do not see that the present Administration need hold itself ble 


ſor the l real or imagined, of its predecessor; but, even ifl t were 
Tesponsible, we it equally dificult to imagine why an outrage connived 
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at 5 Rae Harrison should be followed by an outrage planned and executed 
r. Cleveland. The m that two wrongs make a t has 

„ e enlightened moral sense of the 

world. : 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CHARLES O'NEILL. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, T ask that the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives relative to the death of "Hon. 
Charles O'Neill be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILAS in the chair). The 
resolutions of the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 4, 1893. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and found sorrow 
5 = ose 5 Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the State of 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these 
Tesolutions to the Senate, and to send a duly attested copy to the family of 
the deceased. ° 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I submit for adoption the 
resolutions which I send to the desk. < 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret the announcement 
of the death of the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania, 

Resolved, 5 the Secretary communicate this resolution to the House of 

ta 


solved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
resolutions will be immediately considered. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolutions, ` ; 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, De- 
cember 6, 1893, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 5, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
shee ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
REVENUE STEAMERS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropria- 
tions for the construction of revenue steamers heretofore author- 
ized by law; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND-OFFICE MAPS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation submitted by the Secretary of the Interior for en- 
graving Land Office maps; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional esti- 
mates of appropriations for the rovement of rivers and har- 
bors, submitted by the Secretary of War; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


D. S. LOY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ahd ph 
ation submitted by the Secretary of the Navy to pay D. S. Loy 
for shot mauufactured by him for the Navy in 1862; which was 
Dairy to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES 
INTERCONTINENTAL RAILWAY COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication of the Secretary of State, with inclosures, re- 
lating to compensation for representatives of the United States 
in the Intercontinental way Commission; which was re- 
cadens the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting ys os of the 
contingent expenses of that Department for the fi year end- 
ing June 30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Ex- 
pendituresin the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the See- 
retary of War, transmitting a report of the receipts and expendi- 
tures of appropriations for the contingent expenses of the War . 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1893; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, r a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers submitting a report of the California Débris Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. . 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Ordnance 
submitting astatementofexpendituresat theSpringfield Armory, 
Massachusetts, for the year ending June 30, 1893; whch was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depari- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES FOR DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


TheSPEAKERalso laid before the House aletter from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, transmitting a detailed statement of ex- 
penditures of all appropriations for the Department of Agri- 
culture for the year ending June 30, 1893; which, with 
accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Agriculture. 


EXPENDITURES UNDER DIRECTION OF THE COMMISSIONER OF 
LABOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Commissioner of Labor, submitting a statement of all moneys ex- 
pended under his direction for the year ending June 30, 1893: 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMPTROLLER Of THE CURRENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting his annual report for 
the year ending October 31, 1893; which was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printad. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting 
its seventh annual report to Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROPAGATION OF FOOD FISHES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a statement of ex- 
penditures from July 1, 1892, to June 30, 1893, of appropriations 
designated as Propagation of food fishes, 1893;” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF UTAH COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
chairman of the Utah Commission, transmitting the annual re- 
port to Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the clerk of the Court of Claims, in pursuance of section 1057 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, transmitting a state- 
ment to Congress of all judgments rendered by said court for 
the year ending December 2, 1893, the amounts thereof, the 
parties in whose favor rendered, and a brief synopsis of the na- 
ture of the claims on which said judgments were rendered; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SALES OF WASTE PAPER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, transmitting a 
statement, with Treasury receipts, showing the sales of waste 
paper since the commencement of the first session of the Fifty- 
third ; which was referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPERTY IN CHARGE OF DOORKEEPER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, transmitting an 
inventory of property under his charge on December 4, 1893; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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BOOKS, ETC., IN HOUSE FOLDING ROOM. TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 16, 1898. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the | emmzttes dated September 18. 1888 eee Neuss of Potter from your 
Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting an inventory of books, | tablishment of alight and fog-signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, 
maps, and pamphlets in the folding room of the House De- Mass. bill with your letter ‘at to the Light-House Board, which 
cember 4, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Print- returned them with the statement that in its annual report for 1892 recom- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. mendation was made tha priation of $15,000 be made for the estab- 
SENATE BILL REFERRED lishment of a light and fog at Butler Flats. This recommendationis 
s si renewed in the forthcoming annual report and annual estimates of the Light- 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 460) | House Board. 

granting to the State of California 5 per cent of the net pro- portion eee aeai pone ending June 30. 1008 0 

ceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State; which was of H. R. bill No 156. * : 


read twice, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. Respectfully, yours, _ C: S. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, The CHAIRMAN OF THE Comeran l 
Mr. HARRIS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
for two weeks, on account of sickness. PEONES Nahas AOE; MORENON I 


STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS, [Extract from the annual report of the Light-House Board, June 30, 1802.] 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following let- è s 0 0 * è * 
ter of the governor of the State of Illinois; which was read and | Butler Flats, New Bedford Harbor, Buzzards Bay, Massachusetts.—The fol- 
laid on the table: lowing recommendation, which was made in the board's last three annual 


TATE OF ILLINOIS, EXECUTIVE MANSION, reports, is renewed: 
j ringe December 2, 1893. “The entrance near buoy No. 9, on the point of Butler Flats, is narrow, ob- 


A scure, and difficult to find in snowstorms, fogs, and dark nights. If a light 
3 T RETO Ve ping ' 5 ae . with a fog signal was placed on that point it would mark both the entrance 


a and t point; would ide vessels to an anchorage in the lower har- 
FC eee ee bor, and, with the light on Palmer Island, would guide them clear of North 


: N Ledge, Henrietta, and Hurricane Rocks, in Buzzards Bay, and be of great 

and statesmen., The same has ‘oon placed in position in Statuary Hall at | perve tothe navigation of this impor iiny port, Tels stated by the custom; 
nA w ouse author e ring 

aamen and will be unveiled on mber 6of this year at the hour of 1887, not includir ding yachts, ashing craft, or boats. Jt is also stated that the 
ineyard So and Nantucket steamers took 75,000 passengers to an m 

a respocttull SOS FONT EAN eee mean) Heme KOTIBA ene EXOR Fria port, und received 527,500 for freight carried. It is further stated that 
Ce exe e 8 the New York propellers made 104 trips between New York and New Bed- 
ery respectfully, JOHN P. ALTGELD, Governor. ford, and received over $100,000 for freight carried. New Bedford is now said 

Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, HE * z to be the third manufacturing city in Massachusetts, and the collector of the 
‘Speaker of the House or Representatives, Washington, D. C. port states that about 500,000 tons of shipping came into the port during last 


year. 
* . “The board, as stated in its last annual report, is of the opinion that the 
The committees were called for reports; and no reports were needs of commerce aud navigation require the establishment of a light and 


presented fog signal at this point. It is estimated that they can be erected for $45,000, 
PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, and it is recommended that an appropriation of this amount be made there- 


for.” 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on zi 


x F Mr. RANDALL. This bill calls for the establishment of a 
Wilen n W light-house and fog signal on Butlers Flats at New Bedford. The 


K city of New Bedford is an important seaport in the southeastern 
epiatoloed, That there be printed 20,000 copies of the President's message for part of M :esichusetts, and Butlers Flats is a ledge of rock cov- 
z ered by shoal water at the entrance of the harbor of that city 
The report of the committee stating that the estimated cost of | and directly in the track of vessels arriving at or leaving that 
the proposed printing was $353, and recommending the adoption port. s 
of the resolution, was read. At present the only guide or warning of danger to sailors on 
The resolution was 175780 this flat is a gas buoy, which is a structure made of boiler iron, 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to} weighing from 2 to 8 tons, churged with compressed gas, and 
reconsider the last vote wus laid on the table. costing from $2,000 to a the pa burns wi x steady flame 
from three to four months. Itis anchored to asinker, weighin 
S A n Mass. See ter eres et from 3 to 5 tons. by a chain cable. It can not constantly be kep 
t 5 : in its prescribed position, as it may be driven from its moorings 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 15 minutes | py storms, and is so liable to be displaced by moving ice during 
past 12 o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Bank- the winter season that it is the practice of the Light-House 
ep. Sapan Currency. ; Board to replace the gas buoy with aspar buoy when such move- 
he call was proceeded with until— ments are feared, as in cases when the ice in the harbor breaks 
Mr. RANDALL (when the Committe2 on Interstate and For- up and goes to sea, faking every buoy with it which it does not 
eign Commerce was called) said: I call up the bill (H. R. 156) for — It also sometimes happens that the light goes out, and as 
the establishment of a light and fog-signal station near Butler it is remote from the shore it is not easily accessible from the - 
Flats, New Bedford, Mass. g s shore in storms, and has to remain unlighted. Infoggy weather, 
The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole | when it can not be seen, it is useless to the mariner as locating 
on the state of the Union. : : è a point of danger. 
Mr. SAYERS. I shall insist on the bill being considered in The Light- ouse Board has repeatedly recommended the es- 
committee. 7 tablishment of a light-house and fog signal on this reef, and a 
Mr. RANDALL. I move then that the House resolve itself | statement of facts and figures will, I think, show that this work 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the | should be done immediately. 
consideration of this bill. a The population of the olty of New Bedford, Mass., has in- 
The motion was agreed to; and the Houseaccordingly resolved | creased within the last fifteen years from 33,000 to 50,000. 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union| uring the same period the number of spindles in its cotton 
(Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair) and proceeded to the considera- | mills has increased from 75,000 to 1,000,000; making it now the 
tion of the bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light and | second place in this country in its number of spindles. 
fog-signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass. The number of steamers and sailing vessels arriving at that 
e bill was read, as follows: port in 1891 was 2,117, with a tonnage of 1,097,193. 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be established, on or near Butler Flats, en.“ The number of tons of coal landed at this port in 1891 were 
C Bedford, Mass., alight and fog signal sta- 490,690; the largest number in one day, 8,660. Number of bales 
ite. of cotton used annually, 125,000; sacks of wool, 2,493; bushels of 
Mr. DOCKERY. Task that the report be read. grain, 615,250; barrels of flour, 128,181; lumber, 12,500,000 fest, 
The report (by Mr. HOUK of Ohio) was read, as follows: sugar, 15,000 barrels; grain, 650,000 bushels; iron and steel, 11, 


The Committee on Interstate and Fore Commerce, to whom was re- . 
t 5 5 a ER j iy forthe esta — 1 fo signal st ga nays articles of merchandise of great value, too numerous 
on near er Fla ew ‘ord, Mass., respec re 7 
the 1 it do pass. REN A gay line of freight propellers leaves New Bedford for New 
t and fog-signal station herein proyided for was recommended to | York; also a line of passenger and freight steamers for Nan- 


The 

pe established in tne annual report of the LightHouse kon. fog 153: and | tucket and the adjacent islands, carrying in the summer from 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, will be renewed in the forthcoming an- | 150,000 to 200,000 passengers. 

nual report aud annual estimates of the Light- House Board. Tha og ie pan ie 1 8 . 1 o à light-house and fog 
tenna aki iy Reba ASROR 5 for by W. the course of a very few 
oe R Fo years result in the saving of property and perhaps many lives, 


1893. 
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and considering the importance of the work, the amount asked 
for to complete it is comparatively insignificant. 5 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desice to call the attention 
of the committee to the method in which appropriations have 
been made for the construction of light-houses. The Light-House 
Board has always divided these works into three classes: first, 
the indispensable; second, the necessary; third, the desirable. 
Now, it nowhere appears from this report or from any informa- 
tion as yet received from the Light-House Board whether this 
light-house is indispensable or necessary or desirable. 

I would therefore ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
withdraw it and to permit it to remain on the Calendar for the 

resent, so that we may ascertain from the Light-House Board, 
an official manner, whether this structure is indispensable or 
necessary or desirable. And I will say to him that if the Light- 
House Board report officially that the construction of the light- 
house in question is indispensable, then I will have no further 
objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the bill from 
further consideration, with the request that it remain on the 
Calendar, and move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 156) had come to no resolution 
thereon, the bill having been withdrawn from consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that this bill remain on 
the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It will so remain. 


CASH ENTRIES OF OFFERED LANDS. 


When the Committee on the Public Lands was called— 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4244) to confirm cash entries of offered lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all private cash entries of public land subject to 
sale in the States of Alabama, Mississippi, and Arkansas as offered lands, 
made between the dates of the approval of the joint resolution of May 14, 
1888, and its promulgation, aor , 1888, in cases in which all requirements 
oflaw have n complied with, be, and the same are hereby, confirmed. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Calendar of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr.McRAE. This bill, Mr. Speaker, was reported just be- 
fore the adjournment of the last session, with the reservation of 
all of the rights or privileges that it may have had, and I sub- 
mit that it does not belong on the Union Calendar, having been 
considered in the Committee of the Whole House and reported 
favorably to this House. 

The status of the bill is this: When under consideration Oc- 
tober 26, 1893, it was reported to the House with an amendment, 
was engrossed and read a third time in the House. At this 
stage the bill was recommitted to the Committee on the Public 
Lands with instructions to ascertain the amount of land covered 
by the bill and the purchasers thereof, which has been fur- 
2 — the House in Report No. 169, made by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SOMERS]. 

Noaction on the part of the Committee on Public Lands what- 
ever, except to obtain the information desired, has been taken. 
The bill remains just as it was when recommitted. So the com- 
mittee insist, Mr. Speaker, that the bill comes back to the House 
with the information desired by the House, and occupies the 
same parliamentary status as when it was recommitted. The 
question is, Shall the bill be passed as amended? That was the 
E question when the bill was recommitted, and I submit 

s the question now. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any authority on the 
questions which he has suggested? 

Mr. MCRAE. Ihave no special authority, for I never knew 
before a bill to be recommitted for information; but it seems to 
me that there can be no question about it, for there is no other 
_ sensible and logical step to be taken. The bill has had its first 

consideration in the Committee of the Whole, reported to the 
House, the amendment adopted, and the bill engrossed and 
passed its third reading. Shallall this be doneagain? Nothing 
remains to be done now except to determine whether the House 
will pass the bill or not after hearing the report which contains 
the information which has been called for by the House. 

The SPEAKER. There seems to have been a ruling on the 
question, which is found on page 494 of the Digest: 
oe in pursuance of Rule XVII, a bill, pending the question on its pas- 

2 

That the Chair understands to be the case presented here 
has been recommitted with 1 to the committee to amend it, 
the bill as thus amended is again reported to the House and occupies the 


= parliamentary status as when first Ov Selena to the House from the 
mmittee of the Whole. It is in effect a erent bill, and the vote must 
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og 8 con 3 N Shall ane a be oe = pee 
whe 0 a again 5 ec! one mo 
to commit as provided in Rule XVII. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, that decision is not applicable to 
the status of this bill. There was no instruction to the com- 
mittee to amend this bill. It has not been amended. It was re- 
committed solely for the purpose of obtaining certain informa- 
tion which has been reported to the House. There could be no 
amendment reported by the committeé under the instructions. 
The bill itself has been amended, as shown by the italicized 
words in the bill, but this was done in the Committee of the 
Whole, reported to the House, adopted by the House, and the 
whole matter was taken out of the hands of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was this bill considered in Committee of 
the Whole to its conclusion? 

Mr. MCRAE. To its conclusion. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Then it has already had its consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. If it had not been considered to 
its conclusion, but pending the conclusion had been recommit- 
ted, it would have to go back to complete the action upon it toa 
conclusion in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the question of the 
gentleman from Arkansas to be whether the motion was on the 
third reading or the final passage of the bill. It is very clear 
that if it had its first consideration in Committee of the Whole 
it need not go there again. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly it has had its first consideration, and 
was reported to the House before recommitted to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then it must now bs ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair the question should 
be, Shall the bill be engrossed and read a third time?” 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is presumed that it has not been en- 


grossed. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report. The gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] will give his attention. 
Has the committee reported back the information which was 
asked for? 
ace SOE Yessir. That report was sent up by me with 

e bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was recommitted with instruc- 
tions to the committee to ascertain certainfacts. Thecommittee 
report the bill back with a statement of the facts which they 
were directed by the House to inquire into. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is Report 169. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. MCRAE. I suggest that the table containing the names 
and the descriptions of the lands contained in that report might 
be omitted in the reading. The printed matter which follows 
will give the information. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the information, the 
1 will omit the names contained in the report and read what 
ollows. 

Se! Clerk proceeded with the reading of the report as di- 
rected, 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom the bill (H. R. 4244) to con- 
firm cash entries of offered lands was recommitted on the 25th of October 
last, with instructions to ascertain the amount of land covered by the bill, 
and the purchasers, and the amount purchased by each person, respectfully 
report the same back to the House, with the following letter from the hon- 
orable Commissioner of the General Land Office, which contains all the in- 
formation obtainable by the committee: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 1893. 

Sm: In reply to your verbal request for a report supplemental to that 
rendered by this office October 9, ibe, on H. R. bi. No. 1820, For the relief 
of Charles A. Hall,“ which shall show the amount of land covered by tne 
bill, the names of purchasers, and the amount purchased ay each person, I 
have the honor to submit the following statement, showing the dates, names, 
area, and amounts paid by the purchasers on private cash entries made in 
the States of Mississippi, Arkansas, and Alabama, between May 14 and 29, 
1888, as well as the disposition thereof: 

In erage pI there were 21 cash entries made, aggregating 3.053. 88 acres, 
for which $3,817.32 were paid. All of these entries have been patented. 

In Arkansas there were 85 cash entries made, aggregating 3,908.20 acres, 
for which $4,885.48 were paid. Of this number 32 have been canceled, because 
they were made without authority of law, these canceled entries aggregat- 
ing 3,623.74 acres, and 3 were patented, aggregating 284.46 acres. The pur- 
chase money on 9 of these canceled entries has been refunded, amounting 
to $789.63. Applications have been made for the repayment of the purchase 
money paid on 2 of said entries, amounting to $150. Granting that these two 
applications will be allowed, itis seen that the sum of £3,945.85 is covered 
into the Treasury, while the entries for which said sum was paid have been 
canceled, and the purchasers have received no benefit therefrom. 

In Alabama there were 21 cash entries made, aggrega 3.002. 50 acres, for 
which $1,503.15 were paid. All ot these entries are suspended, four of them being 
before the Secretary of the Interior on appeal from the decision of this office 
holding them for cancellation because they were made in violation of law. 


X 


34 


Thus in the three States of r Arkansas, and Alabama offered 
Government lands were 8 at private sale, between the dates named, 


off 
acres, for which there was paid the sum of 813,- 
in this De- 


2, the amount of 10,564: 
602.50 acres are sus 


paas refunded to the ving 

acres, the entries for which might be reinstated, if no adverse claims have 

attached, should Congress pass the n legislation therefor, or the 

pee ase pe money for which might be refunded upon the proper application 
tha pi rs. 

Should the bill under consideration become a law in its present form, the 
suspended entries, 8 3,602.50 acres, would be 1 to patent, 
and the penia: already issued would be confirmed should their legality be 
ever question 

Should a clause be inserted in thé bill allowing the reinstatement of the 
canceled entries upon application therefor, and where no adverse 

ve attached, entries to the amount of 2,922.41 acres might thus be rein- 


tated. 
lands were purchased under the provisions of the act of June 22, 
tivation, and improvements be- 


These 

1876 (19 Stats., 73), no act of settlement, 
required of the purchasers. 
‘he operations of said act were suspended by the joint resolution of Ma 

14, 1888 (25 Stats., 622), as amended by the joint resolution of July 16, 1 

g id., 626), and the private sale of lands in the United States, except the State 

Missouri, was prohibited by the act of March 2, 1889 (25 Stats., 854). 
Very respectfully, 


S. W. LAMORE 
9 


Hon. THOMAS C. MORAJ, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MORAE. Mr. Speaker, I think this raport sets out very 
clearly the necessity for the passage of this bill. I demand the 
previous question upon the pomeo of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before that is done I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. ö ` 

Mr. MCRAE. 1 

Mr. PICKLER. How does the erb account for these 
single parties get so much of this land? As I hastily footed 
it up here, one man has 2,500 acres. 

Mr. McRAE. In the States named in the bill, prior to the pas- 
sage of the law of 1889, all these offered lands were subject to 

e to anybody who would pay a dollar and a quarter an acre for 
them, without requiring residence, cultivation, or any other 
conditions except the payment of the money. 

Congress repealed thatlaw. Now, between the date of thatlaw 
and the date of the fact of its promulgation these entries were 
made. In many of these cases, as you will see, the entries have 
been canceled and insome the money refunded. A number of 
them have passed to patent, and the bill deals with these and 
the pending entries, and confirms the title in all such cases. 
The Government has received the money for the lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is, between the time of the . ol 
the law and the time when the land officers received notice of 
the passage of the law, some of these gentlemen rushed to the 
land office and got this amount of land. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ido not know whether they rushed or not. 
They made the entries anyway, entered the land, and paid the 
money. The Government has themoney for several years, 
and ought to make good the title. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand that three men obtained 
3,000 acres of this land? 

Mr. MCRAE. I have not made any calculation to see how 
much each man got. 

Mr. PICKLER. One man, Jared C. Martin, got 2,500 acres, 
as I foot it up. 

Mr. MCRAE. In what State is that? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is one of the first names on page 2 of this 
report. I donot know from what State the man comes. 

r. MCRAE. The Jared C. Martin sales have all been can- 
celed, although his money has not been returned to him. He 
does not come in under this bill, as the gentleman will notice if 
he examines the report. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then whose lands remain intact? 

Mr. MCRAE, Such of them as have been patented, and such 
of them as have not been canceled are confirmed. We do not 
by this bill reinstate canceled entries. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mended the p e of this bill? ; 

Mr. MCRAE. He has, ; 

Mr. PICKLER. Not in this report. 

Mr. MCRAE. The bill for which this is a substitute was sent 
to the Secretary originally; and the Secretary and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office both recommended the pas- 
sage of a general bill. This report simply contains the addi- 
tional information as to the area cove it that the House 
desired before it would vote upon the pill. In the State of 
Arkansas, to which the gentleman has called attention, there 
are only two entries that are affected by it, and they have 
to patent. They are yery small, one con are the other 45 
acres. All the others have been canceled. So far as I am con- 
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cerned, I do not care whether you pass the bill or not; but I do 
say that it is but little short of an outrage for the Government 
to have kept the money of these people from 1889 and now hesi- 
tate about giving back the money and refuse to confirm their 
title to the land. : : 

Mr. PICKLER. I was only seeking to understand the bill. I 
do not know whether I am for it or not. It N however 
that some of these parties have entered a very large amount of 
land, did it very quickly, and only paid $1.25 an acre for it. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the case of Martin is a scarecrow to the gen- 
tleman, I repeat that his entries have been canceled, and there 
is no r here to reinstate them. I demand the previous 
question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill and 
on the final passage. 

The 77 1115 question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be rp eae fora third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF TIME TO PURCHASERS OF FORFEITED LANDS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I eall up the bill (H. R. 3544) and 
will yield the floor to the os from Oregon [Mr. ELLIS]. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 3544) to amend an act entitled “An act to forfeit certain lands 


heretofore granted for the ur pose of aid in the construction of rail- 
roads, and for other — ag 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled “An act to forfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore ted for the purpose ot aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is, amended so. as to 
extend the time within which persons in possession of lands forfeited by 
said act shall be permitted to purchase the same, in the quantities and upon 
the terms provided in said section, at any time prior to January 1, 1897. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORAE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whale House on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the 


chair. 8 : 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will 


report. 

The title was again reported. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: i 

After the word!“ m line 5, insert the words“ approved Septem- 
ber 29, 1800, and the several acts amendatory thereof." 

In line 7 strike out the words“ in possession of,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “entitled to purchase.” 

After the word ‘‘ninety-seven,” in line 10, add the following: 

* Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to in- 
— | erer any adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, how much of the hour remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that twenty-five 
minutes of the hour remains. 

Mr. MORAE. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oragon [Mr. ELLIS]. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consid- 
eration is one that does not involve an appropriation. It 
simply an amendment of an act that has been heretofore pass 
bys is House, giving to certain persons who are entitled to pur- 
chase under the act of September 29, 1890, certain forfeited rail- 
road lands in the West and giving them an extension of time. 
The time in which they were to make the payment expires on 
the Ist of the coming January, and by reason of the hard times 
and failures of crops they will not be able to meet their payments 
upon their lands; and if they do not make the payment the lands 
will simply revert to the United States, and then can only be ac- 
quired under the homestead laws; and only such persons will 
come into possession of these lands as are entitled to do so b 
operation of the homestead laws. Thereby the Government w 
lose the price of the lands, whereasif the settlers are permitted 
to puechase and are given this extension of time, within that 
time they will be enabled to complete the purchase and the 
Government will realize $1.25 per acre for such lands, 

Much of this land has been settled upon by persons who have 
exhausted their homestead rights and have no homes except the 
land they Laing which they took under license from the railroad 
company prior to the forfeiture of the land. Since the act mak- 
ing the forfeiture passed and the lands reverted to the Govern- 
ment, they were permitted to purchase under certain restric- 
tions contained in the act of September 29, 1890; but by reason 
of the reversal of fortunes which they have had they are not 


able to meet their payments in the time prescribed, and eng 
are simply asking anextension. They ask until January 1, 1897. 
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This matter has been submitted to the Department and to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, who recommends the 
passage of the bill with an amendment, which has been incorpo- 
rated: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to inter- 
fore 8 ad verse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part 
thereof. 

That amendment is perfectly satisfactory to those peopte, and 
all they ask at the hands of Congress is that the time may be 
extended that they may be permitted to pay for these lands, 
not upon the Ist of the coming January, but on or before the Ist 
of January, 1897, By that time they will be able to pay for their 
homes, and the Government will be $1.25 better off for each and 
every acre of land, and these men will be permitted to hold their 
homes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Are bes WEDAI homestead lands? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, No, sir; they are not homestead lands, 
but they are part of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company which were forfeited in 1890 and have re- 
verted to the Government. 

Many of these men had already exhausted their homestead 
rights, and in some instances had homes upon inferior pieces of 
land valuable only for water privileges, and in order to have 
lands valuable for agricultural purposes occupied the lands they 
now seek to hold by virtue of a contract made with the railroad 
company; in many cases taking lands which wero a mile or two 
from where they resided and used them for farming purposes, 
their homestea teing unfit and inadequate to their wants un- 
less they are permitted to hold the forfeited lands to which the 
right of peream had attached September 29, 1890, which right 

not er A but only extended if the pending measure 
should become a law. 

By the provisions of this act with its amendments they are 
permitted to buy at any time prior to the Ist of January at $1.25 
an Acre. 

Mr. COOMBS. How much land? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. In no case to exceed 320 acres. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lands upon which they have made improve- 
ments? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Yes; lands 3 which they have 
made improvements and which they signified their inten- 
tion or were entitled to purchase from the railroad company 

rior to the passage of this act. Many of these people were 
boon fide settlers upon the lands by virtue of a contract of pur- 
chase with the railroad company, and when the land was taken 
out of the hands of the railroad company and reverted to the 
Government, Congress provided that it might be purchased in 
quantities not to exceed 320 acres by anyone who complied 
with the provisions of the act of forfeiture. There was also an 
order from the Interior Department that within so many days 
after the pete of that act persons claiming under it should 
file notice in the Land Office specifying the particular lands that 
they intended to purchase, and where any man more 
than 320 acres he had to specify the 0 320 acres he would 
take, and the surplus was made subject to entry by any other 

ualified person. Hence only 320 acres can be obtained under 
this character of claim by any one person. 

These settlers want to have the privilege of purchasing the 
lands upon which they had settled and improved, and not to lose 
them, as many of them will in case this act of extension is not 
passed. This does not involve the appropriation of a dollar of 
public money. Onthe contrary, it brings money to the Govern- 
ment, because these people will pay for their lands at $1.25 an 
acre, while if this extension is not allowed many of them will 
lose the lands upon which they have made improvements and be 
left homeless, and others will be allowed to come in and take the 
lands under the homestead law and get the benefit of the labor 
and the improvements made by these settlers. This extension 
aaea for is no more than a simple act of justice to deserving set- 

ers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the report unanimous? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. The report of the committee is unani- 
mous. The extension is also recommended by the Interior De- 
partment, and I earnestly ask that the bill may pass. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, Lask that the Clerk read the | la 


amendments recommended by the committee. : 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


After the word purposes,“ in line 5, insert the words approved Septem- 
ber 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “in possession of,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words entitled to 2 gal 

And, in accordance with the recommendation of the Commissioner of the 
8 Land Office, after the word ‘‘ninety-seven,” in line 10, add the fol- 

owing: 

“Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be soconstrued as to inter- 

fere = any adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part 


The amendments were severally agreed to. 


Mr. MORAE. I move that the committee rise and report the 

555 as amended to the House, with the recommendation that it 
o pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that they had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3544) in relation to the 
forleiture of certain lands, had amended the same, and had di- 
rected him to report the bill to the House with the recommen- 
dation that, as amended, it do pass. : 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 3 

The title of the bill was amended, as recommended by the com- 
mittee, by adding after the word“ purposes,” the words ap- 
proved September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory 

e 


Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND ENTRIES IN MILLE LAC INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 31) for the protection of parties who have heretofore been 
allowed to make entries for land within the former Mille Lac 
Indian Reservation in Minnesota. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etċ., That all bona fide gpg FA or homestead filings or entries 
allowed for land within the Mille Lac Indian Reservation in the State of 
Minnesota between the 9th day of January, 1892, the date of the decision of 
the Secretary of the Interior that the lands within said reservation 
were woe to disposal as other public lands under the ponr 

and the date of the receipt at the district land Wee ors Falls, in tha 
State, of the letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, com- 
muni to them the decision of the Secretary of the Interior of April 22, 
1892, in which it was 3 determined that said lands were not so sub- 
ject to but could only be di of according to the provisions of 
the act of January 14, 1889 (25 Statutes, 642), be, and same are 
hereby, confirmed where in other soe See and patents shall issue 
to the claimants for the lands embraced the: „asin r cases, on a sat- 
isfactory showing of a bona fide compliance on their part with the require- 
mn of the laws under which said flings and entries were respectively al- 

owed. 


mic MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Lu}. 

Mr. Lof Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
wpe House on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
oe consideration of the joint resolution which has just been 
read. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the re- 
port be read. It states all the facts in the case. 

The report (by Mr. HALL of Minnesota) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands. to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 31) for the protection of those parties who have heretofore been 
allowed to make entries for lands withia the former Mille Lac Indian Reser- 
vation in Minnesota, have had the same under consideration and report it 
back with the recommendation that it pass. 

The Mille Lac Indian Reservation (owned by the Chippewas) was ceded to 
the United States in 1483 and had been declared open to entry by successive 
decisions of the Department of the Interior. 

The most of the lands were entered prior to January 14, 1889. An act A 
8 January 14, 1889 (25 Stat., 612), provided for the purchase from 

hippewas of all their reservations in Minnesota (except the Red Lake 
Reservation), and also for the sale of the lands, and the Maug apart of the 
proceeds ot such sales as a trust fund for theIndians. This act further pro- 
vided for an examination of the lands, and their separation into “pine lands“ 
and ‘agricultural lands. The pine lands“ were to be sold at auction at 
their appraised value, and not less than $3 per acre, and the “agricultural 
lands“ were subject to entry under the homestead law. 

On January 9, 1891, the then Secretary of the Interior held that the Mille 
Lac Reservation, having been ceded in 1853, was not embraced in the reser- 
vations covered by the act of January 14, 1889, and therefore that the Mille 
Lac lands were subject to disposal as other public lands under the general 


W. 
Under this ruling, and prior to May 3, 1892, there were made upon these 
lands 109 homes entries, aggregating 13,628 acres, and 131 preémpti 
aggrogatin 5 8 5 acres, and 1 soldier's declaratory statement, covering 
gcres; 059 acres. 

Afterwards, on April 22, 1892, the Secretary of the Interior reversed his 
former ruling and held that the lands were not pon red to ae Soe a under 
the general land laws, but under the special provisions of the act of Jan- 


uary 14, 1889. This d. on was communica’ to the local land offices on 


May 3, 1892. 

The object of the pen bill is to confirm the entries of said lands, made 
in good faith under the of January 9, 1891, and between that date and 
the time when said was reversed and the local land officers notified 


thereof. The occupants their 
money under the 3 land laws and in accordance with the rul of the 
Secretary of the Interior. The subsequent reversal of that ruling by the 
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= Secretary ought not to deprive them of their equitable right to these 


ds. 

The present bill was approved by the late Secretary of the Interior, passed 

the Senate, and was favorably reported to the House in the last ò y 

It also meets the approval of the 88 Secretary of the Interior and the 
oner of the General Land Office. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I think the report 
states the facts quite fully, and unless some gentleman desires to 
be heard upon the subject I move that the committee rise and 
report the joint resolution tothe House, with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and, the S er having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration joint 
resolution (H. R. 31) in relation to entries of lands in the former 
Mille Lac Indian Reservation, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with the recommendation thatit do pass. 

The joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed, and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. The latter motion was agreed to. 


BIRMINGHAM, SHEFFIELD AND TENNESSEE RIVER RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 198) to 
grant to the Birmingham, Sheffield and Tennessee River Rail- 
way Company a right of way over the public lands traversed by 
it 


The b'll was read, as follows: j 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way through the public lands of the 
United States, 100 feet wide on each side of the center of the track now laid 
by the Birmingham, Sheffield and Tennessee River way Company, in the 
State of Alabama, is hereby granted to said railway company upon condi- 
tion that said railway company shall, within six months after the passage 
of this act, file with the register of the land office at Huntsville, Ala., a map 
8 Government lands traversed by it; and upon approval thereof 


by the tary of the Interior the said landsshall be noted on the plats in 
said office, and all such lands over which said right of way passes shall here- 
after be sed of subject to such right of way. 


There is ted to said railway company the right to take from the 
blic lands adjacent to the line of said road material. earth, stone, and tim- 
necessary to complete the construction of said railroad; suo raun ad- 
jacent to such right of way for station buildings, depots, m: shops, 
side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not to exceed in amount twenty 
acres for each station, to the extent of one station for each 10 miles of its 


An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the words “right of way,” at the end of line 14, to the 
end of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is not this a bill that ought to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It ee but very few acres of 
the public lands, worth but a few dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That does not affect the principle. The 
simple statement of the gentleman from Alabama shows that 
1 5 a a bill that should be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. This bill should be on the Union Calendar. 
It grants a right of way. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the bill be considered at this time. I will 
simply state that the railroad was entitled under the law to the 
land over which it goes, but there was a requirement in the law 
that the company should file with the Secretary of the Interior 
a statement or platof the land over which the road was proposed 
to be built, but they failed to do this. Afterwards they made 
application to the Department; but the Secretary held that in- 
asmuch as the law was so explicit some additional legislation 
was necessary. 

Mr. PICKLER. Have any intervening rights accrued? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. None whatever. This is sim- 
ply to perfect the title of the railroad company to the land over 
which the road runs. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Land which is covered by their track? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And which had been granted previously? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It had n granted because 
the company built the road before making theapplication. The 
road was built rapidly, and the Secretary of the Interior con- 
tended that as the statute had not been strictly complied with 
in making the Bes apron, before the road was built, there must 
be Congressio action. This matter amounts to very little; 
yet it is better that the title should be absolutel rfect. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama[Mr. WHEELER] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public 
Lands were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
MCRAE] any further business to submit? 

Mr. MCRAE. I have no other business this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Then as the morning hour would expire in 
a minute anda half the Chair, without objection, will declare the 
hour at an end. 

There was no objection. 


ROLL CALL AT OPENING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. OATES. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the bank- 
ruptey bill—— 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. If the gentleman will allow me 
a moment, I wish to make a point of order in reference to the 
correction of the Journal and the RECORD, 

Mr. OATES. I yield to my colleague. A 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, since yesterday 
I have made an examination as to the practice of the House of 
Representatives from the beginning of the Government to the 
present time, and I have before me a statement of the method 
pursued in the calling of the roll at the convening of every Con- 
gress from 1789 to the present time. 

I find that invariably members of the House have been re- 
corded by States, and in many cases the record shows that the 
Speaker directed the roll to be called by States at the commence- 
ment of second sessions and also at the convening of third ses- 
sions. I think I am justified in saying that the record shows 
that the Speaker directed the Clerk to call the roll by States at 
the convening of second and third sessions quite as 8 
and probably more frequently than at first sessions. e idea 
in the early Congresses was that there should be a quorum of 
States as well as a quorum of members. It is true, the Consti- 
tution does notin words provide that the presence of Repre- 
sentatives from a majority of the States to make this a legal bod 
for business, but I insist that the spirit of the Constitution an 
the spirit of our institutions is as I contend. I insistthat before 
a Congress proceeds to business, whether it be a first, second, or 
third session, we should ascertain and place on record the fact 
of the presence of a quorum of members, andalso that this quorum 
of members should be composed of Representatives from a ma- 
jority of the States; and even if it is not essential, it is a good 
practice, and it is one that has been adhered to from the begin- 
ning of our Government to this time. 

At the first meeting of the First Congress there was neither a 
majority of States nor a quorum of members present. At the 
meeting of su uent Congresses there sometimes failed to ap- 
pear a majority of States, which fact would not have been de- 
veloped had not the roll been called by States. I regard this, 
Mr. Speaker, as a matter of gress importance. During fifty-two 
Congresses, including one hundred and fourteen sessions, the 
practice has been invariably as I have stated. Yesterday when 
the question was raised the gentleman from Maine 1 REED] 
very soon saw the point, and saw that this innovation was the 
beginning of an encroachment upon the revered Democratic 
principle of the sovereign character of the States and a great 
stride in the direction of contralized government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make the point of order that the 
Journal should show that the roll was called by States, and that 
the permanent record should be corrected to show the same thing, 
Should the Speaker decide that this can not be done, I make 
the point of order that the roll of the House should now be called 
by States, so that there may be an unbroken precedent from the 
beginning of the Government to the present time, namely, that 
at the convening of every Congress the roll has been called by 
States. Lrepeatthatat the convening of every Congress, whether 
first session, second session, or third session, the roll has been 
called by States, and this is the first time that this rule has been 
deviated from. The innovation upon this principle which I seek 
to correct is not justified by the rules of the House. The rules, 
so far as they affect the subject, have been for many years Ries 
cisely as they are to-day, and there is no rule which prohibits 
the roll being called by States. 

FIRST CONGRESS. 

The first session of the First Congress convened March 4, 1789. 
The record of both the Senate and House show that both Sena- 
tors and Members were recorded by States. There was less than 


a quorum of members present in each branch of Co and a 
majority of the States were notrepresented either in the Senate 
or House, 
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The second session of the First Congress convened January 4, 
1790. There was not a quorum present, nor were a majority of 
the States represented, but the Senators and Representatives 
present were recorded by States. 

The third session convened December 6, 1790. The Senators 
and Members present were recorded by States. 


SECOND CONGRESS. 


The first session of the Second Congress convened October 24, 
1791, and the record shows that the Senators and Representa- 
tives were recorded by States. 

The second session convened November 5, 1792, and here again 
in the Senate the Senators are recorded by States, and in the 
House the Representatives are also recorded by States. 


THIRD CONGRESS. al 


The first session of the Third Congress convened at Philadel- 
phia, December 2, 1793. The Senators and Representatives are 
all recorded by States. 

The second session of the Third Congress convened November 
3, 1794. The Senators and Representatives are all recorded by 
States. 

FOURTH CONGRESS. 

5 first session of the Fourth Congress convened December 7, 
1795. The Senators and Representatives are all recorded by 
States. 

The second session convened December 5, 1796. The Senators 
and Members are all recorded by States. 

FIFTH CONGRESS, 


The first session of the Fifth Congress convened May 15, 1797. 
The Senators and Representatives were recorded by States. 

The second session convened November 13, 1797, and the third 
session convened December 3, 1798. The record of the third 
session says— 

The names of all the members were called over by the Clerk 
and in all the sessions the Senators are recorded by States. 

SIXTH CONGRESS. 

The first session of the Sixth Congress convened December 2, 
1799, and the second session November 17, 1800, and in both ses- 
sions the Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 

s SEVENTH CONGRESS. 

The first session of the Seventh Congress convened in the 
Capitol at Washington, December 7, 1801, and the second session 
convened December 6, 1802, and in both sessions the Senators 
and Representatives are recorded by States. 

EIGHTH CONGRESS. 


The first session of the Eighth Congress convened October 17, 
1803, and the second session November 5, 1804, and in both ses- 
sions the Senators and Representatives are recorded by States, 

i NINTH CONGRESS. 

The first session of the Ninth Congress convened December 
2, 1805, and the second session December 1, 1806; in both sessions 
the Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 

TENTH CONGRESS. 

The first session of the Tenth Congress convened October 26, 
1807. The record says: 

The assistant clerk of the House announced 117 members and 1 delegate to 
be present. 7 r ; ` 

The second session convened November 7, 1808. The record 
shows that in both sessions the Senators and Members were re- 
corded by States.. 

ELEVENTH CONGRESS, 

The first session of the Eleventh Congress conyened May 22, 
1809; the second session convened November 27, 1809, and the 
third session December 3, 1810. The record shows that in each 
Pere the Senators and Representatives were recorded by 

8. 

* TWELFTH CONGRESS, 

The first session of the Twelfth Congress convened November 
4, 1811, and the second session November 2, 1812. In both these 
sessions the Senators and Representatives were recorded by 


States. 
THIRTEENTH CONGRESS. 


The first session of the Thirteenth Congress convened May 24, 
181% The record says: 

The roll of the members was called over by States. ° 

The second session convened December 6, 1813, and the third 
session September 19, 1814. In all the sessions the record shows 
that the Senators and Representatives were recorded by States. 

FOURTEENTH CONGRESS, 

The first session of the Fourteenth Congress convened Decem- 

ber 4, 1815, and the second session December 2, 1816; and the 


5 and Representatives in both sessions are recorded by 

3 FIFTEENTH CONGRESS. 

The first session of the Fifteenth Congress convened Decem- 
ber 1, 1817, the second session November 16,1818. The Senators 
and Representatives in both sessions are recorded by States, 

SIXTEENTH CONGRESS. 

The first session of the Sixteenth Congress convened Decem- 
ber 6, 1819, and the second session November 13, 1820. The 
Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 

SEVENTEENTH CONGRESS, 

The first session of the Seventeenth Congress convened De- 
cember 3, 1821, the second session December 2, 1822. The Sen- 
ators and Representatives are recorded by States. 

EIGHTEENTH CONGRESS. . 

First session of Eighteenth Congress convened on December 
1, 1823. The record says: 

The Clerk called the House to order; the roll being called the following 
Members appeared and took their seats, to wit. 

The names are then recorded by States, and the record says: 

After the Clerk has finished calling the members of States. 


The second session of the Eighteenth Congress convened De- 
cember 6,1824. The record shows that in both sessions the 
Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 

7 NINETEENTH CONGRESS. 


First session of the Nineteenth Congress convened December 
5, 1825. 

There is nothing but a statement showing that a quorum of 
the Senate were present and 204 members of the House were 
present. 

The Journal, however, records the members of the House by 
States. , 

Second session of the 
ber 4, 1826. 

The record says: 

The roll being called over by the Clerk of the House. 

The record shows that both the Senators and Representatives 
are recorded in both sessions by States. 
TWENTIETH CONGRESS, 

First session of the Twentieth Congress cqnyened December 

3, 1827. The record says: 


The House was called to order by Mathews St. Clair Clark, Clerk of the 
8 precisely at 12 o’clock, and the roll of the House being called over by 


Nineteenth Congress convened Decem- 


Second session of Twentieth Congress convened December 1, 
1828. The record shows that the Senators and Representatives 
in both sessions are recorded by States. 

TWENTY-FIRST CONGRESS. 

First session of the Twenty-first Congress convened December 
7, 1829. The record says: 

The roll of members having been called over by States. 

The second session, Twenty-first Congress, convened Decem- 
ber 6, 1830. 

The record says: 

The roll of members was called over by the Clerk of the House. 

The Journal says: 

The roll was called over by the Clerk. : 

The Journal shows both the Senators and Representatives 
were recorded by States in both sessions. 

TWENTY-SECOND CONGRESS. ; 

The first session of the Twenty-second Congress convened 
December 5, 1831. The record says: 


6 ae ee called the House to order and having called the roll of members 
y States. 


Second session of the Twenty-second Congress convened De- 
cember 3, 1832. The record says: : 

The Clerk having called over the roll. 

, The record shows in both sessions that the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives were recorded by States. 


TWENTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 


First session of the Twenty-third Congress convened Decem- 
ber 2, 1833. The record says: 

The Clerk proceeded to call the names of the several members by States. 

Second session of the Twenty-third Congress convened De- 
cember 1, 1834. The record says: 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

The members of the House are recorded by States. 

The Journal shows that the Senators and Representatives 
were all recorded by States. 
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TWENTY-FOURTH CONGRESS. 


The first session of the Twenty-fourth Congress convened De- 
cember 7, 1835, The record says: 

The roll was then called by States. 

The second session of the Twenty-fourth Congress convened 
December 5, 1836. The record says: 

The roll was then called over by States. - 

The record shows that in both sessions the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives are recorded by States. 


TWENTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 


First session of Twenty-fifth Congress convened September 4, 
1837. The record says: 


Walter S. Franklin, Clerk of the House of Representatives of the last Con- 
gree. who, having read the proclamation, proceeded to call over the roll by 
tes. 


The Members are recorded by States. The Senators are re- 
corded by States in the Journal. 

The second session of the Twenty-fifth Congress convened De- 
cember 4, 1837. The record says: 

The roll of the members of the House was then called over by States. 

The members are recorded by States. 

Third session of Twenty-fifth Congress convened December 3, 
1838. The record says: 7 

The roll was then called over by States. 

The Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 


TWENTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 


First session of Twenty-sixth Congress convened December 2, 
1839. The record says: 

The Clerk proceeded to call the names of members of Congress. 

Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 

It will be observed that although the record says that the roll 
was called over by States at the beginning of the second and 
third sessions of the Twenty-fifth Congress, and yet the record 
does not say that the roll was called by States at the beginning 
of the first session of the Twenty-sixth Congress. 

The second session of. Twenty-sixth Congress convened De- 
cember 7, 1840. The record says: 

The Clerk then called the roll by States. 

It will be here observed that the record says that the roll was 
called by States at the beginning of the second session of the 
Twenty-sixth Congress, but not at the first session. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, 

First session T'wenty-seventh, convened May 31, 1841. The 
record says: à 

The Clerk proceeded to call over the roll by States. 

Second session of Twenty-seventh, convened December 6, 1841, 
The record says: 

The roll was called. 

Third session of Twenty-seventh, convened December 5, 1842. 
The record says: 

The Clerk having called the roll. 

At all three sessions the Senators and Representatives are re- 
corded by States. 

TWENTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 

First session of Twenty-eighth, convened December 7, 1843. 
The record says: 

The House of Representatives was called to order precisely at 12 o'clock 
by Mathew St. Clair Clark, their Clerk, who stated to the House that he would 
88 to the call ot the rollot the members for the purpose of ascertaining 

ether a quorum Was present. 

The members are recorded by States. 

Second session of Twenty-eighth Congress, convened Decem- 
ber 2, 1844. The record says: 

The roll being called. 

In both sessions the Journal shows that the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives are recorded by States. 

TWENTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 
First session of Twenty-ninth, convened December 1, 1845. 
The record says the Clerk announced that: 

He would, in nos of i not objected to, call over the list - 
Barus pie i purana usage j e list ot mem 
Second session of Twenty-ninth, convened December 7, 1846. 

The record says: 

The roll of members was called. 

The Senators and Representatives are recorded by States in 


both sessions. 
THIRTIETH CONGRESS. 


First session of Thirtieth, convened December 6, 1847. The 
record says: 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll by States. 

Senators and Representatives are recorded by States. 
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Second session of Thirtieth, convened December 4, 1848. The 
record says: 

The roll as published above having been called by the Clerk. 

The published roll referred to was by States. 


THIRTY-FIRST CONGRESS. 


First session of Thirty-first Congress, convened December 3, 
1849. The record says: 


` 
And agreeably to usage the Clerk 3 to call the roll of members 
in the order of the States and Territories. 


Second session Thirty-first, convened December 2, 1850. The 
record says: 

The roll of members was called over by States by the Clerk of the House, 

Senators and Representatives are recorded by States in both 
sessions. 

THIRTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 

First session of Thirty-second, convened December 1, 1851. 

The second session of Thirty-second, convened December 6, 
1852. The record says: 

The roll of members was called over by States by the Clerk of the House. 

Senators and Representatives are recorded by States in both 
sessions. 

I call special attention that in this case the record states that 
at the second session the roll was called by States, but it fails to 
state that this was done at the first session. 

THIRTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 

First session Thirty-third Congress, convened December 5, 
1853. The record says that 

John W. Forney, the Clerk, said: I will now proceed, with theconsent of 
the House, to the roll of members. 

The roll of members was then called. 

The record and Journal show that the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives are recorded by States. 

The second session Thirty-third Congress, convened Decem- 
ber 4, 1854. The record says: 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll. 

The record shows the Senators and Members were recorded 
by States. 

‘THIRTY-FOURTH CONGRESS. 

First session Thirty-fourth Congress, convened December 3, 
1855. The record says that— 

The Clerk of the House, John W. Forney, callod the House to order and 
proceeded to call the roll. 

The second session of the Thirty-fourth Congress convened 
August 21, 1856. 

The Senators and Representatives were recorded by States. 

The third session Thirty-fourth Congress, convened December 
1, 1856. The record says: $ 

The roll of members was called over by States. 

The record shows that the Senators and Representatives wera 
recorded by States. 

THIRTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 

First session Thirty-fifth Congress, convened December 7, 1857, 
The record says: — 

The roll was called. ; 

The record shows that Senators and Representatives were re- 
corded by States. 

The second session Thirty-fifth Congress, convened December 
6, 1858. The record says: 

The Speaker stated that the members would be called by States. 

They were so called. 2 

The record shows the Senators and Representatives were re- 
corded by States. 

I call special attention to the fact that the Speaker directed 
that the names of the members becalled by States at the conven- 
ing of the second session, but did not direct it the first session. 

THIRTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 

Firstsession Thirty-sixth Congress,convened December 5, 1859. 
The record shows that— 

The Clerk, James C. Allen, called the House to order for the purpose of 
ascertaining if a quorum was present, and proceeded to call the roll of the 
members by States. 

Second session Thirty-sixth Congress, convened December 3, 
1860, The record shows that— 

The roll was called by States. 

The record shows that the Senators and Representatives were 
recorded by States in both sessions. 

THIRTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, 

First session Thirty-seventh Congress, convened July 4, 1861. 
The House being in extra session, the record shows that the roll 
was called by States. 

Second session Thirty-seventh Congress, convened December 
2, 1861. The record shows that the roll was called by States. 
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The third session convened December 1, 1862. 
The record shows that Senators and Representatives were re- 
corded by States in all these sessions. 
THIRTY-RIGHTH CONGRESS. 
First session Thirty-eighth Congress, convened December 7, 
1863. The record shows that the roll was called by States. 
Second session Thirty-eighth Congress, convened December 
5, 1864. The record shows: > 
The Clerk called the roll by States. 
THIRTY-NINTH CONGRESS, 
First session Thirty-ninth Congress, convened December 4, 
1865. The record says: 
The Clerk called the roll of members by States. 
The record shows that Senators and Representatives were re- 
corded by States. 
Second session Thirty-ninth Congress, convened December 3, 
1866. The record says: 
The Clerk called the roll by States. 
FORTIETH COEGRESS. 
First session Fortieth Congress, convened March 4, 1867. The 
record shows— 
The roll was called by State. 
The record shows that the Senators and Representatives were 
recorded by States. 
Second session Fortieth Congress, convened December 2, 1867. 
The record shows that— , 
The Speaker said: The Clerk will call the roll by States. 
The third session convened December 7, 1868. 
. PORTY-FIRST CONGRESS. 
First session of Forty-first Congress, convened March 4, 1869. 
The record says: 
The roll was called by States. 
Second session Forty-first Congress, convened December 6,1869. 
The record shows that— f - 
The Speaker said: The Clerk will call the roll, 
The third session convened December 5, 1870. 
The record shows the Senators and Representatives. were re- 
corded by States in all these sessions. 
7 FORTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 
First session Forty-second Congress, convened March 4, 1871. 
The record shows— : 
The roll of the House was called by States. 
Second session Forty-second Congress, convened December 4, 
1871. The record shows that— 
The Speaker said: The Clerk will call the roll of the House by States, 
The third session convened December 2, 1872. 
The record shows that the Senators and Representatives were 
recorded by States. 
FORTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 


First session Forty-third , convened December 1, 1873. 
The RECORD shows the roll call was made by States. 

Second session Forty-third Congress, convened December 7, 
1874. The RECORD says the— 

Roll call was made by States. 

FORTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, 

First session Forty-fourth Congress, convened December 6, 

1875. The Journal shows that— 


Edward McPherson, the Clerk of House of Representatives, proceeded to 
call the roll of members by States. 


Second session Forty-fourth Congress, convened December 4, 
1876. The RECORD shows— 
The roll was called by States. 
FORTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 
First session Forty-fifth Congress convened October 15, 1877. 
The RECORD says: 
8 Soret M. Adams, Clerk of the House, called the roll of members by 


Second session Forty-fifth Con convened December 3, 1877. 
The RECORD shows that the roll was called by States. 

Third session of Forty-fifth Congress convened December 2, 
1878. The RECORD shows that the roll was called by States. 

YORTY-SIXTH CONGRESS, 

First session Forty-sixth Congress convened March 18, 1879. 
The RECORD shows that the roll was called by States. 

Second session Forty-sixth Congress convened December 1, 
1879. The RECORD shows the roll was called by States. 

The third session of the Forty-sixth Congress convened De- 
cember 6, 1880. The RECORD shows that the roll was called by 


“ 332 FORTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS. 
First session Forty-seventh Congress convened December 5, 
1881. The RECORD shows that the roll was called by States. 


It will be remembered that the second session of the Forty- 
fifty and Forty-sixth Congresses succeeded extra sessions, * 
ing the situation like the present in those cases. At the open- 
ing of the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, De- 
cember 4, 1882, the Speaker said: 3 


In accordance with the usual course, the Clerk is directed to call the roll 
of members by States, 


FORTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS, 


First session Forty-eighth Co ss convened December 3, 
3 The RECORD shows the roll of members was called by 
tates. ; 
Second session Forty-eighth Congress convened December I, 
1884. The RECORD shows the roll was called by States. 
FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS, 2 
First session Forty-ninth Congress convened December 7, 1885. 
The Journal shows that— 
The Clerk was ordered to proceed to call the roll of members by States. 
The second session Forty-ninth Congress convened Decem- 
ber 6, 1886. The RECORD shows the roll was called by States. 
FIFTIETH CONGRESS: 
First session Fiftieth Congress convened December 5, 1887. 
The RECORD shows the House was called by Statos. 
Second session Fiftieth Congress convened December 3, 1888. 
The RECORD simply shows the roll was called by States. 
FIfFTY-FIRST CONGRESS. 
First session Fifty-first Congress convened December 2, 1889. 
The Journal says: 
The Clerk will call the roll by States. 
Second session Fifty-first Congress convened December 1, 
1890. The RECORD shows that 
The Speaker directed the roll be called. 
It was called accordingly by States. 
FIETY-SECOND CONGRESS. 4 
First session Fifty-second Congress convened December 7, 
1891. The RECORD shows the roll was called by States. 
Second session Fifty-second Congress convened December 5 
1892. The RECORD shows that the names of members were c 


States. - 
warne SPEAKER. The Chair of course must enforce the rules 
as the House has made them. The rules provide in clause 1 
of Rule IIT: 

The Clerk shall at the commencement of the first session of each Congress 
call the members to order, proceed to call the roll of members by States in 
alphabetical order, eto. 

The only provision in the rules for calls of the roll after the 
House has been organized is to be found in clause 1 of Rule XV: 
3 every roll call the names of the members shall be called alphabet- 


When this House met yesterday it was thoroughly organized 
and business was resumed under the rules of the bouts re- 
cisely as though there had been no adjournment. Rule II 
provides that : 

All business before committees of the House at the end of one session 
shall be resumed at the commencement of the next session of the same Con- 
gress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 

The Chair can not see how, under the rules, he could direct 
the roll to be called in any other way than alphabetically. The 
gentleman from Alabama calls attention to the fact (andof course 
the Chair accepts his statement) that heretofore on the conven- 
ing of Congress, even at a second session, the practice has been 
to call the roll by States. The Chair does not know, of course, 
why that was done; there was no rule requiring or authorizin 
it. The present rules provide, as the Chair has stated, that 
roll calls, except at the organization of a Con „shall be 
alphabetical. e Chair can not see that any right of anyone 
can possibly be affected injuriously. 

~The gentleman has sporan of a quorum of States; but there 

might be a quorum of the House organized to do business, and 
though half a dozen States mightnot have a singlo Representa- 
tivo present, that quorum of members could go on and transact 
business. There is not required a majority of the States to con- 
stitute a quorum for the transaction of business, but a majority 
of the members. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In the Senate prior to the war 
> 1 85 the universal custom to require the presence of a quorum 
of States. i 

The SPEAKER. The Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides that a majority of the members shall constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business; and no rule or practice canalter 
that provision. 7 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I simply made the point that 
the practice has been invariable on this point during fifty-two 


Congresses. : 7 
T think it is just as important to call the roll by States at the 
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beginning of a second and third session as it is at the beginning 
of a first session. 

I do not think that Rule XV has any application to this ques- 
tion. The language of the rule is: 


Upon every roll call. 


If this was strictly construed it would apply to and control 
and contradict Rule III. 

I think the construction that has been placed upon this ques- 
tion at the convening of one hundred and fourteen sessions of 
Congress, from 1789 to the parm day, ought to be adhered to. 
Iam thoroughly in favor of recognizing States in their individ- 
uality in every possible phase and form of legislation. 

The autonomy of States is the sheet anchor of American lib- 
erty. It shout’ be recognized, revered, and respected by Con- 
gress, and the people should be impressed with its importanve 
or the same reason that soldiers and patriots are taught to 
revere and respect the flag of our country. 

The SPE R. The Chair must hold that the roll has been 
Toper called. A 

r. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire whether this 
revived apprehension of the encroachments of ‘“ centralized 
power” has been suggested by the extraordinary character of 
the 5 message read at the desk here yesterday. [Laugh- 
ter. 

BANKRUPTCY. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 


bankru re bill. 

Mr. OA ES. Pending that motion I desire to ask the con- 
sent of the House to an agresment which has been made among 
members of the Committee on the J geese A as to limiting the time 
for general debate on this bill. Seven days have already been 
consumed in this debate; and we have agreed among ourselves 
that the additional time be limited to six and a half hours, of 
which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] shall control 
four hours and I the remainder. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to limit debate in the manner he has in- 
dicated? 

Mr. KILGORE. Iobject. 

Mr. OATES. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas that 
he has already had his time, and his colleague has agreed to 
this arrangement. The gentleman himself had an extension of 
his time. i 

Mr. BAILEY. It can be done by a motion. í 

Mr. OATES. Then I move that all general debate be limited 
to six hours and a half. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without 3 four hours will be as- 
signed to the gentlemen in opposition to the bill and two and a 
half to those in favor of it. - 

The motion of Mr. OATES, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole, was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HI. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this bill has been lim- 
ited to six hours and a half; and under the agreement the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] controls four hours of the time 
in opposition, and the gentleman from Alabama the remaining 
two hours and a half in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
T 


ERRVI. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this bill is 
not one of the things that the people of this country are clamor- 
ing for at this particular time. It occursto me that it is not de- 
signed to fill the aching void of any long felt want. The advo- 
cates of this bill have mainly contended for its passage on the idea 
that some such measure was necessary to “restore confidence” 
and create a basis for credit.” I have failed to learn, if it bea 
truth in political economy, that men are made honest by legis- 
lation. e percentage of men who meet their obligations on 
account of a fear of the law is a very small one. The man whois 
determined to be a rascal and to beat his creditors is not going to 
be deterred; in any very large measure, by any statute that you 
may enact. The history of all bankrupt laws proves this, if it 
proves anything. š 


g 
I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe, that one of the 


best things that Government can do, is to let the people alone. 
In the recent repeal of the Federal election laws, and all their 
concomitants of fraud and force, we have repudiated that mon- 
strous heresy in a free government of trying to put a “bayonet 
behind every ballot,” and have emphasized the grand declara- 
tion which Bulwer places in the mouth of Cardinal Richelieu, 
Take away the sword; states can be saved without it.” 

The deliberate 1 to pass through the American Con- 
gress, a measure like that now before the House, is but another 
evidence of that vicious tendency of the times towards paternal- 
ism and centralization of power, and the constant effort to thrust 
the officious hand of law into all the affairs of human life, and 
supervise and regulate the business and conduct of men, as if 
they were mere machines, incapable of honest and intelligent 
action of theirown. I undertake, sir, deliberately to assert, that 
too much law and too little justice, is the crying evil of the age; and 
to enact a law like this, is simply to pile another stone upon that 
“Cæsar’s column” whose towering height already shadows more 
than half the world. 

The most beneficent purpose for which State and national legis- 
latures can now assemble, is not for the enactment of new laws, 
but for the repeal or modification of laws already enacted. 

As I understand it, sir, the fundamental axiom—the great car- 
dinal principle of democracy is, that the individual is king in 
his natural rights, and that society and government is based 
upon the surrender of only so much of these rights as is neces- 
a to protect public morality, proyide for the general welfare 
and promote the common good; tHat beyond the scope of that 
surrender, the functions of government legitimately do not ex- 
tend, but that within that scope its powers are supreme and that 
every individual owes allegiance to the State: That as with the 
individual to the State, so with the State to the nation, the sov- 
ereignty of the State being based upon the surrender of certain 
rights of the individual, and the supremacy of the National Gov- 
os being based upon fhe surrender of certain rightsof the 

tates. 

This then, Mr. Chairman, I take to be democracy pure and 
undefiled: that the individual, the State, and the nation have 
each its own peculiar rights and its own peculiar province, be- 
yond which neither of the others may justly go, and that no out- 
side power should ever be permitted to interfere with or shape 
the conduct or polly of either—administrative, legislative, 
litical, governmental, financial, or otherwise. That, sir, is de- 
mocracy! That, sir, is true Americanism upon the best, the 
broadest and the highest plane! 

As to the particular bill now under consideration, with a fav- 
orable report from the Judiciary Committee, I trust I can be 
permitted to say with no impropriety that I can not believe that 
a majority of the members of that committee are in favor of its 
panes: I was not able, sir, to be present when it was up be- 

ore the Judiciary Committee, of which I have the honor to be 
a member. 

Mr. OATES. Just there, will my colleague on the committee 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly, sir. ; 
Mr.OATES. The votes of the members of the committee 
who were present at the time the bill was ordered to be re- 
ported were all in its favor, save two. There was not a full 

attendance, but there was a quorum present. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman, perhaps, did not comprehend 
exactly the statement that I made. 

Mr. OATES. I admit this, and I wish to state it just here: 
My friend was not present. There wasan understanding amon 
the members of the committee present, as this bill substanti- 
ally in its present form had been considered in the last Con- 
gress by the full committee for three months, that it was un- 
necessary to consume so much time as it would require to read 
the bill and consider every section and paragraph; and where- 
ever an amendment has been putand voted down, if the member 
offering it indicated adisposition to have it in the House, 
the committee reached an agreement that if the bill were re- 
ported here, while no considerable number of members desired 
the e of it precisely in the form in which it was, or if they 
wanted to amend it, I, acting as chairman of the committee at 
the time and being in charge of the bill, and it being under- 
stood that I would have charge of it on the floor of the House 
I stated to the committee that if they thus reported it and we 
came to consider it under the five-minute rule, I would see to it 
that they all had ample opportunity to offer amendments and be 
heard upon them in the House, and in that way we could deter- - 
mine whether the House wanted to pass the bill or not. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not, for an instant, doubt the correctness 
of the statement made by my honorable colleague of the com- 
mittee on that point; but this bill comes here, apparently, as 
the bill favored by a majority of the Judiciary Committee; and 
my statement was simply this, Mr. Chairman, that I can not be- 
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lieve that a majority of the members of that Judiciary Commit- 
tee favor the passage of this bill. I do not believe they do. 

I will further state, Mr. Chairman, and I think it proper that 
Ishould, that during the last Congress certain organizations in 
my district transmitted to me resolutions in favor of the Torrey 
bankrupt bill. And I will take occasion now to say that for the 
gentlemen, composing those organizations, I entertain feelin 
of the most profound regard; but I am satisfied that they would 
not have adopted those resolutions after a careful consideration 
of the many objectionable features of this bill. 

I can not hope, sir, in the time that I shall occupy, to elaborate 
many of the objectionable features that it presents, but I shall 
endeavor, if I can get the attention of the House, to call utten- 
tion toa few of them at least, and first to the acts of bank- 
ruptey or acts for which a person may be “adjudged a bank- 
rupt.’ 

Now, with regard to these, Mr. Chairman, it is first to be ob- 
served that the test poorest in the bill is not as to what may 
be the debtor's condition or conduct immediately prior to the 
time p gs are commenced against him. He may be sol- 
vent then and his conduct honest in every particular; but if he 
had formerly concealéd himself, departed or remained away from 
his place of business, residence or domicile, etc., although he 
may have returned, in perfect good faith; or if he had failed for 
thirty days, while insolvent, to secure the release of property 
levied upon under process of law, for $500, though he may after- 
wards have procured such release; or if he may at one time have 
made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his 
creditors, though he may have repented of 8 and ob- 
tained a reconveyance; or, if at one time he „made, while 
insolvent, a transfer of any of his property, etc., for the purpose 
of giving a preference,” though he may have rehabilitated him- 
self. evertheless, notwithstanding all this, if, siz months be- 
fore any petition is filed against him, he has done any of these 
things, als right to have dominion of and manage and control 
his own property and business could, under the express provi- 
sions of this bill, be swept away and the bar sinister of *‘ -= 
rupt” be burned upon the shie d of his reputation forever! 

s that just? Is that humane? Is it right between man and 
man, and can the legislative policy of this great Government, of 
the greatest civilized nation upon the earth, tolerate the enact- 
ment of such a law for the oppression of its citizens? 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, just such proceedings are authorized 
under this bill—the great olive branch” and “offering of 

that avery large and eminently respectable portion of 
the creditor classes of this country are holding out to their un- 
fortunate debtors. 

In view of just such monstrous propositions, that are so often 
pereipe as the very ‘‘ essenceof true benevolence,” is it any won- 

er, sir, that it is rapidly becoming a saying in this country 
„God help the rich; the poor can beg.” 

Let us examine this feature of the bill a little further, ani we 
find that it absolutely makes no difference what may be a man’s 
financial condition or standing at the time he is proceeded against, 
if six months before that, his property could not be sold for 
enough to pay all his debts, his property can all be swept away 
from him and into a court of bankruptcy, all the same as if he 
was then insolventor then engaged in acts of dishonesty orfraud. 
But that is not all. Ah, sir, it is but the beginning. If at any 
time within six months before, and whilst he could not help him- 
self, he failed for thirty days to secure a release of any property 
levied upon under process of law,” even though that process 
may have been an attachment wrongfully sued out; or if twelve 
months bsfore, he had made, however honestly, ‘‘an assignment 
for the benefit of his creditors,” or if within six months prior, 
and whilst etree ph help Pr cat leniuet bik ms Sagat rest 

ting 8 en sued out im from a lot o 
little . 1 P. courts, and finding no personal property, at that time, 
out ide of exemptions, had been returned nulla bona, under the 
operations of bill, a debtor could be deprived of the control 
and management of his Hi aed and business and adjudged a 
bankrupt, although perfectly solvent at the time the adjudication 
is made. 


But outrageous, sir, as are these features of the bill, they are 
merciful indeed when compared to that other under which a 
debtor may be declared a bankrupt if at any time within six 
months before the petition is filed against him he made ny 
kind of a gift or pledge or transfer, or turned over even a dol- 
lar’s worth of his property by way of 3 however hon- 
est or however meritorious may have been its moving cause. 

Let us look at that for a moment. It may have been Some small 
requital due some poor neighbor who stood by him in the darkest 
hours of his life—who had put up his own last dollar to enable 
him to procure medicine or medical attention for a dying child, 
or to help him to put away, with decent burial in the bosom of 
mother earth, the lifeless form of the wife that God had given 


him; and yet for such an act as that, praiseworthy as it may have 
been in the eyes of all honest and Christian men, and sanctioned 
as it was and is by the great common law of the land and by the 
uses and traditions of the English-speaking race for more than 
five hundred years of its glorious history—for such an actas that, 


Mr. Chairman—done siz months before a petition in bankruptcywas @ 


even thought of, that debtor, no matter what may have been his 
circumstances at the time of the petition, is, by the express pro- 
visions of this bill, made liable to be declared a bankrupt, and 
not only by a district judge, but even by the contemptible edict 
of a petty referee, and to have all his property swept away, con- 
sumed in litigation, attorneys’ fees and costs, and his standing 
and reputation as a business man blackened and destroyed for- 
ever: 7 

Such, Mr. Chairman, are some of the potentialities of the pro- 
visions of this most remarkable measure. Its be features 
are nowhere visible to the naked eye; and yet, sir, in some mys- 
terious way they have so manifested themselves to the members 
who reported it, that they have not been content to laud its vir- 
tues in mapie prose, but have invoked the language of the im- 
mortal Shakespeare to proclaim in behalf of its inscrutable be- 
neficence that 

The quality of mercy is not strain'd; 
It droppeth as the gentle rain from heaven. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for what this bill denominates the 
“Acts of Bankruptcy,” for which an American citizen is to be 
put upon trial, and if found guilty of any one of them, to have his 

roperty taken away from him at one fell swoop and turned over 
a horde of petty Federal officials, trustees, referees, clerks, 
pettifoggers, deputy marshals, et id omne genus, composing too 
often that delectable pack that bark in the kennels of justice.” 

We now come to the tribunal before which he is to be tried 
and aero we Lieder eh . debtor who ee unced 
upon by a p ptey, may be a hund 
miles from his home called up — Abe a Federaf judge in some 
distant city - possibly to be turned over for trial before some Fg 
referee—not even tried before the majesty which enrobes tsel 
in the ermine of the Federal judiciary—turned over to the mer- 
cies of a petty referee—to try the dearest rights of an American 
citizen—and that petty referee, some miserable creature owned, 
pam body and soul, by the creditors or theirattorneys—there, 

fore such a tribunal, to be pulled and hauled around, vexed, 
harassed, browbeaten, perchance kept a prisoner for days, weeks, 
and months, in the custody of a deputy marshal!” (So reads 
the law.)—His ready gee | all spent, his property all consumed 
or wasted, his business all broken up, and, if acquitted of the 
charge brought t him, no bond, absolutely, sir, NO BOND, 
upon which to claim indemnity for the outrages and injuries in- 


flicted upon him! 

If he demands a j trial, even that may be denied him. 
Even a jury trial may be denied him, unless he happens to be 
ng enough to have filed a written application for it within 
ten days—the brief time allowed him to plead—less time, sir, or 
not any more time, than is allowed a man to plead in a justice’s 
court in Arkansas when sued for the ownership of a flea-bitten 
mule. [Laughter.] What show, think you, Mr. Chairman. 
would the average debtor have when once within the clutch of 
such proceedings as these? Stripped of the dearest right of an 
American citizen—a right guaranteed him not only by the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States but by the constitution 
and the laws of every civilized nation on earth—tricked out of 
such a right as that, unless he has been lucky enough, within ten 
days of the time that the summons is made returnable, to file 
his written application for a jury trial. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
how far a man might be taken under this proposed law in the 
State of Texas to answer for his debts? Might he not be taken 
500 miles? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes, sir. But,“ say the advocates of this 
measure, ‘‘a debtor can only be adjudged a bankrupt upon an 
impartial trial” ‘But what does tha tere phrassolazy of that 
sentence amount to when you come to examine the machinery 
provided in the bill itself? What boots an empty phrase from 
which all the balance of the bill is a complete departure? And 
what would an 1 trial“ itself amount to when, by the 
very terms of the bill itself, the bare proof of the facts to Which 
I have before referred, is made sufficient in law to have him de- 
clared a bankrupt? A conscientious jury of his own neighbors, 
sworn to enforce the law, would be compelled to find against him 


and a jerked-u 1 summoned for the trial, as the bill 
provides, coul y be formed todecide against him, no mat- 
ter what the proof. 


But even the proof itself, upon which some vital point may 
turn, may consist of certified copies of proceedings before a 
referee,” or ‘papers issued by a referee ’’—which the bill pro- 
vides shall be admitted as evidence,” with the same “binding 
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orco and effect as records of district courts of the United States.” 
ot only is such machinery as that provided to try the property 
rights of an American citizen, but, when it comes to any con- 


troversy arising in the settlement of the estate, a party can ab- 
solutely be arbitrated owt of his rights by three arbitrators, one ap- 

pointed by the trustee and another by the referee! What show 
would a fellow have before a board with two-thirds of it mized 
= him? The bill does not even require that the arbitrators 
8 be sworn! 

Why, sir, in my State a board like that would not be allowed to 
sit as appraisers on a heifer calf! [Laughter.] I do not wonder, 
sir, at the just indignation of the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY], who in discussing this bill declared 
that in his State, when a gang of men set out to accomplish jobs 
like that which this bill provides for, they took a crowbar and 
a jimmy.’ , : 

9 of this measure, industriously seeking to point out 
some redeeming feature, have constantly reiterated that it can 
not affect the farmer; that it expressly provides that he can not 
be adjudged a bankrupt against his will. But let no man de- 
ceive himself, or be deceived by any such talk as that. If the 
farmer owes the town or country merchant, or has given him a 
mortgage, this bill provides the machinery for the enforcement 
of that debt, and the foreclosure of that OTN? and if this 
bill is enacted into law the farmers all over this land may soon 
find themselves face to face with this situation: that whilst their 
local merchant, or their home creditor, with whom they have 
dealt and whose custom it has been te carry them over and grant 
them indulgences and extension of time, and may still be 1 
to do so, he will be himself in a bankrupt court, stripped of 
power to grant a minute more of time, and an officer of the bank- 
rupt court will be po down upon the farmers themselves 
for the immediate payment of all such debts and the sale of their 
property under mortgage. I take it, sir, to be no exaggeration to 
say that that, perhaps, is one of the very purposes of this bill. 
They want to get hold of those mo: 

In view, then, Mr. Chairman, of matters of weighty 
moment, I ask, sir, can this House afford to pane this bill? ll 
me, in all the history of this country, in all the course of its leg- 
islation for more than one hundred years, when was it that a 
Democratic Congress ever enacted a t law? 

Mr. BLAND. Does not this bill propose to exempt farmers 
from the operation of its provisions? 

Mr. TERRY. It provides that they can not be adjudged bank- 

t against their ; that is the substance of the provision. 
Mr. BLAN D. Is not that a confession that it would be an in- 
justice to impose the provisions of this bill upon farmers? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. Why, then, can it be just to 3 else? 

Mr. TERRY. I leave that question to be answered by 
those gentlemen who in some mysterious way, as I have areae 
stated, have been able to see the beneficent features of this 
which are not visible to the naked eye. > 

Certainly if there ever was a time for the passage of a bank- 
rupt law the present is not such a time. Going back a moment 
in regard to bankrupt laws formerly passed by the Congress of 
the Ui nited States, gentlemen on the other side have quoted the 
Constitution as if its provisions were mandatory, requiring us to 

abankrupt law. There was a law of this kind passed in 
1803 It was not a Democratic measure; neither was the bank- 
rupt act of 1841 or the bankrupt act of 1867. None of these were 
by a Democratic Congress. The act of 1800 was a mere 
temporary act, limited in its duration to five years; andits work- 
ings were such that there arose from the entirecountry aclamor 
against it; and it was repealed within a short time after its pas- 


The next act of this kind was the act of 1841. It was intended 
to be a permanent law, but it was absolutely repealed by the 
very same Congress that enacted it. When members went home 
and touched their bases, and heard how 5 were walk- 
2 talking,“ they came back and repealed that act. 

regard to the act of 1867 —if there ever was a time when a 
bankrupt law might seem justifiable, it was at the time of the 
of that act. But what lawyer does not remember the 
crimes, the perjuries, the vices, the outrages, the oppressions 
that sprang up under the act of 1867? I can not do better in 
pursuing this line of discussion than to quote from the message 
of President Grant, in reference to the act of 1867. He said: 


ue, in consequence of which 
by proceedings in bank- 


ple now are so easily al 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy 
embarrass aud oftentimes 


business man. Those who otherwise micht make lawful and just arrang ó 
ments,torelieve themselves from dliticulties produced by the present stringen- 
cyin money, are prevented by their constant ures to attack and disap- 
proceedings in tcy, and beside the law 

made use of in many cases by obdurate creditors to frighten or force 
debtors into a compliance with their wishes and into acts of injustice to 
other creditors and to themsel 


ves, 
Why, sir, in those words of that great soldier, he seemed, as it 
were, with a vision as clear and sweeping as that with which he 


ever looked forward to formulate his plans of battle, to pierce 
through the gathering mists of intervening years, down to the 
very time in which we to-day move and act, and to bes of 


just such a condition of things as to-day confronts the Ameri- 
can people. Under such conditions that soldier President be- 
lieved that a bankrupt law, less objectionable than the measure 
now 1 us, was à thing to be reprobated by the American 
people. 

es, sir, at a time like this, when so lately there has been 
heard from ocean to ocean the crash of falling values, to say 
nothing of what may be yet to come as the SHADOW OF THE YEL- 
LOW STANDARD shall continue to advance—to say nothing of 
what may be ge to come hope it may not come is this a time 
for us to think of pense. a bankrupt bill? 

A long course of vicious legislation running through more 
than a quarter of a century of this nation’s history has bred and 
battened a horde of giant monopolies, trusts, and combinations 
that are now battening upon the lifeblood of the American 

le. And to pass a law like this at the present time would be 

ike rendering the people paupers by legislation and then by one 

general act passing a law to put them into the hands of a re- 
ver. 

Ah, sir! mark well my words; it is no time to be flying kites 
when there is lightning in the air! This is no time for a Dem- 
ocratic Congress to be passing a bankruptlaw. Itisa time when 
debtors all over this land are strugg to maintain their foot- 
ing, and are compelled to rely upon the kindly aid of their neigh- 
bors and their friends. At such a period, when they are com- 
pelled to rely upon such neighborly offices, is no time to be de- 
priving their neighbors of the right to extend them a reasonable 
indulgence; and that, sir, would be one of the direct effects of 
this bill. This is no time, sir, for a Democratic Congress to be 
passing a bankruptcy bill that imposes. pains and penalties and 

orfeitures upon the requital of such indulgences. 


The people, sir, bave demanded no such legislation at our 
hands. There are other things they have demanded at our hands. 
They have demanded that we wipe out all legislation in the in- 


terest of particular classes and inaugurate legislation in the in- 
terest of the masses. They have restored the Democratic party 
to power in every branch of this Government. They have com- 
missioned it to go forward in the. pathway of reform of the ex- 
isting abuses. I repeat then, sir, that there are other th 
which have been demanded at the hands of Congress. For the 
first time in more than a quarter of a century the Democratic 
party has been placed in power in every branch of the Govern- 
3 th epeople witha high and a holy duty. 
They have commanded it to go forward, with a p se as na- 
tional as the flag and a policy as broad asthe bounds of the great 
Republic, and restore this Government to the pure principles 
upon which the fathers founded it. 

What grander commission could be confided to any party, or 
to any band of freemen than to restore this Government to the 
principles upon which our forefathers founded it. Why, sir, 
when administered according to those Principe, it is the grand- 
est Government that God’s sun in all its course ever yet shone 
upon, No grander, purer principles were ever formulated into 
a plan of human government, and when administered, Mr. Chair- 
man, according to these principles, it stands forth the one un- 
rivaled conception that American genius has added to the mas- 
ter works of man. Lofty in its conception, pure in its design, 
majestic in its proportions, massive in its strength, it stands upon 
the very summit of human achievement, the Parthenon of un- 
equaled glory. : 

Fraternity is its broad foundation and justice its cornerstone— 
each pillar a sovereign State, its arch the Federal compact and 
its keystone the Constitution. And, Mr. Chairman, upon the 
very front of the keystone of the arch, in order that all the gen- 
erations that might come after may read and understand the pur- 

of its existence and the object of its creation—upon the ve 
nt of the keystone of the arch,in the preamble of the Consti- 
tution itself, is written the object and purpose of its creation. 
And, sir, one of the first of all the objects there enumerated is 


. to “establish justice.” 


Read you and consider this bill and answer for yourselves 
whether it is calculated to establish amongst the American peo- 
ple thatjustice for which our fathers did lay so broad, so deep, 
sostrong thefoundations of the great Republic. Applause.) 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 
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discussion and the adoption of any and all amendments neces- 
to make it more fair, just, an rfect to secure the great 

end of this character of legislation, but protest against its de- 

feat simply because it may be imperfect in its present form. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with close attention and much in- 
terest, as I always do in fact, to the able speech of the distin- 
guished chairman of the Judiciary Committee in opposition to 
and in condemnation of this bill; and while I would not presume 
for asingle moment to enter the arena of discussion with him 
upon any question, and while I have the greatest respect and 
esteem for him personally and recognize and admire his rugged 
honesty, integrity, and great ability, yet I am constrained to say, 
after carefully considering and weighing his argument, that in my 
humble judgment the greater portion of it must fall to the ground 
simply because it is based on false premises. To illustrate what 
I mean by this statement: In the first place he assumes that all 
United States district courts, district judges, or nearly all, are 
putrid (using his own strong 3 with fraud, oppression, 
wrong, injustice, per jury, and tyranny. Now on behalf of these 
courts and judges in my own State (Ohio) I must most respect- 
fully and yet emphatically enter my protest against any such 
assumption. On the contrary, from what little experience I 
have had before these courts and judges there, and speaking 
more especially from general information as to their character 
and their manner of doing business, I do not hesitate to say that 
I believe justice (which is the object of all law) and the admin- 
istration thereof can be had, obtained, and maintained there just 
as readily and as completely as in our State courts. 

It is true that I ret very much that we are compelled to 
resort to these courts in order to preserve the desired uniformity 
of the law—not because I have no confidence in the Federal ju- 
diciary in Ohio, but because, as well suggested by the distin- 
guished gentleman himself, they are more inconvenient and 
expensive toall parties interested in the bankruptcy proceedings 
as a rule, by reason of the fact that the courts are held so far 
away from their respective places of abode; hence on the grounds 
of convenience and economy, if it were ible and consistent 
with the great objects and purposes of this bill, I would gladly 
have our State courts substituted for the Federal, and would 
gladly vote for some amendment to that effect. 

In the second place, Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentle- 
man assumes as the basis of his strong argument that a bank- 
ruptcy bill should be enacted solely for the benefit of unfor- 
tunate debtors; and in the third place that all debtors are honest 
and all creditors are oppressors and tyrants. I undertake to 
modestly controvert both of these assumptions also, because, re- 
Peating what I have already said, a good bankrupt law enacted 
and enforced under and in the spirit of our Constitution author- 
izing it, should operate and is intended to operate in the interest 
of the creditor in the same degree as that of the debtor. And 
my somewhat active experience as a practitioner of the law for 
more than a score of years, especially as pertai to our in- 
solvent laws, warrants me in saying that it is certainly a violent 
presumption to say that all insolvent debtors are honest, and 
that hence they alone are entitled to our sympathy and favor- 
able consideration and legislation. On thecontrary, experience 
tells me that but few honest debtors need any legislation for 
their protection other than that afforded by the existing home- 
stead exemption laws of the several States, because if honest 
they can in nearly all cases secure reasonable terms of adjust- 
ment, settlement, and release from their creditors. Hence it 
is as a rule, Mr. Chairman, the dishonest, the fraudulent debtor 
with whom we have to deal, to litigate in the technical sense of 
the word; and in order todo it successfully it becomes necessary 
to have more or less stringent laws per g . to the 
preservation and fair and equitable distribution of his property. 

To illustrate further what I mean in this connection, I here 

repeat that the object of all law,” as I understand it, is 
justice.” Justice,“ says Fortescue, is the virtue, jurispru- 
dence the science; justice the end, jurisprudence the means.” 
In order to do justice the jurisprudence, the means, the law 
should compel an insolvent debtor, if he will not doit willingly, to 
distribute all his property—less his legal exemptions—among all 
his creditors ES rata, except such as are preferred by statute 
law. Unless he does this he perpetrates a moral if not a legal 
fraud upon his creditors. In other words, Mr. Chairman, the 
law should prohibit any debtor in contemplation of insolvency 
from 5 one creditor to another. Many of the States, 
perhaps all of them, permit certain preference by providing that 
certain debts or a certain class of debts, such as taxes, claims 
for manual labor, ete., shall have priority. 

Many of them, in fact all of them, I believe, provide that an 
insolvent debtor may prefer himself by way of very liberal home- 
stead-exemption laws. I would not disturb any of these. So far as 
Inow know to the contrary, they are just, wise, and humane laws. 
Neither does their existence on the various statute books dis- 


turb or weaken the force of my argument against preferences. 
For both debtor and creditor are presumed to know the law, es- 
pecially the statute law; and when they deal with each other on 
credit they are supposed to do it in the light and with the knowl- 
edge that by existing law certain debts enumerated in the stat- 
utes are preferred, and the insolvent debtor is entitled to certain 
exemptions, running from hundreds of dollars in value in some 
States to thousands of dollars in others. 

But as to all other property of the debtor, Mr. Chairman, the 
creditor believes und has a right to believe that if his debtor 
shall meet with misfortune and become insolvent, he shall share 
pro rata in his assets; and he makes his purchases, sales, and 
contracts based on that just belief, and hence if, in the face of 
this, the debtor is permitted to prefer still other creditors or 
classes of creditors it works a great injustice upon this particu- 
lar creditor and kona robs him of his just dues to that extent. 

By way of further illustration and to show the necessity of 
some national legislation, I will state that it has become the rule 
rather than the exception in my State, and doubtless in other 
States, for insolvent debtors who make assignments for the bene- 
fit of their creditors (under the various State insolvent laws) to 
prefer one or more creditors, not in the deed of assignment it- 
self, for that is 1 by law in Ohio, but by other written 
instruments and transfers immediately preceding the execution 
or filing of the deed of assignment. And in a great majority of 
cases these preferences are given to the immediate relatives of 
the assignor, his wife, father, son, brother, mother-in-law, or 
nephew, or all of them—the very persons on the strength of 
whose financial standing or credit, perhaps indirectly, if not di- 
rectly the debtor obtained the goods or money from his creditor 
orincreased the obligation. And yet, although all this may have 
been done but five minutes before the filing of the deed of as- 
signment and to the extent of fully exhausting the insolvent’s 
estate, our supreme court has recently held (see Cross vs. Car- 
stens, 49 O. S. R., 548) that this may lawfully be done providing, 
of course, the debts thus preferred and secured were bona fide. 
It did, however, in its opinion, by inference if not directly, con- 
demn the practice, and suggest that the remedy should be sought 
if it was desired, in the legislative branch—just what I am now 
advocating. 

Without intending to reflect upon that able court I am con- 
strained to exclaim (again borrowing from the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas) Whata travesty upon justice and the 
spirit and intent of all insolvency laws is this! The debtor is 
virtually prohibited from preferring any creditor in his deed of 
aip rie leir yet, arange to say, he may do so by executing 
and delivering to as many different preferred creditors one, two, 
three, four, five, six chattel or real estate mortgages all within 
one, two, three, four, five, or six minutes respectively, just prior 
to filing his deed of assignment, in many cases covering his en- 
tire stock of merchandise or assets. Under this bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, no such abuse or evasion of the law can be accomplished. 
Hence for this reason especially I favor the bill, for it will not 
only prevent this daily wrong and injustice but will ultimatel 
prove beneficial to the deserving debtor inasmuch as it w 
strengthen his ey thus depriving him of the power to 
prefer one general creditor to the injury of another. It will 
prove not only beneficial to the debtor class but to all the con- 
sumers of the land, because they will then be enabled to make 
their various purchases at a certain per cent less, which addi- 
tional amount the wise creditor now imposes, in fact is com- 
pelled to impose, in order to cover possible and probable losses 
that may be incurred by reason of these very common and un- 
just preferences. 

Mr. Chairman, in avery recent assignment in my own village, 
made by gentlemen, partners engaged in the milling and grain 
business, the assignors, not content with preferring a certain 
large creditor, a national bank—an institution not especially 
beloved by the gentlemen from Texas, I believe—by giving it 
an additional mortgage on their real estate immediately before 
the assignment, proceeded also to give the bank at the same 
time a chattel mortgage upon all or substantially all of their 

rsonal property, the result of which was that some thirty, 

orty, or fifty farmers of the immediate vicinity, old customers 
and most of them poor men who had deposited their wheat with 
them for their winter’s bread—as is customary in our country— 
in quantities ranging from perhaps 50 to 500 bushels each, 
were compelled to accept about 10 cents on the dollar for their 
wheat, while the rich bank was paid in full. 

Which illustration, Mr. Chairman, and numerous others of an 
analogous character which have come under my own personal 
observation, goes to show that the great wholesale houses of 
this country are not the only creditors by any manner of means 
who are materially interested in the adoption of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, in order to protect debtors from oppression, 
and afford him redress for any injury or damage he may wrong- 
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1893. 
Mr. BAILEY. I yield twenty minutes additional time to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 


Mr. TERRY then resumed and concluded his remarks as 
above. : 
STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. OATES. I movè that the committee rise, Mr. Chair- 
man, temporarily. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. MOMILLIN took the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, a letter from the governor of 
the State of Illinois was presented to the House this morning by 
the Speaker, and laid on the table. I ask unanimous consent to 
take the letter from the table and have it read for the purpose of 
offering a resolution in reference to the matter to which the let- 
ter refers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the letter, 
after which the resolution will be read, and the Chair will then 
ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE OF ILLINOIS, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Springfield, December 2, 1893. 

Dran SIR: I have the honor, as well as the pleasure, of advising you that 

in pursuance ot an invitation extended to the States by authority of Con- 


, the Legislature of the State of Illinois at its last session caused Mr. 
ke a heroic statue 


ard Volk, a ed American sc to ma 
in bronze of Gen. James Shields, one of ois’ most distinguished war- 
riors and statesmen. The same has been placed in tion in Statuary Hall 


of this year, at the hour 


dent soc the 
afi É JOHN P. ALTGELD, Governor. 
Hon, CHARLES F. CRIS 
Speak 


or of the Howes of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso- 
lution which the gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to consider at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, the 6th day of December, at 1:30 o'clock in the 
afternoon be designated and set apart for the consideration of the following 
concurrent resolutions: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ci „ That the 
thanks of Congress be mted to the governor, and thro him to the 
people of the State of Illinois, for the statue of Gen. James elds, Whose 
name is so honorably identified with the history of the State and of the 


that a copy of these resolutions, signed by the President of the Senate, and 
mA Speaker ot the House of Representatives, be transmitted to the governor 
ot 


There being no objection, the resolutions were considered and 


agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, amotion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


BANKERUPTOY BILL. 


Mr. OATES. I move that the committee resume its sitting. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OATES: I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Lawton}, 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, there can be no question as 
to the power of Congress to pass the bill now under considera- 
tion, for section 8 of the Constitution provides (among other 
things): 

Gangs 2 „ 2 establish uniform laws on 
3 725 of n the Unten States. 

But it does not follow as a matter of course, Mr. Chairman, nor 
would Iso maintain for a moment, that simply because our fa- 
thers saw proper to give Congress this power that therefore it 
must necessarily be exercised. In fact, although this provision 
of the Constitution has been in full force and effect for a hun- 
dred and six years, we have had bankruptcy laws on our statute 
books but about eighteen years in the aggregate—less than one- 
sixth of the period of time covered by the Constitution. 

As I construe it many of the provisions of this great instru- 
ment are and were so intended to be, merely directory in their 
character, to be adopted, exercised, and enforced, permanently 
in most cases, but temporarily in others, as the exigencies and 
circumstances of the times might warrant and demand. 

Mr. Chairman, while the fact just stated, that Congress has 
heretofore exercised its authority to enact and enforce bank- 
ruptcy legislation but a small portion of the time since the for- 
mation of the 5 ipi a sompa y 1 . & 
stron, ment per. at such legislation not n 
ee ere, lor the welfare of the people, yet it is not in 


¢ 


my judgment by any means conclusive, for it is conceded on all 
hands, as I understand, that the various laws heretofore enacted 
on this subject (three in number) were ver crude, imperfect, and 
8 in their provisions and operations, so that instead of 
aifording the relief intended, by the spirit of the Constitution at 
least, they became burdensome, onerous, and offensive. 

Instead of afford the honest insolvent debtor a 
speedy, and fair distribution of his assets among his creditors as 
far as they would reach, and an honorable discharge from the 
unpaid balance of his indebtedness, so that he might thereafter 
start anew in life, these various laws seemed to provide a ma- 
chine, a method by which the unfortunate bankrupt's property 
was eaten up in costs and expenses pertaining to the ahnt 
et his estate, and hence their speedy repeal after but brief 

I 5 

Nor does it follow, in my humble judgment, that because Con- 
gress has failed thus often heretofore to adopt good, practical, 
satisfactory laws on this subject that none can be or should 
enacted now. f 

By reason of the fact that by this same Constitution the States 
are prohibited from adopting laws impairing the obligation of 
contracts itis absolutely necessary that Congress should act in 
order to accomplish one of the greatobjects and purposes of that 
section of the Constitution first quoted by me, viz: The discharge 
of a honest insolvent debtors from all fair obligations. 

Chairman, this should be the first and primary pur of 
all national bankruptcy legislation. Itmay beargued—in fact, it 
has been said upon this floor by some of the able gentlemen who 
have preceded me in opposition to this bill—that thë several 
States have power to grant this discharge as to all domestic or 
local indebtedness. So they have; but even if they exercise the 
power, which has been done but infrequently, if I mistake not, 
this would afford but a partial and poor relief in this regard at 
best; for in the first place, as a general rule, perhaps, a portion 
of the indebtedness, and frequently the greater part of it, is to 
e residing outside of the particular State in which the 

ebtor resides. And in the second place, it is the debtor's especial 
desire in nearly every instance, and very naturally, too, to be 
relieved, forever released, from this distant foreign indebted- 
ness, if you please, rather than of that in his own neighborhood, 
perhaps to his immediate friends and neighbors. 

The second object and op of a wiss bankrupt bill, and of 
no less importance than the first, should be. the fair, economical, 
prompt, and equitable distribution of the bankrupt's estate among 
all his creditors. And in my humble judgment, Mr. Chairman 
this also can be accomplished much better by uniform national 
legislation rather than by the various and oft conflicting, incon- 
sistent, and ever-changing laws of forty-four States. T truth 
and in fact every business man—substantially every business man 
who will be affected by this bill should it become a law—is both 
adebtor and a creditor every day of his active business Life. 
They are inseparable. We should never see while consider- 
ing this question that in an active business life, pertaining es- 

y to merchants and traders, every debtor is more or less 
a creditor, and every creditor is more or less a debtor. And 
hence whatever law will euy and fairly and without discrimi- 
nation benefit the creditor will per se as arule benefit the debtor, 
and vice versa. - 

And firmly believing that this bill, if amended in certain par- 
ticulars, a part of which I will indicate before I take my seat 
will be in the nature of a benefactor to both of these classes, 1 
shall vote for it. 

I say if amended in certain particulars, because, Mr. Chair- 
man, I betray no secret of our committee or violate no rule of 
the House when I say that it wasexpressly understood and agreed 
at the time this bill was reported to the House that in its pres- 
ent form it did not meet with the approval of a large portion 
of the committee. In fact, it was conceded, as I understood it, 
by a laega number of the committee that the bill was faulty 
in several minor respects at least, and hence that ample time 
should be secured and had for its careful consideration in the 
House, and that each member of the committee especially should 
be permitted to offer such amendments as he might desire and 
deem necessary to perfect the bill before being put on its final 


passage. $ 
Some of the committee, it is true, as- has already been stated 
on the floor here during this debate, were opposed to all that 
portion of the bill relating to involuntary bankruptcy, and but 
one or two of the committee, as I understood, being opposed to 
a bankrupt law in toto. Hence, while not desiring or intend- 
ing to censure or criticise any of my learned colleagues on the 
committee, I can not refrain from expressing my surprise at 
their general opposition to the bill, seemingly in whole and in 
part. In 8 with that understanding the friends of this 
measure, or rather, perhaps, the friends of good 3 
islation, a majority of the committee, invite a free, full, and 


rompt, 
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fully sustain in case a wrongful attempt is made to force him 
into 3 the creditor or creditors who institute the pro- 
eeedings should be required to give a good and sufficient bond of 
indemnity. This is required in my State, and perhaps in all the 
States, in cases of attachment, and for like reasons it should be 
required here, and an amendment to the bill to this effect should 
be first adopted. 

Section 8 should also be amended so as to provide that in case 
of the decease of the bankrupt after proceedings have been com- 
menced his widow and children shall be entitled to the benefit 
of the set-offs and exemptions allowed them by the laws of the 
respective States in cases of administration of decedents’ estates, 
as provided in the amendment, as I understand it, proposed b 
ii colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New Yor 

r. RAY]. 

Mr. Chairman; after the adoption of these and some other 
minor amendments which my time will not permit me to now 
indicate, I shall vote for the bill, firmly believing that such leg- 
islation is necessary and that it will prove a blessing to all de- 
serving debtors as well as the deserving creditors of this land. 
3 

uring the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of Mr. 
LAYTON having expired— 

Mr. CAMPBELL said: Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentle- 
man have five minutes more. 

Mr. OATES yielded five minutes, and subsequently five min- 
utes additional. j 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETZ] ten minutes. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to thisbill. Iam 
opposed to every section of it. -Iam opposed to any substitute for 
it. Ithink ita pernicious bill in the interest of the t creditor 
class and against the best interest of the debtor class. 1 think 
it an oppressive measure which if enacted into law will do more 
real injury to the small creditors of the country merchant than 
any act Congress could per Three times in the last ninety- 

three years the same principles embodied in this bill have been 
enacted into law b ngress, and each time in an incredibly 
short period repudiated by the people; and yet in the face of that 
history we find the wholesale merchants and boards of trads at- 
tempting it again. 

In 1800 a bankrupt law was passed by Congress embodying sub- 
stantially the same principles as the bill now under considera- 
tion. Its provisions were tried by the country, and found so ob- 
noxious that in less than three years it was Jo at ie by the 
country and repealed by Congress by an overwhelming majority. 
So injurious and oppressive was this law that it did not survive 
a single Administration. : 

Again, in 1841, the same law in principle was tried, and the 
same Con which passed it was compelled to repeal it. Not 
content with two trials with adverse verdicts, its advocates again, 
in 1867, made a motion for a new trial and Congress granted it. 
But like its former twin brothers it was also rejected by the 
popular will of the people and in less than four years after its 

assage the House voted twice to repeal it but it was sustained 

y the Senate until 1878, when opposition to it bee ume so fierce 
even the Senate was compelled to yield to the popular demand 
for its repeal, and accordingly in 1878 the bankrupt law of 1867 
was wiped from the statute books, and again the seal of con- 
demnation placed not only upon the law, but upon the principle 
of that kind of a law. So that in a period of ninety-three years, 
in three distinct generations, each with new and improved ideas, 
this same law was repudiated and rejected by the people. The 
bill in principle has had three distinct, fair trials by separate and 
impartial juries of three intelligent generations, and each time 
the same kind of a verdict wasreturned and our statutes purged 
of the law. 

And here, again, Mr. Chairman, in the year 1893, well-nigh 
on to a fourth generation of people, the same old putrid carcass 
of a thrice-repudiated law is thrust before Congress. A fourth 
motion for a new trial is made by its friends, alleging the same 
causes upon which new trials were granted its friends three 
times heretofore. Although not one of the judges that granted 
the new trial in 1867, I was one of the jury that signed the ver- 
dict against it. And now, being one of the judges in this in- 
stance, I am to pass on a motion for a new trial on the same law 
in principle that I signed the verdict that repealed it. With no 
better ight or sufficient reasons for the law now than then, it 
can easily be judged what my decision on the motion will be. 
Although almost a quarter of a century has passed since the re- 
ja of the last bankrupt law, yet the country has by no means 
orgotten the oppressive and loathsome effects of that law. 
Lest some of the particulars of that ruthless bankrupt law of 
1867 be forgotten, the friends of the proposed measure are re- 
viving the memories of the past. 

I am opposed to the bill because like all other bankrupt laws 


it is an attempt on the part of the wholesale dealers of the coun- 
try to invoke the aid of a powerful government to collect their 
private debts off the small merchants and retail dealers of the 
country. It is an effort to secure a law whose effects will be to 
drag the small retail merchant of the country away from his 
home, often many hundred miles, and force him into a United 
States bankrupt court, if misfortune should overtake him and 
he could not meet a debt aggregating 8500. I oppose a bank- 
rupt law for the reason it furnishes the means for the hungry, 
idle hanger-on around courts to devour and consume the assets 
of the unfortunate country merchantor trader who has falleninto 
the clutches of a merciless wholesale dealer. ? 

I oppose it because it drags the small creditors, often the 
farmers and laborers, of the small retail merchant, long distances 
from home into strange courts and indirectly compels them to 
employ lawyers and pay large foes to establish their little claim, 
Hag in the end get little or nothing on their claim. It often 
occurs that the greater number of creditors of a failing retail 
merchant are the farmers of the neighborhood who have sold 
him the little surplus of wheat, or corn, or pork, the only reward 
for a hard year’s work, or it may be the wagesof labor, or it ma 
be that the merchant has sought and obtained the loan of s: 
sums of money from his neighbors, asis often the case. 

This bill if passed would force these men I have mentioned in 
a distant United States court, to establish their claim and wait 
the will and pleasure of some rapacious officer or officers after 
their greed for fees have been satisfied for his pro rata share of 
what is left. Mr. Chairman, there are some debts more binding 
in conscience than others, and I believe a failing merchant or 
trader ought to be permitted to prefer such creditors as in good 
conscience he feels most bound to pay. This bill denies him 
that right. This bill puts the poor man onan equal footing with 
the rich in the distribution of what is left of a bankrupt estate 
after all expenses of administration are paid, which means about 
all of the estate; but it also puts the small creditor at a disad- 
vantage with the opulent creditor in this, that often after trav- 
eling expenses to and from court and lawyer fees and witness 
fees are paid, whatever amount is received in the final distribu- 
tion has been consumed in expenses. 

The farmer who has taken the risks of a blighted and failing 
crop by drought, winds, and floods, and managed to have a meager 
surplus at the end of the year, sells that surplus to the country 
merchant on credit, is now subjected to a double risk of getting 
little or nothing out of his claim by being iorced into eh renee? 
court to establish his claim and await what always is unfavorable 
and unsatisfactory results. The creditor of the failing debtor 
may be some poor widow woman, who despite all the hardships 
incident to her struggle for an existence has by close econom: 
ey ge to have a small surplus product which if sold for cas 
would perhaps pay her tax. She must be subjected to a long 
wait through the slow process of a bankrupt court and in the 
meantime suffer perhaps because she can not collect her debt, 
and perhaps herself be sold out by the taxgatherer of the county. 

This bill denies the debtor in such cases the right to prefer 
his debt to the widow. But, Mr. Chairman, aside from the 
justly harsh criticisms that might be made of this bill or any 
other embodying its principles, I am opposes to the passage of 
any 8 law, at least at this time, because no considerable 
portion of this country is demanding or even asking Congress 
to p3ss such a law. ho is demanding the passage of this law? 
A few of the wholesale merchants of the country, boards of 
trade, and opulent corporations alone are asking for it. No la- 
borer has asked for it. No labor union has knocked at the door 
of Congress for its passage. No farmer has been heard to cry 
out for the passage of such alaw. No small country retail mer- 
chant is 5 it to enable him to compromise with his cred- 
o and be discharged from the payment of an honest and just 

ebt, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I have never heard of a single man in 
my district even suggest the idea of Congress passing a bank- 
rupt law, much less demanding it. I have been in close touch 
with all my constituents ever since I have been in Congress and 
know something about what they want, I think, and I have the 
first word to hear from any constituent and the first letter to re- 
ceive from anybody asking me to vote for such a law, or even 
counseling the propre of passing such a law. No newspaper 
has ever published a single editorial or even thought it neces- 
sary to mention such a law, there being absolutely no demand 
for it anywhere in my district. 

The people have not considered this matter. They have not 
discussed it. They have not had an opportunity to express an 
opinion on it at the polls and are unpre to have thrust 
upon them at this time a law of such vital and far-reaching ef- 
fects. Its provisions are not understood by any considerable 
portion of the people for whom we are to legislate. Those most 
affected by it understand least about it, and I am opposed to its 
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pee until there is some kind ofa general request for it, and 
ts principles and provisions are understood by the country. 
seriously question the policy of cones passing any law until 
it has been asked for more generally by the country and its 
rinciples thoroughly discussed by the press and people. I be- 
ve it bad policy to lay aside great measures 8 by the 
people or even delay them to consider this or any other bill not 
asked for by any t number of people and certainly not under- 
stood by them. e people generally know what they want and 
have the ability to make their wants known to their representa- 
tives. I shall vote t this bill in any form. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the timeof Mr. 
BRETZ having expired 

Mr. BAILEY yielded five minutes more. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iyield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
STOCKDALE] one hour. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I shall op this bill. 
Indoing so I shall make no captious e and shall impugn 
the motives of no man who favors the bill. 

I have an abiding fear that members of this House who in- 
tend always to vote fairly will vote for this bill—those who do 
vote for it—without fully understanding it. Nomancan under- 
stand its many ingenious provisions at one or two readings, nor 
without careful study, and that will develop it into what may be 
denominated ‘‘a scheme.“ 

The prineiple of bankruptcy is admitted to be a humane one. 
The bankrupt bill of 1867 was passed with the humane purpose 
pny at least, of relieving the Mig of the South, who had 

n overwhelmed by misfortune. e voluntary provision isa 
humane one. It is the involuntary provisions of this bill to 
which I object. 

Upon an examination of this document it will be found that 
there is little else in it than the involuntary clauses. It shows 
forth on every o that the author of the bill, Judge Torrey, 
had nothing else in his mind but the involuntary clauses. 

On the second page of this bill the animus of it appears. One 
would naturally suppose, if the professions of its friends were can- 
did, and in the interest of the debtors who have honestly failed, 
that the bill would commence by providing voluntary bank- 
ruptcy for them and add to that clauses authorizing involuntary 
bankruptcy. But the reverse is true. The main if not sole ob- 
ject seems to be to collect debts in an arbitrary manner. I 
quote from the bill: 

t whom a petition been filed shall include son 
6 petition. = Fit 

It never occurred to the author to provide for a voluntary 
bankrupt; that was not in his mind nor was it his intention, but 
in the provision for involuntary bankruptcy he incidentally pro- 
vides for the man who wants to go into ruptcy. Here is 
his definition of the word bankrupt: 

“Bankrupt” shall include a person whom an involuntary peti- 
tion tg te lication to set a composition aside or to revoke a discharge 
has been tiled, or who has filed a voluntary petition. 

The provisions are first these weapons for creditors, then a 
voluntary bankrupt is incidentally permitted to come in. To 
make this machine more effective, more powerful, and more 
easily wielded, nearly everything is to be done in a summary 
manner. First, they enlarge the powers of a court for this pur- 
pose. Now, I want to know from these learned lawyers, old and 
young, in what cass except bankruptcy the powers of a court are 
enlarged to administer a particular law in favor of the plaintiff 
and to the detriment of the defendant—depriving him of rights 
guaranteed to him in other cases under general law? 

This bill, full of cruel and oppressive provisions, enlarges the 
powers of the court to suit them. We have also a new diction- 
ary here that supersedes Webster and Worcester, asort of legal 
grammar, and it is proposed to enact what the English language 
shall mean. It provides that when a word is used in one tense, 
it may be used in any other tense, and mean the same thing. 

“Court” shall mean the court of bankruptcy in which the proceedings are 

ing and may include the referee. 

Further on in this bill it will become patent how much the 
referee is a part of the court. 

The me of the word“ insolvent“ as defined by this bill 
has been very ably discussed. I intended to comment upon it at 
some length, but for the reason that it has been so ably dealt 
with by other gentlemen I pass over that. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to come within the hour which has 
been allowed me, and shall Hoe! ee time if possible. Lask 
now that I may be permitted to rt in my remarks what I de- 
sire in the way of statistics, without reading them here, and to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. It will save time. 

Mr. B EY. There will ba no objection to that, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
Sirera CULBERSON. There is already leave to everybody to 


Mr. OATES. I did not understand the gentleman's uest. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is to print statistics in connection with his 
remarks. 

Mr. OATES. Of course there is no objection to that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. As I believe this bill to be unphilan- 
tropic and unpatriotic, and a machine to oppress the people, I 
propose to examine its provisions critically. 

Among the causes of bankruptcy are these: If he shall fail 
for thirty days while insolvent to secure the release of any 
property levied upon under process of law for 8500 or over, or it 
such apa bey to be sold under such process then until three 
days before the time fixed for such sale and until a petition is 
filed.” I regang that as one of the most oppressive provisions, 
and one of the most urgent inducements to perjury that I have 
seen proposed for enactmentinto law and should never begranted 
a place on the national statute books. It was said by alawyer of 
some ability in my State, atone time, that “ an attach creditor 
sometimes swears with great facility.” About then there was 
an ny ares of attachments in the Federal courts, to the scandal 
and inj of good citizens. 

The Federal judges, in many instances, disregarding the deci- 
sions of the State courts, construing State statutes, it seemed 
almost as if judges regarded it as a duty to restrain debtors while 
creditors would flay them, and agents of wholesale houses would 
come there and sign in a perfunctory way whatever would pro- 
cure an attachment writ. 

Now, suppose two creditors conspire, or one alone sues out an 
attachment in either Federal or State court, and levies on the 
debtor’s property. That is almost sure to invite other attach- 
ments and his property is all levied on. How is he to procure its 
release until the trial comes on? His creditors have deprived 
him of the power to give a bond by taking away his property; 
his credit is ruined whether he is insolvent or solvent. The 
court in which his cases are to be tried may not sit for three or 
five months, and it is impossible for him to show that he is not 
insolvent, and equally impossible to show that he was not guilty 
of any fraud for want of trial. Then one or more of these 
creditors, who have sworn falsely, files his petition to declare 
the debtora bankrupt, nomatter that he may have been re 
solvent, but he did not release that property in thirty days anı 
consequently he is a bankrupt, however solvent he might have 
been when the attack was made upon him. Strippedof his prop- 
erty, he is not able to try the attachment suits, and he will never 
see that property more; for it has been seized, and property when 
seized by a bankruptcy court, so far as my observation and 
experience go, is in the same condition that my friend from 


Missouri the gold le was when it got into the hands 
of a capitalist: ‘‘ Farewell, vain world; I am going home.” 
[Laughter.] 


By this provision it is in the power of one corrupt man to put 
a debtor into bankruptcy whether he isa bankrupt or not. It 
isa most alluring invitation to false swearing, to fraud, to op- 
peanon, and if enacted into law would or ought to shame the jur- 

prudence of America. Orsup aman gets out an execution 
and levieson all or most of the property of the debtor; suppose the 
levy is excessive or the property undervalued; the party must 
go into court in order to discharge that levy, or another party 
to the judgment may be primarily liable to pay it all; but this 
debtor can not avail himself of his remedy in thirty days. But 
in the meantime a petition may be filed, and he may be put into 
bankruptcy, although he might have discharged that execution 
probably upon a propor valuation of the property if he had a lit- 
tle more time. But this bill does notintend to give proper time. 
It was never intended to give the debtor any right or justice be- 
fore the law. He isa criminal and a disgraced man from begin- 
ning to end. 

Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors” is an- 
other act made a cause of bankruptcy by this bill. Half, if not 
all the States of this Union have a law thata man may assign 
for the benefit of his creditors. He may do that in perfect good 
faith, in more than half of the States of this Union, without any 
intention to defraud anybody, and yet here comes in this law an 

uts him into . although his property, as I have 
8 it to be done, is enough to pay every dollar he owes, 
Some misfortune has overtaken a man in his business or in his 
family, or he may want to remove to another State to better his 
condition and not wait to convert his property; or he may want 
to accept a position with a good salary. He has not time to wind 
up his 2 — but he says Here is my property, sufficient to 
pay all my debts.” He makes an assignment to an assignee and 
gives him the power to sell and convert and pay those debts. 

Mr. BOAT Will it interrupt the gentleman for me to 
ask him a question there? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Certainly not. 

Mr. BOATNER. Ifa man finds himself in such a condition 
that it is necessary that he should make a transfer of his prop- 
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erty to an assignee for the benefit of his ereditors, is it not right 
that pe coat rs should have some say as to who that assignee 
should bez 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I know that is the opinion of most gen- 
tlemen supporting this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask for your opinion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Ihave been astonished to hear gentle- 
men, in whos judgment and patriotism I have the utmost con- 
fidence, argue on this bill as if the security of the creditor was 
the only matter to be considered in legislation of thissortand the 
debtor is a poor devil to be hunted down like a criminal. Now, 
I say,in answer to the gentleman’s question, that when a debtor 
3 over property enough to pay his creditors; when he wants 

wind up his business and go somewhere else, where he has 
an inducement in the shape of a large salary, and he says to the 
trustee, “Here is my property, take it, convert it, and pay m, 
debts,” what right is it of the creditors to say that they shoul 
have an opportunity to goin and gobble him up in a United 
States court, disgrace him, and hound him because he happens 
to be a debtor? It is his property, and he has the right to con- 
vert it in his own way into money to pay his debts and to have it 
doue by his friend so that it will be honestly done and not wasted 
or sacrificed. 

The oppression, not to speak of the tendency to corruption, of 
the power of the Federal courts, where men owing were 
taken 200 to 500 miles from home to try their cases for that small 
amount, induced the Congress of the United States, to remedy 
the abuse and hardship it involved, to raise the jurisdiction to 
$2,000 as the minimum for which debtors could be taken into the 
Federal courts. This is a scheme tosubvert and evade that law. 
It is a scheme to put all debtors into the Federal courts, where 
they can not afford to go. where they can not stand the expense 
of a trial, and make the United States courts again collecting 
agencies. A great lawyer once said, The judge seemed to be a 
guardian ad litem for foreign creditors,” 

Who does not know that it is the disposition of the Federal 
judiciary to extend its power and to exert that power with an 

ron hand to override State courts; and I believe that the liber- 
ties of the ple of America are more in danger from the 
Federal judiciary than from any other power. I have ob- 
served with anxiety that whenever legislation has been attempted 
or accomplished by Congress to curtail State rights and destroy 
State sovereignty, the Federal courts have been or were to be 
the machinery to circumscribe and restrain the rights and liber- 
ties of citizens and even exercise espionage over the ballot, the 
only weapon a freeman has for self-defense. If any Pay fayor- 
ing a stronger form of government should remain in power long 
enough to enable the Chief Executive to appoint the A peg from 
men who think as he desires them, and then put the power of 
the ballot in their hands, he will be so nearly a dictator that 
the temptation should not be placed in view of a strong, ambi- 
tious man. 

It is not wonderful that people are alittle chary of coming 
in contact with these bankruptcy courts. The administration of 
‘the bankruptcy law of 1867 remain a disgrace until the rec- 
ords decay or are destroyed. I have here the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of this House in reference to certain 
1 which took place in the State from which my col- 

eague on the committee [Mr. BOATNER] comes. In the k- 
ruptey court of that State, held in the greatcity of New Orleans, 
the law of 1867, intended by Congress no doubt partly to relieve 
the Southern people after the war, was put into operation by the 
machinery set forth in this report. The campaign was inaugu- 
rated by this order, to wit: 

Ordered, That E. E. Norton be, and he is hereby, ap ted official assignee 
in bankruptcy of this court, to whom, upon an adjudication in bankru 8 
a surrender of all assets and estate shall be made in all cases; and he 
hereby designated as the person to be appointed in all eases where 
appointments of assignees are to be e, under section 13 of the act. And 
he shall be appointed additional assignee in all eases where the assignee 
elected by the creditors shall be approved by the judge, unless otherwise 
specially ordered. 


Of this order the committee said: 


It was manifestly the purpose of this order to force all bankrupt estates 
into the hands of Norton. Under its provisions, he took possession, im- 
mediately upon adjudication, of all assets and estate of 8 
estate that Was mortgaged for all or more than it was worth, as well as per- 
sonal assets. By it he was appointed in all cases under section 13 
of the bankrupt act, in advance ofany p filed without re- 
gard to cireums 


framed to absorb the estate. bond in pur- 
suance of the law was required for him by the ereditors, he charged 2} per 


cent commission to the estate for 
fidelity, in one case receiving $1,250 on 
In cases where real estate was m 


his bond to secure his own official 
account alone. 

from th ies interested th t flange sums of money, varying 
om the parties e payment o sums of money, 

from $500 to over $5,000, to secure the release of the property from the bank- 

ruptey all of which he kept by way of compensation for his 

2 in no case putting any part of it into the assets of the respective 

estates. z ` 


My friend [Mr. BOATNER] knows what became of the estates 
which went iuto the hands of Norton and Durell. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is not the gentleman very well aware that 
this bill provides against the very kind of evil to which he is 
now referring, by satiny, Bese in all cases the creditors shall 
elect the assignee, and that no official assignee shall be ap- 


inted by the Federal court? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not desire too much of my time ta- 
ken up by that sort of a speech. [Laughter.] I am talking his- 


tory now, 

Mr. BOATNER. Then the gentleman ought not tomake reflec- 
tions upon this bill which are not justified by its provisions, and 
if he undertakes to read history to us, he ought to read history 
that is 001 riate, 

Mr.S ALE, I do not desire to do that, but I am read- 
ing history; does the gentleman deny it? I do not read these 
facts to make reflections on this bill in that particular, nor to 
read history that is inappropriate; I read it toshow what has 
been the practice of bankrupt courts, and while this bill does 
avoid that particular opportunity of abuse, it has others that 
are worse, as I will presently point out and people should be 
wary of it. The fact that this bill withholds from the courts 
the powers they abused in 1867 is recognition by its sup- 
porters that there is danger to the people in these courts, and 
therefore these tsof powers should not be made. Now let us 
2 what the Ju Committee further says. I quote as fol- 

ows: 


With reference to oppositions to the charges made in bankruptcy cases, 


J U made the following order: 
sua tenor auf augue aad e Oo 
5 matter rele one 0! 
commissioners of the court for examination and report; that the party 
posing shall first d d with the clerk or the commissioner the sum of 
to secure the costs that may be incurred by such reference, and in case the 
opposition be sustained the de tshall be returned. 
“It is further ordered that order shall apply to the two cases, Nos. 
1144 and 1172, referred on yesterday.” 
This order had the efect ta provans scrutiny into the charges referred to. 


It by an ee = haves in the maver of 8 8 
perty involvi proceedings in bankruptcy during the 
since bor extended over the States of Texas, Arkansas, Mississippi, Louis“ 


ana, and Tennessee, and amounted to over $3,000,000, 
Again the committee said: 


Norton made an arrangement with the auctioneers who made sales of 
bankrupt property, by virtue of which a division of the fees and c of 
the auctioneers was made between them and Norton. Outof this Norton 
received, as is shown, more than $20,000. 

These facts, while they indicate a state of most extraordinary adminis- 
tration in the office of ee in bankruptcy, your committee could not 
trace directly to the know of Judge Durell, although some testimony 
was given tending to show such knowledge. 


All through this report of the committee are statements far 
more ing than the one that I have just read. I will not 
stop to read them now, but will insert some of them in my re- 
marks. Here are some extracts from the report. 

Mr. Sanger was attorney of the creditors of Davis & Jackson 
adjudged to be bankrupts. He proposed to have trustees elected 
under the law. In this connection he testified as follows, after 
stating that he had a power of attorney from Davis & Jackson: 


Under that power of attorney I went to New Orleans, taking with mea 
— 5 attorney from Mr. Smith to act for him. Mr. Ellis also went to New 
leans. I hada power of attorney from all the creditors to vote, and also 
powers of attorney from Mr. Catlin and Mr. Levenson, two of the trustees, 
to represent them in matters where it might be necessary. When I got 
to New Orleans and attended court on the day appointed for the meeting of 
creditors, presuming that everyth: was all t, I proceeded to vote for 
trustees, when I was stopped by Mr. Hughes. 

I asked him what the matter was now. Said he, Lou gentlemen have 
seen fit to take some action in this matter, but as I represent Mr Norton, I 
do not intend to have this mee go on without his consent. You cannot, 
take these proceedings out of our in that * IsaidI tho tthe 
whole matter was arranged, that Mr. Ellis had told us that it was right 
and that Mr. Ellis was there; but in fact Ellis had not come to that meeting; 
he had kept away, and the only one that ap was Hughes. Hughes 
said no, that the meeting could not go on, use, in the first place, the 
commission had not been returned from New York. I said that t was 
abandoned, the second pon said he, Mr. Norton has not given his 

of the property here, and be will not Ko 
urned with x 


thing was all right. I 
ə said he did not know 


and had gi 


said, Did you see that we have agreed to cer 
not agree to that we will leave it to the j No,“ said he, our fees 
must be settled first; settle our fees and you can go and elect your trus- 


I asked him what ty E would have that if we settled the fees, trus- 
tees could be Says he, “You arrange the fees, and I will see that 
your trustees are elected, and that they are ratified; and then he told me 
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to go and see Norton. I went to see Norton, and from there to Cotton & 
Levy, and back again, and all around to makesome compromise, and 
eventually I went to see Norton at the request of Cotton & Levy. Norton 
said this thing could be arranged; all I had to do, he said, was 88 
counsel and they would N his compensation was to be. ecame 
together, Cotton & Levy, and Billings & Hughes, and lf. Iwas sitting 
here, as it were, and Nortonsat a little way behind me. I said, Gentlemen, 
now what do you want; what am I to pay in order to have this meeting go 
on and mv trustees elected?“ Then — commenced to figure, Mr. Cotton 
and Mr. Hughes. They conferred together a little while, and then said to 
me, ‘I will tell you what we will do; you pay all theexpenses that have been 
incurred by both Mr. Norton and Mr. Ellis, and pay them a reasonable com- 
were for their trouble, and pay us, and you shall have your trustees 


Iasked them tostate the amounts. Then they stated the amounts as fol- 
lows: E. E. Norton, custodian in New Orleans, was to get some 86,500, and, 
in addition, disbursements, which they represented amounted to $4,201.69. 
Mr. Ellis, custodian, was to get a like sum of 84,500, and, in addition, dis- 
bursements in eee, proceedings, amounting to $850. Cotton & Levy, 
Ellis's lawyers, and Billings & Hughes, Norton's lawyers, were to get each 
the sum of 8,500. That made nearly $30,000: and the money they had 
there was 842,000. It was that this money should be kept by them 
out of the fund that was in bank, and that they were togive me a check for 
the balance. I thought this was pretty eg I telegraphed to New York 
that the best I could do was to pay about $30,000, and then I could get the 
estate out ot their hands. They telegraphed me from New York that Ishould 
not doit; that it was too large; that I should try 820.000. Well, I could not 
move them, and that is what it remained at, $25, in fees and about $5,000 
in making altogether $30,000, and I was coerced into that settle- 
ment, and subsequently eed to it, and agreed to the entry of an order, 
and Mr. Hughes and Mr. Norton said to me afterward, when Í again stated 
my doubts about having my voting ratified. should I vote for these gentle- 
men as trustees, ‘‘ Don’t you bother yourself about that; just consent to the 
fees paid, and we will have the order.” 

It was about 4 o'clock in the afternoon when I drew up consent to that 
effect, and Mr. Hughes drew this order which set forth the fact that the 
proper parties, who were authorized to make this compromise, had eel 
upon certain specific amounts to be po each m consenting to the is- 
suing of this order. At 4o’clock Mr. hes took this order away with him, 
and he brought it back signed by Judge ll, as Well as all the papers that 
I had signed electing these gentlemen as trustees. I carried out the resolu- 
tion electing Catlin, and E and Levenson trustees, and Charles H. Smith 
and A. L. S „and Carhart the committee, under whose direction the 
trustees should act. I drew up all the papers providing for the election of 
trustees and gave them to Mr. Hughes, and he took them and the order to 
Judge Durell, and they were all signed. The next morning, instead of giv- 
ing the check (which was for about $13,009. the balance left) to me, they made 
it payanio to the order of the trustees. They gave Ellis a c for fees, 
which had been fixed by this order at 85,500, with some $850 disbursements; 
and then gave him a check for the balance, some $13,000, which stood to the 
credit of the creditors. The check was payable to the order of the three 
trustees, and Ellis took it and brought it to New York, or got a draft on New 
York for it. The other check was made payable to his own order. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: 

Q. Were there any items presented in any of those accounts to be paid to 

those individuals, or was it a gross sum’ 
sum stated in the lump, just as I 


A. The amount for services was a 
have stated 8 any items. There was an item of disbursements of 


some 84,000, which was made up of separate items. Mr. Norton handed me 


the ledger, and the disbursements wers 9 1 f little, except what 
were represented to be for en orders. Part of these were for auc- 
tloncers' fees. I did not inquire into the legitimacy of the fees, nor whether 
they were a 8 

What had m done by the “custodian” in New Orleans, except to 
sell these $42,000 TOA of goods? 


A. No! at all. 
Q. Was $42,000 the net sum that the goods brought? 


A. That was net. 

Do you know what the goods sold for in gross? 

They sold for more than that, and my impression now is that the auc- 
tioneers Aeducted their commissions first, and Norton deposited the balance 
in the Bank of Louisiana. : 

Had these facts been communicated by a les3 authoritative 
source than committees of the House of Representatives the 
world would not believe them, they are so infamous. In Missis- 
sipppi there was a court presided over by a judge who was re- 
garded as proverbially honest. He never got any benefit from 
these bankruptcy proceedings and he never got drunk. Butthe 
bankrupt estates were managed with extravagance, such as 10 
per cent for attorneys’ fees and the like—amounting in one estate 
to 87,000. I have not been able to find anyone conversant with 
the facts who will say that in any bankruptcy court litigation 
was conducted fairly asin other cases. practices seem 
to be indigenous to bankruptcy courts. 

Another cause for putting a debtor in bankruptcy is: 

Suffered, while insolvent, an executi on for $00 or over, or a number of ex- 
ecutions aggregating such amount, ag ainst himself to be returned no prop- 
erty found, unless the amount shown to be due by such execution shall be 
paid before a petition is filed. 

This clause of the bill puts in the power of a sheriff or mar- 
shal, as the case may be, fo put a solvent man in bankruptcy or 
provide the cause, without his knowledge or his fault. it a 
sheriff wanted to revenge himself, or was too indolent or care- 
less to look for property, he would return the execution nulla 
bona. This bill does not even require him to call on the debtor 
to show property. 

As I said of another case, he may have been sued jointly with 
another man for whom he was security, rore joint maker, 
and depended on the other man to pay it, and gone from the 
State or from the county on business for thirty days and knows 
nothing of theexecution, never expecting to pay the debt. Very 
many such hardships might be enumerated. No matter that he 
might return the next day after ee filed, with pan of 
money to pay the debt, by this bill he is a bankrupt, and if he 


owes $5,000 debts and has $40,000 worth of propeyty he can be 
forced to make out his schedule of all his debts and all his prop- 
erty and bring it into court. 

his is no accident. The bill was drawn by a shrewd lawyer, 
and it is full of such traps and pitfalls. 

Here is still another act of bankruptcy: 

Suspended and not resumed for thirt 
while insolvent the payment of his sche Ball Saber Ree toate 
$500 or over. 

Now, I wish with all the earnestness of which I am capable to 
appeal to this House, and especially to the gentleman from 
1 who is my neighbor, not to perpetrate this act upon 
my people. 

Mt. OATNER. I will say to the gentleman that so far as I 
am concerned, I am perfectly willing, and in fact I advocate, 
that that provision be stricken from the bill. I never defended it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have heard expressions of that kind 
from friends of this bill again and again. Whenever objection 
is made to obnoxious provisions they are willing to strike it out. 
I do not know what our distinguished chairman, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], the gentleman in charge of this 
defense [Mr. BAILEY], or the handsome gentleman sitting in 
front of me [Mr. KILGORE] may ultimately do in this matter; 
but so far as Iam concerned, if these gentlemen who so ably 
conduct the contention for this bill, will consent to an amend- 
ment, which ought in conscience and good faith to be made, 
seing out the provisions for involuntary bankruptcy, then I 
am ready to take my seat now and so no more. lam not 
opposed to a voluntary bankruptlaw. My objections are to the 
unjust and cruel drastic provisions of the involuntary features 
of this measure. 

Those provisions ought to be stricken out. Every once and a 
while when various porion of this bill are shown up in their - 
native deformity and crookedness and oppression, the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES] will say, Vou can strike that 
out.” God knows these provisions ought to be stricken out; 
they never ought to have put their ugly visage in this measure. 

But suppose these provisions are strieken out in the House, 
what have we been taught by the history of other measures in 
this House? When I first came to Congress, I thought I had 
become associated with the cleverest set of gentlemen I had ever 
seen. When I offered an amendment they would say, All 
right; we will accept that amendment, and allow it to pass.“ 
But afterward the bill would go into conference, would come 
back into the House without the amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And soI would have to bid good bye to 
my amendment. Now, when we come to haveaconference with 
the Senate on this bill the gentleman from Alabama pa: OATES] 
will be on the committee, probably the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. BOATNER], and one 8 member who may be in 
favor of the bill as itis. The Senate committee will stand in 
about the same way. The committee of conference will come in 
here and will present their report, move to concur in the con- 
ference report, und move the previous question; the Speaker 
will put the question. Gentlemen may say they are willing to 
consent to this or the other amendment, but Mr. Torrey will not 
consent to them, and he is the “boss” of this concern. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Under this bill you can not put a farmer into bankruptey nor 
a national bank. Is not this the strangest pair of twins that ever 
was seen. The lion and the lambare about tolie down together 
the United States banks and the farmers! I doubt whether the 
farmers will like the company. The legislation of this country 
has already well-nigh bankrupted the farmers, and if we do not 
do something for their relief soon it will be little use to exempt 
them, for they will have nothing. 

But what is the effect of this bill on the farmer? Inthe South 
money is realized almost entirely from the cotton and sugar crops. 
They mature about thesame time. Money comes in to the mer- 
chant once ayear. During the summer merchants advance sup- 

lies to the planters, as well as men who float logs to market. 

o secure these merchants who give them credit, the farmers are 
obliged to give a mortgage ontheir homesteads. In anordinary 
proceeding for debt the creditor can not take the homestead or 
such property as is exempted by law. 

But these farmers have been compelled under the oppressive 
legislation of thisGovernment to mortgage their homes 8, to 
mortgage their exempt pro rty. The merchant is trying to 
carry the farmer through. But he has given his note for sup- 

lies in New Orleans or St. Louis. Here comes the creditor who 
1 — to be preferred and says, You pay me or secure me in 
full or I will put you into bankruptcy within thirty days, for I 
have your commercial paper.” atisa 8 going todo 
under such circumstances? The debtor may be perfectly solvent 
if you will let him go until the cotton crop comes in; he will 
then be able to pay every dollar he owes; but he can not do it in 
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midsummer, and he is thrust into bankruptcy. What then? 
Why, the mortgage which the farmer has given on his home- 
stead and on his exempt propery goes into the hands of a trus- 
tee. It is converted; and he is turned out of his home and loses 
his crop which he has toiled early and late to make thus far, and 
creditors, by putting one merchant in bankruptcy, may get fifty 
farms for a song and make the owners tenants, because this 
trouble comes ata time when he or they can raise no money. 

Thus to people of the poorer classes a measure of this kind 
would operate as absolute confiscation. J appeal to gentlemen 
from the wealthier parts of this country who do not need the 

ge of a bill of this kind—gentlemen whose constituents 
ave plenty of money. I say to them it is not necessary to ruin 
our people in this summary, oppressive, and unjust way. 

Now, [want to call attention to another unique feature of this 
measure. Let us see for what offenses a debtor may be impris- 
oned for two years by the action of the United States court; and 
imprisonment by such tribunals means either imprisonment in 
the penitentiary or in the county jail, as the court may deter- 
mine. Here is a definition of one of the offenses: 

Made a substantially false valuation, as a bankrupt, of any of the prop- 
erty of his estate in schedule of property, or omitted therefrom any of 
the property of his estate, or from the list of his creditors any person to 
whom he is indebted in a substantial amount, or included therein any per- 
son to whom he is not indebted or included therein a creditor for an amount 
substantially more than the true indebtedness. 

If the debtor happens to include in the list as a creditor a man 
to whom he is not Sndebied, he is imprisoned two years. He 
may think he owes him. They may have had mutual aere 
accounts and he thinks he is indebted a considerable sum, but 
it turns out that he is mistaken he goes to prison for two 3 
There is no provision that if he willfully does it,” but simply 
if he does it. 

On the other hand, if he omits a creditor by accidentor mistake, 
or refuses to acknowledgea debt that he does not owe or believes 
he does notowe, if the court should hold that he did, he may be 
imprisoned for two years. The man who is charged with a debt 
that he disputes, will be in a dilemma. However unjust or corrupt 
the decision of the court may be, he goes to prison ifitisadverse 
to his report. This was no oversight. The bill shows careful 
and cunning Study from its initial to its final letter. These 
gentlemen may be willing to insert the word willfully” here 
but the author of the bill has not put it in, and he never tended 
to. He intended to hold this in terrorem over the creditors. The 
bankrupt may say that he does not owe the debt justly; that it 
is an unfounded claim. There is no provision for that. There 
may be an honest difference as to the amount of the claim, orhe 
may believe that he has paid the debt; but yo matter what the 
circumstances, if a mistake is made he goes to prison. It is not 
provided, as in all other penal statutes, that if these things ‘ be 
willfully” or“ corruptly” done. 

I say that that is the intention of the bill. It was framed 
a learned lawyer, and he is a fine lawyer. He is not only a g 
lawyer, but is a man of shrewd intellect and extensive informa- 
tion, and he has prepared barbs and put them all over this bill 
to catch and tear the unfortunate debtors of the country. 

The eleventh act for which imprisonment will be inflicted— 

(11) Transferred, otherwise than in the ordinary course of his business, 
and n of bankruptcy, any property which he has obtained 
onc . 

Suppose a merchant had purchased goods on credit and such 
a panic as is now upon us overtakes him and he has not sold 
them and can not sell them. Any honest man would give them 
back to the seller on demand, and especially if he contemplated 
Dankruptey; but that would not be in the ordinary course of 
his business” for a retail merchant to sell to a wholesale mer- 
chant, and he would go to prison for two years under this bill for 
that honest act, which if he did not do he would be denounced 
as dishonest. 

Suppose a merchant both solvent and honest shapes his busi- 
ness prudently with the lights before him in the spring, and 
agrees to furnish a certain number of customers, but to his sur- 
prise about July when the cropis nearly made and promises 
well, a panic overtakeshim. Perhaps his money is in a national 
bank and he can not get it. He sees he can not get through 
and that his failure will greatly distress his customers. Heap- 

lies to a friend, who has never made a dollar out of him, for a 

oan of money, and gets it without interest, both thinking that 
an extra session of Congress will relieve the hard times. He 
buys supplies with that money and sells to his customers to carry 
them through and enable them to finish their crops, and takes 
their notes secured for these same supplies that he bought with 
that borrowed money—and cotton or sugar is low, or cut short 
by drought or flood—and he fears he can not pay all hisdebts that 
fall, and transfers these same notes to repay that money, it 
would be an act of bankruptcy under this bill—sixth clause—and 


if his business failed to such an extent that he contemplated be- 
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ing pokas bankruptcy he would be imprisoned for that act under 
this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we say thatis pretty hard. Itisentirely 
contrary toall the criminal jurisprudence of the country. There 
is nothing like it in the common law that has been handed down 
to usas the perfection of wisdom and justice. Whether any civil- 
ized country has ever adopted sucha statute or not I do not know. 
It is too harsh, too unjustifiable for this country and people. 

Now, we will go over to the next page and see how leniently 
this bill treats the other people who are to be chosen to enforce 
this iniquity and who may be as corrupt as Hades—I believe that 
is the parliamentary term now. 

A MEMBER. Sheol. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, Hades or sheol, either of them will 
do; in fact the old Anglo-Saxon word would satisfy me when I 
am talking about this bill. [Laughter.] Let us see what it says: 

First. A person shall be punished by fine, not to exceed $100, upon convic- 
tion of the offense of 1 acted as a referee in a case in which 
he is directly or indirectly interested. r, 

Mr. BOATNER. That is, the lawyers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, no; the lawyers do not act as refer- 
ees. They can do better, especially those of them who live about 
the bankruptcy courts. 

I do not know how I would do myself if I was down there, but 
Iam now representing the people. [Laughter.] It would be bet- 
ter for the country’s credit and for the interest of creditors if 
lawyers would act as referees and trustees. They have a pro- 
fessional pride that prevents the ridiculous practices that seem 
to be inevitable to bankrupt courts. 

2. Neglected while an officer to furnish in writing and transmit by mail 
information such as is within his knowledge, or as may be shown by the 
records and papers in his possession, to the Attorney-General for statis- 
tical purposes within thirty days after being requested by him to do so. 

Now, here is a very i feature of this bill, upon which 
depends the momi of its execution. The Attorney-General 
may overlook this officer of the United States Government; but 
if he fails to make an accurate report of the records and papers 
in his possession, what is the consequence? He is not sent to 
jail or to the penitentiary for two years. Oh, no! The poor 

ebtor may goto the jail fortwo years if John Smithclaims $100 
and the debtor claims that he owes him only $50 or nothing at 
all. If it should turn out that he did owe it, or if the bankrupt 
court should so decide, whether correctly or not, he goes to the 
paee to the penitentiary for two years for insisting upon his 
rights, 

ut if a man takes a thousand dollars while an officer and fails 
to report it to the Attorney-General—and he may go through 
his court here as infamously as Norton did and get away with 
$10,000, or any amount of dollarsof the estate—his punishment is 
a fine of $100. They might be amenable to the criminal law; but 
who ever heard of such a prosecution? What is the difference 
between Norton and those people who will execute this law in 
some places throughout the country? And Norton and his ac- 
complices werenot prosecuted, notwithstanding theirextortions, 
such as mn $30,000 fees out of a $42,000 fund. Besides, it is 
the animus of this bill I am discussing, aiming to wreak ven- 
geance of two years’ imprisonment on a debtor for a mistake, and 
only $100 fine on officers of the court for a willful and corrupt 
violation of duty. 

Again: 

If he neglect for thirty days, while a referee or trustee, to furnish such rea- 
sonable information concerning an estate in process of administration be- 
fore him, or of which he is trustee, as may be requested by parties in interest. 

The trustee, a sworn officer of the court, into whose hands the 
assets are placed and who has to administer them and sell the 
estate and account for the funds, if he fails in his duty—and he 
is supposed to be an intelligent man—if he fails and acts cor- 
ruptly, why he pays this fine of $100. 

ut the man who happens to make a mistake between John 
Smith for 850 goes to jail for two years. I suppose these gen- 
tlemen would not mean any such injustice. I would not make 
any such intimation; but it shows that this bill has not been 
closely scanned, has not been critically examined, for I know 
these gentlemen do not tolerate any such injustice as that. 

Or practiced while a referee as an attorney, a counselor at law, solicitor in 
equity, or proctor in admiralty, in any b: uptcy proceed: ey 
The debtor would not know any better possibly, than to vio- 
late the law, and yet he is imprisoned for two years; but the 
lawyer who is presumed to know the lawand willfully violatesit 
pays $100. He could well afford to do it if he could make a few 
thousand dollars by the operation. 

Who can read these two parts of this bill and not see that the 
former is intended by its author to handle debtors with severity, 
even with cruelty, while the latter invites the people who 
may be chosen for their qualifications to perpetrate the outrages 
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upon the rights of citizens to rigorous persecution of debtors by 
receiving in advance virtual immunity from liability for crime. 

I will insert here paragraph bof section 8 and all of section 9 
of this bill, and submit them without comment to civilized people: 

b. The judge may, at time after the filing of a petition by or inst a 
person and before tha expiration of six months after he has been adjudged 
à bankrupt, upon affidavit of an 2 in interest that such bankrupt is 
about to leave the district and that his departure will defeat the - 
ings therein, issue a warrant tothe marshal directing him to D such 
bankrupt forthwith before the court; if upon hearing the evidence it shall 
a r 2 the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are true and that 
itis necessary, he shall order such marshal to keep such bankrupt in cus- 
tody, but not imprison him, until he shall be released or give bail condi- 
tioned for his appearance from time to time, as required by the court, aud 
for his obedience to all lawful orders. 

Sec. 9. a Extradition of bankrupts.— Whenever a warrant for tho appre- 
hension of a bankrupt shel! have issued, and he shall have been found 
within the jurisdiction of a court other than the one issuing the warrant, he 
may be extradited int e same manner in which ms under indictment 
are now extradited from one district, within which a district eourt has juris- 
diction, to another. 

Another offense— 

Purchased while a referee directly or indirectly any property of an estate 
in bankruptcy. 

That would be a verycorruptact. He having judicial powers, 
and if permitted to do it, a corrupt man would enter corrupt or- 
ders and profit by them; and pos the only barrier interposed by 
this bill to such acts is a fine of $100. How lenientitis to corrupt 
Officials and how cruel to unfortunate debtors. Oh, this is a 
terrible bill. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-one minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, here is the way in which this bill 
makes a referee a part of the court: 

The referee shall certify the facts. 

That is, ifanybody ‘‘cuts up” before the referee, sitting on a 
log somewhere or at a country schoolhouse, if any man does 
anything unbecoming to the dignity of that referee, then— 

The referee shall certify the facts to the judge, if any person shall do any 
of the things forbidden in this section. e judge shall thereupon, in a 
summary manner, hear the evidence as to the acts complained of and, if it 
is such as to warrant him in so doing, punish such person in the same man- 
ner and tothe same extent as for a contemptcommitted before the court of 
bankruptcy or commit such person upon the same conditions as if the doing 
of the forbidden act had occurred with reference to the process of or in the 
presence of the court. 

Who ever heard of such a provision as that? A referee, 

icked up in every county, selected for political services, per- 
Eens some fellow whodoes notknow whatalawyer or a party to 
a suit can do or can not do before a court; may be taken hundreds 
of iniles to Jackson, in my State, or to New Orleans, or Alexan- 
dria, or Baton Rouge, in Louisiana. In Texas he might have 
to go as far as across New England to answer for contempt of a 
referee, and the petitioner would be put upon his proof to show 
that the creditors were fewer than twelve. They might puthim 
upon the stand and examine him, but under this bill, if that is 

eged, the debtor must come in and file his schedule, and show 
to the court just whom heowes, where the creditors live and what 
amount, and even then, if he happens to say he owes a man $175 
when he owes him $150, he goes to jail, and if he owes 8150 and 
says that he owes $125, then he goes to jail. 

ir. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How does that provision 
hurt him if he is solvent? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam rng Ue that a manof the intelli- 
gence of the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooruHIs] 
should ask thatquestion, unless he is like some of the balance of 
these people, and have an absolute contempt fora poor man or 
debtor. 

Mr. VAN VOORHITS of New York. Oh, no; I am a poor man 


myself. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, you have no business in New York, 
then. Your constituents never knew that factor they would not 
have sent you to Congress. [Laughter.] Just wait until the 
tariff bill comes in, if it contains a schedule to tax incomes, and 
my friend from New York will make eloquent appeals to the 
House not to form an inguisition into a man’s business. 

How does it hurt him ff he is solvent? Take a solvent man u 
when he is going on with his business, moving quietly and well, 
some creditor comes upon him with a conscience seared over with 
long practice in such methods and alleges that a debtor's credit- 
ors are fewer than twelve; instead of you giving him such an op 

ortunity as any other man would have to try his cause, he 

orced into court and must show up his whole business, in mid- 
summer in my country, when there is no money in the country 
(and there is none anywhere else now, so far as that is concerned), 
and he must show his whole business; he must stop his business 
and go on and make a contest.with this creditor and pay law- 
yers and incur expenses to disprove a mere allegation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. All he has got to do is 
to deny it, and then the lawyer must prove his case. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is just where you show you do not 


know anything about the bill. [Laughter.] I said that at the 
beginning; that if gentlemen would read this bill they would not 
support it. If you will read this bill you will find you are mis- 


en. 

7972 VAN VOORGIS of New York. I am not supporting this 
bill, 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam glad to hear you say that. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It is a general rule that 
if a man makes a complaint the other party may deny, and then 
issue is joined. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is justice; that is right; but that is 
not this bill. 

Mr. WEVER. That is right. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He must go into court and show asched- 
ule of his debts.and creditors before he. can deny it successfully. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. IL am not quite sure you 
are right about that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And that would ruin his credit, if he had 
any. It would strike anybedy that way who knows anything 
of just legal proceedings. I do not wonder that you doubt the 
accuracy of my statement. I do not wonder that you or any 
honest lawyer are startled at the statement, for such a thing is 
unknown in the jurisprudence of the Anglo-Saxons. If he were 
to be put upon his proof it would be all right; but this bill 
evades intentionally that principle, because it was drawn by 
one of the most astute lawyers in this country. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I agree with you about 
that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will settle the question as to whether 
Jam right by reading from the bill. 

Tf it be averred in the petition that the creditors of the bankrupt are less 


mar 3 number, and less than three creditors have joined as petitioners 
therein— 4 


Now listen here— 


and the answer avers the existence of a larger number of creditors, there 
shall bo filed with the answer a list under oath of all the creditors, with their 
addresses and several amounts due to them, and thereupon the court shall 
cause all such creditors to be notified of the pendency of such petition and 
shall delay the hearing upon such petition for a reasonable time— 

For what? 


to the end that parties in interest shall have an opportunity to be heard. 


No respect is paid to the man whose business has been thus 
rudely broken upon. But the court will delay until creditors 
can leasurely examine him. 

You may delay it as long as you please; you have the debtor 
in yourclatches. Here is aman perfectly solvent, brought in b 
a false oath, or no oath, and compelled toshow up his whole busi- 
ness. If heisnot insolvent make him so by this means, destroy 
his credit and turn him loose, and the man who works all this 
ruin without even the consent of a single other creditor incurs 
no liability, is not even required to givea bond to answer in dam- 
ages to the injured man. 

What superior claims have the creditor class upon the Gov- 
ernment that Congress shall disgrace itself by reversing the 
rules of evidence of an hundred years’ standing in order to give 
them an unfair advantage in the courts? 

The proposition that this Government shall require its courts 
to force its citizens to parade a full schedule of their business 
before the court under oath at the behest of one creditor and 
notify all the others to come and behold it, and thus ruin his 
business and credit, then turn him loose with a sneer—only a 
poor devil of a debtor, anyhow—evinces to my mind a degree 
of insolence in the wealthy classes that I never expected to see 
in America. I know of no epithetsufficiently vigorous to name 
it, and much less did I ever expect to see an American Congress 
willing to aid them in such a scheme. I do not believe it will; 
patriotic men will not vote for it. 

I venture the prediction that when the vote on this measure 
shall have been taken and recorded, it will present a rare 
anomaly. Framed and urged professedly in the interests and 
for the relief of debtors, it is opposed by representatives of the 
debtor classes and championed by the creditor classes. This is 
evidence that it is a scheme, a fraud, a snare, and upon its own 
face are branded evidences of tyranny and oppression and a jeer- 
ing contempt for the rights as well as the liberties of American 
citizens and for the pride of the race. 

Mr. Chairman, a tariff bill will be in here presently. Possi- 
bly it ma contain among its provisions one imposing a tax on 
incomes in some form. If so, judging from the past, many gen- 
tlemen on this floor who represent constituencies among whom 
banks, insurance companies, trust companies, and great aggre- 

tions of wealth flourish, will swell to the danger line with in- 

nation at the idea of a Government officer being authorized 
to look into their business. It is inquisitorial” they will say. 
I suggest to those who e t to say that then, to withhold a 
vote for this measure, which not only allows a revengeful cred- 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 51 


itor to examine a man's business, but to require the man him- 
self to spread a full sworn schedule before the world on the 
records of the bankrupt court in order to prove himself not in- 
solvent. He may be so held for months and then a creditor who 
did not gain in the prosecution may put him in 8 for 
nonpayment of his commercial paper in thirty days while he 
was in that fix. In the South three-fourths of the merchants 
could be forced into bankruptcy under this bill if it becomes a 
law and widespread disaster be visited on the farmers and tim- 
ber men, while if let alone until the cotton and sugar crops are 
marketed and the rains fall to float logs they would be perfectly 
solvent. Isay to these gentlemen ‘‘If you persist in voting for 
this bill you ought to preserve a decorous and decent silence 
when the income tax presents itself.” 

This bill would allure and deceive the farmers of the country 
in excepting them from the operation of the involuntary clauss. 
Knowing, as the advocates of this bill must know, that the farm- 
ing population who are in debt—that is, the majority of them— 
are many of them indebted, as I have said, to people whom this 
bill would ruin, and then theirclaims against the farmers would 
go into the bankrupt court as assets and they, too, be ruined, how- 
ever solvent they may be, because they can not pay in spring or 
midsummer. 

Just at this time there are but few institutions of industry that 
could stand the operation of that part of the bill. The national 
banks themselves could not stand it to-day, and therefore they 
are exempted. 

The United States national banks are the most dangerous in- 
stitutions of the country, and are doing much to destroy the con- 
fidence of the people in the integrity of the Government. Their 
mismanagement well-nigh ruined the prosperity of the country in 
1890, and would have precipitated a panic but for the timely res- 
cue by the Secretary of the Treasury with $70,000,000 of Gov- 
ernment money. 

Mr. OATES. Does my friend want to put the national banks 
into the bill by an amendment? [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam pointing out objections. 

Mr. OATES. Iwish my-friend would answer the question. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do, if this unholy thing is to pass at all. 
[Langhier.] 

Mr.OATES, Have youeverofferedany amendment to include 
them in the bill? 

Mr.STOCKDALE, Thank God, I am not the father of this 
pill, andI do not believe it can be perfected. [Laughter.] You 
may give itsome hypodermic injections, but you can not cure 
it. Youcan not restore to soundness decayed fruit. You can 
not restore to health and vigor a body already permeated with 
blood-poison, and I look upon this bill as that sort ofa thing. It 
is hereditarily unsound. It fits in well as a part of the great 
movement now sweeping over this country to subjugate the 
debtor and poorer classes to the domination and service of the 
rich classes. It is intended to take away from our people. their 
property in these hard times and leave them without power to 
resist usurpation. 

The past legislation of this country has made it so that every 
man will tell you that there is no money to be had either amon 
the farming population or the business men. Who will stan 
up here and ny that there is plenty of money in his town or in 
his district? If anyone does say that, I will show him the men 
that are holding the money which belongs to other people, and 
who can not pay it or will not pay it, and those men, it appears 
from this bill, must not be put into bankruptcy! Those banks 
now have got $1,600,000,000 of the people’s money that they will 
not pay, and yet a poor devil of a debtor must be collared and 
made to Pay at once. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman please tell us right there 
` how the banks have got sixteen hundred millions? That is the 
ase of the circulation in this country. Have those banks got 
it alls 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The last report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury showed that they had two billion and twenty millions 
of deposits. It was stated on the floor by some of the best in- 
formed men in this House, late in the debate, that they had 
still seventeen hundred millions of deposits, and they have paid 
out very little since that time, I think. 

Mr. OATES. Do you not know that they have not got that 
amount in money in the banks? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Les, I do know it; and I am glad the gen- 
tleman asked that question. Where is the money? Why, they 
have loaned it out on speculation. They receive the money from 
the people on deposit, knowing that the owners of if desire to 
put it away as a provision against a rainy day, against hard 
times, against such times as we have now, and, with full knowl- 
edge of that fact, they have loaned it out for sixty days, or 
ninety days, or for six months, or for twelve months, so that the de- 


Positors are unable to get their money when they want it, and the | carried on by 


cash assets of the banks will not sell for 50 cents on the dollar, 
So that the poor people are swindled, and all the satisfaction 
they 3 get is to be told, Just wait until confidence is re- 
stored. 

Confidence in whom and by whom? The bankers have confi- 
dence now in the depositors, Théy ought to have, as they have 
got che depositors’money. [Laughter.] But when the depositor 
comes and asks for hismoney, the banker says,“ You must have 
confidence in me; leave your money here with me; it will be all 
right.” I tell you that when a man deposits his money with you 


as a provision against sickness, or want of work, or distress, and 


when sickness or want of work or distress comes and he asks for 
his money and you fail to give it to him, you will get his confi- 
dence again only when you pay him that money, and no sooner, 
and not for some time after that, either. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOATNER. But when the banker can not pay, then he 
becomes one of these poor debtors” that the gentleman talks 
so much about. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, No, you can not put him into bankruptcy. 
He gets your money and keeps it and does not become poor, and 
this law exempts him. Under this bill men may be driven into 
bankruptcy because they can not get their money out of the 
banks, yet the banks are excepted and the debtor v for want 
of the money. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does notthe gentleman know that under the 
law as it exists the doors of any national bank can be shut any 
day when the Comptroller directs? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, the gentleman knows that, and the 

ntleman from Louisiana is not giving him any information, but 

t is not done. 

Mr. BAILEY. Buthe knows, also, that that law has not been 
enforced. 

Mr. BOATNER. Has any man ever asked in the re man- 
ner to have a bank closed that was not closed? Does the gentle- 
man know of a case? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Louisiana knows, 
and Iknow, that in the Senate an attempt was made to adopt res- 
olutions to inquire whether the United States banks were not vio- 
lating the law, and that nosuch resolution could pass immediately, 
although the Senators, men of integrity and ability, too much 
so to prevaricate, too much so to dodge, said that everybody 
knew the banks were violating the law, or words to that effect. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not wish at this time to go into the ques- 
tion of the conduct of the banks. Iam not their friend. I do 
not propose to go into a discussion with the gentleman upon 
that subject, or to controvert what he may say about them. I 
am waiting for him to tell me how the banks have 81, 700,000, 000 
on deposit, when the whole circulation is only $1,600,000,000. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have told you that by the last report 
mey had two billion and twenty millions. 

r. SIBLEY. Why, Mr. Chairman, the same money can be 
deposited over and over again, so that one million may count as 
five millions, or as ten millions. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I hope that is not the question of the 
gentleman from Alabama. He knows how it is done. 

Mr. OATES. That is the very question. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] is a banker and I go to him and deposit a 
hundred dollars; he gives mea certificate of deposit; the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] borrows that hundred dol- 
lars. He does not borrow it to lay away, but to spend it to pay 
adebt with. He paysa debt, we will suppose to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], who goes to the bank and deposits 
that same $100 with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SIBLEY] and gets a certificate of deposit. There are two cer- 
tificates of deposit for 8100 each; yet there is only $100 in the 
bank to pay them with; but he holds your note, and your note 
in these times may not be worth 50 cents on the dollar; scarcel 
anybody’s note is. [Laughter.] In addition to that there is al- 
most as much deposited inthe savings banks and State banks as 
in the national banks. 

Now, let mesay one word more. If this statement is not true 
Tam not making it without high authority; it is the Secretary 
of the Treasury who has made it. I quote from him. 

Mr. OATES. I am aware of that; and I am aware how the 
accounts are made; but my friend made a broad assertion that 
there was a certain amounton deposit in the national banks. The 
fact is the accounts show that amount, but itis not in actual 
money. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But there was that amount deposited in 
the national banks; and as I was about to say when I was inter- 
rupted, they had loaned out that amount or invested it in specu- 
lation in a manner which I say was wrongfu! and criminal. 
When the Senate of the United States was asked to investigate 
whether wrongful proceedings in violation of the law had been 
banks, Senators said, Of course everybody 
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knows they have been violating the law; but we can not afford 
to hold them to account now; they are United States hanks.” 
That, I say, shows the unfairness of this bill. I have not time 
now, but will verify what I say by adding the proof to my re- 
marks in the RECORD, . 
Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SIBLEY. I ask that the time of the gentleman from 
Mississippi be extended. 

A MEMBER. Indefinitely. A 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, no; I do not ask that; I know the 
time is limited. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make this suggestion to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES]: It will not be possible for him or for me 
to proceed with our remarks this evening; and therefore I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi be per- 
mitted to proceed further. 

Mr. OATES objected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama 
that if this arrangement is not consented to, the committee will 
simply rise and the House adjourn, and we thus lose the time. 
I would be willing to give the gentleman from Mississippi a 
portion of my time, but I have already promised it. 

Mr. OATES. I yielded to the gentleman from Texas four 
hours out of the six hours and a half, and I can not yield further. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let the time be extended twenty minutes 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. The House can do as it pleases in regard to that 
matter. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended ek minutes by unanimous consent. 

The CH MAN (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The time for this de- 
bate has been limited by the House, and the motion of the gen- 
tleman can not be entertained. . 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that by unanimous consent it 
can be done. I believe that, as a matter of fact, under our pres- 
ent rules, the Committee of the Whole itself can limit debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the time for this debate has already 
been limited by action of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the request of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BOATNER] is for unanimous consent. Does the Chair 
decline to entertain the request? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair declines to entertain it. The 
Chair thinks the proposition is not in order, the House having 
limited the debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then Iyield tothe gentleman from 5 
[Mr. STOCKDALE] twenty minutes, and I will confine my remarks 
to forty minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not want the gentleman to do that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Mississippi 
resumes, the Chair will have read a paragraph from the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Debate having been closed at a particular hour by order of the House, it 
— „ for the committee even by ous consent to extend 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that to have been the rule when 
the Committee of the Whole had no power over the course of 
the debate; but under our present rules—I have not examined 
them since the present session began, but I have understood that 
the former rule has been amended and that now the Committee 
of the Whole can itself limit the debate. I make no point on 
this matter, however. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman, as the Chair understands, 

ields twenty minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

TOCKDALE}. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that Iam 
surprised at the gentleman from Alabama. When they were 
speaking on that side, his colleague on the committee, Gen. 
WOLVERTON, I think spoke for about four hours. But we see 
the position that we are placed in. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to correct my friend from Mississippi. 
I spoke but one hour. 

r. BAILEY. He said Mr. WOLVERTON. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Alabama, at all 
events, was careful to have plenty of time for himself. 

Mr. OATES. That is alwaysa very good arrangement. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, yes; it is just about in keeping with 
this bill. It will not bear discussion. I do not wonder he does 
not want tosee this bill held up in all ofits nakedness. I do not 
wonder that he refused an extension to expose an utterly de- 
fenseless measure. 

Mr. OATES. Why, I offered the gentleman ten minutes of 
my own time and Mr, BAILEY would not accept it. 

r. STOCKDALE. Then I take back what I said. [Laugh- 


ter. 
i. BAILEY. Idid not decline it; I had no right to do so. 
I simply said that I would yield twenty minutes of my time to 


the gentleman from Mississippi. The gentleman ought tomake 
his stitement as straight as we want to make his bill. f 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word further, for 
I do not wish to consume the time which has been so graciously 
accorded tome. This bill is not intended to discharge anybody. 
I have not time to read that feature of the bill; but you will find 
when you examine it that it does not intend to dischargea man 
from his debt when he is put into bankruptcy, voluntarily or in- 
voluntarily either, because it makes fraudulent an act which is 
perfectly legal under the State laws. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. What is that? 

Mr. STOCKDALE (continuing). And if he acts fraudulently, 
according to the terms of the bill he can not be discharged. R 
is a scheme to trap the unwary. Just read the various causes 
here which will prevent him from securing a discharge and you 
will find that though honest and solvent at the same time a man 
may be putinto 1 and never be discharged if his cred- 
itors do not want it; and even under the bankruptcy proceedings 
within two years, whatever earnings he may have made in that 
time the proceedings can be opened up again by his creditor if 
he so desires and come in and take all of his property, and even 
then not discharge him. In answer to the question of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooRHIs], it is the fourth 
cause—in other words, made an assignment for the benefit of 
his creditors which is legal in all the States. 

This measure is purely a creditors’ bill. Debtors are not de- 
manding it. 

I will venture the assertion that not all the members in this 
House can show forty letters from debtors that want to be dis- 
charged. Itis by the creditors that this bill is supported: and 
you wait until you hear the vote upon it and you will find the 
representatives of the creditor classes largely in the majority. 
I never saw such a set of benign creditors before in all my ex- 
istence. They want to discharge the poor man from his debt 
when he does not ask it! Our people do not want to get rid of 
their debts in that way. They do not want the cloud of being a 
bankrupt hanging over them and the story told to their children. 
Give them a half chance and they will pay every cent they owe. 
But here is the creditor class with the stringent machinery of 
this bill taking the people by the throat and forcing them into 
an attitude that they do not wish to occupy, and I have heard 
poe Dis expressions of contempt for the debtors since the 
debate began. : 

Now, in conclusion, a singe word. Whatis the present con- 
dition? The legislation of the Congress has failed—utterly failed 
to relieve the stringent money market of the country. The peo- 
ple are laboring under the same problems that have so long be- 
set them. The President's message of August 8 informed us 
that every man has done his duty, that agriculture has been 
prosperous throughout the country, that no calamity of any kind 
exists, that no sickness, no epidemic has prevailed, that no state 
of war threatens us, but the money, the stringency of the money, 
was producing all the harm. The business men cried out, the 
bankers cried out for relief. We were summoned to the capital 
to give that relief. 

e have been here for three months and have made it worse, 
and now without waiting to postpone this proposition to see how 
we can aid by letting the people have a chance to relieve the 
stringency itself by their own exertions, here we have a propo- 
sition pressed upon us to let the creditors take the people by the 
throat and say:; Now we have got you where we want you. We 
will take your property, destroy your business, and put it into 
the hands of our own agents, and reap the profits ourselves.” 
This panic has been brewing like the brewing of a storm ever 
since 1890, when the Secretary of the Treasury tided it over that 
paroxysm. But the cause was deep in our system, and the ele- 
ments kept on concentrating, and in this fateful year 1893 burst 
upon the country with destructive force. Financiers could see 
it and prepare themselves; did see it and did prepare for it. 
They unleashed a storm, but it soon accumulated into a cyclone 
and swept the country. 

I will append some statistics to my remarks on this branch of 
the subject. 

Mr. Chairman, no law should protect a debtor in dishonest 
and no law should encourage a creditor in dishonesty, nor ai 
him by oppression and wrong to ruin an honest debtor simply 
because he is a debtor. 

Men incurred debts while prosperity reigned throughout all 
the borders of this great country, buoyant with hopes of a great 
future and confidence in the patriotism of their chosen servants, 
Commissioned for a time to rule, they shaped their business 
8 in the lights surrounding them. Now, without any 

ault of theirs, they have been plunged into misfortune, the 
atest panic of the age is inflicted upon them, brought on by 

le tion and bad management of the banks fostered by 

the Government combining to reduce property and enhance 
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obligations in value. And when distress is at its worst, when 
Congress by its own hand has produced largely this distress and 
utterly failed to-furnish any relief. Having, I say, increased 
the value of debts in the hands of the creditor and reduced the 
value of the debtor’s property and destroyed his ability to pay, 
and then hand him over, as this bill does, bound to be despoiled 
and have the name bankrupt branded on his frontlet, isa crown of 
thorns that no honest debtor should be made to wear by an hon- 
est government. Can the Congress afford to stand up before the 
country confessing its inability or unwillingness to remove this 
national financial distress that is pressing the spirit out of our 
people, many of whom are desolate amid plenty, hungry among 
abundance; and yet by such a law as this demand that debtors 
shall pay their debts at this moment or be branded as bankrupts? 

Is there no softer voice in the American Government than the 
chink of gold? Is there no easier goad for our people than the 
lash of starvation? Have the American people and the Ameri- 
can Congress no heart, no soul, no conscience higher and holier 
than the love of a dollar? Will they, after putting our people 
in this attitude, not waiting until even the latter part of the ses- 
sion to see if we can relieve the stringency of the times and re- 
store the long lost confidence, and letmoney come out so that peo- 
plecan get it to pay their debts, will they vote for the passage of 
such a bill as this? The language of this bill is, We will take 
you now, and take your property. That is what we want. We 
do not want business men. We want to drive out the little fel- 
lows and let the great firms do all the business of the qpuntry. 
We want your property. We want to make you tenants and 
slaves, and we will master the country.” 

Will Congress say it? The gentleman from Alabama has long 
been a member of this body, and is known over the nation. He is 
regarded in my State asa tribune of the people. The gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is willing to eliminate from 
this bill its harsh and cruel features, and I hope my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. OATEs] will withdraw from its support the influ- 
ence of his great name, and not exert his powers to the injury of 
our people, as I believe this measure to be. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


Under the leave granted I append the following: 

In reference to the deposits and the action of the banks I sub- 
mit the following extracts from a minority report, No. 163, from 
the Committee of the House on the Judiciary of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress: 

The money status of the banks in December, 1890, was: 

r e E A a a aa Mp Depp $190, eine 


United States certificates 


278, 000, 126 


They had outstanding notes $123,038,785. Had these bills been secured only 
by the solvency of the banks, as in the old State bank issue, a run would 


have ensued on these notes as in 1837, 1857, 1861. Taking out that sum and 
lea in banks $144,961,331, a run of depositors would have followed as be- 
fore. closing the banks in a few days and minono An the industries of 
62,000,000 people with an aggregate wealth of $70,000,000, 000, 

The banks owed depositors on the above date $1 ,485,095,885, and other items 
to the amount of nearly 8500. 000. 000 more. 

The United States Treasury came to the relief of the banks and put out over 
$70,000,000 in a few weeks. Secretary Windom said, in his last speech, had it 
not been for this help “the stringency would have resulted in widespread 
financial ruin.“ 

The last report of the Comptroller of the Currency of December, 1891, vol. 
i, PP. 154, 155, shows the total volume of money in all the national banks in 
the United States is— 


$183, 515, 075 
97 


15, 720, 000 


296, 850, 683 
216, 899, 737 
ccc T iach 79, 950, 946 


Suppose the United States Treasury, in 1890, had been in the condition that 
itis now, unable to furnish the relief of $70,000,000, a panic such as would 
have dwarfed all preceding panics would have blighted this coun and 
the depositors, who are generally people of moderate means, woul have 
lost thefr money; for it is the history of the country that securities taken 
for loans of deposit money or other money, by banks, will not sell in times 
ot panic, except at a great discount. The Report of the Comptroller of the 
Currency for 1892, page 214, shows that the assets of 181 insolvent national 
banks amounted to #108,633.185; of that sum were estimated as good, 545,016. 
031, as doubtful, $85,862,327, and as worthless, $26,724,828. These banks were 
liquidated in ordinary times; and then the same report shows that the loss 
on claims, compounded or sold by order of court, was $26,372,544. Had 
these banks been liquidated in times of panic the assets would have been 
practically worthless to creditors after the expenses were deducted. 


The bank reserve of the United States banks, as shown by the Report of 
the Comptroller of the Currency for 1892, pages 160, 161, are— = 
SS %%/—1w᷑ % ͤQV ; Vass scan cin : ĩͤ . ETER 
Legal ten ders a 
United States certificates 
CCC ats Goacetnass T S dovacana ues tuceus EAA 827, 379, 324 


Of that sum the reserve required by law to be always in the banks at that 
date is $252,177,675, leaving in the 


to meet emergencies 875,201,649. 


The same 12 (page 160) shows that there is on de tin the United 
States banks $2,022,479,824. In this condition of the b: suppose a scare 
should come (and it would come now if the depositors knew the condition of 


the banks) and a run by depositors should be made. The banks have 875,- 
000,000 available cash to pay depositors, and doubtless have securities to the 
amount of deposits loaned out and denominated cash assets“ by banks and 
may make them available if no crisis comes; but such a scare as came in 
1800, Without assistance from the Treasury, would precipitate a run by de- 
positors and a panic would follow such as this country has never seen. 

The failure of a few great firms would 8 it at any moment. 

Amidst such a panic the cash assets of banks would not sell for 50 cents 
on the dollar—for a time would not sell at all. Men who owe them could 
not pay them for lack of et and depositors would lose thelr deposits 
and suffering and distress follow, and general depression follow that. It 
has been said that the depreciation of stocks and property in New York 
alone amounted to $100,000,000, owing to the scare of 1890, and to fabulous 
sums throughout the United States. Such a panic as is now threatened on 
account of the faulty system of the currency would cause a depreciation of 
property in America that can not be estimated, but would surely reach to 
thousands of millions. 


Here is the evidence of the Treasury Department of the Gov- 
ernment in 1890 and 1892, and the prediction of that report as to 
what might be expected from such a condition, which is now 
more than verified. I call attention to the facts shown above, to 
wit: In December, 1890, the national banks had received deposits 
and owed depositors to the amountof $1,485,095,885. The banks 
knew then that they could not pay their pel saga They knew 
that a disastrous panic was averted then only by the Secretary 
of the Treasury with his $70,090,000. They nas that a crisis 
was approaching, but instead of preparing to pay depositors 
they still took people's money until, in 1892, they owed depositors 
$2,022,479,824, an increase of over five hundred millions, know- 
ing they could not pay it. 

I stated that the law was not enforced against them and Sena- 
tors acknowledge it. Ihere append extracts from the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of August 24, 1893, page 458, et seg.: 


Pict en That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
mate— 

“First. Whether, and in what respect, the national banks, or any of 
them, in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are being now 
conducted in violation of law. 

Second. Whether said banks are paying depositors’ checks promptly in 


lawful oner: 

"Third. Whether said banks, or any of them, are demanding rates of in- 
terest higher than those provided by law for the loan of money or in dis- 
counting notes and bills.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the resolution. 

Mr. Hoar. I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. : 

Mr. PEFFER. Is the motion to refer debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. PEFFER. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not insist upon 
a reference of the resolution. It is a very important matter, and we ought 
to have the information immediately. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the resolution of the Senator from Kansas be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I once heard President Grant say that the worst 
subordinate a military officer could have is one who aware obeys orders. 
In a time of popular distress and panic it is utterly impossible to get along 
without the greatest trouble and suffe: if every man and organization 
charged with a public function is compelled to drive everybody it to deal 
with up to the strict letter of the law. 

Iunderstand that the President of the United States appointed a Comp- 

troller of the str erg Phelps had not been a banker, who had not been a spec- 
ulator, who had not n a dealer in credits or exchanges of any kind. He 
took a man whom he believed, and believed on good evidence. was a clear- 
headed, capable man, able to deal, with energy, force, impartiality, and 
honesty, with any public subject upon which his faculties should be turned, 
and to discharge any responsibility that should be committed tohim. As 
to whether the dent was rightin his estimate of that gentleman I have, 
of course, no personal means of pronouncing an opinion, but I suppose the 
Senate thought he was right because they confirmed him. 
I understand he has not thoughtit best to bring oy right np to the 
rack whenever any national bank in this country has failed to comply with 
the strict and extreme letter of the law in dealing with its customers, and 
has tried to get along and have the communities and business men supplied 
with credit as well as currency; and I think it would be well to wait a week 
or ten days and see what we are going to do about things in general before 
wego to poking into that question too much. 

e Comptroller of the Sener is acting under the direction and the con- 
stant supervision of an eminent gentleman familiar with these subjects, 
lately a member of this body, who is acting under the direction and con- 
stant control of the! ly constituted President of the United States. I 
do not believe it is well to pass this resolution just now. If the Committee 
on Finance look at it and by to-morrow morning or the next day say thatit 
is not going to do any harm, or that there is not any more information they 
want to ask at the same time, they will report it back. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think it would be much safer to have the resolution 
printed and referred to the Committee on Finance, so as to let us see exactly 
what we are doing in these critical times. 


$ 3 $ * * s + 


Mr. PEFFER. I am surprised, Mr. President, to witness the sensitiveness of 
Senators Ss this point at a time of peril such as we are now passing 
through, when the people of this country are looking to the men who are 
congregated in the national Capitol as their lawmakers for counsel and ad- 
vice. hen it comes to our ears that one of the institutions which the Gov- 
ernment has established for the purpose of supplying currency to the people 
is not obeying the law, and that instead of supplying currency they are re- 
fusing it, they are hoarding it, it is time that the people should know the 
truth about it. Hence I have asked for an official answer from the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

My information is, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] kindly 
suggested a moment ago, that the banks are being run to-day in open viola- 
tion of law, that the lawful reserve in New York City alone has been dimin- 
ished some $19,000,000 below the lawful amount. I am informed reliably by 
what has been said on this floor, by private correspondence, and by word of 


mouth, that not only in Boston, in New York, and in Philadelpbia, but in 
other of the country, the national bankersare refusing even 


tors their own mone: Tonan e eee of 
to refer the resol n to the Finance Co for no other rea- 
with due respect to the in of the Sen- 


son in the world, I am satisfi 
ators, but to delay this and to shield the banks from the conse- 
quences of an exposure before the American public. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. President, a few days ago, in a debate upon the bill 
to increase the issue of currency by the national banks to the extent of Ip 
per centof their bonds and up to the par thereof, the question arose as to 
What was the course which had been pursued during this time of great finan- 
cial by the banks of the city of New York, and there seemed to be a 
difference of on and a lack of full knowledge in the Senate upon that 

think thatsince that debate the press of the country Has some - 

what relieved the Senate's orance. There seems now to be no question 

but that the banks of the city of New York, when checks of their depositors 

are presented to them, decline to pay the currency upon such checks and de- 

mand of the depositor that for the check thus presented he shall receive a 

ae 5 That has been frequently stated ot late in the 
of New York. 

Iam not sere to —5 but that that course, Which is a technical violation 

‘or which th 


ofthe law and ere is perhaps no warrant in the statutes, is 
probably justifiable under the present deplorable conditions; but I do not 
agree with the Senator from husetts that it is well we should cover 


up from the knowledge of the people exactly what is the course that is being 

uod by the national banks of New York and elsewhere. If the existing 

ts justify such action outside of the pale of the law, sne ya of the 

United States are intelligent and patriotic enough to app te that that 
strain of the law is needed at this trying time. 

I have in my hand the Sun, which, it ts said, “shines for all,“ and rises 
daily in the city of New York, of date 1 21. issued since the 
debate to which I refer, and I find therein an signed Matthew Mar- 
shall. Lhave psn acquaintance with him, butI understand that he is 
one of the trus financial editors of the New York Sun, who every Mon- 
day morning gives to the public an article on the monetary situation. I 
read from this article the following statement of the facts as they now exist 
in the city of New York: 

“Notwithstanding the large arrivals of gold from Europe and the increase 
of their reserves. the banks of this city still refuse to pay their depositors in 
currency, and will do no more than certify checks as good through the clear- 
ing-house. Consequently currency can be had in considerable amounts only 
by paying, as it is said, a premium u it, which is now about 3 cent, 
but the transactions are really sales of claims against the banks at 3 percent 
discount. That is to say, the money which a depositor had to his credit on 
a bank's books a month, and which was then worth will now bring only 
97 cents of the dollar, with the 8 ot astiliTurther depreciation. Many 
depositors, therefore, Instead of buying currency with checks, pay out 
the checks themselves to their creditors, who pass them on in turn to other 
creditors, and thus a new kind of currency has been added to the miscellane- 
ous varieties of it already in circulation. We had: 1, gold coin; 2, silver dol- 
lars: 3, silver fractional coin; 4, gold certificates; 5, silver certificates; 6, 
old legal-tenders; 7, Sherman-act Treasury notes; 8, national-bank notes; 
and now we have a ninth kind in certified bank checks, the issue of which 
on an extensive scale by the banks of the South and the West is proposed 
as a means, in the absence of other money, for moving the crops to market. 
How grievously our wholecurrency system needs reorganization and reform 
this bare statement of its chaotic condition sufficiently testifies, but we 
seem to have no financiers competent for the task.“ 

I aoe further from this interesting article: 


e question is, how much! our banks can, without ona 
catastrophe, continue in their course of the volume of clearing- 
ouse: cates and of denying to their de payment in lawful mo 
of their checks. Thus far depositors have very patient, and have — 
naturedly submitted to the enforced down of their dues; but they 
can not be expected tosubmit toit forever. A bank that can not or will not 
claims against it in the ar course of business is, by the of 
our State courts, insolvent, if the 


act of 1867 were now in force, 
mission of bankruptcy bank for forty days to pay on demand would be a com- 
mission o fa 

This extract from the article shows the situation in the of New York. 
There can be but little doubt about the truth being as stated by this writer. 


$ s e * 0 * * 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am aware that it is the 5 


ere are exceptions to all rules. re 
ty would require non- 


. 
com W e 
— thi the 


us now. 
Beg Hoar. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to ask him a ques- 
on! 
Mr. GORMAN, With great pleasure. 


Mr. Hoar. S the Comptroller of the Currency shuts up the banks, 
will not the t be that ne of them will have to be put into the 
r pein and nobody will get any money until the receiver pays 

ou 
Mr. GORMAN. Why, Mr. President, the Senator states the law. He knows 


. GO 
that is the law; and the mover of this resolution, and e 
rstands that that is 


ber, 
be as to the remedy, who does not know that there is a technical violation of 
the law, and that it is the patriotic duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
— nd aud not add to the distress, but wait until we shall act and give 


The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES] yield? r 
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Mr. OATES. There is noone on myside ready to speak now. 

The To whom does the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. TAE] ield? 

Mr. B I desire the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Carney who has something like two hours remaining, to con- 
sume all except such as he himself desires to retain. 

Mr. OATES. I will yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I had not expected to speak 
upon this bill this evening, and therefore am at some disadvan- 


tage; but I feel that it is due from me, as a member of the com- 
mittee, to defend it as far as I can from the assaults which have 


been made upon it. 
One would sup , Írom the remarks of some gentlemen who 
have discussed this measure, that the bill is devised entirely in 


he interests of the creditor class. One would suppose that those 
of us who support the bill are animated entirely by a desire to 
oppress and to harass those who are so unfortunate as to be 
debtors, and one would infer from their remarks that they rep- 
resent exclusively the class of people who are indebted, and that 
they have no respect whatever for the rights of those who are so 
unfortunate as to be creditors. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the United States in- 
vests in Congress the power to enact a general system of bank- 
ruptey. I do not consider that it carries with it a mandate to 
enact a general system of bankruptcy, but certainly there is a 
permission and authority invested in the Congress to enact such 
a general system whenever in their judgment the condition of 
the country requires and justifies it. 

The framers of the Constitution seemed to look forward to the 
time when the provincial system existing at the time of its adop- 
tion would give way to the closer intercommunication bronght 
about i dae: commercial methods, 

The time has been when no one was interested in the laws of 
a locality or a State, except the citizens of that locality or State. 
The time was when no one could be injuriously affected by the 
operation of the laws of a State or a 5 except those 
who lived within the State or municipality; but, Mr. Chairman, 
that time has passed away, and the time has come when the 
commercial interests of the United States demand and require 
that there shall be a uniform method of liquidation of insolvent 
estates. The time has come when the merchants of New York, 
the merchants of Philadelphia, the merchants of Chicago, the 
merchants of any great city in this Union, the merchants in any 
county or State, are interested in a uniform interpretation of 
what is recognized as the general commercial law of the coun- 
try, and the uniform liquidation of estates of those who have 
failed in business, and as much in the interest of those who 
fail as of their creditors. 

Now, sir, it is not proposed to interfere with any local statutes 

or 2 statutes which are for the protection of the debtor. 
The law does not propose to interfere with any of them. It 
merely proposes that when any debtor finds himself unable to 
pay debts, or when he has committed any one of the acts 
which, under the law, gives ground for putting him into bank- 
toy, that his r property sa assets shall be liquidated by an 
orm rule, which guarantee to every creditor in any 
part of the United States a fair share in that distribution. 
Mr. Chairman, I confess I stand absolutely amazed by the 
strictures and denunciations which are put upon this measure 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrockpaLE], Why, 
sir, he almost goes into spasms because national banks are not 
ineluded in its provisions. It has been said here repeatedly, 
and so often that I repeat it with a certain degree of hesitation, 
that the reason why national banks are not included within the 
provisions of this law is because we have a rigorous and sum- 
mary method of liquidating the affairs of any national bank 
which may appear to be insolvent or which fails to meet its ob- 
ligations, whether solvent or insolvent. No national bank can 
refuse to honor a check drawn against a deposit, no national 
bank can afford not to redeem a certificate of deposit, no na- 
tional bank can fail to comply with any of its obligations or con- 
tracts without incurring the penalty of immediate suspension 
and liquidation under the authority of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment. 

National banks are not subjected to the provisions of this bill, 
simipi because the laws already upon the statute book are fully 
sufficient to protect the rights of depositors, and the rights of 
every one who. may be interested in them, and it would be idle 
to supply other means of liquidation when those now provided 
py a have been found to be ample and effective. We have for 

ageneral and uniform systemof N far more rigor- 
ous than that now proposed, The gentleman from 3 
[Mr. STOCKDALE] refers to persons who have deposited the 
money in national banks, the poor depositors who have saved up 
their money against a rainy day, who, when they go to the na- 
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tional banks, are told, ‘‘ We must have your confidence, but we 
can not give you your money.” Does the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] know of any instance where a national 
bank has failed to pay a depositor, where the depositor could 
not, if he saw fit, take proceedings to puf that bank into imme- 
diate suspension? 

Why, sir, the law has not been suspended by the condition of 
the country for the last six or eight months; and the fact that 
no one proceeded against the banks and put them into suspen- 
sion because of inability to meet their obligations only shows 
that the depositors and creditors of those institutions had con- 
fidence in them, and felt that it would be better for the general 
interests of the country that they should extend them consider- 
ation rather than involve them in the ruin that would be brought 
about by enforced liquidation at that time. 

The gentleman forgets that according to his argument the 
momenta national bank or anyone else can not or does not pa 
his debts, that moment he becomes àn innocent and persecu 
debtor. That instant any proceedings invoked to enforce rights 
become oppressive. The creditor, however poor or however 
wronged by the failure of his debtor, becomes a remorseless, un- 
patriotic tyrant, who should be reprobated by the law the mo- 
ment he attempts to assert his rights, and however wealthy the 
debtor may be, however great his resources may be, however 
great the assets in his hands may be, however great his obliga- 
tion to respond to the demands of his creditors, and, finally, how- 
ever fraudulent his conduct may have been, ought to be the 
special care of the law, and protected against the oppressive de- 
mands of creditors that property paid for with their money shall 
be subiected to sale in satisfaction of the just debts of the insol- 
vent. He forgets that a bank would, the moment it closed its 
doors, unable to meet its obligations, become one of the unfortu- 
nate victims for whom his sympathy is so great, and he forgets 
also that the wealthy wholesale and great traders not infre- 
quently fail, bringing ruin to many persons so unfortunate as 
to be their creditors. Has he no sympathy for the creditor 
whose all is involved in a failure, and who isin danger of failure 
himself because of inability to get what is due him? Is he en- 
titled to no consideration? Has he no rights which the gentle- 
man respects, and is he to be treated as criminal because he is a 
creditor? Now, sir, gentlemen say that this bill isnot demanded 
by the country. They ignore the fact that the demand for it 
comes up from the commercial interests who alone are affected 
by the involuntary features of the law from practically allover 

e country. 

It is not only asked for by the wholesalers, but by the retailers 
because they all recognize that the scope, object, and effect of 
the law will be to cheapen credit by giving certainty to business 
transactions and protecting them against the frauds that are 
constantly being perpetrated. The wholesaler specially realizes 
that he will have less to charge up for bad debts, and will incur 
less loss from failures than under present éonditions. He will 
know that in case of insolvency the assets of the debtor can be 
brought into court for distribution; that the debtor will nolonger 
be deep to select the assignee, in whose integrity and ca- 
pacity his creditors are alone interested; that collusive attach- 
ments and sham sales, the convenient and accessible shelter of 
the fraudulent debtor, will be practically things of the past, and 
that goods sold by one dealer in due course of business, and to 
be disposed of in that way, may not be immediately transferred 
to a “preferred” creditor, or given in payment of a doubtful 
debt to a member of the debtor’s family. 

It is to the permanent interest of no one that frauds in busi- 
ness shall be encouraged and facilitated by refusing legislation 
that will make them difficult of accomplishment and easy of de- 
tection. The“ trade,“ as it is called, is fully impressed that 
legislation of this character will bea protection tothe fair dealer 
and a constant menace to those who would if they could, and as 
they frequently do, enrich themselves by buying goods which 
they never pay for and never expected to pay for when they 
bought them. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Mississippi makes scarecrows 
himself and gets frightened at them. 

The bill will not affect the farmers of his district unless they 
voluntarily invoke its protection. The merchants of his dis- 
trict, E will guarantee, are making no protest against it. He 
imagines a case where people are owing money in the summer, 
at atime when money can not be raised to pay debts, when he 
says they ought be let alone until they can make their crops, so 
that they will be able to meet their obligations. 

In topig to that, Mr. Chairman, I would state that people do 
not usually make debts payable in summer, when they can not 
get the money to pay them; but if they do, they ordinarily get 
extensions when they are entitled to them, because the average 
creditor never resorts to legal proceedings except as a last re- 
sort. Why, what lawyer upon this floor has known, and how 


many instances have they in their ce ag known, of a cred- 


itor who would go to law, who would fake all the expense of 
recipitating litigation, that would run the risk not only of los- 
the debt, but of incurring heavy damages and expense, except 
as a last resort and when he saw no other means available 
protect his rights. 

if a debtor says, ‘‘I can not pay now, but I will be able to pay 
you at such and such a time,” and is able to make a reasonable 
showing of his ability to do it, is it not the experience of eve 
man upon this floor, of every man who has had anything todo with 
business of this character, that the creditor is always glad to ac- 
ceptit? I have had for my age a long experience as a practi- 
tioner, and I have not in my practice ever known of a single 
case of the institution of a malicious suit. I have never known 
a creditor to take out an attachment for the pur of breakin 
up his debtor. I have never known a man to institute a mali- 
cious suit for the recovery of what he did not believe to be due 
him. I have known many men mulcted in damages for taking 
out attachments where the result was the debtor had shown that 
he had no intention to defraud his creditors, or made it to appear 
that way; and the party who brought the attachment suit was 
not only mulcted in damages, but the debtor succeeded in plac- 
ing all his property beyond the reach of his creditors. 

t seems to me, Mr. irman, that when we come to legislate 
in this House we should not look at any question which is pre- 
sented to us from the standpoint of classes. We should not 
legislate in the interest of debtors; we should not legislate in 
the interest of creditors. I do not understand that there are 
any gentlemen here who represent exclusively either debtors or 
creditors. Iam here in the advocacy of this bill, not as it stands, 
but with amendments; preserving, however, the general aspect 
and scope of the bill, merely for the purpose of giving to the 
country a conservative measure which willrestore confidenes to 
business, which will cheapen credits, which will insure a just. 
honest, economical administration of insolvent estates wherever 
debtors admit or wherever the courts decide. that they are in- 
solvent, are unable to pay their debts, and apply for relief, or 
have committed acts A with honest intention, and 
which renders a continuance of business impossible. 

Sri ae that, Mr. Chairman, and nothing more. I would not 
stand here to advocate or support a measure which can be justly 
characterized as unpatriotic or as oppressive, and when the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi . STOCKDALE] and other gentlemen 
rise here and denounce measure in that way, I think they 
are going beyond the bounds of reason. I think theyare going 
beyond what the character of the gentlemen who advocate the 
bill justifies. I think they are taking rather too much upon 
themselves when they assume the position of champions and de- 
fenders of the oppressed classes against the attacks of othér 
gentlemen here who represent people as virtuous as their own, 
who have as much interest, as much conscience, and as much 
sense of duty to stand by their constituents as have those who 
constitute themselves the champions of the people whom they 
profess to regard as likely to ba uppoaa by this bill. 

Now, sir, before taking myseat I want to call attention briefly 
to certain amendments which I propose to suggestat the proper 
time. I shall move that the causes of bankruptey be limited to 
eases of actual fraud, that no man be made subject to be adjudged 
an involuntary bankrupt unless he has absconded and remains 
absconded; ess he has sold his property with intent to defraud 
his creditors, or has converted itinto negotiable assets, with the 
same intent; unless he has confessed a collusive judgment or 
taken some other collusive proceeding for the purpose of fraud- 
ulently preferring certain creditors. To tħese grounds the pro- 
visions of the bill in relation to involuntary bankruptcy in my 
judgment ought to be limited. I think also that the extreme 
penalties contained in the bill ought to be taken out. 

I think there ought to be nothing in the bill imposing a pen- 
alty upon a man for anything that he does unless it is done after 
he has filed a petition to be adjudged a bankrupt, or in contem- 
plation thereof, or after a petition has been filed against him to 
adjudge him a 1 85 50 or in contemplation thereof; and that 
he ought to have his honorable discharge if he has faithfully 
surrendered all his property and complied with the requirements 
of the law and the judgment of the court. To such provisions 1 
think the bill ought to be limited. It ought to respect the laws 
of the States which authorize preferences. It ought to provide 
forsetting aside only those preferences which are fraudulent and 
which would be held to be so by the courts of the States where 
they reside. It ought to respect the homestead and exemption 
laws of the States. - 

In other words, it ought to respect all the rights given to the 
citizen by the laws of the State wherein he resides, and that is 
the real scope of the bill as it is urged upon the House. Gentle- 
men who are opposing it here have been repeatedly informed 
that the friends of the bill were ready to support amendments 
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which would limit its scope in the way I have suggested. Yet 
in the face of that information we have seen them going on here 
fighting windmills, torturing the provisions of the bill, making 
mountains out of molehills, and trying to show that provisions 
which are entirely innocent are extremely Mig eons For in- 
stance, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] calls 
the attention of the House toa provision which imposes a pen- 
alty for a referee who fails to make a report to the Attorney- 
General of the business conducted before him. 

The provision of the bill requiring the referee in each case to 
make a report to the Attorney-General is merely for statistical 
purposes, and a failure to comply with it is merely a failure to 
comply with a formal regulation, and is punishable by a fine of 
$100; but the gentleman from Mississippi would have the House 
believe that that penalty would apply to a case of misappropria- 
tion of $1,009 or $10,000! He desctibed an imaginary case where 
on the one side the insolvent debtor was liable to imprisonment 
for two years for failing to make a correct and full surrender of 
his properiy, while, as he said, the referee, on the other hand, 
might embezzle $10,000 and only be sent to the parish jail and 
fined 8100. The referee handles no money; the trustee handles 
it all, and the gentleman ought to have known that if the trustee 
fails to account for the funds in his hands he will be liable to 
prosecution under the general law for embezzlement, and, upon 
conviction, will be subject to the punishment which the law pro- 
vides for that offense. 

Yet the gentleman from Mississippi would have the House 
believe that, under the provision which he read, the referee 
could embezzle the funds and escape with a light fine. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You mean the trustee. 

Mr. BOATNER. No, I mean the referee; I am quoting what 
the gentleman from Mississippi said. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi referred the House to 
another section of this bill, a section which provides that an in- 
solvent may be prosecuted and convicted for doing certain 
things, among which is his failing to disclose the names of all 
his creditors. Now, what is the reason of that provision? Su 

an insolvent discloses the names of only a portion of his 
creditors and they by collusion and combination with him carry 
through bankruptcy proceedings, enormous injury mightin this 
way be done to other creditors whose names are not disclosed. 
I say that an insolvent debtor by furnishing a false schedule of 
his debts, thus notifying only those parties whom he desires to 
notify, might perpetrate fraud upon others who were not noti- 
fied. Therefore there should bə, of course, some penalty to 
compel a full and substantially correct statement of his indebt- 
edness. 

More than that, he should bə liable to punishment if he puts 
down as a creditor one who is not a creditor. It seems to me 
almost self-evident that an act of this kind should be provided 

t by proper penalties. If not, what would be the difficulty 
in the insolvent putting upon his schedule the names of friends 
of his to whom he had given simulated or sham evidences of in- 
debtedness, and who, acting as creditors, might come in and vote 
as his interests might dictate? 1 might go on, Mr. Speaker, and 
successfully refute every criticism made, but the good sense of 
this House renders it unnecessary. The attacks on the admin- 
istration of the binkrupt act of 1867 by Judge E. H. Durell have 
no application to this bill. That unfortunate official was driven 
from the bench in disgrace and hasanswered in the highest court 
of last resort. I do not feel called upon either to attack or de- 
fend him; but if he were upon the Federal bench now the frauds 
perpetrated under the act of 1867 would be impossible. The 

ints of weakness in that bill are guarded and protected in this, 
but the honorable gentleman should borrow no trouble about 
that. He seems to be only concerned about the debtors, and 
they did not complain even of the act of 1867. 
Here the hammer fell. 
r. OATES. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate; by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (S. R. 
42) ee Anson Mills, colonel of Third Regiment United 
States Cavalry, to accept and exercise the functions of boundary 
commissioner on the part of the United States. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: 


Resoived, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. William Lilly, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsyl 


Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of re- 
sentatives providing for the appointment of a joint committee to at the 
funeral of the deceased at his late resid: 


KYLE as said committee. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
cee announced that the Senate had passed the following res- 
olutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret the announcement 
of the death of the Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

3 guat the Secretary communicate this resolution to the House of 
ves. 


esolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
Senate do now adjourn. 
UNVEILING OF STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 
5 Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be authorized and directed to 
erect a temporary platform in the old Hall of Representatives to be used in 
connection with the ceremonies of unveiling the statue of Gen. James Shields, 
at 2 o'clock on to-morrow, the 6th instant. 
And then (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. 
OATES, the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4446) for the free coinage of the 
standard silver dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4447) to pro- 
vide money for the use of the people of the United States to the 
Committee on Coinage, voy ts, and Measures. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons 
who have filed declarations of intention to enter desert lands— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4449) for an act fixing the limit of indebt- 
edness which may be incurred by Salt Lake City—to the Com- 
mittee on the Ju 57 7 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4450) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Salt Lake City, Utah—to the Committea on Bublie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4451) 3 for the erection of a public 
building at Ogden City, Utah—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of 
Manchester and Vernon, in the State of Connecticut, to the cus- 
toms district of Hartford, Conn., and making the city of Rock- 
ville, Conn., a port of delivery—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Coinmerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A Dill (H. R. 4453) providing for the 
dedication of thé Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 4454) to amend sections 3329 
and 3330 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 4455) 
the transfer of the Pension Bureau to the War 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 4456) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Comanche; Kiowa, and Apache tribes of 
Indians in Oklahoma Territory and to make appropriations for 
oncrying the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4457) to provide for a new 
grade of letter-carriers in cities whose postal revenues shall ex- 
ceed the sum of $500,000—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4458) to amend section 7 of 
An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1391—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 92) to print extra copies of the decisions of the Interior De- 
partment relating to public lands and pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 


8 for 
partment 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 4459) for the relief of 
Paul Chappin, Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


1893. 
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By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 4460) for the relief of James 
G. d—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4461) granting a pension to Adaline Camp 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4462) for the relief of 
Augustus C. Paul—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 4463) for the relief of Lieut. 
Herbert Cushman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4464) for the relief of 
reas von Haake—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERETT: A bill (H. R. 4465) for the relief of John 
C. Howe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 4466) granting an 
increase of pension to John Stillwell, late a private in Company 
D, Fourth New Jersey Battery, Light Artillery—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 4467) to amend the militar 
record of Capt. Thomas M. Elliott—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

y Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4468) for the 
relief of Henry P. Bottom—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 4469) for the relief of W. G. Anderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEIL: A bill H. R. 4470) for the relief of the suffer- 
ers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gailatin 
off the coast of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIPE: A bill (H. R. 4471) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 4472) granting a pension to 
John C. Riker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEVER: A bill (H. R. 4473) for the relief of Lucy A 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petitions of 264 citizens of Heppner, 
15 of Hardman, 32 of Lexington, 50 of Douglas, and 10 of Wasco 
County, all of Oregon, asking for the extension of time to pay 
for 1 lands forfeited under act September 29, 1890—to the 
Committes on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRADY: Papers in claim of Henry Covert, of New- 
berne, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition in relation to House bill 3291 
amending the interstate commerce law—to the Committee on 
Intarstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Wear Craford, private Company G, Fifty- 
second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, to have the charge of de- 
sertion removed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Weeks for removal of charge of deser- 
tion ard for an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the Indianapolis Subordinate Association of 
the National Lithographic Artists and Engravers’ Protective 
Association of America for tariff protection—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of William A. Taylor, a 
citizen of Ohio, respecting the suspension of pensions Gadar re- 
cent ruling of the Secretary of the Interior—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of J. A. Cooper 
to the Congress of the United States, requesting that his claim 
for stores and supplies taken by the Federal forces for their use 
during the late war be referred to the Court of Claims for find- 
ings of fact—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 6, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

DAVID TURPIE, a Senator from the State of Indiana; WILLIAM 
P. FRYE, a Senator from the State of Maine, and WILLIAM B. 
BATE, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, appeared in their 
seats to-day. : 

The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATIONS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting the annual report 
of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications for the year ending 
October 31, 1893; which, with the accompanying report, was re- 
3 to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ß 


TREASURY ACCOUNTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Treasurer of the Unit:d States, transmitting fair 
and accurate copies of the accounts rendered toand settled with 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1893; which, with the accompanying papers, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Attorney-General: which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

INDIAN RIVER CHANNEL IN FLORIDA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of October 17, 1893, an estimate of cost for dredging a 
channel from the Indian River of Florida through Negro Cut to 
the bar at Indian River Inlet; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 2 

The bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the judicial dis- 
tricts of the State of Florida was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 340) to authorize the construction and mainte- 
nance of adam or dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee 
County, in the State of Kansas, was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate resolutions 
of the House of Representatives relative to the statue of Gen. 
James Shields, im which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 

uested. 
5 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be 
read, : } 
The Secretary read the resolutions. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would ask the consideration of the resolu- 
tions at this time but for the fact that my colleague [Mr. PALMER] 
and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] are expected to say 
something on the subject and they are not now present, As 
soon as those gentlemen come in I shall call up the resolutions 
for consideration. In the meantime let the resolutions lie on 
the table. 

ape VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the 
table. 

PETITIONS’ AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petitions of William Sanders 
Post, No. 661, of Shawnee; of soldiers of the late war of Madison- 
ville, Sugar Tree Ridge, Williamsburg, Trimble, and Moscow; 
of L. D. Kee Post, No. 378, Grand Army of the Republic of Cole- 
brook, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an investigation of 
the Pension Bureau; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 121) for the relief of William A. 
Harkweather, of Oregon, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, > 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1195) to provide for the 
erection of an additional fireproof building for the National 
Museum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1196) authorizing the purchase of 
a site for a building for the accomodation of the Supreme Court 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1197) declaring a pen- 
sion a vested right, regulating suspensions of pensions, grant- 
ing appeals to supreme court of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Conimittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1198) defining sundry crimes 
against the United States in the administration of the pension 
laws thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1199) to provide for 
furnishing the decisions of the courts in patent cases to the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States and to the Patent Office; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

atents, 5 
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Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1200) granting a pension to 
Nancy Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1201) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Talla- 

a; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1202) to make Rockville 
in the State of Connecticut, a subport of entry; which was r 
twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from 
Connecticut that it should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know why. It is purely a matter 
relating to the collection of revenue. 

Mr. FRYE. But all such bills go to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All similar bills have hereto- 
fore gone to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce has entire juris- 
diction of the subject-matter. ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course I submit to custom, but I supposed 
the Committee on Finance to be the appropriate committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1203) to amend sections 
numbered 3433, 3433a, , and 3434, internal revenue laws; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. A 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1204) for the relief of Albert 
J. Pratt, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1205) granting a pension to Ed- 
mund C. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

. HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
HOAR, as follows: 

Pr t nested, so far as in his opinion it shall 
5 ni with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate 
copies of all instructions which may have been given to any re tative 
of the United States, or any naval officer thereof, since the 4th day of March, 
1881, in regard to the preservation of public order in Hawaii, or the peores: 
tion of the lives and property of American citizens, or the recognition or 
support of any government there, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iunderstood the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yesterday to suggest that the resolution should lie over 
until the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, is present. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir: I made no sueh suggestion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator did not 

Mr. CULLOM. May I interfere for a moment? I ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts if he will let the resolution be laid 
aside informally that I may call up another. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, ifthe Senator’s resolution leads to no 
debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is in relation to the statue that will be 
unveiled to-day in Statuary Hall; and whatever is done about it 
ought to be done at this hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with such an act of 
graceful public recognition of Gen. Shields, and therefore I will 
consent that the resolution shall stand over until to-morrow, 
How long will the resolution of the Senator from Illinois take? 

Mr. CULLOM. Th uarters of an hour, perhaps. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the pending resolution may go over 
antil the end of the consideration of the Senator’s resolution and 
then be continued, notwithstunding the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour. 

r. CULLOM. Ido not seek to displace if in any way except 
for the present considerationof the resolution from the House of 
Representatives. 3 

r. HOAR. Very well; let the resolution lie on the table in- 


formally. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will lie on the table for the present, 
STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 
Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the resolutions of the House of 
Representatives be read. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will beagain read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
IN H REPRES: 
THE HOUSE OF Mander S. wee: 
Resolved, That Wednesday, the 6th day of December, at 1:30 o'clock inthe 


oon, be designated and set apart for the consideration of the following 
concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of Soy Sey be L to the governor, and throu him to the 
people of the State of Illinois, for the statue of Gen. James Shields, whose 
name is so honorably identified with the history of the State and of the 


United States. 
Resolved, That this statue is acce in the name of the United States, 


pted 
and is assigned a place in the old hall of the House of Representatives, al- 
ready set aside by act of Congress for the statues of eminent citizens; and 
of these resolutions, signed by the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, be transmitted tothe governor 
ois. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of my friend from IIIi- 
nois how the resolutions come here. 

Mr. CULLOM. They have come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolutions were received from 
the House of Representatives, the Chair will state. 

Mr. HOAR. As the resolutions were read it is the action of 
the House of Representatives setting apart in that body a time 
for the consideration of a certain subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. It isa concurrent resolution adopted by the 
other House and sent here. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have it read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. HOAR. The resolutions seem to me very extraordinary 
inform. As the . — read them it is simply the action of 
the House of Representatives that a certain time in the future, 
to wit, 1 o’clock to-day, forty minutes hence, be there set apart 
for the consideration of the subject. Nothing else has d 
the House. The concurrent resolution is something which the 
House is to take up forty minutes hence, and I submit respect- 
fully that there is nothing before the Senate now. 

r.CULLOM. For the opal bay of settling the matter I will 
introduce a concurrent resolution in the Senate and ask for its 
consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Moe well; let that be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Illinois will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved dy the Senate (the House of Kepresentatives concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be tendered to the governor, to the Legislature, and to 
the people of the State of Illinois, for the statue of Gen. James Shields, whose 
name is so closely identified with the history of Illinois and of the United 
States. by his eminent services as a soldier, jurist, and statesman. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted and assigned toa place in Statuary 
Hall (the old Hall of Representatives), and that a copy of theseresolutions, 
signed by the President of the Senate and by the S er of the House of 
Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of ols. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolutions.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to ask the Senator from Illi- 
nois whether there is a 7 8 gee for tendering the thanks of 
2 87 a to the authorities of a State on an occasion of this 

ind? 

Mr. CULLOM. It was done in the case of the Cass statue; 
and I think in almost every other case where action was taken 
by Co in reference to a statue. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not myself remember such a case. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to the Senator from Indiana that 
I looked the matter up, and I found this to be the practice. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it seems to me 
that he should proceed upon his resolutions. 

Mr. CULLOM. That I propose to do. 

Mr. HOAR. That is strictly in order; but the House resolu- 
tions are not before the Senate, except asa mere matter of in- 
formation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I offered my own resolutions with that view; 
and now, if the Senate will allow me, I will make a few remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Illinois are before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Tllinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, the State of Illinois, respond- 
ing to the act of Congress which extended to the several States an 
invitation to provide and furnish statues, not exceeding twofrom 
each State, of deceased citizens illustrious for their historic re- 
nownorfordistinguished military or civic services, has presented 
a statue, which now stands in the famous hall designated for its 
reception, of one whose name and services have long been famil- 
iar to the people of this country—Gen. James Shields. This 
statue is the first presented by Illinois to the National Govern- 
ment. The nation has done itself and the State of Illinois, 
which claims the righ Se President as her son, great honor by 

lacing the statue of Lincoln by the side of those of Washington, 
eee and Hamilton. 

Mr. President, the soldier and statesman whose statue is re- 
ceived to-day was a native of Ireland, born in the city of Dun- 
gannon, county Tyrone, in 1810. At the age of 16, filled with 
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enthusiasm for America and liberty, he found his ie to the 
y 


United States, and soon after his arrival began the s of the 
law. He located in Kaskaskia, the then capital of Illinois, and 
commenced the practice of his chosen profession. 

In a few years he was elected to the State Legislature from his 
county, though not at the time a naturalized citizen. Subse- 
quently he was chosen auditor of the State. In 1843 he be- 
came one of the judges of the supreme court of the State, and 
afterward was appointed by President Polk Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, hile in this office the United States 
became involved in a war with Mexico; and the State of Ilinois, 
ever ready to defend the flag and maintain the honor of the na- 
tion, furnished six regiments of volunteers—its quota of troops 
which were placed in camp. Gen. Shields resignd his office 
as Commissioner of the General Land Office, was commissioned. 
brigadier-general, and ordered to take command of the camp of 
Illinois troops. He did not have command of all these troops in 
Mexico, but he commanded there a brigade, and made a name 
for courage and patriotism not surpassed by any other soldier on 
any bloody field. In the battle of Cerro Gordo he was severely 
wounded and borne from the field, Col. E. D. Baker succeeding 
him in command. 

Mr. President, you are familiar with the names of the brave 
men of our State who took part in the Mexican war: John J. 
Hardin, who dashed down to death, but who made sure of vic- 
tory for American arms at Buena Vista; the gallant and honored 
Bissell; the generous and patriotic Irish soldier, Shields; the 
brave and accomplished orator, Baker: with Richardson, Logan, 
Oglesby, Morrison, Forman, Harris, Ross, and many other brave 
men who did gallant service in that war. 

It is a remarkable fact that not less than five of the men who 
went from Illinois to the Mexican war afterwards. became dis- 
tinguished members of this Senate: Gen. Shields, Gen. Baker, 
Gen. Richardson, Gen. Logan, and Gen. Oglesby. In addition 
to these, Bissell became a distinguished member of the House 
of Representatives and afterward governor of the State, and Col. 
Thomas L. Harris and Hon. Lewis W. Ross became active and 
influential members of the House of Representatives. 

Gen. Shields recovered from what at the time was believed to 
be a fatal wound, returned to duty and in the battle of Chapul- 
tepec was again severely wounded. In these great battles, the 
first under Gen. Taylor and the second under Gen. Scott, he 
fought gallantly, knowing no fear, was wounded severly in each, 
but doing much to bring victory to American arms. And I 
have been told that he received in the different wars.in which 
he took part, in defense of his country, not less than eleven 
wounds. 

Gen. Shields was mustered out of the military service inJuly, 
1848, and was. immediately tendered the office of governor of 
Oregon Territory, which, so ſar as I can learn, he declined. 
1849, a little more than a year after he returned from the Mexi- 
can war, and after a spirited contest, he was elected as a Demo- 
crat to the United States Senate. Not having been a citizen of 
the country for the constitutional period of nine years, the Sen- 
ate declared his election void, after he had duly qualified. To 
fill the vacancy thus caused, the Illinois Legislature was con- 
vened in extraordinary session in October following, and Gen, 
Shields being now eligible (it was after he had become eligible 
under the United States Constitution), was again elected. He 
thus enjoyed the unusual honor of having been twice elected and 
qualified as a United States Senator in thesame year. 

In this high office he: served the State faithfully and ably, as 
he had in l position of trust and honor. After the 
expiration of is Senatorial term, Gen. Shields. removed from 
Illinois to Minnesota Territory, and on the admission of that 
State into the Union he was elected United States Senator, and 
served until March 3, 1859. Following the promptings of his 
restless spirit, this energetic man, after retiring from the Sen- 
ate, removed to California, and still later was engaged in min- 
ing and kindred pursuits in Mexico, until the breaking out of 
our great civil war. 

With the true spiritof American chivalry, he at once tendered 
his services to the United States Government, and in 1861 he 
was again appointed brigadier-general of volunteers. He ac- 
cordingly entered the service and in less than a year was so se- 
verely wounded at the battle of Kernstown (here in Virginia, 
near Winchester), in March, 1862, that he was compelled to re- 
sign on account of the permanent injuries received. He there- 
after removed to Wisconsin, where he took part in the politics 
of that State, as a Democrat, and at one time acted as chairman 
of the Democratic State convention. Subsequently he moved to 
Missouri, and held important offices, both by election and ap- 
pointment, having been successively railroad commissioner and 
member of the State Legislature. I have been reminded that 
he was in that State also elected a member of Congress from 
the district in which he lived, but failed to secure his seat. 


Finally, after the death of Senator Louis V. Bogy, he was 
elected by the Legislature to succeed Senator Armstrong, who 
had been appointed to fill the vacancy until the convening of the 
Legislature. Gen. Shields again took his seat in the United 
States Senate in January, 1879, and retired in March following, 
upon the expiration ofthe term, He was succeeded in the Senate 
by the distinguished Senator [Mr. VEST] who now represents 
that State with such marked ability. 

Mr. President, the simple recital of the wonderful career of 
Gen. Shields, giving but a brief outline, seems almost like a 
dream of fancy, a romance of i ination. No other Ameri- 
can citizen, native or naturalized, has ever been certified or 
commissioned as a member of this Senate by three different 
great States. The announcement of the fact that Gen. Sxields 
was so commissioned carries with it the irresistible conclusion 
that he was no ordinary man. It is proof in itself that he pos- 
sessed qualities of head and heart that drew around him his fel- 
low-men wherever he went or in whatever he was engaged, 
whether in field or forum. 

Mr. President, while he was foreign-born, yet no American 
citizen has ever shown a greater devotion to American institu- 
tions; no American citizen has ever shown greater affection for 
the Union and the flag; neither did any patriot show more will- 
ingness to spill his blood for human liberty. He was the close 
friend of Douglas, serving with him upon the supreme bench of 
Illinois, and was also his colleague in this Senate. He was an 
admirer of Gen. Taylor, and spoke of him as Old Rough und 
Ready.” He was the friend of the Union soldier, and his last 
period of service in the Senate was marked by his fervent ap- 
peal in behalf of the veterans of the Mexican war. 

The civil war was then over; a grateful people were showing 
a spirit of liberality toward those who tats served in it and to 
their widows and orphans in granting liberal pensions and boun- 
ties. He was in full sympathy with the spirit which prevailed 
in the North, but he felt that the veterans of the Mexican war 
were being lost sight of, and in behalf of his comrades of that 
war he called the attention of the Senate to the services of the 
army in securing to the nation the command of the Pacific Slope 
by the acquisition of territory on our Western border, stretch- 
ing 700 miles north and south and 900 miles east and west. In 
the simplest language he said: 

Give us a little of that we helped to secure for our country; give us asmall 
pittance to help us while on the downward path of life in our old days; give 


us something so t us in our last days when we are marching to that 
field from ch no warrior has ever returned victoriohs. 


This was an eloquent appeal, and in itself is proof that the 
real beauty of eloquence is in simplicity of utterance. He was 
not pleading for himself—Congress had dealt kindly by him; he 
was receiving a pension of $100 per month, which after his death 
was continued to his widow and children. Gen. Shields died in 
June, 1879, in Ottumwa, Iowa. 

When the Mexican war ended, having commanded troops from 
the States of IIlinois and South Carolina, he was honored by both 
States, the Legislature of each of which presented him with a 
richly mounted sword in consideration of the gallant and meri- 
torious services rendered by him in the war. He was in com- 
mand of troops of both States when he received his last wound. 
After his death these swords were purchased by the National 
Government from his widow and placed in the 8 archives 
of the nation. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this brief story shows Gen. 
Shields to have been one of the most illustrious men of our coun- 
try. He was a hero, patriot, soldier, and statesman. He be- 
lieved in his adopted country, and was ever ready to fight for its 
flag in war, as he always served itfaithfully in pence. He could 
not perhaps be said to have been an orator e z Daniel O'Con- 
nell, who was called Ireland’s liberator, or of Grattan, who, in 
condemning a measure in the Irish Parliament, uttered these 
memorable words: 

I willremain anchored here with fidelity tothe fortunes of my country, 
faithful to her freedom, faithful to her fall; 
or of Curran, the great advocate in the trial of causes. Shields 
had not the power of eloquence of either, but he was the equal 
of either in steadfastness to duty and in courage to perform it 

Mr. President, I should be unjust to the feelings of my own 
heart if I failed to refer on this occasion to the circumstances 
of my last meeting with Gen. Shields. Some who hear me will 
remember the day, some fifteen years ago, when the people of 
my own and several adjacent States met at Mount Vernon, III., 
to participate in perhaps the grandest meeting ever held in the 
Mississippi Valley, a reunion of the soldiers of five wars. Amon 
the many thousands who gathered there were two or three = 
tary, wrinkled, and decrepit men, aged fathers, still 3 
from the war of 1812; a number of the remnants of the Blac 
Hawk and Winnebago Indian wars; others who had marched to 
Nauvoo in the Mormon war; there were veterans who had sur- 
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vived the deadly Mexican campaign, and there were very many 
who had left their records opon a hundred fields in the last great 
struggle which ended in 1865. 

I can now without impropriety refer by name to some of great 
renown, now passed from earth, who that day cried “ Hail” and 
„Welcome“ to that vast multitude. The Army of the nation 
was represented by its great general, Sherman, then in his 
brightest mood, whose hearty handshake sent a thrill through 
the very soul of every greeting comrade: there was Logan, the 
volunteer soldier and the idol of his State, now gone forever 
from these Halls; and there was Shields, the adopted citizen, a 
soldier brave as the bravest, a statesman honored repeatedly 
by my State, wearing a wreath of honor conferred by three great 
commonwealths, a tribute of higher value than ever crowned a 
Roman senator. 

I do not detractfrom the living in giving praise to such noble 
dead. It is a blessed memory to me, and it will remain with me 
always—the memory of that day when I stood face to face with 
men whose names now shed a glory upon the pages of American 
history. And of those aged and wearied forms who were met 
there, how many are now with the dust? How few now live? 

Men who remembered the massacre at Chicago and the sur- 
render at Detroit; those who had fought Tecumseh and battled at 
Peoria; men whohad shaken hands with Lafayette at Kaskaskia; 
men who had marched to fight Black Hawk in 1832; those who 
had been mustered at Nauvoo in 1845; men who returned Vic- 
torious from Mexico in 1847—all these, with unnumbered citizen 
soldiers of our own time, were there. And Shields, the brave 
and fearless Shields, was thers, first to welcome and then to bid 
us all farewell. À . 

What monarchy could present such a scene? What emperor 
could command such an audience? Where but in America could 
every man feel that this was his reunion; that this was his 
country, and these his comrades and his brothers? 

I have gazed with pleasure upon the memorial statues which 
a grateful and reverent people have erected in the thronged and 
crowded street of the Irish capital city of Dublin, to O’Connell 
and Grattan, the patriot statesman and the great orator. Ma) 
I hope, Mr. President, that this statue which the State of Tili- 
nois, on invitation of the General Government, this day unveils 
and presents in this Pantheon of America, will ever remain asa 
pm memorial of the illustrious soldier and statesman, 
Shields 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the State of Missouri thanks Illi- 
nois for placing in this Capitol the statue of Gen. James Shields 
with that of Abraham Lincoln, her most distinguished citizen. 

It is eminently suggestive and proper that the great Common- 
_ wealth which honored them both should have here the statues 
of Lincoln and Shields, always politically adversaries and atone 
time personal enemies, but never divided in their love of country. 
It augurs well for the future that the petty divisions of political 
opinion are thus obliterated, and the people of our whole coun- 
try, so long as the Government exists, can look upon the marble 
images of those who differed in methods but not in motives, and 
of whom the impartial judgment of their countrymen has de- 
clared that they deserve well of the Republic.” 

Of all the eminent men whose names will appear in our coun- 
try’s history, James Shields alone has represented three sove- 
ict fs States in the Senate of the United States. Itis equally 
significant that when he came to the Senate on each occasion he 
represented the same opinions and policies upon public ques- 
tions. 

At the close of the last war he became a citizen of Missouri, 
and in 1868 was elected to the National House of Representa- 
tives from the Kansas City district, but a portion of the returns 
were destroyed in the office of the Secretary of State, and the 
old hero was thus defrauded of his rightful title. He was after- 
ward elected to the popular branch of the State General As- 
sembly, and in 1879 was sent to this body, serving out the unex- 
pired term of Lewis V. Bogy. 

Cast in heroic mold, steadfast in conviction, a stranger to fear 
and duplicity, this soldier-statesman is the most illustrious rep- 
resentative of those Irish-Americans who baptized in blood their 
win ty to our free institutions. 

Illinois, Minnesota, and Missouri especially honored him when 
living, and the whole Union now claims his glorious career as a 
common legacy; but in Missouri, among the people who loved 
him above all others, rest his ashes. We will guard them well, 
for in all our broad domain never has there been a life which 
better illustrated American manhood or shed greater luster upon 
the American name. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, inasmuch as the political career 
of Gen. Shields, varied and successful as it was, began in the 
State of Minnesota, it is manifestly proper that a representative 
of that State should say some words upon the present occasion. 

The career of Gen. Shields illustrates and exemplifies beyond 


any precedent that occurs to me, the capacity of our institutions 
for the successful political and military advancement of those 
who love those institutions, wherever they may have been born, 
or whatever their political antecedents may have been. 

Gen. Shields was a Senator from three States. He was a 
veteran of two wars. His personal valor largely contributed to 
the acquisition of an empire to the United States, and the same 
valor vastly contributed to the establishment of our institutions 
upon foundations of permanency. 

After the remarks of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
and those of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] nothing is 
left for me to say by way of history or eulogium. 

Gen. Shields belonged to a generation in Minnesota which 
laid the foundation of that Commonwealth. The most of them 
have passed away. I never knew him; I never saw him. His 
name is almost a tradition in our State; but, Mr. President, being, 
as he was, among those early pioneers who established that great 
and growing Commonwealth by his record of gallantry, his 
charms of personal manner, of which the tradition yet remains, 
he became one of the first Senators from that State, and these 
ceremonies, instituted by the State of Illinois, commemorative 
of the distinguished services, military and political, of this alien- 
born and yet patriotic citizen, will be intensely gratifying to 
those who remember Gen. Shields and to the people of his na- 
tionality in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois, who 
has been its governor and who has so long represented it in this 
body, has Tay fittingly and properly performed the duty of 
speaking for the State and in paying its tribute to the great 
fame of Gen. James Shields. There remains for me but little 
moi one to ask the adoption of the resolutions now before the 

nate, 

Mr. President, word painters, like other painters, sometimes 
fail to observe the fitting accessories and surroundings of their 

rtrait. In order to understand the character of Gen. Shields, 
it must be known who were his rivals, who it was that engaged 
with him in the 51 contests for both professional and po- 
litical honors in Illinois. Without thus observing those who 
were his rivals and oppouents, we should not properly appre- 
ciate and but little would we understand the true life and man- 
hood and greatness of Lincoln. To delineate a giant and sur- 
round him with pigmies would convey no impression of his real 

wer. So it is almost always the case that the biographer, in 
is admiration for his hero, forgets the essential conditions 
which surround him and which go to make up his greatness. 

I met James Shields in October, 1840, at one of the circuits in 
Illinois. I had just come into possession of that which I re- 
ae pa asalmosta patentof nobility—a license to practice the pro- 

ession of the law. At that court Sidney Breese, the great jurist 

and subsequently a distinguished Senator from Illinois, presided. 
Alexander P. Field, whose eloquence is still a tradition in cen- 
tral and southern Illinois, was there; and Gustavus Koernor, still 
living, wise and profound. He had been a citizen but a few 
years, and was then distinguished for the great characteristics 
which have made him so well known since. F 

These were the leaders of that bar. I admired them. They 
became to me objects of emulation. I met the general, then Mr. 
Shields, a month later at Vandalia. There the same lawyers 
were present, with the addition of Jozeph Gillespie, that solid 
jurist, devotee of ancient black-letter law, a master of the science 
of special ay PN he understood so well and which 
science he survived, it having perished by the blows mainly of 
men who never understood it or appreciated it. There we were 
joined by Usher F. Linder, the orator and wit of the bar of the 
State. Those were the men with whom Gen. Shields was called 
upon to contend for professional honors. 

Later I knew him when he was the associate of Lincoln and 
Douglas and many other great men whose names now escape 
my memory. He was not like them. He was not like Douglas 
nor like Lincoln nor like Baker, but he was a fosman worthy of 
the steel of any of them at any time, either at the bar or in the 
Legislature. 

I knew him subsequently when as a judge he presided in the 
circuit where I had a few clients. He was generous and just, 
not profoundly learned; but his acumen and his discrimination, 
his power of perceiving and weighing arguments addressed to 
him was something remarkable. His intuitive perception of 
justice and right was such as made him the very refuge of the 
oppressed and the wronged. 

knew him subsequently, when he had an office under the State 
overnment. I knew him when he was appointed to the Army. 

72 present when he returned and was welcomed at Spring- 
field. 

We were political associatesand personal friends. I regarded 
him as being somewhat unique, somewhat unlike other men, but 
still a remarkable man, and I cluster around him from memory 
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names of these great men that he may be properly appreciated 
and understood, because greatness can never be msitlested ex- 
cept on great occasions or in contests between great men. 
Wars of giants attract the attention of mankind, but wars be- 
tween e baad and the giant have no attractions for any con- 
siderate d. 

I observed Gen, Shields's political course. It was my misfor- 
tune to differ with him on a great public question. [ wasa 
member of the State Legislature at the expiration of his term 
of service in this body. I was compelled by my convictions of 
pe and public duty to vote for another for a seat in this 

onorable body. I did so, and my nomination and vote gave to 
this body another one of the.great men of whom Illinois is so 
proud. It gave to the Senate Lyman Trumbull, whose great 
services as a jurist as well as a statesman are written upon the 
statute books of the Republic. This, I am proud to say, had no 
influence upon the personal relations between Gen. Shields and 
myself. We continued to be friends. He left Illinois soon after 
and became a citizen of Minnesota, and reappeared in this body 
as the Representative of that young Commonwealth. 

His military history is a part of the inheritance of the coun- 
try. That he distinguished himself in Mexico we know, and 
especially in Illinois it is remembered and known to all that he 
distinguished himself in the late civil war also. We have been 

roud of his fame. An alien by birth, Illinois took him to her 

m and cherished him as if he had been her own gon. 

My relations to him, I repeat, were of the kindest character. 
I esteemed him and respected him. His conduct toward me was 
always that of generous friendship, and to-day I take pleasure 
in je pip the Senate to pass these resolutions in order that Illi- 
nois may place in the Capitol its selected memorial of her great 
adopted son. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Illinois. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TNE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that thé House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 42) permitting Anson Mills, colonel 
of Third Regiment United States Cavalry, to acceptand exercise 
the functions of boundary commissioner on the part of the United 
States, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 198) to grant to the Birmingham, Sheffield and 
Tennessee River Railway Company a right of way over the pub- 
lic lands traversed by it; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 31) for the protection of those par- 
ties who have heretofore been allowed to make entries for land 
within the Mille Lac Indian Reservation in Minnesota. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, ~+ 


The message further announced that the ie cage? of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. 77) conferring 
diplomas upon designers, inventors, and expert artisans; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bill and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 198) to grant to the Birmingham, Sheffield and 
Tennessee River Railway Company a right of way over the pub- 
lic lands traversed by it; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res.31) for the protection of those 
ties who have heretofore been allowed to make entries for land 
within the Mille Lac Indian Reservation in Minnesota. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 5 


Mr. HOAR. Inow call up the resolution which I submitted 
yesterday, and ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, so far as in his opinion it shall 
not be inconsistent with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate 
copies of all instructions which may have been given to any representative 
of the United States, or any naval officer thereof, since the 4th day of March, 
1881, in regard to the preservation of public order in Hawaii, or the protec- 
tion of the lives and property of American citizens, or the recognition or 
support of any government there. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this resolution is an ordinary 
resolution of inquiry such as the Senate rarely hesitates to pass 


on the request of any member of the body. It simply asks for 
information in regard to facts of public interest necessary for the 
information of all Senators in the discharge of their public du- 
ties, and, in accordance with the custom in such matters, it ex- 
pressly defers to the President’s judgment in the matter as to 
whether bra pada trie poper or other fact asked for should or 
should not be made public with due regard to the interests of 
the public service. 

It has not seemed to me that there was any occasion for de- 
lay in the passage of this resolution because of the absence of 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. MOR- 
GAN]. He may have from private sources or from private con- 
sultations with the Administration all the information which is 
ie by other Senators who do not sustain that confidential 
relation. 

The resolutionasks for the instructions which indicate the at- 
titude of this Government toward Hawaii in three Administra- 
tions; first, that of the first Administration of the present Presi- 
dent of the United States, then for the instructions given by the 
two able and eminent gentlemen who filled the office of Secretary 
of State during the last Administration, and for the instructions 
which have gone out during the present Administration. 

Lhope and believe that those instructions will show a settled 
and consistent policy, certainly down toa very recent time, in 
regard to which there has been no party or political difference 
of opinion. 

If the President’s message means anything, so far as I can un- 
derstand it, it means that the Executive of the United States is 
meditating and considering the question whether he shall, by 
his own executive 5 an act of war against a 
friendly power. There can be no question that the Government 
which was in power in Hawaii at the last advices is a friendly 
Government. It established itself without violence, after an at- 
tempt on the part of the Queen to commit an act of revolution 
and usurpation, which is admitted and conceded by all parties, 
The Queen undertook of her own authority and in violation of 
a written existing constitution to exclude from the right of suf- 
frage in that nation a large and important portion of its citizens, 
important in regard to numbers, in regard to character, in re- 

ard to intelligence, and-in regard to property. I suppose no- 

dy will be so hardy as to deny that that was a gross attempt at 
usurpation and revolution. 

Now, tbe people, or some of them, resisted that act and set u 
a new government, and that government has been recognized b 
all the civilized powers of the world, so far as we are aware, who 
have international relations with Hawaii. It has been recog- 
nized by the Government of the United States. It is repre- 
sented at the capital of the United States by a duly accredited 
representative, and is recognized by the present Executive, with 
whom he is in diplomatic intercourse; and therefore to under- 
take on any pretense whatever, or for any reason whatever, to 
enter that kingdom orrepublic, or however it may be defined and 
described, and overthrow the existing government is an act of 
war; and it is none the less an act of war that it is an act medi- 
tated, or proposed, or committed against a feeble and small gov- 
ernment, 

Now, Mr. President, the suggestion that the United States 
may have acted with undue te in the recognition of this 
government or that it may have violated international law by 
taking part in the revolution that established it, will not in my 
judgment bear examination for a moment. If at some time in 
the past this country, even in violation of right, had aided in 
putting in power a 0 which has since that time bee 
recognized by us and by other countries as a lawful governmen 
and is lawfully and peacefully exercising its functions, is it pos- 
sible that because that might have happened there is any duty 
or any right under the law of nations, after the fact in the past 
has become established, to make war ye that government and 
overthrow it and putin power another? If that be true, it was 
clearly the duty of France, whenever after our Revolutionary 
war she should see fit, to have joined Great Britain in over- 
throwing the United States and putting the Colonies under the 
English power once more. I sup there can be no question 
that our treaty of alliance with ce, which contributed só 
much to the establishment of our independence, was a violation 
of international obligation as between France and England. 

The matter of the establishment of that government is a fact 
and not a question of right or wrong, as far as all other govern- 
ments are concerned. There is scarcely a government on this 
continent south of us (and, indeed, we must include our own Gov- 
ernment in the statement) that does not owe its existence to a 
revolution, as to the rightfulness of which there is debate and 
discussion and question, and in regard to which the defeated. 
party and perhaps other nations may have something to say if 
they are to express an opinion about it. However, international 
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law recognizes nothing but the fact of government, and it can in 


the nature of 
ment. 
Now, Mr. President, if what the President implies in his mes- 
sage be true, that because he has concluded there was some 
wrongful action on the part of our minister under a previous Ad- 
ministration in aiding the establishment of the present govern- 
ment he thinks it ishis duty to overthrow it and putanotherone 
in power, he is meditating an act of war against Hawaii and it is 
im] ossible to escape from that conclusion. I think the depart- 
ment of the Government with whom the power and duty under 
the Constitution of declaring war under proper circumstances 
are lodged is entitled to prompt and immediate knowledge of 
all the facts which bear upon the question. 

There are some other things that seem to me singular and in- 
defensible in this transaction. I shall not now go the length of 
declaring that under no circumstances ought the President of 
the United States to 5 abroad oe mA 
authority of express le on for the purpose or without the 
advice and inert of the Senate. But certainly the cases are 
very rare when that ought to be done. Its being done can be 
justified only in the case of a grave, imminent, und pressing 
emergency and public danger. A 

This gentleman was sent abroad when the Senate was in ses- 
sion, on the 7th of March, 1893, with full opportunity on the part 
of the President to cousult this body. He was sent abroad with 
the duties practically of a diplomatic representative of this Gov- 
ernment. e report to which the President alludes shows that 
he is in constant communication with the authorities of Hawaii 
and is informing them officially what this Government will do 
and will not do. His orders gave him paramount authority; and 
in. ddition to that he seems to have assumed the duty and the 
power of determining whether or not certain orders should be 

m 5 the naval officers of the United States in the port of 

onolulu. 

I the power to make diplomatic representations to foreign 
yvernments and the power to issue orders to our own naval of- 
cers and the power to pull down the American flag where it 
was peacefully floating be not an official power, I should like to 
know what definition can be given of official power as distin- 
uished from personal agency. But if the President of the 
Enitea States could exercise his own functions by a deputy, yet 
here, with the Senate in session and the three-months’ session 
of Congress having since intervened, it is very strange that the 
Executive of the United States has undertaken to commit to this 
gentleman these delicate and important official responsibilities 
without even communicating the fact officially either to the Sen- 
ate or to Congress. As far as possible the United States is to 
be dragged into a war in strict confidence, without the knowl- 
edge of its legislative authority. 

‘Tt is said that the persons composing that provisional govern- 
ment, and supporting it, and represented by it, are Americans 
by birth, and that many of them retain their American citizen- 
ahi >. Isupposethatistrue. Thedualcitizenship which belongs 
to those persons under the peculiar condition of those islands is 
a citizenship conferred upon them by the express provision of 
the constitution of the kingdom of Hawaii, and in one of the offi- 
cial communications of Secretary Bayard, which will be found 
in the document Jaid before the Senate during his administra- 
tion of the oflice of Secretary of State, it was expressly recognized 
and approved by him, doubtless by the direction of President 
Aleveland, 

Now, unless I mistake the temper of those men, they will not 
yield the lawful government which they have established and 
which the whole civilized world has recognized, to one hundred 
or two hundred marines, ac under an unconstitutional and 
poem authority of the President of the United States. They 

ve got something behind them which the Queen had not—the 
consciousness of a ve Sailr cause, the ‘knowledge that the true 
interests of that people and all its civilization are at stake; and it 
is not the wont and fashion of men of American birth and lineage 
to give up such a cause as that without a struggle. Then, ac- 
cording to the Pe intimation of President Clevéland as to 
what he thinks his duty, there is war. 7 

Now, Mr. President, I think it is manifest that this is a trans- 
action which the Senate and the ple are entitled to under- 
stand, and they are entitled to understand it without delay. If 
this thing has not been done yet, we want that the swift and in- 

nant remonstrance of the American people shall make itself 
felt and shall be heard by Executive ears, however dull they may 


seem to be. 

When President Grant proposed the plan, which he so hon- 
estly and so zealously approved, of initiati roceedingsfor the 
acquisition of San Domingo, he obtained, if I remember aright, 
legislative authority to send abroad his commission to inquire 
and ascertain the facts. 


things recognize nothing but,the fact of govern- 


Now, was there any reason why President Cleveland should 
not have communicated to us at the late three-months session 
the fact that there was this trouble; that he feared the United 
States had done something wrong, or had made a mistake in the 
past, and asked for a fit and suitable legislative authority to have 
the facts ascertained? 

I shall be curious to hear from any defender of the Adminis- 
tration on what precedents the Executive relies. I shall becuri- 
ous to hear from him an explanation of this most extraordinary 
and most.secret proceeding upon his part. 

Mr. MAND ON. I ask the Senator if it is not the fact 
that the personal representative of the President, whatever may 
have been his title—ParamountExtraordinary Blount perhaps— 
returned to this country before Congress adjourned -at the ex- 
traordinary session? 

Mr. HOAR. I am not sure, but I think that is true. The 
President of the United States, I suppose, had months ago all 
the information which this gentleman could give him. 

I do not wish to be understood as express any opinion in 
regard to the policy of annexing this distant ‘territory to the 
United States. Ido not wish to be understood now as entering 
into the discussion how far and on what condition and under 
what circumstances the United States may find ‘it for the inter- 
est of both nations to establish, with the assent of Hawaii, aright- 
ful and lawful protectorate there, or under what circumstances 
that group of islands may become a territory or dependency of 
the United States. All those questions are foreign to the pres- 
ent occasion. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the President of the United 
States is adopting and getting into the habit of adopting rather 
extraordinary lan e in his dealing with the other branches 
of Government when he tells us in his message after the his- 
tory of the appointments, foreign and domestic, of the last six 
months, that Congress the civil-service law not because 
they thought it was right, but because they were afraid of pop- 
ular opinion; and when he tells us that there is no ‘serious 
doubt about this matter. He says this after the action of his 
predecessor, who never failed in courtesy to him, in the face 
of the utterances of the American press, in the face of what I 
believe to be the clear conviction and judgmentof three-fourths 
of the American people, without distinction of party. I should 
like to be at liberty to relate to the President of the United 
States some things that I have heard said by Democrats in m 
part of the country, quiteas honored and quite as een 
and quite as high in the public esteem and confidence as any 

rson holding any official position however illustrious. I think, 

say, it is presumptuous when the President informs us that 
there can be no doubt— 
that the constitutional government of Hawaii had been subverted with 
the active aid of our erence to that government, and through the 
intimidation caused o presence of an armed naval force of the United 
States which was ed for that purpose. 

That is in conflict with the declaration of the representative 
of the United States, an eminent and highly trusted citizen. It 
is in conflict with the fact that before those troops were landed 
the government buildings were in possession of the new gov- 
ernment; and it is in conflict with the fact that the friends of 
the new government had at the moment (without saying any- 
thing about the difference of race or the habit of using weapons) 
the control and command of the larger 8 of the military 
resources of that island; and it is in conflict with the public dec- 
larations of his predecessor. I should have no doubt whatever 
that if upon the known facts, including the report of Mr. 
Blount, the question were submitted to this body, it would ex- 

ress a very different judgment from that of the Executive, and 
t would not be a party question. : 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, Ishould much have preferred that 
this subject should have come up for discussion in the regular 
ee opens method: that the resolution offered by the Senator 

rom Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] should have been referred to the 
appropriate committee, and that that committee should have 
thoroughly T the whole subject and made an ex- 
haustive report to this body in order that we might intelligently 
proceed to the consideration of the grave question presented 
to us. 

It has not been thought proper, however, by the distinguished 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] to await that orderly procedure of this 
body; and while the resolution of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts calls for information, he proceeds to shell the woods before 
he obtains the information and to charge the President of the 
United States with meditating anact of war without the author- 
ity of the Congress of the United States, the sole repository of 
the authority to declare war in this country. 

I deny the statement. I say that the Executive has respect- 
fully Subri 


tted the question to Congress and given them the in- 
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formation at his disposal, such as he thought appropriate to sub- 
mit in his message, and his action in this matter has been 
strictly confined within the limits of executive authority. 

It is useless, Mr. President, to go beyond the question now 
legitimately presented for our consideration. The discussion of 
ethers will only tend to confuse that presented by the message. 

The Senater from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] has presented many 
views touching the question. He showed the importance of close 
relations between the Hawaiian Islands and the Government of 
the United States. He told us of the commercial advantages of 
the ownership and occupancy of those islands. He told us that 
the people are unfit for self-government; that corruption con- 
trols the enactment of their laws; that the Queen is immoral, 
and that the Christian people of the islands are behind the rev- 
olutionary government which has been established by the armed 
power of the Government of the United States; that the gov- 
ernment overthrown was a monarchy and the one instituted isa 
republic; and that the President is meditating the overthrow of 
the republic and the reéstablishment of the monarchy, 

it is not the first time in the world that a fraud attempts to 

justify itself by putting on the mask of morality and Christian- 

ty. The . cpa authority that we haveon the subject of Chris- 
tianity is the utterance of its founder when he said, Render 
therefore unto Cæsar the things which are Czsar’s, and unto 
God the things that are God's.“ If the government were insti- 
tuted by the Hawaiian people, half-civilized as they are, unfit 
for the government that we have, but if itwere their govern- 
ment it was right that that government should be respected by 
the officers of the United States who were sent accredited to it. 
It makes no difference that it is a monarchy. 

Cæsar was a monarch when Christ said that tribute should be 
paid to him. It is not a question ot the immorality of the Queen 
and whether her character is such as Cesar would have had his 
wife to Peers The only one presented is, did the Government 
of the United States interfere and overturn the existing Gov- 
ernment of Hawaii? If they did, it is the duty of the people of 
the United States represented in this Government to make 

rompt restitution and reinstate the government which they 

ve overthrown. 7 

The Senator from Massachusetts said the government was es- 
tablished without violence. Yes, Mr. President, if the Senator 
was going along the road with 8100 in his purse and 100 armed 
men should spring from the bushes and level their guns in his 
face and demand it from him and take it, there would be no 
bloodshed, and according to his definition no violence. His 
8 would only pass in revolution and without violence 

rom his pocket to the pockets of his moral and Christian rob- 
bers. What are the facts about this? Mr. President, the Ha- 
waiian people have been the most unfortunate people of whom 
we have any history. Our history with them began in 1820, 
and it be with missionaries who went to spread the light of 
Christianity and to elevate them in the scale of civilization. 
They were proceeding in the good work and had made great 
38 when in 1839 the wealth of that country attracted the 
nch, who sent an armed force to compel the people of the 
Hawaiian Islands to accept French brandy and French religion. 
After having robbed them they went away, and in 1843an English 
officer in command of an English vessel came to the conclusion 
that it was an easy thing to do and he would seize the islands and 
lace the flag of Great Britain over them. He did it; he tore 
Tps the Hawaiian standard and placed over the islands of the 
group the standards of Great Britain. 

An English admiral went afterwardsand removed the English 
ensigns and restored the Hawaiian standard, and, Mr. President, 
it is a beautiful picture that is presented in that act of restora- 
tion by the English officer. e set apart a day, summoned the 
whole people to assemble and see the act. They came along— 
men, women, and children—with tears streaming down their 
‘cheeks. The banners began to float, the cannon to thunder from 
the land, and the vessels in the port saluted with twenty-one 
guns the national flag as he removed the English flag and re- 
stored the rightful flag of the Hawaiian people, and in their great 
joy the good ship Constellation of the United States joined with 
twenty-one guns. That was much more honorable action than 
‘to have conspired with the men who used the flag and power of 
the United States to overturn that government, and then place 
it by the edict of our minister under the protectorate of the 
United States. 

We are told that the President of the United States has no 
power over this question, but a minister of the United States, 
without the authority of Congress, can say, I am the state.” 
Strong as the great who sat on the throne of France, he 
raises the flag of the United States over the Hawaiian flag and 
himself declares a protectorate. What authority had he to as- 
sume for the people of the United States that we would protect 


those islands not only against all foreign powers (for that is what 


a protectorate means, de in an American sense], but to 
protect it against the right of the people to alter, reform, or 
abolish their existing government and institute another in its 
stead if they thought that other more conducive to the security 
of their happiness? When did it become an American idea that 
we could go anywhere and scr a people with our bayonets to 
have any form of government that we wished and that they did 
not wish? It is a doctrine, sir, that has grown up within the 
last few years in this Government. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention 
to the proclamation of Minister Willis, published in the Evening 
Star at Honolulu, in which he says: 

‘The good order of this community will be kept undisturbed in the inter - 


ests of humanity; that any attempt made by ser pongo persons to make 
ou 


trouble will be promptly checked and May put the matter 
ent discharged 


more plainly and say that even if the mal -Governm 
allits troops to-day no lawlessness would be allowed for one moment. 
e — + = = e 


+ 
No one need fear trouble and no lawlessness will be permitted. 


Does the Senator, with whom I quite agree in what he seems 
to be advocating just now, tell the Senate where Minister Willis 
or the President of the United States, who instructs him, gets 
the power to keep order in Hawaii, and whether that is not it- 
self an act of war on whatever government is the lawful one? 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I am not discussing at this time 
Mr. Willis's utterances. The Senator is taking me away from 
the subject which I am discussing. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator asks whether a certain doc- 
trine was ever heard of, and I call his attention to the fact—— 

Mr. MILLS. And the Senator with me. 

Mr. HOAR. That President Cleveland through his agents. 
and through his dipiomatic representatives, has just proclaimed 
it in the most offensive sense it can be put in, going very much 
beyond Mr. Stevens, and I ask him how he accounts for it, and 
to explain it, and whether he justifies it? 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. President, I will proceed. I do not 
know what Minister Willis has said to the Hawaiian people. 
am dealing with authentic documents. I know that the minis- 
ters representing this or any other government have a right 
whenever their citizens can not be protected in a foreign port 
to assume that protection and preserve order so far as securing 
the lives and property of their own citizens, and I suppose that 
Minister Willis’s language has reference to a fact of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to call his attention 
to the fact that Mr. Willis does not say that. He says, ‘‘Ishall 
keep order, and I shall punish anybody who violates the order 
of that community.” 

Mr. MILLS. My friend may put whatconstruction he pleases 
on Minister Willis’s language. i want to go back to Minister 
Stevens, and I want to get through with Minister Stevens be- 
fore I touch on Minister Willis. If Mr. Willis has announced to 
the Hawaiian people or to the American people that the people 
of Hawaii have no right by revolution to alter, abolish, or re- 
institute a government suited to their own will, he has an- 
nounced a doctrine that has hitherto never found any hold upon 
the American people. What is our creed, Mr. President? I 
am afraid we are drifting away from it. Let me read from an 
old book, the very first e of our rules, the Declaration of In- 
dependence, the creed of the American people: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal; 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that 
That to secure 


ese are life, liberty, and the pursuit of ha 
hts governments are instituted among men, deriving their just 


‘powers from the consent of the governed;— 
Not from foreigners, but from the governed— 


that whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, 
it is the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new 
government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its 
powers in such form as to them shall seem most likely to affect their safety 
and happiness. 

Iclaim that we announced a truth not for the American peo- © 
ple alone, but we announced a truth that is universal. It is an- 
nounced here, but announced for the benefit of the human fam- 
ily, that there can be no just government except it shall come 
from the consent of the governed, and that the governed“ at 
all times have aright to svange, reform, abolish, and reinstitute 
whatever government they think proper to establish. 

Sir, the President has been ed because he says that the 
‘Queen of those islands has been illegally deposed by armed 
forees of our Government, and that she is yet the legiti 
Queen in that country, and we are told that he is instituting a 
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monarchy. Unhappily, that 8 came from the lips of a 
Senator on the other side of the Chamber. We are to-day guard - 
ing a monarch in the Pacific Ocean. Three years ago we en- 
tered into a treaty with Great Britain and Germany, a triple 
alliance, contrary to the warning voice of the author of that 
Declaration of Independence against all entangling alliances ” 
with foreign people. This treaty was not made by Mr. Cleve- 
land’s 3 or by any one appointed by or represent- 
ing that Administration. It was negotiated under the Admin- 
istration of President Harrison and by representatives appointed 
by him, and ratified by Senators who are now declaiming against 
monarchy. 

We . into a triple alliance to keep a king on the throne 
of the Samoan Islands, and in the execution of that treaty, which 
is to-day upon our statute books and which we are executing, we 
have aided in suppressing an armed insurrection against that 
king in the execution of the treaty, and we have helped to send 
off a rival who was sving: a pretender it may be, for that 
kingly throne, and he is to-day incarcerated in one of the Mar- 
shall felanda and the Government of the United States is stand- 
ing guard over that monarchy to support the throne of Malietoa. 

at is not all, sir. We took possession of those islands with 
Great Britain and Germany and even made a tariff for them. 
They pay taxes, not according to the consent of the people of 
those fn Ar but they taxes according to the dictation of 
the armed power of tue Un ted States, Germany, and Great Brit- 
ain, and the taxpayers of the United States have been contrib- 
uting out of their pockets to pay the expenses of maintaining 
the monarchy. What has become of the old Revolutionary creed 
that taxation and representation go hand in hand? What has 
become of the doctrine of the inalienable right of self-govern- 
ment declared by our fathers to be the right of “allmen”? Not 
only are-we instituting and executing their tariff and other 
laws over their heads and against their consent, but the people 
of the United States are acting as jailors for the rival king who 
has been overthrown and incarcerated onanother island. er- 
ican bayonets are supporting the throne of one king and guard- 
ing the jail dcors of another. All this was done by our friends 
of the other side, who are now so horrified at monarchy in Ha- 
waii that they are willing to tear it down whether the people 
want it or not. It is nonsense to talk about the restoration of 
the Queen being the establishment of a monarchy by the United 
States. Itis nonsense to talk about the military despotism es- 
tablished by the armed forces of the United States being a re- 
publican government. It lives upon the bayonets of the Ameri- 
cantroops. After the Government had been established it was 
found unable to support itself, and the Government so estab- 
lished, representing two or three thousand people out of 96,000, 
itself called upon Minister Stevens to protect and support it. 
It was unable to stand, and it is to-day unable to stand without 
the support of the United States. j 

How was that government overthrown, Mr. President? Itis 
one of the singular things in history that a revolution should 
take place and a government posers an army if not a navy— 
possessing an army and all branches of civil administration— 
should be overthrown without shedding a drop of blood, without 
an armed collision inits streets, without a battlefield. Is it not 
strange that it should surrender? Is it not something strange, 
yea, passing strange, that this Queen, with an s at her back, 
with an army in her palace grounds at the time of the revolution, 
with forts and places manned and armed, should havesurrendered 
to those who had not a single gun to fire against it—not one? 

It is something impossible to believe; and yet it was done; 
and it was done because the United States forces came upon the 
ground, and the Queen was told that if she resisted the insur- 

ents she would declare war and wage war against the United 
States; and while the commander of her forces said he could 
drive the United States troops from the islands, he could not 
fight their 65,000,000 people; and some of the members of the 
committee on public safety advised her to yield under protest 
and appeal to the Governmentof the United States. She was re- 
minded of the magnanimous conduct of the English admiral in 
1843; that Great Britain did justice to her country, and asked 
if the people of the United States would not as readily render 
justice to her and restore her flag and her Government, and to 
these entreaties she yielded. 

Mr. President, what was the necessity of Minister Stevens 
landing the forces at 4:30 O clock, as Commander Wiltse said he 
did, on the 16th of January? 1 want to know what exigency 
made it necessary for the United States troops to land at that 
time? There was no disturbance. The people were as quiet as 
they are in New England on a Sunday morning when they are 
going to church. Why were those troops landed? Why did 
they go to the Government building, or to a building close to it, 
and within half pistol shot of that building, as some of the wit- 
nesses say, where they could command it with their arms? Why 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


were the marines of the United States drawn up in line of battle 
with their guns trained upon the palace where the Queen had 
fifty soldiers to 5 order and protect life and property? 
Why did Capt. Wiltse tell his lieutenant that he would not per- 
mit any fighting inthestreets? Why did Mr. Stevens refuse, on 
the . of the existing government, to aid in suppressing 
disorder and violence if that was in fact what he landed his troops 
for? And why did he refuse to aid her to maintain her govern- 
ment? When applied to by her for aid he said no; but he told 
the conspirators, ‘‘ If you will go to the Government building, and 
if you will there proclaim that the Queen is deposed and organize 
a government, I will recognize you;” and at 2:30 o'clock the com- 
mittee of pene safety, consisting of 13 persons, 7 foreigners and 
aliens and 6 natives and naturalized people, went one after 
another to the Government building, afraid to go all together at 
once. They went by different streets, and before they went to 
the Government building to declare the Queen deposed they sent 
a messenger to see if anyone wasthere tohurtthem. They wove 
informed by their messenger that nobody was there, and that 
the business of the Government was proceeding quietly and 
orderly. Nobody dreamed of a revolution. One went by one 
street and another went by another street, and they slipped in 
and the Queen was deposed by the proclamation, and nobody 
knew it on the outside. 

As soon as the Queen was deposed, then Minister Stevens rec- 
ognized the revolutionary government, notwithstanding the 
Queen was there, with all hertroops at the station-house, which 
was the arsenal and the place where the troops had concentrated 
and organized when former revolutions had been suppressed. 
More than 500 armed men were ready to suppress the insurrec- 
tion, with the commanding officer saying he couldeasily doso and 
was ready to do it. In addition to that, he could successfully 
meet the troops of the United States end compel obedience to 
order and to the rightful authority of the Government, yet he 
could not fight all the troops of the United States that had not 
come upon Hawaiian soil. Conscious of his ability to suppress 
all disorder he refused to surrender until the Queen consented 
upon the entreaty of her advisers to surrender under protest to 
the arms of the United States. She was urged to surrender under 
protest to the United States Government and she surrendered to 
the United States Government, myin that she was not strong 
enough to cope with thearmies of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him 
that it appears in evidence, if it is to be relied upon, that prior 
to the promulgation of the Provisional Government a committee 
of the members of the committee of safety applied to Mr. Stev- 
ens to know whether he would, in the event Of the Queen’s gov- 
ernment attempting to arrest them, S a them from such ar- 
rest, and that he replied he would. That promise was extracted 
from Mr. Stevens before they proceeded to declare a new gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. President, there have been various 
statements about the Queen’s strength in the revolution and the 
number of her armed forces. Iread as the most reliable from 
Secretary Foster. It is the most reliable because it is a state- 
mentagainst him. He was one of the principal movers in this 
annexation business, and he is stating his case most strongly for 
himself and for our friends on the other side. He says: 

On Saturday, the 14th of January, the capital was wholly controlled by 
the royal troops. including a large additional force of over 500 armed men 
not author! by Hawaiian law. 

Another statement shows that her regular force was equiva- 
lent to 500 men. Now, according to these statements, she had 
1,000 men on that field, and those who instituted the new gov- 
ernment, founded, it is pretended to be, upon the will of the 

le, had not one armed man on the islands when the revolution- 
ists met on Monday. Yet the United States Government did noth- 
ing except to defend the consulate and legation! One of the 
strange things about it is, as Admiral Skerrett says, the position 
was well taken to support the Provisional Government, but very 
badly taken if it was the intention of the troops to defend the 
consulate and the legation. They were in a different Pr of 


the city; but here were these troops in line of battle right in 
the street,with their guns trained Ne the and ready to 
rain hail and desolation into the building. t a magnificent 


picture is presented by the representatives of 67,000,000 of the 
most powerful people on the globe with the muzzles of their 
gus upon a poor defenseless woman whose property is about to 

stolen from her! And they tell us she is not a Christian and 
that the Christian grop are not on her side! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Texas will please suspend. Itis the duty of 
the Chair to announce that the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the pending reso- 
lution may be proceeded with until it is disposed of. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the resolution now before the 
Senate be proceeded with until it is disposed of. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is not that quite a large latitude? Had 
the Senator better not make that request to run during the re- 
mainder of the day? Until disposed of” would mean indefi- 
nitely. 

Mn. MILLS. I yield the floor if Senators object, and shall ask 
leave to resume my remarks to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not object. I should like the Senator to 


on. 
ie: MILLS. I know the Senator does not object. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to the Senator pro- 
ceeding. : 
Mr. DOLPH. Let the Senator proceed without objection. 
Mr. HOAR. Yes, the Senator may proceed without objec- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the consideration of the resolution now pending 
before the Senate shall proceed. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none. t 

Mr. MILLS. Whata magnificent picture in our history, how 
entrancing it will be, how our children and our children’s chil- 
dren will stand and gaze upon it, when some painter shall por- 
tray the scene for them, of this most powerful Republic, with 

wer to cope with all the earth on its territory, standing with 

ts guns shotted to the lips, trained upon the palace of a poor, 
half-civilized woman, who is the representative head of a weak 
and feeble people! ne 

Why, Mr. President, hasall this thing beendone? Why hasour 
minister been constantly informing his Government about the 
desirability of these islands? Why has he been writing letters 
telling us about how much sugar they produce, and what magnifi- 
cent bananas hang from their trees? Why all this information 
aboutacountry which did not belong to us? It reminds me of that 
incident in Roman history when Cato, who was after Carthage, 
took from the folds of his toga Carthagenian figs and laid them 
upon the table of the Roman Senate, and said,“ This splendid 
fruit grows within three days’ sail of Rome. Carthago delenda 
est.” Carthage must fall because she produced fine figs which 
the Romans wanted. The Hawaiian Islands must belong tothe 
United States because the sugar planters of Hawaii want to brin 
these islands in and obtain a bounty out of the pockets of Ameri- 
can taxpayers. x 

The great trouble with the Hawaiian people began after our 
civil war, when adventurous and intelligent American people 
and some Europeans, went upon these islands and discovere 
how rich were their lands and how productive they would be 
of sugar. A struggle ensued in 1874 for the vacant throne. 
The American sugar-growers espoused the cause of Kalakua and 
the other inhabitants espoused the cause of the rival claimant, 
Queen Emma. The Americans had Kalakua installed. They 
carried the legislature, which had the decision of the question, 
and Kalakua was installed. He was invited to the United States, 
and an armed vessel of the United States was sent to 3 
him to this country. I was a member of the other House when 
he was received in that body by Speaker Blaine and compli- 
mented on the fact that he was the first king from the West who 
had honored this country by a visit. There was not much said 
about his monarchy at that time. They were caressing him. 
Before he left the sugar reciprocity treaty was made here in 
Washington, and that reciprocity treaty permitted Hawaii to 
bring her sugar free into the United States, while ba et bia 
else was charged about 2 cents a pound., Idenounced the act 
then on the floor of the House of Representatives as an act of 
plunder of the pockets of the American people. 

What has it done for Hawaii? The Hawaiian people sent their 
sugar to the United States and sold it for the price of the sugar plus 
the tariff duty. The result of that was estimated in the sixteen 

ears that the treaty was in force at fifty-one million and odd 
Rollers to those planters, and they grew immensely rich. There 
was then no talkabout annexation. Butafter the McKinley bill 
was passed, on the Ist of October, 1890, their sugar had to be sold 
in open competition with the sugar of the world here in the mar- 
kets of the United States, and they lost that 2 cents bounty that 
had been given them. But we had given a bounty in the same 
bill to sugar producers in the United States of 2 cents a pound. 
Then, all at once, they cried aloud for annexation to the United 
States, that they might come in and be part of the territory and 
citizenship of the United States, in order to filch $5,000,000 an- 
nually out of the pockets of the people of the United States. 

A very singular and very remarkable feature of this whole pro- 
ceeding is that that revolution started on the 16th day of Fan 
uary, culminated on the 17th day of January, and on the 18th 
day of January the Provisional Government was recognized and 
the commissioners started to the United States to annex the 
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islands and to make a treaty and get the bounty. It was done 
inahurry. The thing must be done before the other Adminis- 
tration went out of power, and they were to have their hands 
up to their shoulders in the pockets of the people of the United 
States for their sugar. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MILLS. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the statement which the Senator is mak- 
ing exceedingly unjust to the representatives of the existing 
government in Hawaii. I know, as a matter of fact, that in the 
treaty of annexation they not only did not ask thatthere should 
be any provision inserted that the sugar-raisers of those islands 
should receive a bounty, but I know further, as a matter of fact, 
that they said that they would be entirely content if a provi- 
sion was inserted in the treaty that they should never receive 
a of the bounty which was pag by the Unitèd States. 

r. MILLS. Ido not know that I have it here, but if my 
friend will notice the letter that the commissioners wrote to our 
Government in proposing the terms of the treaty, he will see 
that they did want some bounty on sugar. Lean not lay my hands 
on the letter at present, but I think I shall find it. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not say they 
did not wish for the bounty. It is natural for men to wish for 
all that they can get. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. But I do say that their anxiety was for annexa- 
tion to the United States, and that toachieve that annexation they 
were entirely willing to have inserted in the treaty itself a pro- 
vision that no bounty should be paid. 

Mr. MILLS. It is exceedingly strange, Mr. President, that 
with all that willingness to ee up the whole purpose of the 
revolution—it was talked of in private, and yet it does not ap- 
pear in public—when that treaty was made why was not a pro- 
vision disclaiming the bounty inserted in the treaty between 
them and our Government? Instead of that we find them am- 
ply cared for in the very first provision of that treaty. Article1 
provides: 

The Government of the Hawaiian Islands hereby cedes, from the date of 
the exchange of the ratifications of this treaty, absolutely and without re- 
serve to the United States forever all rights of sovereignty of whatsoever 
kind in and over the Hawaiian Islands and their dependencies, renouncin, 
in favor of the United States every sovereign right of which asan independ- 
ent nation it is now possessed; and henceforth said Hawaiian Islands and 
every islandand key thereto appertaining and each and ever. rtion thereof 

become and be an inte part of the territory of the United States. 

Does not the sugar-bounty law go moray integral part of the 
territory of the United States? some 1 75 raising sugar in 

is he not entitled to the bounty? ould they not be 
entitled to the bounty on the islands of Hawaii, or of Vancouver, 
or of Cuba, or of Newfoundland if they were a part of the terri- 
w of the United States? Itwas carefully provided for here, 
and it was said in the revolution e they spoke 
in whispers with. bated breath, for it seems that outsiders did not 
know what was going on in that meeting—that the McKinley 
bill had produced a serious condition of things in the islands. 
The testimony of the witnesses shows that it was the condition 
of the sugar-planting interests upon the islands which provoked 
the revolution, and that annexation began to be the cry of the 
sugar planters after the Ist day of October, 1890, when the Me- 
Kinley bill and sugar was put upon the free list and Ha- 
waiian interests fell. Then the Hawaiian planters began to suf- 
fer in their pockets, and then they began to desire to become an 
integral part” of the territory of the United States in order 
. — they might plunder the pockets of the people of the United 

tates. 


We are told that the Provisional Government is a repub- 
lican government—a government boosted and upheld by Amer- 
ican bayonets and living under the shadow of the muzzles of 
American cannon. Ifour Government will get out of the wa 
and let the people exercise the same rights that we claim, an 
which our fathers claimed were inalienable in the Declaration 
of Independence, the right to institute whatever government 
they n they will institute a government which will be in 
accordance with their will, and they will not submit to the dic- 
tation of this sugar oligarehy. 

Mr. President, it is a singular fact, as shown in the testimony, 
that while the troops of the United States and its minister were 
ready to aid the revolutionary party in that commonwealth, they 
were there for the purpose of repressing, suppressing, and strang- 
ling every effort of the existing Government to maintain its 

e. 

Mr. Stevens in his letters to his Government says two or three 
times that it was fortunate that the Boston was there to prevent 
insurrection and trouble at various times, and doubtless he told 
the truth. The Queen wanted to restore her Government back 
to her people. 

The people of Hawaii had their first constitution in 1840, 
adapted to their then condition. In 1852 they made another. 
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In 1864 still another. In all these constitutions the Queen ap- 
ted the nobles to one branch of her legislature and the 
waiian people elected the others; but in 1884, under the lead 
of Mr. Thurston, the constitution of 1864 was overthrown and a 
constitution was adopted with a property qualification of $3,000. 
A property qualification was adopted for the nobles and for the 
voters of the nobles, which rendered it impossible for anybody 
except the sugar barons to get into the house of nobles, and from 
that time they controlled the Government and disfranchised the 
great body of the Hawaiian people, nine-tenths of whom were 
disfranchised. 

The Queen proposed, in response to the repeated requests and 
importunate entreaties of her people, to restore the constitution 
— * re®nfranchise her people, and she agreed that she would do 

it. It is said that it was a revolutionary act; and it was. All 

the constitutions provided that they should be amended by the 

legislature; that amendments should be proposed and passed by 

one legislature; considered by the people, and repassed by an- 

weer but this was never enforced in a single one of the reyo- 
ons. ; 

That was the provision in the constitution of 1864; and yet Mr. 
Thurston, the leader of this revolutionary movement, with his 
coll es framed a constitution and compelled the King to take 
it in 1887, without going through the forms of law. If the peo- 

le submitted to it, it was their constitution in the first case, and 

f they submitted it was their constitution in the second, and it 
would have been equally their constitutioh in the third. 

What have we to do with it here? What have we to do with 
the question whether that constitution was formed in accordance 
with the existing law or not? Absolutely nothing. If we still 
maintain theright, as proclaimed by the Declaration of Inde- 

“pendence, that every people have a right to institute their own 
government, then we have no right at all to interfere with that 
government. 

It was this constitution of 1887 which took the ballot away 
from the Hawaiian people, which disfranchised the Hawaiian 

ople, which gave control to the su interests of these is- 
Dat and the government which they dominated after 1887. It 
was this government, against which the Hawaiian people pro- 
tested, and for the amendment of which the Queen proposed the 
new constitution.. When that was proposed, Mr. Stevens uncoy- 
ered his powerful arm and threw his powerful sword into the 
scale and said: Weigh that.” In these perilous times the ques- 
tion was asked, ‘‘ What will Mr. Stevens do?” 

The Queen, poor and powerless, when matched against him, 
sat upon her rude throne and with her counselors around her 
aed „What will Minister Stevens do; what will Minister Ste- 
vens say; what will Commander Wiltse do?” And every time 
they were asked by the existing government, ‘‘ Will youdo any- 
thing to aid us to maintain our authority and suppress any in- 
surrection started against our government?” they received a 
baptism of ice water; but whenever any one said, “If we can get 

ession of one of the government buildings, if we can slip in 

the quiet, in the cool of the evening, with no one knowing 

anything about it, if we can read in whispers the declaration 

deposing the Queen and destroying her government, will you 

protect us against her arms and her power and her people?” they 
said yes” beforehand. 

Here is a minister of the Government of the United States 
meeting with insurrectionists and conspirators to overthrow a 
government to which he was accredited and sa, to them, If 
you will do so and so, if you commit treason against your gov- 
ernment, if you will depose your sovereign, I will stand by and 
guard you with the muzzles of the guns of the United States, 
and if your sovereign dares to come upon the ground I will rid- 
dle her palace over her head and destroy her troops.” Accordi 
to the statement of the witnesses our troops were so dispose 
that, if the troops of the Queen attempted to fire upon the insur- 
rectionists, they would fire into the bosoms of the United States 
troops, and if the United States troops had attempted to fire, 
they would fire into the Queen’s forces. 

Here stands a commander of armed forces saying by his con- 
duct, I have not landed here for the purpose of preserving 
order; I have not landed here for the pore of securing the 
life and property of the people; I intend to see that there shall 
beno fighting here.“ Howcould the Queen maintain her throne, 
how could that Government support itself, how could that peo- 
pleexercise the inalienable right to institute a government for 
themselves when the forces of the United States stand with their 
— e guns a marge ie 5 — — 
and a deso upon her „ber army, er people? 
Yet we hear upon she door 1 2 eee ee that there 
was no violence attendant on the introduction of this new gov- 
ernment, that it was a peaceable, quiet affair, all orderly, and 
after it was all over Mr. Stevens writes to the Government of 


the United States, “All is profound peace and quiet here.” 


The Czar of Russia, after he had dismembered and desolated 
Poland and after his victim had expired in the bloody dust of 
Warsaw and her wretched people who had survived were on the 
road to the mines and caves of Siberia, congratulated the peo- 
ple that order now reigns in Warsaw.” Yes, order reigned in 

waii, and it was the order of robbery; it was an act disgraceful 
to the Government of the United States, and Mr. Cleveland rose 
to the full stature of an American citizen and an American 
President when he said that the honor of the people of the 
United States demands that full restitution shall be made. 

Mr. President, if we had gone on the island of Vancouver or 
Newfoundland and raised the flag of the United States it might 
not have been an act of 8 mag nanimity for us to have taken 
it down again. We would have been compelled to take it down, 
because there was a power behind the rightful flag that repre- 
sented a rightful government, which would have forced us, with 
whatever expenditure of blood and money, to takedown the flag 
where it was not rightfully hung. But when you come to con- 
sider a poor people who have nestled, like the ewe lamb of 
Nathan, in our bosom, who have depended upon us for years for 
our friendship, and when an American minister, in the spirit of 
a filibuster and a buccaneer, goes to these islands, seizes them 
by the force of the arms his possession, it will be an 
exhibition creditable to the Government and people of the United 
States to render justice to that poor, weak, and feeble people. 

What course had the President left to him when he saw the 
facts laid before him, that the minister and the naval commander 
of the United States had seized those islands illegally, withoutau- 
thority, in violation of the neutrality laws, and in violation ot 
the honor and integrity of the people of the United jreg Taze 
to restore the Government to the people from whom it had been 
torn by this act of violence as far as it was in his power? 

- It is not in his power, Mr. President, to wage war against those 
people. He has not claimed that it was in power. Iam not 
afraid that he is going to open fire upon the supporters of the 
Provisional Government from the vessels in the harbor. Iam 
not afraid that he is going to march our troops through the 
streets of Honolulu depose this conspiracy which itself 
a provisional government and restore the Queen. That will re- 
quire an act of . Whateverpower is placed in his hands 
as an Executive he can exercise,and hasexercised. Hehassaid 
that the Government was overthrown by the United States forces; 
that he has taken down the flag and put it where it belongs, on 
the decks of American vessels; he has removed the marines to 
neS pi on the quarter decks of the American vessels, He 
has that the Queen is the rightful sovereign of the Govern- 
ment and was illegally deposed, not by her people, not by a rev- 
olution, but deposed by foreign aid and foreign power, wielded 
at the instance of the accredited minister of our Government. 
That is all the President can do. In doing it I doubt not that 
he reflects the sentiment of all the fair-minded people of the 
United States. 

I know, Mr. President, how strong the sugar ringis. Out of 
some thirty thousand laborers on the islands, twenty-five thou- 
sand, in round numbers, are engaged in the cultivation of sugar. 
Twenty corporations, I believe, control over $20,000,000 of sugar 
values. Twenty-five million dollars’ worth is American; some 
are privateestates, and out of about thirty-nine or forty million 
dollars of value invested in those islands three-fourthsof it is in 
sugar estates. The companies have interests all over that part 
of the United States where large capital lives. The stock is 
held allover thecountry. The people of the United Stateshave 
large sugar interests Hawaii. It is United States capital 
which has gone and bought the sugar estates. It was United 
States capital that compelled the negotiation of the treaty in 
1876, and passed it through the Senate. It is United States capi- 
tal which has obtained the bounty of $51,000,000 in the last six- 
teen years as the result of that treaty. It is nineteen hundred 
and some odd Americans on these islands out of ninety-six thou- 
sand people who are behind this movement. 

Mr. President, I do not peas to deny the superiority of the 
peopleof the Saxonrace. I know very well that they have taken 
control and governed every country where they have come in 
contact with its people and where they are strung enough to do 
it. I know it is a question of time when they will take the Is- 
lands of Hawaii; it isa question of time when they will take every- 

else. If our Government lives and keeps together and 
continues to grow and expand and eget its power and its 
civilization, it will take 5 with which it comes in con- 
tact; but, in God's name, let us · do it decently and in order, Let 
us wait until the time comes when we grow numerous enough 
and by the power of our numbers and of our intellect control the 
inferior populations among whom we live and build up govern- 
ment adapted toour condition; but the idea of thirteen gentlemen, 
seven of ph foreigners, owing no allegiance tothe Government 
of Hawaii, instituting a government under the muzzles of the 
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guns of the Government of the United States, and ay threats 
and intimidation compelling the Queen to abdicate, and appeal- 
ing to the people of the United States to indorse the act, issome- 
thing that ought to be humiliating to the American people. 

To see queens coming to Congress and appealing for their 
rights; to see princesses—because we had a Hawaiian princess— 
coming here and pleading for their rights, takes us back to the 
old days of the Romans, when conquered queens were chained 
behind chariots and led through thestreets, weighed down with 
golden chains, to adorn the triumphs of conquerors who had 
overthrown them. Isthat coming when along Pennsylvania 
avenue we shall see a Hawaiian queen, not loaded with golden 
chains, but weighed down with sugar sacks on her back, coming 
to the Congress of the. United States pleading in behalf of her 

r, miserable, ignorant 1 for right that we claim to 
hows come direct from God to us, inalienable in its nature—the 
right to institute a government for themselves? 

Lr. President, th appeal is made to us upon the 1 
grounds that an appeal can be made to any free people. e 
weakest people on the globe is appealing to the most powerful, 
and appealing simply for a right which we have said over and 
over again, and read from all our platforms and in all our churches 
and on all our highways on the Fourth of July—the creed that 
is to live forever among our people. The appeal to us is for the 
enjoyment of the right to institute their own government, to 
alter, reform, or abolish it at their pleasure and institute another 
in its stead—the sacred right of self-government. The appeal 
is for the right of the governed to institute the government 
which they must support and whose laws are to enforced 
upon them. 

Tf we have not been false in all our teachings, if we have not 
been deceitful with ourselves, if we have not been playing the 
hypocrite, if we have been sincere in our teachings when we ap- 

to the deliberate judgment of the civilized world, if we 

ve been in earnest in laying down this imperishable dogma of 

freedom in all lands, we should disclaim the action of our min- 

Is tor and our naval forces, and restore the Government that we 
overthrew. 3 

I want to know, Mr. President, if this Queen was rightfully 
de , if she is no longer Queen, if the constitution has been 
strangled, if the Government is dead, if it has no legal existence 
and no legal claim, why in the treaty which was made between 
these conspirators and the representative of the United States 
there was a provision inserted that the taxpayers of the United 
States shall pay her an annuity of $20,000 as long as.she lives? 
If that young princess has no right, if the Government of which 
she is a part is gone, if anew Government has come, if her rights 
have been con ted and destroyed, why is it that this treaty 
provides that she shall be paid $150,000? Ah, Mr. President, 
remorse has been about the hearts and consciences of some of 
these people. 

Here is recognition that they have done a great Prong; here 
is a recognition of rights slaughtered and trampled in the dust 
by a ruthless and irresistible foreign power; here was a confes- 
sion of the wrong, and thatwe ought, in the sight of God and an 
enlightened and intelligent humanity, to do something to recom- 
pense these people for the wrongs which we have inflicted upon 
them: here is.a confession of title; here is a confession of aright 
overthrown; here is a confession in these papers of a wrong com- 
mitted. As American citizens, proud of our own country, a 
people ready to resist to the death the interference of any people 
on the face of the earth or all the people on the face of the earth, 
in our domestic concerns or our right of self-government, it be- 
hooves us to grant to these poor people that which we claim for 
ourselves, to do unto others as we would have others do unto 
us;” and while we are taking the vail of Christianity to cover 
this monstrosity, let us remove the vail from before onr eyes far 
enough to see the great truths taught by the great author of 
Christianity. 

It is no part of the argument connected with the question sub- 
mitted by the President to investigate whether or not our own 
self-preservation requires us to take these islands. Mr. Marcy’s 
letters have been read, and the treaty negotiated with Mr. Marcy 
has been read, to show that he was in favor of annexing these is- 
lands, and that the Administration of which he was a member 
was in favor of it. Mr. Marcy represented, and perhaps that Ad- 
ministration represented, a large element of the American peo- 
ple, ng ere adventurous; you may call them filibusterers, for 
"A 5 y filibustering was a distinguished element of our popu- 

tion. 

Mr. Marcy not only was after Hawaii, but he was after Cuba; 
and Mr. Marcy sent to the representatives of our Government in 
Europe, James Buchanan, Pierre Soulé, and John Y. Mason, and 
told them to meet at Ostend and confer upon the subject. ates 
met at Ostend and addressed a letter to Mr. Marcy, in whic! 
they set forth the advantages of purchasing Cuba, the advan- 
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tages to Spain of polling Ga, ana the advantages to usof the 

tion of Cuba. en they said that self-preservation was 
the first law of nature, and if, by reason of the refusal of Spain 
to sell at a price largely more than the valueof the island, it be- 
came necessary for us, we would be justified in taking the island 
and paying for it on the same principle that a man would be jus- 
tified in tearing down a burning house by the side of his own to 
save his own, upon the principle that self-preservation was the 
first law of nature; declaring that it was the key of the Gulf of 
Mexico, as Jefferson said it was in 1802, and as he said to Na: 
leon Bonaparte, through Minister Livingston, that the nation 
which owned the mouth of the Mississippi was the declared 
enemy of the people of the United States, and it was only a ques- 
tion of time when they would take it. Yet in 1856 our friends, 
who are so anxious to enforce the filibustering business to-day, 
in the Republican platform, when that party was in its youth, 
declared that the doctrine of the Ostend manifesto was the doc- 
trine of highwaymen; and it did look a good deal that way. This 
is their declaration: i 
a te peng peg tem g 
diplomacy, and would bring shame and onor upon any governmeut or 
people that gave it their sanction. 

Mr. GRAY. What are you reading from? 

8 MILLS. I am reading from the Republican platform of 
Mr. Marcy was stretching out on the one hand to seize Hawaii 
and with the other hand he was stretching out to seize Cuba. 
Cuba lay at our door and guarded the vast commerce which 
went down the tributaries of the Mississippi River and emptied 
into the ocean. The Republicans declared that the Monroe 
doctrine when applied to Cuba was the doctrine of a highway- 
man, and yet when the armed forces of the United States seized 
the Hawaiian Islands, put the United States flag over them, and 
declared a protectorate over them, making the United States 
ee for them, that that is wise policy, that that is a 
highly moral and highly Christian policy, and they have brought 
the ministers of religion here to prove that this is in accordance 
with the teachings of Christ! 

If one is right the other ought to beright. If the doctrine 
of the Ostend manifesto was the doctrine of highwaymen, that 
might makes right, then the doctrine of Mr. Stevens, when he 
overthrew the Government of the Hawaiians and instituted a 
government of his own and supported that government with the 
bayonets of the United States until Mr. Blount removed them 
under the directions of the President, must have been the doc- 
trine and the practice of highwaymen. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that there is nothing for us to 


consider but whether the Government of the United States did 


take any part in the overthrow of the established Government 
of the Hawaiian Islands. If it did, and if that Government was 
overthrown by our armed forces, which it was, then both honor 
and justice demand that restitution shall be made, as much soas 
honor and justice would demand if we had taken the property 
of another, and especially of a weak people, who could not re- 
sent or resist—that we should make restitution of the property 
which we had wrongfully taken. 


Mr. President, I confidently rely on the good judgment and 


quickened conscience of the American people, when they shall 
have heard all the facts in relation to this revolution, wrought 
by the armed forces and under the direction of the minister of 

e United States and not by the people of Hawaii, to say that 
full restitution shall be made for the wrong we have done, and 
the Government of the Hawaiian people shall be reinstated and 
that we will not destroy their independence, nor permitany other 
government to do it. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I should like to take part as 
some time in the dicussion of this question, but it seems to met 
that it is due to all of us beſore a discussion proceeds, from which 
enlightenment of the people and benefit to ourselves and to the 
country should follow, that we ought to be in a position to deal 
ee the facts and to know what are the trustworthy evidences 
of facts. 

There can be nothing more desirable to the proper under- 
standing of this question than the utmost fullness and complete- 
ness of information, and I desire most ticularly that every- 
thing which is asked for in this resolution, and much more 
besides, shall be furnished to this body to enable our discussion 
of this question to proceed upon an intelligent basis. 

But, Mr. President, it seems to me that there are reasons w 
we ought not at this moment to adopt this resolution. In 
message, read but the day before yesterday, the Presidentmade 
but a brief statement of his general position in reference to Ha- 
waiian affairs. He said: 

Additional advices aresoon When received they will bepromptly 
sent to the Congress, together all other information at hand, accompa- 
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all the facts necessary toa 


nied by aspecial Executive message fully de 
8 = a history of all the ma- 


complete understanding of the case, and presen 
terial events leading up to the present situation. 


Mr. President, in view of that complete and ample proffer of 
information, which in the general terms employed would seem 
inevitably to comprehend all that this resolution specifically 
seeks, it occurs to me that it is a more dignified course for this 
body to pursue to defer making a request of the President, 
which, in the very terms in which it is made, defers until such 
time as heshall see fit to send the information we seek. It would 
be unreasonable to presume that the President would see fit to 
send forward some special items of information when he is con- 
templating bringing to the knowledge of this body the full and 
2 705 stock, in every aspect in which the subject can be con- 
sidered, which he has at hand, and upon which he will stand for 
the proof of the facts and the wisdom of his action. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin if the in- 
formation already accorded by the President contains the in- 
structions under which the minister to Hawaii is now acting or 
proposes to act? 

r. VILAS. I presume the Senator from Delaware is as well 
advised as the restof us that the information which we individu- 
ally possess in respect of this subject we hold now under the 
seal of confidence. 

Mr. HIGGINS. But we can say what it does not contain. 
8 I do not know that any confidence has been reposed 

us. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not understand that a confidence is to be 
akon baa by answering Sap re in the negative, for a shrewd 

uirer will very soon, by the process of reductio ad infinitum, 
find out what he desires. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that Mr. Blount’s report was pub- 
lished in the New York Herald weeks ago by the instrumental- 
ity of a Mr. Nordhoff, as [ understand. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
could only understand that extra-officially from a source of in- 
formation which he ought not to weigh in a discussion of this 
kind. We are entitled to have officialinformation. We are ad- 
vised by the President that, for the pur of acquiring knowl- 
edge of the facts, he sent an accredited commissioner to these 
islands to seek for trustworthy information, avoiding the con- 
fusion of newspaper discussion and 8 correspondence, 
which we all know is so liable to be colored by partisanship or 
particular interests. That information we ought to be able to 
employ and use in our discussion. 

r. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. With pa leasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator what assur- 
ance we have,and what assurance the country has that, pending 
the information which may be sent to us in the President’s own 
time, some act may not be committed by the representatives of 
the United States which would commit this country toa policy of 
which Congress and the people of the country would not approve? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, this body of the people of the 
United States have the assurance that the Executive whom they 
chose will discharge his duty in the same manner in which he 
has in the eae with fidelity to his convictions, with courage, 
with u rig tness and sincerity of purpose. 

Mr. RICH. Does the Senator from Wisconsin contend 
that the policy to be pursued by the United States as to our re- 
lations with foreign countries the matter of interference in 
their domestic affairs, or as to some overt act of war, is a ques- 
tion for the President of the United States alone to determine? 

Mr. VILAS. That subject is one which we shall discuss at 
length, but is utterly foreign to the observations that for the 
time being I am 2 he suggestion of the distinguished 
Senator from Rhode Island is not apt in any respect, for the rea- 
son that this proposed inquiry leayes the question of answer to 
it to the discretion of the President himself. It is a matter as 
to which the question suggested by the Senator from Rhode 
Island does not intervene. e President, in proper, respectful, 
and due official consideration of this body, need notanswer this 
resolution at all. Therefore the inquiry into the question of 
whether it belongs to Congress or the President to determine 
the method with which the Government of Hawaii shall be 
treated is not a consideration which applies to the resolution 
now under discussion. 

There is another circumstance to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Massachusetts, for I can affirm that 
no man can more desire than those upon this side of the Cham- 
ber desire the fullest and most complete illumination of the facts 
and from the most trustworthy sources of evidence; but at this 


time it ct pc that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is absent; that he who stands second upon that com- 
mittee in the arrangement which the Senate made of it is also 
absent, and therefore the committee is not in a position to con- 
sider this question at this moment in the manner which is cus- 
tomary. 

I would not in the least make a motion or propose a step which 
did not consider the right of every Senator to information full 
and oompa; and ali the usual methods by which it can be ob- 
tained; but under the circumstances it seems to me that the in- 
quiry to the President should be pretermitted and that at some 
later day it should be made. 

We can not discuss this question except upon some supposi- 
titious case. It is easy to put it, and it may be that it would be 
no breach of confidence to put it. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has seen fit to say that the President is making an act of 
war upon Hawaii. 

Suppose it should be disclosed when the facts come to be known 
that Hawaii was at peace; that no step had been taken in the 
conduct of the public affairs of that nation which involved or 
had produced one single trivial act in breach of the peace, and 

etat the request of a body of men who were but in part Amer- 
ican citizens the minister of the United States, assuming some 
authority of which Ido not know the origin, ordered troops upon 
the soil of the Hawaiian Kingdom, and so placed those troops 
that they were drawn up across the street from the government 
house of the Hawaiian Kingdom; and supposeitshould turn out 
that he did this in confederacy with people resident in Hawaii, 
of whom but a portion were citizens of that Government and the 
rest strangers or foreigners prosecuting their individual courses 
with the authority or under the permission of that Government; 
and confederating with these he stood that body of people living 
there upon the platform of defense furnished by the troops of 
the United States, and then with the military power of the United 
States at its back a committee which had demanded beforehand 
of the minister of the United States his guaranty of protection 
read their proclamation that they were the Government of Ha- 
waii and took possession of that island, with which we were at 
peace, and that they deposed the very constitution and the con- 
stituted authorities which have been made the pee of objec- 
tion,and thereby backed up by the minister of the United States 
by the cannon of the United States, by the troops of the United 
States, they demanded the surrender of the Queen with her in- 
sufficient power, and thereupon she yielded, declaring her sub- 
mission only to the power of the United States and her entire 
ability to suppress any insurrection in her own kingdom. Sup- 


pose—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to 
me? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Sup that every circumstance which the 
Senator has been picturing were absolutely true and confessed 
to be true on both sides of the Chamber, does that create any 
reason why the President of the United States should not take 
the American people sufficiently into his confidence to state what 
instructions he has given to a person who is properly presumed 
to be their representative as much as his? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Rhode Island interrupts me 
when I am answering a suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts with a question utterly irrelevant and completely an- 
swered by the President’s own message in the clause I have al- 
ready read, in which he has promised the amplest information 
to the people of the United States on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. When he has got through? 

Mr. VILAS. As soon as he can deal with the subject, upon 
information soon to be obtained. But I was about to ask the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts if such should turn out to be the facts 
in this case, when was the act of war leveled at the Hawaiian 
kingdom? 

. HOAR. I will answer the question with great pleasure. 

Mr. VILAS. I will ask the Senator, then, if it was not an act 
of war to land the troops there and overthrow the Government 
by virtue of their force? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator asks me the question I will an- 
swer it with immense satisfaction to myself. Whether it will 
be satisfactory to him I do not know. 

There is no pretense that there was any act of force. Troops 
were landed. They were landed under the allegation that they 
were to be used to protect the lives and property of the Ameri- 
can citizens. If the Queen was really yiel ing to those troops 
and not to the armed insurrection, there was nothing easier than 


for her to inquire of the American minister, who was withinabout 
20 rods of her, or thereabouts, all the time, whether those troops 
were to be permitted to assail her or to prevent her from main- 
taining herself. She did not do it. So the mere fact is that those 
troops were landed under the declaration of a peaceful and law- 
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ful purpose and in accordance with law eming nations, and 
without putting the question, without going so far to require 
the discharge of a musket or the presenting of a musket toward 
the Hawaiian Government, at once said, “I yield.” There is not 
an instance in all history where a government was overthrown 
under such circumstances and was yielding to the force of an- 
other power. But now let me put the question—— 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question right there, before he leaves that point? He spoke of 
the Queen yielding to an armed insurrection. What informa- 
tion has he that there was an armed insurrection there on the 
16th of January? 

Mr. HOAR. The statement of Mr. Stevens and the state- 
ment of the Provisional Government that they had the superior 
armed force at the time. . 

Mr. GRAY. There is not a bit of evidence of that. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I want to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin—— 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that he is not at all answering my 
question. He is begging it. He is asserting astate of facts con- 
trary to the state of facts upon which I put the supposititious 
question. He is assuming that certain things exist, and Iam 
asking him what will be his answer if the contrary proves to be 
the truth, if the facts as I state them should be disclosed and be 
convincing upon the testimony? 

Mr. HOAR. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. If it were true that twelve months ago, in viola- 
tion of right and of international law, the Government of the 
United States, or some official of the United States, misrepre- 
senting the Government in Hawaii, had done that thing, and a 
government had been changed and had been in peaceful pos- 
session of its power during the interval of twelve months, and 
the Government of the United States in full knowledge of the 
facts had recognized the new Government,and the President 
of the United States had sent a letter to it addressed to my 
great and good brother, Mr. Dole, I say that it would be an 
act of infamy for the President of the United States by the 
same messenger to send an inquiry as to what had been done 
in the past and to send instructions to overthrow the Govern- 
ment. It would be an act of infamy only paanan by the act 
of Joab when he stabbed his neighbor under the fifth rib and 
said, “Art thou in health, my brother? ” , 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
appears in almost the same instant in two very unsatisfactory 
Ghavacters, as a reluctant and a too-willing witness. He does 
not answer the question which he said he would answer, and he 
proceeds to testify with volubility in respect to an entirely dif- 
ferent state of facts. The question put to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts was whether, if the troops were landed there under 
the circumstances I suggested, and the revolution was accom- 
plished by their force applied directly or indirectly, it was the 
commission of an act of war? That was the question. 

Mr. HOAR. That would depend on the question whether 
such an act was authorized by the Government. If a United 
States official did that thing and the President of the United 
States did not so understand it, but he reported something else, 
I do not at all conceive that it would be the duty of the United 
States six months afterwards to overthrow the existing condi- 
tion of things. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to finish the sen- 
tence? The whole argument of the Senator from Wisconsin 
and the Senator from Texas would require us to give back Texas 
to Mexico to-day. 

Mr. MILLS. The United States did not get Texas from 
Mexico. Texas came into the Union voluntarily. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Massachusetts flies from the 
defense of his own proposition. It was his ie iota that 
here was an actof war, to be levied by the President of the 
United States, and he is declaring it without permit the use 
of the evidence, which we hold under the seal of confidence, to 
show that the facts entirely overthrow it and prove the act of 
war to have originated under Minister Stevens and during a 
preceding Administration in this country. 

But let me put a still further question to the Senator from 
Massachusetts in respect to his assertion about the act of war. 
Suppose under the circumstances I have mentioned it rt nice 
that the Queen of the Hawaiian Islands, supported by all her na- 
tive subjects almost without exception, trusted and beloved by 
them, with the Government of which she was the head recognized 
as their Government, should yield to the demand made by the 
minister of the United States through his confederates for a sur- 
render to the force of the United States and put that surrender 
in writing, in which he said, I have entire command of all my 


troops, of all my powers, of all the places of this Government; I 
can suppress this little insurrectionary force on the instant, but 
I can not contend with the United States; if it be true, as is al- 
leged, that the United States takes this position, I must yield; 
but distrusting the truth of it, I yield 1 condition that it 
shall be referred to the Government at Washington to inquire 
into the truth of this controversy and the justice and wisdom of 
this demand. Suppose that the insurgents, advised by the min- 
ister of the United States and fortified by the troops behind him, 
accept the condition and the Queen turns over the Government, 
not to abody of insurgents whom she could have trodden out with 
her forces, but to the power of the United States and in confid- 
ing submission to the justice of the United States to whom she 
yielded the question—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to put him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. VILAS. No; let me finish. Then will the Senator from 
Massachusetts say that when the Government of the United 
States decides that question of submission it is engaged in an act 
of war upon the very people who accepted it and agreed to abide 
by the result? 

Mr. HOAR. Now, allow me to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to have the Senator answer whether 
that is an act of war. 

Mr. HOAR. It is, in my opinion. 

Mr. VILAS. An act of war? 

Mr. HOAR. It is as flagrant an act of war the President is 
now proposing to doas can be. Going in in pursuance of sucha 

retense as that, and undertaking to preserve social order, say- 
lag that anybody will be punished who disturbs the peace, as 
Minister Willis seems to have said under his instructions, is an 
act of war. Now, I have answered that question. 

Mr.GRAY. What does the Senator think of Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. HOAR. I am not talking about Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I do not believe you are. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam answering thequestion. The Senator from 
Wisconsin puts me a question about the present act of Minister 
Willis and the present Administration, and the Senator from 
Delaware seems to think it is a subject of taunt that I do not 
talk about Mr. Stevens. I am answering a question, and I have 
answered it. Now, I ask the Senator from Wisconsin, suppose 
everything he has said is true, and every su ition he has made 
is sound, where does the President of the United States get his 
authority to do sarang to right that wrong, if it be a wrong, 
without the consent of Congress, and to use the Army and Navy 
of the United States to do it? Will the Senator answer that 
question? Where is the authority for it in the President? 

Mr. VILAS. The question which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts puts is a question to which I hope ata future time to 
address some observations, fully, completely meeting it, at least 
so far as my judgment goes. 

Mr. HOAR. Answer it; I can hear the Senator now. 

Mr. VILAS. But at this point, precisely what I am saying is 
that we are not equipped to argue the question which is pre- 
sented. We have not the facts at command to argue the ques- 
tion. Precisely what we want is a knowledge of the facts upon 
which we can argue the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator for his construction of the 
Constitution of the United States. not for the facts. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, for what the President of the United States 
has done, for what the President of the United States has in- 
structed his minister to do, he has ample and complete and per- 
fect authority. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is it? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Wisconsin is going to answer 
it in the future, but will he at this moment, if he can, imaginea 
state of facts under which the President of the United States 
has the constitutional authority to instruct Mr. Willis to go to 
Hawaii and preserve order and punish breaches of the peace 
when there is a de facto government there? 

Mr. VILAS. I am under no necessity whatever to inquire 
into any question concerning an exercise of power by the Presi- 
dent to send anybody to Hawaii to keep the peace or to keep 
the public order there. I have no idea the President has done 
any of the kind, except as I learn in some way (perhaps I 
may say that, because I may have heard it outside of confiden- 
tial information) that there was an attempt on the part of an 
American minister once to put troops on the island of Hawaii 
with a view of keeping the public peace there and discharging 
in that island, not the duty which the United States owes to 
citizens of the United States, but the duty which the peaceful 
Government of Hawaii owed tothe citizens of that country. 

But, Mr. President, I had no purpose to engage in any exten- 
sive discussion of the matter at this time. I was merely putting 
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to the Senator from Massachusetts a question which I supposed 
he would freely answer at once affirmatively, whether upon the 
state of facts which I suppose to have existed an act of war had 
been committed on Hawaii, not by the President of the United 
States, but under the former President of the United States, by 
the minister clothed with the authority of this Government then 
resident in that island. - 

I desire explicitly to disclaim any idea of discourtesy to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and explicitly to diselaim any want 
ofwi ness to have the full information presented. I seek it 
always, but because of the reasons which I have suggested I 
think before this resolution is sent to the President the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations ought to consider it in view of the 
peculiar circumstances. Itherefore make a motion that the res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not propose to cross the Ha- 
waiian bridge until we get to it. Ido not pro to discuss the 
wisdom of the original procedure on the part of Minister Stevens 
or the wisdom of what has been recently done by the present 
Administration. I do not understand that those questions are 
involved in the pending resolution. 

T seldom a with what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoa] states, but Ido agree with him in this particular, viz, that 
this is an ordinary and simple resolution as for information 
from a department of the Government in reference to a most im- 
portant matter. It is information which I think the American 
people wanted to ascertain from the President's message, and 
they were disappointed in the information not being furnished. 

The question as to what has been done is the point involved. 
When we ascertain what instructions have been given and when 
we understand what the true situation was at the commence- 
ment of the difficulty, we can then determine what we ought to 
do 


I listened to the speech of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
or at least a portion of it. I did not understand that he opposed 
the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. No, I did not. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator did not. I therefore assume that he 
recognizes the propriety of the of the resolution. 

I do not propose to debate the question day after day for the 
purpose of allowing the Administration an N to ac- 
complish a certain result, so that thereafter the Congress of the 
United States may be powerless to apply whatever remedy it 
may see fit to adopt. Delay may be dangerous. 

It is objected by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILasI that 
the passage of the pending resolution at this time will be a sort 
of discourtesy to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I should 
be the last one here to suggest any discourteous act toward the 
distinguished chairman of that committee Mr. MORGAN] or any 
of his associates, but I do not understand (although this is a very 
courteous body and understood so to be throughout the country) 
that there is anything improper for a Senator to propose a reso- 
lution involving the subject of foreign affairs and to press it in 
the absence of the chairman or in the absence of any one mem- 
ig 55 the bringing of desired info 

No action is pro except the 0 i rma- 
tion into this ber. That is all. What the Senate may see 
fit to do when that information shall be furnished is another and 
a different subject altogether. I therefore say that it is beg- 
ging the question on the part of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
insinuate that there is some sort of discourtesy to the chairman 
of the committee by pressing the resolution at this time, and I 
think it affords him simply an opportunity to occasion delay in 
order that Congress may be powerless to take proper action in a 
certain event. 

Mr. President, I have no reflections to cast upon the preced- 
ing Administration or upon the present Administration. I have 
no unkind word to utter in reference to the action of the previ- 
ous minister or the present minister. We have a disputed state 
of facts as to what actually took place when the former govern- 
ment of Hawaii was — There is a dispute between 
the previous minister and the gentleman (Mr. Blount) who was 
sent to investigate the subject—sent not by Congress, but by the 
President alone. We have his statements. We have the state- 
ments of the previous minister. There is a disputed question of 
fact. Congress in its discretion may see fit to send a duly au- 
thorized commission to that Government to ascertain the true 
situation. Congress may conclude in its wisdom that itis proper 
to send more than one person for the purpose of ascertaining the 
true facts in regard to matter. 

The poiat that I make now issimply this: The President 
has informed us in his that there has been given on the 
. of the Administration certain instructions as to what should 

done. It is argued by some people that those instructions 
are ofa character, that some is to be accomplished by 
negotiation. It is said that the Government is to 


be undermined, perhaps by intrigue; that the le who are 
behind it are to be induced to surrender the 8 they 
now control. Those means are pacific. Possibly the Presi- 
dent has a right to give those instructions, and thenagain he 
Sen ae Other instructions, of a different character, are hinted 
at in the public press. Idonot say they have been given. I 
hope they have not been given; but it is said that other in- 
structions have been.authorized, from which it is inferred that 
force may be used to restore the previously existing status. 
This brings up the question as to whether the present Adminis- 
tration or the President has the right, without the consent 
of Congress, by the use of the Army or the Navy of thecountry, 
to restore the previously existing status, even conceding that 
tial seagate Government had been placed there by fraud, or even 
y force. 

There are three departments of this Government, and the ex- 
ecutive department is but one of them. We ask this informa- 
tion because we are entitled to it. We ask it now. 

It is suggested that whether the President will comply with 
the resolution depends upon his own judgment and his own dis- 
cretion. The resolution is so worded. It is respectfully worded. 
He can withhold this information if he desires. Ican not imag- 
ine any good reason why it should be withheld from this body 
tor a single moment after the resolution shall reach the White 

ouse, 

Does any Senator around this circle intimate or suggest that 
there may be some special reason why the public interests will 
be jeopardized by having the Congress of the United States in 
possession of all the facts? What harm is to bedoneif this body 
shall know and the people shall know precisely what is now go- 
ing on upon that unfortunate island? I suggest that no good 
reason has been presented or can be presented why the Presi- 
dent should not promptly comply with the resolution. 

For myself I see no actual necessity for the insertion of the 
words that he shall inform us in case he thinks the public inter- 
ests will not be jeopardized; but, sir, it is well that the resolu- 
tion should pursue the ordinary method. It is well that there 
should be no departure in this instance from the usual custom- 
ary form of language used. Nevertheless I say no good reason 
exists why the information should not be fu immediately. 

Mr. President, there are reasons why the information sho 
be given here and now. Perhaps at this very hour the Navy of 
the United States, cotperating with our American minister, 
may be seeking to destroy the Provisional Government by force, 
and I say the propriety of such action is a question to be deter- 
mined by the Congress. of the United States and by no one else 
and by no other authority. Therefore, sir, the public interests 
demand that we should have this information. 

I do not desire to intimate that the actual instructions, what- 
ever they are, are improper. I do not say they are unauthorized, 
because [ know not what they are in fact. Senators may argue 
one side and they may argue the other. We may say that the 
President has done right and others may say he has done wrong. 
None of us know what- he has done. The resolution simply says 
that he shall inform Congress what are those instructions. Are 
they to require our minister to negotiate for the destruction of 
the Provisional Government by intrigues, by negotiation, or by 
some arrangement, or have no instructions whatever been given 
of that character? Or has our minister been instructed to re- 
sana the existing status by putting the Queen back upon the 

rone? 

There is no substantial objection to the pending resolution, 
Gentlemen may want time here for the purpose of allowing the 
instructions to be carried into effect by our minister, so that Con- 
gress may be powerless to remedy the wrong, because no other 
reason can be given here for delay. I think that nothing what- 
ever should be done by our Navy or our minister until Co 
shall have possession of all the facts, and [regret that the i- 
dent of the United States did not see fit in his message to give 
us the instructions. Every other fact in regard to this transac- 
tion was given, every material matter of information rela‘ to 
this whole transaction which we ought to know wasgiven. Not 
the details, but the substance of it, has been furnished us and 
furnished to the people; but when it came to what is going to be 
done and what is being done now, we are told that certain instruo- 
tions have been given, but they are withheld from us, and itis 
not even intimated that they are withheld for high or public 
reasons. They are simply withheld, and that is all. 

Therefore, sir, I think it was ag xe for the Senator from 
Massachusetts, or any other Sena this body, realizing the 
distinetions in the various departments of the Government, and 
knowing thejconstitutional limitations upon the Executive power, 
to offer such a resolution, and in my j ent it came none too 
soon. In saying this I do not propose to express a single opin- 
ion or intimate in the least what my sentiments may be im re- 
gard to the actual merits of this Hawaiian controversy. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend now to say 
one word in regard to the condition of affairs in Hawaii a 72 555 
ago. There isa dispute between the executive officers and the 
present Administration and the minister of our Government at 
the time the event occurred. We have been advised in an in- 
direct way or only informally to a limited extent of the nature 
of the controversy. We know that Mr. Blount was sent for some 

urpose to acquire information, and that information has come 
R It has not been given to the public at large. The great 
amount of it is yet withheld from the people of the United 
States, and even from the Congress of the United States. 

Whether Mr. Stevens was justified in the course he 4 1 
am not prepared tosay, norshall Idecide that point untill have the 
fullest and fairest opportunity of examining all that can be said 
on both sides of the question. But here is the difficul The 
President of the United States tells us, and we are told in the 
newspapers, that there is a purpose to restore the Government of 
the Queen, to renew the status quo, and tosetaside what is regarded 
by the Administration asthe unlawfulact of Mr. Stevens in hav- 
ing the troops of the United States on the island at the time of 
the revolution. All these are matters of controversy, and I do 
not intend to enter upon them. 

But there is one thing which appears to me very plain, and 
that is, that the Senate of the United States and the Congress 
of the United States have not been treated in the open, fair 
way in which an Administration or a part of the Government of 
the United States should treat the Congressof the United States. 
It is certain that these doubts about the condition of affairs a 
year ago were in the minds of the President and the officers of 
the Government when the present Congress met in extra ses- 
sion. It is certain that a gentleman of high standing no doubt, 
a former member of the other House, had been sent there for the 
purpose of acquiring information. That information has not been 
ern to the public. It is certain also that the Administration 

formed certain definite ideas of their duty. 

It has been practically stated that the purpose of the Admin- 
istration is to restore the status quo which existed before the 
revolution—put the Queen in power but we have not been 
informed that such is the purpose. The President of the United 
States and all the officers of the Government as well under- 
stand that the people of the United States do not this. That 
isa feature of the Hawaiian controversy that impresses itself 
upon the mind of the So ofthe United States. What- 
ever facts exist or whatever suspicions exist in the mind of the 
President, whatever may be his ideas or his information, it 
ought to be conveyed not only to Congress, but to the public at 
large. There is no reason in the world why there should beany 
secrecy about this matter. All the facts are known or ought to 
be raoa to the Administration, and they ought to be communi- 
cated. 

All I desire to say is, that if it is the pu of the President 
of the United States by the use of the military force to restore 
the Queen to power in Hawaii, it will be, in my judgment, a fatal 
act of public policy, a great injustice to the people of the United 
States, and ost an insult to the Congressof the United States. 
This is the lawmaking power. The President of the United 
States has no right either to declare war, or to commit an act of 
war, or to precipitate in any way a controversy of this kind. It 
seems to me that not only the information called for by the reso- 
lution now pending, but all the information that can be given to 
us should have been communicated to Congress at the last ses- 
sion. Then we might have acted. The question of the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Willis as minister came before us. There was noth- 
ing said in making that appointment as to any particular dif- 
ficulty in Hawaii, as to any particular danger that might occur, 
as to any particular act that might be adopted by the executive 
authorities to restore the status quo; yg $ of the kind. 

It seems to me it is proper and just for the President of the 
United States and the executive authorities to give us this in- 
formation at once, and it should have been at least sent in to us 
at the last session of Congress, when the public mind would 
have been geparo for the present condition of affairs. 

Now, with these remarks I desire to take up the Hawaiian 
question and do what is just and fair. The people of the United 

tates have no such interest in this matter t they can not 
deal fairly and impartially not only to the Queen, whatever may 
be said of her demerits, but to the people of Hawaii and also the 
Provisional Government. There is no reason why we should not 
deal fairly and justly by them. It appears to me if there had 
been less secrecy about this matter, a more open and fair-handed 
dealing with the Congress of the United States, there would be 
less suspicion and trouble. If it should so happen now that in 


ursuance of the policy of the Executive our troops should be 

ded in the island and a single life is lost there, it would be 
caused certainly by an unlawful act. 

If the act of 


. Stevens was unlawful and improper when he 


landed the marines upon the shores of Hawaii and put them in 
a position where they might overawe the Queen—if that position 
is true, then certainly it is equally wrong now for the present 
minister to land the troops of the United States there tointervene 
in the existing Government, directly or indirectly to overawe 
them in the slightest degree, or to take any step whatever to 
change the condition of affairs now existing. Whatever view 
may be taken of the action of a year ago, there can be no doubt 
about the view that will be taken by the people of the United 
States regarding any act now which involves violence or even the 
appearance of violence, or threats, or any act whatever done b 
the executive authorities without the consent of Congress end 
without the knowledge of Congress. 

Therefore, with all the kindly feeling I have for the President, 
I would say he ought to communicate this information immedi- 
ately. It ought not to have been delayed. Asa Senator of the 
United States I feel justified in saying, with all due respect to 
the President of the United States, that this is the information 
which above all others should have been communicated to the 
ponis in his annual message; and I say frankly that when I first 

that part of the message it seemed to me unsatisfactory. 
That is the point on which he should haye communicated to us 
full information. He delayed it too long. All the information 
he possessed and all the suspicions which had been aroused in 
his mind as to what had occurred a year ago, ought to have been 
communicated in the first instance to Congress when it was in 
session. That is the point of criticism which it seems to me is 
running through the popular mind now. $ 

The people of the United States would hear with profound 
regret that the troops of the United States had been compelled 
for any reason whatever to participate in any controversy that 
may exist in Hawaii; that the arms of the United States should 
be compelled to death to a single citizen or subject of 
Hawaii. There is a feeling of anxiety in the public mind evi- 
denced by the publlo press throughout the country on this sub- 
ject, and there is a feeling of strong resentment, it appears to 
me, because the Congress and the people of the United States 
have not been dealt with with more frankness. s 

Now, this is all I have to say. Whether the pending resolu- 
tion passes to-day or to-morrow is a matter of comparative in- 
diference, although I see no reason why the President of the 
United States should not at once send us the information; and 
if he has given orders, whatever may be their nature, which 
shall hereafter lead to trouble and physical violence, the peop!e 
of the United States will hold him severely to anaccount for it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that there is no objection at all to the 
parage of the pending resolution. I, with him and with the 

nator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], want all the informa- 
tion in an official form that can possibly be obtained in regard 
to this unfortunate fiasco in the Central Pacific. The only thing 
in the way of criticism in regard to the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if I had been present when it was offered, 
would have been to ap to him to wait for a very little while 
to see whether we might not have the presence of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. MORGAN]. But 
even his absence is not an insuperable obstacle to the passage of 
the resolution. It would be an act of courtesy which is not un- 
usual in this body in a matter of such importance to a standing 
committee of the rank and grade of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to wait a little, to“ bide a bit,“ as the Scotch say, until 
the chairman of the committee and one or two important mem- 
bers of that committee who are absent shall be present. If they 
should be absent long, of course that is another question. But 
Iam not disposed to make any point about that. x 

I think the resolution isa proper resolution. It is one that 
might well , although in view of the annual m: of the 
President of the Uni States, and what he has said in that 
message, as was commented on by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. VILAS], there is not that oe. ares or exigency which 
would otherwise, perhaps, obtain for the passage of such a reso- 
lution. We have the assurance of the President of the United 
States that this is a matter which is to be made the subject of a 
special communication to the Con, of the United States, and 
with that communication he says it is his purpose to send all the 
documents which relate to the whole matter of our relations to 
the Sandwich Islands to Congress for consideration. I think we 
could afford, if we chose to wait for a day or two, tosee whether 
such a message comes. 

The reason given by the President for the short delay he 
speaks of in sending that message is a very obvious one, itseems 
to me, because it is a matter of common knowledge that we have 
no cable communication with the Sandwich Islands. The only 
means of communication is by the slower process of the steamers 
that arrive periodically. One is expected toarrive ina few as, 
bringing information and dispatches from the minister to the 
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Executive, the first there has been an . of receiving, 
which the President desires to have when he sends his message 
that he may include them among the important matters of which 
he wishes to inform the Congress 

I think that that probably will be done. I! think the Presi- 
dent will be quite justified when he receives this resolution, 
couched as it isin the ordinary conventional language of such 
resolutions, to wait for a day or two to see whether he can not, 
when he sends in a copy of the instructions, also send the dis- 
patches of Minister Willis. 

But, Mr. President, it does seem to me that there is an amaz- 
ing tenderness in certain quarters as to what the instructions to 
Minister Willis may be. There is an amazing solicitude on the 
part of some of our friends in this body as to whether the Presi- 

ent of the United States has on the very first day of the session 
sent all the correspondence, all the diplomatic notes, all the in- 
structions to ministers for our information. 

I do not think there is any precedent (of course I do notspeak 
by the book) for the President of the United States encumber- 
ing an annual message, dealing with all the affairs of this great 
country, with such special matters, especially when he tells us 
that he expects to make them the subject of aspecial communica- 
tion to the Congress. I think that those Senators should bide 
their time who slept peacefully at night, who had no thorns in 
their pillows last January when this so-called revolution oc- 
curred, when commissioners ap here witha treaty in their 
3 and were willing to Wait the pleasure of the Executive 

send to the Senate of the United States the communication 
that he did send in his own good time. The 15th day of 
February is the date of the communication sent by the President 
of the United States detailing the facts and all that led up to 
this wonderful revolution and the cession of the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States. Now, it may be that a new color will be 
ee some of those facts by subsequenteyidence. It ay, ba 

t they will not contain exactly the color they had when they 
influenced the President of the United States to attach his sig- 
nature to that treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to make an inquiry of my col- 
ONOR the Committee on Foreign Relations. as not the 
communication from Mr. Blount on which the charge against 
Mr. Stevens is founded made to the executive authorities some 
two or three months ago? When did Mr. Blount return? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the last session closed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In July. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He returned some time in July, I think. 
Mr. Willis was appointed soon afterwards. The information 
oyn which all the action is based is Mr. Blount’s statement, 
which was made tothe President in July. It has always ap- 
peared to me strange that that report was not sent to Con- 


Mr.GRAY. Iam not discussing the merits of this situation, 
for the very reason that no communications have been sent to 
s and we have no official information as to what the at- 
titude of the Executive is towards those islands. I am very anx- 
ious that we shall have that information, and for that reason I 
shall vote for the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
not because I think it will hurry so much the communication 
that will come in due course from the Executive. - 

I merely alluded to this because I thought there was an as- 
perity in the tone of those who are advocating the e of 
the resolution which demanded some attention. I do not see 
that the Executive in this case (certainly there is no evidence to 
the effect) has transcended his powers or has inany way violated 
the usages which obtain in the diplomatic intercourse of the 
United States with foreign countries. On the 8 he has 
told us that he 2 7 — to lay before the Congress wit in a few 
days every bit of information he has, and expecting that, and 
desiring it, I am quite content to abide until that communication 
comes before forming my own judgment or attempting to dis- 
cuss the merits of the situation, 

I do not sympathize with the exceeding haste and zeal of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], who is so anxious to throw 
this resolution at the President of the United States, that he 
even wants to take out of it the ordinary conventional language 
which accompanies all such resolutions. I do not suppose the 
Senator from New York was aware that all resolutions calling 
upon the President for information are framed in precisely this 
manner. It isthe ordinary conventional language which obtains 
in all such resolutions. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 8 

Mr. HILL. I think Iso expressly stated. The information 
which the Senator furnishes to me is not needed, because I stated 
it myself. I stated that while I was glad the usual form had 
been observed in this particular, it is simply unnece so far 
as giving the President a right to withhold the information. I 


can see no reason why the information should be withheld for 
any public consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. I had hoped that it was ignorance on the part of 
the Senator from New York. It appears that it was not. 

Mr. HILL. The ignorance seems to be on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I had hoped it was ignorance on the part of the 
Senator from New York when he suggested that the clause was 
unnecessary. It now appears that, for the first time in the his- 
tory of intercourse between this branch and the Executive, we 
are to have this courteous language, which has been founded 
upon usage and upon good reason, taken out of a resolution. 
The Senator may see good reason for it, but I do not think any 
other Senator within the sound of my voice will see it. 

Now, if the Senator from Massachusetts can not agree with 
me, as I hoped he might, that we should wait for a day or two 
merely, for the presence of our chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and one other important member of the ma- 
jority of that committee on this side—if he does not think that 
that should be done, I shall vote with him for the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. FRYE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the honorable Senator from Maine allow 
me to say one word in reply to the personal appeal to me? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to say that no man has a higher 
regard than I have for the Senator from Alabama who is now 
absent. I suppose the length of his absence, from the informa- 
tion T get, can not bed pie ted as yet; and I am very sure that 
he would be delighted to find this information here on his table 
awaiting him when he gets back. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I do 
not know how long the presence of the Senator from Alabama 
here may be deferred. I merely wanted to wait for a day or two. 
If it should prove that he is not to be here then, of course there 
would be no excuse for further delay. I hope the Senator from 
Wisconsin will, in view of that fact, withdraw the motion to re- 
fer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido, with pleasure. 

Mr. VILAS. I have no objection at all to withdrawing the 
motion, and in view of the statement of the Senator from Dela- 
ware I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw the motion to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The motion 
is withdrawn, and the question is onagreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, under those circumstances and 
owing © the fact that I am a member of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and the further fact that this subject has un- 
doubtedly been referred to that committee in that portion of 
the President's message relating to Hawaii, I shall not enter 
upon any discussion of the merits of this case at the present time, 
hoping and expecting by and by, when the committee have con- 
sidered the facts, to take part in a debate upon the Hawaiian 


question. 
I will simply ny at this moment, and content myself with the 
statement, that the greater part of the day I have been absent 


on a conference committee. Iwas informed on my return to the 
Chamber that some Senators, whom I do not know, had spoken 
with a great deal of bitterness about Minister Stevens, who was 
at Hawaii at the time of the revolution, and that they had at- 
tempted to throw discredit upon him. I merely desire to state 
that my colleague and I have known Mr. Stevens intimately 
since we were boys. He has been a prominent figure in Maine 
for the last thirty years. He is a man of the very highest char- 
acter, and is entirely above reproach. No one familiar with him 
would question any statement of fact he made as coming within 
his own observation, nor would dream of doing so. 

When this matter is further under discussion both my col- 
league and myself will with great pleasure defend Mr. Stevens 
againstany attacks which may be made upon him from any quar- 
ter whatsoever. 

Mr. CALL. - Mr. President, I wish to say a very few words 
upon this subject. It seems to me that we have gone very far 
out of the way to find some ground of objection to the President 
of the United States in respect to this matter of Hawaii. It 
seems to be assumed here t the President has no constitu- 
tional duty imperative upon him to perform in this respect. 
What is the provision of the Constitution? The President 
“shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” 

What are the laws? The Constitution declares that the laws 
passed under the authority of the Constitution and the treaties 


made in pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the land. 
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We have a treaty guaranteeing the existence of the established 
Government of Hawaii. By what authority has that treaty been 
abolished that it is not imperative upon the President of the 
United States? By what authority is that treaty not the supreme 
law of the land, whose stipulations no minister and no President 
and no authority, except that of Congress, can destroy? 

What is the President to do under his oath when there is a 
treaty guaranteeing the existence of the dethroned Government 
of Hawaii? Is there any doubt upon the subject that the tripar- 
tite treaty of 1889, the Berlin treaty, sorequires? Then, if there 
is to be a change, it must be by authority of the Constitution. 
Thattreaty is obligatory upon the President of the United States 
until Congress shall change its provisions; yet we have gone out 
of the way to assail the President of the United States when an 
imperative obligation of law imposed by the Constitution rests 
upon him to respect and execute the provisions of this tripartite 
treaty of Berlin. 

Mr. President, for one I am not opposed to extending protec- 
tion in proper circumstances over governments distant from our 
‘own country whenever our commercial and financial interests 
shall require it. But that is not the question here. The ques- 
tion is, what was the obligation upon the President of the United 
States? Could aformer Administration abolish that treaty and 
ite obligations? Could a minister of the United States in any re- 
spect impair the obligation which that treaty, still existing, im- 
poses upon the Executive of the United States? 

I merely desired to say these few words, and will add that al- 
though this resolution may be a proper one, and that informa- 
tion may properly be asked for by Congress, and no doubt would 
be furnished by the President without ay unneces: delay, 
yet, in the existing status of things there is but one obligation 
upon the President; that is, to ses that the laws as they exist and 
the treaties made are executed and carried into effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreei 
to the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoanf 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, December 7, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 6, 1893. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT 


William B. Hornblower, of New York, to be associate justice 
of the Supreme Courtof the United States, vice Samuel Blatch- 
ford, deceased. . 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


William A. Poucher, of New York, to be attorney of the 
United States for the northern district of New York, vice De 
Alva S. Alexander, resigned. 


CONSULTING ENGINEER. 

Frank H. Dabney, of Louisiana, to be consulting engineer of 
the United States on the International Boundary Commission 
provided for in the convention with Mexico of March 1, 1889; 
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate. 

CONSULS. 


H. Clay Armstrong, jr., of Alabama, to be consul of the United 
States at Grenoble, France, whose nomination failed to receive 
the concurrence of the Senate at its last session. 

Newton B. Ashby, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Dublin, Ireland, whose nomination failed to receive the con- 
currence of the Senate at its last session. 

Marcellus L. Davis, of Arkansas, to be consul of the United 
States at Merida, Mexico, whose nomination failed to receive 
the concurrence of the Senate at its last session. 

Benjamin Lenthier, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Sherbrooke, Quebec, whose nomination failed to re- 
ceive the concurrence of the Senate at its last session. 

Frank W. Roberts, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Barcelona, Spain, whose nomination failed to receive the con- 
currence of the Senate at its last session. 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John B. Riley, of New York, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Ottawa, Canada, whose nomination failed to receive 
the concurrence of the Senate at its last session. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 


John R. Procter, of Kentucky, to be Civil Service Commis- 
sioner, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice George D. Johnston, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
~ General officer. 

Col. Elwell S. Otis, Twentieth Infantry, to be brigadier-gen- 
eral, November 28, 1893, vice Carlin, retired from active service. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Col. George D. Ruggles, assistant adjutant-general, to be adju- 
tant-general with the rank of brigadier-general, November 6, 
1893, vice Williams, retired from active service. 

Capt. George S. Wilson, Twelfth Infantry, to be assistant adju- 
tant-general with the rank of major, November 6, 1893. vice 
Ward, promoted. 

Capt. William P. Hall, Fifth Cavalry, to be assistant adjutant- 
general with the rank of major, November 6, 1893, vice Volk- 


mar, promoted. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. J. Estcourt Sawyer, regimental quartermaster 
Fifth Artillery, to be assistant quartermaster with the rank of 
captain, December 1, 1893, vice Wheeler, promoted. 

Pay Department. 

Capt. Charles E. Kilbourne, Signal Corps, to be paymaster 
with the rank of major, November 6, 1893, vice Roche, retired 
from active service. 

Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. Henry C. Wood, assistant adjutant-general, to be 
assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel, November 
6, 1893, vice Ruggles, appointed adjutant-general. j 

Maj. William J. Volkmar, assistant adjutant-general, to be as- 
sistant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
November 6, 1893, vice Wood, promoted. 

Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. Charles C. Byrne, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general with the Pa of colonel, December 4, 
1893, vice Page, retired from active service. 

Maj. Samuel M. Horton, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with 7 of lieutenant-colonel, December 4, 1893, vice Byrne, 
promoted. 

Capt. Walter Reed, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, December 4, 1893, vice Horton, promoted. 


Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. George F. Landers, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, November 14, 1893, vice Corthell, Fourth Artillery, 
deceased. 


Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. William H. Penrose, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
colonel, November 28, 1893, vice Otis, Twentieth Infantry, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general. 

Maj. Edwin M. Coates, Nineteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, 3 28, 1893, vice Penrose, Sixteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Capt. Clarence E. Bennett, Seventeenth Infantry, to be major, 
November 28, 1893, vice Coates, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles St. J. Chubb, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
captain, . 28, 1893, vice Bennett, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Johnson, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, November 28, 1893, vice Chubb, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Joseph B. Doe, of Wisconsin, tobe Assistant Secretary of War, 
vice Lewis A. Grant, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Paymaster Albert D. Bache, to be a pay inspector in the Na 
aes September 26, 1893, vice John H. 9 pay 3 
retired. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Arthur Peterson, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from August 15, 1893, vice Paymaster f. 8. 
Barton, retired (subject to the examination required by law). 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Ambrose K. Michler, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy from September 12, 1893, vice Paymaster 
John Macmahon, deceased. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster William W. Galt, to be a pay- 
master a the Navy from September 26, 1893, vice A. D. Bache, 
promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Samuel L. Heap, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from August 15, 1893, vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster A. Peterson, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster John Q. ovalt to be a passed assistant 
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paymaster in the Navy from September 12, 1893, vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster A. K. Michler, promoted. 
Assistant Pa r James S. ps, to be a assistant 


ymaster in the Navy from September 26, 1893, vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster William W. Galt, promoted. 

Passed Assistant Engineer William S. Moore, to be a chief en- 
gineer in the Navy from August 10, 1893, vice A. S. Greene, re- 
tired. / 

Passed Assistant Engineer George Cowie, to be a chief engi- 
neer in the Navy from September,12, 1893, vice Chief Engineer 
Edward D. Robie, retired (subject to examination). 

Passed Assistant Engineer Charles P. Howell, to be a chief en- 
der in the Navy from November 10, 1893, vice Chief Engineer 
derick G. McKean, retired. 

Assistant Engineer William Strother Smith, to be a 
assistant engineer in the Navy from June 27, 1893, to fill a va- 
candy in that grade. 

Assistant Engineer Gustav Kaemmerling, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer in the Navy from August 10, 1893, vice Pasased 
Assistant Engineer William S. Moore, promoted. 

Assistant Engineer Kenneth McAlpine, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer in the Navy from September 12, 1893, vice Passed 
Assistant Engineer George Cowie, promoted (subject to exam- 
ination required by law). - 

Assistant Engineer Clarence H. Mathews, to be a passed as- 
sistant engineer in the Navy from September 27, 1893, vice 
Passed Assistant Engineer W. Rowbotham, retired. 

Assistant Engineer De Witt C. Redgrave, to be a passed as- 
sistant engineer in the Navy from October 1, 1893, vice Passed 
Assistant Engineer I. N. Hollis, resigned (subject to examina- 
nations required by law). 

Assistant Engineer William W. White, to be a assist- 
ant engineer in the Navy, from November 10, 1893, vice Passed 
Assistant Engineer C. P. Howell, promoted (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law). 

Assistant Engineer Bias Cc — to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy from November 14, 1893, vice Passed As- 
sistant Engineer William A. Mintzer, wholly retired. 

Lieut. (junior grade) John G. Quinby, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from November 5,1893, vice Lieut. Howard S. Waring, de- 
ceased (subject to the examinations si, by law). 

Ensign John A. Hoogewerff, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, 
in the Navy from November 5, 1893, vice Lieut. J. G. Quinby, 
pee grade, promoted (subject to the examinations required by 

. . 


POSTMASTERS. 


William T. Farley,to coer at Tuscumbia, in the county 
of Colbert and Stats of Alabama, in the place of John C. Good- 
loe, jr., removed. 

Samuel A. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Golden, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Colorado, in the place of John 
F. Vivian, resigned. 

William M. Kintner, to be ter at La Junta, in the 
county of Otero and State of Colorado, in the place of Thomas J. 
Howard, resigned. 

Aurelius Steward, to be parem at prigent, in the coun 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the gs of Julius W. 
Knowlton, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Samuel J. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Smyrna, in the county 
of Kent and State of Delaware, in the place of Thomas Jefferson, 
jr., whose commission expires December 19, 1893, 

Edgar B. Tage, to be postmaster at Boise City, in the coun 
of Ada and State of Idaho, in the place of Emeric R. Leo j 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

John Beard, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Illinois, in the place of William R. Jew- 
ell, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Charles I. Haskell, to be postmaster at Virginia, in thecounty 
of Cass and State of Illinois, in the place of Reuben Lancaster, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Joseph A. Beane, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the eee, 
of El and State of Indiana, in the place of Lincoln 
Beyerle, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

illiam Corby, to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the county 
of St. Legs and State of Indiana, in the place of Edward Sorin, 


ceased. 
Patrick C. Donovan, to be r at Jeffersonville, in the 
eounty of Clark and State of Indiana, in the place of A. M. Luke, 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 
George D. Price, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Indiana, in the of Philipp Wilhelm 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893 


James Renie, to be postmaster at North Vernon, in the count; 
of Jennings and State of Indiana, in the place 
whose comriission expires December 19, 1893. 


y 
of John Fable, 
on 


John F. Wood, to be 
Harrison and State of Towa, in the placeof John W.Stocker, de- 


George T. Packer, to be postmasterat Ness City, in the county 
of Ness and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for 


postmaster at Logan, in the county of 


the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1893. 

Thomas M. Blacklin, to be aster at Albert Lea, in the 
county of Freeborn and State of Minnesota, in the place of Hans 
O. Haukness, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Lizzie G. Hunt, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the coun 
of Washington and State of Mississippi, in the place of W. S. 
Hamilton, resigned. 

Robert L. Nelson, to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Missouri, in the place of B. M. Pren- 
tiss, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

George P. Marvin, to be rat Beatrice, in the county 
of Gage and State of Nebraska, in the place of Charles M. Rigg, 


ned. 
Charles A. Morse, to be master at New Market, in the 
county of Rockingham and Stateof New Hampshire, in the place 


— 3 H. Greene, whose commission expires December 19, 
Anson Swett, to be tmaster at Antrim, in the county of 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Elliott W. 
Baker, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 
John H. Crane, to be master at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Wood and State of Ohio, in place of George W. Gag- 


han, resigned. 
Danie! Kirkpatrick, to be postmaster at Plymouth. in the 
county of Rich and State of Ohio, in the place of W. 


Hoffman, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

B. Renkenberger, to be postmaster at Columbiana, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of William 
Halverstadt, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Thomas J. Johnson, to be ter at Norman, in the county 
of Cleveland and Territory of Oklahonia, in the place of Daniel 
W. rh Neh resigned. 

T. E. Doyon, to postmaster at Redfield, in the county of 
Spink and State of South Dakota, in the place of Orville S. Nes 
ae K. N. be Hyde Park : 

. Noyes, to tmuster at Hyde Park, in the coun 
of Lamoille and State 8 in che place of Roger W. 
Hulburd, resigned. 

Frank D. McCoy, to be postmaster at Sistersville, in the county 
of Tyler and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Michael J. O'Kane, to be tmaster at Wheeling, in the 
county of Ohio and State of West Virginia, in place of William 
J. W. Cowden, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

John H. Levis, to be ter at Black River Falls, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Wisconsin, in toe pao of Iver 
Forkelson, whose commission expires December 20, 1893 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 6, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 

Rev. E. B. BAGBY, 
eee Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 

p CHANGE OF REFERENOE, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday a document was 
laid before the House by the Chair relating to appro riations 
designated as “Propagation of food-fishes, 1893, ch was 
referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. The Committee on Appropriations called for the state- 
ment in question, and it occurs to me that it should be referred 
to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The reference will be corrected, in accord- 
ance with the statement of the gentleman from Texas, and the 
communication will be referred to the Committes on Appropria- 
tions. s 

ANNUAL REPORT, BOARD OF ORDNANCE. 

Th- SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting the annual re of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification for the year en October 3, 1893; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. - 

RAFT TOWING, GREAT LAKES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers submitting a copy of the report of the board of officers 
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2 40 raft towing on the Great Lakes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CRAWFISH AND MILL CREEKS, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, transmitting pooma examination and 
survey of Crawfish and Mill Creeks, Ohio, for location for ice 
harbor in the Ohio River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

EMPLOYES, ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney-General, reporting as to the standard of efficiency of 
employés in his Department; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

COL. ANSON MILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution 
(S. R. 42) permitting Anson Mills, colonel of Third Regiment 
United States Cavalry, to accept and exercise the functions of 
boundary commissioner on the part of the United States. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this joint resolution. Ithas been considered by 
a subcommittee of the Committee on Military Affairs, and the 
committee have directed it to be reported unanimously with fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That Anson Mills, colonel Third Regiment United States 
Cavalry, ha been nominated by the President and confirmed by the Sen- 
ate as a com oner of the United States under the convention between 
the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, concluded 
and signed by the contracting parties at the city of Nd ctype en 1 
1889, is hereby permitted to accept and exercise the functions of said office of 
commissioner: Provided, Said officer shall continue to receive his emolu- 
ments in pay and allowances as colonel in the Army while holding said of- 
fice of commissioner the same as he would receive were he perf such 
duty under military orders, and no other additional pay or emoluments for 

services as such commissioner. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad if the gentleman would 
make a statement in reference to this matter. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Under the convention between the Gov- 
ernments of the United States and Mexico, to establish the bound- 
ary line between these two. countries along the disputed terri- 
tory on the Rio Grande, it was provided that a commission of 
each government should be selected for this purpose. Col. An- 
son , an engineer in the employ of the Government, has 
served fora number of years in that region and is thoroughly 
familiar with the river and the changes which have occurred in 
it from time to time. He was selected because of his familiarity 
with the region in which this commission is to serve. 

At present there is a strip of land on which the Mexicans oc- 
casionally arrest our citizens and them over into Mexico, 
and on which our officers also arrest Mexicans and bring them 
into Texas. It is desired to have the question settled as 
speedily as possible. Col. Mills, as the resolution provides, shall 
receive only the compensation which he would receive as an 
officer of the any if detailed for this work. It provides, there- 
fore, a saving to the Government by permitting to exercise 
the functions of this office. 

The necessity for this action arises because of the question as 
to the peculiar lan e used in the articles of convention. It 
says that the commissioners must be selected according to the 
constitutional provisions of the representative governments and 
there is some question as to Col. Mills filling both offices in the 
absence of this authority. 

Mr. COOMBS. This is what the President referred to in his 


message? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
eee being read the third time, was 


P On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITR a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid upon the table. 


REFERENCE OF HOUSE AND SENATE RESOLUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 86) with Senate amendments, to pay session and other em- 
ployee and per diem employés, and that they may be retained 

uring the coming recess; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the resolutions of 
the Senate with reference to the deathof Hon. William Lilly, 
late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania; 

Also the resolution of the Senate with reference to the death 
of Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the State of 
Pennsylvania; which were — laid upon the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
JOSEPH for three weeks on account of important business. 


SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN PENSIONS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it was 8 stated by the Pension Office, and so published, 
that the following-named persons who had prue to the 4th day of July, A. 
D: Lorre been borne upon the pension rolls of the United States as pensioners, 
t: 
* t $ * $ = * 


And whereas it appears by official publication and information believed 
to be true that these pensioners were between said July 4, 1893, and the ist 
pay of October, 1893, dropped from the pension rolls or suspended and de- 
prived of their pensions; 

And whereas between the ist day of October, A. D. 1893, and the 4th day 
of November, A. D. 1893, the following-named persons, part of said list, and 
numbering upwards of 1,300 in all, were reinstated upon the pension rolls of 
the Pension Office; and 

* * * $ * + s 


Whereas all of said list were residents of the State of Ohio, and were borne 
on the rolls of the pension pay office at Columbus, O.; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested to inform 
the House of AR snip a ee why and upon what ground the said 1,000 names 
stricken from the rolls aforesaid were so stricken off, and upon what evi- 
dence, information, or knowledge the Pension Office acted in striking from 
the rolls the aforesaid 1,900names; and, furthermore, 

Resolved, That the honorable Secretary of the Interior be requested to in- 
form the House of sel aegis upon what requests, evidence, knowledge 
or information the 1,300 names, portions of said 1,900 names, were re- 
stored to the pension rolls; and y tofurnish the House of Represen- 
tatives with any rogue ares ons, or letters which may have been re- 
celved by the P on requesting such reinstatement, and also such 
correspondence as passed from the Pension Ofice to said applicants in re- 
gard to such applications and reinstatements. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I introduced a memorial a 
few days ago, looking to an investigation somewhat in this di- 
rection, and had it referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. I think this resolution ought to go to the same commit- 
tee, because there may be some matters which that committee 
should consider. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a joint resolution (H. Res. 77) conferring diplomas upon 
designers, inventors, and expert artisans; when the S er 
signed the same. 

. DOCKERY. I think this is the first enrollment under the 
new rule reported by the joint commission. 

The SPE It is the first, and it is very handsomely en- 


rolled. 
CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 


The committees were then called for reports, but no reports 
of a publio character were presented. i 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at eighteen min- 
utes past 12 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs presented no business. 

The call of committees was resumed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, MISSISSIPPL 


The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to 1 the bill (H. R. 4245) to amend 
an act pertaining to the United States courts in the State of 


ppl. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etv., That section lof the act entitled An act to vide for 
holding terms of the United States courts at Mississippi City,“ be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows, to wit: 

“That the counties of Hancock, Harrison, Marion, Pearl River, 
Perry, Greene, Jones, Wayne, Clarke, Jasper, and Covington, being a part 
of the southern judicial district of the State of Mississippi. shall be known 
as and constitute the southern division of said southern ct: and circuit 
and district courts for the FVV 
and pro in said southern division shall be held at ppi City, 
Miss., on the third Mondays of February and A t in each year.’ 

Sec. 2. That all bpd thers ee the act to which this is amendatory 
shall apply to the added counties, Jones, Wayne, Clarke, Jasper, Pearl River. 
and Co’ in the same manner as to the o counties named in 
said act; and all cases, civil and criminal, arising in said added counties 
and now in the courts at Jackson, Miss.,shall not be affected by 
this enactment, but shall be 5 determined in said courts, unless re- 
moved to the courts at e ait by consent of parties, in which 
case 5 at Mississippi City have jurisdiction to try and de- 
termine them. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. 5 
The SPE Are there any amendments? 


‘ 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. There are no amendments. I ask that 
the bill be put upon its third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. STOCKDALE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SUPREME COURT, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to call up the bill (H. R. 258) to provide for three ad- 
ditional associate justices of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, and for other pepaes: 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on the Union 
Calendar. -Iask unanimous consent that it may be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON] asks unanimous consent that this bill may be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the committee 
amendments. 

The committee amendments were read at length. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker,I yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, owing to some errors in the 
bill that has been read, we submit the following substitute which 
is authorized by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BROD- 
ERICK] offers a substitute. The Chair will state that amend- 
ments to the original bill should be voted upon before the sub- 
stitute. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Ok- 
lahoma shall consist of a chief justice and four associate justices, any three 
of N N constitute a quorum; but three judges must concur to render 
20 2. Tuat it shall be the duty of the President to 9 two addi- 
tional associate justices of said supreme court, who sh old their office 
for the term of four years, or until their successors are appointed and qual- 

and who shall receive the same compensation as now provided for the 
justices of the supreme court of Oklahoma Territory. 

Sec. 3. That the said Territory shall be divided into five judicial districts, . 
and a district court shall be held in each county, as now 4 by law. 
The supreme court of said Territory shall define said judicial districts, and 
shall fix the times and places at each county seat in each district where the 
district court shall be held, and d ate the Judge who shall preside there- 
in. Each judge, after assignment, 1 reside in the district to which he is 

ed. The supreme court of said Territory, or the chief justice thereof, 
may designate pof judge to try a case or cases in any district 
when the judge of said district has been of counsel, or is of kin to either 
y to the.action, or interested, or is biased or udiced in the cause, or 
for any other reason said judge is unable to hold court. 

Sec. 4. That the district court in each of said districts shall have the same 
jurisdiction that district courts of said Territory now possess. 

SEC. 5. That no justice of the supreme court of said ritory shall sit as 
a member of said courtin the trial of any case decided by him in the district 
court, or wherein he has any interest. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, the original bill asked for 
three additional justices for the Territory of O oma. That bill 
was referred toa subcommittee, who investigated the necessity for 
extra judges, and after an investigation they were satisfied that 
there should be two additional judges provided for. Hence they 
have recommended the relie te ed for in the substitute 
which is submitted. One hundred and fifty thousand poopie 
wentinto that Territory in the month of September. Ever 
is in confusion, and the way is to be blazed by the judiciary. 
There is no question that the three judges provided for the Ter- 
ritory when it was originally or can not do the judicial 
work necessarily arising in that new and growing community. 
Therefore there is no difference of opinion among the membérs 
of the committee as to the necessity for the two additional judges 
provided for in the substitute that has been submitted. 

The SPEAKER. Certain amendments to the bill have been 
reported from the committee. If it is the desire of the commit- 
tee, by unanimous consent the substitute might be considered 
instead. 


Mr. CULBERSON. J ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments reported by the committee may be withdrawn and the 
substitute voted upon. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection the amendments reported 
by the committee will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the substitute 
offered by oe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


By unanimous consent, the title was amended to conform to the 
rac of the bill. : 
r, CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the floor. 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MEYER(when the Committee on Naval Affairs was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the concurrent resolu- 
tion, Miscellaneous Document No. 39. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas there are constantly before Congress numerous bills dealing with 
the question of rank and pay in the Navy, and other matters concerning the 


personnel of the same; and 
Whereas the present laws rela to this subject are in man 
the result of piecemeal 


instances 
imperfect, inconsistent, unjust, an egislation: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a spe- 
cial joint committee, consisting of three members of the House and three 
members of the Senate, be appointed respectively by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President of the Senate, whose duty it shall 
be to fully investigate and consider the entire subject of the rank, pay, and 
all other matters relating to the personnel of the Navy; to have power to 
send for persons and papers, sit during the recess, if any, and during the sit- 
ting of both Houses, and to report at any time after it convenes as may be 
convenient what legislation, if any, is necessary in the premises; any bill so 
reported by them shall simplify, codify, and revise existing laws relating to 
the personnel of the Navy so far as may be found possible. And said joint 
committee is hereby authorized to employ a clerk at $6 per day and a mes- 
senger at 83 per day while employed, and any expenses incurred by said com- 
mission in performing the duties herein required shall be defrayed equally 
from the contingent funds of the two Houses. 

An SPEAKER. This resolution is in Committee of the 
ole. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I shall insist that itshall be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquireif this is a privileged 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution comes up for consideration 
in the second morning hour, as it is called. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
for 5 consideration of the resolution which the Clerk will now 
repor 

he resolution was again reported. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if this 
bill has ever been upon the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is on the Union Calendar, and 
was reported on the 19th of October last. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire if this resolution has 
not been once considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question of fact. The Chair will 
endeavor to ascertain the fact. (After a pause.) The Chair is 
advised that this resolution has not been considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. À 

Mr. KILGORE. My information was that it was considered 
in the second morning hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Calendar does not show that this bill 
has ever been considered in Committee of the Whole, although 
the impression seems to be general about the desk that some 
consideration, or attempt at consideration, has been given here- 
pire The gentleman from Louisiana perhaps will state the 

t 


Mr. MEYER. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that on behalf of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs I asked for unanimous consent 
to consider that resolution some weeks ago, and objection was 
made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. The reso- 
lution was then withdrawn, but no other action was had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution has not been considered in 
the committee. The Clerk will now report the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, Inever withdrew my ob- 
jection to that measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana states that 
the request was for unanimous consent when the gentleman ob- 
jected. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, now I have 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have nothing to say, Mr. Chairman, against 
the constitution of the commission, but I shall insist that the 
latter clause of the resolution be stricken out. Imean that por- 


tion which refers to the employment of a clerk and messenger, 
for the reason that the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House 
already has two clerks, and I do not know how many clerks in 
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the Senate the same committee has. If the gentleman in charge 
of the resolution will consent to strike out the portion indicated 
Thave no objection to the passage of the resolution. 

The CH MAN. Does the gentleman offer an amendment 
to that effect? 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to strike out the last clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by thé gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word " possible” strike out the following language: 

„And said joint commission is hereby autho: to employ a clerk at $6 
per day and a messenger at 83 per day while employed, and anv e ses in- 
curred by said commission in performing the duties herein req shall 
be defrayed equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses.” 

Mr.MEYER. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
in recommending the passage of this resolution, believed that 
the expenses and the employment of a messenger and an addi- 
tional clerk necessary; but, yielding to the judgment of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and 
10 the views of other members of the House, we have concluded 
to accept thdt amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection, then, to the adoption of 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I am apprehensive that this 
isa snare, not to say a delusion. [Laughter,] This resolution has 
to go to the Senate, for it is a concurrent resolution, and they 
will stick that proposition back on it, when it will become a priv- 
ileged question in this House. I am opposed to the adoption of 
any poron of it. 

r. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt, should the 
Senate decline to adopt this resolution as now submitted and 
insert such an amendment, that the conferees on the part of the 
House will in good faith represent the House and refuse toagree 
to any proposition to restore the clause which is to be stricken 
out 


ut. . 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, if that is the arrangement [laugh- 
ter], if these gentlemen will so put themselves on record as to 
estop themselves, I will be willing that the resolution should 
pass, otherwise I should not be. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, if this resolution shall pass and 
I should have the honor of being a member of the committee on 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this 
subject, I would in good faith 15485 carry out the understanding 
had with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in 
regard to the matter. 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana has the 
floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man from Louisiana will yield to me foramoment, I simply wish 
to ask him a question with a view of throwing some light on the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. MEYER. Certainly; I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would be 

pleased to have the gentleman from New York fee CUMMINGS] 
or the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] state what ne- 
cessity there is for the adoption of this joint resolution. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would suggest at the gentleman read 
the report of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. McCREARY of 8 T have looked at the report 
of the pair os the Navy; but this is a joint resolution in- 
troduced in the House of Representatives, proposed to ba d 
here and sent to the Senate for adoption, and I would like to 
know the object and the necessity of it. Iknow that the two dis- 
tinguished gentlemen [Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. MEYER] never 
offer or advocate resolutions without having good reasons, and I 
want to give them an opportunity in this case to state their rea- 
sons to the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Secretary of the Navy, after detail- 
ing the reasons for recommending this action, says: 

Iam en d in the N rage of a plan for the reorganization of the 
line of the Navy which I think will meet the requirements of the service, 
and I shall have the honor to present it to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and also to the joint committee to investigate and consider the subject of 
the rank, pay, and other matters relating to the personnel of the Navy pro- 

in the concurrent resolution introduced by the Hon. Mr. MEYER, in 
case said concurrent resolution proposed becomes a law. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. And, in addition to that, I would 
refer the gentleman from Kentucky to the very able report on 
this subject by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER]. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Could not the communica- 
tion which the Secretary of the Nagy proposes to make be sent 
r opea: on Naval Affairs instead of to a select com- 
mit 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Senate is concerned in this matter as 
well as the House. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I admit that. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. This joint resolution was drawn up in the 


last Congress by the present Secretary of the Navy, who was 
then chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, but he 
was unable to bring it up for consideration before the adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. My friend from New Vork Mr. 
CUMMINGS] and other gentlemen with whom I have served all 
know that I am a friend of the Navy. I have advocated an in- 
crease of the Navy, but we have reached a point now where, with 
a depleted Treasury, we ought to be very cautious about making 
appropriations that are not absolutely necessary. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will say to the gentleman that this joint 
resolution has nothing to do with an increase of the Navy. The 
select committee may even succeed in cutting down the expenses 
through the proposed investigation. At all events, there is no 
intention to increase those expenses. Let me say further tothe 

entleman that, the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
Hr. SAYERS] being accepted, this inquiry will not cost the coun- 
try one cent, and therefore I see no reason why the joint reso- 
lution should not be adopted. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. ‘Will the gentleman state the 
substance of theamendmentoffered 115 the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The joint resolution provided for a clerk at 
86 a day and a messenger at $3 a day, and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas cuts that out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from New York that I, too, am friendly to the Navy. Iam 
friendly to it because it has more guns and bigger guns than I 
have. 1 But I want to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether it is not the experience of Congress that these 
committees or commissions for the investigation of the rank 
and pay of officials under this Government generally recommend 
an enlargement of the rank and an increase of the pay? That 
has been their history, according tomy observation. If thereis 
going to beanew departure in that respect this will be a unique 
committee. I understand the gentleman from New York to say 
that it does not propose to enlarge the rank or increase the pay. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will say to the gentleman from Texas 
that if I am a member of the committee, so far as my personal 
influence is concerned it will not be used in favor of increasing 
the expense of the ao Department. 

Mr. MEYER. Lyield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 


ERS]. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I simply want to say that I be- 
lieve this joint resolution asamended ought to pass. From time 
immemorial there has been disagreement between officers of the 
staff and the officers of the line of the Navy, and that disagree- 
ment hasalways been brought into the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. The objectof this joint resolution is to provide for settling 
those differences between the line and the staff permanently. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let me add that there are to-day about fifty 
bills in the Committee on Naval Affairs, private bills, having 
reference to these very differences between the line and the 
staff, and if this joint committee can be appointed these personal 
matters and grievances can be settled in the Navy Department 
instead of being brought before the Committee on Nayal Affairs 
year after year. 

The amendment offered by Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York why 
the Committee on Naval Affairs can not take charge of this mat- 
ter and deal with it as wellas a special committee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Because we desire to act in concert with 
the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COX. Then this is to be a joint committee? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MEYER. I move that the committee rise and report the 
resolution to the House with the recommendation that it be 
passed with the amendment. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 37. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I call for tellers. 

Jellers were ordered, 41 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. 
KILGORE and Mr. MEYER were appointed. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 
64, noes 9. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. e point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair, under the rule, will cause the roll to be called. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members answered: 


Abbott, Bailey, Bell, Colo. Boatner, 
Adams, Baker, Kans. Bell, Tex. Boen, 
eee Badem H. e powers Cal. 
exander, rawley, 
Arnold, _ Black, Ga. Bretz, 
Avery, Bartholdt, Black, III. Brickner, 
Babcock, Barwig, Blair, Broderick, 
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Brookshire, Funk. 
_Brosius, Funston, L —. Robbins, 
Bryan, Fyan, 
Bundy, Gardner, Russell, 
Burrows, Gear, Mahon, Russell, Ga. 
; Maliory, Sayers, 
Campbell, mhainer, Marshall, Schermerhorn, 
Cannon, Gal. Gillet, N.Y. Martin, Ind Shell, 
—— 8 ay, Mecreaury, “Ky N 
radx, > „ 
. Griffin, serio Smith, 
Catchings, Grosvenor, cDearmon, 
ieee. cony 1 5 
ering, nes, ann, perry, 
Childs, Hall, Minn. McKaig, S ; 
Clancey. Hall, Mo. McLaurin, 8 eg” 
Cobb, Mo. MeMiilin, Stone, C. W. 
Cockre Hatch, cRae, Stone, W. A. 
Cogswell, Haugen, Mercer, Stone, Ky. 
Conn, Hei N. C 2 
Cooper, Ind. Hicks. Meyer, Strong, 
ish, Hilborn, Talbert, S. C. 
Cousins, it, Montgomery, Talbott, Md. 
Covert, Holman, Tarsney, 
Hooker, N. Y. Tate, 
Crawford, Houk, Ohio Morse, Terry, 
Hu Northway, Thomas, 
Curtis, Hulick, Oates, ‘Turner, 
— N. V. Hunter, pea Updegrad, 
age, 
Davey, Johnson, Ohio Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Davis, Joy, Payne, Walker, 
De Kiefer, ter, Warner, 
Dinsmore, Kilgore, 
Dockery, Kribbs, Pence, Weadock, 
Dolliver, Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. Wever, 
tle, Lacey, Pendleton, W. Va. W heeler, Ala. 
Dunphy, Perkins, hite, 
Durborow, Latimer, Phillips, z 
Edmunds, Price, 
Ellis, Lefever, Randall, Wilson, Ohio 
A net Woomer, 
Epes, Linton, ' ly. Wright, Mass. 
£rdman, Livingston, Reyburn, 
Everett, Loud. Richards, Ohio 
Fletcher, Loudenslager, Richardson, Tenn. 
The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


chair, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration acon- 
current resolution of the House providing for a joint committee 
to investigate the personnel of the Navy, the Committee of the 
Whole had found itself without aquorum; whereupon the Chair- 
man directed the roll to be called, and now re to the House 
the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The roll call showing the presence of a 
quorum, the committee under the rule would resume its session, 
but the morning hour has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had with amendments joint 
resolution (H. Res. 88) providing for the payment of salaries and 
expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal revenue to 
carry out the provisions of the Chinese act of May 5, 1892, as 
amended by the act of November 3, 1893; in which the concur- 
‘rence of the House was requested. 


SALARIES OF DEPUTY COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
ETC. 
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, by unanimous consent, the House 
seeded to the consideration of Senate amendments to the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 88) providing for the payment of sal- 
aries and expenses of additional no 7885 collectors of internal 
revenue to out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act 
of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893. 
The amendments were , as ws: ` 


After the word dollars,“ in line 5 Ə 1, insert ox so much thereof as 

may be necessary,” 90 as fo reat." or so much thereof as may be 
y to 6 salaries," etc. 

In line 7, Sage 1, strike out the words “it may be found,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “the Secretary of the Treasury may determine to be:“ so 
as to read, ‘‘as many additional deputy collectors of internal revenue as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may determine to be necessary,” etc. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move concurrence in these amendments. , 

The amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS,-a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. ` 


STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 


The SPEAKER. It now lacks but a few minutes of half 


1o’cleck, for which time there has been ed a special order, 


which will be at once proceeded with if there be no objection. 
There was no objection. 
The special order was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That Wednesday, the 6th day of December, at 1:30 8 nas 


That the 
him to the 


afternoon be designated and set apart for the consideration of the 

concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 

thanks of Congress be presented to the governor, and thro 


people of the State of Illinois, for the statue of Gen. James Shields, whose 
identified with the history of the State and of the 


States. 
Resolved, That this statue is acce in the name of the United States, 
and is assigned a place in the old hall of the House of Representatives, al- 
ready set apart by act of Congress for the statues of eminent citizens; and 
that a copy of these resolutions, signed by the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, be transmitted tothe governor 
of Ilinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the Senate has pabsed a reso- 
lution similar to that just read, and it will be communicated to 
the House in a few minutes. I shall ask that that resolution be 
adopted in lieu of the one now pending. ? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that in the meantime 
the gentleman 5 with his remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, on the 15th of June, 1893, the 
Legislature of Illinois passed an act creating a commission to be 
appointed by the governor, which was authorized to purchase a 
heroic bronze statue of Gen. James Shields, and a bronze or 
granite pedestal therefor, properly inscribed and ornamented, 
and to transport the same to the Statuary Hall, in the Capitolat 
Washington, as one of the statues which the State of Illinois is 
authorized by law of Congress to place therein. The commis- 
sion has performed the duty imposed upon it, and the governor 
of the State has informed Congress of the fact, in the communi- 
cation which was laid before the House on yesterday. In pur- 
suance of the custom which has been observed in other cases of 
this kind, I haye submitted the concurrent resolution, which has 
just been read, and move its adoption. 

There must have been special reasons for the action of the 
State of Illinois in paying this tribute to the memory of James 
Shields. The State which gave to the service of our country 
such illustrious statesmen and heroes as Lincoln, Douglas, 
Grant, and Shields was not wanting in citizens upon whom could 
be justly conferred the honor of erecting statues to their mem- 
ory in Statuary Hall. 

A brief reference to the life, charaéter, and services of Gen. 
Shields will prove conclusively that in honoring his mem- 
ory i pera his statue in Statuary Hall at the capital of his 
adopted country the State of Illinois has made no mistake. 

James Shields was born in Dungannon, County Tyrone, Ire- 
land, in 1810. In 1827, at the age of 17, he came to the United 
States. In 1832 he settled in the town of Kaskaskia, in the State 
of Illinois, and began the practice of law. He took greatinterest 
in politics, and in 1836, before he was naturalized, he was elected 
to the Legislature of Illinois. In 1839Governor Carlin appointed 
him auditor of the State. Some question having arisen as to his 
citizenship, having come to this country when a minor, in order 
to remove all doubt on the subject he took out final naturaliza- 
tion papers in October, 1840. Afterwards this fact became very 
important to him, as will be seen later on in his eventful career. 

In 1843 he was elected by the Legislature of the State a justice 
of the supreme court of the State of Illinois. At that time the 
constitution of the State provided for the election of the judges 
of the supreme court by a joint convention of the two houses of 
the Legislature. In 1845 President Polk appointed him Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. While discharging the 
duties of this office the war with Mexico began. This war fur- 
nished an opportunity for the display of his most remarkable 
talents. At the very ns Sar tin Si the war he was made a brig- 
adier-general, his commission ring date of July 1, 1846. He 
was assigned to the command of the Illinois regiments. He 
served under Gens. Taylor, Wool, and Scott in the campaigns 
in different parts of Mexico, which they respectively carried on. 

At the battle of Cerro Gordo, which occurred on the 18th of 
April, 1847, he bore a conspicuous part. Gen. Scott with a force 
of 8,500 men totally defeated the Mexican army of 12,000 men, 
under command of Gen. Santa Anna. The Mexicans lost over 
1,000 in killed and wounded, and 3,000 prisoners. Gen. Shields 
was in the thickest of the fight. He received a gunshot wound 
which was believed at the time to be mortal, the ball having 
passed through his body, in the region of his lungs. His death 
was announced in American journals; but to the surprise of his 
surgeons and tothe delight of his friends, he recovered, and was 
afterwards brevetted a major-general for gallant services. He 
did not avail himself, however, of his severe and almost mortal 
wound to return to his home. As soon as he could mount his 
horse he joined his command. Under Gen. Scott he took part 
in the battles in the valley of Mexico, commanding a brigade 
composed of marines, and New York and South Carolina volun- 
teers. He was again severely wounded at Chapulte 

Such was his soldiery conduct during that cam and es- 
een at Churubusco and Chapultepec, that the State of South 

lina voted him a beautiful and costly sword, inscribed with 
the names of those battles, and the following sentiment: 


From the State of South Carolina to Gen. Shields, in testimony of her ad- 
gratitude 


miration of his in the Mexican war, and a tribute of for 
Regiment. 


his parental 8 the Palmetto 


1893. 


He was mustered out in July, 1848, and soon after, having re- 
turned to the State of Illinois, he was tendered by the President 
of the United States the appointment of governor of the Terri- 
tory of Oregon. This office he declined. There was a contest 
at this time in the State of Illinois for the seat in the United 
States Senate, then occupied by Sidney Breese. His contestants 
for the honor were Senator Breese and Gen. John A. McCler- 
nand. Senator Breese desired to succeed himself, and had the 
prestige of a successful Senatorial career. Gen. McClernand 
was then a popular young politician residing in southern IIli- 
nois, and had borús an honorable part in the Mexican war; but 
the military fame of Gen. Shields carried him triumphantly 
through the Democratic caucus, and he was elected Senator for 
the term beginning March 4, 1849. He presented his creden- 
tials, and, having a prima facie case, was sworn in and took the 
seat, notwithstanding the fact that a protest against his admis- 
sion as a Senator was presented to the Senate on the ground 
that at the time of the election he had not been a citizen of the 
United States for nine years, as required by the third aph 
of section 3 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States. 

After thorough investigation, the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections reported a resolution to the effect that Gen. 
Shields was not eligible at the commencement of the term for 
which he was elected and that his election was void. This res- 
olution was adopted, and the seat was declared vacant. Before 
its adoption, however, he stated that he would nis gee to the 
State of Illinois for a vindication, and asserted that if that State 
did not respond to his appeal that it was his intention, though 
he had endeavored to prove his fidelity to his country, never to 
offer himself again for office in the United States. 

The question of his eligibility was thoroughly discussed, as 
was also the question as to whet. the governor of the State 
had the right to appoint his successor. Mr. Douglas, then a 
Senator from the State of Illinois, held that the governor had 
the power to make the appointment; but Governor French took 
the N view, disclaiming any such power. Believing that 
he no power to make an appointment under the circum- 
stances, he called the Legislature together inextraordinary ses- 
sion October 22, 1849, for the pu of electing a United States 
1 but included in his some minor subjects of legis- 

tion. 

At the time the called session assembled Gen. Shields had been 
a citizen of the United States for nine years, and the governor 
undoubtedly convened the Legislature at this time so that Gen. 
Shields would be rendered eligible if the Legislature should see 
fit to reslect him. The same Legislature having been recon- 
vened which had elected Gen. Shields, it was not unreasonable 
to assume that he would be renominated without a contest; but 
such was not the case. The prize was too glittering to be con- 
ceded to Shields without a contest. Twenty-one ballots were 
had in the Democratic caucus before a nomination was made. On 
the first ballot Shields received 28,-Breese 21, and McClernand 
18 votes; and, on the last, Breese received 20, McClernand 12, 
and Shields 37. Having a majority of all the votes cast, he was 
sgain made the nominee of the Democratic y, and was elected 

ter a further contest continuing until the seventh ballot in 
joint convention of the two houses. He served to the end of his 
term, March 4, 1855. At the expiration of his term he removed 
to Minnesota, and when that State was admitted into the Union 
he was elected United States Senator, and drew the short term, 
taking his seat on the 12th of May, 1858, and served until March 
3, 1859. 

The discovery of gold in California had drawn to that State 
many of the brightest intellects of this country. Gen. Shields 
cast his lot for a time with the people of that State. In 1861 he 
drifted into Mexico and was engaged assuperintendent of amine. 
The war of the rebellion having broken out, the military spirit 
was rekindled in his veins, and he hastened to Washington and 
tendered his services to the President. He was appointed a 
brigadier-general of volunteers on the 9th of August, 1861, and 
was assigned to the command of Gen. Frederick W. Lander’s 
brigade after the latter's death. 

On the 23d of March, 1862, at the head of a division of Gen. 
Banks's army in the Shenandoah Valley, he opened the second 
campaign with victory at Winchester, having defeated Stone- 
wall Jackson in one of the hardest-fought battles of the civil war, 
receiving in the desperate struggle serious woundsin the arms, 
shoulders, and side. He was congratulated by Gens. McClel- 
lan and Banks and Secre Edwin M. Stanton for the en- 
ergy, activity, and bravery BG on this occasion,“ and was 
further honored by Governor tin, of Pennsylvania, by an or- 
der directing that the flags of the Pennsylvania regiments be in- 
scribed “ Winchester, March 23, 1862.” 


On June 9th, however, at Port Republic, he was defeated by 
Stonewall Jackson in one of the most remarkable assaults of that 
i commission in the Army on 


intrepid leader. He resigned his 
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the 28th of March, 1863. He returned to California, but soon 
removed to the State of Missouri, where he took up his residence 
and resumed the practice of the law. He served as a railroad 
commissioner, and was a member of the Legislature of that State 
from 1874 to 1879. He was elected a Senator from that State to 
fill ont the unexpired term in the Forty-fourth Congress of Louis 
V. Bogy, deceased, and served but a few months in this capacity. 

Gen. Shields was a military genius, On the 10th of January, 
1862, at the very commencement of the civil war, he addressed 
a letter to Maj. Gen. McClellan, commander-in-chief of the Army, 
in which he outlined at length the military operations which he 
deemed necessary for the suppression of the rebellion. This 
communication was eee 1 in the hands of President 
Lincoln, for his Secretary of State, William H. Seward, in an 
official communication under date of Jan 14, 1862, communi- 
cated it to the Secretary of War, inviting his attention thereto. 
This letter of Gen. Shields is published in the “ Record of the 
War of the Rebellion,” series 1, volume 5, pages701, 702, and 703. 

It is one of the most important papers relating to the conduct 
of the war, and stamps its author as one of the ablest generals 
which the war produced, In brief, his recommendations were 
to the effect that Richmond and Memphis were to be the objec- 
tive points of the campaign, and that all efforts should be di- 
rected toward their opman and occupation by the Union forces. 
He pointed out minutely the plan of a campaign which should be 
carried on against Richmond and urged the importance of exer- 
cising “such caution and steadiness as to preclude the possibility 
of soy casualty, however insignificant, so that the whole army 
should arrive before that place in heart and spirit.” He sug- 
gested that whether the occupation ought to be conducted by 
slow and certain operations or by rapid and irresistible assaults, 
must be determined on the ground and at the time, in view of 
all the circumstances. 

There is no doubt but this plan was substantially the one which 
Gen. McClellan favored. In Gen. Shields“ letter he states that 
after consultation with McClellan he . — fully with him in 
reference to the conduct of the war. ere is no doubt that 
President Lincoln and Gen. McClellan had great confidence in 
the military wisdom and skill of Gen. Shields, and that they es- 
teemed his advice very highly. 

Gen. Shields enjoys the distinction of hav 
great States in the Senate of the United States, and haying 
achieved honor as a military chieftain in two great wars. Be- 
sides this, he held many offices of honor in the several States of 
which he was Senator, notably the position of justice of the su- 
preme court of the State of Illinois, to which he was elected by 
the Legislature of the State when but 33 years of age. 

In personal appearance he was dignified and commanding; so- 
cially he was genial, devoted to his friends, and affectionate to 
his family. He had the rare faculty of closely attaching to him 
all who enjoyed his friendship. He was thoroughly honest, quick 
to resent an injury, and fearless in the vindication of the right. 
His eee was unbounded by sectional lines, and his devo- 
tion to his adopted country was as great as ever was exhibited 
by one to the manor born. He loved liberty and believed in the 
equality of all men before the law. The State of Illinois has 
worthily bestowed the great honor upon his memory by causing 
a heroic statue in bronze to be erected and placed in Statuary 
Hall. There it will remain as long as time will endure to testify 
to the appreciation in which he was held by the State which he 
so ably served, and to commemorate his patriotism, self-sacri- 
a = devotion to the welfare of his adopted country. [Ap- 

ause, 

a Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Gen. James Shields 
was born in Ireland in the year 1810; died at Ottawa, Iowa, in 
the year 1879. 

He emigratedto the United States in the year 1826, read law, 
and commenced the practice of his profession at Kaskaskia, III., 
in the year 1832. He was elected to the Illinois Legislature in 
the I 1839, and was a contemporary of Douglas, Lincoln, 
Hardin, David Davis, Stephen T. Logan, Judge Breese, Lyman 
Trumbull, and Gen. E. D. Baker. He was auditor of the State 
in 1839, was subsequently judge of the Illinois supreme court, 
on in 1845 was appointed Commissioner of the General Land 

ce. 

In the war with Mexico he was appointed a brigadier-general. 
He was shot through the right lung at the battle of Cerro Gordo, 
and was wounded at Chapultepec. After the elose of that war he 
was appointed governor of the Territory of Oregon, and later 
was chosen United States Senator from the State of Illinois, his 
service expiring in 1855. He next became a citizen of the 
State of Minnesota and was chosen United States Senator from 
that State in 1858. In 1861 he was commissioned a brigadier- 

neral in the Union Army, and served with the Army of the 

‘otomac with dis uished honor. At Kenistown and Port 
Republic he defeated Stonewall Jackson. He resigned his com- 


represented three 


ts 


~ 
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mission in 1863, settled in Wisconsin, and then removed to Car- 
roliton, Mo., where he practiced law. He then served as rail- 
road commissioner in 1874, next in the Missouri Legislature, 
and in January, 1879, was chosen United States Senator from the 
State of Missouri. He died in June of that year. 

Peterson, in his Military Heroes, War of 1812 and the War 
with Mexico, says: 


Gen. Shields’s life presented no event worth recording until his appoint- 
ment as a brigadier-general on the commencement of the Mexican war. 


The Mexican war gave to the United States a great empire, 
rich in soil and minerals. The eye of the seer can not cover or 
the tongue of the prophet can not foretell the importance of that 
acquisition to us and to those who follow after. In the war to 
preserve the Union, the fate of the nation—aye more, of a civili- 
zation—was at stake. In the arbitrament of battle Gen. Shields 
was a conspicuous figure in both contests. There were man 
greater statesmen, many greater generals; but in demeanor an 
personal courage, supplemented by that enthusiasm and leader- 
ship in action that command the admiration and touch the hearts 
of men, perhaps none excelled him. His place in his country’s 
annals is fixed by his military service. 

The respect and love of the people of Illinois after the Mexi- 
can war dictated his choice as United States Senator from that 
State over the late Sidney Breese—one of the builders of that 
Commonwealth, a great p and statesman, the impress of 
whose genius and ability is writtenon every page of that State’s 
history for over sixty years. 'The greatest tribute that Illinois 
can pay to the memory of Gen. Shields is paid by placing his 
statue in the Nation’s Capitol, side by side with the statues of 
Garfield, Allen of Ohio, and Ethan Allen, Winthrop, Trumbull, 
Samuel Adams, Muhlenberg, King, Kearney, and others. These 
stətues constitute a part of the history of the country in stone 
and bronze. Casting our eyes along and over the whole history 
of the country, Gen. Shields, in the contests of his day and gen- 
eration, is fairly typical of one of the forces that molded the 
Republic in its formative period, and that preserved our civili- 
zation in the crucial tests of battle. [Applause.] : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Illinois 
[Gen. HENDERSON] had expected to address the House on this 
occasion, but he is unable, because of illness, to be present. He 
has requested me to ask unanimous consent that he be permitted 
to print some remarks in the RECORD upon this subject. 

he SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. . Speaker, I shall not undertake to delineate 
either the history or the character of the great man whose mem- 
ory we commemorate to-day, but shall simply speak of him as 
rolado to the t State which I have the honor in part to 
represent on this floor. 

After the close of the late war Gen. Shields came to the State 
of Missouri, bought a farm near the town of Carrollton, in Car- 
roll County, and became a citizen of that Commonwealth. A 
few years later, in 1868, he was the candidate of the Democratic 
party for a seat in this House. That was during the recon- 
struction period, during which time one-half of the citizens of 
that district and State were disfranchised. Gen. Shields took 
up the cause of the people and advocated their liberty. Having 
been a soldier of distinction both in the Mexican war and in the 
late civil war, his character as a loyal citizen and a statesman 
lent charm and influence to that canvass. 

To show the magnanimity of the character of this great sol- 
dier, it is related of him that on one occasion one of his admir- 


ers in introducing him to the people introduced him as the only 


mun who had ever conquered Stonewall Jackson. In reply to 


that Gen. Shields modestly stated that although he had come 


nearer, perhaps, than any other soldier to whipping Stonewall 
Jackson, yet the truth of history impelled him tosay that Stone- 
wall Jackson was never conquered, 

He was elected, Mr. Speaker, by the vote of the people of that 
district, but in one of the counties of the district, the county of 
Jackson, the whole poll was thrown out, and thus his competi- 
tor, Gen. Van Horn, was given the certificate of election. 

Afterwards the people of Carroll County, availing themselves 
of his great ability, elected him to the Legislature of the State 
and he served one term in the general assembly of Missouri. 
In 1879 a vacaney in the United States Senate from that State 
having occurred on account of the death of Lewis V. Bogy, Col. 
Armstrong of Missouri had been appointed to fill the vacancy, 
but the Legislature of the State met in the mean time and before 
the vacancy expired elected Gen. Shields to the United States 
Senate. He waselected at the same time thatour distinguished 
Senator VEST was first elected, Mr. VEST being elected to the 


long term of six years and Gen. Shields to fill out the unexpired 
term of Mr. Bogy. He took his seat in the United States Sen- 
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ate and served from January, 1879, until March of that year, 

and went to his home. He died at Autumwa, Iowa, in June, 1879 

8 was buried in the county of Carroll, near Carrollton, his old 
ome. 

All, Mr. Speaker, of mortality that remains of this great man 
sleeps in the bosom of my State. Mr. Speaker, as the Father of 
Waters rising in-the great north State of Minnesota and flowing 
with majestic power through the whole breadth of this great 
nation on and on to the sea, laving the borders of Missouri and 
Illinois, it is but meet and proper that the people of these three 
great States that honored Gen. Shields with a seat in the coun- 
cils of the nation may ask to be permitted to take a particular 
part in the effort of the whole people to commemorate the mem- 
ory and the character of this great man. {Applause.] 

r. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the kindly insistence of 
my colleagues has assigned to me the pleasing task of speaking 
to the pending resolution, the purport of which is to acceptfrom 
the State of Illinois, in behalf of the United States, a statue of 
one of her illustrious citizens. 

The law devolved upon the Legislature of that State the duty 
of the selection of the man who was thus to be commemorated, 
and jit was no easy task which thus fell to the General Assem- 
bly at Springfield. 

r. Speaker, it was not an easy task to select the foremost 
man from among the men whofor more than two hundred years 
have been part of the great procession of humanity which has 
swept across the borders of the State of Illinois, which State. 
by its geographical location, its extent, and the incidents of its 
formation, is peculiarly the central Commonwealth of the great 
American Republic. 

Before Virginia had ceded to the Federal Union the territory 
from which Illinois was framed, the State had been the home of 
men of distinction and renown. Our counties, our cities, and 
our rivers bear record of the memory of our people for those who 
were working at the very foundations of the State in its youth. 

There were dwelling for a time the devout Joliet, the chival- 
rous La Salle, the earnest Marquette; and after and with them, 
all that countless tide of men, undistinguished save perchance 
in the little circle of their own neighborhoods, who in their 
passing by, like the coral insects of the Southern seas, have by 
their lives wrought greatness and stability into an empire State. 

After them there came the men who had made themselves 
distinguished in the war for independence and in the struggle 
of 1812. After the fitful fevers of their time, many of them 
chose their abodes with us and found the peaceful honors of the 
civic state. 

For seventy-five years after the adoption of its first constitu- 
tion by the State of Illinois its bench has been occupied by illus- 
trious men. In those quiet regions where the mighty work of 
humanity is done, where the sound of passion is not heard and 
where the scales of justice are poised with true hands, there was 
an areas men of whom all the citizens of the State of Illinois 
are proud. 

There sparkle the names of Breese, of Scofield, and of Walker, 
and there, too, is found the name of Davis, who was called from 
the circuit bench of Illinois to take his place upon the bench of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and who, from that 
Olympian height, at a time when it seemed as if in the exulta- 
tion of victory civic rights were to be destroyed, dared hold the 
ermine of the judge before the face of victorious faction, to re- 
establish the writ of habeas corpus, and all over the land to give 
anew birth to civil law and setagainupon lasting foundations 
the rights of the citizen. 

And at that same epoch, greatest of the great of the great Re- 
public, from the civil ranks of the citizens of that State, came 
that man whom no partiality can overpraise, whom no detrac- 
tion can lower, who needs no monument, but whose character, 
rising beneath the central dome of heaven, will stand forever as 
a high type of justice and at thesame time of magnanimity—the 
man who was President of the United States during the civil 
war. [Applause.] 

Up among the clouds that gathered in 90 and ’61 rise to im- 
mortal heights Lincoln and Douglas, rivals in all their early 
lives, leaders on opposing sides of the vast hosts of freemen, 
whose children still honor them and whose remotest descend- 
ants will turn with reverence to where these reconciled rivals 
stand side by side in glory. 

And by them another IIlinoisan, the leader surrounded by 
his chosen chiefs, Logan and Ransom, Rawlins and Wallace, 
that leader who in the hans of exultation, from the midst of the 
clouds of war, could stretch forth in mercy the mailed hand of 
battle not unner ved by remorse, but strong and vibrant with 
the love of country, and say in tones that will find echo in ever; 
home while America endures, ‘Let us have peace!“ 1 
who could, from the stricken field of war, turn and give to the 
vanquished all that their manhood required, and that the 
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situation enabled him to bestow- the means of living and the ra- 
tions from the haversacks of his soldiers. 

These were among the sons of Illinois. These were men from 
whom a choice might well have been made for the statue that is 
to rise among the storied great of the Republic, but they need 
none. The world is their Pantheon, and time will be filled with 
the echoes of their fame. [Applause.] 

Iforbear to enumerate those who still abide with us. Great 
men of the State sit with the national judiciary, still add dig- 
nity to the debates and organization of the Senate and this 
House, and bring here in the advancing years the records of pa- 
triotic lives devoted wholly to the land and the people. 

The State of Illinois has chosen Shields as its man for a rea- 
son that reaches to the philosophies of human life. It is because 
his character represented more fully the catholicity of American 
citizenship than that of any other man who had ever appeared 
in the annals of the Republic. 

Our Government was founded upon the idea of equal and exact 
justice, the equality of all mankind, and that here against fac- 
tion, against king, against intrigues, there should be a rallying 
point where humanity might stand and grow great enough to 
overthrow monarchy at such time as the contest came between 
Man and King. 

: And trust me, gentlemen, the Republic has not forgotten the 
esson! 

Born in a kingdom as he was, this man crossed the flaming 
gulf which separates despotism from liberty upon the bridge 
formed by the Declaration of the eternal rights of men. Coming 
among us voluntarily, he assumed all the burdens of citizenship; 
peaceful in time of peace, baring his breast among the foremost 
when the requirements of the country made sacrifice of life pos- 
sible, he did all his work well and left an honored name; and II- 
linois presents him, Soldier, Citizen, Senator, and Jurist, as a 
representative of American citizenship. [Loud applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A messige from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a resolution relative to 
the unveiling of the statue of Gen. James Shields in Statuary 
Hall; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

STATUE OF GEN. JAMES SHIELDS. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the first United 
States Senator from Minnesota was Gen. James Shields. He 
came to us of the trans-Mississippi Northwest in the formative 
period of our statehood, before our North Star was set in the 
constellation of the Federal Union. 

We knew his history, as he had written it with his sword 
upon the battlefields of Mexico; we knew his political capabili- 
ties, as he had demonstrated them in the Senate as the colleague 
of Stephen A. Douglas. We knew the man. We recognized his 
robust integrity and fervid patriotism; we realized that with 
his persistent restlessness and his restless persistency he pos- 
sessed qualities of inestimable value to our stripling State as it 
modestly entered the sisterhood of the Union. 

For this we honored him and honored ourselves by conferrin 
on him the first Senatorial commission which bore 5 
of our new-born State. 

For ten months only he served us in this capacity. Ever rest- 
less and always migratory, he left us for a new home upon the 

. Pacific coast. There he heard the echo of the first gun which 
opened upon Sumter. It needed no proclamation to summon 
James Shields to the service of his adopted country. A soldier 
of ability and of undoubted courage, he played his part in the 
great national tragedy with conspicuous fidelity and success. 

To me the most marvelous thing in that war, and indeed in all 
the wars in which this country has been engaged, is the earnest 
patriotism and unflinching fidelity of those citizens who have 
come over the seas and made their homes with us. On every 
battlefield, in every regiment and squadron, these men won 
pr ea their title-deeds to American citizenship. 

pplause. 

Among the names of her adopted sons whom America delights 
to‘horor for their heroism and devotion none shines with brighter 
luster than that of this stalwart Irishman, James Shields. 

The great State of Illinois, always just and never ungrateful, 
with intuitive recognition of her indebtedness to the hardy 
pioneers of whom Gen. Shields was an accurate type, has to-day 
paea his among the statues which tenant the old House of 

epresentatives. 

here in the nation’s Pantheon, if you please, he stands, amid 
the men who created, protected, and preserved the American 
Union. Others may be greater, more eloquent, abler, or more 
renowned, but none was truer than he. 

On thes opposite side of that ancient Hall, whose marvelous 
echoes are the wonder of the 1 and misguided people who 
enter there, Vermont has chisled in everlasting marble the stal- 
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wart hero of her Green Mountains, whose gorgeous eloquence 
and emphatic sword compelled the surrender of Ticonderoga. 
Facing each other these sturdy veterans stand, fine specimens 
both of the citizen soldiery of two war epochs, the one native 
and the other foreign born, but both preéminently and alto- 
gether American; steadfast and reliable when put to the test, 
self-reliant, resourceful, and full of enterprise; not absolutely 
great, but always useful; positive rather than eloquent, mag- 
nanimous, but determined; at home only when abroad hewing 
the paths for the more refined civilization which follows after 
them, and in its dilettanteism neither knows nor suspects that 
the work of such men alone renders its progress possible; typ- 
ical both of a pioneer race to whose vigorous manhood and rest- * 
less activity the nation owes much of its strength and most of 
its developmont. James Shields and Ethan Allen! It is with 
such rugged bowlders as these that the foundations of empires 
are laid. He does not read history well who fails to recognize 
the influence and the necessity of such characters as these in 
the progress of the nations and the onward march of civilization. 

To us of Minnesota, who knew him briefly indeed, but loved 
him well, it has seemed that the yros was a fitting opportu- 
nity to addour modest tribute to the memory of our first or pio- 
neer representative in the United States Senate; and, in behalf 
of that State, I sincerely trust that these resolutions shall pass~ 
unanimously. [Applause.] 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. SPRINGER] 
asks to substitute the Senate resolutions for the resolutions 
offered by himself. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I had no idea of saying a word 
upon these resolutions until a minute or two ago; butas one of the 
soldiers of the late Confederacy who met Gen. Shields upon 
the battlefield, I desire to say a few words. On the first day of 
June, 1852, Iwas under the command of “Stonewall” Jackson, 
when we met the advance of Fremont from Romney, not far 
from Strasburg, in the Valley of Virginia. We turned back that 
advance, and after doing so retreated to the road we had left 
upon the heights; and for the first time I saw the army com- 
manded by Gen. Shields in the distance upon the south side of 
the Shenandoah River, advancing for the purpose of cutting off 
the advance of Jackson up the valley. 

Then for all the week there was a forced march by Jackson 
along that valley, with Fremont in his rear, an almost continuous 
engagement. Jackson was guarding 4,000 prisoners he had cap- 
tured at Winchester and large herds of f cattle and sheep 
and trains of wagons and other supplies. Shields was seen by 
our column several times, passing through Luray Valley, on 
the east side of the Shenandoah, endeavoring to effect a cross- 
ing for the purpose of intercepting Jackson and preventing his 
further advance up the valley. twas prevented only by the 
activity of Jackson’s cavalry keeping ahead of Shields, burning 
and destroying the crossings of the Shenandoah River, until, 
on the 6th day of June, at Harrisonburg, when Jackson could 
proceed no further along the pike, because in his previous en- 
Regemens early in the spring with Milroy at McDowell he had 

estroyed the bridge on the pike which led to Staunton. He 
then abandoned the pike, wheeled to the left, taking a dim little 
road to Port Republic, which was a small village in the forks of 
the Shenandoah River, several miles from that point. 

On the 6th, the cavalry under the command of Fremont over- 
took the force under the command of Gen. Ashby and an en- 
gagement occurred, resulting in the death of Gen. Ashby and 
the capture of Sir Percy Windom, who commanded the Federal 
cavalry. From that point there was no activity until the morn- 
ing of the 8th of June, when Fremont advanced and the battle 
of Port Republic took place, in which the Confederate force con- 
sisted mainly of Ewell's division and a part of the old division 
of Jackson. During this time Shields had made a circuit of the 
valley Up. the river so as to get before us, and he had a long 
march to make to reach Port Republic. 

But he had pressed on until he had approached that village, 
and had he crossed his force into the forks of the two rivers 
and captured the bridge there was no escape for Jackson. He 
would have had an army in his rear and one in his front, and 
near the crossing of the river, with no road or bridge by which 
to escape; and it would probably have proved his destruction. 
He went personally with a part of his command, and before any 
of them had crossed the river he himself rode into Port Repub- 
lic, a small village, and while he was reconnoitering the village 
a Federal captain commanding a battery had placed his guns at 
the foot of the bridge. He had crossed over the south fork and 
placed his guns so as to command the bridge completely. Jack- 
son rode down and ordered him away. and the Federal officer, 
mistaking him for one of his own commanders for the time, 
started to obey, when Jackson, on his charger, darted Jike an 
eagle across the bridge, and was fired at with one of the guns, 
but, fortunately for him, without any effect. He then advanced 
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Gen. Talliaferro's brigade, who captured the bridge, effected a 
crossing, and, I believe, captured both of the guns. 


The command I belon toarrived when the battle was at its 
full height in the narrow plain between the mountain and the 
river on the east side of the south fork. We crossed over the 
bridgeand then crossed the south fork upon a bridge constructed 
of wagons, a thing which had never occurred in the history of 
warfare, or was supposed never to have occurred, as most men 
understood, but I have since read that Gen. Lacourb, a very dis- 
tinguished French general, considered the best commander of 
light troops in mountain warfare of his time, had accomplished 
the same thing a century before that. And by means of that 

bridge Jackson was enabled to get his forces across into the 
valley just in time to turn the result of the conflict. When I 
first beheld it there was no obstruction; our forces were being 
driven by those of Shields; a terrible conflict was going on by a 
Federal brigade, said to be composed of Irishmen, to the left at 
the foot of the hill where the celebrated Ringgold Battery (which 
had been used in Mexico) was playing upon our troops, and 
guarded by this brigade. ; 
Our first brigade that assaulted them was broken and driven 
back. The guns were used with terrible effect across the plain 
to the river, slaying our men by hundreds at ere discharge. 
It was there that I witnessed the formation of Dick Taylor’s 
brigade of Louisianians and saw the charge that they made. 
He captured the guns, but they were recaptured and captured 
again, back and forth, three times,and one of the severest hand- 
to-hand confliets of the war took place there. It was sing b3 the 
brigade to which I belonged advancing and firing on the line 
immediately to Taylor's left that the F 
and the battery retaken the last time. That was the turning 
point of the conflict, and Shields was wounded and forced to re- 
tire. No man in the Federal Army evér commanded better or 
fought more valiantly than Gen. Shields did at the battle of 
Port Republic. * 

I 1 to know about the relative strength of the forces. 
According to the reports, Shields had but 12,000 men, and Jack- 
son had 13,000. Fremont had 20,000, but the bridge was in 
figmes and he was compelled to witness from the heights on the 
north side of the river the defeat of Shields, who was driven 
away, but only after a battle which was greatly to his credit as 
a commander; and, from what I saw there, and from the knowl- 
edge of him that I have since acquired, I have entertained the 
por respect for the man, for his ability, and his character. 

e was a patriot and nobleman. He was fighting in the cause of 
his country, and he believed as honestly and conscientiously in the 
cause that he was sustaining with hissword as I did in the cause 
inwhich I was engaged. I honor him and his memoryashighly 
as though he had been upon my side. We were all Americans 
settling a great controversy between us which could never have 
been settled in any other way, and I heartily contribute these 
xe N in honor of his memory upon this occasion. [Ap- 

use. 

: j Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the resolutions which I introđuced on this subject be laid on the 
table, and that the concurrent resolutions which have passed 
the Senate arid have just been received by the House be taken 
up and considered in its stead. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

- The SPEAKER, The Senate concurrent resolution will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved 55 the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) That the 
thanks of Congress be tendered to the governor, to the Legislature, and 
to the people of the State of Illinois for the statue of Gen. James Shields, 
Whose name is so closely identified with the history of Illinois and of the 
United States by his eminent services as a soldier, jurist, and statesman. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted, and toa in Statuary 
Hall (the old Hall of tatives), and that a copy of these resolutions, 
signed by the President of the Senate and by the Soman of the House of 
Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of 


The Senate resolutions were concurred in. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
concurrent resolutions were adopted, and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the ceremony of unveiling 
the statue of Gen. Shields will take place almost immediately in 
Statuary Hall. The governor of the State of Illinois and the com- 
mission under whose direction the statue was pre d, and also 
the governor of Minnesota, will be present. Ihave been requested 
by several members to move that the House do now adjourn in 
order that gentlemen may have an opportunity to witness the 
ceremony, which will occupy at least an hour. In compliance 
with these requests, and as a further mark of respect to the mem- 


of Gen. Snields, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
ə motion was agreed to. - 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the result, 

Mr. WOLVERTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence for this day on account of 

The house then (at 2 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from commit delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the ole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GOLDZIER, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 3973) for the relief of the owners and occupants of 
Camp Tyler, in Cook County, III. (Report No. 171.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the same committee: The bill (H. R. 
2721) for the relief of Wells C. McCool. (Report No. 172.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 3263) to carry out the findi of the Court 
of Claims in the case of David Miller. (Report No. 173.) 

Also the bill (H. R. 3260) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Susannah P.Swoope. (Report No. 174.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4417) for the 
relief of Charles P. Chouteau, sirvivor of Chouteau, Harrison & 
Valle, and the same was referred to the Committee on War 


‘ederal force was broken | Claims 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
W were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LUCAS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4474) to fix the pay 
and allowance of the veterinarians of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of 
Title L of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 4476) for ascertaining the 
feasibility and probable cost of constructing a ship canal from 
the Great Lakes to the navigable waters of the Hudson River— 
to the Committee on Railways and Cauals. p 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4477) for the coinage of silver 
mined in the United States—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4478) to provide for a tele- 
graph system under control of the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4479) to 
amend the charter of the Brightwood Railway Company of the 
ee of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 3 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4510) to provide fora final set- 
tlement with the Naalem band of the Tillamook tribe of Indians, 
of Oregon, in accordance with a certain agreement between the 
United States and the said Indians, dated the 6th day of August, 
1851—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PASCHAL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to permit the owners of cattle 
transporting them into Mexico to reimport same into the United 
States at any time before May 1, 1894, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGANN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing 
for an investigation relative to the work and wages of women 
and children—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for an investiga- 
tion relating to the effects of machinery on labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to print 
10,000 extra copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
and the National Museum—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HITT: A resolution calling upon the President of the 
United States for information Eas igen. ay! instructions given 
the minister to Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution concerning the policy of this Government 
8 the Hawaiian Islands to the Committee on Foreign 

Ts. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution calling upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for information concerning the ukio off 
the pension rolls 1,900 names in the State of Ohio—to the = 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRV:-A bill (H. R. 4480) granting pension to John 
H. Foster, of Campbell County, Ky.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) to correct the record of Levi S. Peters, 
late captain Company B, Twerty-third Kentucky Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief of William C. Watts, 
Boone County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4483) for the relief of R. F. Harrison—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4484) to correct the military record of Levi 
S. Peters, late captain Company B, Twenty-third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. à 


By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 4485) for therelief of Thomas 


N. Molloy, United States consul at St. Johns, Newfoundland— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H.R. 4486) granting a pension to 
William D. Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4487) for the relief of Mathew Lynch—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) for the relief of Henry Myers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 4489) to pay James McCabe 
$500 for his expenses in contesting the seat of Godlove S. Orth 
of Indiana, in the Forty-sixth Congress—to the Committee on 
Claims 


By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to 
Henry C. Field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 4491) for the relief of John O’Gra- 
dy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4492) to provide an increase 
of pension to Hosea Brown, of the war of 1812—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4493) to correct the military 
record of Lewis Stanley, late of Seventeenth Ohio Battery—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to James Brun- 
dage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentueky: A bill (H. R. 4495) for the 
relief of William R. Ballard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of E. I. Baker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4497) for the relief of H. 
W. Throckmorton, of Fairfax County, Va., as found due by the 
Court of Claims under the act March 3, 1883—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 4498) for the relief of Francis 
J. Kelly, and other purposes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 4499) for the relief of 
Burks Fitzgerald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill H. R. 4500) for relief of W. S. 
Beck, administrator of Joshua Beck, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 8 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4501) for the relief of 
Louisa E. McLean—to the Committee on War . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) for the relief of the estate of H. C. 
Singleton, deceased, late of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4503) for the 
relief of the estate of A. L. Logan, deceased, late of Madison 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4504) for the relief of the estate of John 
Meals, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) for the relief of Thomas M. Hobbs, of 
Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4506) for the relief of Jeff. Eason, of Madison 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

of dost CHICKERING: A bil (H. R. 4507) for the relief of 
Witherby & Gaffney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R. 4508) for the improvement of 
— 5 5 at Tampa Bay, Fla. to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 4509) for the relief of A. 
M. Scott, administrator of Sarah Slate, of Phillips County, Ark., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clauss 1 of Rule XXII, the following 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of John O Grady. for removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on tary Affairs, 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens ot Marshfield, Oregon, 
asking for an appropriation for a dredger for Coos Bay, n— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of Atlanta Clearing House, 
asking for relief of 10 per cent on certificates—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Georgia Banking Association, asking for re- 
lief of 10 per cent tax on clearing-house certificates—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of Schuykill County, 
Pa., in favor of amnesty for political offenses—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of William A. 
Wood, requesting reference of his claim for stores and supplies 
taken by the Federal forces during the late war to the Court of 


Claims for i of fact—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SNODGRASS: Papers a ee of Simeon 
S. tt—to the Committee on War C 3 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
WILLIAM B. ALLISON, a Senator from the State of Iowa, ap- 


peared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. GORMAN, I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 
e motion was agreed to. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of 


the 5 1 9 Meso Pacific seared Com- 
pany for the year ; which, with the accompanying report 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and . 
to be printed. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmi in com- 
panas — law, the ve Raps 4 erz Maritime Com- 
pany icaragua; w was, with the accompany: report 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, phy Pae to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN $ sean two petitions of soldiers of the late 
war, residents of gsville, Smithville, and Kinsman, Ohio, 
praying for an investigation of the Pension Bureau; which were 
referred to the Co ttee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 85 citizens of Maine, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a governmental telegraph and tele- 
phone service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 112) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a military and commercial telegraphic line along the 
coast between Yaquina, on Yaquina Bay, and Port Orford, to 
connect with Newport, on Yaquina Bay; Alsea Bay; Florence, 
on Siuslaw Bays Gardiner, on the Umpqua River; Empire Cit; 
and Marshfield, on Coos Bay, in the State of Oregon, submitte 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 98) to establish a mili near the town of Reno, in 
Washoe County, in the State of Nevada, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
in ee 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 731) for the relief 
of Maj. Gen. John C. Robinson, United States Army, retired, and 
pair him the full pay of his rank, to submit an adverse report 

ereon. 

Mr. HILL. What disposition is to be made of the bill just 
reported? 


titions and pa- 


a 


= 


Mr. WALTHALL. It will be indefinitely postponed unless 
the Senator from New York desires it to go on the Calendar. 

Mr. HILL. I desire it to go on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1159) to relieve James Poundin 
of the charge of desertion, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was agreed to. z 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill S. 527) to construct a road to the national 
cemetery at Dover, Tenn., reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported themseverally 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 192) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

A bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 

A bill (S. 191) for the relief of George A. Orr; 

A bill (S. 194) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 195) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 

A bill 8. 176) granting the right of way to the Duluth and 
Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina reserva- 
tion in North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 634) granting a right of way across the Scarboro Hill 
Military reservation to the Ilwaco lway and Navigation 


Meg seve and 
A bill (S. 189) for the relief of John M. Davis. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1205) to correct the militar: 
record of George Whitaker, latea private of Company C, Twelf th 
New Jersey Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1207) for the relief of 
Laura C. Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1208) to provide for annual reports 
by certain corporations in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1209) to regulate en- 
listments in the Army of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1210) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Admiral S. 
P. Carter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1211) for the relief of 
Pay Inspector John H. Stevenson, of the United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1212) to set aside the 
verdict of a court-martial in the case of George J. Barnes, late 
private in Company F, Second Regiment United States Sharp- 
shooters, and Company H, Fifth New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 43) re- 
lieving the employés of the Record and Pension Office who were 
injured in the Fords Theatre disaster from the operation of the 
law restricting the amount of sick leave with pay that may be 
granted by heads of Departments; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

USE OF PUBLIC GROUNDS BY KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 44) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to grant permits for the useof the 
monument grounds and reservations or public spaces in the city 
of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was read the sec- 
ond time at length, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to grant 
Birt ens foe separa eam porposca and tho reservations 
or public spaces along the Tine of Pennsylvania avenue for the erection 
of stands with seats thereon on the occasion of the Pythian conclave 
and encampment to be held in the city of Washington in 3 nae 


in his opinion, such use will inflict no serious or permanent 
such grounds, reservations,or public spaces; the District Commis- 


sioners are hereby authorized to designate such streets, avenues, and side- 
walks in the District as they may deem necessary and proper for the pur 


poses of the occasion. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ARANSAS PASS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. COKE. I move that the bill (S. 1139) to amend an act of 
hs Pres approved May 12,1890, granting to the Aransas Pass 
Harbor Company the right to improve Aransas Pass, which was 
reported from the Committee on Commerce on the 2d of No- 
vember last, be recommitted to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 

re MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That all parts of the President's message relating to the tariff, 
internal revenue, and income tax, together with that relating to those who, 
it is said, after a hard struggle for tariff reform, are solemnly pledged to it, 
be, and hereby are, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to have the resolution lie on the 
table, and on Wednesday next, after 2 o’clock, I shall ask leave 
to submit some remarks thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. 


PRINTING FOR FINANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, authorized to 
have printed and bound such documents and papers for use of said commit- 
tee as it may deem necess: in connection with subjects considered or to 
be considered by this co tee during the Fifty-third Congress. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice at this time 
that on Monday next, immediately after the conclusion of the 
morning business, Ishall move to take up for consideration Senate 
bill 412, known as the bill for the repeal of the existing Federal 
election laws. I will also state in this connection that House 
bill 2331, on the same subject, is now upon the table. I shall ask 
that the bill be considered as in Committee of the Whole, and I 
shall then ask that the House bill be substituted for the Senate 
bill reported by me from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice that when that matter is up in 
regular order I shall move to refer the bill alluded to by the 
Senator from New York to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. I ask leave to state now that the subject belongs to 
that committee by all the precedents of the Senate. There isa 
committee noo to deal with that express class of subjects. 
It is a committee whose majority (to say nothing about the Re- 
ponas members of it) is made up of very able and experienced 
awyers. The chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. PUGH] 
is one member; the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY ]is another, 
and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is the chair- 
man. 

Now, at the late session, when no general legislation was ex- 
pected to be entered upon and when the Senate was dealing with 
the great question of the currency, by what I am compelled to 
sup) was a mere inadvertence, in the absence of every Re- 
publican member of the Committee on the Judiciary but one, 
with no quorum present except constructively and by represen- 
tation, the important bill referred to was authorized to be re- 

orted to the Senate. It never has been considered in the Ju- 
iciary Committee. The minority, according to the custom of 
that committee, which has always prevailed in the past when 
the Republicans were in power, were entitled to have a full op- 
portunity to express their views and suggest modifications ir 
committee. I very strongly. hope and expect, from the well- 
known courtesy of the Senator from New York, without speak- 
ing of any other consideration, that before the Senate is asked to 
act upon that bill it will be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 
r.PLATT. A similar bill has been pending before the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr.HOAR. There was a bill introduced by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE], which he had very propery referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, which it would nat- 
urally belong to him tolook after when it came back. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] was absent, the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] was absent, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON] was absent, and I was absent from the meeting of the 
Committee on the Judiciary when the report was authorized to 
be made. It was a mere inadvertence, I am sure. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, there is a bill before the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections now of asimilar nature. It 
is the identical bill, verbatim, which wasintroduced by me over 
a year ago, and upon which I made some remarks on the 20th of 
last December. It is substantially the same as the House bill 
which the Senator from New York proposes to substitute for the 


1893. 


Senate bill reported by the Judiciary Committee. Such bills I 
believe almost without exception are sent to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and I had it referred there upon con- 
sultation with committeemen, believing that to be the proper 
committee for it, as the Senator from Massachusetts says. I 
acted upon that principle, and substantially the same bill as that 
which passed the other House, having been introduced by me 
here a year ago and spoken upon, is now before the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections awaiting its action, and I hope it 
will soon be reported back so that we may have it before us. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the bill which he has reported favorably from the Ju- 
diciary Committee is accompanied by a written report or state- 
ment of reasons why the bill should pass? 

Mr. HILL. There is no written report accompanying the for- 
mal report in favor of the bill. It was regarded, | assume, by 
the Judiciary Committee that the reasons for the passage of the 
bill were self-evident, and that itneeded noelaborate or lengthy 
1 to convince the Senate of the propriety of the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to discuss the 
question as to where the bill properly belongs, and I think there 
will be no controversy upon this side of the Chamber on the 
question as to the proper course to be pursued. I simply desire 
to say at present, and will postpone any further discussion of the 
subject until Monday next, thatthe original Federal election law 
was reported by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. There wasno Committee on Privilegesand Elec- 
tions then. 

Mr. HILL. That may be; but since the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections has been established amendments to that 
law have been reported by the Judiciary Committee also. Iam 
frank enough to say that there are precedents on both sides, but 
there are more in favor of the Judiciary Committee than against 
it. But that is an immaterial question. 

However, I cannot allow the remarks of the Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts to pass without observing that there was present | ] 


majority of the Judiciary Committee when the bill was ordered 
to be reported. I think the record so expressly shows. 

A Republican Senator was present. I asked him whether he 
desired delay, and he said he did not. He made no objection to 
a favorable report of the bill. Iwill notnow say what he further 
stated on that occasion. The bill was reported favorably. Sub- 
sequently the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] desired to 
have it understood that the minority of the committee did not 
concur inthereport. From thatday to the present three months 
nearly of actual session have been had. There has been no re- 
quest whatever from a single member of the committee that the 
bill should be referred back. This is the first suggestion made 
at any time that the bill should be recommitted for the consider- 
ation of that committee. 

I have assumed, sir, that toa great extent this is a political 
question. I have assumed that the minority of this body, or at 
least the greater portion of them, intend to oppose the bill. If 
a hearing was desired, it strikes me that it would have been 
better for some Senator upon the other side to have made the 
suggestion two months ago, and not to wait until the time has 
been reached for the bill to be brought up for consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York allow me a 
moment to call his attention to a fact? 

Mr. HILL. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. When theelection bill came over from the House 
of Representatives which the Senator nowseeks to have sub- 
stituted for his report, as the Chair will very well recollect and 
as the RECORD wil! show, I pointed out that the proper reference 
of that subject was to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and objected to the bill being sent to the Judiciary Committee. 
The suggestion was made, as some Senator was actually on the 
floor desiring to speak upon the silver question, that the bill 
should lie on the table for the time being, and that that matter 
should come up at a proper time. So the Senate had full notice 
two or three months ago of this view of mine about it. 

Mr. HILL. I certainly was well aware of the contention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that in his opinion the bill should be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. That is 
not the point I now make. There is before this body a bill al- 
réady pending involving the same question, and with reference 
to that bill no Senator has moved that it shall be referred back 
to the committee for a hearing. Personally I care nothing in re- 
para to the question as to which committee has charge of the 

ill. Ishall have no controversy upon that point. I simply de- 
sire to speed the measure, that is all, and on Monday next Twill 
resume the discussion of the subject upon any proper motion 
which may be made. 

Mr. PLATT. On the day, I think, after the report was made 
I took occasson to state that as a member of the Judiciary Com- 
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mittee I did not concur in it, and also that if I had been present 
at the meeting of the committee I should have recorded my ob- 
jection to the report. I was unable to attend the meeting of the 
committee that morning because I was obliged to be with an- 
other committee, but as soon as I knew that the bill had been 
reported I stated in the Senate that I did not concur in it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the resolution of the Senate tendering thanks to the gov- 
ernor, the Legislature, and the people of the State of Illinois for 
the statue of Gen. James Shields. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 121 
oe for the payment of salaries and expenses of additio 

eputy collectors of internal revenue to carry out the provisions 
of the Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the 
act of November 3, 1893. P 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3544) to amend an act entitled “An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved 
September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 4244) to confirm cash entriesof offered lands; and 

A bill (l. R. 4045 to amend an act pertaining to the United 
States courts in the State of Mississippi. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that it now consider the bill (S. 463) to reimburse the State of 
Nebraska the expenses incurred by that State in repelling a 
threatened invasion and raid by the Sioux in 1890-91. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
Ows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, 
through the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, to audited pay the 
actual and necessary expenses incurred by and for the National Guard of 
the State of Nebraska, called into the service of that State by Governor 
Thayer in the year 1890 and 1891, to repel a threatened invasion and raid, 
then imminent, by the Sioux, on presentation by the governor or other 
proper authorities of said State of statements of the actual and necessary 
expenses incurred by said State for said purpose, accompanied, so far as 
possible, with the proper vouchers and satisfactory proof of the correctness 
thereof; and that the sum of $2,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropria- 
ted, out of any 9 the Treasury not otherwise e or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the provisions of this act: 
Provided, That the pe and allowances to the officers and enlisted men of 
said National Guar shall not exceed the pay and allowances of the Army 
of the United States. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report, which is not very long, be 


read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. MANDERSON, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, October 5, 1893, as fol- 
lows: 

This bfl the Senate at the last Congress and was reported favor- 
ably by ee on Military Affairs of the House of Representatives. 
The committee report the bill favorably and adopt its last report, as follows: 

“The Sioux Reservation, with its 18,000 square miles, occupied by about 
22,000 Sioux Indians, is located in great gg in South Dakota, along the north- 
ern border of Nebraska, and in pars in the last-named State. Brave und war- 
like, and retaining much of their original savagery, they are a foe to be 
feared, and their outbreak or threat of war causes dreadful anticipation 
among all settlers in their vicinity, The events of the winter of 1890-91 are 
too notorious and of too recent a date to need more than the faintest refer- 
ence to them. Trouble threatened during all of the summer and fall of 1890, 
and in November was so imminent and a threat of such magnitude that, 
with Gen. Miles in command, alarge body of United States troops was placed 
within striking distance of the hostile Indians. 

“The whole border was greatly alarmed and many settlers fled from their 
farms, taking refuge in the towns in northwestern Nebraska. Indeed, such 
action was recommended by the officers of the Government, and the War 
Department distributed arms among the frontiersmen for their better pro- 
tection. The latter part of December, 1890, after the battle of Wounded 
Knee and the retreat of about 4,000 hostile Indians to the Bad Lands, along 
White River, about 15 miles from the Nebraska line, a general Indian war, 
involving all the tribes of the powerful Sioux Nation, seemed unavoidable, 
and danger to life and property was great. On January 2, 1891, the governor 
of Nebraska ordered the t Brigade of the Nebraska National Guard to 
the frontier to codperate with the United States troops under Gen. Miles. 
The First and Second regiments responded Promin and under the com- 
mand of Gen. L. W. Colby took positions as indicated in the folo plan: 

“These troops were moved by rail from different parts of the State, and 
Company A, light artillery, and Troop A, of cavalry, were placed and held 
in readiness to move, The headquarters of the brigade were established at 
Rushville, Nebr., and the danger was threatening for a distance of 150 miles 
east and west and for 30 miles north and south. Hundreds of settlers had 
fied from their homes, leaving their stock and property uncared for. At 
Chadron alone there were 130 families of settlers gathered in from the neigh- 
borhood, el caer upon the public forshelter and food, and much the same 
condition obtained in all the frontier towns. Gen. Colby established a line 
of fortified ts or camps north of the line of towns on the Elkhorn Valley 
Railroad, with a reserve force at each important town. 

The appearance of the State troops gave encouragement and confidence 
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le, and the National Guard was a valuable adjunct to the troops 
rnment stationed on the Indian reservation. Gen. Miles ap- 
of the State Many of the settlers re- 


Strict military 

camps, and the National Guard of Nebraska won additional 
cheerful, and able performance of their duties. On Jan 
Miles communicated with Gen. Colby that the Indians every dispo- 
sition to comply with the orders ot the authorities. He said: ‘I feel thatthe 
State troops can now be withdrawn with safety, and desire. through you, to 
express e ay thanks for the confidence they have given your people 
in their omes. 

„On January 18, Gen. Victor Vifquain, adjutant-general of Nebraska, wired 


Colby: 

as 88 will remain at the front until the lives and property of 
citizens are perfectly secured. Be more vigilant than ever; advise medaily. 
You will witheraw your command when everything 

“On January 14, with the approval of Gen. Miles, Gen. goliy moved the 
troops to their homes. The cam was maile in the depth of winter, ina 
country afford the severest of weather, and officers and soldiers vied 
with each other in the performance of their duty. 

“The following letter. lately received from the adjutant-general of Ne- 
braska, is self-explanatory: 

STATE OF NEBRASKA, OFFICE OF ADJUTART-GENERAL, 
3 í Lincoln. March 5, 1892. 

“DEAR SENATOR: I mail you this day the report of the Indian campaign 
of 1800-91, as submitted to the Legislature, auly certified to by the governor. 
The Legislature loaned the money, so to speak, until the Federal Govern- 
ment should refund the same. I call your attention to pages 17 and 19 for 
dispatches of Gen. Miles, especially page 17, the last sentence of which com- 
mences: ‘I feel that the State troops can now be withdrawn with safety. 
etc.’ This shows that the State troops were needed; that they did not goto 
a picnic in mid winter. The truth is that the position occupied by the Ne- 
braska National Guard cut off the last chance for the escape of the Indians 
West of the Black Hills. 

Legislature appropriated $37,200; I asked for $40,000. They thought 
knew better than and they were mistaken; it will certainly take 
to settle everything. 

“I do not think that you wish to be burdened with one thousand different 
vouchers. The appropriation clause can read ‘#2,000, or as much thereof 
sree, the same to be at the disposal of the 1 War, to be 
paid to the State after the vouchers have been submitted to t official.’ or 
words to that effect. We will then takesteps to present the vouchers which 
Iam now compiling for the purpose. Do you not think this the best way? 

am, Senator, yo respectfully, 
Saas seas “VICTOR VIFQUAIN, . 
Adjutant- General. 
“Senator CHAS. F. MANDERSON, 
“Washington, D. C.“ 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEY, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORE. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I submit a resolution, for which I 
ask immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

_ The Secretary read as follows: 

—.— 9 ot reet ave eae paid Pe each partion J — ber 
1873, to the United States district 89 S the er — or 3 sae 
Antag titles to lands, and a compensation in’ prize causes, and the au- 
thority for such payments. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Lask whether that resolution was reported by a 
committee? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; it was not reported by a 
committee. I offered the resolution, which merely asks for in- 
formation. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator explain exactly what is meant 
by the resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have reason to believe that there 
have been very large amounts of money paid for the last twenty 

ears to the district attorney for the southern district of New 
York, and I have some question about the authority for the pay- 
ments and why they were made. I want the information as to 
the amounts paid and on what authority they were paid by the 
Secre of the Treasury. I offer the resolution to obtain the 
information I desire, and which I think will be of value to the 
Senate and to the country. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not rise to op the resolution, but I wish 
to inquire of the Senator from Ar as he is probably bet- 
ter informed than I am about it, whether the compensation paid 
in prize causes is not paid by an adjudication of the court from 
the fund for which the prize condemned is sold, and not from 
the Treasury. If that be true, should not the resolution include 


not only payments from the Treasury, but all other payments? 
Mr. COCKRELL, Yes š ` 


Mr. HOARS I will not make any motion 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is not make any objection to 
such a modification of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely ask the Senator if the resolution as it 
stands covers all he desires? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to making the 
resolution broader, and I am willing to modify it as the Senator 
from Massachusetts suggests. 


Mr. HOAR. Putting in after the word paid“ the words 
from any source.” $ 

Mr. Ido not know of any objection to the resolution, 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accept theamendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and will modify the resolution in that 


way. x 
Mr. HOAR. The record will probably show what has been 


paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will beso modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4244) to confirm cash entries of offered lands 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; and ; 

The bill (H. R. 4245) to amend an act pertaining to the United 
States courts in the State of Mississippi was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
3534) to amend an act entitled An act to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other p approved September 29, 
1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; which was read 
twice by its title. n 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate Committee on Public Lands have 
reported a similar bill, which is Order of Business No. 84 on the 
Calendar. I have consulted with the chairman of the committee 
and with all the members of the committee, and it is agreed that 
there is no objection to the House bill, which only makes a formal 
change by adding acts supplementary thereto,” and persons 
entitled to eee 1 of ‘* persons in possession.” Task, 
therefore, that the bill from the House of Representatives be 
taken up for consideration at the present time. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Lask the Senator if there is any differ- 
ence between the two bills? ; 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no difference, except the House of 
Representatives have added the date of the act of forfeiture and 
the several supplementary acts thereto, and instead of saying 
persons in on,” they have said, for greater caution, 
„persons entitled to purchase.” It is merely a formal change. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the pill. It proposes to amend 
section 3 of an act entitled An act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes,” approved September 29, 1890, 
and the several acts amendatory thereof, so as to extend the 
time within which persons entitled to purchase lands forfeited 
by the act shall be permitted to purchase the same in the quan- 

ties and upon the terms provided in section 3 at any time prior 
to January 1, 1897; but nothing herein shall be so construed as 
to interfere with any valid adverse claim that may have attached 
to lands or any part thereof. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time. ma ear 

Mr. DOLPH. Task that the House report on bill, which 
is very brief, be inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The report referred to, submitted by Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, 
October 31, 1893, is as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands have had under consideration House 
as are now authorized to pur- 
tember 29, 1890, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof, the n to make such purchase at any time 
prior to January 1, 1897. 

From the information before the committee we are satisfied that the fail- 


ure to give persons entitled to purchase under the act referred to would 
work a great hardship upon a deserving people and doubtless be the means 


of many of them losing their homes. 
It is well known that recently t financial distress has fallen upon the 
and that this condition borne with 


hardship u the 
settlers upon the frontier. In addition to being affected by the aforesaid 


their 
current a itis no more than simple justice and right that 
the roor settler who has taken upon himself the hardship of making a home 
u the public domain saong be extended the same lenity. 


our committee on asked is a just one, and therefore re- 
the bill back with the recommendation that it do pass with the fol- 
wing amendments: 
After the word“ im the title of the bill, add “approved Septem- 
ber 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof.“ 
After the word „In line 5, insert the words approved Septem- 


ber 29, 1890," and the several acts amendatory thereof.” 
out the words ‘in possession of,” and insert in lieu thereof 


1893. 


And, in accordance with the recommendation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, after the word “ninety-seven,” in line 10, add the fol- 
. 


lowing: 
“Provided, That nothing herein contained shall beso construed as to inter- 
fere basi any adverse claim that may have attached to the lands or any part 


With the f ing amendments it is desirable that this bill should be 
om a 
N appends the letters of the Commissioner ot the General 
Land ory in relation to this bill and S. 945, which is identically the same as 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 11, 1593. 


Sm: [have'the honor to acknowl the receipt by reference from the 
Department for report of House bill 3544, ‘To amend an act entitled An act to 
forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for other Faget agree y 

This bili is identical with Senate b „a report on which has this day 
been submitted, and I soona inclose a copy of said report as embody- 
ber sie views of this office upon the subject. 

e bill and the letter accompanying it are herewith returned. 


y respecti 8 
A S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 11, 1393. 


Sir: I have toacknowledge the receipt by references from the Department 

for rt of Senate bill 945, “To amend an act entitled ‘An act to forfeit 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding m the construc- 

tion of railroads, and for other pu vd 

This act proposes to amen l section 3Zot theactof September 29, 1890, known 
as the general-forfeiture act, so as to extend the time within which persons 
in on of lands forfeited by said act shall be permitted to purchase 
we cen a = quantities and upon the terms provided in said section to 

anuary 1, 8 

Said section provided for the purchase 
ifications as to citizenship, who were in 
written contract with, or license from 
such grant was made, or its assignees, executed 
persons who had settled said lands with bona 
thereto by purchase from the grantee State or co: 
compliance with conditions and i Ce seating o 
land claimed by them not to exceed 
any time wi two years from the passage of the act. By act ot February 
18, 1891, it was provided that the two years within which the purchase must 
be made should begin to run from the date of the 3 — tion ot instruc- 
tions for the restoration to entry and disposal of forfeited lands by this 
office. These instructions were given in a large number of the grants in 
February, 1891, but in cases where questions were pending necessary to be 
determined before the restoration be made, the instructions were is- 


on of the 

© State or co tion to which 
lor to January 1, 1888, or 
de intent to secure title 
tion, when earned by 

the granting act, of the 
acres, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, at 


eee eee , the time within which persons enti- 
tled to purchase the forfeited lands on the line of the Northern c Rail- 
W Wash., and m, Was extended to Jan- 


18, 1801, and June 25, 1 i 

contract with, or license from 3 State or corporation by the former 
and actual residents who settled with bona fide intent to purchase from such 
grantee, by the latter. 

Therefore, 88 in the case of claimants for the forfeited lands of the 
Northern Pacific road, and in the cases where the restorations have been 
recent, or not made at all, the time within which a preference right of pur- 
chase was allowed has already expired. 

The dill under 5 to extend the time for all claimants 
under section 3to January 1, 1897, and by the Passage 
which is much to be desired, would be secured, and.all claimants given equal 
rights. And as no one can be injured by 


The 8 ed of the bill transmitted by you is herewith returned. 
ery respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, 3 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Mr. DOLPH. Let the Senate bill on the same subject be in- 


definitel tponed. 

The VIŠE- RESIDENT. Tf there bo no objection, Senate 
bill 945, on the same subject, will be postponed indefinitely. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


FORT TOTTEN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, Task unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of Senate bill 171, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the bill be fed i by title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill be reported by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 171) granting to the State of 
North Dakota certain lands heretofore set apart as a wood res- 
ervation for Fort Totten military reservation for the use of the 
militia of North Dakota, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. s 

Mr. MANDERSON, -I should like to ask the Senator from 
North Dakota whether the reservation referred to in this bill is 
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an abandoned military reservation which has passed under the 
general law into the control of the Interior Department? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is. p 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, may I ask what was done with 
the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 


‘| established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 


title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in 
the State of California, and for other purposes, which is No. 13 
on the Calendar? 
; par COCKRELL. The Calendar is not being called in regu- 
ar order. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from hie teas that the Calendar is not being called in regular 
order, The cases disposed of have been taken up by unanimous 


consent. 
MARGARET KENNEDY. 


Mr. BERRY. I askunanimous consentfor the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 333) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ANDLER. Lat the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
BERRY, September 6, 1893: 


Mr. ALLEN in the Fifty- Congress (Senate Report except no 
. resent bill to make it conform to the recom- 
mendation made by the co; ttee in the Fifty-second 


(Senate Report No. 403, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred S. 448, for the relief of 
Margaret Kennedy, having had the same under advisement, respectfully 
phen pin | is th wid and sole trix of J K 
enn C] ow sole execu! of John Kennedy, 
eral in i eee Distt of Gatun 
whose loy: was uestioned, owned a tract o acres of land on th 
northeast bank of the — Branch of — y 


and-rail fence. A of the farm was cultivated to |. garden, 
flowers, and shrub! . The remainder was covered with a growth of oak, 
pine, and chestnut forest. ‘The land was taken possession of by the Govern- 
ment and used throughout the war for err yn cay Sedgwick 
was erected u it, around which rifle pits other excavations were 
made, cov in all about 12 acres. 

The effect of this military a 


ppro tion was practically to destroy the 
part of the tract of land asa aren, and for sil ‘4 i 
In the course of the of the land 
Army as fuel; so, too, the ard, W es several hundred fruit trees 
of many choice varieties which had come to bearing but three years before. 
The flowers and shrubs which were cultivated to meet the demands of the 


A z ring many acres of the place, 
was of a choice and valuable quality, and commanded a Fea price for fire- 
to the nearness of the farm to the marketof thiscity. Compe- 


loss . — — by Mr. Kenne by reason of their 5 3 
- 3 a 75 on to r 
3 88 alt ot 


they most of such asthe resu Military necessity 
and for which compensation can not be allowed. Most of the timber grown 
upon this land was used jn buil the fortifications, and the remainder for 


fuel for the Army. or was sold by the Government. It was not a matter of 
military necessity to thus appropriate the timber, but simply the choice of 
taking it or purchasing other timber available for the purpose in market. 

ed simply as supplies made use of for the support of the Army or 
material required with which to construct the fort, 


forests, o. 
and fences were worth 83,000 at the lowest estimate. For certain 
these t an allowance of $1,378.44 was made and paid, which deducted 
from $3,000 leaves a balance of $1,621.56. ting damages to the real 
estate, as such, the committee decline to make allowance for, 
The committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by stri 


being so amended, i 


Mr. MANDERSON. The reading of the report has shown 
the nature of this claim. Some years ago, in the early part of 
my service in this body, I was a member of the Committee on 
Claims, and eee is that the uniform practice of the 
committee had been not to report favorably on the payment of 
claims of this character. Where property was taken for the 
consumption of the Army in the District of Columbia, then, I 
think where cases of this character passed’ the scrutiny of the 
committee, a bill for their payment was passed by both Houses; 
but where it wasaclaim for the use of land or the taking of timber 
or going upon land for the purpose of erecting forts which sur- 
rounded the city of Washington, my recollection is that the uni- 
form practice was to report against that class of bills. It 
be that since that time there has been a change in the practice 
of the committee, and a change in the action of Congress in that 


88 
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behalf. I should like to ask the Senator who reported the bill 
whether there are precedents for this action? 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the bill does not propose to pay for the use of land, nor does it 

ropose to pay for timber used in constructing forts, as I remem- 
ber, but for timber a large part of which was used by the Army 
for 225560 were taken by the Army and 
burne ; 

I will state to the Senator that this is anold claim. It passed 
Congressseveral yearsago. Inthe shape in which it originally 
passed, the bill required the Quartermaster General to estimate 
the damages to which the claimant was entitled. Upon thatre- 
port the claimant was allowed, I think, $1,300 or $1,100, I do not 
remember now which, of the amount of the claim, which was for 
$5,000. The Senator from Nebraska will see from the report 
that the actual damage was so many thousand dollars, but the 
committee does not propose to pay it, but only that portion which 
is usually paid for by the Army under similar circumstances. 

A similar bill has been heretofore twice reported to the Sen- 
ate and this body on two occasions. e amount which 
itis proposed to pay is sixteen hundred and odd dollars. Mr. 
Allen, the then Senator from Washington during the last Con- 
gress, made the report, and the committee at this time simply 
adopt the report made by Mr. Allen. The bill d the Sen- 
ate during the last Congress, but failed to pass the other House. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The bill proposes, then, to py nothing 
except for that which was used by the Army directly? 

Mr. BERRY. The bill proposes to pay nothing else. The 
committee decline to recommend the balance of the claim, 
which amounts to much more. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator explain a little more fully 
how it is that this matter has passed two or three Congresses 
and payments have been made upon the claim in pursuance of 
bills passed by Congress, and now another amount is required 
to be paid? I did not exactly catch his statement. 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
that a bill did pass Congress, the amount of damages not being 
specified, but referring that question to the Quartermaster- 
General for a statement of the value. He reported certain 
values for this property, for which it was admitted the Govern- 
ment was liable; but his report was so grossly unjust, as was be- 
lieved by the committees which have since examined it, as to 
the amount which should be paid for the fence rails, that ped 
have reported in favor of giving the amount proposed in 
bill as an additional sum to that which the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral reported and for which Congress appropriated. 

For instance, there was testimony taken as to the price of cord 
wood at that time, and, as overwhelmingly shown by the proof 
before the committee, the amount estimated by the Quartermas- 
ter-General for cord wood was notthe price of cord wood, and 
was no compensation for the property taken. There is no dis- 
pute about that, and no member of the committee will contend 
that the estimate of the amount allowed was adequate or in full 
payment of the claim. That is the reason the committee pro- 
pose to pay the sum reported in the bill. 

The damages were even far beyond those which will be paid 
by this bill to these parties. Tor have been kept out of the 
money now for twenty-five or thirty years, and the committee 
were of the opinion that the report of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral was beyond question contrary to all the proof which has 
since been taken as to the value of wood at that time, and that 
it was justand fair that this additional allowance should be made. 
Therefore the bill was favorably reported. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if, when the 
comparison was made between the new proof and the judgment 
of the Quartermaster-General, the Government or the Quarter- 
master-General was in any way represented so as to adduce the 
evidence on which he acted? 

Mr. BERRY. I can not say as to that. The testimony which 
was taken by the Quartermaster-General was not before the com- 
mittee or considered by me, except his statement. He simply 
made a statement that he found the value so and so; but the tes- 
timony was afterwards taken of merchants here and of a large 
number of disinterested persons as to the price of the material 
at that time, which showed that the Quartermaster-General had 
certainly underestimated. For instance, I think he only allowed, 
as I now remember, $2 a cord for cordwood. The proof from 
all the testimony showed that it was worth from 88 to 810 a 
cord at that time. I remember that one item in re to the 
value of cordwood in the year 1864 and 1865, I think it was, here 
in the city of Washington. I am very clearly of the opinion, 
and the committee were unanimously of the opinion, that this 
bill will not begin to compensate the party in truth and in fact 
for anything like the amount of property which was destroyed 
or the injury inflicted; and they came to the conclusion as to 
that part of the claim for which the United States was in the 


habit of paying, that it would be just to allow this additional 
sum of sixteen hundred and odd dollars. A 

I am inclined to think that the Senator from Massachusetts 
was a member of thatcommittee when asimilar bill was reported 
at a former session of Congress. It was reported, I know, dur- 
ing the last session, and I am decidedly of the opinion that it 
was reported at the ing Congress. It has been twice re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims while I was not a member 
of the committee, but it was reported after a very careful exam- 
ination by the Senator from the State of Washington, Mr. Allen, 
during the last Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. The only question in my mind as to the principle 
is this: I understand the well-settled policy of the legislative de- 
partment of the Government to be that the occupation of land 
or the destruction of what makes up the value of real estate b 
military occupation is not a matter for which the Government 
bound to make compensation to its citizens. It is a part of de- 
fense against a pans danger, and the condition of having the 
property occupied for such defense as it is by having property 
injured by the marching of armies across the country is a con- 
dition on which all real estate is held by the citizen; but where 
military N were taken for the Army by the military au- 
thorities, there the value of the supplies to the Army is allowed, 
as, for instance, if a valuable and costly dwelling house were 
taken for fuel its value as fuel is d the citizen, and that isall. 

But the question here is whether Congress ought to go be- 
hind the report of the Quartermaster-General, Congress havin 
once referred the question to the Quartermaster-General ond 
the citizens having accepted the Quartermaster-General’s re- 
pet Isuppose there are millions upon millions of claims which 

ve been adjudicated in the Quartermaster-General’s Office 
and paid, where the person who received the pay thinks the al- 
lowance was 5 and unjust. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me one moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement. It must be a very 
gross and peculiar case indeed, a claim so strong that Congress 
would be satisfied, if the matter were sent back to the Quarter- 
master-General he would himself concede he had made a mis- 
take, to warrant such legislation as is proposed. If the Senator 
from Arkansas, on his responsibility as a member of the com- 
mittee, a gentleman in whose judgment as a lawyer we all con- 
fide, says that, on the examinationof the question, he is satisfied 
it is a case so clear that if it were sent back to the Quartermas- 
ter-General’s Department, he could come to but one conclusion, 
and that that amistake had been committed, I will not interpose 
an objection, nor do I wish to be understood that we are making 
a precedent for any other case. 

r. BERRY. I will state that when the parties received the 
sum that was allowed by the Quartermaster-General, they re- 
ceived it under protest, and the receipt shows that they were 
unwilling to accept it as a final settlement. I will state, further- 
more, what was my own judgment, and I think init the commit- 
tee a with me. The chairman of the committee, the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. Pasco], is present. The testimony which 
was taken showed to my mind clearly that the estimate put upon 
the property by the Quartermaster-General was not only inade- 
quate but grey inadequate. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
one question. Either he or the chairman of the committee can 
answer. Does the committee, as at present constituted, so far 
as the Senator from Arkansas understands its purpose, mean to 
reopen all the judgments of the Quartermaster-General in cases 
in the past alike to this, where the party can show by e parte 
testimony that there was a mistake and that the old allowance 
was too small? 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that the committee has no such purpose, nor are there any cases 
of this kind peculiarly, because this case was referred by Con- 
gress to the Quartermaster General. It is not a case where he 
estimated at the time and paid for property, but it was referred 
to bim to take testimony. It is a peculiar case within itself, and 
there is no desire, or disposition, on the part of the committee, 
or any member of it, I think, to go back and reéxamine the ques- 
tions which were settled long ago. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose, on the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas, to support the bill, but I wished to have on record at 
this early period in the Congress the declaration which the Sena- 
tor has just made, because the Senator will see that it is a matter 
of vast importance. : 

Mr. BERRY. I have one word more to say, Mr. President. 
This is not alone the action of the present committee, but we 
simply followed the action of the committee as organized in the 


last Con „when it was presided over by the Senator from 
Oregon Mr. J. who is now present in the Chamber. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I am a member 


1893. 
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ol the Committee on Claims now, and in the last Congress I ha 
pened to be chairman of the committee. I was not present 
the Senate when the pending bill was considered or reported at 
the late extraordinary session. I was present when a similar 
bill was under consideration in the last Congress, The bill at 
that time was assigned to Senator Allen of Washington, who 
was then a member of the Senate and a member of the commit- 
tee, and it was carefully investigated by him, as all cases were 
carefully investigated that were referred to him. It was, on his 
report, examined with more than ordinary care by the full com- 

ttee, owing to the fact thatit proposed to reconsider a matter 
which had really been passed upon before, on a report made by 
the Quartermaster-General. 

My recollection of the case is in accord with the statements 
pes made by the Senator from Arkansas. I think it was the de- 

iberate conclusion of every member of the committee that the 
report of the Quartermaster-General in connection with the tes- 
timony before the committee showed conclusively on their face 
that the allowance made by the Quartermaster-General was 
grossly erroneous, to say the least. Asa matter of course, it has 
not been the custom of the Committee on Claims to reconsider 
and open cases which have been adjudicated either Wy the Court 
of Claims or by the Quartermaster-General; but in this particu- 
lar case there seemed to the committee to have been an injus- 
tice done by the previous action, and it was the unanimous opin- 
ion of the committee at the last Congress that it was no more 
than an act of simple ** that an additional allowance should 
be made this claiman 

Mr. HOAR. A case strong enough to reverse the decision of 
u court? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, sir; I considered it myself 
a case so strong as to have justified a court to set aside the ver- 
dict, as would have been the case in a judicial court. This is 
not a case where property was taken through military necessity. 
It is a case simply as to the choice upon the part of military com- 
manders in the purchase of property that was needed by the 
Army. It could have been purchased at perhaps a hundred 
other places, but was taken off this farm and used for the benefit 
of the Army. The ciaim is not for the destruction of trees, or 
anything of that kind. So, taking it altogether, I am inclined 
to think that the bill is right and ought to receive the sanction 
of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not know but this is a fair 
valuation of the property, but when the matter has been to the 
Quartermaster-General and he has fixed a valuation upon it and 
there is no claim that he has not fairly considered the question 
of value of the property, it seems to me rather a harsh proceed- 
ing to pass a bill which mye the Quartermaster-General in con- 
sidering the case did not allow half what the property was worth. 
It appears to me there ought to be some evidence on this sub- 
ject. We ought not to take it for granted that the Quartermas- 
ter-General, when the claimant acquiesced in the reference of 
the claim to him, was so grossly unjust as not to allow half the 
Government ought to pay, without any evidence as to the value 
which the Quartermaster-General specifically put upon the prop- 
erty. We are simply asked to say that the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, to whom this matter was referred, has not allowed half 
enough. It seems to me we ought to have a little more investi- 
gation of the subject. There were but 26+ acres in all the farm, 
and the report says: 

The land was inclosed with a post and rail fence. A portion of the farm 
was cultivated to orchard, garden, flowers, and shrubbery. The remainder 
was covered with a growth of oak, pine, and chestnut forest. 

The report does not state what proportion of the 263 acres was 
covered with forest, but it does state that the value of the forest 
trees was $4,500 and the value of the fencing $1,000. I do not 
know but that is true. However, it is rather à remarkable value 
to las upon forest trees growing upon a portion of a farm of 264 
acr s, a considerable portion of which is cultivated. Then the 
report says: 

Most of the timber grown upon this land was used in building the fortifi- 
5 the remainder for fuel for the Army, or was sold by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Then, competent witnesses having placed the value of the forest 
trees at $4,500, and the value of the fencing at 81,000, the com- 
mittee think they were worth $3,000. I submit that anywhere 
within 3 or 4 miles of the Capitol in the District of Columbia it 
would be pretty difficult to sell on the stump trees growing ona 
portion of a f of 264 acres for $3,000. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
it included a large amount ot post and rail fence. Besides, a part 
of the trees were fruit trees; they were apple trees. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know much about post and railfences, 
but I venture to say that a new post and rail fence could be built 
around 264 acres of land for less than a thousand dollars, 

Mr. BERRY. But taking the orchard itself and the timber 


sold off the land, I think instead of being an overestimate it is 
far under the real value at that time. 

Mr. PLATT. But the point I make is that after the matter 
has once been referred to the Quartermaster-General and he has 
upon evidence said what he thought was the value of the prop- 
erty taken, which the Government ought to pay for, we ought 
not to ae this hot haste that he did not estimate it justly. 
Se CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly read the prior 

Ww? 

Mr. PLATT. The act of October 19, 1888, is as follows: 


That the Quartermaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to ascertain and state the value of all timber, fences, and fruit trees 
on the farm of John Kennedy, deceased, situate in the District of Columbia, 
upon which Fort Sedgwick was erected, taken, and used for firewood by 
the A my of the United States, and also the value of all timber sold by the 
Government which had been taken from said farm and used inthe construc- 
tion of said fort. And the amount so stated shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated to Margaret Kennedy, the widow 
and sole executrix of John Kennedy, deceased. 


Mr. CHANDLER. With all due deference to the Committee 
on Claims, I am obliged to conclude as a reason for my own vote 
that the judgment of the Quartermaster-General that $1,378.44 
was the value of the property is a better judgment than that of 
the committee that it was $3,000. The estimate of the com- 
mittee is $3,000 in round numbers, and the careful and accurate 
sum made up by the Quartermaster-General, $1,378.44, being 
taken out, the committee propose to pay the claimant 81,621.56. 
I think under the circumstances of this claim the claimant ought 
to be content with what she had received. She had her bill; 
she had her adjudication; and she has received the amount. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. My information is that the Quartermaster- 
General fixed an estimate of the supposed value of a certain num- 
ber of cords of wood used for fuel. Is not that the fact of the 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Arkansas states that, 
I have no doubt it is. 

Mr. BERRY. That is the exact fact. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas upon my left says 
that is the exact fact. Now, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut and the Senator from New Hampshire if they 
think cutting down and consuming a large orchard of choice and 
valuable fruit, and estimating it as cordwood, and paying for it 
simply at the supposed value of so many cords of wood for fuel, 
evenapproximates the measure of justice this Government should 
render to the person whose orchard the Government had thus 
destroyed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will make to the Senator from Tennes- 
see the same answer I have made before. The claimant came 
here; the bill was reported; it passed Congress, and presum- 
ably by the will and wish of the claimant an adjudication was 

f wba fora Quartermaster-General, and he found so many cords 
of wood used, of a certain value, so many dollars and so many 
cents; and now Congress is asked to intervene and upon the 
judgment of the committee fix the value that ought to be paid 
this woman at $3,000. I submit that it is a very dangerous way 
to legislate upon such claims. I submit that it is dangerous for 
Congress to undertake to take up such claims and appropriate a 
round number, $2,000, $3,000, $4,000, and $10,000 to pay to par- 
ties who received injuries to their property by reason of the 
war for the Union. 

Mr. President, I do not think I have ever voted upon a yea- 
and-nay vote for the passage of any bill of this kind. I do not 
believe that it is a wise policy for the Government to pay war 
damages. It is not pretended in this case that when the farm 
was occupied by the military forces of the United States and the 
property which is now to be paid for was used, that any accurate 
account was kept of the timber that was cut and used. The de- 
struction and use of the timber was partof the total damage and 
destruction which the military occupation of the property oc- 
casioned and there was no specific account made of what was 
done. There was no quartermaster’scertificate issued, I under- 
stand; and at this time, thirty years after the military occu 
tion, the Congress of the United States is asked to estimate that 
$3,000 worth of cord wood and of timber fit to be used in the 
fortifications was taken from this estate, which in equity and in 
good conscience the United States ought to pay for because the 
claimant was a loyal woman, or because her husband was a loyal 
citizen of the United States. 

Mr. President, I do not believe in this class of claims. I do 
not believe in opening the Treasury to cases of this sort. I be- 
lieve the rule s mild te adopted that damage done by military 
forces during the war should not be paid for from the Treasury 


of the United States. 
Mr.MITCHELLof Oregon. That is the rule now. The Com- 
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mittee on Claims has reported no such bill as that since I have 
been a member of it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Idissentfrom the system which has 
up, even if it bee . ol . ims, 

urning the of property for mi use, occu- 
pation of real estate for military use, and the doing of damage 
to real estate and to personal property into some kind of a pur- 
chase of that property for the use of the Government of the 
United States. 

I do not believe that it ever was wise to pay any of these 
claims; and I do not believe in what I regard as in some sort a 
legal subterfuge by which, when a piece of property was occu- 
pied, the fences destroyed and burned, the trees cut down and 
used for fortifications and for fuel, the Government is put into 
the attitude of having purchased the property and is now to be 
asked to pay for it. For one, I dissent entirely from that doc- 
trine and that practice. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, just a word. One 
listening to the of the Senator from New Hampshire 
would imagine that it has been the custom of the Senate and of 
Congress to pay a class of claims which have never been recog- 
nized by any committee of this body and have never been recog- 
nized by the Senate nor by Congress. Nobody has ever proposed, 
so far as I know, to pay for trees, fences, flowers, and other orna- 
mentations destroyed b the Army in time of war. That is not 
this case at all. This isa case where it is proposed to pay a loyal 
citizen for certain trees and fences alleged to have been taken 
by the Army and used for the benefit of the Army while engaged 
in an effort to put down the rebellion. 

Mr. HOAR. At their value, for the use. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At the value at the time they 
were taken for the use to which they were put; that is to say, if 
apple trees were taken for fuel, no greater value is put by the 
committee upon e trees than if they had been ordinary 
trees from the forest. evalue placed upon the 8 
is the value for the use to which the property was put. tis 
this case. Ladmit that it isa delicate matter and one that ought 
to be approached with a great deal of caution to open up a case 
which once been acted upon. I concede that all which has 
been said by the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from 
New Hampshire in regard to that matter has been well said; but 
the co ttəe did consider this to be an exceptional case. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, I will ask him 
whether he does not think, when we are called upon to reverse 
the action of the ter-General, that we ought at least 
to have a statement of the account, what the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral allowed, and the value he put upon the articles, and whether 
we ought to reverse it without any statement as to what his val- 
uation was? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iconfessit would have been bet- 
ter if the report had been more elaborate and more specific and 
had given all the information to the Senate. That would have 
been better, I concede. However, all those matters were before 
the committee and they were considered, as I remember, with 
more than ordinary care, owing to the fact that the case had 
been passed upon at onetime. I know it was the judgment of 
all the members of the committee that from some cause an in- 
justice had been done this party in the failure on the partof the 
Quartermaster-General to allow even one-half of what the com- 
mittee believed from the testimony on file ought to have been 
allowed for the property taken and used by the Army in this 
particular case. My memory does not serve me fully, and I am 
not certain whether the act of Congress submitting this case to 
the Quartermaster-General did not restrict him toa certain ex- 
tent. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam not sure how the jurisdic- 
tion of the Quartermaster-General was restricted, and although 
I would not speak certainly on that point, some items were per- 
haps omitted from consideration by the Quartermaster-General. 
At all events, my memory is very distinct that after a very thor- 
ough examination of the matter a year ago it was the deliberate 
judgment of every member of the committee that the bill ought 

pass 


“Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, this is an exceptional case. It 
has been a case of difficulty. It has been before the com- 
mittee a number of times, and the conclusion which was reached 
in the bill now before the Senate was reached during the last 
Congress. The report was made by our former colleague, Mr. 
Allen of Washington, a very careful and accurate man and & 
good lawyer. Itwas made aftera very 3 exhaustive 
examination of the case. His report might have been a little 
fuller, but the matter was before the committee at a number of 
its sessions and great care was taken before the report of the 


committee was finally agreed upon. 
This man Kennedy in his lifetime lived in the District of 


Columbia, within sight of the Capitol during the war, at a time 
when he 3 entitled to the protection of the United States 
Government. had no connection whatever with the Con- 
federate cause, but lived in the District. His property was dam- 
aged probably ten times the amount that can be recovered un- 
der the laws and the rules of the committee, for the committee 
are only authorized to grant recovery for so much material as 
was 5 for quartermaster's stores. If the report had 
been read ughout it would have been seen that this limita- 
tion was placed upon the recovery in the present instance. The 
committee say expressly in the last lines of the report: 

e estate, as such, the committee decline 


When this matter came before the Senate some years ago, 
long before I was a member of the Senate or of the Commit- 
tee on Claims, it was referred to the Quartermaster-General 
and a report was made, and some $1,300 or more paid. But the 

ties were never satisfied with that allowance. Mr. Kennedy 
dead, and the widow now living isa poor woman. She never 
was satisfied with the amount, and has been knoc at tho 
doors of Congress since then for further relief; and com- 
mittee, on i into the facts, became satisfied that the 
1 granted to her by the Quartermaster-General was insuf- 
cient. 

Mr. DOLPH. What was that amount? 

Mr. PASCO. The amount was some $1,300. 

Mr. DOLPH. How much more does the committee propose 
to give her? 

Mr. PASCO. The committee decided that instead of 81, 300 
she ought to have received $3,000, the market price of the tim- 
Look that was destroyed, taking the market price of it as cord 
wi . 

Mr. CHANDLDR. May Lask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How did the committee reach a conclu- 
sion that the round sum of $3,000 was the amount which under 
the rule laid down this woman was entitled to receive? 

Mr. PASCO. It was based upon the estimated number of 
cords of wood and the amount that should have been allowed per 


cord. 
n DOLPH. What amount was proposed to allow her per 
cord? = 

Mr. PASCO. I can not giye the figures because they are not 
in the report, and an exhaustive discussion of the matter this 
morning was not anticipated; but, as I said before, the report 
was made by one of the most careful members of the committee. 
I stated before the Senator from Oregon came in that the report 
was made by Mr. Allen of Washington. It was a matter he had 
before him for a number of weeks. He went over the matter 
again and again, and finally concluded that the number of cords 
of wood taken at the market price was worth fully 83,000, and that 
was fixed as the amount that should be recovered. The differ- 
ence between the $1,300 allowed by the Quartermaster-General 
and 83,000 is the amount that he reported should be granted to 
her. That is the amount contained in the bill, and itis the 
amount the committee propose to give this poor widow for the 
wood taken from her husband's land. 

The committze are very careful with reference to any matter 
thai has been reporied upon by one of the Departments, and it 
was only upon abundant evidence in the opinion of the commit- 
tee that 1 that the report of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral should be opened. It is an exceptional case. The action of 
the committee during the last Congress was unanimous with 
reference to the matter. The report now brought in by the com- 
mittee, submitted by the Senator from Arkansas 19 855 BERRY], 
copies in full, as be seen from the head of it, the report 
made by the Senator from Washington in the last Congress. 

I say this because there seems to be a suggestion or an inti- 
mation thrown out that there is a disposition on the part of the 
committee under their present organization to take a different 
view of cases of this kind from what had been taken in years 
gone by. But there has been no change in the policy of the 
committee. This is simply the same report that was made dur- 
ing the last Congress; and the lines which the committee have 
followed in the * will necessarily be the lines that will be 
followed during the present organization of the committee. We 
are governed by the laws and regulations which have been made 
relating to such claims. 

This is not properly a Southern war claim in any sense of the 
word. This man lived in the District of Columbia. As I said 
before, he lived within sight of the Capitol. There was no 
reason at all why his property should have been taken for war 

, and it was ruin and destruction to his little home here 
In the District to strip him of his fruit trees and of the trees 
around his place for army purposes. If the poor widow gets 


$1,600, in round numbers,.as the committee now proposes, it will 
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be scant justice for the great injury done to her husband and to 
her husband's estate, and to her as the ciary. i 

There can be no doubt that the claim is a just and a fair one. 
The amount this poor woman gets will be small in comparison 
with the injury which her family has suffered; and although the 
report is not as full as it might have been, there can be no doubt 
but that it is a fair and a just claim. : 

The Senator from Connecticut spoke of the hot haste with 
which this matter is being brought up. Certainly the haste has 
not been so very great. Thirty years have elapsed since the 

e was done, and this poor woman has been knocking at 
the doors of Congress for years to get relief. Her bill was passed 
in the Senate at the last Congress, and she is now here again en- 
deavoring to get relief. Certainly there has been no haste. 
The case been on the Calendar for many weeks. There has 
been ample time for every Senator to examine into the justness 
of the claim, if Senators were not satisfied with the report of the 
committee,and I trust there will be no delay in the action which 
the Senate may see fit to take with reference to the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Notwithstanding the care with which'the 
Committee on Claims have examined the bill I still think it 
would be a dangerous precedent for the Senate to adopt. I 
know that the Senator from Florida, the Senator from Oregon, 
the Senator from Arkansas, and also the late Senator from Wash- 
ington, Mr. Allen, are careful in all investigations which they 
make into cases which come before them; and if the Senate is 
to vote upon the guess of any committee, that $3,000 is a sum 
about right to give to this woman, then I would sooner actupon 
their guess than upon that of any other body of men whatever. 

But I still say that the Senate ought not to pass a bill giving 
this round sum when the claimant has-had the passage of a 
by Congress and a deliberate adjudication as to the value of the 

roperty by the Quartermaster-General. The law of October 
195 1888, for the relief of Margaret Kennedy, is explicit. It au- 
thorizes and directs the Quartermaster-General to ascertain 
and state the value of all timber, fences, and fruit trees on the 
farm of John Kennedy, deceased, situate in the District of Co- 
lumbin, upon which Fort Sedgwick was erected, taken, and used 
for firewood by the Army of the United States, and also the value 
of all timber sold by the Government which had been taken from 
suid farm and used in the construction of said fort.” Thereupon 
it directs that the amount shall be paid to Margaret Kennedy, 
the widow of John Kennedy. 

That was in 1888, five years ago. The examination has been 
made by the Quartermaster-General. There has been evidently 
a careful and minute ascertainment of the facts, and the Quar- 
termaster-General reported $1,378.44 as the value of the property 
taken. That amount was paid to Mrs, Kennedy, and now it is 
proposed to pay her $1,621.56 more, in order to make the amount 
received by her in round numbers $3,000. I think that the Com- 
mittee on Claims ought not to ask us thus to overrule the delib- 
erate judgment of the Quartermaster-General as to the value of 
the property without more minute and specific evidence upon 
which i substitute their judgment for that of the Quartermaster- 
General. 

But I 9 to my main objection to the payment of this 
kind of a claim. The Senator from Florida says that this man and 
his property were within sight of the Capitol at Washington, 
and I therefore infer the Senator meant to suggest that the cap- 
ital had not been the seat of war, so that the taking of property 
by the Army within the District of Columbia would not be an 
act of military appropriation. This very proponi was occupied, 
as the act of 1888 shows, for Fort Sedgwick. hen war was 
fiagrant there were half a dozen or a dozen military fortifica- 
tions in the vicinity of the capital; and I had an idea that, not- 
withstanding all those fortifications, the forces of the United 
States at the capital were in considerable danger of capture at 
one time. Yet the Senator from Florida wishes us to conclude 
that because there was a military occupation of 5 upon 
which Fort Sedgwick was erected it was not a military taking 
within the ms of that term. Take the language of the re- 
port which was made in the last Congress and let us see whether 
the Government can afford to go on paying twice claims of this 
description. The report sets out the fact that— 


The land was taken possession of by the Government and used throughout 
the war for military purposes. Fort S was erected it, around 
which rifle pits and other excavations were made, covering in all about 12 
acres. 


The effect of this military appropriation was practically to destroy the 
larger part of the tract of land as a farm, and for all purposes of cultivation. 
In the course of the occupancy of the land the fences were consumed by the 
Army as fuel; so, too. the orchard, consist: of several hundred fruit trees 
of many choice varieties which had come to bearing but three years before. 


There was nothing but a military occupation and a military 
taking ion of the land to build a fort upon it, 
session of the timber to putin the fortifications, and cutting down 
the trees and building fires to keep the Union soldiers warm; 


and, for all I know, when Gen. Early approached the city some 
of the fuel may have been used to keep the Confederate forces 
warm, before Gen, Wright and the Sixth Corps made it so hot 
for them that they concluded to retire. - 

Now, Mr. President, to evolve from this sort of a military tak- 
ing a contract obligation or an equitable obligation on the part 
of the United States to pay for the tree sthat were cut down at 
that time seems tome to be an unwise use of legislative power. 
Mark the language of the report and the theory upon which the 
United States is to pay for this military damage and destruction 
and consumption of property: 

Most of the timber grown ‘ortifi- 
cations, and the remainder fort e rats 8 e 
ment. It was not a matter of military necessity to thus appropriate the 


timber, but simply the choice of taking it or purchasing other timber avail- 
able for the purpose in market. 


If all the operations of the Army are to be judged by that rule, 
and wherever wefind that the Army erected a fort and cut down 
trees and used them for fortifications and for fuel the Govern- 
ment must pay the bill as if it had purchased the property on 
the ground, because if it had chosen to do soit might have gone 
and purchased timber somewhere else and ed it to the 
ground and then erected the fortification—if this is to be the 
rule, as seems to be considered by the report which the Senator 
from Washington m@de in the last Congress and which is adopted 
by the committee in the present Congress, certainly there will 
be many thousands, not to say many millions, of dollars that 
will have to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States in 
order to recompense loyal citizens of the United States for what 
Iconceive to be, notwithstanding the glosses that are put upon 
the transaction in the report of the committee, nothing but mili- 
tary occupation and the destruction or use for military purposes 
at mg rty found at the seat of war. 

r. ident, I say Iam aware that some claims of this kind 
have passed. I have never voted for one of them. I do not in- 
tend to vote for one of them upon any issue made in the Senate. 
I do not believe that the condition of the Treasury or the condi- 
tion of the country is such that it is wise to haste to put 
this class of claims upon the Calendar of the Senate, and when a 
claimantof this kind has been once paid all that she is entitled 
to receive by some other adjudication to ask that we shall give 
her by act of Congress as much moreas a committee of Congress 
may guess she ought to havein equityand Perec 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, instinc’ rely I am inclined to 
oppose all claims of this kind. I would, if Thad the power, adopt 
a constitutional rule of limitation, so that at some time we would 
hear the last of claims made by citizens for damages done and 
for property taken during the war. SOVA reason why Itake 
part in the discussion now is because upon the facts I expect to 
vote for the bill, and I desire to state the reasons which influence 
me, not only to qasiy myself for my vote, but to exclude any 
possible conclusion that [ would go further than this case sug- 


gests. 3 

The facts as I understand them are that John Kennedy was a 
citizen of the Districtof Columbia, over which the United States 
had not wN legal but actual jurisdiction during the war. That 
he was loyal is stated in the report, and being within this Dis- 
trict he would be presumed by public law as well as the law of 
the land to be loyal, because he was not living within a district 
which had been recognized as disloyal by the authorities of the 
United States. The case is one very much the same as if he had 
lived in New York, or Illinois, or New Hampshire. The necessi- 
ties of the Army were such that his lands, the landsof a peacea- 
ble, loyal citizen, were occupied from military necessity or public 
necessity. I hold beyond all doubt that for mere consequential 
damages a ble citizen of the United States must submit; 
but in a case where the property of the citizen has been taken 
and applied to public uses, whether taken by judicial condem- 
nation or by the brief methods of 88 condemnation, the 
public obligation to pay for the property taken and used and ap- 
plied to the purposes of the Government is complete. 

Congress at a former session recognized the justice of this 
claim. It recognized its general propriety, and directed that an 
estimate should be made of the actuallosses sustained by this 

ble citizen whose property was taken and converted to 
public uses by the authorities of the United States. It is not 
now an open question as to whether theclaim is well founded or 
not, because Congress recognized it by creating a tribunal with 
limited jurisdiction to determine the amount which shall be paid. 
The parties appeared presumptively before this commissioner, 
a quasi judicial officer. They offered their testimony and he 
made his report. It was not judicial, but only quasi judicial. 

The claimant, the represeatative of a loyal citizen living in 
this District, makes an application to Congress now simply that 
an investigation may be instituted which will determine the 
amount of the actual value of the property taken by the Govern- 
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ment in the manner I have described. It was referred to an in- | as the wants of the Army might require that his cribs should be 


telligent—as we are all supposed to be intelligent— committee of 
this body. That committee made an examination upon the tes- 
timony, again examinéd that testimony, and the crucial point 
was suggested by a question asked by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts of the Senator from Oregon, Was this evidence such as 
would have authorizeda new trial in a judicial proceeding?” The 
Senator answered, It was.“ Then application is that Con- 
ss shall give to this claimant the benefit of a rehearing un- 
ercircumstances where a rehearing or new trial is a right, and 
that the Senate shall make an appropriation, which is accord- 
ing to the report of the committee of this body which has com- 
psa jurisdiction over the subject as the representative of the 
enate. 

Now, shall the claim be paid? Why not? Itis argued that 
it is an example of many claims which may hereafter be pre- 
sented. I confess that that is true, but theoretically it is an ex- 
ample of a class of claims which ought to be paid, use it is 
for the property of a citizen not living within aState which was 
l to be in insurrection or in rebellion, but in a community 
under the complete and exclusive jurisdiction of Congress, pro- 
tected by all consitutional rights by which property is so care- 
fully guarded. 

it had been proposed to take this ropegty for any civil pur- 
pose, no one would claim thatit could have n taken without 
a judicial condemnation and full compensation, It was taken by 
a public authority as distinctly as where judicial condemnation 
was imposed, and the duty of making compensation seems to me 
as clear as if it had been taken for any civil purpose. 
ee CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand the Senator to state his 
opinion so broadly that he would be willing in all cases to have 
the United States pay for all the trees cut down to make forti- 
fications and used for fuel for the Army during the whole rebel- 
lion and wherever the taking may have happened? 

Mr. PALMER. I should not; but I would be in the condition 
of a reluctant debtor admitting the obligation, but disliking to 
pay it 0 Jam putting this upon the distinet ground 
that the citizen living wi the actual, as well as the legal, 
jurisdiction of the United States, having done no act to forfeit 
i his right to protection, and his property being taken for public 

uses and distinctly appropriated to public purposes, demands 

the eld aa of its mere money value. Can that be resisted upon 
any legitimate ground? 

r. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, certainly if it 
is a military taking and destruction. Now, I ask the Senator 
whether he draws any distinction as to places, whether the prop- 
5 be paid for because it happened to be in the District 
of Columbia and should not be paid for if it happened to be in 
the State of Texas? 

Mr. PALMER. There is a very wide distinction in my mind. 
We have made exceptions in favor of bare de tag Bat per- 
sons in the jurisdiction of States and compensation n al- 
lowed to them under a great many circumstances, but ina hostile 
country the burden of proof is upon the claimant, because the 
legal conditions were such that all were presumed to be dis- 
loyal, and the burden of proof would be cast upon everyone or 
anyone to establish loyalty. 

Tontas back again to the main point. I deprecate the goin; 
back a quarter of a century in respect of the possible and ac 
injuries which grew out of the war. With my present convic- 
tions, I should not favor the payment of property taken in any 
of the States which, by their own acts, were in opposition to the 
authority of the United States; but in this District the people 
were all loyal to the Government, and this property was taken 
precisely as if it had been . for a civil purpose. 

I have but very little to add to what I havesaid. My own pur- 

now is mostdistinct. While I avow my readiness to support 
= The pending bill upon well-established principles, as I think, I 
am anxious to protect myself from such inferences as have been 
suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire Mr. CHANDLER}. 
I make a clear distinction, first, between the inhabitants of loyal 
districts or States or Territories, and the inhabitants of States 
which were in recognized rebellion. I make a clear distinction 
between the mere consequential injuries which result from mili- 
tary occupation and the value of the property actually taken and 
used of a loyal, peaceful citizen, one who is entitled to the pro- 
tection of the Government and is under no obligation to contrib- 
ute to the Government other than such as applies to every other 
citizen, with this accidental exception, where the land of acitizen 
may be favorable for purposes of offense or defense in military 
operations. In that case I assume that he must submit to that 

incidental consequence; but where his property is taken, 
whether it is personal property—for Loan suppose that to be true, 


emptied, and that his stock should be taken and slaughtered; all 
those Senge happen—the right to compensation, he being under 
no other obligation to contribute except the incidental neces- 
sity calls upon him, I can see no reason why he should not be 

d. It was our practice during the war when in States which 
were not in legal opposition to the Government, where property 
was taken to pay for it upon the very simple ground that those 
persons were contributing their due proportion by the payment 
of taxes and military service to the defense of the Government, 
and that it was unreasonable and unjust to impose upon them 
any exceptional hardships growing out of the fact that they re- 
sided near a defensive or offensive point needed for military 
operations. 

I therefore vote for this bill upon the distinct ground that this 
was a peaceable citizen in the peaceable possession of his prop- 
erty, which was taken by the authority of the United States Gov- 
ernment for 88 purposes, and from that results the obliga- 
tion. of the public to pay for it its reasonable value; and, secondly 
upon the ground that Congress has recognized this claim and 
made some provision for its payment. Byan appeal to Congress 
the representative of this citizen asks that his cause may be re- 
heard; he makes the application to the department of the Gov- 
ernment which has authority to give him that rehearing with a 
view of estimating the value of that which Congress has already 
recognized as being an obligation of the Government. 

I vote for the bill upon the further incidental ground that a 
committee of this body has, after an intelligent and careful ex- 
amination of the facts, assured the Senate that the facts now 
presented are such as give to this claimant an equitable and 
moral right to a rehearing, and that this equitable and moral 
right of the claimant can only be satisfied by the passage of the 
pending bill. 

Having thus stated the reasons why I support this bill and 
the distinction which I think properly exists between this and 
the class of cases which have sometimes been presented to 
Congress and in some instances paid, and disavowing, as I do 
most distinctly, agreeing with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I would pay for property under the circumstances 
which he describes, I do maintain that the pending bill is as 
equitable and just as if this had been a judicial inquiry for con- 
demnation of private property to be taken for public uses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HILL in the chair). The 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that question I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire calls for the yeas and nays on the final passage of the bill. 
Is the demand seconded? [Putting the question.] The demand 
is not seconded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam afraid the Chair did not notice that 
there was no quorum pomas Iask that the roll may be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had not observed 
that. The Senator from New Hampshire suggests the lack of a 
quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bate, Faulkner, 1 Pasco, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Me n, Peffer, 
Caffery, Gorman, McPherson, Platt, 
Call, Gray, Manderson, Power, 
Carey, Hale, Ransom, 
Chandler, Mills, oach, 
Coc Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Coke, Hoar, Mitchell, Wis. las, 
Cullom, Hun Morrill, ask 

Da Jones, Ark. Murphy, “White, La. 
Dolph, yle, Palmer, Wilson. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-four Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator 
from New Hampshire calls for the yeas and nays on the final 
passage of the bill. Is the call seconded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote “‘ nay.” ; 

‘Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who is not present, and 
therefore I withhold my vote. ; 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], but I have 
now an understanding with him that I may vote to make a quo- 
rum, and 1 shall exercise that right onall matters which are not 
political, where my vote may be necessary to make a quorum. 


1893. 


My vote is now necessary to help make a quorum, and I there- 
fore vote “yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I inquire whether 
the junior Senator from New Jersey Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not yet voted. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the Senator from Idaho may vote 
upon this question, notwithstanding his pair with my colleague. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Then I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. Grsson’s name was called). a 
8 [Mr. GIBSON] is detained from the Chamber by ill- 
ness. He is paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCK- 


Soa) 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Not know- 


ing how he would vote on this question if present, I withhold 
my vote. 

r. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], who is not present, 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
generally with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], but 
I transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. GEORGE], who is absent. 
I make this arrangement with the concurrence of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], who is paired with my colleague. I 
vote one 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Bate, Faulkner, >- Kyle, Power, 
Sanr Gorman, McPherson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gray, Martin, Roach, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mills, Vest, 
Call, arris, Mitchell, Oregon Voorhees. 
Coke, y Mitchell, Wis. Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Murphy, Washburn, 
Dotph, Hunton, Palmer, White, La. 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
NAYS—11. 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Proctor, 
Frye, Lodge, Peffer, Sherman. 
Galtinger, Manderson, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—#9. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Stewart. 

Allen. Da vis, Me Millan, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Dixon, Morgan, Teller, 

ce, George, Perkins, Turpie, 
Butler, Gibson, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Camden, Gordon, Pugh, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hawley, Quay, White, Cal. 
Carey, Hig; Shou Wilson, 
Cockrell, Irby, Smit Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Jones, Nev. Squire, 

So the bill was passed. 


FRANCES CORSE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Order of Business 63, being the bill (S. 882) 
ranting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of Gen. John M. 


rse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill 
named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill. . 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitation of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Frances Corse, 
widow of late Bvt. Maj. Gen. John M. Corse, at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the bill been reported by the Committee 
on Pensions? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say in behalf of the committee 
that the bill has been unanimously recommended by the com- 
mittee and reported by myself,-a somewhat lengthy printed re- 
port having been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
report which accompanies the bill. 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
eames October 11, 1893, but before concluding was inter- 
rupi y ar 

r. WALTHALL. I do not care to have the report read 


further. 
rt has been half read and will have to 


Mr. HOAR. The re 
go into the RECORD. I therefore suggest to the Senator from 


Mississippi that it all go in. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I suppose it will be printed in the REC- 
ORD anyhow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishould like to have the report go into 
the RECORD. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. My ce § Paphos was that, half the report having 
been read, the whole of it should be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 882) grant- 
ing a pension to Frances Corse, widow of Gen. John M. Corse, have given 
the matter careful consideration, and res fully report: 

Mrs. Corse is the widow of the late Bvt. Maj. Gen. John M. Corse, the hero 
of Allatoona,”’ who died at his home in Winchester, Mass., in April last. Gen. 
Corse was severely wounded at Allatoona, but he refused to leave the field. 
and his gallant defense of that t against heavy odds undoubtedly saved 
Sherman’s army from great embarrassment and probable defeat, and made 
possible without delay the completion of the arrangements for the great 
march to the sea. 

Gen. Corse received in all five wounds, and was so injured in the limbs as 
to prevent him taking proper exercise. He suffered great pain at frequent 
intervals, and was often confined to his house and bed, to the ihe injury 
of his business activity. Notwithstanding this, Gen. Corse performed many 
public duties, and after four years’ service as postmaster of Boston his re- 
appointment was asked in 1890 by the leading business men of that city, 
without regard to prir 

As bearing on the exceedingly valuable mili services performed by 
Gen. Corse, your committee submit the following ts from the memoirs 
of the late Gen. William T. Sherman: 

‘*We crossed the Chattahoochee River during the 3d and 4th of October, 
rendezvoused at the old battlefield of Smyrna Camp, and the next day 
reached Marietta and Kenesaw. The telegraph wires had been cut above 
Marietta, and learning that heavy masses of antry, artillery, and cav- 
alry had been seen from Kenesaw (marc! north), linferred that Allatoona 
was their objective point, and on the 4th of October I signaled from V 
Station to Kenesaw, and from Kenesaw to Allatoona, over the heads of the 
enemy, a message for Gen. Co at Rome, to hurry back to the assistance 
of the garrison at Allatoona. atoona was held by a small brigade, com- 
manded by Lieut. Col. Tourtellotte, my present aid-de-camp. He had two 
small redoubts on either side of the railroad, overlooking the village of Alla- 
toona and the warehouses, in which were stored over a million rations of 


Kenesaw Mountainabout 8 a. m. of October 5 (a beautiful day) 5 
Ihad a superb view of the vast panorama of the north and west. To the 
southwest, about Dallas, could be seen the smoke of camp fires, indicating 
the presence of a large force of the enemy, and the whole line ot railroad from 
Big Shanty up to Allatoona (full 15 miles) was marked by the fires of the 
burning railroad. We could plainly see the smoke of battle about Allatoona 
and hear the faint reverberation of the cannon. 

“From Kenesaw I ordered the Twenty-third Corps (Gen. Cox) to march 
due west on the Burnt Hickory Road and to burn houses or pls of brush as 
it progressed, to indicate the head of column, hoping tointerpose this co: 
between Hood's main army at Dallas and the detachmentthen assailing Alla- 
toona. Therest of the army was directed straight for Allatoona, northwest, 
distant 18 miles. The s officer on Kenesaw reported that since 
daylight he had failed to obtain answer to his call for Allatoona; but 
while I was witn him he caught a faint glim: of the tell-tale flag through 
an embrasure, and after much time he e out these letters: C., R.,“ 
S., E., H., E., OR., and translated the message: ‘Corse is here.’ It 
was a source of great relief, for it gave me the first assurance that Gen. 
Corse had received his orders and that the place was Magarey 

“I watched, with 1 sus „the indications of the battle raging 
there, and was dreadfully impatient at the slow progress of the relieving 
column, whose advance was marked by the smokes which were made ac- 
cording to orders; but about 2 p. m. I noticed with satisfaction that the 
smoke of battle about Allatoona grew less and less, and ceased altogether 
about4 p.m. Fora time I attributed this result to the effect of Gen. Cox's 
march, butlater inthe afternoon the signal flag announced the welcome 
tidings that the attack had been fairly repulsed, but that Gen. Corse was 
1 The next day my aid, Col. Dayton, received this characteristic 


““ALLATOONA, GA., October 6, 1864—2 p. m. 


Capt. L. M. DAYTON, Aid-de-Camp: 
am short a cheekbone and an ear, but am able to whip allh—lyet. My 
losses are very 8 A force moving from Stilesboro to Kingston gives 
mesome anxiety. 1l me where Sherman is. 
JOHN M. CORSE, 


Hrigadier- General. 


“Inasmuch as the enemy had retreated southwest, and would probably 
next appear at Rome, I answered Gen. Corse with orders to get back to Rome 
with his troops as quickly as possible. 

“Gen. Corse's report of this fight at Allatoona is very full sna rapio: 
It is dated Rome, October 27, 1864; recites the fact that he received his orders 
by signal to go to the assistance of Allatoona onthe 4th, when he telegraphed 
to Kingston fo” cars, and a train of thirty empty cars was started for him, 
but about ten of them got off the track and caused delay. By 7p. m. he had 
at Rome a train of py noes Boge which he loaded up with Col. Rowett’s brig- 
ade and part of the Twelfth Illinois 1 started at 8p, m., reaching 
Allatoona (distant 35 miles) at 1 a. m. on the 5th, and sent the train back for 
more men; but the road was in bad order and no more men came in time. 
He found Col. Tourtellotte's ison composed of 890 men; his reénforce- 
ment was 1.054; total for the defense, 1,944. The outposts were already en- 
gaged and as soon as daylight came he drew back the men from the village 

the ridge on which the redoubts were built. i 

“The enemy was composed of French's division of three b. es, 

variously reported from four tofive thousand strong. This force ually 
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surrounded the place by 8 a. m., when Gen. French sent in by flag of truce 


this note: 
‘AROUND ALLATOONA, October 5, 1964. 
“COMMANDING OFFICER, UNITED STATES FORCES, Allatoona: 


I have placed the forces under command in such positions that you 
are surrounded, and to avoid a need effusion of blood I call on you to 


surrender your forces at once and unconditionally. 
Five minutes will be allowed you to decide. Show youadeets to this, 
you will be treated in the most honorable manner as prisoners of war. 


T have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 


8. NCH, 
‘** Major-General, Commanding Forces Confederate States.’ 
Gen. Corse answered immediately: 
„ HEADQUARTERS FOURTH DIVISION, FIFTEENTH CORPS; 
*** ANatoona, Ga., October 5, 1864—8;80 d. m. 
“Maj. Gen. S. G. FRENCH, 
% Confederate 


States, ete.: 
„ FFF 
and res reply t we are prepa: or ‘ need- 
less tre on of blood’ bad it 8 to zon- 
Tt. very respect: , your o servan 
3 N “t JOHN M. CORSE, 
“* Brigadier-Generai, Commanding Forces United States. 
“Of course the attack and rear. 


vious June. Each redoubt storehouses close by 

aad e aid the other Foz osiking in the attacking 
force of the other. Our troops at first vored to hold 5 
side the redoubts, were soon driven inside, when the enemy made repeated 
assaults but were always back. About 11 a. m. Col. Redfield, of the 


the face, the ball cutting ear, which stunned him, but continued to 
encourage his men and to give orders. The enemy (about 1:30 p. m.) made 
a last and desperate effort to carry one of the redoubts, but was y cut to 
ee ee e fire from the other, when he began to 
ww off, leaving his dead and the 
“Before finall à heavy fireof his 


on 
eee e ee, ier 
cannon on the blockhouse of toona Creek, about 2 miles from the depot, 
got it on fire and ca its garrison, consisting of 4 officers and & men. 
By 4p. m. he was in full retreat south on the Dallas road, and got by before 
the head of Gen. Cox's column had reached it; still several am and 
stracgiers were picked up by this command on that road. Gen. Corse re- 
ported 231 rebel dead, 411 3 regimental colors, and 800 muskets 
capt x 

2 the prisoners was 


ured 
a . Gen. Young, who that French's 
aggregate loss would reach 2,000. JoL Tourtellotte sa; t for days after 
Corse 


had returned to Rome his men found and at least a hun- 


been wounded and died in the 


© “Testeemed this defense of Allatoona so handsome and im t that I 
made it a subject. of a general order, viz: No. 86, of October 7, $ 
The general avails himself of the in the hand- 


and gallant defense of 
Alla*oona, and it is made an example to illustrate the importance of prepar- 
ta Sikes ane 8 when. presens. boldly, y., and 


our railroad are hereby 
t minute, sure that the 
. yoni to their comrades at the front. 


L. M. DAYTON, 
“ ‘Aid dé- Camp." ” 


the toahigh 
rate o 1 the close of the war to the time of his death. and would 
probably have drawn from the Treasury more money than the Government 
Will ever be called upon to pay under the pending bi The widow was not 
Willing at first to have the question of a pension for herself considered, but 
eventually consented to have her friends t the matter, especially on 
behalf of her boy of 9years. It is with the purpose of giving him a proper 
education as the son of a brave man who held the fort“ at Allatoona, 
atly contributing to the success of Sherman's march to the sea, that she 

EE willing to accept the grateful recognition of Congress. 
Gen. Corse’s wounds and other physical disabilities prevented him from 


giving eager seen to business after his retirement from the postmas- 
of ton. He VVV as your 
committee is informed, only $50. 
There are numerous precedents for this ion, and your committee is 
earnestly of the opinion that the bill sho be enac’ into law without 
amendment, and accordingly recommend its passage. 


MILITARY RECORD OF GEN. CORSE. . 


Statement of the military service of John Murry Corse, late of the United States 
i Volunteers, A Frou tne Bh tye hy So 

TES D sn a ed ental daha ta Suan ier 

entered the service as major. Sixth Iowa Infantry, July 13, 1861; pro- 

lieutenant-colonel May 21, March 2-1 e 


moted 1862; colonel 29, 1863, 
brigadier-general of volunteers August 11, 1863. He received the 


of major-general of volunteers October 5, 1864, for long and continued sery- 
ice and for at — Ga. p g 


ugust 27, 1863; commanding Fo 
Fifteenth to October 25, 1863, and Second Brigade of same division to 

unded at Ridge, Tennessee; absent, 
18, 1864. e ren- 
1864, when relieved on account of 


not having recovered from his wounds; absent, sick, and await- 
ing orders, to A’ 1864; on staff of Gen. Sherman . 
Division of the 8 to July 28. 1864; co! Second Di- 
vision, Sixteenth Corps to September 25, 1864, and Fourth Division, Fit- 
mth to July 24, 1885; in co: of the District of Minnesota, 
August 22, 1865, to April30, 1866, when honorably mustured out of the serv- 
R. WILLIAMS, 
Adjutant- General. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without. amendment, or- 


‘dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
WILLIAM J. AND JOSEPH M. CORNELL. 


Mr. DOLPH. I have some little bills, which will be reached 
in a moment when we go to the Calendar re ly, and, as there 
is no objection to them, I wish that we might now go to the 
Calendar of unobjected cases. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senatorfrom Texas will let me have 
a bill or two considered and passed. If the Senator will with- 
draw his motion, I will ask unanimous consent to take up a bill. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Texas to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 73. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 73) for the relief of 
William J. Cornell and Joseph M. Cornell. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
report which accompanies the bill. r 

e Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, September 4, 
1893, but before concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. DOLPH. Isit necessary to read the letters which ac- 
company the report? It is merely a case of money wrongfully 
required to be paid into the Treasury 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to dispensing with the 
further reading. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hearsno objection, 


and the further reading of the report will be dispensed with. 
Mr. HOAR. The report, at the request of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], was partially read. It all ought to go into 
the RECORD, or it all ought to go out of the RECORD. 
Mr. 18 I have no obection. Let the entire report be 
rinted. 
“3 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the report will be printed in the RECORD in full. 
The report is as follows: ` 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill S, 73, 
haveexamined the same and recommend that the bill be 

The committee adopt the report of the committee n a similar bill at 
the second session of the Fifty-second Congress, as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 1149, Fifty-second Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3649) 
for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. Cornell, have examined 
the same, and report that the bill be passed as amended. 

William J. Cornell was required by the r of the land office at La 
Grande, Oregon, to pay #2.50 per acre on land entry numbered 4298, for the 
south half of section 27, township 3 north, of 30 east; and Joseph M. 
Cornell was required to pay 82.50 per acre on land entry numbered for 
the north half of section 27, township 3 north, range 30 east, when the legal 
price of the same was $1.25 per acre, as will appear by letters of the Com- 
Ener ae of the General Office hereto attached and made a part 

ereot. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office holds that the overpayments 
can not be refunded under existing laws. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE 8 GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 20, 1892. 
Sm: In reference to the matter of the application of William J. Cornell for 
return of $1.25 per acre on cash entry 2, n, No. 4292, for the S. 
4sec. 27, — atch: 9 by my in letter to the 


register receiver a 
your late inquiry, I have the 
to be governed by the principles of the decision of the Secre 
torion in the case of Joseph Brown (S L.D- $17), which holds thas Depart- 
ment is not clothed with power to make repayments except by specific statu- 
tory authorization. 0 
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The existing . 55 in cases where parties 
bave paid double minimum prices for } Ww has been found not to be 
within the limits of a railroad land grant, viz, the act of June 16, 1880. 21 
Stats., 287, does not apply so as to cover a case of this kind in which theland 
is actually within the imita of a railroad land grant. I can not, therefore, 
do otherwise than adhere to the conclusion of my predecessor above men- 


tioned. 
The copy of his letter of October 1, 1891, is herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
s W. M. STONE, Commissioner. 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1392. 
Sm: In answer to your verbal inquiry of this date, in the matter of the 
claim of William J. Cornell and Joseph Cornell, tively, for ay Soest 
of $1.25 per acre, paid on certain entries made 8 Oregon, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith copy of a letter addressed to the register and 
receiver, Lagrande, relative to the case of William J. Carnell, dated October 
L —.— A similar letter was written on October 3, 1891, in the case of Joseph 


Very respectfully, 
M. M. ROSE, 
Assistant Commissioner. 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. U., October 1, 1891. 

ENTLEMEN: Referring to your letter of i4th ultimo, transmitting 2 
cation of William J. Corne: return of $1.25 per acre on cash entry No. 
4292, for the S. } sec. 27, T. 3 N., R. 30 E., you are advised that said entry was 
made under the third section of the act of September 20, 1890, and the party 
Sato par nore: making ® tokal of #80 ner the impreasion Of Four es 
acre, ng a under the on of your office 

that the: land was double minimum in price. ui 

This land was within the nted ts of the Cascade Branch of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, from Wallula to Tacoma, which road has been 

. By the act of September 29, 1890, the land within the granted 
limits of the unconstructed portion of the Northern Pacific Ratlroad was 
forfeited to the United States. 

As the Cascade Branch has been constructed, the railroad com took 
as a moiety the alternate odd sections from 1 to 5, etc., but the vacant lands 
within the limits of said branch were only subject to entry at the price of 
82.50 per acre; except to parties Lipa, Bre the third section of said act, 
and the party should hade entered the land at 91.25 acre. 

The amount e te on said entry can not be refunded under the act of 
June 16, 1880, as said act provided, “in all cases where Be ero have paid 
double minimum price for land which has been found not to be within the 
limits of a railroad land grant, the excess of $1.25 per acre shall in like man- 
ner be repaid to the purchaser thereof, or to his heirs or assigus.“ In the 
case now under consideration, although the railroad grant has been forfeited 
to the United States, said road has been constructed, but the lands have 
never been restored to the minimum price, and the vacant lands formerly 
within the limits of the branch lines are er. subject to entry at $2.50 per 
acre, except asis specifically provided in certain cases under said act. 

This is a case of an erroneous exaction of $1.25 per acre on the part of the 
local land officers, but, under the law, this office could not afford the party 
any relief. The application is denied. 

Very respectfully, 
REGISTER AND RECEIVER, 
Legrande, Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ` 


THOS. H. CARTER, Commissioner. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
a bill (H. R. 288) to provide two additional associate justices of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Spaar of the. House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 88) providing 
for the payment of salaries and expenses of additional deputy 
collectors of internal revenue to carry out the provisions of the 
Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of 
November 3, 1893, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 
THOMAS GUINEAN. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 
75, which is a bill of similar character to the one just passed. 
The bill was reported by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. It has several 
times passed the Senate, but failed in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 75 for the relief of 
Thomas Guinean. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Thomas Guinean, of Oregon, the assignee of Bradley S. 

oyt, deceased, of California, $160, paid the United States on ac- 
count of land entry at Shasta, Cal., and which entry was subse- 
quently canceled. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there no provision of law for repayment 
where an entry is canceled? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Department say not. A bill similar to 
this has two or three times passed the Senate, : 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; but the single question 
with me is whether there is not a general law which would au- 
orizo the repayment of money where an entry has been can- 
celed? 

Mr. DOLPH. Not in this case. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Committee on Public Lan 
ought to report such a bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. This action has been recommended by the com- 
mittee, and a similar bill has passed the Senate a number of 
times. 

Mr. PALMER. What is there peculiar in this case to except 
it from the operation of the general law? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is a case where land was entered as desert 
land, and when the authorities came to pass upon it they held 
that it ought not to be classed as desert „and canceled the 
entry; but the money had gone into the Treasury, and it can not 
be 5 out of the Treasury without an appropriation. 

r. COCKRELL. I do not see that there is any report in the 
case. 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. No report accompanies the 
Mr. COCKRELL. This was a desert-land entry? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was it canceled because of noncompli- 
ance with the law? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, sir; but because the Department held, ac- 
oring to the evidence they had, that the land ought not to be 
entered as desert land, but ought to be classed as agricultural 
land, and so have refused to refund the money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it were desert land 

Mr. DOLPH. No, it is not that. The matter has been ex- 
amined by the Committee on Public Lands, and I believe the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] or some Senator on 
the other side of the Chamber examined it. S 

Mr. WALTHALL. The pending bill was examined by the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. DOLPH. The chairman of the committee reported the 
present bill, but I was speaking of a previous bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I remember something of the bill, and I 
think it was 1 by the committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. It has n unanimously reported every time 
it has been before the committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 288) to provide two additional associate justices 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

; ~ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock and 
30 miuutes p. m.] the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 
11, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 7, 1898. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Washington Hesing, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the County 
of psd ia State of Illinois, in the place of James A. Sexton, 
resigned. 2 

Frederick J. Nirider, to be postmaster at Kinmundy, in the 
county of Marion and State of Illinois, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. g 

Benjamin F. Moberley, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the 
county of Shelby and State of IIIinois, in the place of Charles 
Voris, removed. 

John F. Fulton, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the coun 
of Huntington and State of Indiana, in the place of James M. 
Rogers, removed. 

Charles H. Leach, to ba postmaster at Kokomo, in the county 
of Howard and State of Indiana, in the place of George W. Me- 
Kinsey, resigned. 

William T. Phillips, to be postmaster at Oakland City, in the 
county of Gibson and State of Indiana, in the place ef James M. 
Cockrum, removed. 

John M. Turner, to be eee at Monticello, in the coun’ 
Seel ell and State of Indiana, in the place of Granville B. Ward, 
resigned. : 
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Walter M. Beadel, to be postmaster at Lenox, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Towa, in the place of David B. Herriott, re- 
moved. 

John L. Comstock, to be postmaster at Sac at in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa, in the place of Joseph W. Garrison, re- 
moved. 

William W. DeWolf, to be tmaster at Reinbeck, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Iowa, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 

William W. Gardner, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county 
of Pottowattamie and State of Iowa, in the place of J. Ledwick, 
removed. 

John H. Howell, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the county 
of Wright and State of Iowa, in the place of Omar H. Brooks, 
resigned. 

0, Tra Jameson, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in the place of John L. 
Grubb, removed. 

Thomas W. Killion, to be postmaster at Moulton, in the coun- 
ty of Appanoose and State of Iowa, in the place of Almer Swift, 
removed. 

Matthew M. Lenon, to be postmaster at Panora, in the county 
of Guthrie and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1893. 

Henry Moore, to be postmaster at Sioux Rapids, in the county 
of Buena Vista and State of Iowa, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Charles Perry, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county 
of Marion and State of Iowa, in the place of John Bush, removed. 

William A. Todd, to be postmasterat Mount Ayr, in the county 
of Ringgold and State of Iowa, in the place of Hugh A. White, 


resigned. i 

John T. S. Williams, to be postmaster at Ogden, in the county 
of Boone and State of Iowa, in the place of Earl Billings, re- 
moved. 

Andrew J. Arnold, to be postmaster at Topeka, in the county 
of Shawnee and State of Kansas, in the placeof Frank S. Thomas, 
removed. 

John Lynch, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Kansas, in the place of Fred Lewis, resigned. 

Green A. Denham, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the 
county of Whitley and State of Kentucky, in the place of E. E. 
Watkins, removed. 

Joseph E. Grobmyer, to be 
county of Carroll and State of 
Lewis, removed. 

George H. Richard, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the 
parish of Ascension and State of Louisiana, in the place of Gus- 
tave Israel, removed. 

Thomas Shannon, to be postmaster at Morgan City, in the 
Parish of St. Mary and State of Louisiana, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Hosea S. Merrifield, to be postmaster at North Berwick, in the 
county of York and State of Maine, in the place of Daniel A. 
Hurd, removed. 

Horace B. Tibbits, to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county 
of York and State of Maine, in the place of William H. Rice, 
removed. 

Jesse K. Willett, to be 1 at Waldoboro, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Maine, in the place of James H. Stan- 
wood, removed. 

James B. Elder, to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, in the count; 
ol Frederick and State of Maryland, in the place of Samuel N. 
McNair, removed. 

William F. Cass, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William H. 
Merrill, removed. 

Reuel H. Cooper, to be postmaster at West Branch, in the 
county of Ogemaw and State of Michigan, in the place of Eras- 
tus W. Clark, removed. 

Levant A. Vickery, to be postmaster 5 the county 
of Spar and State of Mic in the place of William Hosie, 
removed. 

John H. Driscoll, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota, in the place of A. D. 
Brown, resigned. 

Stephen M. Wilder, to be postmasterat Spring Valley, in the 
apf of Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in the place of Wil- 


Kellogg, removed. 
Alvin C. Frisbie, to be postmaster at Stanbe in the count; 
of Gentry and State of Missouri, in the place of Vinson T. Wil- 


liams, removed. 


tmaster at Carrollton, in the 
entucky, in the place of John P. 
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John L. Shelton, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Henry and State of Missouri, in the place of Newton E. Car- 
penter, removed. 

James Curran, to be postmaster at Hoboken, in the county of 
Huon and State of New Jersey, in the place of C. Kiel, jr., re- 
moved. 

Hudson Ausley, to be postmaster at Salamanca, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of E. B. Vree- 
land, whose commission expired March 27, 1893. 

John D. Brennan, to be postmaster at Medina, in the count 
of Orleans and State of New York, in the place of Graham H. 
Hill, resigned. 

Charles H. Dunning, to be postmaster at Rome, in the count; 
of Oneida and State of New York, in the place of William E. 
Scripture, resigned. 

Charles L. Elwood, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Ira 
Dorrance, whose commission expired March 13, 1893. 

Henry O. Fairchild, to be postmaster at Hammondsport. in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of L. H. 
Brown, removed. 

Charles A. Hull, to be postmaster at Binghamton, in the count, 
of Broome and State of New York, in the place of George 
Dunn, whose commission expired March 13, 1893. 

Michael A. to be postmaster at Penn Yan, in the county 
of Yates and State of New York, in the place of John T. An- 
drews second, resigned. 

Jonas ere to be postmaster at Owego, in the county of Tioga 
and State of New York, in place of William Smyth, removed. 

Henry L. Storke, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of John N. Knapp, 
resigned. 

Daniel V. Teller, to be 8 at Lyons, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York, in the place of F. C. Zimmerlin, 
resigned. 

Lewis W. Terwilliger, to be postmaster at Hancock, in the 
county of Delaware and State of New York, in the place of S. F. 
Wheeler, whose commission expired March 30, 1893. 

William H. Brunk, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the count 
of Jackson and State of Oregon, in the place of A. P. Hammond, 
removed. : 

Patrick J. Birmingham, to be 5 at Girardville, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Arthur C. Randall, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the 
county of Caledonia and State of Vermont, in the place of Wil- 
liam W. Sprague, removed. 

Bert Russell, to be postmaster at Pocahontas, in the county of 
eee and State of Virginia, in the place of D. J. Taylor, re- 
signed. 

Edward J. Doneen, to be postmaster at Oakesdale, in the 
county of Whitman and State of Washington, in the place of 
George S. McWilliams, removed. 

John Horwege, to be postmaster at Davenport, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Washington, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1893. 

Thomas F. Meagher, to be goere at Sprague, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Washington, in the p of E. G. 
Pendleton, removed. 

George G. McNamara, to be postmaster at Port Townsend, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Washing ton, in the place of 
A. F. Learned, removed. 

George H. Watrous, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the 
county of Whatcom and State of Washington, in the place of S. 
H. Keeler, resigned. 

Oliver P. Hanna, to be postmaster at Sheridan, in the county 
yoming, the appointment of a post- - 
master for the said office having, by law, h vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, December 7, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

DEFICIENCY, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiencies 
in appropriations for the Government Printing Office, submitted 


1893. 
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by the Government Printer; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF INTRUDERS, CHEROKEE OUTLET. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation for the appraisal of improvements and removal of 
0 8 He in the Cherokee Outlet, submitted by the Secretary of 
the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ENLISTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICE CLERKS, 

TheSPEAKER laid before the House aletter from the Secretary 
of War, inclosing acopy of Executive Document 199 and a draft 
of a bill, with a favorable recommendation, relative to the en- 
listment of general service clerks for the pat and cavalry 
schools at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and the artillery school at 
Fortress Monroe, Va. 

The SPEAKER. This will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I did not catch the title of the 
communication with reference to the artillery school at Fortress 
Monroe. Should not that go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title again. 

The Clerk again reported the title. 

The SPEAKER. This will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ANNUAL REPORT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War,transmitting the report of the Quarter- 
master-General of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1893. 

The SPEAKER. This will be referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. S er, ought not that to go to 
the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was informed that it had in pre- 
vious years been referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department. The inclination of the Chair would be 
to send it to the Committee on Military Affairs, and the Chair 
will refer it to the Committee on Military Affairs. Theaccom- 
panying documents will not be printed unless the committee de- 
sire it, as they are quite voluminous. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well; let it be so ordered. 


TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL ENCAMPMENT, GRAND ARMY OF THE 
REPUBLIC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a supplementary statement of requi- 
sitions issued in favor of the late chairman of the citizens’ execu- 
tive committee, pent sien national encampment, Grand Army 
of the Republic, together with an additional list of expenditures; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CIVILLAN ENGINEERS, IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a statement showing the 
name of each civilian engineer employed in the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, compensation, and where employed, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Treasurer of the United States,transmitting copies of the accounts 
rendered to and settled with the First Comptroller for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893. 

The SPEAKER. This will be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, The accompanying documents will not be 
printed unless their printing is requested by the committee after 
they are referred. They are very voluminous. 

CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases referred to 
the court under the Bowman act in which the claimant was not 
loyal to the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting his annual report to Congress; which 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

E. L. CURRIER AND GEORGE JENISON. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from the Com- 

mittee on Accounts, and ask for its immediate consideration. 


XXVI——7 


The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to 8 E. L. Currier and George Jeni- 
son as special messengers, to be employed generally in and about the busi- 
ness of the House, d the Fifty-third Congress, commencing with the 
first regular session of said Congress, and who shall be paid a salary of #100 
per month out of the contingent fund of the House until other provision 
shall be made for such payment by order of the House or of Congress.” 

The Committee on Accounts, towhom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution, haying duly considered the same, recommend its „ inasmuch 
as it makes no increase in the present force of the House, and it has been 
the custom of previous Houses to give recognition to the minority of the 
House on the Doorkeeper's roll. 

The resolution was d to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


was laid on the table. 
ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr.RUSK. Mr. Speaker, Ihave another report from the Com- 

mittee on Accounts for immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives be, andis hereby, authorized to employ one 
clerk at $1,200 per annum, and three laborers at $720 per annum each; that 
the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, authorized to — de eight 
folders at $900 per annum each, and four folders, during the sess 
per month each; that the Postmaster of the House be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized toemploy Uee monen . at $1,200 per annum each, and two mes- 
sengers during the session at 8100 per month each; and that the Clerk of the 
House be directed to pay the above employés outofthe contingent fund of 
the House until they are otherwise provided for. 

Resolved, eee That the board of Capitol poupe be authorized to em- 
ploy six additional policemen at a salary of $1,100 per annum each, and four 
additional watchmen at a salary per annum each, one-half of which 
salary shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until otherwise 
provided for; ovided, That the Senate agrees to pay the other half of the 
expenses of the additional policemen or watchmen. 

Mr. RUSK. The committee recommend a substitute for that 
resolution. . 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, having considered the accompan: reso- 
lution, offer the following in lieu thereof, and recommend the pony of the 


same: 

Resolved by the House of entatives of the United States, That the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, authorized to employ one 
clerk at $1,200 per annum, to be assigned to the disbursing department of 
the Clerk’s office, and two laborers at $720 per annum each; that the Door- 
keeper of the House be, and is hereby, authorized to employ signs folders 
d the session, and one month thereafter, at 875 per month each; that the 
Postmaster of the House be, and is hereby, autho: to employ one mes- 
senger at $100 month and one laborer at 875 per month . the ses - 
sions of the Fifty-third Congress; and that the Clerk of the House be di- 
rected to pay the above employés out of the contingent fund of the House 


until otherwise provided for. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a few mo- 
ments in connection with this report. It will be observed that 
there is a marked difference between the substitute of the com- 
mittee and the original resolution. The original resolution was 
offered at the suggestion of the officers of the House, who thought 
the increase of force set forth in the resolution was n in 
their respective departments to bring the offices up to a proper 
standard of efficiency. The committee investigated the matter 
very carefully, and the pending substitute which they recom- 
mend for adoption is the result of that inquiry. 

They find in the Clerk’s office that the force is inadequate as 
far as the disbursing department is concerned, the clerks being 
required frequently to work at nights and on Sundays to keep up 
the businessof the office. This has been especially the case since 
the provision went into effect authorizing the employment of 
clerks by members. x 

The Clerk of the House has eighteen or nineteen rooms under 
his control and has no force whatever for the janitor's work. 
The clerks of the House have heretofore contributed themselves 
to have this work done; and it was thought proper, in view of 
the N to allow two laborers to be provided for that 
service. 

So far as the office of the Postmaster is concerned, after an 
investigation made by an inspector from the General Post-Office 
Department and in accordance with his recommendation, it is de- 
termined to allow the office two extra men, one to be assigned at 
the city post-office to prevent what has frequently occurred here- 
tofore, the blocking of mail matter there, and one extra man on 
the wagons. The original resolution asked for five. The com- 
mittee determined after their investigation to recommend the 
employment of two, believing the others can be dispensed with. 

In the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms there was a request for 
an increase of six in the Capitol police force and four watchmen. 
The committee determined in view of the examination made to 
make no increase in that direction. 

So far as the Doorkeeper's department is concerned, it has been 
usual during the second or third month of each regular session 
to increase the force by twelve or fourteen men to do the work 
of the folding room. The Doorkeeper, however, preferred the 


of 
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assignment of a less number if they were given to him at an 
earlier stage in the session; and we have, therefore, recom- 


mended the employment of eight du the session and for one 
month thereafter. The Doorkeeper of the present Co: 

finds himself unusually burdened with work by reason of the 
extra session, having upwards of one million of speeches to fold 
ready for shipment, and there are other documents in large 
numbers to be handled. As I have said, he prefers. to have a 
smaller number of men assigned at once, and the committee, 
therefore, recommend the employmentofeight. In point of ex- 
penditure the salary of the eight will amount to no more 

the salary for the larger number if emplogod at the usual time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RUSK. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand from the reading of the reso- 
3 it provides for an additional clerk in the office of the 
Clerk? 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. 4 

Mr. KILGORE. [understand that under recent i Sieger 
the regulation providing for the printing of the enrolled bills— 
that under that provision we are able to mse with three or 
four clerks in the office of the Clerk of the House. It occurs to 
me. therefore, that it will be unnecessary to increase the force 
in the Clerk's office at this time. There is no longer any neces- 
sity for these enrolling clerks. I know something about this 
matter, having been on the committee, and I would like to have 
the gentleman explain why it is considered necessary to have 
an noron force when the work has been greatly reduced re- 
cently. 

Besides, I would like to suggest to the gentleman that itlooks 
to me as if we were going along rather recklessly, considering 
that the Government is “broke e go into bankruptey 
as soon as the bankrupt bill gets through! [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUSK. In response to the gentleman, I will state that 
the Clerk of the House was before our committee on several oc- 
casions, and insisted that it was absolutely necessary to havean 
extra man in the disbursing office in order to keep up the ac- 


counts. 

Mr. SAYERS. When the Clerk of the House was before the 
committee, was it not prior to the passage of the joint resolution 
authorizing the E ipi of engrossed and enrolled bills? 

Mr. RUSK. Probably it was. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then I suggest to the gentleman that he with- 
draw that portion of the resolution referring to this extra clerk 
until the matter can be inquired into more thoroughly. 

Mr.RUSK. Let the gentleman move tostrike out that clause. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well; in order that the Committee on 
Accounts may have an saber to inquire into the necessity 
of an additional clerk in the Clerk’s office, in view of the passage 
of the joint resolution for the printing of e and enrolled 
bills, I move to strike out so much of the resolution as provides 
for an additional clerk in the Clerk's office. 

Mr. RUSK. That amendment is acceptable to me. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “one clerk at $1,200 per annum, to be assigned to the 
disbursing department of the Clerk's office, and.“ 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, if some one will move to strike out the 
balance it will be all right. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Rusk] will allow me a moment, I would like to sa 

Mr. RUSK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 


nois. 

Mr. CANNON of TUinois. I merely wanted to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the force of this House is not now larger with- 
out this increase than it ever has been? 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir; the force of the House at present is 
the same as at the last session, less the extra folders who were 
then employed. Counting those extra folders, the force of the 
last House was larger than that of the present House. We are 
e for eight of these folders as against fourteen pro- 
vided for in the last House. 


8 and one on the wagons; and this has been done in 
erance of the report of an inspector from the Department, 
who considered these men re e. eee, in arder to pre- 
vent a blocking of the mails at the city post-office 


with probably one-half to two-thirds of the present force. 


I feel I ought to say that; I do not apprehend it will do any 
good after I have said it. Still I had hoped that in this era of 
“reform,” with our Democratic friends in complete possession of 
the Government and with a President who calis attention to the 
fact that there is a deficit in the Treasury, and that we have at 
last reached that point so long hoped and prayed for when there 
could be reform all along the line—I had hoped that the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Rusk] and my friend from Texas Mr. 
SAYERS], and in fact the Democracy generally, would make that 
reform—and would begin right here in our midst where, it 
seems to me, it is quite as badly needed as elsewhere. 

Mr. RUSK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 

r. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] will give me his attention. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me quite strange 
that the gentleman from Illinois during the Fifty-first Congress, 
when he had control of this matter, should not have reformed 
and reduced this force to one-half, as he thinks might be done 
now. Lam disposed, however, to coneur with the gentleman 
that there ought to bea thorough reo zation of the force 
both of the Senate and the House; I believe that a reduction 
could be effected, and that after such reduction the work would 
be more efficiently done. But I hope the gentleman before he 
begins to criticise this side of the House will recall the admin- 
istration of his own party in the Fifty-first Congress and will 
explain to the House why he and his political associates did not 
then do what he complains of the Democrats for not doing now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, If my friend will allow me—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the Reporter will add the gentle- 
man from Illinois smilingly said, thus and so,” it will make this 
debate more easily understood. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, 
what else could I do but so smile, in the presence of 100 majority 
on that side of the House. And I will say to my friend, when he 
refers to the reform that is being made upon what was done in 
the Fifty-first Congress, we had a bare majority 

Mr. DOCKERY. Which was rapidly increased. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And we did accomplish a great deal 
by beneficent legislation, as I think; but we were the wicked 
e long in power, that you have at last overthrown; 
and now it seems to me that it is time that you bring forth some 
fruits along with your profession; and I wanted to stir up your 
pure minds by way of remembrance. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will remind the gentleman that his small 
majority was very rapidly increased. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will permit me to say 
that he had an opportune occasion, when we put two Repub- 
licans on the roll a minute ago, to make these comments. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to state, to correct 
the im that we are ing a great increase in the force 
of the House, that the committee declined to act on the resolu- 
tion which was referred to it, or report it favorably, which did 
make a marked increase, and that we only repor in favor of 
making an increase that we deemed absolutely necessary to prop- 
erly perform the duties the House has imposed on the various 
officers of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman in charge of the meas- 
ure state to the House the increase, both as to number and 
amount, carried by this proposition over the force of the Fifty- 
second Congress? 

Mr. RUSK. In the Clerk’s office we allow three messengers 
at $720 each; in the post-office there is an increase of one mes- 
senger at $1,200 and another at $900. In the Doorkeeper’s office, 
instead of allowing fourteen men during three orfour months of 
the session, for the remainder of the session, we have allowed 
eight men from the beginning of the session. The amount in 
full will probably be less than the fourteen men usually borne on 
the roll for a few months, 

8 ea 1 How about the laborers employed about the 
apitol: 

Mr. RUSK. We have allowed three laborers in the Clerk's 


office. 

Mr. MORSE. Has not the inerease of the force been necessi- 
tated by the increase of the membership of the House? 

Mr. RUSK. The increase of membership, of course, always 
tends to create a necessity for an increase in the force to do the 
work. We have been as careful as possible, and have only al- 
lowed men who are absolutely necessary, The total number is 
two in the post-office, two in the Clerk’s office, and eight under 


the Doorkeeper, as against fourteen for the latter part of the 
session. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What-is the net increase in numbers? 

Mr. RUSK. It would not be a net increase, but a decrease. 


We appoint twelve men instead of fourteen which are usually 
allowed to the Doorkeeper at a later period of the session, and 
this session there is a special necessity for it, because all the 
work of the extra session is now in the hands of the Doorkeeper. 
Formerly there has been no necessity for such an increase until 
the second or third month of the regular session, because Con- 
gress would not get to work until January. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman state the total number 
of the employés of the House during the Fifty-second Congress? 

Mr. RUSK. I can not state the total number. We propose 
the appointment of twelve people in all. I ask the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was vassed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution will lie on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the standing commit- 
tees for reports. A 

The committees were called. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 88), providing for the payment of salaries and 
expenses of additional deputy colléctors of internal revenue to 
carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 
1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 3544) to amend an act entitled An act to forfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of 3 and for other purposes.” 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


* Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (S. R. 42), permitting Anson Mills, colonel of 
Regiment United States Cavalry, to acceptand exercise the func- 
tions of boundary commissioner on the part of the United States; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


SAN PEDRO HARBOR, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. CANNON of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of War is 
hereby directed to report to this House at the earliest practical moment the 
eee that it is feasible to obtain in the inner har bor at 
9 on the coast of Los Angeles County, Cal., and the probable cost 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think it should go to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The morning hour begins at half past 12, and the call rests 
with the Committee on Naval Affairs, who have a resolution be- 
fore the House. 

PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. DoCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
concurrent resolution, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


subject are in instances 
— — 
That a spe- 

U 
the House and three 
ted respectively by the Speaker of the 
‘tatives and the President of the Senate, whose duty it shall 
fully investigate and consider the entire subject of the rank, pay, and 
allother matters relating to the personnel of the Navy; to have power to 
send for persons and papers, sit during the recess, if any, and during the sit- 
ting of both Houses, and to report at any time after it convenes as be 
convenient what tps Sec ge ine any, is necessary 
reported by them simplify, 


p. codify, „FF 
the personnel of the Navy so far as may be found possible. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1a are made to 


under consideration in Committee of the Whole, the committee 
had divided upon a motion made by the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. MEYER] to report to the House the resolution as 
amended, with the recommendation that it do pass. Upon that 
division no quorum voted, and, pending the division, the morn- 
ing hour expired. The resolution, therefore, comes over for ac- - 
tion at this time, and the tellers will resume their 8. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, if there be no objection, I ask 
unanimous consent that before the count by tellers is resamed 
the report upon the coneurrent resolution be read. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. MEYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the concurrent 
resolution au the appointment of a joint committee to in 


pro: matérial of the Navy, 
the necessity of reorganization is becom more . Inasmuch 
asit isimpossible to deal adequately with the subject by reference to ons 
branch of the service, or with regard to especial cases, it is deemed that a 
jointcommittee, em to investigate fully and thoroughly and as a 
whole, can most s factorily ascertain the best method to remedy thedif- 
ficulties of thesituation. 


Various measures have been N e for the reo tion of the serv- 
ice. or a part of it. These canall be thus ee tare: relation to 
each other; and by this means 

E iragmentary re- 

Much conflict of opinion exists as to the organization and status of the 


¥ steamer: 
sat the highott pont ot by tno aclentthe but by sen WAS have beck 
8 e scientific, bu men who have been 
trained as, and who have the tical skill of, — dor England, whose 
actions aud systems are upon the most careful investigation and are 
the result of the most practical is gradually, it is claimed, coming to 
the plan of relying upon machinists forengine-room duty on her war ships; 
and it is now proposed to give them rank of warrant ollicers as a reward, 
and to 7 — them with a sense of their responsibilities for their im- 
portant duties. 

On the other hand, it is claimed that scientific and no others are 
competent to run modern engines. It is advanced, with much force, thata 
modern ä is a vast and —— . Be aligns’ and 

minds ure a perfect working parts, failure 

2 eee eee of ity, 

and nervous s u. t -officer chai with the 
care and supe: of this network oF sob Pome very 5 duties 
are not only of the highest importance, for upon depends the efficiency 
of the motive power, but they are at the same time arduous and dangerous, 
Manual labor and subordinat s are at his but he can not be e = 
where, and he should have the assistance of men and co: 
sioned lik share his responsibilities. 


of engines and devices y means of which steam, electrical, 
o the work of man: under this view, it would seem, 
en, to be a false economy to gonm an insuficient number of officers to 
control them. and hazardous to rely upon any but men of the highest and 
most thorough training. 
In reference to the line officers the 
is str and must convince any 


fication of laws must be made to prevent the mnel of the Navy 

m y Inefficient from co: ysis; and a cor- 
rect apprehension of the ous character of the exis evils, of their in- 
evitable effect, must be followed by the t some immediate 
remedy is needed. 


1. to an excessive and enormous number of 
shipmen in 1841, very few were made from that 
have wholly disap; 
tired, a 


appointments as mid- 
year to 1846, and these few 
The survivors of 1841 date have very recently re- 
on of retirements has followed, correspon to the orig- 
appointing. This block to promotion has t disap- 
peared: analogous to this cause of difliculty and o in the same way, 
the fact that the number of officers now re! on 
those who entered between 1846 and 1859 is, owing to the civil war, consider- 
ably less than would n survive. In co’ mence of this the annual 
ret ents from the head of the list are now, and must for some years con- 
tinue to be, below normal, and promotions correspondingly fewer. 
2. By the act of August, 1882, a reduction of twenty-nine was made in the 
number of rear-admirals, commodores, captains, and commanders, This put 
omotion in ta ible vacancies; and these 


will, from this 
and one affec a part of the 
a very few years — took for its 


number 


During 
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number of officers were removed from the active 

and their places filled from the passed midshipmen of the Navy. The 
effect of this was to reduce the number of officers, below the eof lieu- 
tenant, from 258 in 1854 to 78 in 1857; rising in 1861 to no more than 91, among 
whom are included all graduated midshipmen. Under this state of things 
the war came, bringing a great number of tions from all grades of 
the Navy, creating at once a large number of vacancies in the grades from 
lieutenant upward, to fill which from the usual and proper sources of sup- 
ply there existed only the meager 5 of 91 junior officers. The great 
necessary expansion to the fleet increased the embarrassment of the De- 
partment for officers, and particularly for watch and division officers, to 
meet the emergency. The 5 simple character of the armaments 
of that day, and the fact that the enemy had no Navy with which to assume 
an active attitude, enabled the Government to supply its wants in a fairly 
satisfactory manner from the merchant marine; but, without in the least 
detracting from the zeal and maritime experience of the officers who flocked 
from the latter into the Navy, it was perfectly plain that such a lack of young 
men, trained to military habits and drill, would have been utterly disastrous 
had our ships been called upon to confront a regular service. 

To the experience of actual want for watch officers is to be attributed the 
natural but most inconsiderate policy which prevailed from 1860 to 1867, in- 
clusive, and to which the most serious features of the present distress are 
attributable, the numbers under instruction at the Naval Academy were 
kept at the highest possible limit, and the cadets pressed through to u- 
a with the utmost rapidity—the classes even being divided, acco’ g to 
the ap) t ability of certain members to be pushed through in a shorter 
time than the average. On the Ist of January, 1865, when the war was 
about to close, there were 455 midshipmen in the Academy, of whom, and 31 
others alread uated, a total of 486 had entered since the war began. 
In January, 1853, there were in the Academy 450, of whom 147 were in the 
lowest class. In that year 73 graduates entered the Navy. In January, 1867, 
the number at the e. te was 421, and in June there graduated 84. In 
June, 1868, ua 

It should have been evident as a matter at the most of simple calculation, 
that the service could not, under any ordinary conditions of waste, absorb 
suchlarge numbers and give them proper promotion. In 1862, the necessities 
of the war, and in 1866 a necessary reorga: tion, had each contributed to in- 
crease the numbers, and consequently the o eg, Aa promotion to gradu- 
ates. The head man of the 78 who graduated in 1 became a lieutenant in 
1872, as did 15 others of his class, at an average age ot 24. In 1893 they are still 
lieutenants at an age of 45. At the same time that this mass of graduates, 
80 disproportionate to the bable openings of the future, were rushed into 
the Navy, the dates of 1800 and 1861, f. within the congested period, 
were further increased by the admission of a number of officers from the 
volunteer navy, Whose services and proved ability were considered deserv- 
ing of such recognition on the part of the Government. 

oo few officers in one part of the list and too many in another, both op- 
erate to check promotion from below. The facts point to the same conclu- 
sion, viz: that In a healthily constituted service the rate of diminution in 
numbers from year to year should approximate to the rates calculated by 
actuary’s rules. 


Tee aan of which a 


ILLUSTRATIONS. 


The condition of the Navy but ten years hence, if the present system con- 
tinues, may be illustrated by the follo $ 
1. Of those who entered the service prior to 1860 there are now 18 who 
. will not have retired from age by the end of 1903. Calculation based upon 
statistics, made according to actuaries’ rules, show that this number will 
be reduced in ten years to 12. These 12 will be the 6 rear-admirals and 6 of 
the commodores. Of the 2% now 5 entered in 1860 to 1867, in- 
clusive, 22 will retire from age, leaving 273. e latter number will, by cas- 
ualties other than retirements from age, be reduced to not less than 180. 
This is also reached by calculation based upon statistics and made accord- 
ing to actuaries’ rules. The senior of these 180, who will be at the head of 
the date of 1850, will be the seventh commodore; and the junior, who will be 
at the foot of the date of 1867, will be the forty-fifth lientenant-commander. 
The latter officer will have been in the service thirty-five years, and if en- 
tered at the of 16 will be 5! years old.“ 

If the rate of advancement at this point of the list be placed at 10 per year 
(and this isa large allowance), this officer will reach the grade of commander 
$9} years after date of entry, and at the age of 55} years. He will have 6} 
years more of active service, during which he will pass through the grades 
of commander, captain, commodore, and rear-admiral. 

2 Seventy-seven commanders, all the lieutenant-commanders (74), and 22 
lieutenants, entered the service within a period of three years. Twenty-five 
years ago the senior of these commanders was at the head of the list of lieu- 
tenants(thatis 2numbers higher than the junior of these lieutenants now is. 

3. Part of the date of 1861, the date of 1862, and a part of the date of 1 
that is, practically, 2 classes, fill the entire grade of the lieutenant- com- 
manders through which it has taken the senior 10} years to pass. 

4. The twentieth and eighty-fourth commanders are one year apart in date 
ofentry. The difference between the dates of their commissions as com- 
manders is twelve years and six months. 

5. The head of the date of 1861, is a commander of seven years’ standing: 
the foot of the same date is No. 10, on the listof Heutenant-commanders. If 
the latter be promoted in one year there will be eight zoss difference in the 
dates of commissions of two officers ha the same length of service. 

Many illustrations might be cited, but this is deemed sufficient. 

In considering the effects upon the Navy of the existing conditions of the 
lists, which are partially illustrated by the examples just cited, the commit- 
tee wishes to give prominence to the evident truth that the great aim of 
every system of naval promotion should be to produce thoroughly efficient 
comman officers. The gathering of all the powers of a milit com- 

mand within the hull of a single moving body, making them wholly de- 
pendent for their exertions upon its movements, invests with singular im- 
portance the functions of the officer to whom those movements are intrusted; 
and the ability of any subordinate to use successfully the particular wea- 
pons committed to charge rests ultimately upon the manner in which 
the captain handles the ship, and the position in which he puts her. 

It is also . ed that from the conditions ot sea warfare the 
control of an over the individual vessels of his fleet has been, in 
battle, less than the controlof a [hep over the divisions of hisarmy. This 
is due to many conditions, but fiy to the necessity of immediate action 
in naval battles, which does not allow time for the transmission of particu- 
lar orders in an emergency. This condition, which has always obtained, is 
much enhanced by the greater power of movement possessed by modern ves- 
sels, and it can safely be affirmed that, while very much will ere upon 
the first tactical combinations of an admiral, the combat will y be de- 
termined by the power of initiation upon the part of captains to meet those 
emergencies of combat which the ad: can not ly foresee. 

So much depends upon the captain’s skill, and that s is made up of 
many factors, the presence of some of which, it must be confessed, can not 


All quotations of present number of officers from the Navy Register of 
January 1, 1893, 


always be affirmed before tested in battle. The oo order of fearlessness, 

ness, and presence of mind are only revealed by trial. But one factor, 
and that of the greatest importance to the average man, can be known and 
assured, and that is practice—the habit of commanding and directing the 
movements of a ship. Granting average original aptitude, and upon such 
an average only can A ices dispositions be based, the subsequent ability to 
command will depend almost wholiy upon the 3 for commanding, 
This implies, of course, a sufficientlength of time in command rank, and recog- 
nizes 5 the aptitude of youth to acquire habit, and the growing in» 
8 on of advan years torise to tasks and responsibilities unknown 
to its earlier age. This implicit recognition should receive explicit avowal 
by prescribing a minimum age at which command rank should be reached, 
as well as by providing a oe of vessels adequate to impose constant 
practice of sea service and drill upon officers in command rank. 

Unquestionably much might be accomplished in the direction of giving 

command at an early age, and so the necessary habit by a system 

of purely personal selection, similar to that employed habitually in private 
business life; but independently of the difficulty of recognizing, in time of 

ace, the best men for war, it is not possible to supply in governmental se- 
ec ion (unless in war) that pressure of immediate personal interest in the 

efficiency of the 8 selected, which, in other pursuits, corrects the ten- 
dency of favori . This is especially true in our country, where the in- 
uency of war places military interests at a discount, and, even in mili 
aff: tends to allow political influence to ponderate over military. It 
is certain that the apprehension of this predominance mainly accounts for 
3 heretofore manifested in the Navy to promotion by selec- 
Nevertheless, selection of some sort and by some rule must be applied if 
command rank is to be reached at an age when responsibility can be assumed 
and readily formed, and the habit of command readily formed and efficiently 
acquired. A selection by age is already operative almost every naval 
service. In our own, for over twenty-five years back, the retirement of of- 
Sone io 62 has been a practical selection against them and in favor of their 
Under some form of qualifications a selection by age or length of sery- 
ice based upon mgd ages seems to be the means best Suse to obtain the 
great desideratum, the one ee eas essential to an efficient service, 
viz, command at a specified minimum age, assuring a career as captains and 
admirals of an average sufficient le of time to give a well-formed habit 
ofcommand and practice in hand ships among the officers of those 
grades. Unless selection in some form is practiced, it necessarily follows, 
from the promotion of officers under command rank to those holding it, that, 
with the best distribution of numbers among the es, promotion by se- 
niority alone will gradually advance the age at which command is reached, 
until a condition of block will recur similar to that now existent The lat- 
ter is simply an enormous 5 a caricature, ot the evils resulting 
from promotion by seniority alone. 
The effects upon junior officers, junior, that is, in rank up to the verge of 
late middle life, can 3 understood by those unfamiliar with the 
service and the eory ofa captain’s responsibility. The th 
is that the captain is always on duty and at all times msible; whatever 
is done another is,so far as responsibility goes, done by him. 
theory, which is apparently inseparable from the unity essential to all mili- 
tary command, works in two ways. The captain shrinks from permitting 
to others, his juniors, the charge of movements. If harm results he will be 
responsible to the De ent. The junior shrinks from assuming any re- 
E without the express 8 which the captain is unwilling 
to give. Thus is unconsciously but inevitably formed on the part of the 
1 — a habit of constant reference, in cases of even slight difficulty, to the 
udgment of another, andofconstantdisregard of his own judgment. Upon 
pan to command rank the change of position is violent, but the old 

abit remains: and if the S pph place late in life the habit will not be 
thrown off with the ease of ear years, if atall. If it remain in the com- 
mon form of self-distrust, lack of confidence in one's own judgment, it con- 
stitutes a very serious defect in that efficiency of the commanding officers, 
to produce which has been asserted to be, as it undoubtedly is, the great aim 
of any system ot promotion. 

“T consider it a great advantage,” wrote the late Admiral Farragut, to 


obtain command young; having observed as a general t that persons 
who come into authority late in life shrink from responsibility, and often 
break down under its weight.” (Life of Admiral Farragut, 81.) 
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By the conditions thus shown the United States Navy has reached a state 
oft which during the next twenty years must exist ina most 
vated form. Nor is this all, for the officers who thus reach command and 
flag rank at a very advanced age will also have so short a period to remain 
in them they will neither have time to change their habit, nor the induce- 
ment to do so, arising from a reasonable lengthof active career before them. 

Itis, therefore, now high time to seek and apply a remedy. If much lon- 
ger delayed the efficiency of our Navy will assuredly be jeopardized. 


ENLISTED MEN OF THE NAVY. 


Much can be and should be done toimprove the status of the enlisted men of 
the Navy. Under the present method and system the service offers but few 
ifany rewards for them. They are its bone and sinew, and yet the opportu- 
nities for advancement are more difficult than exist under many of the mon- 
archical governments of the Old World. However nigh may be his qualifi- 
cations, however great his zeal and worth, even thoug he may possess and 
have uired all the attributes essential for an officer’s duties, a commission 
is denied him. A petty officer's badge, or at the most the warrant of a gun- 
ner, is the extreme limit of his preferment. 

The American youth of spirit, proud of his country and its fres institu- 
tions, finds no allurement in a service which thus bars to him its glittering 
and highest prizes. Promotions from the ranks are quite frequent in the 
Army, and these opportunities have undoubtedly attracted a better element 
into its ranks. W y should we not, in democratic America, apply a similar 
system to the Navy? 

Now, our vessels are manned mainly by foreign seamen. Our American 
boys of stamina and spirit will not enlist unless they see some hope, some 
encouragement that an officer’s commission is not beyond the reach of the 
meritorious Seaman. 

MEASURES OF ENCOURAGEMENT TO REMAIN IN THE NAVY. 

Some system of retirement after long and continuous service would make 
it more attractive, and by some such action a remedy may be found for the 

resent necessary employment of foreigners and aliens to man our warshi 

e Navy of our country should be manned fye loyal and patriotic you! 
representing its best Ls ggg manhood, a bulwark of strength and mo: 
force, such as contributed to its glory and success in its earlier history, and 
— . — gave to its ranks a John Paul Jones, and a Bainbridge, a Hull, and a 
e. 


bl 
Your committee recommend the passage of the concurrent resolution. 
The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 
ane committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 130, 
noes 8, 
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Mr. KILGORE. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the Clerk will call the 


roll. 
The roll was called and the following-named members failed 


to respond: ‘ 
Abbott, Crain. Jones, Richardson, Mich. 
Aitken, Dalzell, oy, Robinson, 
Apsley, De Forest, Kem, Ryan, 
Babcock, * Kribbs, Scranton, 
Baker, Kans. Edmunds, Lapham, Sherman, 
dwin, lis, Ky. Lisle, Sickles, 

Belden, Epes, Livingston, Sipe, 
Bell, Colo. Fellows, Lockwood, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Tex. thian, Maddox, Somers, 
Bower, N. C. Fletcher, Magner, Springer, 
Bowers, Cal. Forman, M Stall 
Branch, Funston, Ma Strait, 
Brattan, Gerry, McCall, Sw: n. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gillett. Mass. McCleary, Minn. ‘Talbott, Md. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, McKaig, rsney, 
Brown, G McKeighan, Tawney, 
Bunn, Gresham, — 0 p A Taylor, Tenn. 
Burnes, Grosvenor, M. t Tyler, 
Bynum, Hammond, Millixen, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 

tti, Hare, Money, Wanger, 
Catchi 5 Neill, Warner, 
Chick A Hartman, Newlands, * m, 
Childs, Heard, O Ferrall, Wever, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, il. Page, Wheeler, III 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, lowa i 
Cogsw Ho ker, Mis Pendleton, T Woodard.” 

‘eli, ooker, 8. endleton, Tex. 

Com Hooker, N. Y. Powers, Wright, 
Soon Wis. Hopkins Pa. re 

* * 
Cousins, Houk, Tenn. Reed, 


The . . Pursuant to the rule the committee will 
now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union having had under consider- 
ation a concurrent resolution of the House providing for a joint 
committee to investigate the personnel of the Navy, had found 
itself without 3 whereupon the Chairman directed 
the roll to be called, and now reported to the House the names 
of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The roll call showing the presence of a quo- 
rum, the committee under the rule will resume its session. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, as it is within three minutes 
of the time, I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be 
considered as having expired. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. LIVINGSTON, for this day, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES], I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
further consideration of the bill known as the bankruptcy bill. 

The motion was oe to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uni- 
form rem of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire how much 
time remains on both sides? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY 
has an hourandahalf; the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES 
an hour and forty-three minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I had agreed to divide the time 
F to me into three parts; but the gentlemen with whom 
I had ethe division have declined to take the part allotted to 
them, and insisting that it shall all be consumed in a single 
speech againstthe pending bill, they have very kindly devolved 
it upon me to close the discussion for our side. 

In almost every community in this land to-day there are men 
hopelessly involved in debt—so hopelessly, indeed, that their 
creditors indulge no reasonable expectation of receiving any 
payment; and the unfortunate debtors themselves, realizing how 
impossible it is to pay everything, are making no effort to pay 
1 Many of these men are e intelligent, and 
honest; but under this enfeebling paralysis of debt their energy, 
their intelligence, and their integrity, are lost as factors in the 
progress and development of their country. Each year increases 
their number and their despondency, and a to us more 
strongly to deliver them from a bondage which is almost as hu- 


miliating as personal servitude itself. I conceive that Congress 
was authorized to enact a bankrupt law to meet precisely a con- 
dition of this kind; and while I can not agree with gentlemen 


who maintain that because the ponar has bsen granted to Con- 
gress the Federal structure is therefore incomplete until it has 
beenexecuted, yet I do believe thatif there was ever any wisdom 
in conferring the power at all, there has seldom been greater 
need of its exercise than there is at the present time. 

It is true, sir, that the country has not recently experienced 
one of those sudden and violent financial shocks which some- 
times overwhelm thousands in a single convulsion; but within 
the last fifteen years we have suffered several stringencies, all 
of them more or less severe, and each counting its own victims, 
until the aggregate has grown to be a very considerable one. 
Even now we are undergoing a pressure which, though not as 
acute as others may have been, yet, when considered with refer- 
ence to its length as well as its severity, it is almost unparalleled 
in our history. These ‘financial perturbations,” as the Presi- 
dent calls them, have stranded many thousands of industrious 
andenterprising American citizens and left them in-a condition 
where their only refuge from their creditors is a bankrupt court, 
and their vat nope of an opportunity to earn and save a modest 
competence is a beneficent and wisely guarded bankrupt law. 
The eof such a law can work no possible detriment to the 
creditor, because as matters now stand the debtor will not and 
can not pay. Butif you unfetter his strength and he can here- 
after accumulate property, though he hold the judge’s certiti- 
cate of discharge, that does not prevent an honest man from 
paying his honest debts. r 

ut, Mr. Chairman, that is not the phase of the question upon 

to dwell, becausa I am confident that a 

yare as deeply impressed as I am with the 

pro r measure of relief. There are, how- 

ever, some very rad differences among us as to what consti- 

tutes a proper measure of relief; and that is the point to which 

1 desire to address myself during the time that I shall occupy 
thé attention of the House. 

Before proceeding to specify what I regard as the vices of the 
bill under consideration, I Will endeavor to briefly state what I 
consider ought to be the principal object and essential condition 
of all bankrupt legislation. In the first place, the law ought to 
be intended primarily for the benefit of debtors; but having 
emancipated them from their burdens, it ought then, of course, 
to provide for a fair, cheap, and speedy distribution of their as- 
sets among their creditors. I am perfectly sure that eight- 
tenths of the disinterested men in this country who would vote 
for a bankrupt law at all would vote for it upon this theory; and 
it was my own.concurrence in it which has proppe me to in- 
troduce a bill without any provision for involuntary bankruptcy. 

That bill was in such strict conformity with this view, it was 
so explicitin its terms, and would have been so simple in its op- 
eration, that the most serious criticism which the committee 
have ventured to make upon it is that it blends State and Fed- 
eral jurisdiction. Mr. Chairman, if that objection is well founded, 
it is a fatal one; and I would be the first man in this House to 
insist that no other merit could be sufficient to overcome it. 
But, sir, if that is the most convincing argument which its ad- 
versaries can urge nst it, [do not think thatit will be a very 
difficult task to vindicate it against their attack. ; 

The bill provides that any debtor owing $200 or more may 
make an assignment, valid according to the laws of the State, 
Territory, or district where he resides, and as to property sit- 
uated elsewhere, valid according to the law of the place where 
such property is situated. It further pfovides that this assign- 
ment shall include all of the debtor's property except such as 
may be exempt from forced sale under the law of his domicile, 
and shall be for the benefit of all his creditors without prefer- 
ence, except as to debts due for labor and to the State and Gen- 
eral governments. 

It further provides that a debtor having made this assign- 
ment can then file his petition in the Federal courts, alleging 
under oath a full 5 e with the law and praying to be dis- 
charged from all further liability for his debts. His creditors 
are cited to appear and are offered the opportunity to contest 
his right to this discharge. The Federal court has no more 
control over the debtor’s property than it might have over the 
property of any insolvent debtor under our existing laws. The 
only question submitted to it for its determination is the single 
and simple question whether the debtor has complied with the 
law in making hisassignment. If he has, the judge must dis- 
charge him; if he has not, the judge must refuse to discharge 
him. But in either event the administration of the bankrupt's 
propery is conducted exactly as that of an insolvent assignor to- 

y- Questions may arise pening its disposition which could be 
adjudicated either in the State or Federal courts, according as the 
interested parties mightselect the one forumorthe other. But 


which it is my pu 
majority of this 
necessity for some 
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while this is true under the bill which I have presented, it is not 
one whit more true than under our present law. 

This bill necessit ites no change in the forms of practice and 

ending now prevailing in the various States; it does not alter 

the remotest degree the time, the place, or the manner of 
settling insolvent estates; it creates no new office, fixes no new 
charges u the property, and establishes no newerime. Itsim- 

ply provides that when a debtor has surrendered all of his a 2 

erty for the benefitofall his creditors he shall be entitled to o 
tain a judgment of acquittancein the Federal court, because the 
Federal court alone the power to pronounce such a judg- 
ment. How any gentleman can bring himself to believe that 
this mixes State and Federal authority I confess is entirely be- 
yond my comprehension. l 

Mr. Chairman, I do not hesitate to say that the bill which I 
have introduced—but for which I claim no credit, because it is 
the same bill 3 = 5 8 8 Congress 
bymy dist: ishedcolleage, the man of the Judiciary Com- 

mittee Tee one of the shortest, simplest, least 
vexatious, and most economical bankrupt laws ever proposed in 
this or in any other country, and at the proper time I shall offer 
this bill with some additions and omissions as a substitute for the 
pending me sure. 

Lassume, sir, that if all debtors were honest there could not be 
found a Representative on this floor who would contend for the 
cumbersome, complex, and costly system of involuntary bank- 
Sey provided for in the bill of the gentleman from Alabama 
1 . OATES) as t the simple, brief, and inex ive sys- 

m of voluntary repay A provided for in the bill which I 
shall offer as a substitute. But gentlemen have witnessed the 
occasional dishonesty of a debtor, and in order to protect credi- 
tors from their fraud, have worked themselves up to the point of 
advocating a measure which can be used to the great injury of 
honest men. I abhor dishonesty as much as they do, but the dif- 
ference between me and them is that I esteem it infinitely more 
Sawer to protect the honest debtor than it is to punish the 
dishonest one. Besides this, there is already in every State in 

the Union a law for the collection of debts and for the punishment 
of dishonest debtors. and I am not willing to add another one 
which can be and will be F Ree and ruin honestand 
responsible merchants. But, Mr. Chairman, there is nowhere 
any law under which an honest but unfortunate man can give up 
his property and be released from all of his debts; and there- 
fore I am willing to vote for one and give these men afair chance 
to begin life over again. 

Iam not perfectly certain, sir, but what the substitute is even 
better calculated to deal with dishonest debtors; for it appeals 
to their selfishness and offers them a reward for being honest. 
It plices them in this situation: before they can apply for a dis- 

they must make a surrender of all of their property. If 
they uct honestly in this transaction they receive their release. 
If they act dishonestly their property goes for the benefit of their 
creditors and they are still bound for the balance of their debts. 
Environed thus I believe that even the dishonest debtor would 
as a general rule, disgorge because he will perfectly understand 
that hon st behavior will bring him his release, while dishonest 
conduct would absorb his property without canceling his debts. 

Passing from this hurried review of the bill which I think the 
committee ought to have favored, but which they have recom- 
mended should lie on the table, and coming to the bill which 
they have reported with a favorable recommendation, I shall 
confine myself aue to a discussion of its second section, be- 
cause that embraces its most obnoxious features. 

It is pertinent, however, to observe in this connection—and 
this is my answer to the invitation so frequently extended by 
the gentleman from Alabama, that if we do not like the bill in 
its present form we ought to amend it—that these objectionable 
clauses are so interwoven with the entire text, and partake so 
closely of the nature of the bill that it is impossible to remove 
hen by amendment, because the bill is prepared in consonance 
with their spirit and to serve their purposes, and any material 
change in this particular would involve a complete revision of 


his whole plan. 
Taking the provisions for T in thesame 
order in which they appear in the we find that the very 


first subdivision recognizes three d ct and se te grounds, 
and each ground independent of all question of the debtor's sol- 
vency or insolvency, and without reference to his conduct, at the 
time the suit may be instituted. Clause 1 provides that— 
‘iceman, 8 shk — Bpen era tne os 7 ee! Within 2 months prior 
N his of business, residence, or domicile with intent 
to.avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his creditors. 


Five months ago adebtor might have found himself in a position 
that he did not want to face a judgment and he absented himself. 
He is back at his home to-day, coming in and going out of his 


place of business, with all of his property in full sight of the offi- 
cers of the law; and yetif a tor is willing to allege that five 
months ago he conc.aled himself, or that five months ago he de- 
parted and remained away from his place of business to avoid 
process, they can make him a bankrupt and administer upon his 
solvent estate. 

CLAUSE 2. 


The second ground is that a “‘ debtor has failed for thi ty days 
while insolvent to secure therelease of any property lovik upon 
under process of law for $500 or over, or if such property is to be 
sold under such process then until three days before the time 
fixed for such sale and until a petition is filed.” 

This second clause presents, if possible, a more serious objec- 
tion than the first; and the principle which it involves meno 
this, that whenever a man finds it impossible to meet his debts 
as they mature, his propariy shall be taken from his possession 
and control, and although he has made and is making no effort 
to conceal it, or to defraud his creditors, and although he has 
done and is doing no dishonest act, yet simply because he is un- 
fortunate and can not release that part of his property which has 
been levied upon, he is to be deprived of the management of his 
entire estate, and it must all be devoted to the tedious, expen- 
sive and wasteful process of administration in a bankrupt court. 
The hardship of that section becomes more apparent when 
reflect that on many occasions a man’s property is attac 
upon disputed claims. In some States his property can be at- 
tached in action of tort,and yet it is writtenin this bill of abom- 
inations that unless he releases the part of it which has been at- 
tached, his entire estate must ba put into bankruptcy, and he 
himself disgraced as a dishonest trader. 

Many lawyers of great ability and learning have doubted if 

ress does not exceed its power when it enacts a bankrupt 
law which includes a casa like this, and they contend that a 
bankrupt law, as understood by the men whoframed our Consti- 
tion, contemplated involuntary bankruptcy only in the case of 
fraudulent conduct on the part of a debtor. 

The debate on this provision in the Convention of 1789 was so 
very r that no satisfactory conclusion can be drawn from 
that. Indeed, the only two expressions which I have ever been 
able to find were, first, the very brief statement of Mr. Sher- 
man— 

That bankruptcies were in some cases punishable with death the laws 
ny Soong and he did not choose to grant a power by which that might be 


And the equally brief statement of Mr. Morris, that— 

This was an extensive and delicate subject; he would agree to it, because 
Red now no danger of abuse of the power by the Legislature of the United 

It is certainly true that in England bankrupt laws were orig- 
inally intended to reach dishonest and absconding traders, and 
they were regarded as penalin their nature. It was this cir- 
cumstance which provoked Lord Coke to declare that the Eng- 
lish people had“ fetched as well the name as the wickedness of 
bankrupts from foreign nations.” 

The eral judge for the district of Missouri, in an elaborate 
n held the law of 1841 unconstitutional, upon the ground 
that the only kind of a bankrupt law which Congress could pass 
was one modeled upon the English system, but Mr. Justice Cat- 
ron, of the Supreme Court, su uently announced a different 
rule, and declared that the Constitutional Convention had in 
view the State laws as well as the English statutes. My own 
opinion is that the power of Congress over the subject is, within 
its other limitations, plenary; but, waiving all question as to 
the extent to which Congress may go, I affirm that it is a gross 
abuse of the power to provide that an honest man, simply because 
heis unfortunate and finds himself unable to pay his debts, shall 
be dragged into the courtsand made abankrupt against his will 
There is not a gentleman on this floor who does not very well 
understand that there has always existed, and always will exist, 
a prejudice against a man who once becomes a bankrupt, and 
every honest citizen ought to be spared that odium unless he is 
willing himself to attach it to his name. The debtor's miscon- 
duct ought to be punished; but it is wanton cruelty to aggravate 
his misfortunes by supplementing his pecuniary losses with the 
stigma of involuntary bankruptcy. 

CLAUSE NO, 4 

Clause No. 4 makes an assignment without preference, and for 
the benefit of all creditors alike, a ground for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy. In other words, it makes an act which is now lawful in 

State in this Union, a ground for this harsh proceeding. 
If bill should become a law, an insolvent debtor might owe 
citizens of his own State, and might have sufficient property to 

y such a per cent of his indebtedness as is provided in the 
State laws shall be sufficient to discharge him; and yet, if he 
were to make an assignment of all his p rty for the equal 
benefit of all his creditors, stripping even of his exemp- 


| | 
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tions and leaving his tvife and children homeless, yet under | 
this bill his creditors could force him intoa bankrupt court 
without the slightest allegation of fraud against him. 

Surely a moment's: re‘lection will deter this House from sub- 
jecting an unfortunate man to this criminal process for having 
done a perfectly honest and lawful act. What good reason can 
be given for such a course? Statistics show that creditors re- 
ceive better dividends from assignments made under State in- 
solvent laws than they do under Federal bankrupt laws, and 
it can not, therefore, be possible that this procedure is expected 
to directly secure better financial results. What then can be the 
pu of it? Is it an indirect result which they aim to accom- 
plish? The true explanation of it is thatthe bill will subject the 
retail dealers of the country to a species of judicial duress, and it 
can be used to core them into doing the wholesale merchant's 

ing. If the retail debtor refuses to comply with the whole- 
sale creditor’sdemand, it transfers the controversy to the Federal 
courts, and this factis relied on to bring the recalcitrant debtor to 
terms. For years there has been a growing tendency in all of 
the great centers of trade to decry State tribunals and State 
laws, and many gentlemen of the bar who have been extensively 
employed by wholesale merchants have joined in this unjust and 
indiscriminate disparagement of the courts in their own States. 
This deliberate effort to destroy public confidence in the State 
judiciary has been repeated so often, and with such emphasis, that 
many men have come to doubt both their justice and their wisdom. 
This bill crystallizes that sentiment into law, and its evident 
p is, as itsinevitable effect must be, to denude State tribu- 
nals of their proper jurisdiction, and to concentrate the entire 
commercial business of the country in the Federal courts. This 
means that the fees which have heretofore gone to the support 
of State and county officials must henceforth go to the vast army 
of functionaries which it creates. This would be bad enough if 
it stopped here, but this is not all, nor is it the worst. The 
change is pregnant with a greater mischief. It remits all ques- 
tions arising out of mercantile transactions to Federal judges for 
decision, and this means that the whole body of our commercial 
law is to be revolutionized. 

I may exaggerate the importance of this point, but unless 
Democrats have been playing the 5 in their imme- 
morial resistance to the extension of the eral judiciary, itis 
not easy to compute the possibilities of evil with which this bill 
is fraught. It ought to be styled a bill to convert Federal courts 
into debt-collecting agencies. 

CLAUSE NO. . 

Clause No. 5 is an effort to legislate, in an indirect way, against 
a practice which many of us believe to be hurtful, but which 
may or may not have the slightest reference to the solvency or 
misconduct of the man who engages init. If there is any de- 
sire on the part of Congress, and if Congress possesses the power 
to suppress trading of this kind, it ought to be done in an open 
and direct way, and not be made a part of a bill which has no 
necessary connection with the evil. 


CLAUSE 6, 


Clause 6 provides for involuntary bankruptcy where the debtor 
attempts, either by an assignment or by process of law, to give 
one creditor a preference over another. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is a legislative decree that hereafter all 
debts shall stand upon exactly the same footing, As for my part, 
Ido not belive that it is true in morals, and I do not believe that 
itought to be made true in law, that all debts are of equal ob 
tion. Certainly all of them bind the conscience of the debtor to 
pay them if he can, but there has been an almost unanimous 
agreement among men for centuries that debts contracted for 
trust funds, and debts incurred to creditors who have dealt with 
the debtor for his accommodation and not for their profit, are 
of higher sanctity than other debts. 

Indeed, I ean conceive a.cass where both debts are contracted 
in the usual course of trade and where profit was equally the 
incentive of both creditors, and yet any honest man would pre- 
fer to pay one rather than the other. e instance which pre- 
sentsitselfto my mind is this: If I owed $5,000 to a man who pos- 
sessed nothing else and I owed $25,000 to a man who was many 
times a millionaire, and I found myself in such a situation that 
it was impossible to pay them both, I would not hesitate a single 
moment about my duty. I would pay the man who would be re- 
duced to poverty by my failure to pay, and I would leave unpaid 
the man who could suffer the loss without the least inconven- 
ience, or even an abatement of the luxuries which he now enjoys. 

There is still another case,.and one of frequent occurrence. 
It often happens that a business man finds himself embarrassed 
by being unable to readily realize upon his property. In such a 
contingency he goes to some friend, lays before him his financial 
condition, and solicits the advance of a sum sufficient to tide him 
over his present difficulties, and the friend consents to aid him 


upon an agreement that if the debtor finds it impossible to safely 
adjust his matters, he will under all circumstances protect the 
man who loans him the money, not for profit, but purely for the 
sake of helping him. If you make an act like that a quasi crimi- 
nal one, as this bill does, thousands of honest merchants will 
hereafter find themselves forced into bankruptcy because they 
could not procure an accommodation at the critical time when 
it would have saved both their credit and their fortune. 

And again: It frequently happens that one man indorses for 
another without the least thought of pecuniary advantage, and 
I undertake to say that there is not an honest man who does not 
feel in his heart that the debt upon which his friend is securit 
is of higher obligation than the one to some other man whic 
represents less.t the profits which were made on the trans- 
action in which it was given. 

Permit me to state an illustration that will enforce my position 
better than any argument I can make. Suppose the gentleman 
from Alabama had bought a piece of property in the city of 
Birmingham three years ago for $50,000 and that he had paid 
$20,000 in cash, and given his three notes for $10,000 each, stipu- 
lating that the failure to pay one should mature all. When the 
first became dus, he found it impossible to meet it, it was extended 
until now and the creditor demands payment; but in the de- 

ressed condition of the market he can not pay; the creditor 
In default advertises and sells under his deed of trust, and bids 
it in—as he easily could do at the present time for $20,000, thus 
leaving a balance due upon the notes of $10,000, and the interest. 
Now mark the result of this. 

The creditor was paid $20,009 when the property was pur- 
chased, but under the depreciation in market values he has been 
able to keep the purchaser's $20,000; to bay the property in at 
a forced sale, to leave the purchaser still in debt to him. 
Now let us go a step further and 2 that when the gentle- 
man was raising the 820,000 to e the initial payment, he 
found it necessary to borrow 85,000, and a friend had indorsed 
his note for that sum. It is impossible for him to pay that note 
on which his friend is security and to pay the $10,000 balance on 


the property. 
Will any man contend that thecreditor who has his $20,000 in 


money and the property also should be permitted to share the 


remnantof his estateequally with the creditor to whom his friend 
is an accommodation indorser? The question answers itself. 
There may be men who will vote to let him do so, but there is 
not a man amongst us who will have the hardihood to rise and 
8 95 ought to doso. 

ut, sir, there is a stronger case than all these. Suppose a 
widow, feeling her incompetence to m her own affairs and 
realizing how helpless she would be if her little fortune should 
be swept away, were to intrust it to her dead husband's friend, 
thinking it would be safer with him than with other people. His 
business might then be prosperous and he might not be willing 
to impair his credit by recording a mortgage for her security. 
Indeed, his condition might be such at that time as to render 
such precaution unnecessary, and yetthe whirligig of Time,which 
brings in hisreverses as well as his revenges, might soon reduce 
the prosperous merchant to the point whero he found it im 
sible to pay all of his debts. Will any man insist that the New 
York wholesale merchant who-had dealt with him for years 
purely for the profit of his trade,and who had realized immense 
profits upon his sales to the unfortunate debtor, should be paid 
equally with the widow? 

Will any man contend for such a proposition as that? The 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], in the course of his 
speech upon this subject at the last session, said, with some 
show of indignation, that the law recognizes no distinction be- 
tween rich and poor creditors, and he seemed to think that a 
satisfactory answer to this suggestion which I then made. But 
the gentleman misunderstood my proposition. I haveneversaid 
and [ do not now say that the law ought to establish these dis- 
tinctions, but what I said then and what I say now is, that the 
law ought to permit the debtor himself to make them if he de- 
sires to do so. This is no innovation. It is no novel doctrine. 
It is consonant with the principles of the common law, which 
during its long growth of centuries has attained the perfection of 
reason as well as of justice. If he is right, then, sir, the wisest 
judges and the most upright chancellors that ever adorned the 

nch in this country and in England have for two hundred 
years been wrong, but if I err, I do so with men in whose com- 
pany it can be no discredit to be found. 

The difference between us is perhaps more a difference of le- 
gal training than of moral fiber. The gentleman from Louisiana 
was trained in the civil law, which regards the property of the 
debtor as a trust fund in which all his creditors must equall 
share. I studied the common law, which permits a man in fail- 
ing circumstances to discriminate among his creditors and to 
prefer those having the highest or most peculiar claims upon him. 
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I am willing that a debtor who prefers one creditor over an- 
other should be denied the benefit of a discharge from the debt 
which he has postponed. But when we have gone this far we 
have gone far enough. In ordinary cases the desire to be re- 
lieved will be an ample inducement to prevent all preferences, 
but in extraordinary cases the debtor should befree to judge the 
moral obligation upon him, and if in respecting that he pays one 
creditor and leaves others unpaid, it is sufficient to exclude him 
from the benefit of the law. 

I think an American citizen oughtto be left some option even 
in dealing with his creditors. Ido not believe he ought to be 
reduced to a state of pupilage, or put in a judicial strait-jacket 
and compelled to do oe according to the directions of a 
statute. I believe in allowing himsome choice; and if youdeny 
him the benefaction which the Constitution has provided he 
may enjoy, unless he consents to let the rich, who possess no es- 
pecial claim upon him, share equally with the poor, to whom he 
owes everything and who would be ruined by a failure on his 
part to meet his obligations to them, then I believe that most 
of the honest debtors of this land would prefer to remain in their 
present condition. 

These peculiar and’ extraordinary cases will occur, and they 
have occurred in the lives of most of us. Many of us have been 
under obligations which we would have canceled, if in so doing 
we should leave ourselves steeped in poverty to our lips for the 
remainder of our lives; and I simply plead for the right of the 
American citizen to respect the moral obligations which all men 
must recognize and every man ought religiously to keep. 

CLAUSE 10. 

Clause 10 probably finds its proper place by coming last, for 
it is the crowning y of an infamous section. It provides 
that an insolvent person who has suspended and not resumed for 
thirty days the paymentof his commercial paper, aggrega 
$500 and over, may be made a bankrupt. It been attempte 
to mitigate the rigor of this section by a special definition of the 
word“ insolvent,“ in what has been aptly called the dictio 9 
of this bill. In the bill as reported to the last Congress, this 
clause stood exactly as it now appears, without any attempt to 
define insolvency.“ 

Under it as then 9 80 per cent of the business men in 
America to-day could be despoiled of their property. Not that 
I intend to say that 80 per cent of our business men are insol- 
vent within the sheng meaning of the term, but I do say that 
more than 80 per cent of them are insolvent within the meanin 
of that word as understood in bankrupt legislation. It does not 
mean that a man must have less property than enough to pay 
his debts, but within the meaning of a bankrupt law any man 
who can not meet his liabilities from day to day and from time 
to time as they mature, is insolvent. 

In order that there shall be n on this point, 
I desire to read to the House a paragraph from a decision of the 
Supreme Court, made in the case of Buchanan vs. Smith, and re- 
ported in 16 Wallace. The court in that case declared: 

8 in the sense of a bankrupt act means that the ee 
business affairs are in question is unable to pay his debts as they become 
due in the ordinary course of his daily transactions. 

In view of the well-settled definition of insolvent“ within the 
meaning of a bankrupt law, the friends of this bill have been 
compelled to substitute the vague and indefinite one, that ‘‘in- 
solvent” shall hereafter mean that a man has not sufficient 

roperty at a fair valuation to pay his debts.” The objection to 
this is that during a time like this, which is the very time when 
men would be most threatened with these proceedings, a fair 
valuation” of any man’s property would be less than one-third 
its value under ordinary circumstances. j 

Gentlemen do not need to be admonished that the courts will 
exercise no liberality toward the debtor in construing this pro- 
vision. On the con the construction is certain to be 
the debtor’s interest. I say that it will be under this law, be- 

cause we all know that it was under the other law. They 
went so far in construing the word for which this definition is 
now a substitute as to give it a meaning in bankrupt proceed- 
ings entirely different from its meaning in the other transac- 
none at ven The court itself declares in Toof vs. Martin, 13 
Wa ; 


The term "insolvency " is not always used in the same sensè. It is some- 
times used to denote the insufficiency of the entire perty and assets of an 
individual to pay his debts. This is its general and popular meaning. Bu 
it is also used in a more restricted sense to e: the inability of a party 
to EAn debts as they become due in the ary course of business. It 
is in this latter sense that the term is used when traders and merchants are 
said to be insolvent, and as applied to them it is the sense intended by the 
act of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isubmit, then, that it is a fair inference if the 
Supreme Court gives the word insolvent” adifferent meaning 
when applied to bankrupt proceedings from what it possesses in 
ordinary transactions, by the same rule they must construe ‘fair 


& | instance of unrelenting credi 


t | willing to 


valuation” more strictly in bankrupt proceedings than in other 
lawsuits. Assuming that to be true—and it is certain that it 
will be true—then it must follow that many solvent and respon- 
sible men will be embarrassed whenever a financial crisis like 
the present overtakes the 5 

Mr. OATES. What does my friend say about the rule of inter- 
pretation which requires a statute which isin derogation of rights 
under the common law to be construed strictly or latitudinously? 

Mr. BAILEY. The decision from which [ have quoted was 
rendered in a statutor: posodi and if they construed the 
term in derogation of the common law in that, why would they 
not be expected to construe it the same way in reference to the 
same character of a statute? 

Mr. OATES. But the language used in this provision is 
different and more liberal. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but the courts have established the rule 
that certain words mean one thing in ordinary transactions and 
another and different thing in bankrupt proceedings. 

Mr. OATES, This bill—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I must decline to yield. I would be glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama, but it will be impossible, 
even if I am permitted to continue without interruption, to con- 
clude the argument I had desired to make. 

Mr. Chairman, fortunately we are not left to speculate as to 
what will be the effect of such a law in such a time as this. We 
are justified in asserting that it will embarrass many responsible 
men, because it, or rather a milder law did embarress many 
responsible men throughout the country under similar circum- 
stances. In proof of this I send to the Clerk’s desk an extract 
from the message of President Grant transmitted to Congress in 
1873, and I especially commend this to the Republican side of 
the House. The Clerk will please read what I have indicated 
with pencil marks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ihave become impressed with the belief that the act approved March 2, 
1867, entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States,” is productive of more evil than good at this time. 
Meny considerations might be urged for its total repeal, but if this is not 
considered advisable I think it will not be seriously questioned that those 
portions of said act provid for what is called involuntary bankruptcy 
operate to increase the financial embarrassments of the country. Careful 
and prudent men very often become involved in debt in the transaction of 
their business, and though they may possess ample property, if it could be 
made available for that purpose, to meét all their liabilities, yet, on account 
of the extraordinary scarcity of money, they may be unable to meet all their 

obligations as they become due, in consequence of which they are 
ble to be prostrated in ee by proceedingsin bankruptcy at the 
rs. 

People are now so easily alarmed as to monetary matters that the mere 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy by an unfriendly creditor will necessarily 
embarrass, and oftentimes accomplish the financial ruin of a responsible 
business man, Those who otherwise might make lawful and just arrange- 
ments to relieve themselves from difficulties produced by the present strin- 
gency in money, are prevented by their constant exposure to attack and dis- 
appointment by 3 t them in bankruptcy, and beside the law 
is made use o many cases by obdurate creditors to frighten or force 
debtors into a compliance with their wishes and into acts of injustice to 
other creditors and to themselves. I recommend that so much of said act 
as provides for involuntary bankruptcy on account of the suspension of pay- 
ment be repealed. 


Mr. BAILEY. The President suggested the entire repeal of 
the law, butconcludes that if it is not deemed advisable to attempt 
this that at least there should be stricken from it the provision 
similar to the one which I am now discussing. I submit to the 
dispassionate judgment of the House whether they are willing 
to incorporate into this law a provision more drastic than the 
one which the President advised Congress to eliminate from the 
old law. ‘Gentlemen, I do not doubt your sincerity or your in- 
tegrity, but I do doubt—and you must pardon me for doubting, 
your capacity to make the worst bankrupt bill ever submitted to 
Congress produce better results than the better laws which have 
gone before it. 

This section of the bill contains another and a very serious 
danger. It invites a man's enemies to take advantage of a time 
like this and to drive an honest debtor of ample resources either 
to sacrifice his property or become a bankrupt. I have in my 
mind at this moment a gentleman who owns more than a half a 
million dollars’ worth of property, consisting largely of valuable 
lands, and who owes less than $200,000, and yet under this bill 
he coud be forced into bankruptcy and his splendid fortune 
wasted. 

Ah, but 1 say his creditors would not proceed against 
aman in condition. That does not satisfy me. Iam not 
it in their power to do so, because a creditor’s 


generosity is not always a safe reliance. Some of them are just 


and liberal, but many of them are cruel and vindictive, and the 
me among them can easily set the machinery of this law in 
motion, 
Mr. HUDSON. They are generally the men that do it. 
Mr. BAILEY. And they are generally the men who do it, as 
my friend near me . The motives of revenge frequently 
las other people, though the committee 


impel a creditor as we 
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seem to have wrought themselves into a belief that creditorsare 
men of surpassing magnanimity, and in their report, written last 

ear and ratified this year, they fall into a poetic mood, and with 
hearts overflowing in compassion for the unfortunate, they repeat 
Portia’s beautiful and famous panegyric on mercy. 

I regret that the distinguished gentleman in charge of this 
bill should have missed the moral which that great play was 
designed to teach. With all of his sordid love for gold, a still 
stronger passion possessed the mind of Shylock. It could not 
have escaped an attentive reader thatit wasnot the money which 
moved the Venetian Jew toinsist upon the hard conditions of his 
bond: for he refused that thrice over. It was his desire to be 
revenged on Antonio, who, as he said, had rated him about his 
ipod ea railed against hissacred nation. [Laughter and ap- 

ause. 

: It is as true to-day as it was in the time of which Shakespeare 
wrote—indeed, that marvelous-minded man inculcated none but 
enduring truths—and it is as true now as it was then that the 
creditor is sometimes as remorseless in his study of revenge as 
he is in his pursuit of gain. 

There are other provisions in this bill equaling in their out- 
rage the ones which I have enumerated. On page 11 they re- 
establish the barbarous custom of imprisonment for debt. It is 
truethey do it under another name, and they call it a detention; 
but it is none the less true that it restrains the American citi- 
zen from coming and going as he pleases; and this though he is 
guilty of no crime and is charged with none. His creditors may 
file an involuntary 1 9185 against him, may take his property 
from him, destroy business, ruin his credit; broken down 
and humiliated among his old friends and at his old home, he 
ye desire to seek a new place in which to rehabilitate him- 
self and regain his fortune, and yet one of these same creditors 
who had inflicted this unspeakable distress upon him could file 
an affidavit that the debtor was about to leave the district, and 
that his departure would defeat the proceedings, and the judge 
would forbid him to go. a 

He may sit for weeks at the bedside of asick child, watching 
the roses fade out of its cheek and the light die out of its eyes, 
and he may have spent what little the law, in merciful exemp- 
tion, had allowed him,and when it is gone he dare not go tofind 
a new employment because the judge has forbidden him to leave 
the jurisdiction of that bankrupt court. 

T do not want to be offensive to the gentleman from Alabama 
pe OATES], but he will permit me to marvel that, in the even- 

ng of the nineteenth century, there can be found an American 
Democrat who will champion a provision of such heartless 
cruelty as that. 

Not only will they detain the bankrupt against his will while 
they divide his property among his creditors, but even after a 
full trial and a solemn harge from all further liability for 
his debts the relentless creditor still has two years in which to 
roop the question and recommit the debtor to a condition of 
bankrup It has been asserted that this is the law in other 
cases, but I take it that no man who is careful of his reputation 
as a lawyer will be willing to express that opinion in the records 
of this Congress. If it were the general law, then there would 
be no need for it as a special provision in this bill, but it is not 
te law in any other instance and it ought not to be the law in 

is. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], in a colloquy 
with my colleague [Mr. KILGORE], demanded to know if my col- 
league thought that a man who had obtained his discharge by 
fraud or perjury ought to be permitted toenjoyit. My Saag Se 
very promptly answered no, and I join him in that answer. But 
Iam not willing tostop there, because that is entirely too narrow 
a view of the question. I concede tothe gentleman from Louisi- 
ana that aman who has obtained his release by fraud or perjury 
ought not to have the advantage of it, but it is equally true 
that a man who has been honestly discharged ought not to be 
subjected to a second suit by animplacable creditor. The per- 
jured man ought not to gofree. The honest man ought not to 

vexed a second time. It is impossible to permit a reopen- 
ing of the question in order to uncover the dishonest debtor 
without at the same time providing the dissatisfied creditor 
with an opportunity to persecute the honestdebtor. Therefore, 
I say, the matter having once been fully tried, that ought to be 
an end of it; and in this opinion I am sustained not only by the 
reason and the justice of it, but by the decision of the highest 
courts in this and other countries. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has passed upon this 
question in the case of The United States vs, Throckmorton; and 
as ready as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] may 
be to dispute with my colleague about a legal proposition, I as- 
sume that he will not be swift to differ with the Supreme Court 
of the United States, especially when it follows the authorities 
both ia this country and in England. 


One of the earliest cases in e I recall it, was a case in 


which a direct and absolute perjury had been committed as to a 
question of value, and it was sought to set aside the judgment 
because it had been obtained by the perjury of a partner of the 
successful litigant; but the court said: It must have been known 
that the question of price would be an issue of fact in this case, 
and the parties ought to have been prepared to prove it; and 
the case will not be reopened.” 

The main question here is the fraud of the bankrupt. That is 
the very issue in the proceeding to discharge him; and yet they 
provide that after the matter has been fully tried, creditors can 
go back into the court and say they want it retried. 8 
three months after the first trial, when the discharged bank- 
rupt has gone about his business and accumulated more property, 
the rapacious creditor can say to him, Bring it back into the 
bankrupt court. You were not fairly discharged in the first in- 
stance.” And this law requires the debtor to come back and 
bring his property with him. 

I commend to the gentleman from Louisiana the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the United 
States against Throckmorton. It declares: 


There are no maxims of law more fully established and more valuable in 
the administration of justice than the two which are d ed to prevent 
8 litigation between the same parties in regard to the same subject 


And after . the two Latin maxims that it is to the pub- 
lic interest that there shall be an end to litigation,” and that 


no man should be vexed the second time in reference to the 


same question,” it then goes on to say: 
party has been prevented from exhibiting fully his case, by fraud or decep- 
tion practiced a him by his opponent, as by keeping him away from court, 
‘alse or 
en 
cases show that there has never beena real contest in the trial or hear- 
o 
de 
a fair hearing. 
not set aside a judgment because it was founded on a fradulent instrument, 
I have here the case of Smith vs. Lowry, reported in the first 
Court of the United States, in a long discussion of the question, 


at promise of a compro. where the defendant never had knowl- 
edge of thesuit beng ae in ignorance by the acts of the plaintiff, or where 
party and connive at his defeat, or where the attorne ly employed 
ee Be sells out his client's interest to the other side, cue and Emfiar 
ing f the case, are reasons for which a new suit may be sustained to set 
a and annul the former judgment or decree, and open thecase for a new 
+ * * * * * s 

On the other hand, the doctrine is equally well settled that the court will 
or perjured evidence. or for matter which was actually presented and 
conssiared in the judgment [1 ni 
volume of Johnson’s Chancery Reports. Itis aleading case and 
Chancellor Kent lays down the same doctrine. The Supreme 
quotes the decision of Chancellor Kent with approval. I have 
here the celebrated and leading case of Green against Green, 


2 8 in 2d Gray’s Mass. Reports; and it holds the same doc- 
trine. 


It is the uniform and unvarying rule of all the courts 
that after a full hearing the decision shall conclude the matter 
between the parties; and yet these gentlemen, in their anxiety 
for creditors and in their determination to despoil the debtors 
of the land, have reversed the rules which were framed for the 
repose of society and which have stood for a hundred years. 

hey do not stop there. In the very next section of the bill 
they insert another innovation for the creditor’s benefit. Sec- 
tion 15 provides that— 

The liability of a person who is a co-debtor with, or 
manner a surety for, a bankrupt shall not be altered 
such bankrupt. 

That would be just and reasonable and in accordance with the 
well-settled principles of the common law if it simply provided 
that the surety should not be discharged when the principal ob- 
tained his own release by a voluntary bankruptcy; but it isa 
principle as old as the law of suretyship and as just as it is old, 
that when the payee himself and by his own conduct discharges 
or procures the discharge of negate he can not then re- 
cever from the surety. Under this bill, however, the creditor 
can drag the debtor into a bankrupt court, can waste his estate, 
ean release him from all his obligations, including his obliga- 
tion to reimburse his surety, and yet he canstill hold the sate J 
upon a contract which on his on application the law has annulled. 

All this makes it manifest that the bill is a creditors’ bill; but 
if any further evidence were needed to satisfy any sensible man 
on that pun it could be foundin the methods of procedure which 
are legalized. In this part of their work the authors of this in- 
iquity have exhibited a facility in hedging about the debtor that 
would do credit to the devilish ingenuity of the monks of the 
feudal ages. They have provided that almost everything that 
the court can do at all can be done summarily and without giv- 
ing the defendant a fair opportunity to prepare for his defense. 
The bill says that upon the filing of an involuntary petition 
process shall issue and shall be returnable within fifteen days”. 


antor or in any 
y the discharge of 
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Three hundred miles may intervene between the place where 
it must be served and the court to which itis returnable, but after 
it is returnable the defendant has only ten days in which to 
plead. Then they provide that in controversies pending upon 
appeal they shall within ten days after they are returnable, be 
set down for hearing ata day as soon as possible. In the case 
of appeals or writs of error they shall be taken within ten days 
after the order from which they are taken has been granted. 
All through this bill, Mr. Chairman, there runs this heartless 
pur to do this brutal work with as much dispatch as possible. 

‘All the other basisen = 3 must ~~ upon era peak 
rupt proceedings. Yes, sir, the orphan may hunger while the 
faithless guardian withholds her portion; the American citizen 
maylanguishin a common jail awaiting histardy trial upona false 
accusation; the condemned man may stand within the shadow 
of the scaffold, but all these must wait the law’s ordinary course 
and its disheartening delay, while the clamors of aconscienceless 
creditor must be heard and determined with almost indecent 

haste. clan] 

Aye, sir, and more; the judge must always be Sey 7 pass 
upon these questions“ in term time and in vacation.” court 
must never close, but its doors, like the gates of hell, must stand 
forever open to receive their victims, and it is fitting that over 
their archw.y should bs written the inscription which the im- 
rial imagination of Dante traced over the portals of the In- 
erno: All hope abandon ye who enter here.“ [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I 4 especially to the Democrats of this 
House. Are you willing to vote for a law like this—such a law 
as the Democratic party in all its history has never dared to pass? 
Every party that nas ever obtained control of the Government 
has one except the Democratic party. The first bank- 
rupt law was passed by the Federalists in 1800. and by its terms 
it was to continue in force for five years, but it was so unpopular 
that it was repealed in less than three years by a vote of 99 to 13 
in this House, The Whigs, having been swept into victoryon 
the great tidal wave of 1840, signalized their accession to power 
by the enactment of the bankrupt law of 1841. It wasargued in 
favor of the law that conditions had changed, and that what might 
have been unwise and inexpedient in 1800 might be extremely 
desirable in 1841. The passage of that bankrupt actcontributed 
more to the destruction of the Whig party than any other single 
circumstance except their disagreement with President Tyler. 
The law beeame so abhorrent to the country that absolutely the 
same Congress which passed it repealed it within eighteen 
months. In 1867 the Republicans enacted their bankrupt law. 
In six years after its enactment their t leader and chieftain, 
in a solemn message to Congress, ad its repeal. You have 
tried three involuntary uptlaws. You have tried them at 
three different periods in your histo: You have tried them 
under three different conditions. You have tried them under the 
administration of three different sets of officers, and every one of 
them has proved a signal failure. : 

In the face of that history, I appeal to you, will the Democratic 

ty, in the present condition of the country, pass the only 
ong Jae law that it has ever been inclined to pass,and that the 
worst law that anybody has ever dared to propose? Will you do 
it? If you do, the co uences shall not be upon my head. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as [ said in the beginning there ought to 
be some relief measure Let us try to frame such a meas- 
ure. We know that an involuntary one will not do, because we 
have tried it and found it wanting. Let us try what never has 
been tried in the history of this country—a simple voluntary 
bankrupt law, under which an honest man can give up all his 
property and be emancipated from all his debts. I am willing 
to take my share of responsibility for the trial of a measure 
of that kind, because if it does 3 the people in its re- 
sults, they can not charge us with the infatuation of disregarding 
all the lessons of history. 

I am exceedingly anxious to see this Congress a bankrupt 
law, and while 1 would prefer to have one purely voluntary in 
its Character, yet, rather than have none at all, I am willing to 

dsome Indeed, lam willing to yield l which 
can be safely yielded without sacrificing the solvent debtors of 
the land in an effort to relieve the insolvent ones; but anxious 
as Tam to lift from the shoulders of worthy and helpless citi- 
zens the great burden which is crushing out their manhood and 
their spirit, I can not and will not vote for this bill, because it 
is.certain to destroy more men in the future than it can possibly 
save at the present time. 

It is intended for the benefit of creditors, with scarcely more 
than incidental benefit to debtors. In other words, and in plain 
words, sir, it u-es the power vested in Congress to enact a bank- 
rupt law merely as a predicate on which toconstruct a worse than 
Federal attachment law. I say it is worse, for the very rea- 
son that it permits involuntary bankruptcy for causes where the 
laws of no State have ever permitted an attachment, and those 


who invoke its aid against their debtors are not required to give 
a bond, as they are in attachment cases, and are not amenable 
in for the wrongful institution of their suits. 

Mr. Chairman, if this bill must pass, for God’s sake let us end 
this disgraceful farce of legislating always in the name of the 
debtor and for the benefit of the creditor—mocking one with an 
empty profession of our good will and giving to the other the 
law which his avarice craves. It may be, sir, that the creditors 
of this land areentitled to additional remedies in the collection of 
their debts; it may be that the debtors deserve to be harassed with 
new and penal statutes, but if so let us boldly proclaim the fact, 
and like men let us meet our responsibility for acting in accord- 
ance with it. 

If we can not be wise and we will not be just, let us at least be 
bold; for courage more than half redeems asin. Let us discard 
the miserable and false pretense that this bill has been framed 
and is supported in the interest of the debtors, and let us avow 
what all of us know to be the truth, that it is intended for the bet- 
ter security of men to whom all the courts are now open and whose 

rocess all the officers of the law are ready and willing to execute. 

hat is its object. Many gentlemen have been candid enough 
to say so. Ah, sir, throughout the entire course of this debate 
it has been iterated and reiterated that the passage of this bill 
is demanded by the business interests of the country. That 
many. wholesale dealers demand it, I have no doubt; but I do 
most seriously doubt if it finds any favor with millions of con- 
servative retail dealers scattered all over the land. 

Ido not believe that it can promote the real commercial pros- 
perity of all classes and of whole country. But even if I 
thought it would accomplish that result, I could not be recon- 
ciled to its support in its present shape, because it violates in 
many particulars what I deem to be the fundamental principles 
of natural and political justice. It subordinates the highest in- 
terests which can concern a people like ours to the mere matter 
of collecting the trader’s do and cents. That, sir, is not the 
kind of legislation which commends itself to my judgment. In 
fact there is no tendency of this time better calculated to alarm 
the thoughtful and patriotic observer than the disposition mani- 
fested everywhere—in legislative assemblies as well as in busi- 
ness circles—to regard money-making as the chief end of law 
making, and material progress as tie surest means to make a 
nation great and render its institutions perpetual. This mer- 
cantile spirit is a withering curse, and the le whom it once 
enthralls are lost. It is a political leprosy whose deadly taint 
never has been and never can be eradicated, and I am not ready 
to hand over the laws and customs of my devoted country to its 
baleful influence. s 

Iam not insensible to the advantages of national wealth and 
commercial supremacy, but all the fabled riches of the Orient 
multiplied a thousandfold, and the unrestricted commerce of 
every land and of all the seas are not comparable to that 
and that content which consecrate the hearts of a brave and free 
people to the service of a just and frugal government. [Ap- 
plause.] We are already consuming too many of the vital forces 
of individual and national life in this nervous and ceaseless strug- 

le to become richer. Instead of yielding to the tendency, the 
egislator’s first and highest duty is to resist it, and reverse it if 
it still be possible todo so. We need to be educated in an opposite 
direction from that in which we have been going for thirty years. 
We need to know that opulence breeds ness, and id.eness 
breeds decay. Strive as we will, we can not altogether subdue 
that greed which has been the bane of all free governmen 
and which infects the blood of a republic with a poison more fa 
than all the precepts and examples of communists and madmen. 

There is among the traditions of Venice a beautiful legend of 
a wonderful painting by Michael Angelo. As I recall it now, it 
tells the story of how a young girl, after years of patient waiti 
and vain entreaty for her father’s consent to a marriage wit 
the man she loved, finally despaired, and stepping from a gon- 
dola she sought to bury herself and her sorrow beneath the wa- 
ters which make the streets of her native city. She was res- 
cued bya stranger, to whom she revealed her grief,and who, be- 
coming interasted in her fate, interceded upon her own and her 
lover's behalf. The father was inflexible. Tho great artist 

uessed the secret of the old man’s opposition to that the 

y was poor, and asked if the marriage could be consummated 
when the youth had acquired a competence. The father said 
“ no;” but his looks returned adifferentanswer. As they sat there 
discussing the young people, the wonderful genius took from 
his pocket a tablet and with fingers defter than ever touched 
a canvas he drew the picture of a miser’s hand and holding it 
up to the old man's astonished gaze he wrung from his uncon- 
scious lips the startled exclamation, ‘ Why, that is my hand! 
Thatismy hand!” Andsoit was. With itsgrasping and eager 
lines, with its half open as if waiting to catch a shower of 
gold, it portrayed the miser’s ruling passion. Angelo gave it to 
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the disconsolate lover and told him to sell it to the library of St. 
Mark's; and its price became the ransom of a true and noble wife. 
In after years that picture became the most famous of that famous 
collection; and historians say that it helped to make the vice of 
avarice still more detestable in that republic. 

We need some new Angelo in this age and country who, gifted 
with a divine inspiration, can put upon the painter’s canvas the 
hideous features of modern greed and help us to relearn the les- 
son which our sturdy and self-reliant fathers taught, that free- 
dom is better than commerce, and justice is better than gold. 
[Loud applause.] 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, in rising to close the general de- 
bate on this bill I intend to review briefly the most pungent 
charges which have been made against the measure. Having 
charge of this bill as the representative of my committee, I have 
a duty to perform; and I am going to discharge that any tamig 
I intend to review the most ènt features of obj n that 
have been interposed to the measure; and I invite the attention 
of gentlemen to what I have to say. : 

THE “ BULLS" AND “BEARS” OF LEGISLATION, 

We have in this country, as I suppose there are in every other, 
two classes of statesmen or legislators. The one class are the 
originators, those who frame and introduce bills of an important 
character, or endeavor to perfect bills originated by others, for 
the benefit of all the people over whom and on whom such legis- 
lation operates. Those who undertake to do this e have a 
most diiticult task to perform. Those who succeed in obtaining 
the enactment of laws for the ‘benefit of mankind are in fact the 
Franklins, the Morses, fhe Fultons, and the Edisons of legisla- 
tion. Some who have sufficient inventive genius or originality 
of thought do not possess the courage to withstand criticism. 
These originators are unfortunately fewer and further between 
than those of the other class, which is composed of gentlemen 
many of whom make much reputation 1 T being in the 
negative and exercising their ingenuity not in inventing or in- 
troducing measures, but in defeating and tearing down those 
originated by others. The Democratic members of this House 
have so long been accustomed to doing battle in the negative 
that they can not realize that the laboring oar of legislation is 
now in their hands and they are expected to do something for 
the relief of the people. One class I y characterize as the 
“bulis” and the others as the ‘‘ bears” of tion. 

Now, who is entitled to the most reputation? Which of the 
two has the more difficult task in earning a reputation? Infi- 
nitely the first. Many men can fit themselves for negative work 
with but little preparation or study. They donot have to origi- 
nate anything, except tostudy criticisms and rules by which they 
can embarrass others who undertake to originate important leg- 
islation. Su that we were all of this class? It is hard to 
originate — i aild up, but comparatively easy to tear down and 
destroy. I do not claim to be distinctively either, but if we 
were all of this negative class we would certainly carry out the 
doctrine of some gentlemen that the wisdom of legislation is to 
do nothing at all. If that were the case, what would become of 
the country? That some legislation is necessary all will admit. 


MR. BAILEY'’S MISAPPREHENSIONS. 


I have listened to this debate very attentively; and my young 
friend who has just preceded me am glad to say has not misrep- 
resented so many of the provisions of this bill, nor tosuch an ex- 
tent, as many of his more experienced associates in o tion who 
have preceded him. But I wish to notice a few of the misrepre- 
sentations or misconceptions made by him. And Iwant tosay just 
here that in replying to the criticisms and objections made to 
the bill I do it in the best of spirit and not with the intention 
of wounding the feelings of any gentleman, for I respect all. 

Now, my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has compared the 
bill, or the spirit in which it was constructed, to that of Shy- 
lock; and that I and others who advocated the bill had not 
read that play to advantage; that the animus of the Jew was not 
to obtain his money, butto gratify hismalice. Well, itmay have 
been delightful to the gentleman to have used this figure of 
speech, but how much truth is there in it? Is there a man here 
who believes that anyone who will record his vote for this bill 
has the slightest possible particle of malice toward anyone in so 
doing? Where is the creditor who wants tion in order to 
enable him to use it as a gratification of the mean passion of 
malice? Why, the comparison is utterly inappropriate. It has 
no application whatever to the question before us, and there- 
fore I shall not consider it in connection with the bill. 

What u creditor wants is his money, and where is the creditor 
who does not want his money? That is the great stimulus of all 
of us so far as our connection with business affairs is concerned. 
That is the stimulus that moves the wheels of government and 
of all human institutions. But we certainly are that, as 
the representatives of an honest people, we only do our 


duty if we undertake to pass any law affecting debtor and cred- 
itor so that it will operate justly and not harshly upon either. 
What right have we as legislators, in view of justice, to assume 
the cause of either the debtors or creditors as such? What we 
want and what we should desire is the enactment of law which 
will do justice as far as it is within the limits of human power 
to administer justice between man and man. 

On the question of the speed or haste with which this law is 
to be executed, said my friend from Texas, It is indecent,” and 
that remark was met by the applause of some gentlemen who 
have not studied to any great pur the bill or the facts of 
legislative history in this connection in the United States or 
elsewhere. 

Why, my friends, look at the judicial systems of your States. 
They are not to-day as they were when you and I were born. 
There is a constant spirit of progress, and there ought to be. 
Some of the newer States are found to be far in advance of the 
older ones for the eet absis of justice. 

Take California, for ce, the furthest west where the 
creditor his suit in the court of common law to recover 
his money. e debtor must respond in ten days or an office 
judgment goes. The case is at issue, and if a jury is demanded 
itis drawn and the trial proceeds; and yet, according to my 
friend from Texas, that would be indecent haste.” The Con- 
stitution of my State declares that justice shall be administered’ 
without sale, denial, or delay; and that declaration is found in 
most of your State constitutions. Is it carried out wheu the 
courts are postponed and creditors are denied the right of bri 
ing their suits and having them heard until the claim is so o 
that it has become worthless? Speedy administration of justice 
is called for in the States, and yet the opponents of this bill de- 
nounce it and call ten days (or such further time as the court 
may allow”) “indecent haste.” 

Chairman, in their criticisms made by the gentleman from 
Texas and several others who preceded him, they have taken oc- 
casion to comment upon section 8 of the bill which provides that— 
a bankrupt shall be exempt from apprehension u civil process, except 
upon a warrant from a court of bankruptcy, (1) ess the same is founded 
— 9 debt or claim from which his discharge in bankruptcy would not 

And the comment is made that this is imprisonment for debt 
without inquiry as to what it is from which he is not released, 
or in what case a debtor ena arrested. I neyer in my life fa- 
vored imprisonment for debt. On the contrary, I have ever 
vigorously opposed it. It was a barbarous practice, and I re- 
joice that it has been abolished. Can any man read the story of 

ickens’ chancery prisoner and afterwards favor imprisonment 
for debt? It was a barbarous practice. And then 
(2) When in attendance upon 8 at the Ir oe 
85 ant V . performance o a duty enjoined 

The disobedienceof that would be contempt ol judicial author- 
ity, and that may always be dealt with; and to deprive the court 
of it is at once to set up in opposition a disrespect to our courts, 
which would render them unable to administer justice. 

The debts from which they will not discharge are such asa 
man owes which are of a fiduciary character, such as guardian 
and trustee, and some others named, which no bankruptcy law 
should discharge. 

Some of the newspapers have denounced those who support 
this bill as being absolutely wanting in humanity because itis 
said they favor imprisonment for debt. This has resulted from 
the grossest kind of ignorance or malice. 

Section 8 further provides: 

d The judge may, at time t 
22. ͤ T E, 

u a 
GGG. 

Not as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] said, if he 
had a sick child that he could not go to it, but in cruelty is to 
be held and let his child die without ever seeing it, but— 
upon affidavit of any od in interest that such bankrupt is about to leaye 
the district and that eparture will defeat the proceedings therein— 

That is, in that case; then what ? 

Issue a warrant to the marshal direc him to bring such bankrupt forth- 
with before the court; if upon cet Ps evidence it shall appear to the 
— that the allegations of such vit are true, and that it is neces- 

What then? 

He shall order such marshal to keep such bankrupt in but not 
imprison him. until he shall be released or give bail conditioned for his ap- 
pearance, from time to time, as required by the court and for his obedience 
to all lawful orders. 

Is that imprisonment for debt? Why, it negatives the idea 
and says he shall not be imprisoned. It is simply a detention of 
him when he is about to depart from the jurisdiction of the 
court, and such de re or running away will defeat the pro- 
ceedings against ; when that fact is shown by affidavit, and 


of his 


108 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 7, 


that his departure would defeat the proceedings in the cause, if 
he does not negative it he can be held, but not imprisoned, yet 
the manufacturers of facts say it is imprisonment for debt when 
they know better. Then he is to be brought before the court, 
and the court then and there inquires into the allegations of the 
affidavit to see whether they be true. If not true, or if the man 
had a dying child outside of the jurisdiction of the court, and 
was to show or to make affidavit to the court that that was his 
object in going, where is the judge who would require his de- 
tention? There is no one so inhuman. I have opposed impris- 
onment for debt all my life and always will. 

It is an easy matter to pervert the English language so as to 
make it mean just the reverse of what it does mean, and the 
enemies of this bill have been most artful therein, though it is 
the only measure yet brought before Congress for the relief of 
the debt-burdened people. 

All Lask is that you look into it and give it its true meaning; 
and all through bill, if you find that in the drafting of it a 
mistake has been made, so that on a fair construction it conveys 
a meaning contrary to that intended, or one which will operate 
harshly against justice to either creditor or debtor, or any party 
in interest, you will have an opportunity when I conclude my 
remarks to correct that error by amendment. I intend to pro- 
pose some amendments myself. 

No man is so perfect, and no number of men are so perfect that 
they can draft a bill of sixty-odd pages of print and have every 
clause and provision free from error. There may bs some error 
discovered by such a number of learned gentlemen as we have 
here in this House; and I, as ~ otin this bill, for this 

urpose, am ready to meet gentlemen an uss every propo- 
Htion, and if an g is shown to be erroneous, I will myself 
offer an amendment to correct it. 

But I shall not follow my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] or 
others who have preceded him in the discussion of the details 
of the bill, which properly come up as we reach the paragraphs 
under the five-minute rule. That is what that rule is for, and 
as the sections are read, if any gentleman has a criticism to 
make upon anything that is found in any paragraph, let him 
make it. Let him offer his amendment and I am ready to give 
the reasons of the members of the committee who favor the 
bill, why it should be sustained; and then it is for the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and the House to determine whether they will 
have that provision or not. Well, I assert that from my exam- 
ination of this measure, it contains no harsh provisions. If so, 
they have escaped my attention. 

Ido not claim to be the best lawyer in the country, but I am 
a lawyer of some experience, and in the last Congress the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON], the gentleman 
from Kansas[Mr. BRODERICK], and myself spent the greater part 
of our mornings for two months in the examination of this bill 
and in perfecting amendments to it, most of which were adopted 
by the committee. The full committee originated some others 
and after three months’ consideration reported to this House a 
substitute for the original Torrey bill, which I had opposed in 
the form in which it had been presented in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. The substitute was free from the objectionable features 
of the original bill, which Mr. CULBERSON says was a Republi- 
can measure because it was introduced into the House by a Re- 
publican. 

NOT A POLITICAL MEASURE. 

Now, I wish to say a few words about the political aspect of 
this matter. Iwas astonished that my learned friend from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] should assert that this was a Republican 
measure or a political measure. I have never heard of a bank- 
ruptey bill standing in that attitude heretofore. The great rep- 
utation of my friend ought to have led him to observe that in the 
past politics have had nothing to do with bankruptcy, bills and 
ought never to have any. 

is reference tothe political aspect carries me beyond the few 
years that I have spent iu this House. From my earliest connec- 
tion with the Judie: Committee, more than ten years ago, a bill 
upon the subject of bankruptcy has been before that committee; 
usually has been reported by a majority thereof to this House and 
considered, and on one occasion it was passed through this House. 
Sometimes the bill has been in charge of a Democrat and some- 
times in charge of a Republican. That never seems to have en- 
tered into the question; and the members of the committee are 
divided always upon these measures, and so is the present com- 
mittee, but not on party lines. Some of each party favor and 
some of each oppose the bill; not by their political faith, but by 
their iar views of the measure. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] says the first bankruptcy 
bill was passed by Federalists. I will not undertake to discuss 
that, though one of the ablest commentators who lived in that 
day, Judge Story, declared that that was a good law, but thatit 
was repealed before it was ever given a fair trial, so the country 


could not judge of its effect. 


I will call attention to this fact, that at that day the condition 
of this country did not demand any such legislation as it does 
now. It was ly settled, and States greatly distant from 
New York and Massachusetts, for instance, were not connected 
as they are now by railroads, telegraphs, and telephones. 

The States then, commercially as well as otherwise, were dis- 
tinct and different communities, distant from each othér. To- 
day, while every State has and ought forever to retain every 
right not delegated by it to the Union, yet Congress ought to 
exercise the power conferred by the Constitution to enact a bank- 
ruptey law which will be a just and equitable uniform judicial 
regulation of commercial dealings throughout the Union. A 
me voluntary law is one-sided, inequitable, and subject to great 
abuse. 

This whole country has become one in a commercial way. 
These instrumentalities have connected the most remote States 
so that the space or distance between them is practically an- 
nihilated, They are brought near together and their commer- 
cial interests are such that, in my judgment, there ought to 
te one wise, judicious system extending to the whole of the 
forty-four States, the Territories and the District of Columbia‘ 
Dries than to have them judged by different systems of commer- 
cial law. 

In 1841, when the bankruptcy bill was under discussion (it 
may be that I have read a little further than my friends on the 
other side of this question, who assert that it is a political 
measure), it was said by them that it was passed by the Whigs. 
It was not. The Whigs triumphed in the election of their can- 
didate, who lived but a short time, when Mr. Tyler succeeded, 
became a Democrat and approved the bill. 


VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY, 


In the great debate which occurred upon the law of 1841 in the 
Senate, I have read what was said by the great lights of the time 
Clay, Webster, Calhoun, and Benton, hen my young friend 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] asserts that the substitute which heis 
going to offer for a system of voluntary bankruptcy is new, the 
gentleman{betrays the fact that he has not read that great debate, 
or he would have found that Clay and Webster used all the power 
of their eloquence in favor of a n law of a voluntary 
character merely, and that Calhoun spoke against any voluntary 
law, and declared that under the Constitution Congress had no 
power to pass any except an involuntary law; and that is in ac- 
cordance with the ae of the judge in the case cited by the 
gentleman from Texas—the Missouri case. 

Mr. Calhoun took that position on the ground that when the 
Constitution was framed authorizing Congress to enact a uni- 
formsystem of bankruptcy, thatit was in view of what was bank- 
ruptcy in Great Britain at that time, and which had extended 
to this country before the Revolution and freedom of the States 
from the rule of that country—and that was involuntary; while 

Mr. Benton, according to my recollection, favored the bill with 
both clauses in it; and what was the result? Notwithstanding 
the eloquence of Clay and Webster in favor of merely a volun- 
tary law, they were overruled, and a law was passed with the in- 
voluntary clauses as well as voluntary clauses. 

Why is it that every legislative body in this country that has 
ever passed upon the question has placed in the bill both kinds, 
voluntary and involuntary? It is 8 a sense of justice re- 
quired them to do it, and beceuse a purely voluntary law would 
ruin the credit of debtors. While we all sympathize with the poor 
debtors and want them to have a means of escape from the bar 
den of debts that is crushing the life out of them, at the same 
time we can not turn a deaf ear to justice and turn our backs 
upon honest creditors, leaving them to be robbed of what they 
possess by dishonest schemers and give them no remedy what- 
ever? 

MR. STOCKDALE'S MISAPPREHENSIONS. 


Another attack that was made, and furiously made, by my 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] on this bill was that 
in the first chapter of it there was a dictionary clause, I have 
heard that dropped out by some others as an objection, who have 
asserted that the bill was a wonderful product, and that this dic- 
tionary clause is ominous of the evilit contains. ‘ Why look at 
the cussed thing; it has got a dictionary clause in it.“ -[ simply 
say to the gentleman from Mississippi that I have here the code 
of his own State, and he will find in chapter 31 a definitionof rules 
much more extensive than the dictionary cl:use of this bill. 
What has he to say to that? He is familiar with the code of his 
own State, I presume. Does he condemn it as a thing of evil be- 
cause it has a dictionary“ chapter? I have here also the code 
of Alabama, in the first chapter of which is a dictionary of the 
definition of terms. This bill, in setting forth the definition of 
terms used in the bill, has but borrowed from well-digested codes 
of the States throughout the Union that which is necessary in 
order to make certain its language and tofree it from difficulties 
of construction, ‘ 
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NOT ““PATERNALISM.”* 


Now, another feature that I wish to notice for a moment. My 
friend and distinguished colleague[Mr. DENSON], a good lawyer 
and an able speaker, saw proper to assail this as a measure of 

ternalism; and that was copied by my distinguished friend 
feas Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. Isit paternal? What is pater- 
nalism? The power which a State exercises is paternal, because 
all legislative powers not delegated to the Government of the 
United States by its Constitution nor reserved from the Legisla- 
ture of the State is vested in the Legislature of the State to be 
exercised over the domestic affairs of the people. The State’s 
powers are original and those of Congress are derivative. 

The legislation of Congress is paternal only when it exceeds 
its powers and undertakes to re te the domestic affairs of the 
people where you can find nogrant of power in the Constitution 
to do such things. Read the Constitution of the United States, 
where it says Congress shall have the power to enact a uniform 
system of bankruptcy, and then say if this measure is paternal. 
It is nothing of the kind, and no one who fully understands the 
application of the word and wishes to be fair in argument will 
say that this bill is paternal. 

deed, there is not a particle of paternalism in connection with 
it. It is a Constitutional measure, and the question first to be 
considered is whether our country is now in a condition requir- 
ing that such legislation should be enacted, and secondly whether 
the bill is a proper exercise of the power which we have beyond 
all question. 
THE NECESSITY FOR LEGISLATION CONCEDED. 


My young friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] conceded, and most 
of the gentlemen who have been heard against the bill have con- 
ceded, that they would like to see some kind of bankruptcy legis- 
lation by this Congress, but generally they want it restricted to 
voluntary bankruptcy. 

In other words, these gentlemen, overflowing with sympathy 
for the poor É E ee desire an instrumentality by which those 
people, both the honest and the dishonest, can be freed from all 
their obligations, while creditors must depend for the vindica- 
tion of their rights upon the ordinary processes of law. Why, 
gentlemen, this bill is intended to be not for to-day or to-mor- 
row, this year or the next, but a permanent enactment. Some 
have said, ‘‘Oh, you can not do that, because we have tried it 
three times, and every one of the bankruptcy laws heretofore 
passed was 5 repealed.“ And they attribute 
that result to the inability of Congress to enact a satisfactory law 
upon the subject. I maintain that some Congresses have suffi- 
cient ability among its members to do it, and it remains to be 
seen whether this one has. I have had occasion to look some- 
what into the history of those laws. 

Most of the gentlemen who oppose this bill say that it is in the 
interest of the creditor class and is intended to oppress the poor, 
which is not true. It is chiefiy demanded by men who are at 
the same time debtorsandcreditors; itis also demanded by those 
who are only creditors or debtors. I have received private let- 
ters from numbers of gentlemen who would welcome the 
of such a law as a relief to them or to their friends; and I may 
remark that, as a general proposition, it is true that there are 
always more of the creditor classasking for bankruptcy legisla- 
tionthan of the debtorclass. Another fact which some gentlemen 
here may not have thought of is this: every one of our bank- 
ruptcy laws was repealed either for false political reasons or at 
the instance, not of the debtor, but of the creditor class. 

The act of 1867, which was passed, as has been stated, by a Re- 
publican Congress soon after the close of the war, was repealed 
at the instance of whom? Of the debtor class? Not so. You 
never heard of a debtor who had been discharged under that 
law who complained of it. Men were discharged under that law 
from the burdens of debt that hung over them, and which would 
have kept them ground down for the balance of their days. It 
was the creditors who complained, and they had a just right to 
complain. Especially in the Southern States had they that 
right, for it was in reconstruction times, and the Federal officials 
in many courts in those States, regardless of the provisions of 
the law, stole and appropriated to their own 9 the funds 
belonging to the estates of debtors which should have gone to 
the creditors. 

The creditors in New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and other 
cities, mostly in the North, complained bitterly against the ad- 
ministration of the law in the Southern States, and it was re- 
pealed at their instance. My friend [Mr. DENSON] and myself, 
who were then practicing lawyers, know that in our State that 
law was badly administered, not against the debtor, for in some 
cases, through the officers of the courts, corrupt bargains were 
made with debtors who were thus allowed to retain more of their 
property than they ought to have had, and also obtain a dis- 
charge from their debts. 7 


Mr. DENSON. And will my colleague state whether some of 
that, at least, was not done with the connivance of the judge? 

Mr. OATES.- I have no defense to make of that judge. 

Mr. DENSON. Do you not know that he said that bankrupt 
court was never established for the benefit of creditors but simply 
to administer the estates of the debtors for the benefit of the 
officers of the court? [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. Well, that was Dick Busteed, and everybody 
knows him. But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that, fortunately 
for the country, the same state of affairs does not exist to-day. 
We have better men for judges and also for court officials gen- 
erally, infinitely a better class of men than we had at that time. 
Throughout the Southern States—I wish to speak of them be- 
cause my friends who are fighting this bill most strenuously are 
from the South—throughout the Southern States the judges are 
mixed in politics, and asa general rule, I believe, are honest 
men, without regard to their politics. 

Alabama has one Democratic judge and one Republican; Geor- 
gia has one Democrat and one Republican. There is a vacancy 
now in Louisiana. Missouri has two Democratic judges. In 
South Carolina there is one Democratic judge, the only judge 
they have. In Texas there is one. In West Virginia there is 
one, the only judge they have. Then, in several of the Northern 
States there are Democratic judges. But among the Republi- 
can judges I know of none at this time such as we had when the 
last bankruptcy law was in force. Besides, under that law rela- 
tives of judges could be appointed to offices, which enabled 
them, if gentlemen will pardon the expression, to gobble up a 
large share of the estates that went into their custody. Under 
this bill the judge can not appoint as a court official anyone who 
is related to him within the third degree. 

There are pains and penalties affixed in this bill to dishonest 
acts, and the compensation, except the filing fee, is not pay- 
able until the estate is administered. The court officials can 
not buy any of the property belonging to the estate of the bank- 
rupt. All the avenues which they formerly traveled to robbery 
are closed by this bill. 


MR. DENSON'S MISAPPREHENSIONS. 


On the 24th of October last my honored colleague and friend 
[Mr. DENSON] said of this bill that it would reach all interests 
of this country of a financial or property character. 

Sir, the gentleman has the reputation of being, as I said a 
while ago, a good lawyer, and I know he is; and how he could 
ever arrive at such an erroneous conclusion about the extent of 
the operation of this bill I am unable to see. Why, sir, its in- 
voluntary clauses can only be made toreach, if they should stand 
as they now are, two classes of people: those other than farmers 
and laborers who are insolvent and fail for a given time to pay 
their commercial paper, or being in such condition fail to re- 
lease their property after’ thirty days when seized under legal 
process, and those who commit frauds upon theircreditors. Sir, 
that class of business men and merchants who fail, according to 
the highest number given in statistical reports, have not in an 
average of thirteen years past reached 2 per cent. It is but a 
fair estimate that for the causes enumerated in the bill those 
subject to be proceeded against would be those who commit dis- 
honest or fraudulent acts with reference to their creditors. 

Well, sir, if a man is guilty of a fraud in fact, or a dishonest 
act, what is there in humanity which appeals to this Congress 
to shield him from the consequences of such act? According to 
the estimate of my colleague these cases must be so numerous 
as to reach perhaps 50 per cent of the population—a most egre- 
gious error in calculation. 

Mr. DENSON. My colleague will allow me to state that my 
argument was based upon the remote effect which the bill would 
have upon the farmers, because of their indebtedness to these 
local merchants. : N 

Mr. OATES. I am not through with the statement. 

Mr. DENSON. And I can not see how it could be otherwise 
than oppressive to them in their present condition. 

Mr. OATES. This measure would not reach 5 per cent of the 
people of my ets district, although he says it would ruin 
all of them. I think it would benefit them. 5 

Then as to persons of the debtor class who may voluntarily 
apply for the benefits of this law, if, as the gentleman contends, 

ill is to reach and affect all the interests of the country, 
that class must be equal to 50 per cent of the population. If they 
are all in debt and unable to pay, and all the property of the 
country is to come under the control of this bill 

Mr. DENSON. I will ask my colleague how he gets at the 
fact that os per cent of my constituents would be involved? 

Mr. OATES. That is my argument. I judge by past experi- 
ence and all reasonable calculation. 

Mr. DENSON. I say that 95 per cent of them would be. 

Mr. OATES. I know; that is the difference between us upon 
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the facts. I do not see how anyone can 3 arrive at such 


a conclusion as my co has reach 

Mr. DENSON. I oly wish the gentleman were ES pn 

Mr. OATES. My colleague undertook to show, did show 
by his assertions, that his constituents are in a terrible condi- 

ion, covered with loads of indebtedness which they are utterly 
unable to pay—involved to such an extent that the passage of 
this bill would deprive them of their homes and all the other 
property they . Why, sir, there never was a greater mis- 
take. This bill embodies provisions for the relief of honest peo- 
p who are overburdened with debt, as my colleague pictures 

constituents to be; and I do not see how any lawyer of his 

reputation can, upon a fair examination of its provisions, den 
that it would bring to such „ W the relief which they so mue 
need from their burdens. It was not under this law that they 
sank to the level where he represents them asbeing. They got 
there under the State laws; and he seems to op any law by 
75 for their relief unless it be a law for the free coinage 
of silver. 

ae. DENSON. I certainly contend for the free coinage of 
silver. 

Mr. OATES. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr DENSON. And inasmuch as silver has been demone- 
tized, in part by your vote, I think you ought to relieve us now 
on this Verge question and give us a fair chance. 

Mr. OATES. I shall have something to say about that a little 
further un. I deny that my vote aided in demonetizing silver. 
It is not demonetized. 3 

The gentleman opposes this measure because he says it tends 
bod sag gnc: There is no paternalism in it. For my part, I 

k he greatly overestimates the financial embarrassments of 
his people; but if his view be true, this bankruptcy bill which 
he so vehemently denounces (as I think, without justification in 
fact or logic) is the measure needed to give them relief. It 
would be to them a white-winged messenger of peace rather 
than an engine of oppression. It would give to the honest in- 
solvents an honorable discharge from the mountain of debt 
which is now, according to my colleague’s statement (much of 
which is doubtless true), crushing the life out of them. It would 
give to every man in his district a more extended credit than he 
can now secure, and thereby give an impetus to trade, develop 
an individual prosperity—— ` : 

Mr. DENSON. If my colleague will pardon me, I would like 
toask him this question: After the debtor has had all his prop- 
erty taken under the involuntary clauses of this bill 

Mr. OATES. I am coming to that. 

Mr. DENSON. You he may protect himself by voluntary 
bankruptcy. How would he have any money with which tostart 
proceedings in voluntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. OATES. The gentlemananticipates my argumenta little. 

Mr. DENSON. You put the vultures upon him, and then you 
abandon him; you do not give him a decent burial. 

Mr. OATES. I will come to that a little further on. 

It would give to every man in his district a more extended 
credit than he can now secure, and thereby give an impetus to 
trade development and individual pros = But in con- 
ception there is no way for them to be malin nor for any other 

ople overburdened with loads of debt in this country—except 

y the enactment of a law for the free coinage of silver. What 
infatuation is it that blinds him to the true interests of his con- 
stituents? I would gladly join him in the enactment of a law for 
the free coinage of silver ata parity ratio. But if a law for free 
e existed, the gentleman did not inform us and his constitu- 
ents how that silver money would ever reach their pockets. The 
Government does not make free gifts of the silver coined at its 
mints. It is paid out only in exchange for equivalents, and if 
their condition is as bad as represented they have nothing to give 
in exchange for it. 

Mr. DENSON. I will tell my colleague how the silver will 
reach their pockets. If you will increase the metallic circula- 
tion of the country, the price of all products being controlled by 
the amount of money in circulation—gold and silver—the prices 
of cotton will be increased, the prices of what our farmers raise 
will be increased, and their day’s labor will bring a better price. 
Increase the volume of currency in this country and ssc | will 

t a larger price for all the products that they have to sell and 

or their labor than they do now. In that way the money will 
go into their pockets. 

Mr. OAT 


hence doomed to labor from year’s end to 's end to pay the 
interest on what they owe and obtain Pe p from their 
money masters to whom they are indebted, relief from that 
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species of slavery. He would allow the country merchant who 
has obtained the goods of some wholesale dealer by fraud or upon 
a misrepresentation of his financial condition and ability to pay, 
which he does not intend to do, to sell the same to his poor con- 
stituents for waiver notes or mortgages upon their homes and 
crops, and thus to hold them in perpetual bondage while he dic- 
tates his own terms of payment to the man whose goods he has 
sold to the poor farmers and virtually deprived them of their 
liberties and all prospect of future prosperity. And such acts 
on the part of some merchants cause honest ones and their cus- 
tomers to have to pay higher for the goods they buy. It makes 
honest men pay for the rascality of others. How can it be pre- 
vented except by a well-considered bankruptcy law having uni- 
formity of operation throughout the Union? 

Mr. DENSON. How is the farmer to get into this court? 

Mr. OATES. I will stop just here to answer that question. 
If the farmer has got nothing to surrender it is but a very small 
55 et he must pay in order to avail himself of the benefit of 

e law. 

Mr. DENSON. Ah, but after you have dispossessed him of 
his homestead, what has he got? You know very well that no 
man gets credit now amongst the farming community in our part 
of the country, unless he waives his homestead right and mort- 

es even his knives and forks and spoons to the merchant. 

ow, if you have taken everything and he has not any money 

left him even to buy a winding sheet, how ishe going to get into 
that bankrupt court? 

Suppose a creditor here desires to give him a little better 
chance, to give him time until a Democratic House can get here 
and remonetize silver and the people of the country, I tell you, 
will assert theirright some time, andsend men here who do 
that, and in the near future—but if the creditors are willing to 
extend the time until we get silverin circulationas naman: thee 
we will get higher prices for our products and better rates for 
our labor, then the farmers will reap the benetit in that way, why 
prevent them? 

Bi OATES. My friend thinks this is not a Democratic 
ouse? 

u ari DENSON. Not on the money question, I assert most posi- 
vely. 

Mr. REED. Orany other. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. Well, I will accept my friend’s statement, espe- 
cially as it is backed up by the testimony of the gentleman from 
Maine. He is a good judge of Democracy (?) 1 am sure. If you 
will read subdivision (2) of Sec. 51d you will see that although 
a man has no money he can secure the benefits of the act. But I 
wish to ps oe my coll e, and I do it most respectfully, as I 
am limited in time, to make hisinterruptionsas brief as possible. 

Mr. DENSON. { beg my colleague’s pardon. I did not know 
that his time was limited. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman seems to think that because no 
bankruptcy law hitherto enacted by Co has proven satis- 
factory to the country it is an impossibility to enact one that 
will, whichisafallacy. Hesaid that the law of 1841 was approved 

a President elected by the Whigs, but who went astray and 
abandoned his party. That President, Mr. Tyler, in the estima- 
tion of my colleague went antay tion he abandoned the Wh 
poya joined the party to which my colleague and myse. 

long. Itseems to me that it was one of the most virtuous 
litical moves the President could have made. And the last 
kruptcy law which was enacted by a Republican Congress 
was likewise repealed by a Republican Congress. The dishon- 
est administration of that law during the period of reconstruc- 
tion in the South, particularly in our State, was, I presume, 
what created in the mind of my colleague such a bitter preju- 
dice against all bankruptcy legislation. 

I bear willing witness with him to many of the flagrant out- 
rages perpetrated upon the people in the administration of that 
law. but all of the outrages, be it remembered, were upon the 
creditors and not upon the rights of debtors. What right have 
we, then, here to set up the complaintand the denunciation of 
this proposed legislation on the ground that itis going to op- 

ress the debtor? Why, the wrongs that have been perpetrated 
bankruptcy laws have always been heretofore on the creditor 


That law came to us just after the close of the civil war; with 
the c ed condition of the people, the labor system having 
been revolutionized, and though badly administered as tocredit- 
ors, it relieved many unfortunate debtors of loads of debt which 
they never could have paid by their honest toil, and allowed 
them to enter again the highway of progress and prosperity. 
But in the mind of my coll there remains only recollections 
of the evils wrought by the law, and he seems to have forgotten 
that much good was accomplished by it, to just such people as 


those he now claims would be ruined by this law. He seems to 


think that this bill would take the place in rascality of the 
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other's administration, and would but duplicate upon our poopie 
alı the wrongs which were done in the administration of that 
measure, forgetting that these wrongs were to the creditor 
class, whom he denounces as would-be tyrants and oppressors 
under this bill. i F 

Why, sir, this bill is infinitely superior to that of 1867, and we 
have a different set of officials to administer it. They are gen- 
erally much better men and with less opportunity to do wrong. 
I have already referred to the list of judges. 

Then my colleague [Mr. DENSON] made another assault upon 
this bill, saying: 

These debts are due mostly to the local merchants and secured by mort- 
gages upon the homesteads of the debtors, and notes waiving all exemptions 
of porene: property subject to payment of debts. 

hus it is at once discovered that my constituency are at the mercy of the 
creditor, his home is in peril, and the personal effects necessary to secure a 
livelihood are jeopardized. 

I admit that the farmer, the agriculturist, and the wage-earner are not 
embraced in the involuntary clause of this bill, but this does not relieve 
them from its baneful effects. They are in a degree subjected to its 
merciless ravages, and are made the defenseless victims of an expensive, 
and,in my district, of an alien and partisan court. 

They being the debtors of the local mercha: ts, who are subject to the pro- 
visions of this bill, their homes and personal effects will be at once exposed 
to forced sale, amid the dearth, stringency, and contraction of money, the 
medium of exchange, and standard of value. 


Mr. DENSON. How do you propose under a bankrupt law to 
administer their exemptions when they have waived them? 
Mr. OATES. Iwill come to that before I take my seat. In 
the gentleman's characterization of the court which would have 
the administration of this bill, should it become a law, over such 
of his constituents as became interested therein, he said that 
they would be the victims of an alien and partisan court.” 
This is inconsistent with the estimate which he placed upon the 
judge on a former occasion. Judge Bruce is the judge of the 
Federal court referred to. In the investigation of alleged abuses 
of power by judges and court officials made by the special sub- 
committee of the Judiciary in the Fifty-first Congress, it fell to 
my lot to take the testimony of my colleague, who was at that 
time United States district attorney over the same territory in 
which his district now lies, and he testified in regard to Judge 
Bruce as follows: 
What is inion of Judge Bruce as a judge? 
2 I can give ha dudes Bruce is tan Of 8 intellect. He only 
racticed law five years, so he informed me, when he quit and never went 
k to the p ce until he was appointed district judge by President 
Grant. With the improvement that I discovered in the four years that 
Was with him, and his manner of trying cases in the court, he was on 
par with of the ae ee (circuit) m Alabama; his legal ability was 
ona par with them. While I served under him as district attorney I never 
discovered in him any disposition to be oppressive to anyone. Bruce is a 
very sympathetic man. Iconsidered him a very conscientious man in the 
discharge of hisduties as judge. I have seen many abler men on the bench 
than Judge Bruce. I know abler men eee than Judge Bruce, but take 
him all in all he is Just such a judge as ot hooey with the judges of the 
State circuit court. Judge Bruce is of a mild and gentle nature, very sym- 
pathetic, indeed, and it is hard for him to say no. If he committed any 
errors in these matters it was on the side of mercy, and not to disregard the 
law or shirk his duties. 


Mr. DENSON. Now, will my colleague permit a question 


ere? 

Mr.OATES. Injustamoment. Thedifference in my friend’s 

statement is that Bo m sweari econ and when re ESA his 
ch here recently he was simp g. [Laughter. 

ere DENSON, Now, let me ak a question? Are you not 

making a speech yourself? 

Mr. OATES. Yes. 

Mr. DENSON. And did you not cuss Judge Bruce all over 
Alabama, and did you not fail to speak to him on account of his 
decision in a bank case against you? 

Mr. OATES. No; I never refused to speak to him, but I did 
use some un-Christian expressions about him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DENSON. Was it not on account of his decision against 
you in that case? 

Mr. OATES. Yes; and I thought his ruling was wrong. I 
thought it so strongly that I appealed the case to the United 
States Supreme Court, and that court {decided against me and 
sustained Judge Bruce, 

Mr. DENSON. Then you were wrong? 

Mr. OATES. It seems so, but I have always thought the de- 
cision wrong and still think so. 


As to that examination about Judge Bruce, I would like to ask 
my colleague this question: Which was true, what I stated in 
the speech or what I stated in the examination? 

Mr. OATES, I think what you stated in the examination 
was true. You swore to it and I have no right to doubt it. 

Mr. DENSON. Perhaps the virtue of my testimony origi- 
nated in the fact that my friend administered the oath to me. 

Mr. OATES. I always believe you when underoath. I would 
like to believe you all the time, but when you get to speaking 
you get warmed up above your subject. 

Mr. DENSON. That is we the reason people will not believe 
you in your speech here. You are simply speaking now. 


Mr. OATES. That may be, but still lam not affected as much 


as the gentleman was by the refusal of the House to adopt the 
free oao of silver. 

Mr. DENSON. There may be a refusal here, but there will 
not be in Alabama, which my friend will find out, if he does not 


mind. 

Mr. OATES. I am in favor of free coinage just as much as 
you are, only I differ as to the ratio. I propose that when the 
dollar is coined it shall be a dollar—a good dollar. 

Mr. DENSON. Did not you vote for the restoration of the 
Bland-Allison act here in August? 

Mr. OATES. I did. 

Mr. DENSON. Was not that at a ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. OATES. It was, but the coinage was limited, and it was 
the only chance I then saw for any coinage of silver. 

Mr. DENSON. Was it not limited in the Sherman bill, too? 

Mr. OATES. Not at all, except in the amount purchased; 
not in the coinage. 

Mr. DENSON. Of course; how could you coin more than you 
purchased? - 

Mr. OATES. Itcouldnot bedone. The mints have not suffi- 
cient capacity to coin it as fast as purchased, and that law was 
condemned by our platform. It would seem, upon a fair con- 
struction, that my colleague thinks Judge Bruce quite as fair, as 
im ial, and as able to administer this law as would be any 
judge of the courts of our State. As to Judge Bruce’s kindness 
of heart and capacity, I could read from a letter of Mr. Roulhac 
a prominent Democratic lawyer who beens in his court, and 
the testimony of ex-Supreme Court Judge R. W. Walker, but 
deem it unnecessary. 


SUPPORTED BY CHIEF-JUSTICE STONE. 


I wish to say at this point, although it be a slight departure 
from the gentleman’s language upon which I am commenting, 
that the most distinguished judge in our State, George W. Stone, 
the chief justice of the supreme court, who but recently cele- 
brated the fiftieth anniversary of his services as a judge, and 
who is universally respected in the State, and acknowl to 
be the head of our jud cary na corresponded with me for years 
upon the subject of this bill, and made several useful sugges- 
tions of amendment which are now incorporated in it, and I take 
great pride in saying as the bill now stands it meets his hearty 
approval. I think that his legalopinion is certainly as weighty 
as that of my distinguished colleague or that of either of the 
gentlemen from Texas. 

The chief justice said: 


In the Spins condition of thecountry and the commercial habits of the 
people, I consider a national bankruptcy law a great and pressing want, be- 
cause the giving of fraudulent preferences by failing debtors has become so 
frequent as almost to bring discredit upon commercial pursuits. I want a 
bankruptcy law in order to put a check to that very prevalent habit of giv- 
ing what I conceive to be improper, if not fraudulent, preferences. 


Concerning this bill Judge Stone Says: 


Ihave conferred with Col. OATES upon the subject of that measure, and 
am familiar with it as at present perfected. In the great elements of sim- 
pücity, mexpensiveness, and expediency of administration, checks and 

uards against frauds and oppression in its execution, I consider it almost 

calculably superior to any bankruptcy bill that has ever been enacted in 
the United States or presented to Congress for its consideration. 


Mr, DENSON. Is it a question of legal opinion or one of 
proper and legitimate legislation? The gentleman knows that 
a very fine lawyer may be a very poor legislator. 

Mr. OATES. That is true; but a legal opinion is necessary in 
order to fully understand this bill, and my colleague as a lawyer 


Mr. DENSON. I was not wrong in saying Judge Bruce was | has failed to properly understand it. 


a Christian gentleman and a very good lawyer. I here reiter- 
ate all my testimony in regard to him. 
Mr. OATES. You were swearing then, but here you were 
simply making a and did not think so well of him. 
- DENSON. I was swearing then, and I am speaking now. 
The difference between me and my friend is that his was a per- 
sonal interest and mine was for the general welfare. I stand by 
the general welfare. He was aroused by his personal feeling. 


A COMPLETE LAW DEMANDED. 


All the commercial bodies in Alabama have declared in favor 
of this identical bill. I have here the resolutions of the Mobile 
Cotton Exchange, the Mobile Chamber of Commerce, the Com- 
mercial and Industrial Association of Montgomery, and others. 
I also have hundreds of letters from citizens of my own and of 
other States of the Union, and of nearly every class andcondition. 
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favoring this bill. Among them I have just received the follow- 
ing telegram from Dallas, Tex.: 
DALLAS, TEX., December 7, 1893. 
Hon. WILLIAM C. OATES, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 
The business msn of Texas want equal justice to creditor and debtor, and 


favor the involuntary as well as voluntary features of bankrupt bill. We re- 
gard a pazo voluntary bill as unjust, unfair, and unmanly, and hope Con- 


gress will take favorabie action on pending bill. 
A. T. Watts Armstrong Com „Wholesale Dallas 
Packing sompen . T. Trezevant, L. R. Andrews, Thos. 
Scurry, Chas. Tuc 


ker, The J. W. Crowdus Drug N 
Howell Bros. Shoe Com , by S. J. Howell, president; W. 
J. Bellertin; J. Q. Arms ng, president State National Bank, 
and many others; Thos. Fie d. 


MR. DENSON's FURTHER MISAPPREHENSIONS. 

But my colleague said thatas his farmer constituents, engaged 
chiefly in the very honorable avocation of producing cotton, were 
the debtors of local merchants, who held against them their 
promissory notes, waiving the right to claim their property as 
exempt, and mor es upon their homesteads, would, under the 
operations of this bill, be deprived of their homes and their sub- 
stance, as they would be utterly unable to pay their debts in 
view of the contraction of the money medium of exchange and 
the standard of value. 

Sir, while there is, I know, an unequal distribution of the 
money in circulation, owing to a wrong in our general financial 
system—which certainly ought to be corrected by this Congress 

e gentleman’s assertion of the contraction of the circulation is 
not true as to the amount ol money. Thecirculation is now over 
$25 per capita, larger than it has been in the last twenty years; 
but still I, as well as my colleague, wish it increased for the rea- 
son that I do not think our people can have too much good money, 
and there is in fact a great scarcity of circulation in our section 
of the country. 

But I want no fiat money. Iwant money, every dollar of which 
is the equal of every other, and, like my colleague, I would not 
object to having a large partof thatinsilver. But there is noth- 
ing in this bill to interfere with that. The failure of free coin- 
age is a reason why this bill ought to pass, so as to benefit his 
and my poor constituents who are in debt more than they can 

Y. He assumes that, because under our laws and the practice 
Doar State the farmers frequently give mor es to the local 
merchants upon their homes, and notes waiving the right of ex- 
emption as t their personal property: that in case the local mer- 
chant is adjudged a bankrupt all these papers will pass to the 
trustee appointed by the creditors, who will enforce the notes 
and foreclose the mortgages and at once expose for sale the homes 
of the mortgagors and their personal effects for the purpose of 
paying the debts of the bankrupt local merchant. ey could 
not be inconyenienced except by enforcing their own contracts 
after their maturity. Why, sir, nothing but a stay law for forty 
years or the free coinage of silver could satisfy him that the 
country is safe! 

Mr. DENSON. Lask my colleague if the sentiment of Ala- 
bama is not for the free coinage of silver? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; it is; and I am in favor of the free 
coinage of silver. Iam only referring to what I believe would 
satisfy my colleague. 

Mr. DENSON. [I never said anything about nothing would 
satisfy me but the free coinage of silver.” 

Mr. OATES. That I said by way of comment on your won- 
derful 955 

Mr. DENSON. Oh; you are just making a speech, and not 
swearing at all. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no. Iam not under oath, but I am trying 
to get at the truth. Let us look at the bill and see whether this 
conclusion is strictly correct. 

Section 5 reads as follows: 

This act shall not affect the allowance to the bankrupts of the exemptions 
which are prescribed by the State laws in force at the time of the fi ot 
the petition in the State wherein the adjudication ig made. 

The intention of this is in all cases to leave with the bank- 
rupt all his property exempted from sale under execution by the 
law of the State of his residence. My colleague indulged in acriti- 
cism upon the language of this section to show that in States 
other thin the residence of the bankrupt he might be adjudged 
such and by that law entitled to no exemption. 

Sir, in order to put this beyond cavil, and to carry out the real 
meaning of the section, I propose to amend it so as to say in 
the State wherein the bankrupt resides at the time of the adju- 
dication.” That will make it clear. 

Now, I admit that there is much force in what my colleague 
said with reference to mortgages upon homesteads, and notes 
waiving the right of exemption, falling into the hands of the 
trustee of the bankrupt creditor of people thus unfortunately 
in debt; but where people have seen proper to waive their right 
of exemption, or give mortgages upon their homes for the pur- 


pose of obtaining credit and means with which to conduct their 


farms, it is in each case a voluntary action on their part, caused 
in some cases, I admit, by necessity. 

Poor laboring le in such condition have my sincere sym- 
pathy, but are we a people, and have we governments of law 
which recognize the rightof every competent person tocontract 
and to enter into such obligations as he sees proper to make? 
My colleague speaks as though the law should never be enforced 
for the collection of any debt contracted by a poor person, nor 
should any mortgage ever be foreclosed upon the homestead or 
other property of a poor laboring man, nor should any note 
which he has seen proper to give waiving the right of exemp- 
tion of his personal property, be enforced through the courts of 
the country. 

Mr. DENSON. Will my crimes ee permit me to ask him a 
question right there? In view of the President’s message, in 
which he says that we should take time to see what the effect of 
the re of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act will be, 
Lask him that the consideration of this bill be postponed until 
we dosee. The price of everything has gone down since the re- 
peal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, and perhaps 


they donot know Adi pea about the bankruptcy, just as the 
ae not know everything about silver, although they 3 
o know = 


Mr. OATES, Ihave not heard of the fall in prices, but I ask 
my colleague to withhold his commentary until we come to the 
discussion of the time at which this bill is to go into effect. He 
made his speech heretofore. It is my time now. 

Mr. DENSON. I know it is after six months. 

Mr. OATES. But you can move to amend it and make the 
time such as you desire, if the House will agree to it. 

Mr. DENSON. But I do not want to have anything to do with 
it. Ido not want to be in bad company. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman then ought to avoid it. He 
speaks as though all of the country merchants would be doomed 
under this law to be adjudged bankrupts. Such a conclusion is 
certainly not justified and is in no 3 to the 
country merchants. It would be a very large calculation, sir, to 
suppose that 5 per cent of these would be adjudged bankrupts. 
My colleague seems to forget or purposely ignores the fact that 
whenever a petition is filed alleging that such a merchant or 
dealer is a bankrupt that the question of insolvency, as well as 
the question of the failure to pay his debts, would have to be 
determined by a jury of his peers if he demanded it. 

MR. CULBERSON AND THE JURY SYSTEM. 

But the gentleman from Texas[Mr. CULBERSON] ridicules the 
idea of ob a fair and impartial jury. If that can not now 
be done, why does not the gentleman employ his great talents 
and a part of his valuable time in providing for a better jury 
system rather than in ridiculing the one we have? He is the 

airman of the Committee on the Judiciary, and I make this 
suggestion that the gentleman proceed to adopt a plan or bring 
into this House a recommendation for the improvement of the 
jury system, if in fact it be half as bad ashe representsit. Iam 
a believer in the fairness and honesty of jurors and I think that 
as a general rule the Federal district judges are as honest and 
competent as the judges of the State courts. If there is any- 
thing wrong in the Federal judicial system—judges or jurors— 
I will join the gentleman from Texas in an effort to correct and 
purify it. Remember that the laboring oar is now in the hands 
of our party and the Democracy is responsible for the conduct of 
the Government now. 

To determine the question of insolvency no such rule as they 
contend for would be applied to the language of thebill. If the 
defendant’s property, ata“ fair valuation,” would be insufficient 
to pay his debts, then the jury would have to determine that he 
was insolvent. My colleague and the gentleman from Texas 
contend that a fair valuation“ would be only what it would sell 
for at publie outery, which would not be the rule. The question 
would be what was the defendant’s property worth at a fair 
valuation“ at the time the petition was filed? The jury would 
arrive at the valuation like appraisers of the property of dece- 
dents find the valuation, which is according to what they think 
it is fairly worth. 

It is what they believe on oath the property is really worth, 
and not what it might sell for under the hammer in times of de- 
pression; and, sir, when the jury were thus passing upon the 
alleged insolvency of the country merchant, or defendant, who- 
ever hemight be, all of the mor esand waiver notes belonging 
to him would be estimated by the jury at their face value, if the 
makers thereof had property for their satisfaction, so that, in- 
cluding these, at a fair valuation of all of the assets of the al- 
leged bankrupt’s estate he was found to have enough | 
to pay his debts, the petition would be dismissed and he woul 
be triumphant, and the petitioners would be mulcted in the 
cost. But both my colleague and the gentleman from Texas in- 
sist that he would be a ruined man in reputation, although he 
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‘was successful, simply because his creditor had made a false 
charge against him. 

Indeed a new phase as to the effects of litigation. By the same 
reasoning a person who is sued for slander is forever disgraced, 
though he gain the suit. The question of his insolvency would 
not be running through every minute of time of the thirty days, 


as alleged by my gifted colleague, but it would be his actual con- Alabama 


dition on the day ani hour of the filing of the petition. Accord- 
ing to all rules of pleading that would be the issue. Is there 
avy reputable lawyer who will dispute the proposition? If he 
had been iusolvent the week before, and on that day ‘‘at a fair 
valuation“ of his property—not what it would sell for under the 
hammer—he was pate to be solvent, the poen would neces- 
sarily have to bedismissed. The question for decision would be, 
was he insolyent when the petition was filed? The court would 
not inquire into his condition at any other time. It would be 
foreign to the issue. 
“THE HAMMER OF THE SHERIFF.” 

The gentleman said that one of the clauses of the Democratic 
platfor\n is to stop the hammer of the sheriff on the mortgages 
of the people,” and he said that— 

This bill, originated in a Democratic House, from a Democratic source, is 
inaugurating the crucial performance of the sheriff's hammer, with silver 
demouetized and destroyed. 

Sir, I never heard of any platform, unless it possibly may have 
been one adopted by the Populists, which declared the fore- 
closure of mortgages to be unlawful. I have never heard of one 
before which declared the foreclosure of mortgages past due to 
be an unlawful and outrageous act. I have never heard of a po- 
litical party which declared against“ the sheriff's hammer” in 
execution of the legal processes of the courts on the foreclosure 
of a mortgage; and if there be any political party which declares 
against the foreclosure of honest mortgages past due, or coercing 
the payment of honest debts contracted for a fair consideration 
within a reasonable time after they fall due, I would like to 
know it, and I certainly will not belong to such dishonest organi- 
zation. 

Mr. PENCE. Youremember,do you not, that the Democratic 
platform denounced the sheriff industry on account of its ex- 
tent? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not, and I do not believe you can find it 
therein. Iam a Democrat on principles which are always con- 
sistent with honesty. I have been a member of the Legislature 
of my State, and my record there will show—as it will here— 
that I have ever been the friend of the farmers and the poor 
laboring men of the country, and have done whatever I could 
by legislation for their benefit; but I do not propose any dis- 
honest methods of relief to them, nor do any of my constituents 
desire that I should. 

I have always regarded the wealthy as more capable of taking 
care of themselves than the poor, and hence I have in legisla- 
tion watched the interests of the latter more than the former; 
but God forbid that I shall ever lend my energies to the enact- 
mentof any unjust law to deprive the creditor class of their 
rights because they are supposed to be owners of property. I 
would no sooner sanction the enactment of such laws than I 
would sanetion one for the oppression of the poor or to enable the 
heat to impose upon or to oppress them, and that I will never 
do while reason and justice hold a place in my brain. 

The gentleman says that the Torrey bankruptcy bill is the 
most crushing and damnable instrumentality to oppress farmers, 
laborers, debtors, and small dealers of his section that the avari- 
cious greed and soulless cupidity of a Shylock could suggest.” 
This is but asseveration, and not a particle of proof has been 
submitted to sustain it. My colleague said: 

“The bill is offered for all the pledges and promises of financial relief and 
ald made to his people.“ 

And then, when I asked him the question as to whether he 
charged me with bringing forward this bill in lieu of all the 
pledges made to the people at the last election, he replied: 

Ido not intend to make any charge against members of this House in my 
remarks upon this bill. è * I acquit my coll e [Mr. OATES] of all 
partnership, of all connection with this bill outsideof his legislative duty. 

This I expected from our long and uniform personal and polit- 
ical friendship, but if the bill is such a diabolical monstrosity 
as he characterizes itit is no compliment to my intelligence to 
be its advocate. 

And when he sanctioned Mr. SIBLEY’s summing up of his ar- 
gument— 

That the silver legislation is the seed which was sown to produce this great 
crop of ruin, and this bankrupt bill follows as a harvester, a thresher to en- 
able Shyiock to gather in his crop 
I knew that he was making a heavy draft upon the code of the 
Populists. 

I asked him if it could be true that this was offered to the 
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Democracy in fulfillment of all our Democratic financial promises 
during the last campaign, when the present bill, in one form or 
another, had been before Congress, considered and acted upon 
for the lastsix years? My cofieague replied: 

Isay again I do not want my colleague [Mr. OATES] to think that I am 
imp him in any way. I exonerate him entirely» I know him too well 
not to know that he would never engage in the oppression of any man in 
or anywhere else. 

I thanked him for the compliment, though indeed it was a 
doubtful one when he adopted the simile of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY]. While he acquitted me of any pur- 
pose to do wrong, what he said was an implied charge of ignor- 
ance on my part, and makes me guilty of a double political crime 
by advocating this bill and voting for “ the Voorhees repeal bill 
passed in this House, which is the sum total of all the iniquities 
and crimes perpetrated against the people.” = 

Mr. Chairman, that is a measure for which I voted, and I claim 
that in that vote I exhibited as much intelligence and patriot- 
ism as my distinguished colleague did in voting against it, not- 
withstanding I concede he is a gentleman who usually displays 
a high order of intelligence. The platform of my party de- 
manded th» repeal of the Sherman law, and in obedience to that 
pledge I voted for the repeal bill. i 

A large majority in this House and in that of the other end 
of the Capitol seem to have been in accord with me rather than 
with my colleague upon that subject. I, sir, am capable of dif- 
fering with any gentleman upon this floor without arraigning 
him or calling in question his intelligence or patriotism. Ican 
differ with him, as I do with my colleague, and still believe that 
he is as honest as I am whether he reciprocates that courtesy 
or not. 

MR. DENSON AGAIN. 

My esteemed colleague further said: 

Mr. Chairman, this bankrupt bill is but another cruel and destructive in- 
strumentality employed by the demon Money to crush out the farmers, the 
laborers, and the masses of the country, and make tnem subservient and 
n to the privileged classes, the capitalists and money power 
0 5 

This is a revelation to me. I never heard before that there 
were any privileged classes in this country. 

Sir, I deny the correctness of that conclusion. It ori ted 
in the fertile imagination of my friend, or he borrowed it from 
some of our calamity paraders. It has no existence in fact, and 
must have been born of an overwrought imagination or it 
never would have found utterance by a Democrat. 

The purpose of the bill is, and the effect of it as a law would 
be, infinitely more for the release of debtors from their obliga- 
tions than to enable creditors to coilect their debts. A greater 
number of debtors than creditors would be benefited thereby, 
though the bill is a just and equitable measure to both classes. 
All three of the bankruptcy laws enacted in this country were 
enacted largely at the instance of the creditor class and repealed 
at their instance, and not on the complaint of the debtors. 
Then what ground remains for the assertion that this would be 
a law merely for the collection of debts? 

He also said: 

I here raise vi 
struction to the: ——— 1 V — 
system now established and in this Union, as the last stroke 
necessary to destroy free institutions and drive home the last screw in the 
coffin of iiberty. = 

„O liberty, what crimes have been committed in thy name!” 
said Madame Roland at the guillotine. 

Iagree that the financial system is not a good one, and is sadly in 
need of decided change and improvement, which Tam doing all I 
can by proper means to remedy. But, sir, if I believed all this 
which my colleagueasserts to be just as he states it, I would, ina 
spirit of patriotism and love of my fellow-men, including his con- 
stituents as wellasmy own—notwithstanding I am on the sunset 
side of life and my body 5 take up arms and incur 
whatever danger there might be to life and limb in defense of my 

2 05 against such tyranny as he alleges; nor would I acquit or 

old blameless any man who would advocate such a diabolical 
mezsure as he describes, except upon the plea of idiocy. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is nearly as extreme 
in denunciation and misrepresentation of the bill as my es- 
teemed colleague, but not quite so vituperative; in that my col- 
league excels. He, too, is wild upon the subject of free coinage 
as well as upon bankruptey legislation. I am unable to discover 
any relation between the twosubjects. It seems to me that only 
a disordered imagination can suppose them to be parts of the 
same thing or to have any connection with each other. 

Why, sir, my colleague characterized this bill as ‘‘the con- 
summation of a revolution by which the liberties of the people 
would be forever destroyed,” and siid that no people ever lost 
their independence who owned their homes; that a land owner 


was never known to become a slave or dependent so long as he 
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could retain the unincumbered ownership and peaceful posses- 
sion of his land. 

Well, does anyone doubt this; is there an in the bill 
contrary to that doctrine? But he comp t many of 
his constituents owned incumbered homes; that they were in- 
cumbered by mortgages. Well, who gave the mortgages? 
Would he, in order to make each of them a free man, take away 

-from him the right to give a mortgage upon his home whenever 
he sees proper to do so? Would he take away from the owner 
of the property the right of disposition or to incumber it? If 
so the owner would cease to be free whenever the 5 of 
his own property was taken away fromhim. That would be pa- 
ternalism of the strongest character. 

Yet such is the course of his logic. Are not the r people 
of his district and mine free men, who have the right to sell or 
mortgage their homesteads if they wish? Would he deprive 
them of this right? If so, he would deny to them the liberty 
which I concede to exist in them and for which I will ever con- 
tegd. I want this bill for their benefit. 

Ae says, in criticism of the bill, that the ‘trustee sets apart 
the bankrupt s exemptions and reports the items and estimated 
value there of to the court,” which is by no means all, but only a 

rt of the proceedings in that connection. He claims that the 

krupt court determines all claims of exemption, and then 
says: 

These provisions of the bill are unconstitutional because the amounts in- 
vol ved are of more than $20 in value, and that there is no provision made to 
try the same by ajury. 

Whén the bill, in section 6, line 22, says that the bankrupt in 
his schedule shall file a claim for “such exemptions as he may 
be entitled to,” and subdivision c of section 19 declares that ‘the 
right to submit matters in controversy or an alleged offense un- 
der this act to a jury shall bedetermined and enjoyed according 
to the United States laws now in force upon that subject, or such 
as may be hereafter enacted, except as herein provided,” thereby 

iving a trial by jury upon the value of the exempted property 
fa event there should be a controversy in relation thereto, an 
overturning completely the gentleman's point of unconstitution- 
ality. 

— that a law that is not perfectly clear and over- 
whelming in its demand for the right of jury trial, if at all sus- 
ceptible of such construction, will be so construed by the courts 
as to make it in harmony with the Constitution of the country. 

“If there are simply doubts about whether the law gives the right 
to a trial by jury, when it is a matter in which the Constitution 
requires a trial by jury, the courts would so construe the statute 
as to give it, and thus sustain its 8 

‘Ani if this is not broad enough, construed in the light of the 
Constitution to secure it, we can amend it and mike itso. He 
seems to forget that this bill is amendable if any part of it is 
shown to be wrong. - 

They claim that this bill would be an engine of oppression 
placed in the handsof the creditor class to put debtors and 
their property under the control of the creditor, and that ‘‘ this 
is but another means, another instrumentality, to be set on foot 
in connection with the demonetization of silver to put the prop- 
erty and personal libarty of the citizen under control and eae 
tion of the money and creditor classes.” 

Silver has not been demonetized since 1878. It is to-day a 
legal tender in payment of debts, as much soas gold. If the 10 

r cent tax were repealed, so that we could have good State- 

bills, we would be very well satisfied, as we will have about 
$700,000,000 of silver anyway; but my colleague—Isay it respect- 
fully—seems to be as much enamored of free silver as was Master 
Slender with the beauties of sweet Ann Page. 

Why, sir, this bill is nothingof the kind. It never was a con- 
spirator against silver. A bill on the subject of bankruptcy in 
one form or another has been before the Judiciary Committee 
and the House of Representatives for the last ten years. The 
first was the Lowell bill, which Pat Collins, a great. Democrat, 
had charge of, and the question of such a law has all the time 
been advocated by some of the ablest members of this House, 
while others have honestly opposed it, without division on party 
lines. At the present time some Democrats and some Repub- 
licans and Populists are in favor of this bili and some opposed to 
it. It is not a party measure at all. 

The bill at the present time isin the mildest and most humane 
form that a binkruptcy bill was ever presented to the American 
Congress. I mike this assertion notwithstanding the bitter de- 
nunciations of it by my colleague and the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. CULBERSON]. And as to the demonetization of silver, no 

w of the kind has passed or is likely to pass, according to my 
understand of that term. Silver was demonetized in 1873 
when it was deprived of its legal-tender quality, but that was 
restored in 1878 and still remains. Refusing to coin it would be 
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wrong, but would neither demonetize nor destroy it. My col- 
league speaks of it not only as being demonetized, but destroyed. 

Why, sir, the 8 bill renews the declaration of the law 
that the silver dollar is a legal tender in the payment of debts, 
and declares that it shall so remain. I am, pris favor of the 
free coinage of silver on a parity with gold but that subject is 
altogether foreign to the present ons. Yet my colleage declared 
that the legislation then about to be consummated not only de- 
monetized, but destroyed silver. 

Another of his criticisms of the bill: When king of the ex- 
emptions which he alleged were to be tried alone by the bank- 
ruptey court without a jury, he used the following lunguage: 

In Alabama a debtor has got to file a statement of his liabilities and of his 
assets to be entitled to exemptions. 


That is not correct. But he says: 


Under the laws of Alabama a debtor desiring to claim the benefit of the 
exemption laws may at any time file his written declaration in the probate 
court asking such exemptions to be allowed him. Ofcourse this amounts toa 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

That isthe language of the bill— 

Said he— 
and if he makes a declaration of that kind on the records of the country or 
anywhere else, that is, that he is unable to pay his debts, he can be petitioned 
into bankruptcy. 

Mr. Chairman, to show how utterly erroneous this statement 
is, I quote from section 2 of the bill. The ground of involun- 
fey uptey which my colleague was referring to is as fol- 

ows: 

Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

Now, sir, by the statute law of Alabama, section 2515 of the 
code, it is declared that— 

Any resident of this State entitled to and memg toclaim a homestead or 
other exemption from levy and sale under execution or other process may 
atany time make and file in the office of the judze of probate in the county 
in which the N is situated, if a homestead, or it personal property, of 
the county in wi such resident resides, a declaration in writing, sub- 
scribed and sworn to by him, describing the property selected and e 
by him as exempt, item by item, in case of personal property, With its vaiue; 
and other declarations may from time to e, as occasion may require, be 
made and filed. 

Defendant is not required to say one word about his inability 
to pay his debts; no, sir. A man may claim whatever property 
is allowed him by law from the payment of his debts, even when 
he has other property that is likewise subject. It is also pro- 
vided. by statute that the failure to file such exemption is no 
waiver of the right of the defendant in execution to it; and 
here, sir, my learned colleague claims that the filing in a pro- 
bate court of a statutory declaration that the property of the de- 
fendant is claimed as exempt from sale for his debts is the equiv- 
alent of the fourth ground of involuntary bankruptcy set forth 
in this bill. 

The conclusion is utterly unsound. 

Mr, Chairman, my able colleague’s speech abounds in the de- 
nunciation of nearly everybody who is blessed with a respect- 
able share of this world’s goods, or who may be considered pluto- 
crats, bristles with assertions of the oppressions of the poor, 
parades before the country their ARPE l and the more pros- 
perous man’s supposed rascalities. Such language is calculated 
to array the poor people against the wealthy. Sir, I had to 
meet on the stump and to controvert. similar charges made 
against the Democratic party in the last campaign by the ex- 
tremists of the Farmers’ Alliance and Populists who endeavored 
to encompss my defeat, and I was amazed to hear such language 
from a good Democratas I know my colleague to be. The shak- 
ing of a red flag at a bull never more thoroughly angered him 
than does the reading of this bill my esteemed colleague. 

Mr. DENSON. My colleague objected to my interrupting him 
awhile ago. I have been absent from the and therefore 
have not heard all of the gentleman’s speech. Am I correctly 
informed that the gentleman charges me with being a Populist? 

Mr. OATES. On, no; I say you are a good Democrat. 

Mr. DENSON. And as 5 as you are. 

Mr. OATES. Ths gentleman has always been a very good 
Democrat, but I do not undertake to set myself up as a judge in 
my own case as to which of us is the better Democrat. 

i 1 SON. What was it that you stated that had inflamed 
my mind 

Ar. OATES. L said that the denunciations which have been 
made and a good many things which you had said had probably 
inflamed your imagination; so that I was amazed to hear su 
language from such a good Democrat as I knew you to be. 

Mr. DENSON. I state, Mr. Chairman, that the inflammation 
of my mind, if any at all occurred, resulted from the iniquity 
anc oppression of that bill, and nothing eise. sises 

Mr. OATES. Well, the free-coinage question, too, had some- 
thiag to do with it, - 
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Mr. DENSON. That has inflamed your mind, it seems. You | whensver necessary on the condition of the country requiring 


are trying to get out of it, and to exp your vote. 

Mr. OATES. I pete your language. I do not travel out- 
side the record at, I quote exactly what you said in your 
speech. Iam peona of my vote and stand loyally by it. 

Mr. DENSON. My language was thoroughly orthodox on the 
free coinage of silver and there can be no mistake about that. 
My speeches and my votes have always corresponded, to the let- 
ter, 


Mr. OATES. I stated while you were out that we agreed on 
free coinage, except that we differed about the ratio. But we 
differed widely in our votes as to the repeal of the Sherman 
la 


W. 

Mr. DENSON. I do not see how we could differ on the ratio, 
when you voted to substitute the Bland-Allison act for the Wil- 
son law. 

Mr. OATES. That question is not pertinent here, but I will 
say that a revival of the Blind-Allison act was the only prospect 
I saw for silver coinage, and it was limited. Perhaps I did a 
foolish thing to keep company with you. 

Mr. DENSON. I was informed that you said I was populistic. 
If being populistic means that I am for the people, [am for that; 
but in the offensive sense in which the word is now used in poli- 
ties, that I utterly deny. 

Mr. OATES. I said some of the statements made by you were 
populistic,and that I was surprised to hear them, because I knew 
you were a Democrat. 

Mr. DENSON. You drew the inference that they were popu- 
listie. Populistie m+y be descending, but some of yours might 
be considered ascending populistic—in the ascendancy. What 
are the statements of mine that are populistic? 

Mr.OATES. That may be, but of course all such things are 
to be judged by others. è form our opinions from what we 
have to go by. I think that the quotations I am making from 
your speech will be sufficient to show that I have drawn the cor- 
rect conclusion, and if I have not, the readers of what we both say 
will form their own opinions. Such apvealsdo not pour oil upon 
the troubled waters in our country. They do not draw the at- 
tention of our people, and especially the poorer classes, to the 
beneficence of our governments, State and Federal. In Europe 
the toilers labor in the fields forfrom 10 to 20 cents per day, and 
have their homes in hovels, and their children reared in com- 

ative ignorance for the lack of public schools. Here our 
Faaora and State governments-secure to each citizen his rights 
of life, liberty, and property, giving them all equal chances. 

Such utterances as I refer to do not impress the minds of the 
masses with these facts, nor do they call attention to the benefi- 
cence of the United States in having tendered to the destitute 
homes upon the public lands, nor to the State governments, 
which provide for the education of their children and the ex- 
emption of a rexsonable amount of property from liability to ex- 


ecution, in order that they may have a maintenance independ- 
ent even of the claims of their honest creditors. 
Sir, I believe that the agriculturist, though of moderate 


means, should be the happiest man of any class in our country, 
when he is free from debt and reasonably prosperous. 
A little farm well tined, 


A little house well fili 
And a little wife well willed— 


should bring to him the greatest measure of contentment. 
Show our people their superior condition over those of similar 
classes in other countries, and bring to them contentment, and 
make them, with all of the errors of our laws, shout praises to 
the flag of our country, the land of the free and the home of 
the brave,” and we will perform a far more patriotic and praise- 
worthy duty than we will by arraigning before them all the 
wrongs they may be made to suffer, either real or imaginary. 


TO PROMOTE TAE BEST INTERESTS OF HONEST PEOPLE. 


The bankruptcy bill will promote the best interests of honest 
people and prove a beneficent measure to thousands of people 
overwhelmed with debt. 

Sir, the provision of the Federal Constitution committing to 
Congress the power to pass a bankruptcy law was inserted in 
that instrument as originally drafted. and was adopted as a mat- 
ter of course when it was submitted for ratification. A similar 
provision was inserted in. both the provisional and permanent 
constitutions of the late Confederate States, whieh shows that 
the framers thereof were not opposed to bankruptey laws. 

As a practical question it is immaterial whether we agree or 
disagree with our constitutional fathers or with the men who 
formulated the scheme for the government of the Confederacy 
as to the expediency for such a 3 n in the organic law 
the fact remains that Congress the power to enact such a 
law, and we are sontvoased with the proposition to exercise it 


it, as I think it does now. 

The only question under the circumstances which will influ- 
ence me is what is best for the interests of the people—the peo- 
ple of my district—the people of my State—the people of the 
whole country. 

OPPONENTS OPPOSED TO DISCHARGES. ; 

The present conditions are that every community contains 
honest men who have been unfortunate in promoting the enter- 
prises of the country; men who can not pay theirdebtsand who 
are kept out of business by their unfortunate circumstances. 
The fact that these men are thus circumscribed in their useful- 
ness. to ths community and to their families is no benefit to 
their creditors—it is an absolute detriment to the communities 
in which they live. An enlightened pons policy requires that 
they should be given their financial freedom. This ill would 
aceomplish this result and enable this. great class of good men 
to again become aggressive factors in the development of the 
country, the promotion of its enterprises, and to the comfort of 
their families. It would also be better for the creditor if he 
but realized a small percentage of his debt than for it always to 
remain in doubt. 

Every member, therefore, who o this bill arrays him- 
self against this class of men, and in doing so denies them the 
rights which it was intended by the framers of the Constitution 
they should enjoy. 

OPPONENTS OPPOSED TO INCREASING CREDIT. 

Mr. Chairman, the business of every community of this coun- 
try is conducted by men who, to a greater or less degree, are de- 
pendent upon their credit. How will this bill affect this class of 
men? As the laws of most of the States are framed at present 
many men might be ruined by a fright among their creditors, 
or even by a misapprehension on the tof one of such credi- 
tors as to the financial condition of theirdebtor. This condition 
follows because there is not now any law which can enforce the 
rules of equity with uniformity and fair dealing between the 
creditors of a common debtor. 

Lree-ived a letter to-day from New York, presenting a very 
seneg ae which has been hung up in the courts ever since 
1884, where there are probably $1,000,000 worth of roperty in- 
volved, and one debtor who controls a claim of $8,009 is 80 cir- 
cumstanced that he prevents a distribution of that property and 
keeps the creditors from getting that which belongs to them. 
Under the operation of a bankruptcy law this would not be the 
case. Under present conditions the result is that the credit of 
everyone of this class is restricted and whenever they are sit- 
uated at obscure Ln or at a great distance from whom they 
ask or obtain credit they must of course pay a higher price, in- 
cluding freights, 3 than they would be compelled to pay 
for them if they lived nearer to the place of their purchases. 

If we had auniform commercial probate law, as this bill would be 
if enacted, the seller and buyer would each find therein the meas- 
ure of their legal rights, and a uniform system alike enforceable 
in every State of the Union. In it they would find a complete 
system of equity and justice. Now that railroads, telegraphs, 
and telephones have annihilated distances and brought all the 
States of the nation into one great commercial community, is it 
not infinitely wiser and better to secure such judicial uniformity 
rather than to allow all commercial transactions to be admi ¥.s- 
tered by the forty-four different systems of the States of this 
Union? This bill forbids the spiriting away or fraudulently dis- 

ing of goods. Itrequires at the hands of every debtor an 
ponent course of business with reference to goods which he has 
purchased on credit, and prevents debtors from giving prefer- 
ences. * 

I wish to say that no preferences can be given under the laws 
of my State—made so by recent legislation. 

All these regulations are consistent with equity and 
confidence in those who have goods to sell, and hence secure 
ter credit and lower prices for the purchasers of the same. 

Who will deny the wisdom of such provisions? 

Every member, therefore, who opposes this bill arrays him- 
self, whether intentionally or not, against this class of men, and 


ire 
t- 


in so doing denies to them the increased credit, or in effect the 


enlargement of their capital, and prevents them from deriving a 
benefit which was intended to be their inheritance. 
OPPONENTS OPPOSED TO REDUCING PRICES TO CONSUMERS. 

Sir, all of the trade and manufacturing centers of this country 
have establishments which give employment to large numbers 
of the working classes, and,in the ordinary course of business, 
distribute the things we eat, the clothes we wear, the machinery 
we use, the tools and 5 of industry, and the various 
other articles the distribution of which constitutes the com- 
merce of our country. These manufacturing and jobbing con- 


116 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 7, 


cerns, under the existing imperfect State enactments, experi- 


ence severe losses on the t of mercantile adventurers and 
those who subsist by committing frauds in their various forms. 

To the thoughtless person it might soper that these losses 
are borne by he manufacturers and jobbers, but it is not so; 
they know by years of experience about what these losses will 
be, andthey add a percentage to the priceof their outputto meet 
them. This percentage is paid not by the dishonest and fraud- 
ulent adventurers, but by the honest people—by our constituents. 
This law is designed to promote justice, which is always consist- 
ent with morality, and to prevent these abuses. As a result, the 
losses to the manufacturers and jobbers will not be so great; 
they will not, therefore, add so large a percentage and the great 
body of honest people will be correspondingly benefited. This 
bill would thus have a tendency to make manufactured goods 
cheaper to the consumer. 

Every member, therefore, who opposes this bill, though un- 
conscious of the fact, arrays himself against these beneficent re- 
sults. 

OPPONENTS ADVANCE THE sig ec THOSE WHO THRIVE BY DISHON- 

Sir, there is in every community of any considerable size, and 
I regret to say in some of the very small communities, men to 
whom honesty is an unknown proposition; men who are stran- 
gers to the word integrity; men who do not seek to establish a 
good character, and to assist in building up the community in 
which they live by personal industry, but whose sole end and 
aim is to lead an existence at the expense of those who accumu- 
late property by honest toil. This bill aims a blow of extermi- 
nation at that class of men. 

It prescribes penalties for whoever cheats, wrongs, or defrauds 
irrespective of whether they are bankrupts, bankruptcy officers, 
or creditors. It seems to me high time that such a statute 
should be enacted, as one has but to read the daily papers to re- 
alize that from day to day and week to week, the year round, 
frauds of every nature and description are practiced, and their 
perpetrators go unwhipped of justice. 

Every member, therefore, who opposes this bill will in so doing 
throw his influence practically on the side of that class of men 
who, to the detriment of the best interests of the honest mem- 
bers of every community in the country, are now, and have been 
for years, living on the fruits of dishonesty. 


THE PEOPLE ARE HONEST AND WANT AN HONEST LAW. 


Sir, I am sorry to see that there seems to be on the part of 
some of my Congressional brethren an inclination to legislate 
upon the theory thatthe enactment of alaw granting discharges, 
enforcing the rules of equity, and forbidding rascality is in dero- 
gation of the rights of the people. 

For myself, I wish to stand or fall upon the statement of fact 
that the great body of the people are absolutely and uncondi- 
tionally honest; that they do not wish for themselves the exer- 
cise of any rights which they are not willing, under like cir- 
cnmstances, others may exercise. It would be an insult to 
intelligent and honest people to say that they do not want laws to 
condemn wrong and to promote justice, morality, and humanity, 
which are the purposes of this bill. 

The proposed law was contemplated by the founders of the 
Government; it is sound in principle; it is humane and equi- 
table in its provisions; it is in the interest of the unfortunate 
debtor and the honest creditor, and repels oppression; it is de- 
signed to lessen the burdens of the weak and curb the power of 
the strong; it will promote honesty and discourage dishonesty; 
it will benefit good people in every part of the country and in 
every station in life, and hence, I earnestly hope that it will be 
passed, with both voluntary andinvoluntary provisions of a rea- 
sonable and just character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman may be extended. 

Mr. OATES. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy, but will 
not accept an extension of time as it is already quite late. I will 
say, Mr. Chairman, that I am not near through with the replies 
I have prepared in explanation of the bill and to the criticisms 
uttered against the same by several of the gentlemen who op- 

the measure. If the House will grant me leave to do so I 
will hereafter print these with some tables I have applied for 
and not yet 85 y obtained, separately from this and as a subse- 

uent s 2 
y The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama Mr. OATES] 


asks leave to print the remainder of his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the leave is granted. 
The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this bill is now closed 


by order of the House. 
Mr. OATES. I move thatthe committee do now rise; and I 
wish to give notice in that connection that on to-morrow, or 


when the bill is taken up again, it will be read under the five- 
minute rule for amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Just at that point I suggest that if we could 
take the sense of the House as between the voluntary and invol- 
untary systems, we might dispense with the necessity for the five- 
minute debate; and if we should agree to it I would be glad on 
to-morrow to offer a substitute which J intend to propose, and 
take the sense of the House on that. If it should be adopted it 
would then relieve the House from the necessity of considering 
the present bill under the five-minute rule, and we might save 
two or three days in that way: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to hear the gentleman's response. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman’s poopoo will not be in or- 
der at that time, and it is one-sided. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course it is not in order; I was suggesting 
an arrangement by unanimous consent. 

The question was taken, and the committee determined to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 139) to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENCAMPMENT OF KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consentfor the present consideration of a resolution which 
the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. Res. No. 96. To authorize the Secretary of War to grant permits for 
the use of the monument grounds and reservations or public spaces in the 
city of Washington, and for other purposes. 

solved by the Senate and House Pi Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized to grant ts to the executive committee 
Knights of Pythias for the use of the monument grounds for 8 
campi and the reservations or public spaces along the line of 
Pennsylvania avenue for the erection of stands and seats thereon on the 
occasion of the Py conclave and encampment, to be held in the city of 
Washington in August, 1894, if in his opinion such use will inflict no serious 
or permanent jury upon such grounds, reservations, or public spaces; 

the District Commissioners are hereby authorized to designate such 
streets, avenues, and sidewalks in the Districtas they may deem necessary 
and proper for the purposes of the occasion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of this joint resolution. 
Is there objection? (After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

On request of Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, to Mr. COMPTON, 
indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MCGANN, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. CORNISH, until Monday, on accouat of important busi- 
ness. 
Mr. OATES. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
50 minutes) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 4511) providing for the open- 
ing of the Uintah and Uncompahgre Indian Reservations, in the 
Territory of Utah—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 4512) for the erection of a public 


building at the city of Muskegon, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildi and Grounds. ` 
Also, a bill ( 


R. 4513) for the construction of a steam for sig- 
nal and pier-head light and steam fog-signal station at Luding- 
ton, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4514) to enlarge the pow- 
ers and duties of the Bureau of Labor and to create an executive 
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department to be known as the Department of Labor- to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 4515) to amend section 4887 
of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. MCALEER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4516) to remove 
the bar of the statute of limitation and give the right of appeal 
in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 4562) to repeal all peok 
sions of the law for the payment by the United States of one-half of 
the appropriations for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on BS id a 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R.4563) for the 
construction of a public building at Port Angeles, State of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 4564) for the punishment of 
train-wrecking—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. REILLY: A concurrent resolution to print the eulo- 
gies upon the late William Mutchler, a representative from the 


tate of Pe lvania—to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. CANNON of California: A resolution directing the 
Secretary of War to report to the Houseof Representatives the 


feasibility and cost of obtaining an additional depth of water in 
the inner harbor at San Pedro, State of Califor to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. = 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule ee bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 4517) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca Risley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4518) for the relief of 
John Dieters—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R.4519) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 4520) to remove the ch of 
desertion from the military record of Thomas Duffy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) for the relief of Francis Moon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 4522) for the relief of Omer 
Baudry, of St. John the Baptist Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 4523) for the relief of 
Mary P. Mullin—to the Committee on War 8 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 4524) for the relief of J. W. El- 
ston, of Madison County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4525) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Horace J. Rowell to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Eliza K. Starr 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4527) for the relief of Henry Lane—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


ministrator of Benjamin F. Cash, deceased, of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4538) for the relief of Richard Love, admin- 
istrator of D. W. McKenzie, deceased, late of Fayette County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) for the relief of Mary E. Bates, admin- 
istratrix of James K. Bates, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) for the relief of James A. Richardson, 
administrator of Ezekiel T. Keel, of Shelby County, Tenn., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1888— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4541) for the relief of C. F. Beezley, admin- 
istrator of John C. Lanier, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4542) for the relief of H. L. Thomas, admin- 
istrator of B. R. Thomas, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.,as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4543) for the relief of Abner East, of Shelby 
County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4544) for the relief of Fayette J. Pulliam, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims un- 
der the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4545) for the relief of M. A. Gober, adminis- 
trator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, of Fayette County 
Tenn., as found due the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4546) for the relief of Washington East, of 
Shelby County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under theact of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4547) for the relief of Edward J. Tucker, of 
Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4548) for the relief of M. V. Dalton, ad- 
ministratrix of Carson R. Dalton, deceased, of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PENCE: A bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief of the legal 
F of Royal M. Hubbard to the Committee on 

8. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4551) for the relief of William M. Keightley— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of John 
Palmier, Pine Ridge, Shannon County,S. Dak.—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4553) for the relief of Emily J. 
Fardy, Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 4554 granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary E. Woodworth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 4555) to correct the milita 
record of Abraham Smith—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 4528) to authorize | fairs, 


and direct the auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit 
the account of George H. Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. 
J., for postage stamps and money-order funds stolen from his 
office—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4529) for the relief of Antoinette Acken—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCALL: A bill (H. R. 4530) to ony out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in thecaseof Augustus P. Burditt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of George 
H. Jowett, Arlington, Washington County, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATT ON: A bill (H. R. 4532) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Baptist Church at Grand Junction, Hardeman 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4533) for the relief of Daniel Butts, Moscow, 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

so, & bill (H. R. 4534) for the relief of Arthur P. McKinney, 
administrator of John F. McKinney, deceased, late of Memphis, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4535) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Palloy, 
of Shelby Somi Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4536) for the relief of Thomas V. Brady, of 
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of J. Harvey Mathes, ad- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) to correct the military record of John 
Shannon, alias Thomas Buckley, and grant him an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) for the relief of Charles A. Reed—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) granting a pension to Melvin Seward 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4559) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Collins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4560) restoring Julia L. Roberts, late Julia 
L. Doty, to the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vos- 
burgh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4565) to increase the pension of 
John M. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

rs were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, urging the passage of Senate bill 869 and House bill 2795— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition, toaccompany House bill 4494, grant- 
ing a pension to James Brundage—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 8, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman rise in relation to the 
Journal? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to offer a resolu- 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s desk will first be cleared. 
If there be no objection, the Journal as read will be approved. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
JOURNAL OF LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the See- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting two copies of the journal of 
the first session of the first Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. This communication will lie on the table, 
and the journal of the Territory of Oklahoma will be filed by 
the Clerk in the library for the use of the House. 

REPORT OF MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior,transmitting the report of the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, in accordance with the act of Congress 
approved February 28, 1889; which was referred to the Commit- 
teu on interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GOVERNMENT DIRECTORS OF UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting the reportof the directors of the 
Union Pacific Railway for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS W. CAMPBELL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the 
court in the case of Thomas W. Campbell against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee-on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I de-ire to offer a resolu- 
tion and have it read, after which I will ask unanimous consent 
for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to consider the resolution which he sends up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ion of 
e Sch ace e e ee 
ready to bring fo certain committees being authorized on that account 
to sit during the recess, especially the Ways and Means and Banking and 
Currency Committees; and 
Whereas nothing was done during said extra session to relieve the peo- 


le; and 
P Whereas since the convening of Congress in regular session there still 
seems to be a disposition to delay matters, as suggested by the President in 
his message: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That the Ways and Means Committee be requested to bring 
forward at once the tariff bill, and the Banking and Currency Committee 
be requested to bring f some financial measure for the relief of the 
masses, so that the Democratic party may redeem the pledges so often made 


the people. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of this resolu- 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will call the 
committees for reports. 

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 4568) to revive and amend an act to pro- 
vide for the coll etion of abandoned property and the preven- 
tion of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United States 
and acts amendatory thereof,” as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 
1965) in relation to claims arising under the provisions of cap- 
tured and abandoned property acts, and for extension of time in 
which to bring suit; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. The 


original bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

BRIDGE OVER THE TENNESSEE RIVER AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 
Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

Commerce, 


authorizing 


reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 291) 
the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 8, 


River at Chattanooga, Tenn.; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER. Thiscompletes call of committees. The 
morning hour begins at ten minutes after 12. The call rests 
with the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
“The committees were called. 


ADMISSION OF UTAH INTO THE UNION. 


Mr. KILGORE (when the Committee on Territories was 
called). Mr. S er, I think the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories intended to call up a measure this morning; but 
he does not seem to be in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman call it up? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; I will call it up, as I know it was 
intended to have it done. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Dill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a constitution and 
State government, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal 
with the original States. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Mr. Speaker, is this bill called up in the 
morning hour for the consideration of bills? 

Mr. RE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill for the admission of Utah. 

The question was tuken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Division. : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 3. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. ciate 
makes the point that no quorum has voted, and the Chair 
appoint as tellers the gentleman from Texas, Mr. KILGORE, and 
the gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. RE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 6, not 
voting 200; as follows: 
YEAS—1f7. 
Alderson, Coombs, Kiefer, Price, 
Alexander, Cooper, Reilly, 
Arnold, Cooper, Tex. ES bs. Tenn. 
Bailey, x e, Ritchie, 
Baldwin, Culberson, Lane, Robbins, 
Bankhead, C 8. 4 Robertson, La. 
Barnes, Davey, Lawson, Russell, Ga. 
Bartlett. vis, Ryan, 
Barwig, De Armond, Lester, Sa; 
Beil, Colo. Denson, Lockwood, 
Beitzhoover, ore, Lynch, Sheli, 
Black, Ga. 5 4 Maddox, Sibley, 
Blanchard, Donovan, Mallory, 
Bland, grass, 
Boatner, Dun cCreary, 
Boen, English, McDannold, Springer, 
Branch, Enloe, McDearmon, S 1 
Brawiey, Epes, MeEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Bretz, icKaig, Talbert, S. C. 
Brickner, Everett, McKeighan, Talbott, Md. 
Brookshire, Geary, McLaurin, Tate, 
an. Geissenhainer, McRae, Taylor, Ind 
Bynum, Goldzier, Meyer, Terry, 
ht, Montgomery, Tracey, 
88 Gorman, Morgan, Tucker, 
Campbell, Grady, Moses, Turner, 
— —— O' Ferrali, — 
hart, 0. 4 arner, 
Caruth, Hare, O'Neil, Weadock, 
Catchings, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wells, 
Causey, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clancy, Holman, Patterson, ting, 
Cobb, Ala. Honk. Ohio Paynter, Williams, III 
Cobb, Mo: fudson, Pearson, Williams, 
Cockran, Hunter, Pence, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Wise. 
Coffeen, Ikirt. Pigott. 
NAYS—46. 
Grifin, Haugen, Pendleton, Tex. Randall 
Hall, Martin, 
NOT VOTING—200. 
Abbott, Bower, N.C. Clarke, Ala. Doolittle, 
Adams, Bowers, Cal. Cogsw Dra 
Aitken, Brattan, Compton, Durborow, 
Aldrich, dge, Ark. Conn, Edmunds, 
Allen. Breckinridge, Ky. Cooper, Fla. Ellis, Ky. 
Apsley, Broderick, Cooper, Wis. Ellis, Oregon 
Avery, ih, Fellows, 
5 Brown, Fielder, 
a Bundy, Covert, Fitch, 
Baker, N. H. Bunn, Fithian, 
Ba 4 Burnes, Crawford, Fletcher. 
Curtis, Kans. Forman, 
Bell, Tex. Caldwell, Curtis, N. V. Funk. 
A Caminetti, Daizell, Funston, 
Cannon, III. Daniels, Fyan, 
Black, Chickering, De Forest, _ Gardner, 
lair, Childs, ey, 
Clark, Mo. iver, Gillet, N. v. 
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Gillett, Mass. Johnson, N. Dak. Moon, Stevens, 
Graham. Johnson, Ohio Morse, Stockdal 
Gresham, Jones, Murray, Stone, C. 
Grosvenor, Joy. Neill, Stone, W. A. 
Grout, Kem, Newlands, Storer, 
4 Lacey. Northway, Strait, 
er, 1 Strong. 
Hammond, Lefever, Paschal, Swanson, 
Harmer, Linton, yne, Sweet, 
H Tivinigsto Phillipe, Tawney 
4 wey, 
Hartman, a = Taylor, Tenn. 
Heard, Loudenslager, Post, omas, 
Lucas. Powers, 
Henderson. III. Magner, Ray, 
Henderson, Iowa 1 Rayner, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Henderson, N. C. on, Reed, VanVoorhis, Ohio 
Hendrix, Marsh, Reyburn, ads 
Hepburn, Marvin, N. Y, Richards, Ohio Walker, 
Hermann, McAleer, Wanger, 
Hicks. McCall, Robinson, Pa. Washington, 
Hilborn. McCleary, Minn. a augh, 
Hines, McCulloch, Wever, 
Hiker wi, Meena” ö Wate 
ooker, ann, 8, 5 
Hooker, N. Y. M. Shaw, Wilson, Ohio 
III. MeNagny. Sherman, Wilson, Wash. 
Pa. Meiklejo. Sickles, Wolverton, 
Houk, Tenn. Mercer, Sipe, Woodard, 
Hull” Milliken,” Sperry Wright, Mass. 
en, perry, y: 
Johnson, Ind. Money, Stephenson, Wright, Pa. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state in behalf of my 
colleague [Mr. NEILL], that he is absent on account of sickness. 
If present, he would vote “aye.” 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. JONES] 
is absent because of illness. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. 
ABBOTT] be excused on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum voting. 

The following-named members were announced as paired: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. HOOKER of hers 2 with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. SHERMAN. = 

Mr. CoMPTON with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. Post. 

Mr. ELLus of Kentucky with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

For this day: 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. MARSH were announced as paired on this 


vote. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this vote the yeas are 147 and the 
nays are 6. Noquorum has voted. 

r. KILGO I move a call of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 33, 
not voting 163; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Alderson, Caruth, Geary, Lynch, 
Alexander, Ca issenhainer, Maddox, 
Bailey. oni coring. Goodnight, Marshall, 
Y: cke * CAGA 

Baker, Kans: cy, Gorman, McCreary, Ky. 
Baldwin, Cobb, Ala. Grady, McCulloch, 
Bankhead, Cobb, Mo. G: McDannold, 
Barnes, Cockran, Grosvenor, McDearmon, 
Bartholdt, Cockrell, : es, McEttrick, 
Bartlett, Coffeen, Hall, Mo. 
21 Coombs, a M 
Bell, Colo. Cooper, Ind. Harter, 
Black Ga : Go ort Hatch, ag 

a. ve ontgomery, 
Blan Crawford, Hayes, Moses, 

- Bland, Cul Heard, Mutchler, 
Boatner, Hepburn, i 
Boen, Davey, Hicks, O'Neil, 
Bower, N. C. vis, Holman, Outhwaite, 
Branch, De Armond, Houk, Ohio Page, 
Brawley, Denson, Hudson, Patterson, 
Bretz, Dinsmore, Hutcheson, Payne, 
Brickner, Dockery, Ikirt, 

Brookshire, Donovan, Kilgore, ence, 
Brown, Dunphy, Krib Pendleton, W. Va. 
borow, Kyle, tt, 
Bynum, lish, Lane, ice, 
oe, Latimer, ner, 
Campbell, Erdman, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Cannon, C Everett, Layton, techie, 
Cannon, III. ows, ter, Robbins, 
Capehart. an, Lockwood, Robertson, La. 


Russell, Ga. Springer, Tracey, Whiting, 
Ryan, Si Tucker, Williams, III. 
yers, Talbert, S.C. Turner, Williams, Miss, 
Shell, Talbott, Md. ler, Wilson, Wash. 
Sibley, Tarsney, arner. ise. 
Impro Tate, 
Snodgrass, Taylor, Ind. Wells, 
Somers, Terry, Wheeler, Ala. 
NAYS—33. 
Caldwell, Lefever, Morse, 
ey Linton, Oates, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Ellis, Oregon Loud, Pendleton, Tex. Wanger, 
ear, Lucas, Raudall, Waugh, 
Hager, Martin, Ind. Russell, Conn. Wheeler, Il. 
N. V. Smith, Woomer. 
q Stone, C. W. 
Hulick, Meiklejo: Storer, 
Hull, r Taylor, 
NOT VOTING—163. 
Abbott, Curtis, N. V. Houk, Tenn. Ray, 
Adams, Dalzell, Hunter, 
Aitken, Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Reilly, 
Aldrich, De Forest, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Allen, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Richards, Ohio 
Apsley, Doolittle, Jones, Richardson, Mich. 
Avery, Draper, Joy. Robinson, Pa. 
Babcock, Dunn, Kem, Rusk. 
Baker, N. H. Edmunds, Kiefer, 
Belden, Ellis, Ky. N. Scranton, 
Bell, Tex. Epes, Lapham, Settle, 
Berry, der, Lisle, Shaw, 
Bing Fitch, Li herman, 
Black, III Fithian, Loudenslager, Sickles, 
Blair, Fletcher, Magner, Sipe, 
Boutelle, Forman, Maguire, Sperry, 
Bowers, Cal. Funk, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Brattan, Funston, Marsh, tevens, 
Breckinridge, Ark. G: McAleer, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y. McCall, Stone, W. A. 
Broderick. Gillett, Mass. McDowell, Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, am, McGann, Strait, 
Bundy, Gresham, aT Strong, 
Bunn, Grout, Me Swanson, 
Burnes, Hainer, MeN: 2 weel, 
Burrows, Hare, Meredith, Tawney, 
Garmin ttl, Berrian? Maey Uplert 
e k oney, e q 
Childs, Heiner, Moon, Van Toara, Ohio 
Clark, Mo, Henderson, Ill. Morgan, Wadsworth, 
ke, Henderson, Iowa Murray, Walker, 
Henderson, N. C. Neill. W. 
Compton, amann at — 88 
ermann, orthway, X 
8 Hilborn, Ww 
Cooper, Wis. Hines, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, a Perkins, Wolverton, 
4 Phillips, Woodard, 
Cox, Hooker, N. Y. Pickier, Wright, Mass. 
Crain, Hopkins, III Post, Wright, Pa. 
Kans. Powers, 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. MARSH on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the vote the yeas are 156 and the 
nays are 32. The yeas haveit, and acall of the House is ordered, 
The morning hour has expired. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk the : 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. S er, I make the point of order that 
the morning hour has expired. 


The SPEAKER. The eg hour has expired, but a call 
of the House has been ordered. unanimous consent further 
s under the call can be dispensed with. 

Mr. PA . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the vote ordering a call of the Hoùse be reconsidered. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The last vote shows the presence of u 
quorum, and I ask unanimous consent that further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Then I move that further proceedings 
be dispensed with. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New Vork [Mr. PAYNE] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which a call of the House was 
ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The vote ordering the yeas and nays on the question of order- 
ing a call of the House was reconsidered, the yeas and nays were 
refused, and the motion for a call of the House was rejected. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 3544) to amend an act entitled An act to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of railroadsand for other purposes,” approved Septem- 
ber 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CAUSEY, for three days, on account of sickness in his 


family. 
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To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sick- 


ness, 
To Mr. FELLOWS, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
BERT W. KENNEDY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution that I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been the usual custom to allow the minority an extra mes- 
senger. and as the Republican caucus has asked that Mr. Bert W. Kennedy 
act as such, therefore, 

Resolved, That Mr. Bert W. Kennedy be authorized to continue as messenger 
for the House of Representatives from this date and until the meeting of 
the Fifty-fourth Co’ and to receive compensation therefor at the rate 
of 8000 per annum, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


House until otherwise provided for. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the resolution; which was adopted. 


REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. L ask unanimous consent that members of the 
District Committee having reports authorized by that commit- 
tee may be permitted during the day to hand them to the Clerk. 
I make this request for the reason that next Monday will be Dis- 
trict day, and unless bills which are ready be reported to-day, 
ey may not get on the Calendar for action on onday. ; 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD]? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk's desk, referred to their appropriate calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


APPOINTMENT OF SEALER AND ASSISTANT SEALER OF WEIGHTS 
AND MEASURES. 


Mr. COBBof Alabama, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3246) 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights 
and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
thestate of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


SERVICE CONNECTIONS WITH WATER MAINS AND SEWERS, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back in the nature of a substitute for House bill 
2360 the bill (H. R. 4571) to make service connections with water 
mains and sewers in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALLEYS IN SQUARE NO. 751, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3629) to 
close alleys in square No. 751, in the city of Washington, D.C.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. OATES. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending that motion I desire to submit a prop- 
osition to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. I wish to 
inquire whether he is willing that we take a vote now upon a 
motion to substitute a bill which I shall offer for the bill which 
he has reported. I wish to say to him that I make this propo- 
sition in perfectly good faith, because if the House should deter- 
mine to adopt the substitute it would dispense with the debate 
under the five-minute rule, and that would save not less than 
three days of valuable time. 

Mr. OATES. In reply to the gentleman’s proposition, I will 
say that I have no right to make an agreement outside of the 

es of the House; it is notin order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. OATES. Isay that [ have no right to make an agree- 
ment for other members outside and independent of the rules of 
the House. The gentleman’s substitute will be in order after 
awhile, and he can then offer it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; but I wanted to save time. In view 
of the gentleman's respo se I will ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a vote on a motion to substitute a bill which 
will be offered for the bill which has been reported and is now 
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pending. I think this proposition ought to be voted on before 
Proceeding to the discussion of the bill under the five-minute 


e. 

TheSPEAKER. The proposition requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir; and I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. e question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
the bankruptcy bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair), and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suggest that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. I do not think this reading nec- 
essary if the gentleman from Alabama will consent to allow the 
consideration of the bill to proceed at once. The bill will be 
read by sections at any rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk was about to begin the read- 
ing of the bill by sections for the consideration of amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then, before the first section is 
read, I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Alabima, in charge 
of the bill, that the consideration of this section be postponed for 
the present. This section embraces definitions of words or 
phrases used throughout the bill. A number of gentlemen wish 
to offer amendments to this section: but thatcan not be done in- 
telligently until the remainder of the bill has been considered. 
1 suggest, therefore, to the gentleman from Alabama that the 
reading and consideration of this first section be postponed until 
the remainder of the bill has been read and considered. 

Mr. OATES. I have no objection to that whatever. In ac- 
cordance with the gentleman's suggestion I ask that the first 
section be passed over 
1 BLAND. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
has the floor. 

Mr. OATES. Task that this section be passed over with the 
privilege of returning to it hereafter. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to save the right to move to strike out 
the enacting clause. I might not have that right after the first 
section is read. I have no objection to the reading of the first 
section if this right be reserved, or I will-make the motion now. 
If in order, I move tostrike out the enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent to postpone the reading of the first section of this 
bill. Pending that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
moves to strike out the enacting clause. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there 
were, on a division—ayes 70, noes 72. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum hus voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask for tellers? 

Mr. BLAND. I have made the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. OATES were n teilers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
101, noes 91. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House, with the recommendation that the enacting 
clause be stricken out. 

Mr. OATES. I give notice that I shall demand the yeas and 
nays in the House on that vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the committee rises now and the 
House refuses to concur with the committee in its recommenda- 
tion that the enacting clause be stricken out, will the House 
then again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to further 
consider the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be for the House to determine. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then no further steps could be 
taken if the Huuse acquiesces in the action of the committee 
except to dispose of the one recommendation? Am I correct? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
clause 7 of Rule XXIII it will be found to explain fully the 


status of this question. 


Mr. BLAND. Itisa question for the Speaker to determine 
in the Housa, and not for the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This explains the action that the House 
will take. 


1893. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read] Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of order. 


the clause of the rule referred to by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have prece- 
dence of a motion to amend, and, if carried, shall be considered equivalent 
to its rejection. Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole 
with an adverse recommendation, and such recommendation is disagreed to 
by the House, the bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee with- 
out further action by the House. But before the question of concurrence is 
submitted, itis in order to entertain a motion to refer the bill to any com- 
mittee, with or without instructions, and when the same is pres 
_ Kapa House it shall be referred to the Committee of the ole without 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mfssouri, that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that the enacting 
clause be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 139, had directed him to re- 
port the same to the House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House concur in the action of 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BLAND. I presume that is the only question before the 
House? 

2 SPEAKER. That is the question that the House is to 
consider. 

Mr. OATES. And I demand the yeas and nays on that vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to be recognized on this 

uestion. 

2 Mr. BLAND. On the pending motion I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But J beg the gentleman's pardon. 
I have the floor for a minute, I suppose, or an hour, if I choose 
to occupy the time. = 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has been rec- 
ognized. 

are CANNON of Illinois. I only want to say that if I under- 
stand the question—and I shall not occupy the attention of the 
House but for a very few minutes only, unless some gentleman 
wants time—I wish to say but a few words on the situation in 
which we find this bill. 

In common, Mr. Speaker, with many other gentlemen of this 
body, no doubt during the last session and during this session 
we have heard—I at least have known—that this bill was under 
discussion. I have heard twoor threes hes made under the 
hour rule touching the merits of the same. But we understand, 
all of us, that the real debate upon any bill, general in its char- 
acter like this, is not the debate under the hour rule, but is that 
debate which arises under the five-minute rule in Committee of 
the Whole when the bill is read section by section for amend- 
ments and consideration. 

Now, Isay nonew thing to the membership of this House when 
I tell them, performing the duties upon our respective commit- 
tees as we do—duties which are committed to us, and being thus 
enabled from time to time upon matters reported from the com- 
mittees, to give information to the House—that in the main the 
membership of the House not upon the committees having in 
charge important bills know but little of these measures, and 
can know but little of the general measures reported to the 
House until they come before the great Committee of the Whole 
for discussion under the five-minute rule. I want to be honest 
with the House, and so, s 12105 for myself, I will say frankly 
that I have not yet read this bill. 

And, Mr. Speaker, if I was going to give a guess about it I 
would guess that about two-thirds of the membership of the 
House have not read it either. I intended to become familiar 
with its provisions under the five-minutes rule in the Committee 
of the Whole, as we usually do upon great bills of this kind. 
Now, we went into Committee of the ole, but before one 
amendment had been offered to the bill or any attempt to offer 
an amendment so as to reach the real debate on the bill, a mo- 
tion is made by the gentleman from Missouri to strike out the 
enacting clause; which motion is carried. The committee rises 
and makes that recommendation to the House, and we now pro- 
ceed to vote upon the striking out of the enacting clause of this 
great bill without a majority of the House having ever heard it 
read. 

1 do not believe that it is wise to take such action; and I say 
now that I am not speaking as an advocate of this bill. I donot 
know whether I am for it or against it, because I have not read 
it, and have not had the time to read it while performing the 
duties of my committee and my duties as a member of this 
House, with which I am specially charged. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. Debate is not in order upon the inotion made 
by the Nae from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I believe I have an hour. I think 
I want about five or ten minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the pointof order that debate is not in 
order upon the report made by the Committee of the Whole: and 
if the Chair will read paragraph 7 of Rule XXIII, there is no 
other conclusion. I appeal to the experience of the Chair and 
of every member on this floor that debate is never allowed ona 
report coming from the Committee of the Whole to strike out 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is simply because usually in such cases 
the previous question is ordered by the House, and it has not 
been ordered in this instance. 

Mr. HATCH. The previous question never has been consid- 
ered as necessary to stop debate upon such a proposition as this. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Always. 

Mr. HATCH. The House must vote directly upon the propo- 
sition. The paragraph reads— 


A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have precedence 
of a motion to amend; and, if carried, shall be considered equivalent to its 
rejection. Whenever a bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with an adverse recommendation, and such recommendation is disagreed to 
by the House, the bill shall stand recommitted to tae said committee with- 
out further action by the House. But before the question of concurrence 
is submitted, it is in order to entertain a motion to refer the bill to any com- 
mittee, with or without instructions, and when the same is n reported 
Phas House it shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole without 

e 3 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that paragraph contemplates an immedi- 
ate vote upon the motion made by my colleague [Mr. BLAND] to 
concur in the action of the Committee of the Whole, and there 
is but one motion in order taking precedence of that motion, 
which is a motion to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary 
or any other committee that the House may determine upon. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In reply to that, this is a motion 
to concur in the recommendation of a committee of this House. 
[t is like all other propositions. It is subject to debate and con- 
sideration by the Hoase. at the pleasure of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. CANNON of IIlinois. The gentleman in charge of the. 
motion [Mr. BLAND] failed, as I thought purposely, to move the 
previous question, in order that it might have some little dis- 
cussion and debate in the House. If the position of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri Mr. HATCH] is correct, then we have a 
rule that would take it out of the power of the House, when this 
motion comes before it for the first time, to have one word of 
debate, and nothing could be left to us but to vote. The rule 
does not s ao 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a 
question right there? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HATCH. Does not the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. CAN- 
NON] bear in mind that general debate upon this bill has been 
ciosed by the action of the House? General debate upon the 
merits of the bill has been closed and concluded in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and after passing that stage the action of the 
Committee of the Whole composed of the same members as the 
House, has determined the fate of this bill so far as that com- 
mittee was concerned by voting for the proposition to strike out 
the enacting clause. Now, when such action has been reported 
to the House heretofore. I challenge the gentleman from ois 
Mr. CANNON] to name one single instance in his long experience 
in the House, and to prove it by the RECORD, where this motion 
has ever been under debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman that 
there never has been one minute of debate as to the details of 
this measure in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under our system of 
rules all mitters are debatable unless there is some express lim- 
itation in the rules. The general rule is that any proposition is 
debatable. Debate was exhausted in Committee of the Whole, 
but not in the House. The House instructed the committee to 
close debate. but this is in the nature of an amendment. True, 
if it is concurred in by the House, it finally disposes of the bill; 
but in the absence of the previous question the Chair thinks the 
mutter isdebatable. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] in order that he might have an oppor- 
tunity to move the previous question if he desired to do so. The 
gentleman did not move it, and the Chair recognized the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Gentlemen will observe in 
the Digest a statement on page 352: 


A motion to strike out the enacting clause of a bill is debatable in like 
manner as are other amendments. 
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This does not refer to any specific authority, but it is the view 
of the compiler of the Digest. 

Mr. HATCH. I . the Speaker’s attention to the fact 
that it does not say that a report from the Committee of the 
Whole, such a recommendation, is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Where is the rule that prohibits it? 

Mr. HATCH. The statement of the Digest evidently refers 
to an original motion in the House itself. 

The SPEAKER. Where is there any rule which prohibits de- 
bate? The general rule of the House is that all propositions are 
8 unless there is something in the rules which negatives 

e t. 

Mr. HATCH. Icalled the attention of the Speaker to, and 
read, clause 7 of Rule XXIII, which, in my judgment, accord- 
ing to that rule, determines it. In the universal practice of 
the House, if a bill was pending in the Hous», and an amendment 
made to strike out the enacting clause, and the previous ques- 
tion was not ordered, certainly it would be debatable; but this 
is a report from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Every amendment reported from the com- 
mittee to the House is debatable, unless the previous question 
is ordered, on any bill. 

Mr. HATCH. This isa report of the committee, and para- 
graph 7, Rule XXIII, does not treat it asan amendment; and 
that clause of the rule specifies directly how it shall be disposed 
ore the House. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, so far as he has considered 
the rule, that this matter is debatable, unless the previous ques- 
tion is ordered. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, to resume at the 
point where I was interrupted 

Mr. PATTERSON Will the gentleman allow me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. With pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It seems to me that the gentleman from 
IIlinois does not state the ety ens correctly. We have had 
a general discussion of this bill. Now, it is 3 pes r to offer 
a motion to strike out the enacting clause. which brings the 
issue up squarely whether or not this Houseis prepared at all to 
passa system of involuntary bankruptcy. I fully concur with 
my friend from Illinois that, if a majority of the House is in 
favor of a system of involuntary bankruptcy at all, this motion 
should be voted down, and then this bill should be taken up for con- 


majori of the 


ed 
Mr. CANNON of Ilinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the 


gentleman, while I have not read the bill, yet I have heard two 
or three speeches, so that I think I am warranted in saying that 
this bill is a bill for voluntary as well as involuntary bankruptcy; 
that it covers both voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy; and 
it is not a question whether you havea bill for involuntary bank- 
ruptey proceedings, but whether you will have a bill for either 
voluntary or involuntary Lene ny That is the question, be- 
cause this motion goes to the whole bill, and ifit prevails inthis 
House further consideration is out of order, and the bill for yol- 
untary or involuntary bankruptcy is dead. If, however 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A little later on. 

Mr. BAILEY. Just at that point. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to inguire of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois if he believes that, should this motion prevail, that will pre- 
vent the House from subsequent! 8 and passing a bill 
for a purely . of bankrupte 3 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A bill might be introduced, go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, receive consideration there, and 
come in for either voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy, or both; 
but if this motion-is concurred in, this biil is as dead as a door- 
nail; and there can bə no eee e motion made touching 
it under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. But a new bill could be introduced and d? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes; the millennium might be 
brought about, too. 

Now, then, if we go back to the Committee of the Whole, re- 
versing the recommendation of the committee, we have a bill 
that is already printed, on which notice of amendments have 
been given, and in Committee of the Whole, where the only real 
debate is had, under the five-minute rule, every member has un- 
limited power, until he is cutoff by a majority, of amending or 
striking out or substituting in mittee of the Whole, and 
age Sage a bill as the committee desires to make, and report- 
ing it back to the House; and that is the proper course, in my 
judgment, to pursue. It saves time and disposes of the whole 
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question when we get through its consideration, and gives us a 
bill for volun bankruptcy alone, if such is the wish of the 
House, or a bill for involuntary as well as voluntary. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest 
that the great difficulty in his proposition is this, that the pro- 
visions of involun ptey and voluntary bankruptcy are 
so interwoven together and so dependent upon each other, so 
far as the administrative features are concerned, that it would 
be utterly impossible for the Committee of the Whole to carve 
25 out from the other and have an actual, substantial system 

eft. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Why, my friend from Texas, with 
his long experience, certainly can not be sincere in that sug 
tion, or else he has not given this situation his usual attention. 
It is in order, at the proper stage in Committee of the Whole, 
to move a substitute for this whole bill, presenting the feature 
of voluntary bankruptcy alone. and if that is the sense of the 
committee they will report it to the House. The gentleman is 
on the Judiciary Committee; he is one of the best lawyers in the 
House, and has given this subject consideration. Let him, at 
the proper stage in Committee of the Whole, give us the bank- 
rupt bill that he favors, and in all probability he will find that 
the majority of the committee will favor it. I do not stand here 
pleading for this bill, but I do stand for an orderly consideration 
of the subject by the great committee of the House, where we 
can have real debate and unlimited amendmentand a disposition 
of this important question. 

Now, having said that much as to the grounds of my opposi- 
tion to concurring in the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole, let me talk a very few minutes about the necessity 
of legislation along this line. Gentlemen know the condition of 
this country. Gentlemen understand that this Congress was 
convened in an extraordinary session, which lasted three months, 
in which there was important legislation, in which, at least, we 
came together in this House and passed a bill far-reaching in its 
consequences. I do not propose to discuss that bill now; it was 
discussed during the special session. It was passed, under prac- 
tical duress, with the whole business of the country breaking up, 
with banks suspending everywhere, and business men going to 
the wall. The people,like drowning men, caught at straws, and 
demanded that there should be some legislation, without under- 
standing clearly whether it would give relief or not, going upon 
the theory that nothing could make things worse than the then 
status. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We did make them worse, though. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not discuss at this time the 
question of whether we did or not; [ am speaking now of the 
present condition of the country. Mr. Speaker, who is it that 
moves the business of this great country and of the world? That 
business is not moved in your bank parlors; itis not moved by 
the capitalists. True, it is necessary to have capital, and to pre- 
serve it, and give it all the rights to which it is entitled. Capi- 
tal constitutes part and parcel of our great commercial civiliza- 
tion. I stand not here to inveigh against it. 

But, gentlemen, if yon wait for the business of this country to 
be moved by those who have accumulated great blocks of fixed 
capital, you will wait in vain. It is the lab r of the country, it 
is the man that follows the plow, the man that works in the fac- 
tory from day to day, that he may produce, that he may live 
who consumes and who moves the wheels of commerce and o 
production. Then there comes in another class between the 
man who lives in the sweat of his face and the man that has an 
accumulation of labor in the shape of capital, the promoter, the 
wide-awake business man who ventures . who takes the 
capital upon loan and puts it into a thousand different enter- 
prises. At this time a very large percentage of those men who 
are connected with the active life of commerce have been driven 
to the wall and are powerless, burdened down with debt and mis- 
fortune which ordinary wisdom did not enable them to avoid. 
They are in every State, in every county, in every town of this 
broad land. 

Now, the sooner this country gives that class of men, so essen- 
tial to its prosperity, a chance to sturt anew and run a business 
course, without being subjected to daily embarrassment from 
debts they can never pay, so much the sooner we shall have 
cleared the decks for action. A vote to strike out the enacting 
clause of this bill, on the plea that the bill provides an involun- 
tary bankrupt system, strikes out the voluntary part of it at the 
same time. I am not for that. It may be that there ought to 
be a well-advised involuntary bankrupt provision which would 
reach the dishonest man, the vulture, the thief, that once in a 
while creeps into commerce. 

We will consider that if we get back into the committee and 
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insert it or strike it out as may seem best to a majority; but 
for one I will not shut the door in the face of multiplied thou- 
sands who make the very lifeblood, so to speak, of the business 
of this country, bysaying that there shall be no legislation what- 
ever providing for either voluntary or involuntary bankruptey. 
I stand here in the minority, not responsible for legislation ex- 
cept for my on vote. You gentlemen upon the other side have to 
pull the wagon, and I am content, after you and we understand 
the position, that you shill pullit in whatever direction a ma- 
jority of the House sees fit; but I say to you in all candor that it 
seems to me that, for the good of the common country, you had 
better call a halt before you refuse all legislation upon this sub- 
ect. Wise, right-minded men throughout the length and 
readth of thiscountry believe that the present condition north 
and south, east and west, isa condition that, economically con- 
sidered, need not and ought not to exist. ‘ 

I believe, just as muchas I believe that I stand here this after- 
noon tulking in the American House of resentatives—I be- 
lieve that if the people of this country could realize at this hour 
that there would be no economic legislation during this Con- 

ress or during this Administration they would take a new hold; 

hat a thousand factories would start before next week, and that 
the 150,000 men who are ready and willing to work in my own 
city of Chicago alone would have work at a fair wage before the 
sun went down on Saturday of next week. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] s 

I can not say that I anpe any such assurance will be given by 
either of the coördinate branches of this Congress. We know 
that the President will not give such assurance, because he has 
dealt with this matter plainly and directly in his message, in- 
structing this House Dy informing the House and the country 
for the first time what should be and would bedone by an obedi- 
ent House and an obedient Senats. So that I can not hope for 
prosperity or commercial peace or confidence along the lines of 
sourd policy. Therefore, as you are to journey in the valley of 
despondency, to journey along without remunerative employ- 
ment of lubor or of capital, in God’s name, gentlemen of the ma- 
jority, as you make your victims, at least pull oif from them, as 
they fall by the thousands in the high of trade and produc- 
tion, the shackles that they wear, and which can not be removed 
except by the Congress of the United States, acting under the 
Constitution, and enacting a bankrupt law under which they 
may be so relieved, that on the morrow they may take up the 
burden of life,and, though under onerousconditions, make bread 
for themselves, their wives, and their children. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
VAN VOORHIS]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, the coun- 
try demands a bankrupt law. It is not so particular as to what 
that law shall be. Any law by which an equitable execution 
can be worked upon the property of an insolvent debtor, and that 
property reduced to money, and the money divided among the 
creditors, and the insolvent discharged from his indebtedness, is a 
bankruptlaw. Everything else is incidental and matter of detail. 

Now, I wish to say just a word in favor of the much-abused 
bankrupt law of 1867. There never was a bankrupt law framed 
that had more careful or able consideration than that law. One 
of the ablest lawyers of the country framed that law. It was 
perfected by eleven years of amendment in Congress and by 
eleven years in construction of its provisions by the courts; 80 
that, on the 7th of June, 1878, when that law was repealed, it was 
the most perfect bankrupt law that ever any statute book. 

If this motion shall prevail, there be no opportunity to 
vote, even to restore the bankrupt law of 1867; and in my judg- 
ment that is the thing todo. Repeal the repealing act, and we 
have a full-fledged bankrupt act ready at our hands to go into 
operation at once. Any new law that you may pass will vogale 
ten years of judicial construction to mature its provisions. There 
are a set of reports, consisting of eighteen or twenty volumes of 
decisions, under the bankrupt law of 1867; and you are going to 
fling them all away. They cost hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars. Why not, when we have such a law as that right at our 
doors, simplify the business by repealing the repealing act, and 
going on under the old law? 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is no opportunity under the pending 
motion to present any substitutes for this bill. If the motion 
shall prevail, that is the end of the matter—neither the substi- 
tute of the genoman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], nor one I in- 
tended to offer, restoring the old law, can come before the House. 

As my time is about to expire, let me say in conclusion that I 
hope this motion will be defeated, and the bill perfected under 
the five-minute rule, or if that can not be done, that the bill be 
referred back to the Judiciary Committee, with instructions to 
report some other measure, so that in some shape we may relieve 
the insolvent debtors of the country. Mr.S er, there are 
to-day thousands of successful business men who took the benefit 


of the bankrupt law of 1867. Under that act they were freed 
from the slavery of their debts, and they have become success- 
ful in business. Many of them have paid their old debts in full. 

We do not ewes drive eae out of ee When aman 
after becoming vent given up property to his 
creditors, let him go ahead and do business again in his own 
name. Let us say to this large class—enormously increased by 


the hard times of the present year—‘* We wiil give you some re- 
lief.“ Let us not act in the interest of those repudiating States, 
that are fearful that a bankrupt law will operate in the interest 
of the creditor as well as the debtor. Such a law should be in 
the interest of both. A uniform system of collecting debts all 
over the country, in every one of the forty-four States, is in the 
interest of honesty in the interest of commerce, in the interest 
of everything that subserves the good of society. 

Mr. BLAND obtained the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. BLAND, How much time has the gentleman remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] states this e very clearly, I think, when he 
says that itis not tothe capital piled up in the banks of the coun- 
try that we must look for the revival of business or that should 
receive our main regard in our legislation with reference tothe 
prosperity of the country. But, sir, this bill, if I conceive it 
aright, is a bill to compel the debtors of the country to go to the 
banks that have their capital piled up and borrow from them at 
large rates of interest, or else go into bankruptcy. Gentlemen 
who are interested in banking capital, not in farming or manu- 
facturing concerns, may very properly advocate this bill. 

Ata time of panic and distress, when manufacturers, farmers, 
mechanics, and persons engaged in all branches of industry are 
simply asking a little time, a little postponement, with an oppor- 
tunity to secure their property from confiscation and to enter 
again upon business enterprises, we propose by this bill to put 
the whole business interests of this country into bankruptcy and 
let the bankers loot those interests. That is the effect ofthe ` 
measure. Thousands of men throughout the country who are in 
debt, who are a little cramped in their business operations, and 
desire a little further time will recover themselvesif we will let 
them alone, if we will permit them to go on in the usual man- 
ner under State laws without interfering with them, and they 
will finally get out of debt and become prosperous. 

But here is a bill declaring all of these debts practically due at 
this time, and if a man can not moet his obligations, pay his ex- 
penses, or liquidate all of his debts from day to day, he l 
to be declared a bankrupt and his business and property confis- 
cated. It is simply putting in bankruptcy the whole people of 
the country and l them to be fleeced by the bankers 
and — banking capital of which the gentleman from Illinois 
speaks. 

Mr, Speaker, if there is a demand for a bankruptcy system in 
the United States at all, it cartainly is not a present demand. 
It is notasked for at this time. It is not demanded by the busi- 
ness men engaged in manufacturing and business enterprises. 

It is demanded, if at all, by the mercantile community and by 
the banking community, who desire to go out upon the shores of 
our financial distress and reap their rich reward from the wrecks 
of the business and fortunes of the masses of the ple. Itis 
pressed here by that classof people, and not by the laboring peo- 
ple, by the manufacturing, the farming, or iness people of 
the country. There is no question about that. The vote in the 
Committee of the Whole and the record of the rolls of this 
House will show the interests which are involved in it. 

Now, sir, the gentleman talks about striking out the enacting 
clause of the bill as though it was something unusual. I have 
seen it done frequently in this House. I have seen, sir, the en- 
acting clause of a tariff bill stricken out in committee and the 
bill so reported back to the House. If the House is not ready 
for this bill, if it does not wish to ee a bankruptcy bill at this 
time, why spend the time of the House in further discussion of 
it? My own experience about these amendments of which the 
gentleman speaks as 3 the bill is that it is not unusual 
in the Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, when 
the members are inattentive, when they are in the cloak rooms 
or scattered about. that amendments are placed on the bill mak- 
ing it ten times worse than it was before. For my own part I 
would rather take the present bill, bad as it is, if we are to have 
a bankruptcy bill at all, than to run the risk of what may be 
added to it in Committee of the Whole. - 

All of this special plea, Mr. Speaker, about 0 bank- 
ruptey comes from a source that is well understood. e know 
where the A erring from. The gentleman from IIlinois, when 
he stated that there ought to be some involuntary cant 
e as well oe Seen. proceedings, if I unde 


correctly, mean 
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? 
Mr. CARNOT 3 ay oe gentleman will allow pe I NEER 5 VOTING—99. Da 
suggest, first, that there ought to be a voluntary system of bank- , 
ruptcy, and a bill providing for that purpose I think it Alen, Bananas, fone Open 
entirely likely, also, that there might be an involun provi- | Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Hopkins, Pa, Post, 
sion, and there ought to be such a provision to catch dishonest Binahz Ellis, Oregon Honk, Tenn. Powers, 
men. I think, though, from the little talk I hava heard during | pianchard, Fielder, Hutcheson, — 
this debate,;that it is altogether likely the involuntary part of | Bowers, Cal. Fitch, Johnson, Ohio e e Mich. 
this bill is not wise, and I stand ready, if it is subject to that crit- ee ea 8 Jones, Rusk, 
icism, to help to perfect it. But for a voluntary e bill, Breckinridge Ky. Gillet, N. Y. Lapham, Settle, 7 
andan 5 if it shall be anaona, 2 ready. Bunn, aier Mass, Le evar, Sherman, 
Mr. AND. P; er, we are now e nn of | Burnes, m, n, ckles, 
the long session of Congress. If this House determines thet it | Gaede 8 e ee eee 
wants no involuntary bankruptcy bill, now is the time to deter- Catchings, Hare, : Magner, ; trait, 
mine it; and the Committee on the Judiciary can then frame and 2 Harris, Maram econ 
introduce here a voluntary 5 bill, and if the gentle- Guck 1e roy Moleighan, Thea 
man from Illinois wishes to vote for it, it is in his power to do so. | Clarke, Ala. Heiner, cNagny, Waugh, 
But I take it for granted that the membership of this House | Compton, 3 n event 
want no part of this bill, and that it is dangerous to go into Com- Cooper. Fla. FF Wolverton, 
mittee of the Whole to undertake to amend a bill that has been | Cornish, Hermann, Money, ard. 
already condemned by the House. Crain, Hilborn, urray, 


Now, sir, I do not desire to take up the time of the House in 
any further discussion of the bill, and if there is no gentleman 
desiring to speak upon the subject I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the enacting clause of 
the bill be stricken out, and on that the gentleman from Missouri 
demands the previous question. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is a motion to refer in 


order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, pending a demand for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The guenan was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 111, 


not voting 99; as follows: 
YEAS—143. 

Alderson, Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. Ritchie, 
Alexander, Cox, Ese Soy Robbins, 
Arnold, Crawford, Kribbs, Robertson, La. 
Avery, Culberson, Kyle, ussell, Ga. 
Bailey. Daniels, Lacey, Sayers. 
Baker, Kans, Davis, ne, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Latimer, ell, 
Barnes, mson, Livingston, Sibley, 
Barwig Dinsmore, Lucas, impson, 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, 2 Sipe. 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, addox, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Dunn, Somers, 
ee English, Mallory, Springer, 
Black, Ga. Enloe, Martin, Ind. Stallings, 
Black, III McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Bland, Funston, McCulloch, Stone, W. A. 

oen, Fyan, McDannold, Talbert, S. C. 
Bower, N.C Geary, cDearmon, Talbott, Md. 
Bran Geissenhainer, McKaig, Tate, 
Brawley, Goodnight, McLaurin, Taylor. Ind. 
Bretz, Grady, McMillin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brickner, Grout, McRae, Terry, 
Brooks Hager, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brown, Haines, Morgan, Turner, 
Bryan, Hall, Mo. Mos Turp 
Bynum, Hammond, Mutchler, ler, 
Cabaniss, Hartman, Paschal, ashington, 
Cadmus, Hatch, Patterson, Wells, 
Cannon, Cal Heard, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 
Capehart, Henderson, N. C. Pearson, Wheeler, Ul. 
Caruth. Hepburn, ence, Wht ing, 
Cobb, Ala. Holman, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Ul. 
Cockrell, Hudson, Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, Miss, 
Coffeen, Hunter, Pickler, Wise, 
Cooper, Ind Ixirt, Reilly, Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Ind. Richards, Ohio 

NAYS—111. 
Adams, Daro, Lester, Richardson, Tenn 
Aldrich, Dingley, Lockwood, Robinson. Pa. 
Babcock, Doolittle, Loud, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Mahon, Ryan, 
Baldwin, Dunphy, Marshall, haw, 
Bartholdt, Durborow, Marvin, N. Y. Smith, 
Bartlett, Erdman, McAleer, Sperry, 
Blair, Everett, McCall, Stephenson. 
Boatner, Fletcher, McCi „Minn. Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Funk, McDowell, Storer, 
Broderick, Gardner, McEttrick, Strong, 
Brosius, Gear, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
Bundy, Goldzier, Milliken, Tawney, 
Saupe, Seid 5 Feen 
p rifin, ‘orse, 
Cannon, DL Hainer, Northway, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Childs, Hall, Minn. tes, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Clancy, Harmer, O'Neil, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Mo. Haugen, Outhwaite, Walker, ~ 
Cock Hicks, Page, Wanger, 
Cogswel Hitt, Payne, Warner, 
Coombs, Hooker, N. Y Per Wead 
Cooper, Wis Hout, Ohio Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Covel Huli Pigott, Wilson, W. 
oy, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 

Curtis, Kiefer, Randall, Woomer, 
Curtis, N. Y. Lawson, Reed, Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell, ton, Rey burn, 


So the recommendation of the committee to strike out the en- 
acting clause was concurred in. 
Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my 
colleague [Mr. JONES] is detained from the House by illness in 
his ogee 

Mr. MERCER. I am paired with the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. HUTCHESON]. If I were not paired I would vote no.“ 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until Monday next: 

Mr. HUTCHESON of Texas with Mr. MERCER. 

On this question: 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. WOLVERTON. 

Mr. EDMUNDs with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. STONEof Kentucky with Mr. RAYNER on the bankruptcy 
ote Mr. RAYNER would vote for the bill and Mr. STONE against 

t. 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. BLAND, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. NEILL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BLAND (ut 2 o’clock and 56 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, December 11, 
1893, at 12 o'clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, the bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Guy W. Gibson. 
(Report No. 177.) 

By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the 
o i 185 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott. (Report 

o. 178. 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee, with amendments, 
the bill (H. R. 855) to amend chapter 243 of the laws of the sec- 
ond session of the Fifty-second Congress. (Report No. 179.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) granting an iucrease of pension to 
John Stockwell. Raper No. 180.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over 
to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain property in the District of Co- 
lumbia. (Report No. 183.) 

By Mr. HEARD, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 213) 
to pay for alley condemned in square No. 493 in the city of 
Washington, D.C. (Report No. 184.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia wes discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R 4254) for the relief of John O’Brien, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 4565) to secure harmony 
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in the decisions of State and Federal courts—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 4567) establishing a fog sig- 
nal at Kewaunee, Wis.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commerce. 
y Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4569) to amend an 


act re ting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York: A bill (H. R. 4570) to re- 
An act to repeal the bankrupt law,” passed June 7, 1878— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A concurrent resolution 
to print special report of Bureau of Statistics on imported mer- 
chandise entered for consumption for 1890 and 1893, inclusive— 
to the Committee on Printing. 


5 te: naval record of John C. Dull—to the Committee on 
a 

By Mr. TA R of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4594) for the re- 
lief of Isaac Esterley, Cocke County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 4595) for the relief 
of the estate of William Porter, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also Med request), a bill (H. R. 4596) for the relief of Reese 
Pritchard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 4597) for the relief of Piromis 
H. Bell, administrator of Marcus A. Bell and others—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4598) for the 
relief of Theodore D. McCaddon—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. SPRINGER: A concurrentresolution authorizing the | Affairs 


printing of the proceedings relating to the acceptance of a he- 
roic bronze statue of Gen. James Shields—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina: A resolution request- 
ing the Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on 
Banking and Currency to report certain measures of relief—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule 1 bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4572) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Corbin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 4573) for the 
relief of John B. Moulton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 4574) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Pressnell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4575) for the relief of the estate of 
J. A. Mulhduse, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the 
Committeee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) to repair monument of Merriwether 
Lewis—to the Committee on the eres 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4577) granting a 
pension to Lawrence H. Boyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R. 4578) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Wishart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 4579) to authorize the President 
to place upon the retired list of the Army Sergts. Connell, 
Frederick, and Long, and Hospital Steward Bierderick, late of the 
Signal Corps, United States, survivors of the Lady Franklin Bay 
Expedition—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4580) to extend letters 

tent No. 183716, for improvements in water-closets, granted 
Betober 24, 1876, to William Smith—to the Committee on Pat- 


ents. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H.R. 4581) for the relief of Emma 
C. and Charles J. Gotshall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4582) for the relief of Jane Thomas—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4583) for the relief of Andrew B. Keith—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) for the relief of R. M. Underwood—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4585) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, 
widow of the late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased—to the Commit- 
tze on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 4586) granting a pension to 


He Fishering, late private Company D, One hundred and 
fifty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4587) granting payment to John Shearer 
for the burial and funeral expenses in the interment of John G. 
Kyle, lieutenant, First Regiment United States Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4588) to provide pension to 
Ralph E. Summers for services in the Oregon Indian wars—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

py Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 4589) to restore William F. 
Peck to the rolls of the Navy and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

5 IKIRT: A bill (H. R. 4590) granting an honorable 
ge to Samuel Johnston—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 4591) for the relief of E. H. Flory, 
Abbeville, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4592) for the relief Kate Gibbons, of Frank- 
lin, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. SMITH of Arizona (by request): A bill (H. R. 4593) to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4599) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Abraham Bennett—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4600) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Snyder—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4601) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Porcella—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to 8 House bill 4517 grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Rebecca ey—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLANCY: Petition of the Society of Veterans, of 
Brooklyn, N. V., asking a pension for Francis Moon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Remonstrance of the Pacific Pine Lumber 
Company, against placing lumber on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Pacific Pine Lumber Com- 
pany, of San Francisco, in opposition to paeng lumber on the 

ree list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of the National 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union of Alleghany Coun 
N. Y., for relief from the oppressions and exactions of the Be 
Telephone Company, of Boston—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Morseand Willis Manufacturing Company, 
of Friendship, N. Y., asking a reduction in letter postage—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of E. P. Putnam, of Jamestown, N. Y., for re- 
* of postage on letters to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- a 

Also, petition of Chautauqua County Council, National Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, praying for relief from the 
oppressions of the Bell Telephone Company—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of C. M. Wellons, ađminis- 
trator of James Willoughby, deceased, late of Hardeman County, 
Tenn., asking reference of hisclaim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Protest of the Pacific Pine Lumber 
Company, of San Francisco, Cal., against placing lumber on the 
free list to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Remonstrance of 36 citizens 
of Warren, Pa., producers of American petroleum, against put- 
ung petroleum on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 11, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
(Hon. ISHAM G. HARRIS, of Tennessee) took the chalr. 

JOHN T. MORGAN, a Senator from the State of Alabama; 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, a Senator from the State of California; 
ALFRED H. COLQUITT, a Senator from the State of Georgia; 
WILLIAM LINDSAY, a Senator from the State of Kentucky; 
JAMES Z. GEORGE, a Senator from the State of Mississippi; 
J. L. M. IRBY, a Senator from the State of South Carolina; an 
WATSON C. SQUIRE, a Senator from the State of Washington, 
ap in their seats to-day. 

e Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 3 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN ee petitions of soldiers of late war, 
citizens of Marion County, Lancaster, Gnadenhutten, Wrinkle, 
Wheelersburg, Millersport, Baltimore, Barlow, Neptune, Ger- 
mano, Leesburg, McComb, Lowellville, Adams County, Gallia 
County, Milf and Jefferson County, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for am inyestigationof the Pension Bureau; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. > 

He also presented a memorial of Volunteer Post, No. 715, 
Grand Army of the . of Toledo, OMO, remonstrating 
ages the suspension of pensions except in case of fraud, ete.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 175 citizens of Amesville, Ohio, 
praying for the-rep2al of the so-called Geary Chinese law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of Chicago artists and en- 
gravers in reference to the revenue bill now.underconsideration 
at the other end of the Capitol, praying that the duty on litho- 
graphic work be changed from anad valorem toa specific duty— 
that the duty on iithographic een be increased from 25 to 50 

cent ad valorem. I move that the petition be referred to the 
mmittee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. [also presenta. petition signed by the pastors 
of a pretty large number of churches in Chicago, praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation (I understand from outside 
sources that the sum required will not be over $10,000) fora 
small chapel in connection with the marine hospital located at 
Chicago, and on the ground which belongs to the Government, 
and is in part occupied by the marine hospital. The proposed 
chapel is to be for the accommodation of sick persons who are 
in the hospital, so that they may have an opportunity to attend 
church. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of importers, dealers, and 
manufacturers of tin and terne plates in the city of Chicago, III., 
remonstrating against a change in the duty on those articles 
from specific to ad valorem, as proposed by the Wilson tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of John Cowdon, of Washington, 
D. C., praying for certain action by Congress relative to the im- 

rovement of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
8 on Commerce. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Geographical So- 
ciety of the Pacific, of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an ap- 

ropriation be made to determine the currents of the Golden 
Bate (California) and the approaches thereto; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on erce: 

He also presented a petition of Tulare Grange, No. 98, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of California, praying that, should Con- 
gress enact an income tax, the profits on all investments already 
paying a tax to support a State and county government be ex- 
empt therefrom; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens and merchants of Oak- 
land, Cal., praying for the passige of the so-called Mitchell bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judici- 


“He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
rance Union of California, praying for the passage of the Sun- 
ay rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 
Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merve of Pittsburg, Pa., praying that an appropriation of $10, - 
000 be made to be expended by the United States engineers upon 
a reconnoissince of the principal tributaries of the Monongahela, 
Allegheny, and Ohio Rivers above the mouth of the Little Ka- 
nawha River, including that river, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fernandina, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
hasten the work of improvement at the entrance of Cumberland 
Sound, and that the work be placed in the list of permanent ap- 
propriations; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. IRB presented two petitions of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Kershaw County, S. C., praying for the issue of legal-tender 
Treasury notes and for the lishment of national banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a. memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of Chittinooga, Tenn., remonstrating against the plac- 
ing of iron ore, coal, coke, and lumber on the free list; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, of 
Nashville, Tenn., and a petition of Local Union, No. 463, United 


Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, praying for 
the governmental control of the telegraph; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offloes and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Robert G. Gamble, of 
Florida, praying that a pension be granted him, and that favor- 
able action be taken on his papers now on file in the Pension 
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill S. 752) to extend North 
Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of the subdivisions of 
land in the District of Columbia in the office of the recorder of 
aons reported, it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 443) to provide for the 
sale of new tickets by the street-railway companies of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 445) supplementary to an act entitled An act to provide 
a government for the District of Columbia,” approved February 
21, 1871, and also an act entitled An act for the government of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 
20, 1874, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 891) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept payment without interest of certain special 
assessments, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 354) relating to acknowl- 
edgments of instruments 8 real estate within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of way for 
the construction of a railroad and other improvements over and 
on the West Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot 
Springs, Ark., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2790] relating to the qualifications of registers and re- 
ceivers of the United States land offices, and making provision 
in case of such disqualification, reported it with an amendment. 

SETTLERS: ON MILLE LAC INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report back favorably, without. amendment, the joint 
resolution (H. Res, 31) for the protection of those. parties who 
have heretofore been allowed to make entries for lands within 
the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation in Minnesota, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Task unanimous consent that the joint 
resolution be considered at the present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be- 
read for information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend - 


ment. 

Mr. PALMER. Ishould like to be informed as to the effect of 
the joint resolution. I understand that it proposes to establish 
entries within an Indian reservation. I inquire whether that 
would not defeat one of the objects of the reservation by intro- 
ducing white settlers, with title of property, within the reserva- 
tion. I should be sorry to see a measure adopted that would, to 
some extent, break up an Indian reservation by introducing 
white settlers with title to land among them. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will state that the joint resolution 
affects only some three hundred settlers who filed their claims 
during the last four or five years and have made improvements. 
The Mille Lac Reservation is really no longer an Indian reser- 
vation. The Indians are remaining there only through suffer- 
ance. Under the act of January 14, 1889, there was an ar e- 
ment made whereby those Indians are to be entirely removed to 
the White Earth Reservation. So the joint resolution does not 
in any way affect the rights of Indians, or anybody else, so far 
as that is concerned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Minnesotaif there is any contest on the partof the Indians 
against being removed from the reservation. 

Mr. WASHBURN.. None whatever. There is no contest. 
that I know of anywhere. 
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The joins resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third , and passed. 
PRINTING OF PAMPHLETS ON NEBRASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
rted the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
us consent, and agreed to: 
Resol That the usual number of the — — 
ot Ne and A Visit to Nebraska in 1662, communicated by Hon. Jam 
W. Savage to the Society, be printed for the use of Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MoMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1213) 1 for the 
relief of injured and disabled employés of the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1214) to prevent unauthorized per- 
sons from interfering with railroad trains carrying the United 
States mails by authority of the Postmaster-General or officers 
of the Post-OHee De: nt; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S, 1215) for the-relief 
of Lennes A. Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1216) increasing the 

msion of Alexander Williamson; which was read twice by 

ts title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1217) to continue in force the pro- 
visions of an act approved March 2, 1885, and entitled An act 
to protect the fish in the Potomac River in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and to provide a spawning ground for shad and herring 
in the said Potomac River;“ which was read twice by its title, 
and referred: to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1218) to enable purchasers at 
judicial sales under mortgages or deeds of trust of the road 
and property of railroad corporations organized under the laws 
of the United States, to reorganize as a new corporation, vested 
with all the franchises and site ge of the old corporation; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Judi 5 

Mr. PEFP introduced a bill (S. 1219) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act regulating thesale of intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict ot Columbia, approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 1893; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a dill (S. 1220} concerning the rank 
and pay of certain officers of the Navy having served a full term 
as chief of a bureau in the Navy Department; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introdced a bill (S. 1221) for the relief of the Rev. Wil- 
liam J. Larkin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1222) for the erection 
of a monument to the late Edwin M. Stanton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1223) for the improvement of 
the harbor at Tampa Bay, Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1224) granting a pension 
to Irvin B. Wright; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1225) granting a poe 
sion to Mary Martin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1226) granting a pension to Sarah 
F. Stewart; which was read twice 5 — title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth H. Neuman, widow of Siegfried Neuman, late acting veteri- 
nary surgeon, United States Army; which wasread twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. 
Cronk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1229) to correct the military rec- 
ord of George Whitaker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth 
New Jersey Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. 
Karge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1231) for the relief of Betts, Nichols 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1232) for the relief of Georne T. 


known as the Discov: 


Dudley; which was read twice by its title,and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Henry Lane; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1234) making an appropria- 
tion for the collection and distribution of commercial informa- 


ery | tion by the Commercial Bureau of the American Republics; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. RIS introduced a bill (S. 1235) to authorize the sale 
of property situated in the city of town, District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title,and, with the accom- 

ing paper, referred tothe Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 1236) ting to the State 
of North Dakota certain lands heretofore forming a part of the 
Fort Abraham Lincoln military reservation, for the use of the 
reform school of said State of North Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (H. R. 1237) providing 
for the. destruction and extermination of the noxious plant or 
weed known as S:lbwortor Russian thistle or cactus; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I request that the bill lie upon the 
table until Monday next, when I shall ask the consent of the 
Senate to submit some remarks in explanation of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table 
at the request of the Senator from North Dakota. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to grant permits for the use of the Monument grounds and reser- 
vations or po spaces in the 2 of Washing ton, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Ths message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

The bill (H. R. 3544) to amend an act entitled An act to for- 
feit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes,” approved 
September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof; 


and 
The joint resolution (S. R. 42) permitting Anson Mills, colo- 


nel of the Third Regiment, United States Cavalry, to accept 
and exercise the functions of boundary commissioner on the part 
of the United States. 


DIPLOMATIC REPRESENTATION IN HAWAII. 


Mr. HOAR. I submit a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be 3 to inform the Senate, if in his 
0 on it be not inconsistent with ‘public interest, whether any person 

name has not been submitted to the Senate for its advice and consent, 
and if so. what person, has been appointed since the 4th day of March, 1898, 
to represent the United States in the Hawallan Islands; an 

Whether such person has been accredited to the President of the Execu- 
tive and Advisory Council of the Hawatian Islands; and 

Whether such person has been presented to the head of the Government 
of the Hawaiian Islands: and 

Whether any, and if so what authority has been given to such person 
touching the relations ot this Government to the then existing or other gov- 
8 Hawaiian Islands and the protection of American citizens 
therein; an 

Whether any discretion or power has been committed to such person to 
determine when the naval forces of the United States should be landed 
therein or withdrawn therefrom; and 

Whether any authority has been committed to such person touse physical 
rh nr in the territory of said Government, or to land an armed force there; 
a 

Whether such person has been authorized to, or has in fact corresponded 
ua regard 2 the publie affairs of the ae 5 PATAR 8 

th any private person, newspaper, or other pe ; or has been author- 
12 1 to, or has in fact undertaken to receive in said Hawaiian Islands the 
testimony of any private person, or has requested or received written com- 
munications from any private person in to the lawful and existing 
Government there, or the circumstances under which said existing Govern- 
prem baa ry enter or any other matter relating to the p affairs 
ereof; 

It any such appointment or authority has been made or given, further to 
inform the Senate whether the same was made or given at a time when the 
Senate was in session, or has continued in force . the 
Senate, or ot or ot any part thereof; and further 

Whether such appointment or authority was communicated to the Senate 
during any session thereof; and further 


Sr Ce ee te Aa Le ee ly pL ee es (c 


128 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 11, 


Mr.GRAY. I 1 95 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
se tts asks unanimous consent that the resolution be considered at 
this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. Let it go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution being objected 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like, before the resolution goes over 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware withdraw his objection 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make some remarks to announce 
the 3 of the resolution if the Senator from Delaware has 
no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware withdraw his objection? 

Mr. GRAY. I think the resolution, so far as I can gather 
from imperfectly hearing it read at the desk, is of sufficient im- 
portance to go over, and any discussion that is to arise, as natu- 
rally it may, had better go over with it. : 

. HOAR. I suppres the custom of the Senate is without 
an exception that whenever a Senator introduces either a reso- 
lution or a bill and desires to make some remarks explanatory 
of its purpose he is allowed to do so without waiting for the time 
when the bill or resolution comes up under the rule. I never 
knew in my long experience here an objection raised to such an 
explanation. I wish it understood that I merely desire to make 
a few remarks pointing out the purpose of the resolution to ac- 


company it. 
Mr. GRAY. The resolution is upon a matter of ste great 
public interest, in which the people are much concerned, and it 


will naturally provoke discussion, because, if wemay judgefrom 
the remarks made by the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts the other day, upon a similar resolution, he had a great 
deal to say ina very emphatic way, which will naturally provoke 
some discussion, interlocutions, and what not. {think the reso- 
lution had better go over until to-morrow. I am always very 
glad, as the Senator from Massachusetts knows, to hear him on 
any public question, and if I thought it would interfere with 
hearing him I should be the last one to interpose an objection. 
But I know we shall hear him. 

Mr.HOAR. I wish simply to have the question understood, 
Mr. President. The Senator from Delaware, whether 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware withdraw his objection? 

Mr.GRAY. I withdraw my objection for the purpose of al- 
lowing the Senator from Massachusetts to explain his resolution. 

Mr. HOAR Very well; that is all I wish to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if the Secretary will send me the 
resolution which is before the Senate I desire to make some 
brief observations in explanation of it. 

I suppose every Senator understands that certain allegations 
in regard to public facts have been extensively made in the press 
of this country and of foreign countries. They have been the 
subject of comment by members of this body and by persons ad- 
dressing the popa on public questions in the recent campaign 
both members of this body and others, and have been assume 
to be true. They have met with no denial or question from any 
quarter; and yet they have not been communicated to this body 
or to the public from any official source. 

If there has been 1 made to the members of 
this body as individ that communication has been marked 
“confidential,” and I am informed beyond question, while that 
communication marked confidential“ was in the possession of 
Senators, without any withdrawal of the confidence, a high 
officer of the Department of State communicated the same in- 
formation to the representatives of four newspapers, not being 
marked confidential“ so far as they were concerned, and on 
being applied to by the representutives of other newspapers de- 
clined, on the alleged ground that the 8 applying would 
not make good use of the information. ose four newspapers 
were zealous, thoroughgoing, and I had almost said unserupu- 
lous supporters of the Administration. 

Mr. ident, one of those allegations is that the President 
of the United States, on the 7th day of March, 1893, the Senate 
then being in session, commissioned a person to proceed to the 
island of the Hawaiian group in which Honolulu is situated, and 
accredited him by letter as a commissioner of this Government 
to that Government; that he gave the officer instructions to rep- 
resent the purposes and opinions of this Government to that Gov- 
ernment; authorized him to have full access to the archives; said 
in the letter of instructions that he was to be paramount as the 
representative of the United States in that island, and directed 
the ordinary minister of the United States there to that effect. 


If that allegation be true,it seems to me as gross a violation of 
the Constitution of the United States as was ever charged upon 
or imputed to any public official. 

The Constitution of the United States expressly enumerates 
‘ambassadors, other public ministers, and consuls” among the 
persons who must be appointed by the President with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. If anybody be a public min- 
ister within the meaning of the Constitution, it is certainly a 

rson whose authority is paramount in representing the United 

tates over other public functionaries in the kingdom or power 
to which he is accredited. A person accredited to a foreign 
friendly power, with authority to command the Navy of the 
United States to preserve order, to protect the rights of the 
citizens of the United States, there to be presented to that gov- 
ernment, and who the ordinary representatives, both consul and 
ambassador, are ordered to treat as paramount to them, would 
seem to be a public minister. 

But that isnot left to this inference, plain and clear though it 
is, because the Legislature of the United States has expressly 
dealt with that question. Section 1674 of the Revised Statutes, 
after enumerating the powers of consuls and commercial agents 
and consular officers, goes on to say: 

e myn officer" shall be deemed toinclude ambassadors, envoys ex- 
traordinary, ministers plenipotentiary, ministers resident, commissioners, 
charges d’affaires, agents, and secretaries of legation, and none others. 

So by the express legislative enactment of the Revised Stat- 
utes, copied from an earlier statute, this commissioner was a dip- 
lomatic officer of the United States, and no other, unless one of 
mo persons otherwise enumerated in that section should be such 
officer. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary to say here nor to say to the 
American people that an attempt to usurp the power of appoint- 
ing and commissioning such officer, without the consent of this 
body, is an attempt to usurp a power over all the diplomatic re- 
lations of this Government, which otherwise would require the 
assent of this body or the assent of the two legislative depart- 
ments of the Government. 

That, too, is not left to any inference of mine. When the con- 
vention which framed the Constitution of the United States es- 
tablished the provision for the appointment ol foreign ministers, 
including ambassadors and other ministers, the power of such 
appointment was, in the first place, separated from the other 
constitutional powers of the President and lodged in Congress; 
and Mr. Madison, I think it was, declared that the man who could 
create the judges of a country would have exclusive power over 
their laws. So the porer which could create by its own un- 
checked will the foreign officers of the country would have ex- 
clusive control of the foreign policy of the country. After full 
discussion the power was shared with the two branches of the 
Government as it now stands. 

Mr. President, what, if these statements which unchallenged 
and unquestioned have passed current in the country for the past 
three months be true, has been the purpose for which that 
diplomatic officer has been sent to the Hawaiian Islands, and 
what has been his conduct there? I wish the Secre to read 
a single section of the Revised Statutes of the United States in 
regard to the powersof these officers. I call attention to section 
1751 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which I ask 
the Secretary to be kind enough to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will vead as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 1751. No diplomatic or consular officer shall correspond in regard to 
the public affairs of any foreign government with any private person, news- 
paner or other periodical, or otherwise than with the proper officers of the 

nited States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, if the statements which have 

been taken for granted on both sides of this Chamber be true, 
this diplomatic officer, unconstitutionally appointed by a gross 
usurpation of power when the Senate was in session, on the 7th 
day of March, 1893, proceeded to Hawaii, and proceeded to open 
correspondence with private persons there in regard to the pub- 
lic affairs of that country. He called before him certain citizens, 
he addressed letters to other citizens, he took their replies 
orally, requested them to reduce their oral communications to 
writing, and transmitted that private correspondence to the 
President of the United States. 
If there can be conceived a case which this W was in- 
tended to prohibit, it would be the entry upon the territory of a 
foreign government and the corresponding with e persons 
or taking their testimony in regard to the lawfulness of the es- 
tablishment of that government. 

Does anybody suppose that the United States of America would 
submit for a moment to the presence of a British minister, or the 
minister of any other power, who should establish headquarters 
and invite correspondence with disaffected private persons in re- 
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gard to the character or the lawfulness of the established Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or in regard to the title of the 
existing Executive to his office? 

Mr. President, the one thing above all others at which that 
legislation was aimed is the thing which is said to have been 
done. The United States would never have dreamed—I will not 
say would never have dared, but it would never have dreamed — 
in its scrupulous regard for its own honor at any time before the 
year of our Lord 1893 of sending an envoy to open correspond- 
ence in regard to the public affairs of the nation to which he is 
accredited with its private citizens, or denizens there not citi- 
zens. 

So this act charged—I will not say whether truly or not, but 
charged by the press of the United States and not denied—the 
usurpation of the functions of appointing a foreign ambassador 
or minister in violation of Constitution and law alike, was fol- 
lowed by an equally gross violation of the express law of the 
land as found upon our statute books by the person so unconsti- 
tutionally appointed. 

Mr. President, the public belief goes further than this. It 
goes so far as to suppose I do not say whether truly or not 
that this official reported his gross and palpable violation of 
the law of the United States to the authority from which he 
derived his appointment, and, instead of being reproved, instead 
of being instantly recalled, he was rewarded, or at any rate the 
act was followed by a regular and ordinary diplomatic appoint- 
ment to the same Government. 

It seems to me that the honor of the United States, that the 
dignity of the Senate, that the honor of the Executive itself re- 
quires a prompt and immediate and indignant refutation of these 
charges, which are so extensively made. Our statutes are full 
of safeguards and precautions against a usurpation of this kind. 
Section 1684 of the Revised Statutes says: 

To entitle any charge d’affaires, or secretary of any legation or embassy 
to any nig $e country, or secretary of oi ay gene plenipotentiary, to com- 
pensation, they shall respectively be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 

There is a further provision in regard to the receiving of sal- 
ary by other diplomatic officers. Section 1760 of the Revised 
Statutes provides: 

No money shall be paid from the Treasury to any person acting or assum- 
ing to act as an officer, civil, military, ornaval, as salary, in any office when 
the office is not authorized by some previously existing law unless such 
office is subsequently sanctioned by law 

Mr. President, there is another matter to which I should like 
to have the reflections of my honorable friend from Delaware 
address themselves before this resolution comes up to-morrow. 
It is this: As I have said, no communication upon this subject has 
yet been received by the Senate in its official capacity. What- 
ever public communications have been made, have n made 
to the press, and to favored members of the press; and yet, 
haps, I am stating more than I ought to state in re to that 
matter, because if the reports in the New York World of yes- 
terday, and I think in the New York Evening Post of Saturday 
afternoon, be true, our ambassador to England, who understands 
too well diplomatic propriety and precedent by long experience 
in the office of Secretary of State and long experience in this 
body to violate them, has been instructed to make a communi- 
cation to the English public, in which the information withheld 
from the American people and withheld from us is most freel 
communicated. I ask the Secretary to read from the New Yor 
World of Sunday, December 10, beginning with London De- 
cember 9.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

LONDON, December 9. 


A 8 of the Associated Press showed United States Ambas- 
sador sce the special dispatch to the Associated Press from Auckland, 
and Mr. Bayard, after reading it with great interest, said: 

President Cleveland will deal with the weak Hawaiians in the most mag- 

ous manner, and will not force upon them a government which they 
have not had a full chance to discuss.“ 

. published in the Times and Standard to-day indicat- 
ing that President Cleveland is about to reverse his Hawaiian res reall and 
that new instructions to this effect have been sent to Hawaii, adding that 
the whole question would be sent to Congress, Mr. Bayard said: 

“There can be no reversal of a policy based simply upon justice and mag- 
nanimity. President Cleveland’s policy is one of noninterference. He had 
no intention of entering the island and deposing the Government. The 
policy of the United States toward Hawaii is not a selfish one. On the con- 
trary, President Cleveland's intention is that no advantage shall be taken 
of the weakness of the Queen’s party, and that the Queen shall have a full 
and fair chance to get on her feet if possible. Hawa native autonomy 
has been so enfeebled by late events that I hardly know whether the Ha- 
waiians can avail themselves of the offer of the President to restore the 
Queen to the throne.” 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President, if that report be authentic, 
which I hope will turn out not to be the case, all I have to say is 
this: The opinion of the honored representative of the United 
States at the Court of Great Britain that the present President 
is magnanimous I suppose is an opinion which he entertains ex 
officio, and which all good Democrats entertain er parte, and I 
have no quarrel with that. But if he has stated to the British 
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public that President Cleveland has offered to restore the Queen 
to her throna in Hawaii he has stated it of course upon full au- 
thority from the Administration that commissioned hin, and 
therefore if that be true it is also true that for some reason of 
state, which we are entitled to understand, Great Britain is taken 
into a confidence which neither the Senate nor the people of 
America share. 

When we heard that the President’s message was published 
in London in the morning papers in advance of its delivery to 
the Senate we all sup that one of those accidents for which 
nobody was specially responsible had taken place in not keeping 
documents secret which were intended to be secret until officially 
made public, but we may notassign such an explanation as that 
to an official communication. 

Mr. President, I want this matter to be separated from all 
questions of our dealing with Hawaii; from all questions of an- 
nexation or protectorate or dependency; from all questions in 
regard to which the two parties are divided. If it be true that 
the President of the United States, the Senate being in session, 
authorized an officer to exercise paramount diplomatic authority 
in another country with which we are at peace, directed the 
consul and the resident minister to promote his success by every 
means in their power, placed the archives under his complete 
and untrammeled inspection, authorized him to employ at his 
discretion the naval power, and to land or to withdraw the forces 
of the United States at his will, and gave him the title which is 
enumerated asone of the titles of diplomatic officers in the act of 
Congress, he is standing, in my judgment, upon very slippery 
gound, and he had better step on to terra firma rapidly and at 
once. 

If, in the next place, such an official entered that territory 
and established a correspondence with 7 persons about its 
public affairs, testimony, making written communica- 
tions, receiving replies thereto, that officer violated in a most 
gross and palpable manner the express written law of the Ameri- 
can people. And if he reported thataction to the Presidentand 
it was wa SN and the President made himself an accomplice 
after the fact in that violation of law, he is standing upon ice 
not only very slippery but very thin, especially if after that act 
of this pee commissioner he proceeded to decorate him with 
a new diplomatic appointment. 

Mr. President, the ostrich puts his head in the sand and thinks 
his body will not be seen. The rhinoceros hides in his mud- 
puddles and breathes gion we the tip of his nose and thinks he 
will not be seen. But neither of those is a fit and suitable preo- 
edent for the Executive of the United States. The people have 
a right to know, wish to know, and will know, let me say to m. 
honorable friend, the truth in this matter. If in addition to 
this the public policies in regard to grave foreign matters now, 
when the third sessionof the Senate has gone onfor a week—it 
having been three months in session before, and six weeks in 
session in the spring, from the 4th day of March, 1893—the first 
communication of a purpose to restore that queen has been made 
by the American minister to the people of Great Britain when 
we are groping after it in vain, while no Constitution or no 
statute may have been violated,something else has been vio- 
lated which I will not now attempt to specify. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not intend to be drawn into 
a discussion of this Hawaiian matter, even though the Senator 
from Massachusetts could not,even according tothe precedents 
and customs of the Senate, withhold or restrain himself from 
an indulgence in his habit of scolding an Admistration belong- 
ing to a party opposite to hisown. Thisis the commencement 
of the opportunities that will come to him in this second Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland. He scolded all through the first 
Administration and has scolded him back into the White House 
again. Ido not think the Senator is to gain anything from 
that sober second mougas of the American people, which after 
all has vindicated itself time and time in in our history, by 

utting up hypothetical cases in regard to which he is to de- 
iver himself of the well-conned vituperative phrases that he 
has entertained us with this morning. Nor do I think that our 
honored representative, as he justly calls him, at the court of 
St. James, will take much detriment by his share of this scold- 
ing: for I recollect that when that honored representative oc- 
cupied another high position in the Government of the United 
States he came in then for the vehement what shall I call it 
lecturing of the Senator from Massachusetts; and he 5 9 
has survived it, and stands as high to-day in the estimation an 
in the honorable regard of his fellow-citizens as he did prior to 
that lecture of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, I have said this much because I think that it 
would be better taste all around if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had quietly waited until the official information, which was 
asked for a day or two ago (and which he must know from the 
character of the request made there has been no opportunity yet 
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rly and sufficiently answer), comes to the Senate, in 

order that we may really have the facts, consider them, and dis- 
cuss them in the light of our patriotic duty, leaving ghar te 
ship behind us in the dark places to which it belongs in a dis- 
cussion of this kind. I know no partisanship where the honor 
of my country and of her flag is concerned. 

I want to know whether the statements the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has alluded to, with which the public press has teemed 
for weeks past, be indeed true; whether it be a fact that the flag 
of the United States has been disgraced_and dishonored by a 
superserviceable agent of this Government and made to symbol- 
ize an act of piracy and aggression for which every honorable 
American ought to hang his head in shame, if indeed it be true, 
to use the hypothetical language of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

It is very well for him and for others who agree with him to 
ask us again and again to avert our gaze from what is said to 
have gone on upon those far-distant islands in the Pacific in the 
middle of last January. We want to know something about that; 
and it was for that purpose that I cordially coiperated with the 
Senator from Massachusetts last week in passing a resolution of 
request addressed to the President of the United States that we 
m 
us 


to pro 


ht have as speedily as possible the information he promised 

his message. Until I feel that the giving of that informa- 

tion has been unduly delayed I shall possess my soul in patience, 

fully believing that the honor of this great Government, in which 
he and I are interested, is safe in his hands. 

Mr. President, without attempting to go intoa discussion of any 
of the ayesha eases made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as laying ground for the avimadversions upon the Admin- 
istration of his Government, I would simply remind him and the 
Senate and the people of the United States that the ial com- 
missioner was sent to the Hawaiian Islands because there was a 
transaction in those islands involving the honor of the United 
States between the Government of the Queen and the so-called 
revolutionists, in which it was mide the duty of the United States 
to possess itself of the information that it sought to acquire b 
sending outa gentleman who could see with his eyes and hear wi 
his ears what it was impossible for the President of the United 
States and for the Secretary of State to see with their eyes or 
hear with their ears, and they would have been derelict in their 
duty if they had not availed themselves of the ample authority 
they have at all times to acquire that information through an 
agent duly authorized by the Executive of the United States to 
procure it. 

It will not be forgotten, Mr. President, that the so-called 
revolution instituted by five or six foreigners, three or four 
natives; and, so far as we have any information now, the ac- 
credited minister of the United States, resulted in the abdica- 
tion of the then reigning Queen of those islands, and that abdi- 
vation, sent tous by Mr. Stevens, the minister, and communi- 
cated to the Senate by President Harrison when he sent his 
message, was in these words: 

That I yield to the superior force of the United States of America, whose 
minister plenipotentiary, his excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be landed in Honolulu and declared that he would support 
the said Provisional Government. 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces, and perhaps the loss of life, I 
do under this protest and impelled by said force yield my authority un- 
til such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts 


presented to it, undo the action of its representative and reinstate me 
— the authority which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 


ands. 
Done at Honolulu the 17th day of January, A. D, 1893. 
Signed by the Queen. 


(Indorsed e eien e aen hands of the late cabinet this 17th day of Jan- 
unary. A. D.1 Sanford B. Dole, chairman executive council of Provisional 
Government. 


So the Provisional Government, which informed the Govern- 
ment of the United States thatit came into existence tocontinue 
only until a treaty of annexation had been made with the United 
States, also sent to this Government the abdication of the Queen, 
8 case on her side to the President of the United 
States without a word of comment, explanation, or difference as 
to the intent or meaning of that ab-ication. 

Mr. President, without dwelling further (and I do not intend 
to be drawn any further into this discussion), it will stand as the 
pan fact before the American people until we get better and 

urther information that this Executive of ours was compelled 
by every consideration of his high duty, by every consideration 
pertaining to the honor of the Government of which he is the 
executive head, to inform as to the state of facts sur- 
roun this transaction in those distant islands before he at- 
tempted to deal with it himself, or before he attempted to give 
information to the legislative branch of the Government. 

So I think that the resolution should properly go over until 

to-morrow under the rule, and I ask that that order be taken. 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I wish 
to make one observation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware withdraw for the present his objection? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware has 
pursued certainly a very singular course in this matter. I said 
ifitshould turn out that the honored representative of this 
country in Great Britain had made a public communication he 
undoubtedly did it with full authority to do it; and the Senator 
from Delaware 

Mr. GRAY. Ibeg pardon, I did not hear what the Senator 
has just said. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that if the honored representative of this 
country in Great Britain had made a cartain communication to 
the people there he undoubtedly did it with full authority; and 
thatis what the Senator from Delaware calls scolding at him. 
That is all I said about him. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts forgets what 
he said about him. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not forget. That is all I said about him. 
I said that if a high diplomatic officer, paramount in all diplo- 
macy, had been sent abroad when the Senate was in session. it 
was a violation of the Constitution and statute of the United 
States, and if that person had corresponded with private per- 
sons in that country about its public affairs, that was a violation 
of our statute, and the Senator.from Delaware does not venture 
to deny either of those propositions. 

Mr. GRAY. I do deny them, Mr. President. If the Senator 
will allow me, I expressly said that I do not intend to be drawn 
into a discussion now, but if I did not deny them, I deny them 
now; and I will say to the Senator from husetts that at 
the proper time he will find that the ground upon which he has 
made this arraignment of the Administration is something very 
different from his hypothetical cases; and he will find that the 
law of the hypothetical cases is something very different from 
what he has stated. 

Mr. HOAR, The Senator has plucked up a good deal of cour- 
age since he rose before. He thought it was safer then and wiser 
to talk about what under a former Administration the United 
States minister did or did not do in Hawaii. The question be- 
ing whether a diplomatic officer has been appointed and com- 
missioned without the advice and consent of the Senate, on which 
we are simply asking information, and the further question be- 
ing whether that officer has corresponded with private citizens 
there about its public affairs, the Senator thinks that suggesting 
that if that has been done it is a violation of our Constitution and 
laws is scolding, and he seems to think the proper and dignified 
answer to it is to indulge in some very coarse personalities about 
me. Well, I am willing that he should try that style of speech 
as long as he thinks fit. The question which we are to deal with 
is an American question, a question of the privileges and dignity 
of the Senate, a question of the prerogative of the 5 a 
question of Constitution and law as applicable to a grave public 
occasion, and it is not in the least affected by the merits of our re- 
lation with the Government at Honolulu. 

The Senator talks about my gL gamer case turning out very 
differently from the real one. e Senator knows the facts in 
this matter. He knows what instructions were given to Lord 
Paramount Commissioner Blount. He knows what that gentle- 
man did; he knows what that gentleman reported; and he knows 
what decoration was placed upon his brows alter the affair was 
accomplished; and it is utterly idle for him to say that certain 
hypothetical cases will or will not turn out to be true. 

Now, Mr. President, I am very willing that the resolution 
shall go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. GRAY. I never professed to know as much as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and I never expect to know as much as 
he knows about everything. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me 

Mr. GRAY. But I hada right, I suppose, in my own 8 to 
protest against the course which the Senator took in not telling 
us all he knew, which would take a great while of course, but to 
put hypothetical cases as a groundwork for what I ventured, 
without any intentional disrespect to the Senator from Massa-. 
chusetts, to call his scolding. I think that is a very parlia- 
mentary word and a very moderate word. Surely, if the Sena- 
tor takes offense at it and thinks it is a word which is disre- 

ctful to him, I will withdraw it; but I am at a loss how to 
characterize it. WhatamItosay? The Senator says, in effect, 
that the course of conduct of the ambassador at the Court of St. 
James is infamous. 

Mr. HOAR. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator says the President of the United 
States has committed an act which is only equaled in infamy by 
one of the worst characters of the old times in history given in 
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the Bible, and yet I am to sit still, and Senators on this side are 
to sit still, and say nothing about it, and if they mildly and in 
à moderate manner say that they think it is scolding, out of 
place, and is now alittle premature, they are to be called to ac- 
count as indulging in coarse personal abuse. 
Now, I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts, and I sub- 
mit to every one within the sound of my voice, whether the lan- 
e that I indulged in with reference to the remarks of the 
8 from Massachusetts could be characterized as “coarse 
personal abuse.” I am willing that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall have a monopoly, if he wishes, of that kind of 
language. It may. not be ‘‘coarse personal abuse” tosay that the 
President of the United States—who is trying todo his duty 
(whether mistakenly or not) we all believe and the American 
people believe—has committed an act of infamy; it may not be 
‘coarse personal abuse” to say that. the honored representative 
of the United States at the Court of St. James has, in violation 


of every canon of diplomatic intercourse and of the proprieties of | all 


his station, taken the people of Great Britain into hisconfide 

and given them information whieh is denied to the Senate, all 
founded upon an allegéd interview with him in the 5 
which alleged interview, even if it be true, like the hypothetical 
cases, does not bear out the inferences or animadversions made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, and is nothing more than 
an expression of the private opinion of that sagacious and patri- 
‘otic statesman as to what ought to be the attitude of his country. 
He is not represented as saying a single word as to the inten- 
tions of this Government. merely gives voice to what rises 
naturally in his patriotic heart, as it would rise naturally, I be- 
lieve, in the patriotic heart of every American, that when the 
~pa the country has been used for the p s of dishonor, 
and when the authority and power and prestige of the United 
States have been made to cover an act of piracy, that the wrong 
should in some way at some time and some how be rectified. That 


is all. ? 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator to read the last sentence of 
that interview. 

Mr. GRAY. I will read it all: 

President Cleveland will deal with the weak Hawaiians in the most mag- 
nantmous manner. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, I roppa, will deal with the 
weak powers in anything but a magnanimous manner if he dif- 
fers with the minister at the Court of St. James. 

And will not force upon them a government which they have not hada full 
chance to discuss. 

The Senator differs from the minister to the Court of St. James. 
He, I suppose, would force upon them a government which they 
had not a chance to discuss. 

Regarding dispatches published in the Times— 

Not regarding information he had received in a diplomatic 
way, but regarding those things about which all intelligent men 

women, too, occupy their minds, the items of publie infor- 
mation discussed in the public press, Mr. Bayard ventures ta say 
this: 
Brrr 


in the Times and Standard to-day indicat- 
d is about to reverse his Hawaiian Bsr and that 


new instructions to this effeet have been sent to Hawaii, adding that the 
whole question would be sent to . Bayard said: 

F based simply upon justice and mag- 
nani ty.” 


That is a horrible offense to commit. Why should he not be 
recalled? I suppose we can impeach him; and if we follow out 
the policy whieh the Senator from Massachusetts seems to up- 
hold, then it will become an offense to believe or to proclaim 
that there should be no reversal of a policy based simply upon 
justice and magnanimity. 

President Cleveland's policy is one of— 

What? 

Ofnoninterference. 

Is that the crime which Mr. Bayard has committed?. I be- 
lieve that. I say here in my place in the Senate that I believe 
that we ought never to have interfered. I may be mistaken, 
but I believe, as Mr. Bayard believes, that President Cleve- 
land's policy is one not only of justice and magnanimity, but one 
of noninterference. 

He had no intention of entering the island and deposing the Government. 

Was that the private information he was conveying to the 
English people, obtained officially through his diplomatic in- 
tereourse with the Department, which was his chief? 


The policy of the United States toward Hawall is nota selfish one. On 
the contrary, President Cleveland’s intentiom is. that no advantage shall 
be taken of the weakness of the Queen's 9 shall 
have a full and fair chance to get on her feet, if possible. Ha native 
autonomy has been so enfeenled — 


Says Mr. Bayard— 
by Iste events that I hardly know whether the Hawailans cam avail therr 
selyesof the offer of the President to restore the Queen to the throne. 


Mr. HOAR. That is the point. Let us hear about that. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. I have read all of the alleged inter- 
view, the lastsentence and all. The Senator gets some comfort, 
Tam afraid, in the last three lines of that patriotic utterance of 
Mr. Bayard, that he is afraid that the Queen's party among the 
„Hawaiians have been so enfeebled that they cin not avail them- 
selves of the offer to restore the Queen to the throne. What 
does that mean, even taking this as an authentic account of what 
Mr. Bayard actually said? It means that when Mr. Cleveland, 
through the authorized diplomatic agent of the United States, 
disavowed the flagitious conduct of the representative of the 
United States last January and said we do not support the Goy- 
ernment which deposes. you any longer, that the Queen or her 
party will not be able toassert the physical power to restore her. 
That is all that the utmost ingenuity of even the Senator from 
Massachusetts can make out of that. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. The Senator will pardon me. It is not 


Mr. GRAY. I have read the whole dispatch. 
Mr. HOAR. Iknow; but the Senator now says that all of itis 
that the Queen ean not restore herself. What is added is that 


she will be unable to avail herself of the offer of the President ` 


to restore her. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Massachusetts supp 
if the United States were to offer to restore the Queen by Phys. 
ca nom that. it could not do it? Why could she not avail 

erself— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not use that language. 

Mr. GRAY. Why could she not avail herself of the offer of 
the President of the United States to restore her? That would 
be absurd. 

Mr. HOAR. I will tell the Senator why, ashe asks the ques- 
tion. If the President were not only to offer to restore her, but 
were to restore her, unless he maintained her there by the 
power of the United States she would go off her throne in 
twenty-four hours. That is the trouble. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator reads all that in those three lines? 

Mr. HOAR. No; but I am pointing out what I will not say 
the Senator perverts, but omits and misstates unconsciously to 
himself in his zeal to rush to the defense of this matter; theone 
thing, whieh is that there is a specific allegation that the Presi- 
dent ef the United States has offered or is about to offer to re- 
store that Queen. That is the whole of it. ; 

Mr. GRAY, The Senator from Massachusetts unco: 
misstates, I will not say perverts, the uage of this dispatch. 
There is not one line in it, not one word or one syllable that 
could be wrested into the meaning that Mr. Bayard, as our minis- 
ter at the Court of St. James, or asa private and patriotic citi- 
zen of the United States, ever made the declaration or intended 
to be understood as conveying the information that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had offered to restore the Queen to 
the throne by force. It is all based upon the dispatches in the 
public newspapers which this reporter had brought to his atten- 
tion and founded upon them. They had srt, ori 

Mr. HOAR. Had they stated that the President offered to ro- 
store the Queen? 

Mr. GRAY. According to this interview they hañ. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh. no. 

Mr. GRAY, According to this interview they had, and Mr. 
Bayard is discussing the dispatches. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator point that out? 

Mr. GRAY. I have not the 5, but Mr. Bayard is dis- 
cussing the— 

h Times Standard: 
President Cleveland is about to reversa his Hawatian policy and gange. 
structions to this effect have been sent to Hawaii, adding that the whole 
question would be sent to Congress. 

Upon that this reporter puts this la e—I do not know 
whether rightfully or wrongfully—into mouth of the Ameri- 
can am r, and that seems to boil down at last only to those 
three lines: 

That I hardly know whether the emselves 
offer of ä — to restore the 6 = * 

If Mr. Bayard had intended to convey the information that 
the President intended to restore the Queen to the throne--and 
he is not to be put in the category of those men who do not un- 
derstand the use of e or the meaning of wo 
should he have said that the Queen was not in a condition, owing 
to recent events, to avail herself of that offer, when we all know 
it would eee a squad of marines and a corporal’s 
to depose the 
the throne? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator whether he does not 
agree with me, thas if Mr. Bayard, the representative of this 


visional Government and place the Queen upon 
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country to Great Britain, announced there that the President 
had olfered to restore the Queen, if my view of that ersi So is 
correct, he would not have done it without authority? t is 
all I said about it. Will the Senator answer that question? 

Mr.GRAY. No, I will not answer that question, because I do 
not propose to answer hypothetical questions. I do not know 
but tf the Senator from Massachusetts was in a judicial frame of 
mind, if he were not so zealous and eager to get his lance at rest 
and run a course against the Administration and if he were not 
80 willing to fake for granted every possible phase which is put 
upon this question which he thinks is discreditable to the Ad- 
ministration, then I might believe that he would agree with me 
that it would be decent, at least, when we are considering mat- 
ters which concern the honor of the Government and its flag, 
that we should wait until we get official information of all the 
facts and then address ourselves to them as patriotic Senators of 
the United States ought to do. 

TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts has founded all that he has said 
upon the fact that there had been certain accounts of what has 
gone on in the Hawaiian Islands and what has been done by this 
so-called special commissioner of the President upon the state- 
ments in the public prints of the day. He has quoted them, or 
their substance, matters which have been discussed perhaps at 
every fireside throughout this land, and it seems to me hardly 
fair—indeed it seems pretty hard lines upon this patriotic Amer- 
ican, who is exiled from his country and called upon to perform 
the high duties of his station in a foreign land, that he should 
not be allowed to have in him the sentimentsand opinions which 

triotic Americans at home entertain, and when he expresses 

imself in the freedom of intercourse, which it is his character- 
istic toobserve to the representatives of the press—if that indeed 
be an authentic interview—that he should be called to account 
here in the Senate of the United States by those who knew and 
served with him; who know his high standards of duty; who 
know his intelligence, his ability, his probity, and his thorough 
Americanism, that he should be denounced here on the faith of 
that interview as having done something to betray the secrets 
of the Government which he represents, and all because the 
Senator from Massachusetts chooses to believe, before the evi- 
dence is submitted and anticipating the facts, that some great 
wrong has been done or is about to be done by the Executive who 
aa to hak been elected by a party opposed to his own. 
never gained my own consent, and pa God I never shall, 
to draw the partisan line in a matter which concerns the foreign 
affairs of this Government, no matter how I may differ with the 


Executive who, for the time being, wields the authority of the 


whole people of the United States. Although I belfeve the 
policy of annexation which was avowed by Mr. Harrison, the 
nai i of Mr. Cleveland, to have been a wrong policy; 

hough I believe it was a mistake to have made that treaty, I 
never allowed myself to forget that he was the President of the 
United States and the President of this whole country, and that 
for the time being he was my President and entitled to fair play, 
fair treatment, and fair criticism at my hands. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware being 
asked whether he agreed with all that I said in regard to our 
minister at Great Britain refused to answer the question. The 
question was put to him once, twice, and thrice, and he will not 
say now that everything that I said about that high officer is 
not entirely true. All that I said was that if he had made a cer- 
tain statement attributed to him by the foremost Democratic 
newspaper in the country, he undoubtedly was authorized tomake 
it. That is all I said. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator forgets. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not forget. 

Mr. GRAY. I think he does. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator misstates. 

Mr. GRAY. No, I do not misstate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator misstates. Litera scripta manet. 


Every word I have said is recorded and can not be changed. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will find it in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. And I abide by it. I said that if that represent- 
ative of this Government had made a communication, he being 
a man who understood diplomatic usage from long experience 
here and in the Department of State, he made it being fully au- 
thorized to make it, amd I added a little pleasantry, that his 
statement about the President being magnanimous was a state- 
ment which every Democrat made ex parte, and the Senator 
from Delaware replied in the same vein, that every Republican 
would dissent from it or that I would dissent from it ex parte, or 
something of that kind. That is all. 

The attempt, Mr. President, the wretched failure of an attempt 
to turn this discussion of a great constitutional question and of 
the dignity and authority of the Senate and of the usurpation 
of the power to appoint executive officers, into a personal attack 
on a member of the Senate, and the attempt to represent, in the 


teeth of my recorded words, that I had said something about the 
minister of Great Britain, which I never said and which there 
was nothing to mogron in what I said, and which when the Sen- 
ator alluded to it I disclaimed again and again, and which I dis- 
claim now—the Senator will have twenty-four hours to look over 
it, and I should like to see whether he will repeat the statement 
again to-morrow when this resolution comes up—I say the at- 
tempt is a wretched attempt, and the failure is a wretched fail- 
ure. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that at- 
tempts and failures are inferences, not facts in thiscase. It de- 
pends upon who uses the word “failure” and who uses the word 

‘attempt.” I could, if I chose to imitate the manners of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, use the same words, but I refrain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution being objected 

to, will go over until to-morrow, and be printed. 
PROSECUTIONS UNDER ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer a resolution, to which I 
feél sure there will be no objection, and for which I ask imme- 
diate consideration. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to communicate to the 
Senate the total number of indictments found for violation of the Federal 
election laws since the year 1870, with the States in which such indictments 
were found, also the number of convictions and the nature of the punish- 
ment inflicted. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. PALMER. I suggest that there should be added to the 
resolution the words “and the expenses of such prosecutions 
and convictions.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to that amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Ham 
shire accepts the amendment, and the resolution will be so mod- 

ified. The question is on the resolution as modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

REVENUE FROM INCOME TAX. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Loffer another resolution, for which I ask 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate 
to the Senate the amount of revenue collected annually in each State dur- 
ing the time that the income tax law of 1862 was in effect. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the resolution by adding: 


And the number of persons in each State from whom the income tax was 
collected. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I see no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from New Hamp- 
shire modifies his resolution by accepting the amendment. The 
question is on the resolution as modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

CLOSING OF SENATE CHAMBER. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to offera resolution, which I ask nay 

may be read and lie over under the rules. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, instructed tore- 
28 an proar recently issued requiring that the Senate Chamber be closed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table at the requestof the mover. 


USE OF PUBLIC GROUNDS BY KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. A few daysago I introduced a joint reso- 
lution, which the Senate adopted, in regard to allowing the use 
of public grounds in behalf of the Knights of Pythias. I under- 
stand exactly a similar resolution has come over from the House 
of Representatives, having been adopted by that pon I ask 
the Senate to take up that joint resolution and concur in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
grant permits for the use of the Monument grounds and reserva- 
tions or public spaces in the city of Washington, and for other 
pu 8; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the joint resolution be now con- 
sidered. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
what earthly objection there can be to making this a general 
power in the Secretary of War? He isavery high officer of the 


The resolution will lie on the 


1893. 


Government, whom we all respect and trust. Every cavalcade 
or public association of any sort in procession seems obliged to 
come to Congress for this authority, and when Congress is not 
in session I suppose the authority can not be obtained. I sug- 
gest that the joint resolution be made a general law or general 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to exercise full au- 
thority in this matter always and at all times. 

I shall not, however, interfere with the resolution now if for 
any reason the Senator is in a hurry to get it through. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam inclined to think that this subject 
had better be held specifically in hand and this authority granted 
to organizations with which we are somewhat familiar. To gen- 
eralize the qoan would take in a very extensive scope; how 
extensive nobody can tell. 

Doubtless there will be no organizations but what are meri- 
torious who will ask such permission; but at the same time it 
seems to me that I should rather have this joint resolution passed 
as it is, and we can consider hereafter the suggestions of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. They are certainly valuable sug- 
gestions and I should be glad to act upon them, but I would 
rather act upon this joint resolution now in the shape in which 
it is. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and Resolutions is now in order. 
will be stated. 

Mr. HILL. I gave notice last week that at this time I should 
move to take up for consideration what is known as the bill for 
the repeal of the Federal election law, which was reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and is now on the Calendar of 
this body. It was suggested in the discussion of last week by the 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] that the 
bill having been introduced by me at the extraordinary session 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee, it having been reported 
at that session, and as the minority had not, as the Senator 
thought, an opportunity to present their views before the com- 
mittee, the bill ought to be referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. I briefly explained then how the bill came 
to be reported at that time. A majority of the committee were 
present. The only Republican member who was present did not 
object to the report of the bill at that time. No motion has ever 
been made for its recommittal from that day tothe present. In 
the mean time 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from New York that a motion to proceed to consider is 
not, under the rules, debatable. 

Mr. HILL. Iam proceeding by unanimous consent, as I un- 
derstand, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, of 
course the Senator will proceed. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HILL. In the mean time the House of Representatives 
has passed a somewhat similar bill, there being very little dif- 
ference between the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate and the bill known as the Tucker bill, which has 
passed the House of Representatives. That bill came here at 
the same extraordinary session, and, I think, at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts was laid on the table, where 
it now remains. 

The Senator from Massachusetts appealed to me last week that 
the minority should have an opportunity to submit their views 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I think the mi- 
nority should have that right, and for the purpose of affordin, 
that opportunity I move to take from the table the Tucker bill, 
so called, and have it referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. Then I propose to move that the bill reported 
1 555 Judiciary Committee be also committed to the same com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I askthe Senator to allow his motion to lie 
over until to-morrow. I should like to submit some remarks on 
the bill or bills before the proposed reference is made. 

Mr. HILL. Under the circumstances I hardly think I can 
consent. I assumed that the bill was to be referred this morn- 
ing. I will adopt, however, the suggestion the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] makes to me, that the Tucker bill, so- 
called, be referred tothe Committee on Privilegesand Elections, 
and that my bill may remain here, so that the Senator may make 
his remarks upon that. 

Mr. CULLOM. That will suit me. I have no objection to 
that course. 

Mr. HOAR. At the end of the remarks of the Senator from 
IIlinois, unless some other Senator wishes to make remarks— 
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which I believe will not be the case—then let the bill of the 
Senator from New York also go to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. HILL. Ver 

The PRESIDEN 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes 
relating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
moves that the bill, the title of which has just been read, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Now, I move to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee, simply for the 
purpose of allowing the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to 
submit some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that 
bill will now be reported by its title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 412) to repeal Title 26 of the Re- 
3581 Statutes of the United States, known as the Federal elec- 
tion law. 

Mr. CULLOM. I give notice that to-morrow at the earliest 
opportunity I shall ask the Senate to allow me to submit some 
remarks upon that bill. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator desire to speak to-morrow? 

Mr. CULLOM. To-morrow, unless there be some reis why 
I should not. I think I shall be ready to speak to-morrow if it 
shall be then agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Then, let the bill lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table 
for the present. > 


INCREASE OF NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
first bill on the Calendar of General Orders. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 453) to provide for the issue of 
circula notes to national banks. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask that that bill may go over, as the 
chairman of the committee is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, if there 
be no objection, without prejudice? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 


well. 
pro tempore. The title of the bill will be 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 418) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for 
compensation for the use by the United States of his invention 
relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were ordered to 
issue to him March 25, 1852; which was read. 

Mr. GORMAN, This is rather an important bill. There is a 
very large amount involved in it. I should like to hear the re- 
port read, and I should like to hear from the Senator who re- 
poring it something in regard to the bill. There have been be- 

ore former committees some statements about it. It is a matter 
of great controversy and of a great deal of interest, I have no 
doubt, to the claimant, but we have rather a thin Senate, and, 
if the Senator from Connecticut does not object, probably he had 
better let the bill go over. 

Mr.PLATT. Without prejudice? 

Mr. GORMAN. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
Senate is now proceeding under Rule IX. Of course, if there be 
no objection, upon the request of the Senator from Maryland the 
bill will go over without prejudice. 

Mr. GORMAN. That will leave the status of the bill the same 
as it was before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over upon the 
request of the Senator from Maryland. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-eight min- 
utes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 
2 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, December 12, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 11,1898. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
Charles H. Simonton, of South Carolina, to be United States 
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‘circuit judge for the fourth judicial circuit, vice Hugh L. Bond, 
deceased. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Charles Parlange, of Louisiana, to be United States district 
{page for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice Edward C. Bil- 
gs, deceased. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Charles D. Fullen. of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Iowa, vice Lewis Miles, resigned. 


CONSULTING ENGINEER. 
Frank B. een of Louisiana, to be consulting engineer of 
the United States International Boundary Commission provided 
for in the convention with Mexico of March 1, 1889. 


CHIEF OF BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, to be Chief of the Bureau of 


Navigation in the Department of the Navy, from December 16, 
1893. 
SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEERS, REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 
Carl, M. Green, of New York, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the Revenue Cutter Service, to succeed E. A. Jack, 
promoted, 
John J. Herrick, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue Cutter Service, in place of J. M. O'Donovan, de- 
ceased. 


COMMISSIONER DISTRICT OF ALASKA. 


Henry W. Mellen, of Boonville, Ind., to be a commissioner in 
and for the district of Alaska, to reside at Juneau City, vice 
William R. Hoyt, resigned. 

CLERK DISTRICT COURT, ALASKA, 


Charles D. Rogers, of Sitka, Alaska, who was appointed No- 
vember 10, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be clerk of 
the district court for the District of Alaska, vice Nicholas R. 
Peckinpaugh, removed. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Daniel A. Carpenter of Knoxville, Tenn., to be pension agent 
at Knoxville, Tenn., vice William Rule, resigned. : 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


Charles E. Davis, of Mount Auburn, III., who was appointed 
November 9, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent 
for the Indians of the Colorado River Agency, in Arizona, vice 
Captain Augustus G. Tassin, Twelfth try, detailed to act as 
Indian agent, deceased. 

George S. Doane, of Washington, D. C., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Quapaw Agency, in the Indian Territory, vice 
Thomas J. Moore, to be removed. 

George W. Harper, of Carrollton, Ga., who was appointed 
November 9, 1893. during the recess of the Senate, to be agent 
for the Indians of the Umatilla Agency in Oregon, vice John W. 
Crawford, removed. 

Isaac J. Wootten, of Laurel, Del., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 9, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be nt for the 
Indians of the Nevada Agency, in Nevada, vice Charles C. War- 
ner, removed. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Albert E. Amsbary, of Delta, Colo., who was appointed Novem- 
ber 23, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Montrose, Colo., vice Richard D. Mobley, de- 


ceased. 

John P. Clendenin, of Gassville, Ark., to be register of the 
land office at Harrison, Ark., vice Charles M. Greene, whose 
term of office will expire January 2, 1894. 

Frank M. Hopkins, of Roscoe, S. Dak., who was appointed 
November 10, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be regis- 
ter of the land office at Aberdeen, S. Dak., vice John Q. A. 
Braden, resigned. <- : 

Henry D. Ross, of Flagstaff, Ariz., to be register of the land 
office at Prescott, Ariz., vice John C. Martin, to be removed. 

Jesse Ross, of Arkadelphia, Ark., to be register of the land 
office at Camden, Ark., vice James R. Hudson, resigned. 

John C. Slack, of Folsom, N. Mex., who was appointed No- 


vember 10, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Clayton, N. Mex., vice William W. Boyle, 
removed. 

Andrew F. Snelling, of North Yakima, Wash., to be register 
of the land office at North Yakima, Wash., vice Luther S. How- 
lett, resigned. 


Frank W. Walls, of Phoenix, Ariz., who was appointed No- 
vember 10, 1893, poring the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Tucson, Ariz., vice Herbert Brown, re- 


ed. 
illi P. Wooten, of Russellville, Ark., to be register of 
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the land office at Dardanelle, Ark,, vice William A. F. May, 
whose term of office will expire January 2, 1894. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Frank M. Broome, of Alliance, Nebr., who was appointed No- 
vember 10, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of pull moneys at , Nebr., vice James H. Danskin, re- 

e 


John A. Bunch, of Kingston, Ark., to be receiver of public 
moneysat Harrison, Ark., vice Felix S. Baker, whose term of of- 
fice will expire January 21, 1894. 

Benjamin H. Crowley, of ould, Ark., to be receiver of 
public 2 at Little Rock, Ark., vice Mifflin W. Gibbs, to be 
removed. 

David Dixon, of Magnolia, Ark., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Camden, Ark., vice Alfred A. Tufts, whose term of office will 
exvire January 15, 1894, 

Joseph 8. Halland, of Clapham, N. Mex., who was appointed 
November 10,1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver 
of panin moneys at Clayton, N. Mex., vice Henry C. Pickles, re- 
moved. 

John F. Hughes, of Pierre, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pierre, S. Dak., vice Edmond W. Eakin, to be re- 
moved. 

Terence Martin, of Fargo, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Fargo, N. Dak., vice Nehemiah Davis, to be removed. 

Edward R. Monk, of Wilcox, Ariz., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Tucson, Ariz., vice Charles R. Drake, to be removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William C. Bush, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county 
of Pike and State of Illinois, in the place of George Sanderson, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Edward S. Bryan, to be postmaster at Maywood, in the count 
of Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of James H. Merrill, 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

William B. Davis, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Illinois, in the place of Jacob 
Friendlech, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Samuel L. Day, to be postmaster at Paxton, in the county of 
Ford and State of Illinois, in the place of Edgar A. Stevens, 


whose commission December 21, 1893. 
M. J. Howley, to be 1 at Cairo, in the county of 
ee and State of Illinois, in the place of John Wood, de- 


George C. ew, to be postmaster at Central City, in the 
county of Merle and State of Nebraska, in the place db Chris- 


topher Hostetter, resigned. 

illiam R. Boughn, to be tmaster at Randolph, in the 
county of Cedar State of Nebraska, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1893. 

Hugh L. Cooper, to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Nebraska, in the place of William A. 
Campbell, resigned. 

Frederick E. Roper, to be postmaster at Hebron, in the county 
of Thayer and State of Nebraska, in the place of John M. Fitch- 
patrick, resigned. 

Isaac F. Travis, to be postmaster at Weeping Water, in the 
county of Cass antl State of Nebraska, in the place of Milton M. 
Butler, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Gustav A. Altenberg, to be postmasterat Tomah, in the coun 
of Monroe and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles K. 
Erwin, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

James M. Keys, to be postmaster at Richland Center, in the 
county of Richland and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Jesse 
G. Bunnell, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

George W. Porth, to be postmaster at Milwaukee, in the county 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Winslow 
A. Nowell, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

John H. Kooney, to be | tte gd at Kewaunee, in the county 
of Kewaunee and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a post- 
master for said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1593. 

C. G. Wilcox, to be postmaster at De Pere, in the county of 
Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William Arm- 


strong, resigned. 
A. O. Wilson, to be postmaster at Janesville, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles E. Bowles, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 
i WITHDRAWAL, 

Executive nomination withdrawn fromthe Senate December 11, 1893. 

Frank H. Dabney, of Louisiana, to be consulting engineer of 
the United States on the International Boundary Commission 
provided for in the convention with Mexico, of March 1, 1889. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 11, 1893. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Joseph B. Doe, of Wisconsin, to be Assistant Secretary of War. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General Officer. 
Col. Elwell S. Otis, Twentieth Infantry, to be brigadier-general. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. = 
Col. George D. Ruggles, assistant. adjutant-general, to be ad- 
jutant general. 
Capt. George S. Wilson, Twelfth Infantry, to be assistant ad- 


jutant-general. : 
Capt. William P. Hall, Fifth Cavalry, to be assistant adjutant- 


general. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. J. Estcourt Sawyer, regimental quartermaster 

Fifth Artillery, to be assistant quartermaster. 
Pay Department. 
Capt. Charles E. Kilbourne, Signal Corps, to be paymaster. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. Henry C. Wood, assistant adjutant-general, to be 
assistant adjutant-general, with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. William J. Volkmar, assistant adjutant-general, to beas- 
sistant adjutant-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 

Medical Department. 

Liceut. Col. Charles C. Byrne, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general. 

Maj. Samuel M. Horton, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 


Capt. Walter Reed, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 


Artillery Arm. 
Second Lieut. George F. Landers, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. William H. Penrose, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 
colonel. 

Maj. Edwin M. Coates, Nineteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel.. 

Capt. Clarence E. Bennett, Seventeenth Infantry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Charles St. J. Chubb, Seventeenth. try, to be 


captain. 
— Lieut. Arthur Johnson, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 11, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. and was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by the „Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the procee of Friday last was read. 

Mr. CABANTSS. Mr. S er, I am reported in Friday’s 
Journal as not ha voted on the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] for a call of the House. I desire to say 
that I was present and voted aye. 

Mr. RIC SON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in the re- 
corded vote on the bill known as the bankruptcy bill, I am re- 
corded as having voted in the negative. I voted aye on the 
motion to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, in the Journal of Friday’s proceed- 
ings, and on page 107 of the RECORD, I am recorded as not voting. 
I was present. and voted aye on the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause of the bankruptcy bill. 

The SPEAKER, These corrections will be made. If there 
be 1 objections, the Journal as amended will be ap- 
proved. 

There was no objection. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, 1801. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a detailed statement of 
the receipts and expenditures of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

UNSETTLED ACCOUNTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the First 

nag REE transmitting, in compliance with section 272, Re- 
Statutes, a report of such officers as have failed to make 
none of their accounts-for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I think that letter ought to 
go to the joint commission. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] ‘asks that the letter be referred to the Joint Commission of 
the two Houses Investigating the Executive Departments. With- 
out objection it will be so referred and printed. 

There was no objection. 

ESTIMATES OF DEFICIENCIES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimatesof deficien- 
cies in appropriations required to meet urgent demands n 
the Government for the fiscal years ending 1893 and 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 
To Mr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of death in his fam- 


y. 
To Mr. DURBOROW, indefinitely; onaccount of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. SPERRY, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


il, 


LEAVE TO SIT. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am directed by the Committee. on 
Riversand Harbors to ask unanimous consent for the passage of 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be, and hereby are, 
authorized to sit during the sessions of the House. 


There being no objection the resolution was, by unanimous 
consent, considered and agreed to. 
CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
rts. 
P The committees were called, when bills of the following titles 


were severally reported, read a first and second time, and, with 


the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed and referred to 

the calendars named below. 

NEW ORLEANS, NATCHEZ AND FORT SCOTT RAILROAD COM- 
PANY. 

By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and. For- 
eign Commerce: A bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act approved 
September 4, 1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez and 
Fort Scott Railroad Company to construct two bridges across 
Boeuf River, in Louisiana—to the House Calendar. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE HIWASSEE AND OTHER RIVERS. 
By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
Commerce: A bill (H. R. 4611) to amend an act approved 
January 26, 1893, to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the. Hiwassee, the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of 
Tennessee, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 1912) to author- 
ize the construction of b across the Hiwassee, the Tennes- 


see, and the Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee. The bill - 


H. R. 4611) was referred to the House Calendar, and the bill 
H. R. 1912) was ordered to lie on the table. 


BOARD OF REVIEW. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs: A bill 6 199) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to appoint a board of review in certain cases to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


TITLE TO LANDS UNDER THE DONATION ACT. 


By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for completion of 
title to certain lands disposed of under the act of Congress ap- 
proved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and sup- 
plemental thereto, and commonly known as the Donation act,“ 
and for the protection of purchasers and occupantsof said lands— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

; SALE OF LIQUOR, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

By Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: A bill (H. R. 4569) to amend an act regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquors-in the District of Columbia—to the House 
Calendar. 

LAND SCRIP; 


By Mr. SOMERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (H. R. 73) supplementary to the act of Congress approved Jan- 
uary 28, 1879, entitled An act defining the manner in which 
certain land scrip may bə assigned. located or applied by 
actual. settlers, and. providing for the issue of patents in the 
name of the locator or his legal representatives — to the Com- 
mittee of the. Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS BUF RIVER, LOUISIANA, 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will read, after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 7 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill R.4414) to amend an act ap; roved September 4, 1890, authorizing 
the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott Railroad Company to construct 
two bridges across Bouef River, in Louisiana. 


Beit enacted, etc., That the act . September 4. 1890, entitled, An 
act to authorize the construction of vwo bridges across Bouef River, Louis- 
iana,” be, and is hereby, amended so that the time within which the actual 
construction of said brid may be commenced is hereby extended for the 
period of one year from the date of the approval of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 5 strike out Bouef” and insert “Bœuf.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the title will be amended 
in accordance with the recommendation of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at fifteen minutes 
past 12. The call rests with the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 352. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that it seems to some of us that this is a bill of too much 
importance to ba brought up in the morning hour. It is a bill 
of such importance, differentiating so much from all other bills 
for the admission of States, that it ought to have a thorough dis- 
cussion of the entire facts that bear upon it. Ihave no objection 
to the consideration of the bill at some other time when there 
will be due ee given for debate. LIhope, therefore, that 
the gentleman from Alabama will not insist upon its consider- 
ation in the morning hour. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I ask unanimous consent that 
to-morrow and the next day be set aside for the consideration 
of all bills from the Committee on Territories that have been 
reported and are on the Calendar. 

r. REED. I do not think that is a fair proposition. Why 
not confine it to Utah? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will simply say the Utah bill. 
I have no intention of bringing up any other bill when the per- 
sons interested are not here. I ask unanimous consent that to- 
morrow and the next day be set aside for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 352, for the admission of Utah. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow and the next day be set apart for 
the consideration of the bill for the admission of Utah asa State. 
Is there objection. [After a oe The Chair hears none. 
That will be understood to be after the second morning hour. 
Ri WHEELER of Alabama. Then we pass over the com- 

ttee. 
ROBERT TRAVILA. 

Mr. HERMANN (when the Committee on War Claims was 
called). I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 894) for the 
relief of Robert Pravila for loss of carbine in the late war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
settle with ye of moneys in the Treasury not otherwise Appro ri- 
ated, pay to Robert Travila, late of Company K, First United States valey. 
thesum of $75.60, the amount overcharged him for loss of a carbine, 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, from what committee is this bill 
8 

e SPEAKER. From the Committee on War Claims, and 
it is in Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 894. 

The motion was to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair), 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 


for we purpose of considering the bill whioh the Clerk will now 
report. 
he bill was again read. - 
Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have the report on that bill 


read. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes the pay- 
ment of $75 to Robert Travila, who at the time of the loss of 
the carbine (for that is the property for which payment is 
claimed) was a cavalryman in the service of the United States. 
The curbine was lost in the Territory of Arizona while the sol- 
dier was traveling among the mountain defiles, and was lost with- 
out any negligence on the part of the soldier. The carbine was 
charged up against his pay to the extent of $100, under the 
law which provides that the loss of a carbine shall be charged 
for at that rate. The soldier comes before the committee and 
shows that the carbine was not lost through his negligence or 
carelessness; that he used due diligence in propan strapping 
it to his saddle, and that the loss was without any fault on his 
part. He now asks to be paid the diference between the cost 
of the carbine and the amount charged against him. 

The Chief of Ordnance says that at that time the cost of the 
carbine was about $25. The same weapons can now be manu- 
factured for about $10.60; but the committee concluded that it 
would ask for the differences between the original cost, about $25, 
and the amount charged, which would leave to his credit $75. 
The showing is quite conclusive that it was due to no negligence ` 
on his part. The Government has received the full cost of the 
carbine and the soldier would receive the balance. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to know from the gentleman from 
Oregon what evidence he has that this carbine was not lost from 
carelessness. There is nostatement here at all but the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will answer the gentleman from Texas by 
saying that the evidence before our committee, in the shape of 
affidavits, is conelus ive ; i 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. -I rise to aquestionof order. There 
is so much confusion I can not hear anything that is said. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The 
committee will be in order, and gentlemen in the aisles engaged 
in conversation will please retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, my answer tothe ee 
atory of the gentleman from Texas was that ample evidence is 
before the Committee on War Claims tending to show that this 
soldier had provided himself with every arrangement by which 
this carbine was well taken care of, but in passing through the 
mountain defiles in Arizona the weapon was struck by coming in 
contact with a rock, was disengaged or loosened from the saddle, 
and lost in one of those great precipices; so that it was lost without. 
oF negligence on his part. 

The cost to the Government, as I before stated, was only $25, 
and the same weapon can now be manufactured for $10.60. This 
man was charged $100 for the loss of this carbine under a law 
which provides that that sum shall be deducted from the pay of 
a soldier in the event of the loss of his weapon through careless- 
ness, but he has proved conclusively that this was not lost 
through carelessness. The bill has been reported several times 
in the Senate and it has been on the House Calendar for a long 
period, but the amount involved being so small, [could not afford 
to use my right to recognition to call up this bill to the neglect 
of more important matters, and the consequence has been that 
this poor fellow has been put off from year to year for the last 
ten years. I think there can be no question about the propriety 
of the bill. I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 894), and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. HERMANN a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FEDERAL COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. CULBERSON (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times 
and places for holding the Federal courts in the State and dis- 
trict of Nebraska. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter terms of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States within and for the State and district of Nebraska shall be 
held at the times and places following, that is to say: 

At Omaha City, on the first Monday in May and the second Monday in No- 
vember in each year; 
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At the city of Lincoln, on the third Monday in January in each year; 

At the ony of Hastings, on the third Monday in April; and 

At the city of Norfolk, on the fourth Monday in April of each year. 

Src. 2. That the passage of this act shall not operate so as to change any 
existing law, except as to the change of time for holding said courts. 


The committee recommended an amendment to the bill, add- 
ing, in line 10, after the word “‘ year,” “and the first Monday in 
June in each year.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. BRODERICK] has an amendment which he desires to 
offer to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. BRYAN. I can state the amendment. It is tostrikeout 
the words “the first Monday in June,” and insert the third 
Monday in September,” so that the provision will read: At the 
city of Lincoln on the third Monday of January in each year and 
the third Monday in September.” The committee are willing 
that this amendment shall be made. 

Mr. MERCER. There is no controversy about the amend- 
ment. It has been unanimously agreed to. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and the 
committee amendment as amended was then adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CLAIMS FOR CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 


Mr.CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill ( H. R. 4568) 
to revise and amend an act to provide for the collection of aban- 
doned property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectio 
districts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof. 

The bill was read. 

le it enacted, etc., That the right of action in the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of an act entitled An act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property, and for the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts 
wi the United States,“ approved March 12, 1863, and acts amendatory 
thereof, be, and the same is hereby, revived and extended for two years from 
and after the of this act, including all cases of seizure under said 
acts, or under color thereof, either before or after June 30, 1865, whether ad- 
judicated by the Secretary of the Treasury or not, and without regard to 
any statute of limitations or the loyalty of the claimant at the time of 
serzure. 

SEC. 2. That the benefits of the foregoing section be, and the same are 
hereby, extended to those claimants whose claims have been adversely de- 
termined by said court upon the ground of disloyalty; and allsuits onclaims 
which have been so rejected shall, on motion of the claimants or their legal 
representatives, be reinstated on the docket of the Court of Claims and — 
ceeded with acc to law: Provided, That no liability of the United 
States to the parties in interest shall be created by the ju ents of the 
Court of Claims beyond the fund now in the Treasury, by the sale o: 
proponi aen under the provisons of the act to which this is a supplement: 

provided further, That mall cases in which claimants trace the proceeds 
of their 3 into the Treasury the judgments shall be for the full 
amount of said proceeds, and the balance of said fund, if any, shall be dis- 
tributed pro rata among those claimants whoshall prove that their propan 
was seized under said acts or under color thereof, but who are unable to 
trace or identify the proceeds thereof in the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
measure, and one which I think ought not to be considered in 
the morning hour. I ask unanimous consent, therefore, that 
next Tuesday week be set apart for its consideration. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I think this is a bill which not only 
ought not tobe considered in the morning hour, but, which, ifitis 
to be considered at all, ought to be considered under the regular 
rules of the House. The facilities which those rules afford for 
the consideration of meritorious measures like this are so well 
known to the gentleman from Texas that Iam sure he can not 
pus to my suggestion. 

r. CULBERSON. Well, we want a day set for the consider- 
ation of this bill, and we know of no other way to reach it under 
the rules of the House except in the morning hour. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas helped to make these 
rules and they are very valuable, and they should be preserved 
in their 15 a ana entirety. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ai j suggest to the gentleman from 
Texas that, under the rules, he will have no difficulty in obtain- 
ing a special order fixing a time for the consideration of a meas- 
ure of this importance, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am aware of that. I ask unanimous 
consent that Tuesday week next be set apart for the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr.REED. Lobject. Icallfor the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I think this bill ought to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It belongs on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purposs of considering this bill, 
and I state now that I make this motion for the purpose of hav- 
ing printed in the RECORD the report that I made upon this bill 
in the last Congress. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman’s only object 


is to have his report printed in the RECORD, thit may be done 
by unanimous consent without going into committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, I ask unanimous consent that my 
report may be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Do J understand that the gentleman proposes to 
withdraw the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to know whether consent has 
re given for the printing of the views of the minority on this 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no minority report. The report 
is unanimous. 

Subsequently the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. S pte in reference to the bill which 
has gone over on request of the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, it is stated that there are no views of the minority in that 
ease, That is true, but the chairman of the committee calls my 
attention to the fact, which he did not then observe, that the 
committee at this session adopt the report of the committee sub- 
mitted at a previous session by the distinguished chairman of 


the committee. At that time there was a minority report pr — 
that, 


pared by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR], and Lask that 
inasmuch as that report is adopted, that the views of the min- 
ority submitted at that time be published in the RECORD in con- 
nection with the committee report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made 
so as to allow the views of the minority to be printed. 

The report [by Mr. CULBERSON] and the views of the minority 


are as follows: 

House Report No. 1377, Fifty-second Congress, second session. 
CLAIMS ARISING UNDER THE CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACT. 
May 12, 1892—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered tobe printed. 

i wie er maori N, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the fol- 
0 report: 

The Committee on the Judiciary have considered the bill (H. R. 455) in re- 
lation to claims arising under the captured and abandoned property act.and 
for the extension of time in which to bring suit, and recommend its passage 
for the following reason: 

A 2 amount of property in the States in rebellion or insurrection was 
seized during the war and immediately after the cessation of hostilities, 
without regard to the ownership of such property, or the political status of 
its owners, or the possession of — en arte at the time of the seizure, 
the military and other Federal au ties. The seizure and sale of this 
opiy were made under the acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 1864, known 
as the captured and abandoned property acts. and other measures amenda- 
tory and supplementary th 

F be sold and the proceeds placed in the 
to the credit of the phd ei 

The section of the act of March 12, 1863, under which the bulk of the 
N was seized, rei siege as follows: 

se’ wel ine cli to have been the owner of any such abandoned or 
capt property, may at any time within two years after the su ssion 
on, claim to proceeds thereof in the Court of 


‘ort to the presen’ 
oe Ltrs ee —- 7 any purchas mone; 2 = have 
n together e expense of transportation an e oi prop- 
s and any other lawful expenses atten: the tion thereof. 
der this provision of the statute many suits were instituted in the Court 
of Claims by persons cl: to be the owners of property seized under 
the acts referred to, and when the proof by the statute was made 
judgment was rendered in their favor and the money 
Over 830,000,000 were placed in the on account of sales of property 
under the act of March 12, 1863, and other kindred acts. 
The amount now on hand of this fund is #10,512,007.96. 
The following statement is believed to be substantially correct and will 
show the whole amount of money received into the Treasury on account of 
captured and abandoned property and the amounts paid out from time to 


Whole amount of abandoned and captured property sales $31, 722, 469, 20 


Cost of coll „sale, and other expenses .... 551, 000. 00 
Transferred to 1 000. 00 
Internal-revenue taxes and commercial inter- 
.. ee a Pa a Se pe 1, 406, 000. 00 
Released to claimants by Secretaries Chase, Fes- 
senden, and MeCulloch ..---------------2. 2, 550, 675. 24 
— 10, 750, 675. 24 
Balance covered into Treasury under resolution of March 
PPP—F—T—TVTTVTVVT—T—TTTT—TT—T——T— SES 20, 971, 790. 96 
ERA OR paon Beta A CTS 8 
on judgments against Treasury agents 8 
Paid on 3 act of Maren 8 1863 .... 9,833, 423.16 
Paid by Secretary of the Treasury under act of 
ü TAG AAA EA TEA 195, 896. 25 
Disbursed for expenses under joint resolution of 
Ma WD, TOG coon ooo cw S SE E AE 75, 000. 00 
— 10,89, 783. 00 
Palancs ti Treasury ß ee A 10, 512, 007.96 


It is understood that the application of the ruling of the Supreme Court, 
in an opinion delivered since this statement was made, to this Pind will ma- 


te reduce the amount of this balance, but to what extent can not, with 


the information at hand, be stated with certainty. 
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‘the limitation of two years from and after the close of the war in which 
claiman’ their 


ts of this rty were required to prefer claims has long 
ed, ath there le how po meats provided: ly law by which the 
claimants of the fund can enforce their rights. 

Formerly there was much contention upon the status of this fund in the 
Treasury, especially that portion of it derived from the sale of te a be- 
longing to those who adhered to the rebellion. It is evident from the terms 
of the act of 1843 that it was not the intention of Congress that the title to 
the property seized under it should be divested from the loyal owners. 
They were allowed two years from and after the close of the war in which 
to prefer their claims to the property, and because no provision was made 
by which persons who had been disloyal could prefer their claims in the 
property and enforce their rights, it was contended that the seizure and 
sale of so much of this 8 arta & as belonged to disloyal persons worked a 
divesture of title and absolutely transferred the proceeds to the Govern- 
ment, On the other hand, it was contended that such seizure and sale of 
property of disloyal persons did not divest the title of the or owners, 
and that the fund derived from such sales was placed in the Treasury to be 
kept there to await the determination of the Government whether it should 
be returned to the owners of the property or not. 

Your committee believe that this contention has been settled by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the case of Klein vs. The United States, 
2 — * —— page 138, and the following quotations are made from 

re o case: 

ai it was not the intention of Congress, b7 the enactment of that 
statute, that the title to property seized under it should be divested from the 


loyal owners. 

‘2, That the proceeds of the property should go into the Treasury without 
change of ownership. 

“8. That the same intention ‘vailed in regard to the property of owners 
who though then hostile might su mently become loyal. 

“4. That it was for the Government itself to determine whether those pro- 
ceeds should be restored to the owner or not. 

“4, That the President's proclamation of pardon and amnesty, with resto- 
ration of rights of property, and rer ts that of July 4, 1868, was a 
decision on the part of the which decided affirmatively the 
right of all the owners of such property to the proceeds thereof in the 
Treasury; and the restoration of the proceeds became the absolute right of 


the ae 

6. And that ‘theGovernment constituted itself the trustee for those who 
by tiat act were declared entitled to the proceeds of captured and aban- 
sped, property, and for those whom it should thereafter recognize as en- 
th „ 


Aud in its opinion the court uses this language: 

“That it was not the intention of Congress that the title to these pro- 
ceeds should be divested absolutely out of the original owners of the prop- 
erty seems clear upou a comparison of different parts of the act. 


We have already seen that those articles which became by the simple fact 
of eypture the of the eaptor. as munitions of war, and 
the like, or In h third rights which t be made 
absolute by decree, as ships and other vessels captured as were ex- 
pres gely exce from the operation of the act; and it is reasonable to infer 
that it was the purpose of that the s of the ty for 
which the 8 act was should go into ury 
without change of ownership, Certainly such was the on in 
to the property of loyal men. That the same in ed in regard 
tothe y of owners who, though then hostile, nt subsequently be- 


come loyal. — probable from the 

anywhere made for eee of it, Tua there is no 4 im the statute 
boolt of intention to divest ownership Trine poper excepted from 
the effect of this act otherwise than by proceedings for confiscation. 

“Tt is thus seen except as to property used in actual hostilities, as 
mentioned in the first section of theact of 12, 1863, no titles were di- 
vested in 
after due 


ot agen hostilities bjected to 
which the any not was sul 
seizure rok on Re 


“We conclude, therefore, that the title to the proceeds of the property 

which came to the possession ef the Government by capture or abandon- 

ment, with the already noticed, was in no case divested from 

theoriginal owner. it was for the Government itself to determine whether 
should be restored 


to all persons proffered 
restoration of the proceeds became the absolute right of the persons par- 
doned ha ong ap within two years from the close of the war. It was, in 
fact, promised for an equivalent, ‘Pardon and restoration of political 
were ‘in return’ for the oath and its fulfillment.” 
then the court adds this strong language: 

„To refuse it would be a breach of faith not less cruel and astounding 

than to abandon the freed people whom the Executive had promised to 
maintain in their freedom.” 
It will be observed that the court decides that the title to the 1 5 of 
the property which came to the of the Government p Arin ca 
or a onment, with the exception of rty used in actual h ties, 
was in no case divested from the original owner. 

Tne question therefore arises whether the Government ever determined 


that the proceedsof the sales of under the 0 fig and abandoned 
rty acts which belonged to disloyal persons should be restored to them. 
8 — ot occasion for dispute there may have been upon this question 


at one time, there seems to be none now. 
Under the act of July, 1862, known as the confiscation act, the President 


was authorized at any time thereafter, on, to extend to persons 
who may have participated in rebellion in any State 8 thereof pardon 
and amnesty, with such ex ons and at such time on such conditions 


cepti 
as he should deem expedient forthe public welfare. 
On the 8th day of December, 1853, the President issued his proclamation, 
in which he referred to the act of 1863, reta! to ca and abandoned 
property, and offered pardon and amnesty, 
property. except as to slaves and property to which third persons 
quired rights, to all persons who had Motes are in the rebellion who would 
take an oath to support the Constitution and the laws. Certain classes were 
from the benefits of pardon and 


On the 29th of May, 1855, another proclamation was tending par- 
don and FCC hts, except as to 
slaves, etc., to all persons who had partici) im the A similar 
oath was and fourteen classes of persons were excepted from the 
benefits of 

On the 7th of 


seven. Finally on the 4th day of July, 1868, a proclamation was issued 


the President pardon and amnesty to all, with some exceptions 
who had partici in the rebellion, with restoration to all Tights of prop. 
erty except in slaves, and on the 25th of December, 18493, wi 


thout exception, 


erty bel to yal owners to them upon condition that they would 
comply with the requirements of the proclamations. Those who complied 
with the conditions of those. proclamations were instantly rehabilitated as 
citizens, restored to * before the law, and to all rights of property. 
In the langu of the Supreme Court before quoted: 
“The pr of the restoration of all rights of property decided that 
Sear eet affirmatively as to all persons who availed themselves of the prof- 
pardon. * * * The restoration of the proceeds of captured and 
abandoned property became the absolute right of the persons pardoned, on 
application within two years from the close of the war.” 
ose who had fatied to avail themselves of the 3 pardon extended 
by the proclamations containing conditions (if there were such) were 
covered and embraced by the Movi ar an: of July 4, 1868, which extended 
pardon and amnesty to without condition, with full restoration to prop- 


erty rights. 

Your committee submit the following, taken from the decision of the Su- 
preme Court in Padelford’s case, reported in 9 Wallace: 

“In the case of Garland this court held the effect of a pardon to be such that 
im the sre of the law the offender is as innocent as if he had never com- 
mitted offense;” and in the case of Armstrong's foundry we held that 
the 1 2 5 pardon granted to him relieved him from a penalty which he 
oe — 7 a to the ent palog It a 5 15 at the 8 e of the seizure 
0 e petitioner's prope e Was purged of whatever offense against the 
laws of the United States he had committed by the acts mentioned in the 
findings and relieved from any penalty which he might have incurred. It 
follows, further, that if the property had been se before the oath was 
taken, the faith of the Government was pledged to its restoration upon the 

of the oath in good faith. We can not doubt that the petitioner’s 
right to the property in question at the time of the seizure was perfect and 
that it 3 Perfect, notwithstanding the ure. 

But it has been suggested that the property was captured in fact, if not 
lawfully; and that the proceeds having been paid into the Treasury of the 
United States, the petitioner is without remedy in the Court of Claims, un- 
less proof is made that he gave no aid orcomfort to the rebellion. The - 

is ous, but we do not think it sound. Thesnfiicient suswer > 

t is that after tne don no offense connected with the rebellion can be im- 

puted to him. If, in other respects, the petitioner made the proof which, 

under the act, entitled him to a decree for the proceeds of his property, the 
law makes ee ot m a complete substitute for that he 

ort to the rebellion. A different construction would, as it 


ding p 8 of the petitioner's prop- 

erty for his benefit, and having been fully reimbursed for all expenses in- 
curred in that character, loses by the judgment, which simply 
awards to the petitioner what is his own.” 
But for the bar 3 the statute of limitations of two years it seems 
that all persons, loyal those who had been disloyal, might prefer their 
claims to this property, and upon proof of their right to the property obtain 


the 
Pardon and amnesty relieved claimants of captured and abandoned 
erty 3 gin their adhesion to the Government of the United States 
The following is the whole of the opinion of the court in Pargoud's case, 


“We have vig rears Prague in the case of against the United 
States, that the *s proclamation of December 25, 1868, granting par- 
don and amnesty unconditionally and without reservation to all who par- 
ticipated directly or indirectly in the late rebellion, relieves claimantsof cap- 
tured and abandoned property from proot of adhesion to the United States 
during the latecivil 3 5 there me R O ght —— ¹ 
or personal pardon for g t in the re on against the United States. 
The judgment of the Court of Blalms 9 the petition is reversed.” 

It follows, from what has been said, that t fund in the Treasury does 
not belong to the Government, but is the property of citizens of the United 
States, and held in trust for them by the Government. Ought the Govern- 
ment longer refuse to distribute this fund among the owners of it? 

Your committee seats that it e: as alleged, syri the —5 ot ged 
fund yet rema e Treasury belongs to persons who participated 
the late rebellion, but in view of the fact that under the Constitution and 
the laws of the United States, as declared by the Supreme Court, the restor- 
ation of the proceeds of this perty became the absolute right of the 
sons pardoned, the former political status of the owner can afford no just 
reason for withholding the money. 

No laches can be imputed to this class of claimants. 

The statute authorized claims to the proceeds of sales of captured and 
abandoned property to be preferred in the Court of Claims at any time 
within two years from the suppression of the rebellion. When was the re- 
bellion suppressed? That became a question for the courts, in order to ap- 
piy the statute of limitation. In December, 1869,- the Su Court de- 

d. in Anderson vs. United States (9 Wallace, page 59), that the rebellion 
Was suppressed on the 20th of August, 1866, the date of the President’s „ 
lamation declaring the final and complete suppression of the rebellion. 
The aon 1 e right to commence suit therefore expired on the 20th 

ugUst, . 
. Bar claimants who had participated in the rebellion filed suits in the 
Court of Claims before the bar of limitation was complete, but a large ma- 
jority of that class of claimants did not commence guſt. because ft was gen- 
understood that, notwithstanding the proclamations of pardon and 
amnesty, the claimant would be required to prove his loyalty befure he could 
have a standing in the court. 

It was a matter of doubt among the members of the legal fraternity as to 
what effect would be given by the Supreme Court to the proclamations of 
pardon and amnesty. In 1869 the Supreme Court decided that the necessity 
of proving loyalty in order to recover the proceeds of captured and aban- 
doned property had been removed by the proclamations of pardon and am- 
nesty. 

This decision came too late to benefit that class of claimants. The limita- 
tion had already expired and the bar was complete. 

In view of the law and the facts as above stuted, your committee deem it 
unwise for the Government, and unjust to the claimants of this fund for 
d eee make some provision by which they may es- 
ta and enforce their rights. 

_ Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
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House Report No. 1377, part 2, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 
CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

May 13, 1892,—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Ezra B. Taylor. from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following as the views of the minority: 

The un „ differing with the majority of the committee, beg leave 
to state their reasons for such dissent, and as the views of the minority of 
the committee upon a like bill in the Fify-first Congress were drawn by one 
of . and expresses our present views, we adopt that statement, 
to Wit: 


The history of Congressional legis'ation and judicial decision touching 
the subject of captured and abandoned vp anh et correctly given by the ma- 
jority in their report; still it does not follow that the bill should pass. 

„By statute of March 3, 1863, any clai to have been the owner 
of any such abandoned and captured property t. at pm Garvey within 

on, prefer his to the pro- 


may hare been paid, together 


erred ving 
This bill is Cone 8 for pref 
the outs claims 


President's proclamation of on and amnesty, of July 4, 1868, as res! 
alt the 


is, they, themselves to 
have been disloyal in rebellion, and as having given aid and comfort to the 
aim until too late; but after the expiration 


cally loyal, now ask Congress to remove their 

“They had their day in court. but did not avail themselves of it by reason 
of their e Aa —— which excuses no eae and 2 — 
knowledge ot their ty. The limitation of actions is a necessary 
wholesome provision of a uitabie 


denied that they did to that Government, its and citi- 
zens. They caused it more e and loss, doubtless, the amount of 
0 covered offense was serious and the wrong 
done the Government by them great. have been dealt generously 
With by the United t, but the und are unabie 
claims for further as presented by this 
“Again, the lapseof time since the transactions to be in coray run 
e 


Court of Claims under this 2 and the nature of the transac 
circumstances 


ing captured property, and will call for un- 
limited subsequent appropriations Congress. 
ns ` id E. B. TAYLOR.” 


LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL, BUTLER FLATS, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment 
= a light and fog-signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, 


uss. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the bill. 

The motion wus to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light 
and fog-signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That there be established, on or near Butler Flats, en- 
trance to the lower harbor of New Bedford, Mass., a light and fog-signal 
station. at a cost not to exceed $45,000, 

Mr. WISE. It is only emp path I think, for me to state to 
the House that the chairman of the Light-House Board has re- 
ported that this work is indispensable. His letter is at the desk 
and can be read if desired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have the letter read. 

Mr. WISE. Then I call for the reading of the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., December 5, 1393. 

Sır: Replying to your note of to-day to the chairman of the Light-House 

Board, I have the honor to inform you that the board considers the light- 


house at Butler Flats, Massachusetts, as being bleto navigation 
and as one which should be built at the earliest e moment. 
Respectfully yours, 


Captain of Engineers, U. S. A . — . — BOS 
M V. rmy, — 
Hon. GEORGE D. WISE, d 
Chairman of the Commities on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce if it is to be the 


— gentleman from 


policy of his committee to recommend the construction of no 
light-houses except such as are indispensable. 

Mr. WISE. e have determined that we will recommend 
the construction of none of these works except those which are 
indispensable—which are so ropopiog by the Light- House Board. 

Mr. SAYERS. And tbis bill contains no appropriation? 

Mr, WISE. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Allright. 

Mr. WISE. Imove that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordipgly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD reported that the Co ttee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 156) for the establishmentof alight and 
fog-signal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass., had 
directed him to report the same back with a recommendation 
that it be passed. ý 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for'a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ENGINEERS, ETC., ON STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. WISE. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
lorida [Mr. MALLORY], in order that he may 
call up a bill. 


Mr. MALLORY. I call up the bill (H. R. 411) to require steam 
vessels of the United States, of 1,000 tons or more, to have one 
engineer and helper on watch in their engine rooms while under 
way, and to require all steam vessels of the United States, con- 
tinuously under steam for more than ten hours, to’carry two 
licensed engineers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. MALLORY. Lask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MALLORY) was read, as follows: 

The Commi Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was 
ferred the bill (HR aii) entitled “A billto require ste ö 
States, of one tho tons or more to have one engineer and helper on 


TTT req utre all steam ves- 
States, continuously under steam for more than ten hours, 
carefully considered the same, re- 

and recommend the passage of said bill, with the following 
amendments, viz: 

8 the bill, between the words “hours” and shall,“ insert the 
word gn 
After the word engineers.“ in line 8 of the bill, insert the following, viz: 
8 — ferryboats roe —— —.— e 8 

apply to or to steam s Org em; — 
ment does not exceed ten hours daily.” ploy 

Amend the title of said bill by striking out the word continuously,“ in 
line 4 of the title. 

Strike out the word “all,” in line 3 of the title, and insert the word “cer- 
tain in lieu thereof. 

In line 5 of the bill, between the words “helper” and “on,” insert the 
words or oiler.” 

In line 6 of the bill, after the word “ steam," Insert the words and ig navi 


si line 7 of the bill strike out the word “continuously,” 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes merely to 
require that all vessels of 1,000 tons or more shall nee an en- 
gineer and helper or oiler; and it also provides that all vessels 
which are navigated daily under steam for more than ten hours 
shall carry two licensed engineers. There is a proviso to the 
effect that the last clause of this act shall not be construed to 
apply to ferryboats or to steam vessels whose usual and regular 
emp oyment does not exceed ten hours 8 

he committee having considered the bill has reported the 
amendments which have been read, which I think are all that 
have been suggested by the Treasury Department. I hold in 
my hand the report of the Supervising Inspector. It is some- 
what lengthy, but if any gentleman desires to hear it I am per- 
fectly willing it shall be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does this bill apply to steam vessels on our 
inner waters—our rivers? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It applies to all steam vessels of 1,000 or 
more tons? : 

Mr. MALLORY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it reeommended by the officers of the 
Treasury Department? - 

Mr. MALLORY. The report from the Department is rather 
a peculiar one. It is not in direct terms a recommendation; 
but it tnd the amendments which the committee have 
reported. 

r. BALDWIN. Is not this matter already provided for by 
laws of most of the States? 

Mr. MALLORY. No laws of any State can control this ques- 
tion; it is a matter of Federal law. 
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Mr. BALDWIN. I supposed that, with reference to the 
chain of lakes, for instance, a law similar to this was already in 
force. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the bill be read with the amend- 
ments propozed by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That every steam vessel of the United States, of 1,000 
tons or more, shall at all times, while under way, have one engineer and one 
helper or oiler on watch in the engine room, and every steam vessel of the 
United States that is under steam and is navigated for more than ten hours 
daily, shall carry two licensed engineers: Provided, however, That the last 
clause of this act shall not be construed to apply to ferryboats or to steam 
vessels whose usual or regular employment does not exceed ten hours daily. 

Mr. MALLORY. If there is no desire on the part of any 
gentleman to discuss this matter, I move the adoption of the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done I wish to make an in- 
quiry. Is the proviso in the last clause of this bill clear enough 
as to what it refers to? 

Mr. MALLORY. I think so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The first part of the bill provides that every 
steam vessel of 1,000 tons or more shall have one engineer and 
one helper on watch, and that every steam vessel navigated for 
more than ten hours daily shall carry two licensed engineers. 
Is it the intention of the committee to confine the proviso to 
steam vessels navigated for not more than ten hours daily? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; except ferryboats and vessels 
which may be employed not more than ten hours a day, which 
are wholl 5 ap 

Mr. LOUD. The latter portion of that bill is already the law, 
is it not? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Are these vessels not now required to have two 
licensed engineers? 

Mr.MALLORY. No, sir. This provision, Iwill state, is sug- 
gested by the Supervising Inspector. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What is the idea of compelling these vessels 
to have a helper on watch? 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, it is necessary to have some person 
who is thoroughly competent to run the engine or to stop it if 
necessary in case of the temporary absence of the engineer. If 
the engineer should be away from his post at any time, it is es- 
sential to have some one who knows enough about running the 
engine to at least stop it if anae 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is it not a fact that very few of the vessels on 
the Great Lakes this additional helper? 

Mr. MALLORY. e law says a helper oran oiler.” It is 
not necessary to have a helper if an oiler is employed. It is a 
fact that the large Atlantic steamers, and I suppose the Pacific 
steamers also, carry two licensed engineers now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All ocean steamships do. 

Mr. SIMPSON. On the Great Lakes there are many large 
steamers that do not carry a helper at all. This will force an 
additional expense npon them. 

Mr. MALLORY. This says “helper or oiler.” They are not 
obliged to have this additional helper if they employ an oiler, 
and most of the steamboats do employ an oiler. This is the 
suggestion of the Supervising Inspector of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, who says in his communication to the committee: 

In order to Nee misconstruction of the law in this respect, I should 


advise that the of the proposed law be amended by adding, after 
the word “helper,” the words “or oiler,” 


which recommendation we adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the amendments recommended by 
the committee be adopted. p 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and 73 engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the rec- 
ommendation of the committee. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FORT CUMMINGS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
356) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to reserve from 
sale certain land in the abandoned Fort Cummings military res- 
ervation, and for other purposes. 

I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to consider this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLANCHARD in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
directed to withdraw from sale so much of the land of the abandoned Port 
Cummings military reservation, in the Territory of New Mexico, as may be 
necessary to secure perpetually for public use the spring upon said reserva- 
tion; the land to be reserved, as aforesaid, to embrace not only that upon 
which the spring is situated, but such other portions for right of way as 
may be necessary to secure to the public the right to have all the advantages 
of the spring aforesaid. 

Sec. Z. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to grant to the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacitic Railroad Company a license 
to so much of the water of said spring as may be necessary for the operation 
of the road of said company, and to grant to said company a right of way 
for a pipe from said s; to the road of said company by the most direct 
line; to be located under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior: Pro- 
vided, That said right of way shall not exceed 40 feet in width, and when the 
same is located the land covered by the right of way shall be withdrawn from 
entry, and after due appraisal shall be paid for by said company and be ded- 
icated to the right of way aforesaid. 

Src. 3, That the license aforesaid shall continue as long as the existence 
thereof may be deemed not — . to the public interest by the Secretary 
of the Interior, who shall at all times have the right to regulate the quantity 
of water to be used by said company, so as not to deprive the public of the 
benefits of the dedication to public use hereinabove made. Upon the cessa- 
tion of the license the right of way for the pipe line aforesaid shall revert to 
the United States, upon refunding by the United States the sum of the a) 
praised price thereof which may have been paid to the United States by sald 
company under the previous provisions of this act, and Congress reserves 
the right at any time to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. MCRAE. In explanation of the bill I ask the Clerk to 
read the report made by Mr. GRESHAM. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 356) „to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to reserve from sale cer- 
tain land in the abandoned Fort Cummings military reservation, and for 
other .” have had the same under consideration and report it back 
with the recommendation that it pass. 

The first section of this bill authorizes the reservation for the use of the 
public of a large and valuable crane Or water on the abandoned Fort Cum- 

military reservation, in New Mexico, witha reservation of such land 
for right of way as may be deemed necessary by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to secure to the public the right to have all the advantages of the spring. 

Sections 2 and 3 of this bill authorize the Rio Grande, Mexico and ic 
Railroad Company to use water from the spring for the operation of its 
trains, under certain conditions and reservations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 2 

In 1881, and when the military was still in occupation, the War Depart- 
ment permitted the railroad company to develop this then unused spring, 
which the company did by walling itupand a pump therein, whereby 
the water was taken to a large Sonah ined by the post, and the overflow 

ipe from the trough connected with the water tank at the company's sta- 

on some miles distant, and used there by the company in the running of its 
trains. After the abandonment of Fort by the military, the res- 
ervation was turned over to the Interior Department for survey and sale, in 
accordance with the general laws upon that subject. This spring of water 
has a large capacity, and is the only available spring for a distance of some 
30 miles, Its use to the public and to the railroad, freed from private right, 
was essential. 

In the last Congress a bill was passed by the Senate and favorably re- 
ported by the House committee (as per copy of the committee's 8 
with) which is identical with the pe: bill. The bill was prepared by 
Senator WHITE of Louisiana, a member of the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands, after careful consideration. His purpose was to dedicate this spring 
to public use and to t the railroad company to continue, as it has for 
years past, to use the lus or overflowed water therefrom, carried 
through the pipe line to its station some miles distant. The road named is 
a pee of the Atchison system. 

e loss of use of this water would seriously interfere with the operation 
of the trains of the railroad company. The company originally offered to 
buy this spring and use the water therefrom in connection with the public, 
but the Senate and House committees of the last Congress concurred in the 
proposition that the water should not be sold to anyone, but continue, as 
under present conditions, dedicated to the use of the public and to the com- 


pany. 

The tion of the De ent’s report, that the cular subdivision 
on which the 8 is e should 8 in tee aii is objectionable, 
because the or widely known in that section of the country, is readil: 
identified, and if the survey should be found erroneous, so as to locate it 
upon 7 other subdivision, eh 2 vona be 5 A 

e er 8 tion made e men the com 8 

Une should name he termini, is made without understanding af the to 
The pipe line runs through several miles of public land after it leaves the 
line of the reservation, before it reaches the railroad station and water tank. 
The conditions sought to be perpetuated by the bill have continued for years 
8 5 from a. 5 and ran the ener benefit of the 

and the com 2 e act proposes to leave uation unchanged 
tor the continuing efit of all — — \ 

Mr. MCRAE, I think the report issufficiently explicit, and 
move that the committee rise and report the bill favorably to 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 356, had directed him to 
report the same to the House with the recommendation that it 


do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


sed. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


METHOD OF ACCOUNTING, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. pester I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce at this time a bill for reference to the Joint Commis- 
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sion, and also that the Commission have leave to report upon the 
same at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill H. R. 4610) to improve the methods of accounting in the Post-Office 
Department, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, this bill will be 
referred to the Joint Commission, with leave to report at any 
time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MUTCHLER. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
submit a privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the ‘Hon. William 
Mutchler, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 8,000 i — 
of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Pennsylvania, which shall include 50 copies to 
be bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and 
of those remaining 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is di- 
rected to have engraved . a portrait of the said William Mutchler 
to accompany the said enlogies. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee have considered the House concurrent resolution to print 
the — delivered in Congress on the Hon. William Mutchler, late a Rep - 
resentative from the State of Pennsylvania, and report the same with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of same is $2,625. 

The report was adopted. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. S er, I send up a 
resolution providing for the printing of certain documents asked 
for by the Zommittse on Ways and Means relative to the tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution submit- 
ted by the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed of the document entitled “Imported 
+ merchandise entered for consumption in the United States during the years 
1890 to 1893, with therate and amount of duty collected,” prepared by the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, Treasury Department, for the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives; 4,000 copies for the use of the House, 
2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Bu- 


reau of Statistics. 

The report of the Committee on Printing was read. It recom- 
mended the adoption of the resolution, and stated that the esti- 
mated cost of the printing called for was $1,016. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had pass2d joint resolutions and bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the Ho 
was requested: , 

Joint resolution (S. R. 44) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to grant permits for the use of the Monument grounds and res- 
ervations or public spaces in the city of Washington, and for 
other purposes; j 

A bill (S. 882) granting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of 
Gen. John M. Corse; 

A bill (S.463) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the ex- 
penses incurred by that State in repelling a threatened invasion 
and raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891; 

A bill (S. 333) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; - 

A bill 8 171) granting to the State ol North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 155 the relief of Thomas Guinean; and 

A bill (S. 73) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. 


Cornell. 
EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this being the second Monday in 
the month, which under the rules is accorded to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia for business reported from that com- 
miteee, I claim the aay 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct, and he will indi- 
cate what bill he desires to call up. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 146) to ex- 
tend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby directed to open and grade North Capitol street from T street to the 
Soldiers’ Home, and are hereby authorized and directed to condemn, in the 
manner provided by law prior to March 2, 1893, for the condemnation of land 
in the District of Columbia, such of the lands of the Pro: Hill Cemetery 
and of Annie E. Barbour as may be necessary for the extension ofsaid street, 
and the cost of grading te hereby appropriated ost of any moneys in the 

e 
Treasury not otherwise n carry out the provisions of this act: 


Provided, That one-half of the said sum shall be paid out of the revenues of 
the DistrictofColumbia: And provided further, That this appropriation shall 
be immediately available. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 14, after the word act,“ insert “but 
3 ter 2 WO! c ert “but the cost of grading shall not 

Mr. HEARD. Iask for the reading of the report of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners—— 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
appre is of the Whole for the purpose of the consideration of 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

5 the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the 
Soldiers’ Home, with Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], who reported this bill 
and who is familiar with its details. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this bill is 
Toy onori and its object is very fully explained on its face. It 
is intended to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ 
Home. This street, in its course to the north, runs up against 
property owned by the Prospect HillCemetery. This bill is in- 
tended simply to open this street through that cemetery, and to 
extend it on to the Soldiers’ Home. There will only be a few 
hundred feet through thatcemetery. Thereis no objection upon 
the part of anyone, so far as I am informed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. S 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that this street will go 
through a cemetery? ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; it will go through 
this cemetery the length of a square. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does this cemetery belong to any church or 
association? ; 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It belongs to an incorpo- 
rated company known as the Prospect Hill Cemetery. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have they assented to this proposition? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They have assented to it. 
They have never used the portion of the cemetery for burial 
purposes where the street will run. It will cut off a few thou- 
sand feet to the west ofthe street—I do not remember the exact 
quantity, and that part of the cemetery property will be put 
upon the market for sale by the cemetery company. The pro- 
poet action will leave the property to the east of the street, 

owever, still to be used for cemetery purposes. 

Mr. KILGORE, Are there to be any condemnation proceed- 

under this bill? 

. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In the general law there 
is a provision for condemnation proceedings and payment to the 
owners of the e of property taken. That is provided for 
if therearean ages, and they would be paid; but in the law as 
it now stands the Commissioners, or the jury of condemnation, are 
directed to take into consideration the value of the property that 
is left. That is to be considered. One is to be set off against the 
other; and it is not believed that it will amount to anything one 
way or the other. The limitation put in the bill for grading 
amounts to 810,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. What will be the distance of this street that 
will have to be opened? What length will the new work be? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is about two blocks, 
and would be 400 or 500 feet—say 600 feet. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand it fixes the limit in the appro- 
priation, and that limit is $10,000? 
© Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is to be paid for, one- 
half out of the District revenues and one-half out of the Treas- 


. 5 KILGORE. Now, if it should turn out that it would cost 
. instead of $10,000, they would have to go along and com- 
plete it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They could just use the 
$10,000 provided. 

Mr. KILGORE. But it would be a work already commenced, 
and it would take another bill; and they would come in. here 
with one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They could not do that 
without coming back to the House of Representatives for au- 


thority. 
Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of 8 Certain! 


V. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to say, for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Texas, that under the general law the Commissioners ap- 
portion the amounts to the different streets that they regard as 
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necessary to be improved; and according to the report of the 
Commissioners in this. case they have set apart the sum of $10,000 
for the improvement of this street, and they think it will be suf- 


ficient for the: 5e. 
.. Is the District of Columbia to pay the entire 


Mr. KILGOE 
$10,000? 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir. One-half isto be paid out ot the Treas- 
ury, as in every case of condemnation proceedings for street im- 
provements in the city. 

Mr. SAYERS.. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia have already set 
apart $10,000 for this purpose? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; they have not appro- 
priated it to this purer but they recommend that amount, 

Mr. HEARD. 
apportionment. 

: R CHARDSON of Tennessee. The neeessity for this bill, 
if the gentleman will pardon me—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Hold on a minute; Lwant to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has the 


floor. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield for any in- 
uiry. 
S Me. SAYERS. Now, L understood the gentleman from. Mis- 
souri to say that.$10,000 has already been set aside for this pur- 


Mr. HEARD. I corrected that, and say that the amount was 
recommended by the Commissioners in their report. They have 
recommended the setting aside of $10,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. So thatno appropriation has been. made for 


this purpose.. 

Me HEARD. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. None at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. Did the committee inquire into what would 
probably be the actual.cost.of constructing this street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. The estimate 
put upon it by the District Commissioners. is. $10,000, and they 
say that it will not exceed that sum. 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to say—— 

Mn GOODNIGHT. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to a question. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I understand that a provision in this bill, 
which I have not had an opportunity to read, is for theappraise- 
ment of this property and the assessment of d es. 

Mr..RIC SON of Tennessee. The law provides for that. 
There is no provision of that kind in this bill, if the gentleman 
will look at it. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say as to the pas- 

of this bill—— 

. GOODNIGHT. This is the question I wish to ask the 
gentleman. Does the bill provide that in the estimation of the 
amount of damages they may be offset by the benefit? Is there 
any provision in this bill which prevents the offsetting, of dam- 


ages by benefits? 
Mr. RICHARDSON ol Tennessee. Notat all. I have just said 
that. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. Well, I think there ought to be. That 
is the reason why I think the bill is at fault. There cam be no 
benefit at all to that cemetery propera : i 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT... [think not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Les; and T will’ tell you 
Why. The opening of this street through the cemetery wil! cut 
off a piece of land ta the west containing, say, 50,000 feet, where 
there have been no burials, and which can then be put upon the 

market for residence purposes. The cemetery will be benefited 
to that extent, because. that piece of land! will be made available 
in that way, and the cemetery people do not object to this bill. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Lunderstand that they do.. 

Nr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, T have it from them 
that they do not. Thatisall L know about it. Perhaps the gen- 
tleman has other information. 5 : 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. This part of the cemetery will be cut off 

the opening of this street and it will be done for the purpose 
of benefiting the property beyond and for no other yose, and 
_ part cut off from the cemetery will be so small that it can not 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentlemanismistaken 
as to that. ; 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Iso understood from the gentleman near 
me [Mr. BARTHOLDT],. à 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] has told me that the cemetery people: 
do not object. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have that question 
settled now. My colleague [Mr. BARTHOLDT] did tell the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that, and he also told me that the cemetery 

2ople did not object. Now, L understand the gentleman from 
entucky [Mr. GoopnicHT| to say that he has told him that 


mey do 808 
r. GOODNIGHT. No; the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BARTHOLDT] has not stated that to me, but others have. 

Mr: HEARD, Thegentlemanfrom Missouri{Mr. BARTHOLDT] 
applied to me and to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] for a hearing for the cemetery people on this subject, 
but subsequently he came and told us that they did not desire a 

ar 


should have said that they recommendèd that | he 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri Mr. BARTHOLD?] stated to me this morning that there was 
no objection: to this bill on the part of the cemetery people. 
ioe GOODNIGHT. Yes; I understand that. He has told me 

at. 

a BARTHOLDT. Provided thatthe bill retained its origi- 
nal form. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly; that there was 
no objection to the bill as it now reads, 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Some of the people: connected with the 
cemetery did complain last year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, they did objecta year 


ago. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, I have not had any talk with them upon 
the:subject to-day nor during this session. 

Mr. RICHAR SON of Tennessee. Well, their objection has: 
been removed; so I am informed by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. Now, as to the necessity for this bill, 
all Se a means of getting to the Soldiers’ Home by a street 

road which ruus directly up North Capitol street. At pres- 
ent you can not get to the Soldiers’ Home without taking a car- 
riage or other such means of conveyance. The street railroad 
at present stops on North Capitol street at the line of the ceme- 
tery grounds, and this bill simply. authorizes the opening of the: 
street through the grounds; and when it is opened the railroad 
will extend its line up to the Soldiers’ Home, thus affording a 
cheap mode of t ortation for the people. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 


me, from such information as it is possible to obtain from this: 


report, that the purposes of this bill are simply to enable the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home: Railway Company. to construct its 
road to the Soldiers’ Home as cheaply as possible to itself, at the 
expense of the Government. It is stated in this report that the 
$10,000 will not grade the street 40 feet in width, but that it will 
do just about enough to permit the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company ta.construct two tracks. Now, unless there 
is some estimate of the exact cost of the construction of this road 
and the complete grading of the street to the full width of the 
part of it that runs through the city, I donot think we ought to 
make this appropriation, simply for the purposes which I claim 
will be effected by this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I can not 
see the force of the gentleman’s argument. It certainly will be 
a matter of great conveniences to the public to have a street rail- 
road opened up to the Soldiers Home. I do not understand that 
we are legislating for the benefit. of this railroad company at all. 
North Capitol street is one of the main thoroughfares of this 
city, a very beautiful: drive, running directly north from this 
Capitol building. The street at present stops at the cemetery 
grounds, and now when it is proposed to open it through those 
grounds somebody, comes here:and says that it is for the benefit 
2 Ee arene company. The railroad company is not asking 
this at all. 

Mr..ROBERTSON of Louisiana. What I say is that the pro- 
posed appropriation does not undertake to grade that street to 
asuificient width for the passage of vehicles. It simply limits 
the grading to 40 feet in width, and says that the appropriation 
will probably not permit more. : 

Mr. HEARD: s not the gentleman: know that 40 feet is 
greater than the existing width of the: roadway in most of the 
streets of the city? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I understand that; but Lam 
speaking of the width of North Capitol street in the city. You 


not to continue it at its full width. 
Mr: Nof Tennessee, The street will be opened 40 
feet wide: and this app the Commissioners say, will be 


ropriation, 
sufficient to open it te that extent. Now, when the gentleman 
mukes the point that the existing part of that street in the city 


is more than 40 feet wide, and that therefore we-ought to appro- 
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| priate enough to open it up to the same width all the way through, 
Pthink his argument is unfair. It is not necessary l the 
street wider than 40 feet, because that gives sufficient width for 

resent purposes; and if there is incidental benefit to property 
. b the opening of this street, why, that is only fair and 
legitimate. : 

r. HEARD. Has not the fact been shown before the com- 
mittee that the persons owning property beyond this cemetery 
have dedicated land for this improvement for a distance of 1,800 
feet, in view of the benefit which they are to derive from the 
opening of the street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is true. The own- 
ers of the property on North Capitol street prons the Soldiers’ 
Home have, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] has 
stated, dedicated property for street purposes for the space of 
1,800 feet. Hence the Government will be put to noexpense for 
that if this proposition be now accepted and this street be now 
extended through that cemetery. 

An inquiry was made a moment ago by my friend from Ken- 
tucky as to the quantity of ground which will be left west of 
North Capitol street to be put upon the market if this street is 
opened under this bill. The quantity left will be 160,000 feet, 
which can be put upon the market at once at an enhanced value 
by reason of this street being opened. 

Mr. KILGORE. I agres with the gentleman from Tennessee 
that we should afford all facilities for opening streets and con- 
structing street-car lines. I do not wish to criticise any effort 
on the part of any ä for such extension of 
their lines, because the public is thereby accommodated. But 
when it becomes necessary to make an appropriation for opening 
a street, to raise and level it, largely in the interest of a street- 
ear line, another question is presented. It strikes me this com- 

y should contribute something itself for this improvement. 

e proposition here, as I understand, is to make an n 
tion of $10,000, 35,000 of which is to come out of the funds of the 
District at a time when we have not the money. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, we have plenty of 
money in this District; there is no trouble about that. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is some equity in 
the suggestion of my friend from Texas; but the law requires 
that these eee companies shall grade the streets 
which they use in this way and shall lay concrete or such other 
pavements as may be required by the orders of the Commission- 
ers, not only between the tracks, but for two feet beyond the out- 
side rails of the double track. 

Mr. 5 That they do in consideration of the right 
of wa: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. Thus the pub- 
lic obtains a splendid concrete driveway not only the width of 
the two tracks, but two feet beyond on each side without any ex- 
pense to the city. A 

Mr. KILGORE. Butany person driving has to get outof the 
way of the street cars when they come along. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of course, persons using 
the road do not want to be run over by the street cars. 

Mr. 55 5 there is no objection to this bill—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will hear the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The amendment J propose is to strike out 
in line 16 the words ‘‘ one-half of,” so as to provide that no part 
of this expenditure shall be contributed by the United States 
Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If there be no objection, I 
ask that the general debate on this bill be closed. After the 

neral debate is closed the bill will be open to amendment and 
bees under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the general de- 
bate on this bill will be considered as closed. 

There was no objection, - 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the effect of my amend- 
ment, if adopted, would be to require that this payment of $10,000 
be made entirely from the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
iastead of half from the District revenues and half from the 
United States Treasury. It was suggested by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] that the United States Government 
is at this time short of revenues and has no extra $5,000 lying 
around to expend for grading tracks for the street railways of 
this city. In response to that suggestion, another was made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. RICHARDSON], that the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has an abundance of money. Putting the two 
together, and keeping in mind the fact, which ought not to be 
disregarded, that the people of the United States have no inter- 
est in this street or railway, or in condemning a right of way 
through the cemetery mentioned in the report of the District 


Committee, I think, if this bill is to go throuch, it should be so 
framed that the burden shall rest where it properly belongs. 
Let me say now, Mr. Chairman, that I for one am opposed to 
the policy which has been followed so long, that of compelling 
the people of the United States to pay one-half of the taxes of 


the people of the District of Columbia. How long that 1555 
It will 


will be continued I know not; that is for Congress to say. 

not be continued or extended with my concurrence. enever 
this question arises and whenever I shall have an opportunity to 
cast a vote upon the subject, I shall vote for excepting the people 
of my own district and the people of the United States at large 
from the burden of paying expenses properly belonging to the 
District of Columbia. 

In every city of this Union, whenever it becomes necessary 
to open or widen a street, the city pays, if there be payment 
made beyond what is contributed by individual citizens and 

roperty ownersalong the line. Nowhere else within the Union 
is it the policy to pay with general public funds for local im- 
provements of this character. > 

If this street is to be opened in the city of Washington or 
District of Columbia, let it ba done as it would be if in New 
York, St. Lonin, seers 2 or anywhere pte So ae as setae 

rovements for munici purposes go, so far as theg to 
3 the road bed for the street e is concerned, if the 
expense is to be borne by the public at all, le 
public immediately concerned and interested in it. Do not in- 
volve the people of the whole United States in an expenditure 
in which they have no interest whatever. 

Mr. Chairman, I am willing to extend every facility to the pub- 
lic; but if a bill of this character is to pass, let it pass with those con- 
cerned footing the expenses. While the part that would fall upon 
the people I represent would be small the principle is the same, 
and in a little time we shall have a bill before the House appro- 
priating five or six millions of dollars for the annual e of 
the District of Columbia, one-half, perhaps, to be borne by the 
people of the District and one-half to be paid by the people of 
the United States at large. 

I give notice now, Mr. Chairman, that I shall oppose the half- 
and- policy at every opportunity and by every means within 
my power. It shall make no difference to me in that course 
whether it be popular or unpopular; whether approval or criti- 
cism shall follow or attend. I know that it is right for a man 
representing a people already burdened with taxation, who have 
to contribute to all sorts of local expenditures in their own cities 
and towns in their own States, and have tocontribute their portion 
to all needed expenditures of the General Government, to oppose 
compelling them to pay also half the taxes of the good people of 
the District of Colum It is burden enough upon the people 
to support the General Government and their own State and 
local governments. They should not be required to pay half of 
the expenditures of the people of the District of Columbia, in 
the way of taxation. 

Now, then, while perhaps this is not exactly the time to try 
the main issue, there is fair opportunity to test the principles of 
taxation involved, and so I offer for consideration the amend- 
ment I have 8 i 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I was in 
hopes thatthe gentleman from Missouri would not have proposed 
that amendment on this bill. If he desires to correct the law 
which has been in force for a great many years, taxing the reve- 
nues of the District of Columbia one- and the revenues of 
the United States one-half for the support of the government of 
this District, it seems to me he ought to make it on the general 
law whenit is before the House for consideration, and not on the 
first special bill presented to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have but five minutes; 
the K enan can get recognition in his own right. However, 
I will yield to him for a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [wish toask erie this: This improvement, 
I believe, is outside of the city of Washington? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; I think not. 

ae OLED I think it is. It is beyond the boundary, is 
it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is beyond the boundary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did we not pass an act last Congress ex- 
pressly providing that improvements hereafter made beyond the 
limits of the city of Washington should be borne by the District? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This comes in conflict with that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not prepared to say 
thatit does. The gentleman, however, can refer to the law; or 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] can perhaps inform 
him on the subject. 

The policy suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. D 


tit be borne by the 
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ARMOND], providing that the District of Columbia should pay all 
of the expenditures for the District, ought to be more fully dis- 
cussed than we can discuss it here under the five-minutes rule. 
I undertake to say that the Government is not paying more now 
then it ought to pay. The Government, in other words, owns 
fully one-half of the property in the District of Columbia, and it 
ought to be assessed on that property that it owns justas the in- 
dividuals are assessed on the value of their property; and if you 
are going to make an examination of the matter, and tax each 

rty according to its value, the Government, it will be found, 
is not paying now more than its proportion of the taxes in the 
District. 

The gentleman from Missouri made this fight in the last Con- 
gress. He made it on an appropriation bill, and I hope my friend 
will not now insist on the amendment to this bill. It is a small 
one, and relates only to one little a 8 Let him make 
it on the general appropriation bill, and if the change is then 
made in that regard, why it will be applicable to this bill as to 
all other appropriations made by this Congress. It is unneces- 
sary to take the time of the committee, it seems to me, to enter 
upon a question which should be considered on the general law. 

But if the gentleman insists on a vote I want to say as I inti- 
mated that when you take the taxable property of the District 
of Columbia and then take the property owned by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, you will find that as far as values are 
concerned there is no great difference between them. The Gov- 
ernment owns about half the taxable property of the District of 
Columbia, and certainly we do not want to sit here and let that 
property pay no taxes while the citizens’ property in this Dis- 
trict must foot all the bills. You certainly do not expect, in 
other words, the people who own property here shall pay all of 
the expenses of the District of Columbia, and the Government 
getall the benefits and pay nothing. 

It seems to me that without some statistics, without some data, 
which the gentleman does not submit to us, he ought not to ask 
to have this long-established rule changed upon a mere bill of 
this kind, carrying only $10,000. I appeal to the gentleman to 
make his fight upon the general law, and not upon this special 
bill. Members are not prepared to vote upon it now. To many, 
I have no doubt, this is a new question. They ought not to be 
asked arbitrarily, without figures, without any kind of calcula- 
tion, to decide that the Government is paying too much, and the 
District of Columbia too little, of the revenues. Let us wait 
until we get to the law that settles this question, and then we 
can decide it. 

a the hammer fell.] 

r. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to reënforce 
my brother from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] on this proposi- 
tion. It strikes me that it is just as good an opportunity to pass 
on a principle when you have one bill up, as when you have 
another one up, and sometimes a little more so. The people 
who do not want this principle e will be making it appear 
that you have not got time enough to change it then; but we 
have time enough to-day. Now, it may be difficult to tell how 
the taxes ought to be levied in the District of Columbia, but 
there certainly can be some fairer bared than just 2 to lump 
it all and say that the people of the United States shall pay one- 
mn, while the people of the District of Columbia pay the other 
half. 

I amopposed to haying this Government regarded as a general 
pap institution for the benefit-of some two or three hundred 
thousand le who happen to live here within the limits of the 
District of Columbia. If, as a matter of fact, this particular bill 
ought to be passed, then we ought to it, but if the whole 

neiple that underlies it is wrong, why we ought to beat this 
ill and every one like it that comes up-. Now is the accepted 
time, now is the day of salvation,” just as much as any other 
day. As a colleague suggests, procrastination is the thief of 
time. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, Ishall not attempt a discussion 
of the fairness or the unfairness, the equity or inequity, of the 
provisions of the law, passed a long time ago, which provides 
that half the expenses of carrying on the Government of the 
District of Columbia should be paid by the General Government 
and one-half by the le of the District of Columbia. I do 
not attempt to say whether that was a fair basis of settlement 
or not. I do say, and whether my colleague,Mr. CLARK of 
Missouri, has examined the question or not, [ know that my col- 
league, Mr. DE ARMOND, has examined the facts and knows that 
that is the law, that that basis was fixed by law, not by this Con- 
gress, but some twelve or thirteen years ago. 

Lagree with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
that if that principle is wrong, that if that basis is wrong, it 
should be attacked as a general proposition, and it should be 
changed along the whole line. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I rise to protest against the statement 
made by my colleague [Mr. DE ARMOND], which is not true in 


point of fact, and which is not fairly stated by him, although 
three times repeated, that the committee are . 
opening of this street to give the rightof way toa railroad com- 
pany. That is not true in point of fact. The gentleman from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] mentioned as an argument, as a 
fact which would show the utility of the street, that a certain 
railroad company which had a charter to run its road to the 
Soldiers’ Home on the line of this street, would be enabled thereby 
to extend its line and furnish means of transportation to the 
people; but itis grossly inaccurate to say that this is asked forthe 
purpose of giving a right of way to the railroad company. It is 
asked for by the people of this city, as we understand, because of 
the accommodation that will come to the general public from 
the opening of this, one of the principal streets of the city. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman right there allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the purpose is to extend 
the line of this railroad over this street. That is all right 
enough, but the argument made by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] is that the railroad in constructing this 
line will grade the street and pave it with concrete and make a 
splendid driveway. Now, I have made some inquiry into this 
since the gentleman's speech was made, and I find that this com- 
pany has constructed a road running from Seventh street out 
along New York avenue to the Soldiers’ Home, and they have 
actually destroyed the street, so that it can not be used for any 
purpose, for pedestrians, or for vehicles, or for any other pur- 

except for their street-car line. , 

Mr. HEARD. The general proposition stated by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is correct. The law compels the railroad 
company to grade the street between its tracks, and for 2 feet on 
either side, with concrete. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have not the Commissioners the authority 
to remit that obligation and allow them to put down cobble- 
stones? > f 

Mr. HEARD. Not that Jam aware of. I know of no such law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state that this com- 
pany have madé a splendid drive out Seventh street. I am 

liar with it, live right by it. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not my information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is my information, and 


I live right by it. 

Mr. . Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have the floor I de- 
sire to yield to my coll e for a question. 

Mr. L of Missouri. My information is, and I desire to 


ask if that be correct, thata law was by Congress in 1883 

which obligated the Government of the United States to pa 

ee of the expenses of the improvement of streets of this 
nd? 

Mr. HEARD. One-half of the general expenses for carrying 
on of the government of the District of Columbia. One-half of 
the expenses in the District of Columbia are assumed by the 
Government on the ground that the Government is assumed to 
hold one-half of the property in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. en I wish to ask my colleague this 
question: If that statute is in existence does not that create an 
obligation, in the nature of a vested right, on the part of the 
Government to meet one-half of these expenses? 

Mr. HEARD. That is the existing law, but the ordinary 
phraseology of appropriations, where they are for the expendi- 
ture of money for improvements in the District, is that one-half 
shall be paid out of the District revenues, the other half to come 
out of the revenues of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Fee W MAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 

8 5 

Mr. HEARD. A considerable portion of my time having been 
consumed by interruptions I wish to ask the indulgence of the 
House for five minutes more. I shall not take up much time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouriasks unan- 
imous consent to proceed for five minutes further. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to repeat, [am not here 
to defend the basis, fixed by a previous Congress long before I 
came here, upon which the expenses of the District government 
should be carried. It is not analogous to any other city in the 
United States, as my colleague [Mr. DE ARMOND] would argue 
by inference; for it is well known that the Government owns a 
very large proportion of the property here, and as my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. HIOHARDOON) vere properly says, no fair- 
minded man would insist that we should tax the people of the 
District for the improvements of streets and the paving of alleys 
for the benefit of the Government as well as for the benefit of 
the residents of the District, and not tax the Government for an 
part of the expenses. But, Mr. Chairman, let it be unders 
that the people of this District pay taxes, and the rate cf taxes 


} y 


1893. 


in this District is as great or greater than that which prevails in 
other cities of this country. I think the regular rate here is 
$1.50 on the $100, which is exactly that which prevails in the 
city of my residence, a place of less than 20,000 people. f 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It is $1.65. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, lam not going to argue the gen- 
eral proposition as to the correctness of that basis, but I do in- 
sist that if that principleis to be attacked and discussed it should 
be on broader lines than will be afforded in the discussion of this 
bill. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that sofar as the opening of this 
street is concerned, I regard it as one of the most important im- 
provements in the city. The people who own the property in- 
tervening between the cemetery grounds and the Soldiers’ Home, 
a distance, as I am advised, of 1, 800 or 2,000 feet, some years ago 
dedicated to the public the grounds necessary to make the ex- 
tension, and they had the right to expect thatit would be opened 
through the grounds of the cemetery and the other tract men- 
tioned, so that these people could get the benefit of the exten- 
sion which they contributed the ground to make and that the 
general public could have the benefit of the entirestreet. They 
haye given up the ground they had for the improvement, and in 
good faith and as a matter of public utility my view is that we 
should order thestreet opened. Whether it is opened or not it 
does not concern me a farthing which statement I am sure it is 
not necessary for me to make to this House; but I now say that 
in my judgment it is a work of such utility as will fully justify 
the expenditure, Beyond that I have nothing further to sub- 


mit. A 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] as well as the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] to this fact. At an early 
day in the last Congress a bill was introduced the title of which, 
I think, is as follows: 3 

An act to provide a permanent system of roadways in that partof the Dis- 
trict of Columbia lying outside of cities, 

Meaning, of course, the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
That bill was pending during the larger portion of last Congress, 
and w.s in charge, I think, of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was before the House repeatedly. The 
bill as originally introduced provided as this does, as I remem- 
ber, that one-half of the expenses of opening these streets should 
be borne 8 District of Columbia and one-half by the United 
States. That was the point in controversy; and I must call the 
attention of my friend on the Committee of the District of Co- 
lumbia to the fact that no measure has been more carefully con- 
sidered or more frequently before the House than that measure, 
and it resulted in this provision. After a long enumeration of 
the methods of opening streets outside of the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown the following provision is found: 

‘That the amount awarded by said court [trying the question of condem- 
nation] as damages for each highway or reservation, or that part thereof 
condemned and established under this act, shall be one-half assessed 
the lands benefited wy Ae the other half shall be a charge upon the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after the careful consideration of that 
very important measure and its enactment by the last Congress, 
is it fair or proper for the Committee on the District of Columbia 
to come in here at this early day, at the very next session, and 

ropose to overturn it? 

Mr. HEARD. I will be frank with my friend from Indiana, and 
state that when this bill was before the committee I had lost 
sight of the act from which he has just read. I remember now 
that I presented the report of a conference committee on the 
bill here, and resisted the contention made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. BLOUNT], and the report of the committee of conference 
was rejected. At the close of the session, however, the confer- 
ence was resumed, and the bill came back and was passed in the 
shape in which it now stands as alaw. That being the case, I 
can not consistently contest the point now made by the gentle- 
man, and 1 will not undertake todoso. I had lost sight of that 
enactment at the time I voted to report this bill from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My recollection is thatthe report charging 
one-half-of the expense upon the United States Treasury was 
twice rejected. 

Mr. HEARD. It was rejected once, I am sure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Twice, I think; and finally this proposition 
was adopted. Now, I know that my friend from Missouri will 
not desire or consent that that deliberate act of Congress, 
adopted after careful consideration, shall be disregarded or vir- 
tually repealed at the very next session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to state, Mr. Chair- 
man, that, like the gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of 
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the committee, I had failed to remember the passage of that law. 
It was generally overlooked in the committee; and under the 
circumstances, inasmuch as this proposed improvement is within 
the District of Columbia and outside the city of Washington, it 
is probably right that the expense should be charged to the Dis- 
trict instead of to the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. I had lost sight of the fact that it was outside 
of the city limits that the improvement was proposed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. So had 1; butit is outside 
of the boundary. I will make no objection to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, there ought to be an 
amendment inserted in line 13 to harmonize with the one which 
I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the ques- 
tion be first taken on the pending amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. DE ARMOND was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 16, after the word * that.“ strike out the words“ one-half of;" 
so as to make the provision read: That the said sum shall be paid out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia.” à 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in 
line 13 of the printed bill, by inserting after the word ‘‘ moneys,” 
the words of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the re 
trict of Columbia upon 
a part of my remarks, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill as amended to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 146) “ to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ 
Home,“ and had directed him to report the same with sundr 
amendments and with the recommendation that as amend 
the bill do pass. 

The pone reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. - 

Thereportof the Commissioners, referred to by Mr. RICHARD- 
SON, is as follows: 


subject be printed in the RECORD as 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 26, 1893. 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia herewith re 
turn House bill 146, to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home,” 
which was ref to them at your instance for their views thereon, and 
have to make the . on the subject: 

The extension of North Capitol street through the lands of the Prospect 
Hill Cemetery and of the Barbour tract is contemplated in the plans of street 
extensions now drawn under act of March 2, 1893, for a permanent 
system of highways outside of cities. 

The — extension te width of North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ 
Home is desirable, as it afford a route for convenient and cheap trans- 
3 from Washington to the Soldiers’ Home. The Eckington and Sol- 

ers’ Home Railway Company is authorized pr the act of April 30, 1890, to 
extend a branch of its system from New York avenue via North Capitol 
street to the Soldiers’ Home; the act requires this branch to be built and 
operated within one year after the . of North Captiol street; the 
tracks of the branch are laid from New York avenue to T street, but have 
not yet been operated. T street is the sixth street north of Florida avenue. 

The street-car company has not applied to the Commissioners for the open- 
mg Ded North Capitol street, neither is it known that the com desires to 
extend its branch up that street, but it is considered by the Commissioners 
that such extension would be 1 to the public. The present sys- 
tem ofthe Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway is extensive, and per- 
meates the thickly settled part ot Washington. The route via North Capitol 
street is the shortest available one therefrom to the Soldiers’ Home. 

There is no present necessity for grading to full width the part of North 
Capitol street proposed to be . It is therefore recommended that a 
provision be inserted in the bill ting the cost ot street grading to 810,000; 
this will permit the o of the street to a width of 40 feet, or nearly 40 
feet, giving sufficient room for double tracks for street railway. 

The amount named is the same as that which the Commissioners propose 
to recommend for appropriation for 1895 for extending each of the principal 


DEAR Sm: The 


ass 5 extensions have been commen 
ery 
7 JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners. 
Hon. JOHN T. 


Chairman of Committee on the District of Columbia, 
N House of Representatives. 
SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3246) for 
the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and 
measures in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. I 


rt of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
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am not sufficiently familiar with the provisions of this bill to 
know whether it requires to be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, if there is nothing in 
the bill re juiring that it be considered in Committee of the 
Whole, is it necessary to go into committee? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. If it has been improperly referred the 
reference can be corrected. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ido not think there is anything in 
the bill that would necessarily send it to the Committee of the 
Whole. It does, however, provide for certain fees. 

The motion of Mr. HEARD was d to; and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by ths Senate and House of 

America in Congress assembled, That the 

lumbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to t a sealer and assist- 
ant sealer of weights and measures for the ict. of Columbia, who shall 
have the custody and control of such standard weights and measuresof the 
United States as now are or as shall hereafter be provided by the District of 
Columbia, and which shall be the only standard for weights and measures in 
said District until Congress shall otherwise p: ovide. 3 

Sud. 2. That the sealer of weights and measures or his assistant shall seal 
no dry measures ualess the same shall conform in all respects to the stand- 
ard dry measures deposited in the office of the Commissioners. He shall ex- 
amine all dry measures now used in the District of Columbia, and all dry 
measures not conforming to the said standard for dry shall 
him condemned: and any person or persons obstructing 
in the of his or their duties under this act shall, upon conviction, 
be punished by a fine of not less than $5 nor more than $20 for every such of- 
fense, to becollected and applied as other fines are collected and applied. 

SEC. 3. That the sealer of weights and measures shall rectify or — and 
senl with the letter W all scalebeams, w. and measures that may be 
brought to his office for that purpose, as near the upper edge or ends thereof 
as possible, for each of which he shall receive from the respective owners 
thereof 10 cents, and double that sum for „b or sealing at 

lace; and if he shall negiect to rectify, brand. or seal any scale- 
beams, w. ts, or measures within three s after the same shall have 
been brought to his office he shall incura ty of S for every such offense, 
to be recovered as other fines and penalties are recovered. 

Sec. 4. That the sealer of weights and measures shall, under a penalty of 
$20 for each neglect, at least once in evi six months, between the rising 
and setting of the sun. enter every store, Shop. market, or other place where 
goods are sold within the District of Columbia and examine scales, 


enentatives of the United States 
oners of the District of 


weights, and measures, if therein, and if any scalebeams, weights, or 
measures shall be found without the oficial brand, or seal ot the 
sealer of weights and measures, ordeficientor ex: in weight or meas- 


ure, the same shall be seized by the sealer of weights 
in whose possession such scalebeam, or measure shall be 

‘ound shall. on conviction, be punished bya fine of not less than five nor 
more than ten dollars for every such offense, and the sealer of weights and 
measures shall be entitled to receive for every such examination $l, to be 


measures, and the 


paid by the owner of such 2 That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to prevent any manufacturer or other from keep- 
ing scalebeams, weights, or measures for sale: And pro urther, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to require the sealer of weights 


measures to enter into any United States establishment in the District 


and 
of Columbia and examine any scale or measure. 


offense against District of Columbia, and shall, upon eon thereof, 

be punished by a fine of not less than $ nor more than 810 for every such 

offense, to be collected and applied as other fines are collected and a 
S. 6. eee refuse to produce his or her 

‘or examination when required by the sealer of weights 

ish the same when seized, 


not 
shall, on conviction, be punished by afine of not less than five nor more ten 
dollars, to be recovered as other fines 

Sund. 8. That if 


selling therewith, or the owner thereof, shall incur a 
8 a — 5 and adjust public 

twice every year : every 
District of Columbia, and he shall be entitled to receive from said District 
for such examination the sum of $2. 


adjusted, and 
the District of Columbia the operations of his 
Sec: 10. That all weights measures w. 


SEC. 11. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to use, for 
weighing mp Baran for sale in the several markets fy elsewhere in the 
District of Columbia, any spring: 
been examined and certified to by the sealer of weights and measures, or his 

cate ) said scale on 
part thereof, with the seal of the sealer of weights and meas- 
ures stating the fact of its accuracy, and the date of the examination and 
certificate, and no such certificate shall be valid for a longer period than 
three calendar months, and for each examination and certidcate the sealer 
of weights and measures, or his assistant, shall be entitled to charge and re- 
ceive from the owner of such scale the sum of 25 cents. and wr personof- 
feni against the provisions of thissection shall, upon conviction, be pun- 
ished by a fine of not less than fivenor more than ten dollars, one-half to go 
to the use of the informier, to be collected and applied as other fines are col- 
lected and applied. 

SEC. 12. That the sealer of weights and measures, or his assistant, is 
hereby authorized, at his discretion. to examine all measures, weights. and 
scales of all hucksters or other persons retailing produce within the limits 
of the District of Columbia at least opce in every three months. and to seal 
the measures, weights, and scales of such huckstersand retailers of produce, 
for which he shall be entitled to receive a fee of B cents for each scale, 
weight. or measure sosealed, and any huckster or other person offering prod- 
uce for sale who shall have in his possession any measure. weight, or scale 
not having been sealed within three months by the sealer of weights and 
measures. or if such measure, weight, or scale shall have been altered with 
invent to defraud, such huckster or other person shall, on conviction, be pun- 
ished by a tine of not less than five nor more than ten dollars for e such 
offense. one-half to go the use of the informer, to be collected and — as 
other fines are collected and d 

Sec. 13. That It shall not be lawful for any person or persons to use for 
weighing any article for sale any counter scale. unless the same shall have 
been and certified by the sealer of weights and measures to be ac- 
curate, which certificate s. be attached to such scale, in a conspicuous 
part thereof, with the seal of the sealer of weights and measures thereon, 
stating the fact of its accuracy and the date of the examination and certifi- 
cate, and no such certificate shall be valid for a longer than six cal- 
endar months, and for each examination and certificate the sealer of ts 
and measures shall be entitled to receive 25 cents, and any Bromo offe: 
against the provisions of this section shall, upon conviction, be punish 
by a fine of not less than five nor more than ten dollars for every such of- 
fense, one-half to go to the use of the informer, to be collected and applied 
as other fines and penalties are collected and applied. 

SEC. 14. That the prep ae age and measures, or his assistant, is 


hereby authorized, at his on, to t and test the weight of all 
butter offered for sale within the limits of the District of Columbia, and all 
butter offered for sale in prints. professing to be a pound or half pound in 
weight, and falling short half an ounce or more in the pound, shall be seized 


seal the same with the year of the inspection, and he shall be en- 
titl d toreceive for each inspection and seal the sum of 10 cents from the 
owner the eof, and it shall not be lawful for 
oy. k =? measure in the sale of dry 
a year, any person 

tion, sha I. on conviction thereof, be 
five nor more ten dollars for 


nees inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end of the bill the z 

“ Provided. however, herein contained shall affect the law 


„That 8 
now applicable to the large railroad scales, but the same shall remain unre- 
— and unaffected by this act.“ 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that a communication 


from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in reference 
to this bill be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
We on, September 16, 1898. 
DEAR Sm: The Commissioners transmit herewith draft of a bill “for the 
appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in 
the District of Columbia, and for other p "and recommend early 
and favorable action thereon. This bill has prepared after a confer- 
ence with the sealer of weights and measures and the attorney for the Dis- 


trict. 
The inclosed copy of a communication from the sealer of weights and 
—— presents a few of the more important reasons for the proposed 
on. 
Very respectfully, 
à - MYRON M. PARKER, 
Acting President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 

Hon. JOHN T. HEARD, 

Charman Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HEARD. It will be observed from the communication 
just read that this bill was furnished to us by the Commission- 
ers, it having been prepared, as they state, in consultation with 
the present sealer of weights and meusures and the District at- 
torney. It not only has the approval of the Commissioners, but 
was prepared under their direction and according to their views 
of the exigency of the case. I will now yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama . COBB], who is familiar with the points in- 
volved in the bi 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, This bill, Mr. Chairman, does not 
provide for the creation of any new office. There now exists in 
the District of Columbia the office of sealer of weights and meas- 
ures. The only purpose of the bill is to reform the exis law 
in certain particulars, and to provide against certain abuses 
which have grown up in this District.in consequence of the dis- 


1893. 


— 


ition on the part of hucksters to evade the laws, and to sell 
Prahat weights or measures. The bill gives to the sealer of 
weights and mesures additional power with reference to the ar- 
rest of parties guilty of these fraudulent practices, so that they 
may be brought to the same tests as regular dealers in this Dis- 
trict. The provisions of the bill are in the interest of purchasers 
of produce in the District, and are designed to prevent imposi- 
tion or swindling by dealers. That is all there is in the bill. It 
is simply a reénactment of the old law with these additional pro- 


visions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask whether there is any such 
officer now in the District as this sealer of weights and measures. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course there is; and there has 
been all along. 

Mr. KILGORE. What, then, is the purpose of this bill; to 
extend the duties or authority of that officer? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman from Texas had 
given attention to my remarks he would not have had occasion 
to ask these questions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not hear a word the gentleman was 


sa; z 

Ur COBB of Alabama. I stated in the first place that this 
bill creates no new office. In the second place, I said that it 
does increase in certain particulars the power or authority of 
the present sealer of weights and measures. I will say to the 
gentleman from Texas, if he is undertaking to protect his con- 
stituents in this regard, that the bill makes no appropriation 
from the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, the Government we know is dead 
broke,” and therefore I think we ought to be a little particular 
in that matter. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, according to the gentleman's 
idea the traders in the District of Columbia are becoming very 


wealthy. Now, by this bill they are required to pay the sealer | 


of weights and measures certain fees for seeing that they act 
honestly in their trading. 

Mr. KILGORE. Could they not be honest without having 
this officer to look after them? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They ought to be, and perhaps if the 
gent eman from Texas would supervise them a little they would 
be; but as the matter now stands it seems that they are not, or 
at least some of them are not. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the bill provide foran assistant that 
has not heretofore been provided for? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think there is an assistant now. 

Mr. HEARD. I believe there is. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But whether that is so or not, the 
bill has reference simply to the sealer of weights and measures. 

Mr. KILGORE. It might make this difference, that if there 
is an assistant the principal simply sits back while the assist- 
ant does the work. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. At aed rate, the expense is paid by 
the District; the constituents of the gentleman from Texas do 
not pay*it. 8 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the people of this District ought not 
to be improperly taxed. 

Mr. HEARD. I feel very sure there is already an assistant 
under the law. ` 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Thewhole gist of the matter is that 
my distinguished friend from Texas thinks thst every bill com- 
ing from the Committee on the Districtof Columbia is liable to 
attack and ought to be defeated. 

Mr. KILGORE. That seems to bea good theory to work upon. 

Mr. COBB of Alahama, The gentleman can afford to atiack 
the people of this District because his constituents are not di- 
rectly interested. That is about the whole of the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oneother question. This bill defines a great 
many offenses and im a great many penalties. Are not 
these new features of legislation? È 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. To some extent they are. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Alabama will allow me to 
say that the penalties are only such as the District attorney and 
- the sealer of weights and measures have recommended to the 
Commissioners as necessary for the purpose of making this legis- 
lation effective. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Under the isions of this bill no 
honest man will b2 affected. The cri laws never reach an 
honest citizen. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is a mistake. It very often happens 
that an honest, innocent man is prosecuted unjustly. No lawyer 
should make such a statement as the gentleman has just made. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ihave never known an honest min 
to be prosecuted unless his associations were not exactly what 
they should have been. 

Mr. FUNK. I should like to ask, for information, what fee is 
to be paid for examining these various weights and measures? 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. Different fees. 
Mr. FUNK. Yardsticks, for inst ince? 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ten cents. 

Mr. FUNK. For each yardstick? 

Mr. COBB of Alabima. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FUNK. Does this officer get one-half of that fee? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir; I think he does. 

Mr. FUNK. Well, is not that an enormous fee? Is it notin 
many instances more than the service is worth? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not know about that. The work 
of this officer is the g ume without regard to the value of the yard - 
stick. The object of the bill is to prevent the dealer from using 
a yardstick which does not conform to the law. 

Mr. FUNK. The object is all right. I have no objection to 
that if the price is not exorbitant. Why, how many can this 
man examine in a single ten minutes’ I would ask? Perhaps a 
hundred, and so he gets $10 for about ten minutes“ work. It seems 
to me that it is quite an exorbitant price. Iam not objecting 
to a fee, if it is a proper fee. There ought to be, of course, some 
fee in connection with it. But the idea of 10 cents for each and 
every yardstick. Why, perhaps some merchants have thou- 
sands of them. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, I do not know about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not in use, of course. 

Mr. COX. How many e has he got to examine? 

Mr. FUNK. All, I erst ind. Š 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh,no; only those used in his trade. 

Mr. FUNK. Then I missunderstood the proposition, and beg 
the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does not affect those 
that he sells. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why should it not? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is only those used in selling his 
own goods to other people. ‘ 

Mr. FUNK. Well, even in that case he may have a number 
of them, twenty or thirty. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Alabama why they should not be required to have inspected 
and stamped the yardsticks they are going to sell for somebody 
else to use? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They may never be used. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, they are using them for 
sale, at all events. Why not have them stamped? 

Mr. FUNK. Thatis right. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why should they not be stamped 
or branded? 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. The object is to prevent the use of a 
yardstick without being stamped in transactions made by a 
merchant here. Of course, if these yardsticks are sold, and 
oe else undertakes to use them here they have to be 
stamped. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it is a legitimate and profitable 
business to be carried out according to the provisions of this 
bill, then it ought to extend to all. 

Mr. HEARD. It will extend to all that are used. The con- 
ditions are the same in all cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the cost of making that 
examination and stamping the measure? 

Mr. HEARD. I am not able to answer the gentleman in that 


respect. : 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will say to my friend that so far as 
the compensation for the service is concerned I have paid but 
little attention to it, because the mitter has been in re- 
view beforethe Commissioners, ‘They examined it all, and have 
consented to the fees. Presumbly they know something of the 
amount that ought to be allowed for this purpose. 

Now, I move 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if in order I would 
like to offer an amendment at this time. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to have yielded the floor. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I not. Iwas about to make a 
motion, but will yield to the gentleman if he wishes to make a 
suggestion 
S ae of Illinois, It is for the purpose of improving 

e bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that general debate 
has not yet been closed, and until that is dons amendments 
would not be in order. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that gen- 
eral debate be considered as closed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Tllinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer 
an amendment in line 2 of section 3, on page 2 of the bill. I de- 
sire to offer an amendment there and will state why, with the 
consent of the Chair. 
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Section 3 provides that the sealer of weights and measures shall 
rectify or brand and seal with the letter W ” all scalebeams, 
weights, and measures that may be brought to his office for that 
purpose as near the upper edge or ends thereof as possible,” etc. 

Now, I suppose the object in the sealer’s examining the scale- 
beams, weights, and measures is for the ood of benefiting or 
protecting those who may purchase or buy from persons using 
such weights or measures and having products to sell by them, 
and that every precaution ought to be taken to protect the pub- 
lic, and, therefore, that the intent of the law should be carried 
out. 

It seems to me that if the sealer simply stamp, or 7 a small 
letter W” on a weight or measure that it would be of very 
little importance or benefit to me when I went to buy a yard of 
calico, a bushel of potatoes, or a pound of sugar. could not 
tell whether that scale, or that yardstick, or that measure had 
been examined and approved by the sealer or not. It would 
probably take me a longer time to find the little letter W ” on 
the measure than it would take me to earn a peck of potatoes, 
and it seems to me, therefore, if Congress is going to try to pro- 
tect purchasers—and [am not running protection into politics— 
that we ought to have the sealer put such a brand on the meas- 
ure as that when a person goes to buy anything measured by it 
he will be able to determine that the weight, measure, or 

ardstick, has been properly examined and sealed. It ought to 

marked in a conspicuous way, and hence for the yeh ag of 
making more distinct what we are trying to reich I offer an 
amendment, to which I think there can be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 2 of section 3 the words, with the letter W.“ and insert, 
“approved by the District sealer.” 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. It has been suggested by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] that this plan of sealing or 
branding with the letter W ” has been in use for several years, 
and that this would make trouble. 

1 do not see that we are to consider the little trouble that 
might be caused by furnishing to every purchaser from a dealer 
in any kind of goods, wares, or merchandise, an opportunity of 
knowing that he is having his purchases weighed or measured 
by scales or measures that have been approved by the District 
Commissioners or by the sealer of the District. It would cer- 
tainly cost but very little to make such a stamp; and I thought 
of inserting the sealer’s name, but as I A bey the seater 
changes every once in awhile, there would have to be a new 
stamp made every time the sealer changed if his name was put 
on, hence I thought the insertion of the words, approved Wy 
the District sealer,” would answer for all time and under 
sealers. That would cost but a very small sum. 

Here the hammer fell]. 

r. COBB of Alabama, It would not happen once in a hun- 
dred times that any purchaser would want to examine these 
weights or measures; but this stamp is put there to enable the 
purchaser, if he sees proper, to ascer that these measures 
are correct. Inordinary trafficking we would not examine them. 

Another and more important purpose is to enable the sealer of 
weights and measures, from time to time, to tell whether these 
men are conforming to the law. We must depend upon the 
faithfulness of the sealer of weights and measures to keep these 
traders correct in their dealings. ; 

Now, if a man desires to ascertain whether or not the dealer 
is conforming to the law, all he has to do is to ascertain what the 
law is,and what particular sign the law provides to be put upon 
these measures. In this case it is the letter W.“ He looks for 
it and easily ascertains whether it is there. It is just as effect- 
ive as anything else you could put upon the measure. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. As I understand from this bill there 
is nothing but the letter W“ placed upon the measure? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But if we know the law, we know 
what that means. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Why can not the man who is selling 
the goods put the letter W“ on his own measure? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. He would incur a penalty if he did so. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Is there any law to prohibit him from 
putting it on? 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Is there anything that would prevent 
him from putting on the words proposed by the gentleman in his 
amendment? A 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Probably not; but then he would not 
go to that trouble. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Itis only then a question of conven- 
ience to the dealer, whether he puts on the one or the other. 

There is no force whatever in the argument, because whether 


you use the letter or the word, the effect is the same, and the 
opportunity is the same to the purchaser to ascertain whether 
the law is being complied with by the seller. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If it is of no interest to the purchaser, 
there is no use in taking all this trouble. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move to lay the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. COBB] that in Committee of; the Whole a 
motion to lay on the table is not in order. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SMITH], which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division, demanded by Mr. SMITH of Illinois, there were— 
ayes 20, noes 29. 

e Su the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move that the bill be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment to this bill re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, I overlooked that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall affect the law now 


applicable to the large railroad scales, but the same shall remain unre- 
pealed and unaffected by this act. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I just want to cat ther the House 
that that language was omitted. Under the ex ting law the 
the sealer of weights and measures was obliged to inspect the 
railroad scales as well as other scales. In the draft pre d of 
this bill those scales were omitted inadvertently, and this is to 
perfect the bill, making it retain supervision of these scales as 
now provided for by existing law. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY of Ken- 
tucky, having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
BLANCHARD, chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3246) for the appoint- 
ment of a sealer and assistant sealerof weights and measures in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, had instructed 
him to report the same back to the House with an amendment 
and with recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. ` 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report theamend- 
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was read and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SERVICE CONNECTIONS WITH WATER MAINS, DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4571) to make service connections with 
water mains and sewers in District of Columbia, and for other 

urposes. 
x The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com: 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
oe House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLANCHARD in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the bill which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4571) to make service connections with water mains and sewers 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized, whenever the roadway of a street is about to be paved or 
macedantised, to make service connections in such street for all abut lots 
and Leeper with the water mains and sewer provided for the service of 
said lots and premises. The entire cost of the said connections shall be paid 
from the current appropriations, respectively, for the extension of the sewer 
and water-supply systems and shall assessed t the abutting prop- 
erty and collected in like manner as assessments which are levied under the 
compulsory permit system; the sums so collected shall be credited to the 
respective appropriations for the extension of the sewer and water-supply 
systems, 
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Mr. HEARD. I desire to have a letter of the Commissioners 


The letter was read, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, September 26, 1893. 
Sir: Referring to H. R. bill 2360, “to make service connections with water 
mains and sewers in the District of Columbia,” which was referred to the 
Commissioners at yaur instance for their report thereon. the Commissioners 
have to recommend that the inclosed amended bill be substituted therefor, 
as the original bill does not Tully nor properly provide for the desired re- 


sult. 
The object sought to be obtained isa worthy and necessary one. The pres-- 


ent law vides that the Commissioners shall require connections to be 
made with sewers and water mains before the pavements are laid, but makes 
no provision for the enforcement of this requirement. thus allowing the 
Commissioners to do no more than notify property ownere of contemplated 
i aap and request them to make prior connections with sewers and 
water ma: 

This request, however, is very frequently disregarded and new pavements 
are often torn up and patched as the result of su uent sewer and water 
connections. The enactment of the proposed bill will obviate this difficulty 
and thus prove beneficial nut only to the District in the preservation of new 
improvements, but to the property owners in preventing the expense of cut- 
ting and repairing the pavement. It will also be the means of chec the 
damageand danger consequent upon the leaking of poorly laid service pipes, 
which now frequently necessitates the tearing up of large portions of the 
pavement in order to properly remedy the trouble. If the connections were 
= in by the District, as the amended bill provides for, the work would be 

one with the same care and skill with which water mains are laid, and 
leaks in service pipes would be as rare as they are in the mains. 


JOHN W. ROSS 
President, 
Hon. JONN T. HEARD, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, the reasons for the passage of 
the bill are so clearly stated by the Commissioners in their com- 
munication that I deem it unnecessary to offer anything further 
in explanation, unless some gentleman desires to ask me some 
questions. : 

The object may be stated in a very condensed form, and it is 
simply that when a street is to be paved the owners of the abut- 
ting property shall be notified and compelled to put in the con- 
nection before the pavement is laid down. The change sought 
to be effected in the law is this. The present law does not en- 
able the Commissioners to have that done. The Commissioners 
show in this communication that if they notify the owners to 
make the connection they sometimes do not comply. The Com- 
missioners then go on and pave the street, after which the 
owners cut up the street in making the connection. 

This bill authorizes the Commissioners to expend the money 
necessary to put in the connection where the owners make de- 
fault and assess the money against the property: That is the 
nature of the bill; and in consonance with the suggestion made 
by the Commissioners there is a substitute offered for the orig- 
inal bill, the bill sent to us by the Commissioners, which I now 
ask have to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Missouri, chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, that the Clerk has read and the committee has been 
considering the substitute reported by that committee in lieu of 
the original bill, and the original bill is not before the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H.R. 4571) to make service connections with water mains and 
sewers in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


assed. 
On motion of Mr. HEARD a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had peered without amendment 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to grant permits for the use of the Monument Grounds and res- 
ervations or public spaces in the city of Washington, and for 
other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 31) for the protection of those parties 
who have heretofore been allowed to make entries for lands 
within the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation, in Minnesota. 


MRS. MARY O. AUGUSTA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, for 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BLANCHARD in the Chair. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 4013) 
to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain prop- 
i in the District of Columbia. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States of America hereby quitclaims 
and releases to Mary O. Augusta, devisee of Alexander T. Augusta, deceased, 
her heirs or assigns, any title or interest which the United States may have 
by reason of any escheat, or supposed escheat, in and to the denen 
scribed real estate, situate and being in the city of Washington, D. C., known 
and d ted on the public plat of said city as the west half of lot num- 
bered 3, in square numbered 247, as subdivided into lots 54 and 55. 


Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


PER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the report in this 
bill sets forth the facts clearly and I think in sufficient detail, 
and I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. COOPER of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to waom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4013) * to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia.“ recommend that the same do pass. 

Said bill was referred to the District Commissioners, who favorably re- 
ported it, and accompany their report with the following opinion of the at- 


torney of the District: 
“ WASHINGTON, October 30, 1893. 
“GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to return to you herewith House bill No. 


office for advice as to the propriety of recommending the pass: of the bill. 
“It appears that in 1866 one Caroline Hilldied in this District, intestate and 


The auditor took some eee and re 8 to the court that it 
appeared that Caroline Hill left no children, and that her nearest relatives 
dchildren of her ternal 


the propos from her father, and that the same had consequently escheated 
to the United States. Notwithstan this ao. the court appears to 
have ordered a sale of the property appoin & trustee to make the 


same. 

“In 1868 the trustee reported a sale to Alexander T. Augusta. The pur- 
chaser declined to take the property on the ground of defective title, and a 
rule to show cause why he should not complete his purchase was issued. 
He answered, setting up information communicated 3 him by his counsel, 
Mr. Ward, then a 1 examiner of titles in this District, to the effect 
that the title was defective. Notwithstanding his answer and the report of 
the auditor, the court ordered A ta to comply with the terms of sale, 
He then complied, and the trustee, Mr. Saunders, re the property to 
him by deed dated June 24, 1868, which was duly recorded in the proper office 
in this District. 

“T amsatistied that the title of Mrs. Augusta, who takes the property under 
the will of her husband, is defective; that Caroline Hill never inherited the 
propery from her father, and had no interest in it, and that the court was 
without jurisdiction to decree a sale of it for the payment of her debts. 

“On the facts and circumstances of this case Í think it would be mani- 
festly unjust and inequitable for the United States to claim this peo rty, 
which Mrs. Augusta’s husband was compelled to take by force of the 3 
of a court of the Uuited States, for which he paid his money in good faith, 
supposing he was getting a good title. The interest of the United States 
should be released to Mrs. Augusta. The bill isa proper one, and one which 
should be favorably recommended to Congress. 

“Very respectfully, 
“S, T. THOMAS, 
“ Attorney District Columbia. 

„The COMMISSIONERS, ETC.” 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the report which 
has just been read by the Clerk states the facts quite fully. This 
bill has had the careful consideration of the District Commis- 
sioners and the District attorney, and the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have unanimously reported in its favor. If 
there is no objection and if no one desires further information 
concerning it, i move thatit be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask whether it is the 
purpose of the Committee on the District of Columbia to call up 
other bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I understand that there are others 
to be called up. 

The motion of Mr. COOPER of Indiana was agreed to. 


ALLEY IN SQUARE 493, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 213) to 
pay for alley condemned in square No. 493, Washington, D. C. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


- Beit enacted, etc., That the act approved March 1, 1889, entiti-d “An act to 
reappropriate to pay for alley condemned in square numbered 403.“ be 
amend Hy gnc Bad words after the enacting clause, and in lieu 
thereof insert: 

“That, out ot any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, there 
be, and the same Deore ta; appropriated a sum sufiicient to pay, with inter- 
est at the rate of 6 per cent per annum adc. Ane Bs in the year 1870, tothe 
date of the approval of this act, the persons entitled to the amount awarded 
by the jury of condemnation for the land taken for an alley so far as the 
same relates to lots numbered 2. 3, 12, 13, and 15, in square n 493, in 
the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. HEARD. I ask that the report in this case be read. 
The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 218) entitled “A bill to pay for alley condemned in square No. 493, in 
the city of Washington, District of Columbia,” has considered the same and 
makes the following statement of facts: 

Thealley referred to is one of those condemned between the years 1865 and 
1875. As shown . fang report of the Committee of the District of Columbia 
in the Fifty-first Congress. there was appropriated in 1881 by Congress a cer- 
tainsum for amounts due property owners for ground condemned and used 
for alleys of the city. The amount due to owners of square No. 493 was 
never called for, was covered into the as & surplus. 

The Commissioners of the District, to whom a copy of the bill was sent 
for their approval, said: 

Gadi! 3 been condemned and taken for public purposes, and should 
or. 
e act referred to reads, as follows: 


An act to reappropriate to pay * alley condemned in square numbered 


Ne it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, ‘That of the surplus that has been covered 
of the sum a ted by the act approved June 20, 1880. 
entitled An act makin; a for the District of Columbia for the 
ending June 30, 1s81,’ for amount due property owners for ground con- 
RRRA and used for alleys, there be, and the same is hereby, reappropri- 
ated xo much as will be sufficient to pay, with interest atthe rate of 6 per 
cent per annum from August 6, 1870, to the date of the a of this act, 
the persons entitled to the amount awarded by the KION of condemnation 
for the land taken for an alley through square num 493, in the city of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia. : 


8 March 1, 1889. 
act became ino tive because the ap riation out of which the 
money was to be paid already been disposed half of it to the Ius 
fund and the other half to the District of Columbia, as reported by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, whose letter is hereto at 

letter of the First Comptroller is as follows: 


‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 24, 1890. 
„Sin: Your letter of this date has been received, and in reply thereto you 
are respectfully informed that the act of March 1, 1889, entitled An act to 
8 to pay for 5 in square numbered 493’ (Stats. 
at L. 25. 


section 3620, tat 
act of June 30, 1881. and carried to the credis of the Dis- 
of the sewer debt of the District of Columbia 
to the United States. 
“ Very respectfully, 


“DANIEL O. C. CALLAGHAN, 
** Washington, D. C.“ 

Upon a reference of the bill to the Commissioners by this, your commit- 
tee, the board in its reply says: 

“The Commissioners have recommended to several former Congresses 
that che relief contemplated by this bill be granted.“ 

In the op of the foregoing facts, the committee therefore recommends 
that the do pass. 


Mr. HEARD. Reports have been made upon this measure at 
three or four different times, but I think the one that was made 
in 1890 by the Commissioners when the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. GROUT] was chairman of the District Committee, contains 
the information by which the House will probably be guided, 
and i thereforeask that it be read, and also the one made in Sep- 
tember last. 

The reports were read, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
u ? on, April 1, 1890. 
Sm: The Commissioners have the honor to make the following report rel- 
ative to H. R. bill ¢ “to pay for alley condemned in square Wash- 
D. G.,“ refe to them at your Totana; 
law, having in view the payment contemplated im the bill under consid- 
eration, was a March 1, 1859, but failed to afford the relief intended, 
because the unexpended balance of the 1 out of which the ok 
ment had been directed to be made had been used in 1887. with other then 
existing balances of appropriations, to reimburse the United States the 
amount advanced under the act of June 30, 81, entitled An act making an 
9 for the completion of the sewerage system of the District of 
Columbia.“ - United States Statutes at Large, volume 23, page 63. 


Respectfully, 
J. W. DOUGLASS, President. 
Hon. WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Chak n Commit tee on District of Col 
e House of Representatives. 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, September 21, 1893. 
DEAR Sin: The Commissioners recommend favorable action H.R. 
bill 213, “to pay for alley condemned in square 493, in the city of Washing- 


ton, District of Colum Whe, eee eee 
their Commi 


ngresses that the relief —— E 
6 relief contem 
and their reasons will no doubt be found on the files of your committee. If 
Lee e ee have been mislaid or destroyed they will furnish others 
so reques 
Very respectfully, 
8 JOHN W. ROSS, 


0 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


Hon. JOHN T: BBAED 
Chairman ittee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HEARD. The Government condemned certain property 
for use as alleys and appropriated the money to pay for it, but 
when it was called for it had been expended for other District 
urposes. The Commissioners haye made recommendations no 
ess than three or four times in favor of the reappropriation of 
the money. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish toask the gentleman 
how long this money remained subject to the call of the prop- 
erty owners. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam not prepared to state, but I think that in- 
formation substantially is contained in the report which has 
been read. The money was appropriated, and the call was made 
for it, but when the was mado the money had been expended 
for other pur s and was not available. 

Mr. B ol New Hampshire. Was the money which was 
. for by the other owners of land in the alley paid with 

terest? 

Mr. HEARD. It was. The land was bought by the Govern- 
ment, and the original appropriation carried a sufficient amount 
to pay, for it with interest. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The CH N. The Chair is informed that this is the last 
bill pertaining to the District of Columbia that is on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. It is the last. I therefore move that the com- 
mittee rise and report this bill and the preceding one to the 
House, with the recommendation that they do pass. 

The motion was to. 8 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had underconsideration a bill (H. 
R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta cer- 
tain property in the District of Columbia, and had directed him 
to report the same back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was d, and also moved that the motion be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD „from the Committee of the Whole, 
5 that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 
213) to pay for alley condemned in square No. 493, Washington, 
D. C., and had directed him to report the same with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. The latter motion was agreed to, 

ALLEYS IN SQUARE 751. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751, in the city of 
Washington, D. C. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chairjand proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3629) to closə alleys in square num- 
bered 751, in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the alleys in square numbered 751, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., be closed and the land contained therein revert to the 
owners of the abutting property. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was read. as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 


Provided, That any conveyance of title in this act contained shall be oper- 
ative only so long as the land is used for charitable purposes. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is to va- 
cate certain meee in a block of ground which is now owned 
almost entirely by the charitable institution known as The 


Little Sisters of the Poor.” This institution owns the ground on 
both sides of these alleys, and in fact all the block except one 


corner. The report of the Commissioners, which I will ask to 
have read in a moment, states that although the Commissioners 
gave notice by advertisement in the city papers to all parties 
concerned to appear, if any desired to appear in opposition to 
this proposition, nobody appeared to oppose, but several persons 
appeared to support the measure. 

Along with these papers is a letter from the person owning 
that corner of the block which is not owned by this charitable 
institution; and said party assents to this proposed vacation. 
The only owner of property touching these alleys and having 
an easement over thet is the institution I have named. The 
amendment reported by the committee provides that this act 
shall be operative only so long as the land is used for charitable 

urposes. 
p e gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABCOCK] has the papers 
in the case, and I yield to him for further explanation of the 
measure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, after the explanation which 
has been given by the chairman of the commit ee [Mr. D 
there is very little further to be said on this bill. Its object is 
to vacate certain alleys in square No. 751. The property abut- 
ting on these alleys belongs to a charitable institution known as 
the Little Sisters of the Poor. They have spent a large amount 
of money in improving this block; they now desire to improve 
it still further, and there being no other interests involved than 
theirs, they ask Congress to vacate these alleys so that they may 
use the ground or a portion of it for building puree Alot on 
one corner of the block is owned by an individual (the only prop- 
erty owner in the entire block, except this institution) who has 
given his assent to this proposition. As has been stated, an 
amendment reported by the committee provides— 

of title in this act contained tive onl 
3 for charitable purposes. eee * 

The measure has received the full sanction of the committee; 
and I think there can be no possible objection to it. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the length of this alley? Does it 
extend through the Whole block? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This alley is in three sections, and is irreg- 
ular in its course. I have here a map showing the situation of 
the land, with all the measurements, This mapis open to the 
inspection of any gentleman who desires to examine it. I can 
hardly explain the matter except to a gentleman who will make 
such personal examination. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand from the gentleman's explana- 
tion that this alley is nota passageway from one street to an- 
other. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So that no public convenience would be af- 
fected by the vacation of the 1 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not at all. © public has really no inter- 
est in the matter. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HEARD. I move that the committee now rise and re- 
port its action to the House; but before that motion is put I de- 
sire to make a statement. My attention has been called to the 
fact that a bill which we shall ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider will have to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 
It isa bill not on the Calendar. I desire at the conclusion of this 
statement to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
pill at this time. 

Last Friday the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ceived from the Commissioners of the District a bill which they 
requested us to introduce and have passed at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. The object of the bill is toconstitute two mem- 
bers of the board of Commissioners, when sitting as an excise 
board, a quorum to do business. It seems an unusual state of 
case thata majority of the board does not now constitute a quo- 
rum; but that seems to be the judgment of their attorney, and the 
Commissioners desire an authoritative declaration of law to the 
effect that two members of the board of Commissioners sitting 
as an excise board shall constitute a quorum for the transaction 
of business. The point to which I desire to direct attention is 
this: As is well understood, a bill which has not been regular] 
referred to the committee and reported back can not be consid- 
ered exc pt by unanimous consent. 

That bill was re‘erred to the committee and a favorable report 
was authorized to be made, but it was not made in time to go 
upon the Calendar. I ask unanimous consent of the House that 
it may be considered now. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the pen motion is that the commit- 
tee rise and report favorably the bill H. R. 3629, The Chair 
does not think that in Committee of the Whole unanimous con- 
sent, such as he has asked for, can be ted. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill just considered favorably to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman if that 
bill would authorize two of the District Commissioners, sitting 
as an excise board, to grant licenses for the sale of liquor? 

Mr. HEARD. That bill is not now before the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam asking as to this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill considered in committee relates to a 
different subject. 

Mr. PICKLER. But is there not a bill before the committee 
to allow two members of the Board to exercise that authority? 

Mr. HEARD. I have withdrawn that bill temporarily. 

The motion of Mr. HEARD was then agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLANCHARD reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 3629), had directed him to report 
the same to the House with an amendment, and as so amended 
that the bill do pass. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. i 


EXCISE BOARD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to ask unanimous 
consent of the House for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4569) to amend an act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to call it up. 

Mr. HEARD. I was not certain about that, for the reason that 
the bill, although Be leg is not upon the printed Calendar. 
It has been reported by the committee, but the report has not 
yet been printed. 

I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration in or- 
der that there may be no question about the right to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 ofthe act of Congress 8 March 3, 
1893, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

SEC. 2, That there shall be, and there is hereby, constituted an excise 
board of the District of Columbia, which shall consist of the three Commis- 
sioners of the District, any two of whom shall constitute a quorum for busi- 
ness. and the duty of which shall be to take up and consider all applications 
for license to sell 32 and to take action on such appiica- 
tions, and the action of said Shall be finaland conclusive, and only on 
the the said board of a ficense to an applicant to sell into: t- 
ing Hiquors the assessor issue a license to such a; t; and the said 
board shall make such rules and regulations for into effect this act 
asthey may deem requisite and 
nual report to Co „Set 00 


. And said shall make an an- 
the number of applications for license, 
both favorably unfavorably acted on. the number of ms convicted 
= of this statute, aud the number of fines collected and uncol- 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Its consideration does not require unani- 
mous consent. The gentleman has a right to call it up. 

Mr. PICKLER. ut the gentleman asked unanimous con- 
sent. : 

The SPEAKER. Rule XXVI, clause 2, provides as follows: 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration of 
such business as may be presented by said committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood this bill was not on the Calen- 
dar. The Hsp aa asked unanimous consent to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was reported this morning on the 
call of committees for reports. It was referred to the Calendar. 
It is not yet on the printed Calendar, having been only reported 
this morning. : 

Mr. PICKLER. But could it be considered until it is placed 
on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It could when, called up by the committee 
having it incharge. The gentleman probably confuses this with 
the proceedings under the hour rule. That rule provides that 
the committee may call up a bill reported ona 5 day. 
But this isa different case. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia has the right to consider any business presented by 
the committee. The committee favorably reports this bill and 
calls it up for consideration. 

Mr. K Do 1 understand the Speaker to hold that 
the committee would have the right to call up for consideration 
a bill not reported by it? 
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The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported by the com- 
mittee. 

pe KILGORE. But not yet printed and placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. No; it was reported this morning. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why does the chairman of the committee 
ask unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. HEARD. I will state the reason, Mr. Speaker. I stated 
before that this bill was not yet on the Calendar, that is to say, 
not on the printed Calendar. While it has been reported b; 
the committee it was not to be found on the Calendar; and 
called attention to the fact so that if there was any possible 
doubt of the right of the committee to call it up that would be 
satisfied by the consent of the House. I did not myself believe 
that it was necessary to ask unanimous consent, but I did not 
wish to ask for the consideration of a bill under the circum- 
stances where there may have been some doubt. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Can not it wait until an- 
other day? 

Mr. HEARD. I wanted a declaration as to whether or not the 
bill should be considered. Now, I hope the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] will be content to let the bill be 
called up. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4569). 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PICKLER) there were—ayes 15, noes 29. 
Mr. HEARD. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were refused, 30 members, nota sufficient number, vot- 
therefor. 

. PICKLER. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the House refuses to 
go into Committee of the Whole to consider the bill. 


SALE OF LIQUORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 3740) to amend an act entitled “An act reg- 
ulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Co- 
lumbia..” : 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not this bill be considered in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole? It is an amendment to the same act which 
we have just refused to consider in Committee of the Whole. It 
is a bill Lye revenue, 

The SPE The other bill created a board. This does 
not. It merel prones a regulation as to the issue of licenses. 

Mr. DING. . But this makes certain regulations with 
reference to the issuing of these same licenses, affecting the rev- 
enue. If we should have gone into committee on the other bill, 
we certainly should on this. 

The SPEAKER. The rule réfers to bills raising revenue. 
This bill is merely to put a limitation upon the issuing of li- 
censes by providing that no retailer shall be located within a 
certain distance of any school, etc. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it has the effect to increase the number. 
It practically gives certain men licenses who are not authorized 
to have licenses under the existing law. 

The SPEAKER. This would be a limitation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the provision of this is to increase the 
number when read in connection with the original law. 

Mr. PICKLER. An increase or decrease in the revenue of 
the District will depend on the passage or failure of this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The law passed on the 3d of March last pro- 
vided that no license should be granted for the carrying on of 
the liquor traffic within 400 feet of a schoolhouse or church. 
Now the proposition is to put in an exception, that all those who 
had licenses on the 3d of March last shall now be entitled to re- 
ceive licenses, thus increasing the number entitled to receive 
them over the number who would be entitled to receive them 
under the existing law. 

The SPEAKER. Still it is a regulation. 

Mr. HEARD. There is no proof that it will make any differ- 
ence in the amount of revenue to be received. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It appears on the face of the bill that it does 
increase the number. y 
Bak BOUTELLE. It makes a difference in the revenues of the 

trict. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know whether it does or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me any amendment to this law, 
which is a law relating to the revenues of the District, ought to 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole, just the same as 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This is a revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct it to be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole, out of abundant caution. It is 
rather a difficultquestion to determine. The rule refers all bills 


in 


or resolutions involving a tax or a charge on the people to the 
Committee of the Whole. This is an amendment to the tax act, 
as the Chair understands it, and the act itself would have to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole because it is a tax act. 
ead the Chair will refer this bill to the Committee of the 
ole. 
Pid HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
e SPEAKER. The 5 can move to go into the 
Committee of the Whole, if he wishes to. 

Mr. HEARD. In view of the fact that the House has just re- 
fused to go into the Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of a bill, Say because that bill had the word ‘excise ” 
printed in the title, I apprehend that the House is hardly ready 
to go into Committee of the Whole to take up this bill. There- 
fore I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, ; 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. MosEs, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 3 o'clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, De- 
cember 12, 1893, at 12 o’clock noon, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
me consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

A bill (H. R. 4583) for the relief of Andrew B. Keith—the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill H. R. 3722) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Marcellus Pettitt—the Cemmittee on Pensions discharged and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and porong referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: A bill (H. R. 4602) to prohibit 
officers and 8 of national banks from holding any office 
in any savings bank and to prohibit the location of any national 
bank or its continuance in business in any building in which the 
business of a savings bank is conducted—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4603) to establish a postal savings bank de- 
partment—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 4604) granting cer- 
pi . o land to Duns vi Cemetery Association, of 

um riz., for cemetery and park pu s—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. F ale ch te 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justice of United States 
courts in the Territories power to appoint commissioners to take 
proof in land cases, ete.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EVERETT: A bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 
ana bere of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: A bill (H. R. 4607) to amend section 467, 
chapter 15, Revised Statutes, relating to the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

eee BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4608) to 
revise and amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact for the final adjustment 
of private land claims in the States of Florida, Louisiana, Arkan- 
sas, and Missouri, and for other purposes,” approved June 22, 
1860—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4610) to improve the meth- 
ods of accounting in the Post-Office Department, and for other 
purposes—to the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into 
the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depratments. 

By Mr. SOMERS: A bill (H. R. 4612) to amend section 3341 
of the Revised Statutesof the United States, relating to fer- 
mented liquors—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 4613) to amend an act 
entitled (An act authorizing the construction of a high wagon 
bridge at or near Sioux City, Iowa,“ approved March 2, 1890, as 
amended by acts of April 13, 1890, and February 7, 1893—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4614) to 
establish an army post at Rochester, N. Y., and making appro- 
priation therefor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. pegged request): A bill (H. R. 4615) to amend 
section 707 of the Rev Statutes of the United States—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


153 


By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4616) to regulate 
enlistments in the Army of the United States—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. j 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4617) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of 2 throughout the United States to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A resolution authorizing the printing of the 
digested summary and alphabetical list of private claims pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives from the Forty-seventh 
to Fifty-first Congresses inclusive—to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A concurrent resolution to print the eu- 
logies upon the late J. Logan Chipman, late a Representative 
from the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 4618) to correct the militar 
ee of Charles Murray—to the Committee on Military Af- 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4619) for the relief of 
George F. McReynolds, late of Company B, Tenth Illinois Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. BLACK of Georgia (by request): A bill (H. R. 4620) 

oe relief of John M. ne—to the Committee on War 


8. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 4621) for the 
relief of Joseph B. Seabrook, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

ah BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4622) 
forthe relief of William H. Cayce; of Miller County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 4623) for the relief of Joel 
F. Willis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY: A bill (H. R.4624) for the relief of Au- 
gustus Fitch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. i disposing of 
four condemned cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4626) for the relief of Joshua P. Davis to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill H. R. 4627) for the relief of Rev. 
William J. Larkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4628) for the relief 
of . Ed win T. Woodward, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 4629) granting a pension to 
Levi Sharman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 4630) for the relief of R. A. Schell- 
hous—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 4631) for the relief of B. J. 
Van Vieck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 4632) granting a pension to 
Levi G. Fessenden, late leader of the band, Seventy-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers and First Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4633) granting a pension to Isaac Holdbrook, 
private a One hundred and S Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4634) for the relief of George 
W. nix—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4635) granting a pension to Joseph B. Ar- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4636) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Philip Ely—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4637) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Deshler 
Whiting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 4638) for the relief of 
Charles Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4639) for the relief of Richard S. Taylor, late 

rivate Company F, Fifty-first Illinois—to the Committee on 
ar Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) for the relief of Samuel G. Cabell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4641) for the relief of Stephen Brown—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension to 
Carrie V. Harn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 4643) granting a pension to Rose 
Doherty, mother of Daniel Doherty, late of Company G, Fifth 
8 Rhode Island Artillery to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 4644) to increase the pen- 
sion of James A. Morrison, late first lieutenant Fourth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill H. R. 4645) for the re- 
lief of C. C. Miner, late a first lieutenant in the Ninth United 
States Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4646) for the relief 
of L. G. Faxon—to the Committe on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) for the relief of H. Wilhite—to th 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4648) for the relief of legal representatives 
of Anthony Koon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4649) to free Elias 
J. Brown from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Afairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4650) to place 
on the pension list the name of Dr. David S. Pinnell, late hos- 
pital steward Tenth West Virginia Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) for the relief of William F. Wilson, of 
Martinsburg, Berkeley County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Thomas 
Tucker—to the Committee on Pensions. g 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) for the relief of William J. Gardner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) for the relief of Albert Olde - to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) for the relief of A. W. Hager to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 4656) to execute the findin 
the Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 4657) for the relief of Oliver 
Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


of 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were Lid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Protest of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New York st the passage of the New York 
and New Jersey bridge bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of 474 citizens of Coos and Doug- 
less counties, Oregon, praying that Congress may pass an act of 
forfeiture of the Coos Bay Wagon Road grant for failure to com- 
prenh the terms of the grant—to the Committee on the Public 

8. 


By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of Encampment No. 64, Union Vet- 
eran Legion of the United States, located at New Lisbon, Ohio, 
in support of House bill 4590, for the removal of the disabilities 
of Samuel Johnson, late private Ser ed F, One hundred and 
fourth regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEIL: Petition of Foss & Co., 575 Atlantic ave- 
nue, Boston, against putting woolen rags on the free list—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of M. A. Lewis, a citizen of 
the State of Tennessee, requesting that his claim against the 
United States be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

ch Meow TERRY (by request): Petition of Reese Pritchard, of 
Little Rock, Ark., requesting that his claim against the United 
States for the use of his steamboat Yuba in transporting sol- 
diers of the United States Army in 1855 be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on Ciaims. 

Also, petition of the Fort Smith (Ark.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, cin Somer) the speedy p of a bill authorizing the 
Fort Smith and Van Buren Electric Railway Company to build 
a bridge across the Arkansis River between Fort Smith and 
Van Buren—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of Joseph Lynn 

and 485 other employés of the Farr Alpaca Manufacturing Com- 
y, of Holyoke, Mass., against the passage of the so-called 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Amanda Collins, widow 
of Daniel Collins, deceased, of Davidson County, Tenn., for serv- 
ices rendered by her deceased husband to the United States dur- 
ing the late war, asking reference of the claim to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jordon Overton, of Davidson County, Tenn., 
for services performed in the Quartermaster’s Department 
during the late war, asking reference of the claim to the Court 
Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
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TUESDAY, December 12, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

CALVIN S. Brice, a Senator from the State of Ohio, appeared 
in his seat . 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PURCHASES OF SILVER BULLION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Roe tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of November 1, 1893, a statement of the 

gregate amount of silver bullion 8 in October, 1893, 
the cost thereof, etc.; which was i 

The PRESIDENT 5 The communication being an 
answer to a resolution submitted by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER}, not now present, if there be no objection, will be 
printed, and, with the accompanying document, lie on the table 
until the return of that Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be well that the accompany- 
ing document be printed? It seems to me that course should be 
ursued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In view of the suggestion of 
the Senator from Missouri, the communication, with the accom- 
Panying document, will be printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not a very large paper. 


REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF COAST SURVEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
annual report of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, stating the progress made in the work by that Survey 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893; which was read. 

Toe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be 
printed. The report is accompanied by maps illustrating the 
general advance in the operations of the Survey. What dispo- 
sition shall be made of the communication and accompanying 
document? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the letter of transmittal be 
printed, and that it with the accompanying document, be re- 
erred to the Committee on Printing. A 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLATMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting a state- 
ment of all final judgments in claimsarising from Indian depre- 
dations under the act approved March 3, 1891; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 


Depredations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Maritime Exchange, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for maintaining in active service the life-saving sta- 
tions upon the sea and gulf coasts of the United States from the 
Ist day of August in each year until the Ist day June succeed- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

. LODGE presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 
276, of New ord, Mass., pra: for the governmental con- 
trol of the Lisi service; w was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE panua a petition of Cyrus J. Long Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Elizaville, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of such legislation as will insure the settlement of 
all claims in the Pension Department prior to December 1, 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the South Dakota Annual 
Conference of the Met Episcopal Church, of Brookings, 
S. Dak., praying for the re of the so-called Geary Chinese 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Port Townsend 
Chamber of Commerce, of the State of Washington, praying for 
the employment of labor for the erection of fortifications in that 
State, setting forth the great need of fortifications on Puget 
Sound and the condition of 99 2 there, and suggesting that 
laborers might be well employed by the Government now in the 
erection of such fortifications, thereby giving employment to 
needy laborers. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to, f 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ipresenta petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington, Praying 
for the establishmeat of a national park to be called the Wash- 
ington National Park, in that State, in a body of land now com- 
Pp 


in what is called the Pacific Forest Reserve, where, as is 


represented in the petition, the beautiful native trees are being 
destroyed and there ought to be protection afforded, a keeper 
rovided, routes laid out, and paths made, and that beau 
y of forest trees preserved: I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1190) granting an increase of pension to 
David S. Corser, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S.872) to make service 
connections with the water mains and sewers in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to 
Catharine Dillon; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin W. Marshall; which was read twice by its Ade, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to Helen 
M. Jacob; which was read twice by its titie, and, with the ac- 
W papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1241) for the relief of 
Frank J. Burrows: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1242) for the relief of the estate 
of the late William L. Scott; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill S. 1243).granting a pension to Mary 
E. Chamberlin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1244) to amend sec- 
tion 22 of an act to regulate commerce as amended March 2, 
1889; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1245) to 
authorize and direct the Secretary of War to investigate the 
claim made for fuel alleged to have been taken and used by the 
United States Army during the war from the property in Chat- 
tanooga known as Cameron Hill,” and to . for the pay- 
ment thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1246) to amend the char- 
ter of the Brightwood Railway ante oi of the District of Co- 
lumbia: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill S. 1247) for the relief of Com- 
modore Oscar C. Badger, United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill S. 1248) granting a pension 
to John R. Kendall; which was read twice b7 its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Cou.mittee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1249) granting a persion to Jacob 
Grobb; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying a referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1250) to set certain 
lands, now known as Pacific Forest Reserve, as a public park, to 
be known as the Washington National Park; which was read 
3 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1251) to accept, ratify, and confirm 
certain agreements heretofore concluded with certain Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1252) to amend an act entitled 
„An act to provide for the times and places to hold terms of 
the United States courts in the State of Washington;” which 
Da oa twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He 8120 introduced a bill (S. 1253) to promote Lieut. A. B. 
Wyckoff, United States Navy, retired, to the grade of lieu- 
tenant-commander on the retired list of the Navy; which was 
pee twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


airs. 
Mr. IRBY introduced a bill (S. 1254) to permit Agnes A. Niver 
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a suit against the United States; which was read twice 
tle, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, COKE introduced a bill (S. 1255) to authorize the construc- 
tion of an additional story to the public building in Fort Worth, 
Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1256 to make Anclote, inthe 
State of Florida, a subport of entry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1257) gran ing a pension to 
John M. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1258) to revive the grade 
of lieutenant general in the Army of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the Chair). I, by 
request, introduce a bill to amend the act regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquor in the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, entitled“ An act regulating the sale of in- 
toxicating liquor in the District of Columbia,” was read twice 

its title. 
mie HARRIS. Isubmita letter from the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia approving the bill, and asking that 
early action bə taken thereon. I move that the bill and accom- 
ying letter be referred to the Committee on the District of 
lumbia. 
The motion was agreed to. 
INCREASE OF CAPITOL POLICE FORCE, 

Mr. BRICE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That the Board of Capitol Police be, and they are hereby author- 
ized and directed to appoint twelve additional policeman at an annual sal- 

of $1,100 each, one-half to be paid by the Secretary of the Senate, and the 
0 half by the Clerk of the use of Representatives, out of the appro- 
priations for miscellaneous items of the respective Houses, until otherwise 


provided for. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULLOM. If the morning business has concluded, I will 
ask the attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further con- 
current or other resolutions, the morning business is concluded. 

Mr. PEFFER. There is a resolution coming over from yes- 


terday. 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois was 
recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is . a resolution upon the table 
that comes over from yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Illinois that there are two resolutions upon the 
table that come over from yesterday. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is not important that they be acted upon 
at this time, as I have an engagement to meet the joint commis- 
sion in reference to the reorganization of the Departments, I 
should like to occupy the attention of the Senate for a while. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to passing the resolutions 
over, provided they will retain their present position and come 


up to-morrow morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If passed over by consent the 


resolutions will hold their position on the table, to be presented 
either to-day or to-morrow. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair repeat his announcement? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the resolutions are 


over at this time by consent. they will be laid before the Senate 


onner to-day or to-morrow morning, holding theirplaceon the 
e. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 4,000 copies 
of the document entitled Imported merchandise entered for 
consumption in the United States during the years 1890 to 1893; 
with the rates and amount of duty collected;” in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message a so announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 8,000 copies of 
the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Mutchler, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 

L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


dent had on this day approved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 42) permitting Anson Mills, colonel of rd iment 
United States Ca , to_accept and exercise the functions of 
boundary commissioner on the part of the United States. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, geroji gave notice that if 
agreeable to the Senate I would ask leave to occupy the time of 
the Senate for alittle while to-day, mainly with reference to the 
question of the repeal of the election laws, so called. I supposed 
when I determined to ask the attention of the Senate to-da 
that the Senate bill which was then upon the Calendar or 

on the table I believe. and which is now I think by consent on 
the table, would remain subject to general discussion without 
reference, as I understood that to the desire of a portion 
at least of the Senate. Since that time the Senator from New 
Vork [Mr. HILL], who has charge of the bill now before the 
Senate, consented that the House bill should be referred. 

As the bill now before the Senate is. as stated, substantially 
the same as the bill which has passed the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Senate bill having been before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, it is probable, at least, that the same bill or one very 
much like it will come back from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections after it has been considered there. So I feel justi- 
fied in asking the attention of the Senate upon the question at 
this time. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Itlinois for informa- 
tion what is the matter before the Senate on which he is speak- 
ing? 

Mr.CULLOM, The bill proposing to repeal the election laws. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the 
5 from Illinois that the title of the bill now on the table 

r . 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 412) to repeal Title XXVI of the 
Revised Statutes, known as the Federal election law. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the subject of the protection 
of the elective franchise from fraud, having been one which has 
engaged the attention of the body politic for many years, and 
having been a matter upon which the power of all branches of 
the Government has at various times been invoked and exercised 
in behalf of right, justice, and public decency, it will be well to 
give a brief consideration to the history and record of such ex- 
ercise. 

Preliminary to this it will be instructive to consider briefly 
the discussion in the convention of 1787, indulged in by the 
framers of the Constitution, and to quote the clause of that great 
instrument which empowers the Co to enact laws of the 
kind in question. It reads as follows, viz: 

Article I, section 4: The time, places and manner of holding elections 
Logisiature thereof, bus the Congrese M ty a any time by law MAKO OE alter 
— pee regula except as to the places of Senators.“ 

In the Madison Papers, volume 3, page 1281, the position taken 
by Mr. Madison, Mr. King. and Mr. Gouvernéur Morris, respec- 
tively, upon the then pending question is given as follows: 

Mr. MADISON. The necessity of a general government 
State Legisiatures will 88 or refuse to consult 


terest at the expense of their local 
of re: the a 


somewhat influenced by the mode. 
cide that the tures of the States o ave the uncontrolled 
ht of regulat the times. places, and manner of holding elections. 

38 Were words of latitude. It was impossible to fdresee all the abuses 
might be made of the discretionary power. Whether the elec’ 


that tors should 


ts. 
henever the State tures had a favorite measure to carry they 
would take care so to mold their ions as to favor the candidates they 
wis tosucceed. Besides, the inequality of the representation in the Legis- 
States would produce a like equal 
the National Legislature, as it was presumable that 


us. 
ar the same people who elect the 

State Legislatures. Surely, then, if confidence is due to the latter it must 
be due to the former. It seemed as improper in principle. though it might 
be less inconvenient 3 to give to the State Legislatures this great 
on of the resentatives of the k nog in the Gen- 


many emen still foster the d idea. 
Mr. Gouverneur Morris observed that the States might make false returns, 
and then make no provisions for new elections. 
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The view of these gentlemen as condensed in the lan of 
the section above quoted, was be (pi to by the convention, and 


is now a part of our fundamental law. 
Some may have fallen into the error of supposing that Con- 
sional authority under this section of the Constitution is 
mited to include merely the time, place, and manner of the 
election of Representatives; but such supposition is not correct. 
Congress is given full power to make and alter any State regu- 
lation governing the time and manner of electing Senators; and 
it is a pertinent fact that under this very constitutional pro- 
vision Congress did enact the law of July 25, 1868, fixing spe- 
cifically the time and manner of electing Senators. (Revised 
Statutes of the United States, Title II, chapter 1, sections 14 to 
19, inclusive.) 

The necessity for this legislation had become apparent by the 
occurrence of some of the very conditions predicted by Mr. Mad- 
ison, viz: that the State Legislatures “might fail or refuse to 
consult the common interest.” The necessity for the law of 


Co referred to will bs found discussed in the debates of 
the Thirty-ninth Congress, when the law was passed. 
It may be observed in passing that, in view of the fact that 


certain States now have but a partial representation in this Sen- 
ate, it is a matter worthy of careful consideration whether addi- 


tional legislation by Congress ought not to be enacted, under’ 


this same power, looking to the prevention in future of the oc- 
currence of such an anomaly as that now existing—evidenced by 
the vacant seats now seen in this Senate, from Washington, 
Montana, and Wyoming. : 

There has never been any serious question as to the scope and 
meaning of this constitutional provision among statesmen and 
jurists, and if there had been such question, the contemporane- 
ous construction given by the Constitution-makers a century 
ago, as has been before stated, ought to be sufficiently explicit. 
But if this construction were not definite and conclusive as de- 
termining the true interpretation, the concurrent opinions of 
great constitutional authorities, followed by repeated decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, have so emphatically 
and explicitly sustained the constitutionality of the election laws 
which are now sought to be repealed, that their continuance 
upon the statute books is simply a question of necessity or pro- 
priety, and not of constitutionality. 

An eminent writer upon constitutional questions, Mr. George 
Ticknor Curtis, in his Constitutional History of the United States, 
referring to this section of the Constitution, says: 

This provision originated with the committee of detail; but as it was re- 
ported them, there was no other authority reserved to Congress itself 
than that of altering the regulations of the States, and this authority ex- 
tended as well to the place of choosing the Senators as to all the other cir- 
cumstances of the election. In theConvention, however, the authority of 
Congress was extended beyond the alteration of State regulations, so as to 
embrace a power to make rules as well as to alter those made by the States. 
But the place of ch the Senators was eropa altogether from this 

authority left to the States. Mr. ison, his minutes, 
adds the explanation that the power of Congress to make regulations was 
supplied in order to enable them to regulate the elections if the State should 
fail or refuse to do so. But the text of the Constitution, as finally settled, 
gives authority to Congress at any time ” to * make or alter such regula- 
tons; and this would seem to confer oh pine which, when exercised, must 
be paramount, whether a State re on exists at the time or not. (Con- 
stitutional History of the United States, volume 1, pages 479, 480.) 


Observe Mr. Curtis’s language, must be paramount whether 
a State regulation exists at the time or not.” This construction 
or interpretation accords precisely with that found in the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, delivéred by Justice 
N Justices Clifford and Field dissenting, in the case of 
Siebold (Eæ parte Siebold, 100 U. S. R., 371), from which the fol- 
lowing extracts are taken: 


After first authorizing the States to prescribe the regulations, it is added, 
the Congress may at any time, A Siete make or alter such regulations. 
“ Make or alter!“ What is the p meaning of these words? If not under 
the prepossession of some abstract theory of the relations between the State 
and national governments, we should not have any difficulty in under- 
peor serge. faerie There is no declaration that the regulations shall be made 
either w ouy oy the State Legislatures or wholly by Co: . If Congress 
does not interfere, of course they may be made wholly by the State; but if 
it chooses to interfere, there is nothing in the words to prevent its doing 
80, either wholly or partially. 

On the contrary, their necessary implication is that it may do either. It 
May either make the regulations or it may alter them. If it only alters, 
leaving, as manifest convenience requires, the general or zation of the 
polls — 2 the State, there results a necessary coöperation of the two govern- 
men 


make 
made. 


) 
The objection that the laws and regulations, the violation of which is made 
punishable by theacts of Congress, are State laws and have not been adopted 


* 


implies a pro 
sees no 

by Congress. Itsimply demands their fulfillment. Content to leave the laws 
as they are, itis not content with the means provided for their enforcement. 
It prorina additional means for that purpose, and we think it is entirely 
wit its constituiional power to do so, It is sapiy the exercise of the 
power to make additional regulation. (Pages 3x8, 889.) 


In the case, Ez parte Siebold, the court ruled in regard to the 
power of Congress to treat State officers, while conducting elec- 
tions, as officers of the United States. The court says: 


Itis objected that Congress has no power to enforce State laws or to pun- 
ish State officers, and especially has no power to punish them for violating 
the laws of their own State. Asa general proposition this is undoubted! 
true, but when in the performance of their functions State officers are call 
to fulfill duties which they owe to the United States as well as to the State, 
has the former no means of compelling such fulfillment? 

In view of the fact that Congress has 1 § and paramount jurisdiction 
over the whole subject, it seems almost absurd to say that an officer who re- 
ceives or has custody of the ballots given for a Representative owes no duty 
to the National Government which Con can enforce, or that an officer 
who stuffs the ballot box can not be e amenable to the United States. 
If has not, prior to the passage of the present laws, imposed 
penalties to prevent and punish frauds and violations of duty committed 
officers of election it has been because the e ney has not been deem 
sufMicient to a it, and not because Congress hàs not the requisite power. 
(Pages 387, 888. 


They also decided that it conferred upon Congress the power 
to appoint officers of its own to act as police at the polls where 
a member of Congress is being chosen, for the preservation of 
order,and for the protection of the electors in their right to 
freely and peaceably cast their ballots. 


The counsel for the petitioners concede that Congress, if it sees fit, assume 
the entire control regulation of the election of Representatives. This 
would necessarily involve the a 
the time for vo 


ovision 
tizen his 


In Ex parte Yarborough (110 U. S. R., 657), in the opinion of the 
court, delivered 9 ustice Miller, without dissent, the power of 
Congress under this clause of the Constitution was quite fully 
discussed. 

The court says: 


That a government whose essential character is republican, whose execu- 
tive head and legislative body are both elected, whose most numerous and 
powerful branch of the legislature is elected by the people directly, has no 

wer by appropriate laws to secure this election from the influence of vio- 
ence, o. Leeds aes and of fraud, is a proposition so startling as to arrest 
attention and demand the greatest consideration. 

If this Government is anything more thana mere egation of delegated 
agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior to the 
General Government, it must have the power to protect the elections on 
which its existence depends from violence and corruption. 

If it has not this power it is left helpless before the two great natural and 
5 a of all republics, open violence and insidious corruption. 
(Pages 657, 658, 
it be denied that it is in the power of that body to provide laws for 
the proper conduct of those elections? To provide, if necessary, the officers 
who shall conductthem and make return of the result; and especially to 

rovide in an election held under its own anthority for security of life and 

imb to the voter while in the exercise of this function? Can it be doubted 
that Congresscan by law protect the act ot voting, the place where it is done, 
and the man who votes from personal violence or intimidation and the elec- 
tion itself from corruption and fraud? 

If this be so, and it is not doubted, are such powers annulled because an 
election for State omcers is held at the same time and place? Is it any less 
important that the election of members of Congress should be the free 
choice of all the electors because State officers are to be elected at the same 
time? (r parte Siebold, 100 U. S. R., 871.) 

These questions answer themselves; and it is only because the Congress 
of the United States, through long habits and long years of forbearance has, 
in deference and respect to the State, refrained from the exercise of these 
powers that or Moca now doubted. 

But when, in the pursuance of a new demand for action, that body, as it 
did in the cases just enumerated, finds it necessary to make additional laws 
for the free, the pure, and the safe exercise of this right of voting they stand 
9 same ground and are to be upheld for the same reasons. (Pages 


If this were conceded, the importance to the General Government of havy- 
ing the actual elections—the voting for those members—free from force 
and fraud isnot diminished by the circumstance that the qualification of 
the voter is determined oy the law of the State where he votes. It equally 
affects the Government; it is as indispensable to the proper discharge of 
the great function of legislating for that Government that those who areto 
control this legislation shall not owe their election to bribery or violence, 
whether the class of pe who shall vote is determined by the law of the 
2 by the law of the United States, or by their united result. (Page 


If the Government of the United States has within its constitutional do- 
main no authority to provide against these evils, if the very sources of 


power may be poisoned by corruption or controlled by violence and outrage 
without legal restraint, then, indeed, is the country er, and its best 
powers, its highest purposes, the hopes which it inspires, the love which 
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enshrines it, are at the mercy of the combinations of those who respect no 
ngae Das Dr Eae tor} on the one hand, and unprincipled corruptionists on 

These quotations from the law of the land (for I apprehend 
that no Senator will insist that any final decision of the Supreme 
Court is not the law of the land) would seem to be complete in 
substance and in terms as to the fact of the constitutionality of 
the so-called Federal election laws. 

What, then, Mr. President, is the cause of the present demand 
for the repeal of those laws? Has any man suffered any injustice 
by reason of their existence or because of their enforcement? 
Has any person been wronged by laws which were intended to 

revent wrong? Has any citizen been hindered or prəvented 
rom the exercise of any of his constitutional rights or preroga- 
tives by statutes which were intended solely to preserve and 
8 those rights? Every Senator will concede and claim 
that the exercise of the elective franchise should be maintained 
free from intimidation, fraud, and wrongdoing; should be pro- 
tected by some adequate and competent authority. 

In all elections where oificers of State concern alone are being 
voted for it is no doubt the province and duty of the State to 
provide such legislative safeguards as may be required. Butin 
elections where the interests of the United States are involved 
so closely, as in the case of Representatives or Senators, where 
the person elected is to be charged with the duty of legislating 
for the United States, who is to be sworn in asa legislator of the 
United States, and whose cath of office binds him solely to the 
execution of the office to which he is elected, and to ‘‘ preserve, 
protect, and defend the Constitution of the United States,” it 
seems to me to be conclusive as to the power and right, as well 
as to the duty of the Congress of the United States, to provide 
by appropriate legislation the proper safeguards for such elec- 
tions as well as to ey rotect alike the individual citi- 
zen and the aggregate body politic of the United States. 

The contention of those who urge the repeal of these laws 
seems to be based mainly upon the theory that the States alone 
are charged with the matter of police control of elections and 
that the Federal Government has no call to interfere even for 
the protection of its own direct and most important interests. 
They insist that the United States must poe epon the several 
States for the guaranty that the elections of Representativesand 
Senators in Congress shall be properly and honestly conducted. 
If this be the true rule, Mr. sident, why does the Constitu- 
tion give to Congress the right to e or alter” the prescrip- 
tion of the State Legislatures regarding the times, places, and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and Representatives?” 

Is it to be presumed that the fundamental law of a govern- 
ment will preclude that government from maintaining itself and 
leave it subject in its most vital and important part to the pos- 
sible neglector unfriendly act of an individual recalcitrant mem- 
2 in other words, to the dictation or adverse action of a single 

tate? 

I apprehend that no Senator will fail to perceive that this 
discussion brings us back to the identical question which our 
friends in the South attempted to settle at Sumter on that 
April day in 1861, and which reached a final settlement in 1865. 
It ie the question of State rights and State sovereignty as against 
and above the power of the United States. It is the question 
whether thisGovernment is simply a league between the States, 
revocable at the will of any State, or a Government having the 
right to exist and the power to control the means necessary to 
its existence. 

Shall the election of its Representatives and Senators in Con- 
gress be subject alike to the frauds and outrages of the judicial 
ruffians and the ward bullies to be found in imperial States and 
in metropolitan cities? Shall the mandate of a corrupt judge, 
or the order of a Maynard, determine the complexion of a Leg- 
islature which elects a Senator to this body? Shall the brawn 
and muscle of a McKane, in defiance of courts and laws, control 
next year the election of Representatives in Congress, and Con- 
gress have no power to protect by law the integrity of its own 
membership? 

In other words, Mr. President, is there to be no power in the 
hands of Congress, by which it may maintain in adegree the in- 
tegrity and purity of the determination of its own membership, 
or must it be ever subject to the frauds and wrongs which State 
laws have failed to prevent? 

I beg to call the attention of the Senate to an instance within 
my own observation and in my own State where the value and 
importance of the law creating supervisors of election was fully 
demonstrated. It may not be so generally known throughout 
the country as it is in Illinois and in Chicago that, but for one 
feature of this law, a feature simple and proper, the political 
complexion of this American Senate would in the year 1885 have 
been fraudulently changed from Republican to Democratic. I 
am not sure whether it would have actually changed the major- 
ity, but it was very close at that time. This important and far- 


reaching result would have unquestionably followed from a theft 
of a few bullots and the forging of a tally sheet in a single voting 
precinct of the Eighteenth ward in the city of Chicago had not 
the personal and record evidence of the two assistant supervisors 
who officiated in that precinct pointed out the fraud and forgery 
in the investigation of this import:nt case by the United States 
authorities in the court presided over by Judge H. W. Blodgett, 
who is now or has been one of the counsel for the United States 
in the recent Bering Sea arbitration case. 

The facts were developed that a sufficient number of ballots 
cast for Henry W. Leman for State senator had been abstracted 
from the sealed pickage returned to the county canvassers from 
the second precinct of the Eighteenth ward in Chicago; that a 
large number of frandulent, false, and forged ballots had been 
substituted therefor, bearing the name of Rudolph Brand for 
State senator, to defeat Leman and carry the senatorial election 
in favor of Rudolph Brand. Had this fraudulent return been 
sustained and Brand been seated as State senator, the Illinois 
Legislature would have had a Democratic majority, and the seat 
in the Senate of my lamented colleague and friend, Gen. John 
A. Logan, would have been filled by a Democratic Senator, and, 
if I remember correctly, this would have made the United States 
Senate Democratic in politics at that time. 

The sworn and honest returns of the two assistant supervi- 
sors, one a Democrat and the other a Republican, furnished the 

roof which pointed out the manner of the fraud, and immediately 

irected 1 to the guilty persons. In due time the en- 
tire chain of evidence was developed, and after an exhaustive 
trial in the United States court they were convicted and sen- 
tenced to prison. The trial was presided over by United States 
District Judge H. W. Blodgett, to whom I referred a while ago, 
and among the counsel for the defendants was a renowned law- 

er from an adjacent State, who is now a distinguished Senator 
th this body. 

This noted case, widely known as the Mackin election fraud,” 
is only a single one of a long list of election outrages committed 
in many of the large cities of the country, a recital of which 
would only emphasize the need for more efficient Federal control 
of such elections as may affect the membership of either of the 
two Houses of Congress. 

It is a matter of indifference which of the great political parties 
may be charged, for the time being, with the execution of these 
laws; but it is a matter of the highest importance that somebody, 
some official authority, of whatever shade in poe shall be 
required to enforce laws for the protection of the franchise. 

It is idle for the Congress of the United States to sit meer | 
down, contented with the false theory that the States have f 
control of the franchise and the protection of the ballot; until 
by adverse State legislation, or by nonlegislation, the very high- 
est privilege of the sovereign citizen is violated or rendered 
nugatory and valueless. It is a policy fundamentally wrong and 
indefensible in that, if carried to its legimate extent, it falls in 
line with the arguments once used in justification for the dis- 
ruption of the Union, the secession of the several States. 

I desire to emphasize the statement that a national govern- 
ment which has not the power within itself to protect its own 
membership, and to have some control over their election, is as 
weak as water and can not wrz long endure. 

This great country has reached its present high ition b; 
its constant jealousy of and impatience with everything whic 
tends to narrow the boundaries or limit the scope of the rights 
of the peaceful citizen in his exerciseof the sovereignty, which 
is his inalienable prerogative. By implication every voting 
citizen is not only entitled to cast an honest ballot, but have it 
honestly counted. If this right is liable to be infringed and in- 
terfered with, is it not the duty of the Government to protect it 
by legislation, using only such statutory machinery as s seem 
pe ta to effect the purpose? 

The necessity for some ample and competent authority, with 
recognized power behind it, to enforce lawful enactments; an 
authority dictated by enlightened civilization for the protection 
of the agency which above all others should be maintained pure 
and unstained; to see that the paper ballot, from the time it 
leaves the hands of the voter until it has reached an honest 
count and an honest announcement, shall be inviolable and un- 
impeachable, would seem to be imperative and unquestionable. 
Such necessity is so apparent, as a matter of popular concern and 
not as a partisan claim, that I am astonished that any serious 
opposition to the principle should develop here as a partisan 
measure. I can not believe that any Senator who now listens to 
me will disagree with me upon the abstract question of the 

wer of the Government to legislate for the protection of that 

lot which may affect the election of a Representative in Con- 
£8. 

If the existing Federal election laws are imperfect, or work 
injustice, amend or modify them, but do not sweep from the 
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statutes all legislation which tends to effectuate the honest ex- 


ion ofthe will of ge i 

An honest American tis the strongest. the most hercu- 
lean power in the world. Thit ballot, that great agency which 
creates an American President and an American Congress, 
builds a structure which the powers of the earth can not destroy. 
The Ame icin people, endowed with the honest ballot, are om- 
nipotent against emperors and kings. But how weak and puny, 
how poweriess and unrespected is that ballot which bears the 
taint of fraud or wrong. Those who profitand benefit by itare 
ashamed of it, and those who loze or suffer by it are outraged 
and injured. Oaly one power may properly prevent; only one 
authority can protect andremedy. ically and rightfully the 
Congress of the United States must maintain and protect the 
integrity of the election of members of the House of Represent- 
atives under that constitutional clause which gives to Congress 
the power to make or alter State regulations prescribing the 
times, place, and manner of electing Senators and Representa- 
tives, except only as to places of choosing Senators. 

Let me add that the power given to Congress carries with it 
the power to use whatever force may be necessary in the protec- 
tion of the voter and of the vote when it is attempted to be 
cast. 

A very ardent advocate of the repeal of the election laws, in a 
recent speech in another forum, urges that the right of suf- 
frage and conditions of suffrage are subject to the laws of the 
State of the citizen, and must be prescribed and limited by such 
State.” This premise may in itself be correct, but the deduc- 
tion, that the question of the right to vote being left to the 
State the determination of such right ought therefore to be ex- 
ee only by the power that gave it, viz, the State, does not 

W. 

There are various rights and privileges granted by the State, 
but it does not follow that the State alone shall determine the 
exercise of such right and privileges. Some State officers are 
elected solely by the State, and their powers and duties are usu- 
ally governed and directed by State laws, yet from the year 1787 
down to this day, they have been charged with duties and re- 
5 by the Federal Government; duties and responsi- 
bilities adhering to them by virtue of their qualification as State 
officers under State laws. By the Constitution of the United 
States we find that— 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made 


and th 
Legislatures, and nidicial officers. both 
of the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath and 
affirmation to support this Constitution. 
By Federal statutes. enacted as early as the years 1789 and 


1793, offenders against the United States may 
peace magistrate of where 
BS foun, andagrecadiy 60 the Oraal mote Of process against offenders in 
such State. and at the expense of the United States. be arrested and im- 
2 or bailed, as the case may be. for trial before such court of the 
nited States as has cognizance of the offense. 

Here is acase where by direct operation of one of the oldest 
existing statutes, a State officer is clothed with Federal juris- 
diction. Does this work any hardship or detract in any way 
from the power of the State? So, by anulogy, may not and do 
not the Federal statutes bearing upon the election of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress confer upon the election officers ap- 
pointed by the State a specific Federal duty? And ifso, may 
not Congress with equal authority appoint specially supervis- 
ors and marshais or other agents to protect the interest of the 
General Government? 

In the case of the Chicago election frauds, heretofore referred 
to, the trial court specifically decided during the progress of the 
trial that the o Hcers of the election, as well as the county clerk 
and his subordinates, charged under State law with the custod 
of the ballots after the election, were amenable to the Feder: 
law, although the frauds committed upon the ballots, and the 
forgery of the tally sheets as well as the fraudulent return, did 
not defeat the election of the Representative in Congress who 
was voted for upon the genuine ballot. 

A notary public ina State is a State officer, but he may admin- 
ister the oath of office to a Federal official, as also may a judge or 
justice of any State court. So it will be seen that these magis- 
trates are charged with certain Federal functions. So in the 
election of Senators the act of July 25, 1856, directs the time and 
manner of such elections, and specifically fixes the duty of the 
executive of the State and of each legislative house in connection 
with such election and itscertification. For these purposes the 
28 and State legistator are properly Arial Y with a Fed- 

uty. 

In cases of contested elections of members of Congress, the 
Federal statut s have for many years authorized State and mu- 
nicipal magistrates and notaries public to issue subpoenas, and to 
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take and verify testimony, for a distinctively Federal pur i 
and to prescribe penaities for violation. The Presiden —— 
ors of each State are chosen by the voters of the State, but the 
Congress, by law, directs as to the manner by which they shall 
perform their duties. The messengers appointed to convey the 
certificates of their votes to the President of the Senate are 
compensated by the United Stites, and for any neglect to per- 
form properly the service required are subject to a penal for- 
feiture ofa thousand dollars to the United States, although upon 
the theory of those who urge the repeal of theelection laws the 
State alone has the power to direct and control the exercise of 
the functions of the Presidential elector, because the State con- 
trols the election of such officers. 

There are various other illustrations of the theory which has 
recently been set up by those favoring the breaking down of the 
barriers separating lawlessness and crime from decency and an 
honest ballot. 

It occurs to me that our Democratic friends are not exercisi 
their usual shrewdness, just upon their accession to political 
control of the country, by overthrowing salutary regulations 
which will be placed under their own control. Asa Republi- 
can, I would much rather have such a system of laws, meant and 
intended solely for the proper protection of the honest and le- 
gitimate voter, even if every official agency for their enforce- 
ment shall be of the Democratic party. I have not so lost faith 
in American citizenship as to believe that the sworn officers of 
any political party will ignore the requirements of wise and just 
election laws. Better such a system, by whomsoever it may be 
administered, than to be without law and without hindrance to 
the criminal acts of the vicious and depraved class. Do not 
break down and destroy the restraints and barriers which offer 
some obstruction to the frauds and crimes which seek the ballot 
= the weak point in the political armor of the American sys- 

m. 

Are our politicians so pure as to walk always in the straight 
and narrow path of honesty? Is it true that no laws are needed 
to protect the purity of the ballot, and to punish outrages thereon? 
To this question it is not necessary to go back to the early days 
to find the answer. It is not necessary to go to Arkansas, or to 
sina ape or to those other places in the South where the 
people think they have grievances sufficient to justify them in 
stifling a free ballot. It is not necessary to go into the black 
parishes, where it may be supposed that the ignorance and 
vicious habits of the colored voters require the wholesome re- 
straint of the White Caps to insure that they vote right, or that 
their votes be counted right. 

No, indeed; it is ony necessary to go into the enlightened 
State of New York to find volumes of proof of the inability, of 
the indisposition of the State to guarantee an honest casting and 
true counting of honest votes. Does it not bring the blush of 
shame to the cheek of American Senators to think even of the 
public fact of the gigantic frauds upon decency, the monstrous 
outrages upon the elective franchise which have been pe 
trated within the last few months in that great Commonwealth 
whose borders are almost within sight of the statue upon the 
er areal What a disgrace to the American bar and what a hu- 
miliation to the judiciary of a noble State has become the name 
of that judge, the tool and willing agent, who sold his judicial 
birthright for a mess of miserable political pottage! A high 
officer of the State of New York, a deputy attorney-general, to 
effectuate a gigantic outrage, is said to have abstracted from the 
office of the State comptroller the sacred records or returns 
of an election which had given a Republican majority in a cer- 
tain senatorial district, and by this theft, aided by 8 
similar in character affecting other districts, succeeded in re- 
versing the political status of the State senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois yield to the Senator from New York? , 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido, though not for a speech. 

Mr. HILL. Is the Senator aware of the fact that the result 
of the contested-election case to which he refers could not have 
8 the membership of the senate of the State of New 

or 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as that interrogatory is concerned, if 
the Senator simply proposes to justify that action by the declar- 
ation that that contested election wouid not have controlled the 
politics of the State of New York, I regard it as no sufficient 
question to be asked in this case, because if it was a crime, 
whether it decided the party majority-in the Legislature of that 
State or not, neither the Senator nor any other man should jus- 


tify it. 
Air. HILL. Will the Senator indulge me in a further observa- 
tion? : 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Whether or not there was anything irregular or 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


159 


criminal in the action in that senatorial district is a question 
which will be discussed at the proper time, and one as to which 
the Senator, of course, does not expect me to answer him now; 
but the point he was trying to make seemed to be that the action 


in that district had effected the control of the senate of the State 
of New York; and upon that point I beg to inform the Senator 
that his statement is not true. 

Mr. CULLOM. Whether the statement is exactly true or 
not 

Mr. HILL. It is neither exactly true nor substantially true. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not say that it was actually true; but it 
probably required two or three changes in order to get control 
of that Legisliture and secure in one way or another the elec- 
tion of a senator friendly to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. The election of United States Senator had noth- 
ing whatever to.do with that question, except ina very slight 
degree. Ifthe district to which the Senator refers had been 
given to the Republicans, or two of the districts which were con- 
tested, the Democratic majority in the assembly was sufficient 
toelect my distinguished colleague to this body. That question 
had nothing whatever to do with the control of the Senatorship 
from the State of New York. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I understand the facts to be 
of course I yield to the Senator so far as familiarity with the 
facts is concerned 

Mr. HILL. Ido not say that the Senator wilfully misstates 
the facts. $ 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. HILL. I presume he has simply taken the partial ac- 
counts in the partisan newspapers of our State. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave not relied mg aan upon newspaper 
accounts, but I have understood, and I think the country 
understood, that the action of that man, who afterwards became 
a judge, inaugurated a scheme which resulted in changing the 
character of that Legislature. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to inform the Senator, and the country 
at the same time, that that is not a correct statement of the 
situation. 

Mr. CULLOM. We shall see. 

Mr. HILL. At the proper time I shall reply to the Senator; 
but I do not wish to further interrupt him now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall proceed. 

In the course of events this man very soon became, by 2 3 N 
ment, an associate justice of the court of 3 of the State of 
New York, a court which, by tradition and by the merited high 
character and reputation of its members, had ranked as high 
as any judicial tribunal in America, except the Supreme Court 
of the United States. As a further repayment for the miser- 
able crime to which I have referred, the State convention of a 
at political party, held at Saratoga on the 15th of September 
t, by a vote of 398 to 1 nominated Isaac H. Maynard for its 
candidate, to continue in office as judge of the court of appeals. 
Six or seven weeks later the people of the State of New York 
constituted themselves a higher court of appeals, and by a ma- 
jority approximating a hundred thousand votes they said to 
‘enna H. Maynard, as Sir Matthew Hale, chief justice of the 
king’s bench, said to a corrupt and dishonest judge: Take off 
our judicial robes and come down from that seat which youare 
th no wise worthy to hold.” 

Mr. President and Senators, what Joseph Mackin attempted 
and nearly accomplished in Chicago in 1884 by the theft, fraud, 
and forgery which 1 have before alluded to was, as I believe, 
consummated in New York in 1892 by Maynard and his associ- 
ates. It is believed that a seat in the American Senate has to 
trace its title to an act upon which the people of New York have 
fixed the indelible stamp of infamy and wrong and crime. And 
the seal of lasting condemnation the verification, not of 
Republicans alone, but of high-minded, able, honest, and most 
respected Democrats. The Bar Association of the State of New 
York, the highest unofficial fraternity of legal minds in this 
country, out of respect to their own honor and integrity, took 
cognizance of this infamy. 

That bar association appointed a committee to consider the 
question not of political propriety, but of professional decency 
involved in the possible election of such a man to that exalted 

geship. That committee was com of such men as Fred- 
erick R. Coudert, Democrat; James C. Carter, Democrat; John 
E. Parsons, Democrat; Clifford A. Hand, Democrat; William 
B. Hornb!ower, Democrat; Albert Stickney, Democrat; Edmund 
R. Robinson, Democrat; Elihu Root, Republican. 

And after much consideration and care they reported that 
Maynard and his confréres had tainted an honored profession, 
and had filled seats in the New York Legislature by infamous 
outrage and fraud. 

This Congress has nothing todo with Maynard’salleged crime, 
except as it presents a most marked instance of the necessity of 


providing all possible safeguards for the ballot, even in our most 
enlightened States. It gies me great pleasure to say that in 
this noted case in New York, as well as in the one referred toin 
Chicago, many of the very best Democratic citizens took earnest 
and positive part in bringing to oe the perpetrators of the 
great wrongs. Many of them felt that the reproach which at- 
tached to their party on account of it was so great that it was a 
duty that they owed to an outraged public to do their utmost 
towards its punishment. And the voice of the November elec- 
tion showed that thousands of conscientious Democrats waived 
their partisanship to give emphatic earnestness to their votes. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. HILL. Do J understand the Senator from Illinois to claim 
that the United States Government ought to regulate the elec- 
tion of members of the Legislatures of the various States because 
the senators and members of those Legislatures participate in 
the election of United States Senators? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not claimed any such thing. 

Mr. HILL. I thought the drift of the Senator's argument 
was in that direction. 

Mr. CULLOM. I said, upon the contrary, that Congress has 
nothing to do with Ma ’scrime except as it presents a most 
marked instance of the necessity of providing ble safe- 
guards for the ballot, even in our most enlightened States. 

Mr. HILL. What has that to do with the question of the re- 
peal of the Federal election laws? 

Mr. CULLOM. As I have already said, while the Congress 
of the United States may not have any power to control the elec- 
tion of State legislators, it has the unquestionable power to con- 
trol the elections for members of the National House of Repre- 
sentatives, and it has under the Constitution also the power, 
when the Legislature comes to elect a Senator, to control that 
so, as we have already done by the act of Congress passed in 


Even now, within a week, upon the complaint of a New York 
Democrat, an honest high court has been found which has ren- 
dered a decision bringing the violators of the law and decency 
nearer and nearer tothe penitentiary, as evidenced by the follow- 
ing paragraph cut from a New York newspaper: 


SENATE STEAL TO BE PROBED—THE STATE BOARD OF CANVASSERS MUST 
ANSWER FOR CONTEMPT, 


ALBANY, December 6, 

The general term has overruled Judge Edwards in the Mylod return cases. 
Judge Mayham dissenting. Herrick wrote the opinion. 

The case was the People, ez rel. Platt, against the State board of canvassers, 
and was for an order to show cause why the board should ee oe peace. 
for contempt in can the Dutchess County returns in 1891, by which 
the Democrats were enabled to steal control of the senate. 2 

But wrongdoing and crime run at high speed, while justice 
follows ata gaie While justice and e are being invoked to 
punish 8 what do we see as a result of their 
crimes? ere do we find the culmination of all this fraud, 
rascality, thievery, and outrage? What was its ultimate pur- 
poe and object? I hesitate to voice the answer; but it is here. 

feel shocked toeven think of it. I pause at its utterance when 
it involves a spectacle which almost challenges the credulity of 
the imagination. I would for the honor of American citizen- _ 
ship, for the respect I have for American manhood, that I might 
give some other answer, but the fact is plain. 

The crystallized result of all this venality and infamy is bla- 
zoned upon the roll of membership of the Senate of the United 
States, and all the frantic zeal of a partisan majority can never 
efface it. It blots the Page of history, and shrouds in shame the 
proud commonwealth which had honored this Chamber by names 
like De Witt Clinton, William L. Marcy, Silas Wright, John A. 
Dix, and William H. Seward. It is no reflection upon the per- 
sonal or official honor of any member of this body that he may 
happen to be the innocent beneficiary of his seat because of some 
wrongdoing by another, for according to law and precedent he 
may legally and rightfully hold his seat without question. But 
the offense and the punishment remain subject to the law of the 
land. President Arthur was the rightful President of the United 
States, although he became such by a cruel murder. The pun- 
ishment of Guiteau cast no reflection upon the title to the Presi- 
dency. But the offense remained, and it must be dealt with by 


the legal power. 
So I say, all good people everywhere in America, regardless 
of their political affiliations, should join as one man to perpetu- 


ate, to make stronger and more efficient every guard and pro- 
tection for honest elections. Do not relapse into barbarism, but 
keep pace with the age in which we live. Break downanarchy 
and build up society. 

And now, Mr. President, to my brother Senators upon the 
other side of this Chamber I have to present some words of 
earnestness, not specially bearing upon the election laws alone. 
I wish calmly and without disrespect to say to you what my fel- 
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low Senators upon this side believe, what the great panes | of 
the people of many of the States believe, and what I candidly 
and sincerely believe, in regard to the present situation in the 
United States. 

The present Administration, and the majority party in this 
Congress are building up a feeling in every neighborhood, ham- 
let, town, and city in the Northern States, which will, whenever 
it can find expression, reach every man who by his voice or vote 
is aiding the direct warfare now being made the prosperity 
of the people of this country. The public indignation, not con- 
fined by any means to the members of my own party, has reached 
an intensity almost unequaled since 1861. The people are 
alarmed, and, Mr. President, their apprehension and alarm are 
justified by the unprecedented action of the Executive and the 
{impending reckless legislation which isthreatened. The entire 
country, without regard to locality, and the great mass of the 

le, without regard to party affiliation, stand aghast at the 
evidences which are piling higher and higher every day of the 
total incapacity of the party in power to deal with public ques- 
tions of the most vital importance to the people of a suffering 
country. 

The N repeal of the election laws is an important one 
of the proposed steps in the mad rush toward barbarism Which 
the irresponsible elements of the Democratic party advocated and 
adopted at Chicago. But important as this may be, its effect is 
but a ripple upon the surface of publicsentiment, compared with 
that which has raised the very ocean of public indignation. The 
public welfare is menaced by an attempt to break down a most 
wholesome tariffsystem. Vast interests are frightened into stag- 
nation, and ruin threatens the industries of a great ple. 
Mills are idle, our shops are closed; while the agents of foreign 
countries, the manufacturers of England and the Continent, and 
the importers of foreign goods and wares, are jubilant and joy- 
ous, in the prospect that the acts which strike terror over our 
entire country are going to start afresh thelooms and spindles 
and hammers of Manchester, Birmingham, Leeds, and Hamburg. 

We have scriptural authority for saying that the man who does 
not provide for his own is worse than an infidel,” and quite as 
true must be the statement that the legislator who does not pro- 
tect the interests of his country is worse than a traitor. This 
reference to British interests and foreign influence can not be 
met by sneers and ridicule. Is there no significance in the fact 
that every British newspaper of consequence, on the day follow- 
ing the delivery of the President's mi in Congress indulged 
in laudation of the President’s tariff policy, and rejoiced in the 
bright prospect of the adoption of the work of the House Ways 
and Means Committee? And as a counterpart to these expres- 
sions from across the Atlantic, I intend upon a proper occasion 
soon to present to this Senate quotations from some of the let- 
ters I am daily receiving from anxious citizens all over the Mis- 
sissippi Valley, bearing the touching story of the universal fear, 
which has truly reached the stage of terror, at the future pros- 

t shadowed out in the course outlined by the majority of this 
ngress. 

t else than terror and d ir can we expect judging by 
the policy which could wantonly crush American industry and 
. the interwoven interests of American capital and 
American labor with one hand, while with the other it tears 
down the American ensign which had spread its protecting folds 

fully over a struggling colony upon an island of the sea? 

An act which all the powers of monarchical Europe could not 
have accomplished was committed by an order of an American 
President upon the advice and recommendation of a newly bap- 
tized Democratic Secretary of State. Should it hereafter ap- 
pear that the present envoy to Honolulu, Mr. Willis, has duly 
performed his appointed duty, and caused the reënthronement of 
the ex-Queen of the Sandwich Islands, the President and the 
Secretary will wish that the Hawaiian mountains might speediiy 
fall upon them, 

To what element of the people of this country has this Admin. 
istration endeared itself by its pension policy? Where in all 
the broad domain of this Union Will be found the single precinct 
or district which shall sustain it, unless it be some locality where 
no soldier of the Union is to be found? 

Then, in addition to the tearing down of the election laws, the 
tearing down of the protective tariff, the tearing down of the 
American flag, and the tearing down of the pension policy, the 
national-bank system is to be torn down, and the 10 per cent tax 
upon State-bank issues is to be torn away. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator expect to prevent the country 
from realizing the dire effect he has mentioned by a continu- 
ance of the Federal election law? 

Mr.CULLOM. As I say, that is one of the steps that is taken, 
the end of which will be the destruction of every single act that 
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I have referred to, which will break down thd industries and the 
very life of this nation. Does the Senator desire to ask any fur- 
ther questions? 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will permit me, I will avail myself 
of the opportunity. I understood the Senator a few moments 
ago to refer to the recent election in the State of New York as 
a condemnation of certain political methods or results. Iunder- 
stand him now to claim that the election was a vindication of 
the Republican 1 policy. 

Mr. CULLOM., Is that all? 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to have the Senator define specially 
which it was. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido say that the conduct which I have de- 
scribed as having occurred in the State of New York, which, in 
my judgment, gave a majority to the Democracy in that State 
and which resulted in the election of a Democratic Senator, has 
been condemned by the people of the State of New York by 
nearly a hundred thousand majority in defeating the Democratic 
candidate for judge of thecourt of appeals. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has not answered the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I have. 

Mr. HILL. Had the election anything to do with the ques- 
tion of the tariff? 

Mr. CULLOM. Theelection had nothing to do with the ques- 
tion of the tariff except that the Democratic party declared in 
convention,and have been evor since declaring, that they intend 
to carry out what they had proclaimed in their platform at Chi- 
cago. and that alarmed the people and helped to give the major- 
ities which have been recently cast in favor of the Republican 
party and against Democracy. 

Mr. HILL. As L understand the Senator, then, he thinks the 
question of the tariff was only very remotely involved in the recent 
election in New York. I desire tostate to him, what I think the 
country well knows, that the quena of the tariff was directly, 
substantially, and wholly involved, in connection with the issue 
of a larger and more extensive election law in the eleciion of 
1892, when the State of New York by nearly 50,000 majority cast 
its votes for tariff reform, and on a full vote, too. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not said at any time, and do not say 
now, that the election went off upon the question of the repeal of 
the election laws. I do say, however, that as to the candidate 
for judge, who seemed to be so much the friend of the honorable 
Senator from New York, he was defeated by a larger majority 
because of the belief on the part of those people that he had been 
corrupt in his office than he would have been if he had not been 
so regarded, 

Mr. HILL. Allow me again 

Mr. CULLOM. But I desire to say furthermore 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not want the Senator to interrupt me all 
the time. 

Mr. HILL. I will not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say, furthermore, that while that 
is true, the people of New York, as the people of Massachusetts 
and Iowa, felt that if it was to be the policy of the Democratic 
party to carry out its platform they would vote against the 
party, as they did in those States, and also in the State of Ohio, 

use they wanted to put their seal of condemnation upon the 
policy that was intended to be carried out by the Demoeratic 
rty. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to inform the Senator 

The PRESIDENT protem Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator need not lie awake nights over any 
anxiety upon the subject as to whether the Democratic pariy 
pors to carry out its platform upon the question of the tariff. 

can assure him that the party does intend to carry it out faith- 
fully, honestly, and impartially. 

Mr. CU M. Well. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator has spoken of the re- 
cent candidate for judge of the court of appeals in my State as 
my friend. Ido not deny that he was and is my friend, but I 
say in the changes in political affairs which are incident to poli- 
tics it does not necessarily follow that because a paty is defeated 
there isa personal condemnation of men. Charles J. Folger was 
your friend, sir, and the friend of your side, and yet in the in- 
cidents of politics he ran for governor of our State against the 
present Chief Executive of the nation, and the pariy to which 

ou belong was beaten by the largest majority ever 5 ven in the 
history ot the Empire State—i92,000 majority. But I never 
heard anyone say that it was a personal condemnation of the dis- 
tinguished man who was defeated. 
r.CULLOM. Neither have I. 
Mr. HILL. Then we agree. [Laughter.] 


So much for that. 


1893. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Now, if the Senator is through I want to as- 
sure him that I am not lying awake nights as much as he is on 
account of what the Democrats are going to do. 

Mr. HILL. I thought you were. ; 

Mr.CULLOM. Not at all. I think the Senator himself is a 
good deal more disturbed by the condition of affairs as it affects 
the Democratic party. 7 

Mr. HILL. Not the slightest. The worry is all on your side. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am glad to know the Senator is so quiet and 
calm. Now, I repeat that the people, where they had the op- 
portunity of voting in the recent election, voted with the facts 
staring them in the face, not only in New York as to the elec- 
tion of a judge, but that the tariff laws, the banking laws, the 
election laws were all to be put in jeopardy if the Democratic 
party carried out its pledges at its national convention at Chi- 
cago, and because they believed that they voted more largely 
the Republican ticket than they have done for a good many years 

ast. 
p Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me again? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; if it will please the Senator, I will. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to concede that the 
question in reference to the election laws, the question of the 
tariff, and the other questions to which he alluded were all di- 
rectly involved in the election of 1892. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had not said anything about those elections, 
but I agree to it. 

Mr. . Iam specially referring to the election of 1892, 
the Presidential election, upon a full vote. I think there were 
some national questions involved in that election. 

Mr.CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. It was not merely a question of personality be- 
tween candidates. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly not. 

Mr. HILL. Upon those questions which were involved on a 
full vote throughout the country the people voted with the 
Democratic party in spite of all your Federal election laws. Is 
not that true? 

Mr. CULLOM. 5 

Mr. HILL. Now, does the Senator say that because of the 
election held this fall in four or five States, most of them Re- 
publican, some of whom did not east their votes for the Demo- 
cratic candidates, there was any change in the sentiments of the 
great majority of the people of this country? 

Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator through now? 

Mr. HILL. For the present. 

Mr. CULLOM. Well, Mr. President, it is true that a major- 
ity of the people voted the Democratic ticket in 1892; a pl ty, 
rather, not a majority. Butassoon as they woke up the day 
after the election and found what had happened, they repented, 
and they have been repenting ever since. 

As if theother acts of destruction were not sufficient to satisfy 
the demon of organized ruin, the currency of the country, the 
last relic of stable value, is to be . and destroyed. 
What, in Goa's name, will be left to make the United States worth 
living in if, after the other cyclones have done their worst, the 
country is to be once again put at the mercy of a multitude of 
State-banking systems, as it was prior to the war of the rebel- 
lion? State Legislatures are to be left free to charter unlimited 
and uncontrolled banks of issue, and the choice securities for 
their circulating notes will be found to be the bonds of school 
districts, small municipalities, and other corporations, gradin 
in market value from zero to par. How long will it be ti 
sharp bankers will control the sparse population of some remote 
section in Arizona or elsewhere and issue bonds upon valueless 
territory as the basis for the issue of money to help the farmers 
to move their crops,” as I believe the Populists say. 

In the State of Pilin ois and other States of the West we have 
gono through all that experience, and we had hoped that the 

teful known as a State-bank system had gone to stay. 

Mr. President and Senators, I may speak earnestly upon th 
subject, but the present unusual state of public affairs demands 
some proper recognition at the hands of this Congress. If any 
existing legislation works harshly or unjustly towards the peace- 


ful citizen, changeit, modify it, or correct it. But this crusade 
of general repeal, of general warfare upon systems under which 
tof wisdom or 


we have been happy and prosperous is not the p 
of statesmanship. It is true such a policy as is now being pur- 
sued in this regard is driving the people by the thousands and 
hundreds of thousands into the Republican party, yetI am notso 
much a partisan as to wish success to my party to be built upon 
the ruin of my country. 

Lentreat the serious thinking men of the Democracy to call a 
halt in the wild campaign of error, and cause their reckless fol- 
lowing to keep their hands from despoiling the work which 
has stood the test of time and which bears the stamp of value. 

Every word spoken here reaches the open ears of millions of 
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anxious and earnest Americans. The warm blood of every Amer- 
ican heart pulsates in ready response toevery vote givenin this 
Congress, which bears upon interests and rights that have 
grown dear and almost sacred to all. 

Let me say, Mr. President, according to the report made by 
officials in our own State, as I understand it, there are not less 
than 117,000 men out of employment and without bread in Chi- 


cago to-day, and the State is moving in the direction of t 
to take care of those ae until the industries can be Heilas d 

Mr. PALMER. ill my colleague allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois yield to his colleague? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido, with pleasure. 

Mr. PALMER. Will my colleague kindly answer me two 
questions? The first is whether this speech of his is being made 
witha view to the Chicago election to occur next week? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not been considering the Chicago 
election since I have been on the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. If it is, I shall have to withdraw the little 
arrangement between myself and my colleague, and go to Chicago 
and answer the speech there. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will release the Senator if he desires to go. 

Mr. PALMER. Still, I wish to ask the Senator if he can in- 
dicate what has been done by the Democratic party to produce 
the results he describes so well. 

Mr. CULLOM, I can answer the Senator according to my 
judgment. The fact that the Democratic party is pledged and 
is moving in the direction of destroying the protective tariff 
laws this hour results in the fact that the s and factories, 
and mines, if you please, are substantially closed, waiting to see 
what the action of this Congress is going to be upon that sub- 
ject, and the resultis that tens of thousands of laboring men are 
out of employment and can not get work. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to 
me for a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. CULLOM. Assuredly, if he will make his question a lit- 
tle shorter than he usually does. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I shall make no speeeh. I shall simply 
ask a question. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is it not true that a great many people 
were influenced to go to Chicago during the Fair time in the 
hope anc expectation of getting employment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is that short enough? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is very short. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Probably a hundred thousand and more 
of those out of employment, of whom the Senator speaks, went 
there undersuch circumstances. is it possible for the Senator 
to believe that after the Fair had ended, after the labor and em- 
ployment which they sought there and Papom and were 

d for, places can be supplied for the 117,000 additional people 
y the industries of Chicago? 

Mr. CULLOM. Is that all? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That is all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Are you through? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I want to be entirely candid 
with the Senator from New Jersey. I have no doubt that there 
are many men in Chicago who came there when mills and mines 
in other places were closed, hoping that they might find work 
because we had the World’s Fair there. Probably a good many 
thousand people who are now out of work there came in in that 
way, as I have stated; but the testimony comes from all direc- 
tions that mills and mines are closed and laboring men are out 
of work, and the Senator knows it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes; but if the Senator will bear with 
me, it was due very largely toa financial panic which afflicted 
this country during the past summer, all of which was owing to 
the unwise and vicious legislation of the party towhich the hon- 
orable Senator belongs. If there had been no Sherman law 
upon the statute books probably we would have had no financial 
panic, and when the Senator undertakes to charge the Demo- 
cratic party with this condition of things he is undertaking a 
very, very big job. 

Mr.CULLOM. Now, is the Senator through? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There was no panic in 1892 immediately 
after the vote was counted and canvassed, and President Cleve- 
land was declared elected. No panic occurred until May or June 
of this per If it is the tariff policy of the Democratic party 
which produced the panic, why did not the e startin 
November of last year, after President Cleveland had been de- 
clared elected apoa the platform of which the Senator complains? 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam glad the Senator has asked me that ques- _ 


162 


tion. Iam aware that the Senator has insisted from the begin- 
‘ning that the law known as the Sherman act was responsible for 
‘all the ills that have befallen the country siace Mr. Cleveland 
was elected, and I have no doubt the Senator will continue to re- 
t that story until Mr. Cleveland goes out of office, which will 
in about three years. But, in the be ing, while I voted 

to repeal that act use many people believed it ought to be 
done and might be in the way, said then in the remarks I made 
in the Senate, and I adhere to it now, that when the American 
people rose the next morning after the 8th of November a year 
‘ago and found that Mr. Cleveland was elected, with a Senate 
‘and a House both to support him, and that the President was 

ut upon a platform in favor of re g the protective tariff 

ws, in favor of repealing the 10 per cent tax on State banks, in 
favor of repealing the election laws, and almost every other thing 
that they could think of that the Republican party had ever 
done which gave to this country prosperity, right then the panic 
began slowly until it became a volume that shut up almost every 
mill and factory and mine in the oomai. 

Mr. 5 Will my colleague allow me? We get along 
very nicely. 

.CULLOM. Certainly we do. 

Mr. PALMER. Ishould like to ask my colleague if he thinks 
it is possible in our State for a State bank to be established? 

Mr. CULLOM. We have a constitutional provision in our 
State that prohibits State banks at present. That constitutional 

rovision might be removed. Of course I do not know what the 
PAS of our State may do; neither, I suppose, does my col- 


league. 

Mr. PALMER. We can not tell, but I can say this: I donot 
like to state to the galleries how long ago I opposed State banks; 
and the present constitution is one that will not be changed as 
long as the present generation lasts. Whenit will be doneafter 
that time I can not tell. State banks are not possible in Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true at present, and I hope the policy 
will never be changed. My colleague says he is against State 
banks and has been always against them, and I have no doubt 
he states exactly what he means. The Representative from m 
district, Mr. SPRINGER, said he was against them, but I find he 
is chairman of a committee the majority of which is in favor of 
repealing the 10 per cent tax and the establishment of some sort 
of quondam State banks. So whatever may be the position of 
my colleague or any other individual member, the Democratic 
party in its convention declared in favor of the repeal of the 10 
per cent tax, and the other House, if I may be allowed to refer 
to it, is taking steps in that direction. 

Mr. PALMER. Will my colleague allow me to state another 
fact? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. ~ 

Mr. PALMER. He misstates the position of the Democratic 
party. In certain States the Democratic party favors State 
banks and the Democratic party in other States does not. The 
Democratic party in Illinois does not favor State banks. The 
Democratic party believes that the exercise of the power of tax- 
ation as a means of suppressing evilsis wrong in principle. The 
Democratic party believes, if Congress has the power, which I 
think it has, to suppress State-bank issues, that power should 
be exereis d directly and not indirectly, and that it is an abuse 
of the taxing power to employ it to suppress that which is in- 
tended to be prohibited; that it is dangerous as a precedent. 
While I am satisfied that the Democratic re opposed the 
taxation of the issues of State banks, in many of the States it is 
opposed to State banks. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely referred to this, first, because, as I 
understand it, it is in the Democratic platform at Chicago that 
that tax must be re 

lace a bill, I understand, is partly if not entirely agreed upon 
for that purpose. While there are doubtless individual Senators 
in that party who are against the re‘stablishment of State banks, 
I suppose as a matter of fact the majority of the party in the 
Senate on the other side of the aisle are in favor of a repeal of 
the 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues. I may be mistaken in 
that, however, and I sincerely hope that Iam. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator now be so kind 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I am not intruding too much 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. To answer the quession I put to him some 


time ago. 
Mr. CULLOM. Ishall be very happy to answer any question, 


if I ean do so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The question which I asked the Senator 
was whether the 117,000 new rers of whom he speaks could 
hope or expect to find . the industries of Chi- 
cago, let the tariff be what it may; and the Senator proceeds 


then to a generalization and evades the question. Will the Sen- 
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ator please answer that question now for the information of the 


% of C „and for mine? 

Mr CULLOM. I should be very glad to give the Senator 
such an answer as he desires if I knew what the exact fact was; 
but he knows and I know that neither of us can tell exactly how 
many men could be employed of the 117,000 if all the mills and 
factories and business establishments there were in full opera- 
tion. I do not know how many could be employed. I wish to 
suggest to the Senator that while, as I have said, there may be 
more there than could . with all the industries in opera- 
tion, the men who are there hear the same story from every- 
where else, because it is the same story in almost every manu- 
facturing town, as I understand it. Therefore it is impossible 
for me to state exactly what the fact would be if the Democratic 
party had not suceeded last fall and all those mil!s were run- 
ning as they used to be iggy under Republican rule. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, if I understand the Senator cor- 
rectly, it was the fear of the striking down of the present tariff 
that deprived labor of employment. If that be true, and the 
Senator will bear with me further, with a bill just prepared in 
another place which represents more . the protective 
principle in tarif legislation (which is incidental protection) 
than any bill which has ever been made by any Congress in this 
country, a bill which will open a hundred factories where it will 
close up one I want to know, then, in the presence of such a 
bill, how it is that the Senator pretends to say that it frightens 
the industries of the country? 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator is making astatement with which 
I take issue. I have no right to say yes or no absolutely; but I 
say to him that in my judgment the bill he refers to will, in- 
stead of giving protection, shut up almost every mill that is not 
already shut in this country. It issubstantially a free-trade bill. 
And I want to say another thing, that while I have it not in my 
possession here, I have just received a communication from a 

entleman engaged in a special line of manufacturing in which 
e says he knows nothing about the application of that pro 
law to other business, but as to the business in which he is en- 


y gaged it is a mere run and jump without any sense or reason in 


in the tabulation of its rates; and that is what I believe as to 
most of the proposed changes to be found in the bill. 
Now, then, let me read a little hereabout the laboring people. 
The Senator is anxious to know about where they are. 
THE UNEMPLOYED, 


This is from a newspaper, Ido not vouch for it, but itis a state- 
ment, which I will read: 


While WILLIAM L. WILSON Peta, arr the readers of the Sunday Press with 
solemn free-trade platitudes dilates on the havoc which the scramble 
for ils and the silver law have played with the country, the 

bill which bears his name is b the industrial population of our 

t cities face to face with starvation. Careful estimates made by capa- 

Bie statisticians and published in yesterday's Sunday Press 2 ves 
sna a fact that the number out ot work in New York is not less 


Our people in Chicago can not go there. 

In 0, over 100,000; in Philadel: not less than 90,000; in Boston, 
8 40,000; in Cincinnati, over 15,000. Here we have in these five cities 
atthe 
man 


The actual figures published by the census for one hundred and thirty- 
per head apres 80 


I see in the proceedings of the labor convention now in session 
in the city of Chicago the president of that convention, what- 
ever it is called, says that there are not less than 3,000,000 labor- 

men out of employment to-day in the United States. 
r. President, there never was such a condition of affairs ex- 
isting in this country in all its history with reference to the 
ing classes as exists at this very What is the mat- 
ter? reason of it is that you are threatening the industries 
0 his money and 
open the doors of his factory or mill. t Is one great reason. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON: rose. 3 

Mr. CULLOM. Now; I am nearly: done, if the Senator will 
lot mo say ano her word or two. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I beg the Senator's pardon, 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not complain of the interruption at all. 

Mr. President, we are all American citizens, free to approve 
and free to criticise.. We watch closely every act of our pub- 
lic servants, and we feel proud of our country and its insti- 
tutions. We do not want them disturbed. We revere thecountry 
and the flag. Not a man or woman but feels proud of the honor 
of giving due allegiance to the flag of our country, and any sacri- 
lege done to that glorious symbol will never be condoned. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon for having occupied: so long the 
time of the Senate. 

DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH HAWAI. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I should like 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour not. hay- 
ing expired, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from yesterday. By consent the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] occupied a portion of the morn- 
ing hour in addressing the Senate upon the subject-matter dis- 
cussed by him. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My recollection is that at the sug 
tion of the Senator from Kansas Mr. PEFFER] those resolutions 
went over until to-morrow morning and they will then come up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two Senators offering 
the resolutions consented that they should be withheld at the 

icular time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I then ask unanimous consent that the 
resolutions be passed over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection. to the re- 


quest of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears. none, and. 


the resolutions will go ovor until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. FRYE. To which resolution does the Chair refer? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] and the resolution of the Senator 
from Kansas Mr. PEFFER]. The Senator from Nevada is recog- 
nized by the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. The suggestion was made to me from the other 
side of the Chamber this morning that it might be well to let 
the resolutionsubmitted by me go to the Committee on Foreign 
Rolations. It calls for some matter not called for in the resolu- 
tion which has heretofore the Senate, but it is quite pos- 


sible that the answer to the resolution which has the: | P&P: 
Senate will bring the answer to this resolution. So Lsaid to the 


Senator who made the suggestion to me that L should not object 
to the resolution going to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The matter may, however, go over until to-morrow and then be 
disposed oſ us we shall agree. 

Mr. CALL. I only wish to say that the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] was not in the Chamber this morning when 
consent was given that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
should occupy the morning hour. Tthinkit was understood that 
the Sentor from Delaware desired to submit some remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware is the Senator to 


whom I referred and with whom I had the conversation. Let 


the matter stand until he comes in then, Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there objection. to the resolution going over 
until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. HOAR.. Not the slightest. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to occupy the attention of the Senate for 
a liitle while to-morrow morning. 

~The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
there is no objection to both resolutions going over until to- 
morrow morning, holding their-rightof then being presented to 
the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. [should Wee for the purpose of allow- 
ing the Senator from Delaware to be heard to-day if he desired. 
I do not, however, see him in the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR.. He will be here to-morrow-morning undoubtedly. 

M. CALL. Very well. I have no more to say. 

REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. STEWART] is entitled to the floor on the bill S. 412) to re- 

al Title XXVIof the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

own as the Federal election law. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Federal election law does 
not involve the question of honest elections, but does involve in 
what jurisdiotion the question of honest elections shall be de- 
termined, whether by the States or the General Government. 
Inasmuch as the power to legisiate with regard to the election 
of members of the House of Representatives is possessed both by 
the State and the General Government; it is a question the e 
ency and good government where that power should be ; 


It is manifest that the power, if exercised by the General Govern- 
ment, should never be exercised to interfere with the election of 
State officers, but primarily by the Constitution it was intended 
that the States should regnlate all elections. The language of 
the Constitution is as follows: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
355... eT ESNE 
to the 5 — — Senators. ä 

By an examination of the debates in the convention for the 
formation of the Constitution, it will be observed that so far as 
the convention was concerned, the object of the latter elause was 
a specific object. It was suggested that the States might not 
pass any laws providing for the election of either Senators or 
members of the lower House, and that the Union might thus be 
dissolved by mere negation; by the failure to act; and I believe 
some cases were cited where such failures had occurred during 
the existence of the Continental Congress. To place it in the 
power of the General Government to preserve its own existence 
this clause was inserted. The primary uthority was in the 
States. It was reeognized by the Constitution throughout that 
the States should have full and ample control of their local eleo- 
tions, and this clause was placed in the Constitution solely for 
the purpose of meeting the contingency of nonaction, and for 
no other purpose. 

No case exists in the United States where a State has not pro- 
vided ample laws for the election of Members of the House of 
Representatives and Senators, particularly the election of mem- 
bers of the other House. The States have ample: laws for that 
purpose. 

The Federal election law relates solely to the election of Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, but does not apply to the 
election of Senators. It is provided that the qualitications of 
voters to elect Members of the House of Representatives shall 
be the same as those in the States for the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature. The whole theory of the Constitution 
is that the State shall regulate. 

The question arises, Dees any emergency exist calling for Con- 
gressionalinterference? There certainly does not such en emer- 
gency exist as was contemplated in the Constitution, because all 
the States have election laws on their statute books. 

It is said, however, that there are frauds in the States, and 
therefore Congress ought to interfere to secure pure elections. 


Tam not satisfied that our elections: would be improved by Con- 
gressional interference. It has a tendency: to remove from the 


le of the States that individual responsibility which the: 
conducting of local elections involves. There undoubtedly have 
been frauds in every State and irregularities in elections, aud 
there will continue to be irregularities. in elections in the 
future; but the public’ sentiment of the people in every State is 
against unfair dealing at the polls. The people desire honest 
elections, and they must be trusted to re them. If they cam 
not be trusted. our Government is at an end. The foundation of 


republican government is local elections; local sel government. 


That is the foundation of free institutions. 

I know that those high in power have always supposed: they 
could govern better than the people; and here comes in the very 
distinction between monarchy and republicanism. Ina repub- 
lican form of government the theory is that the people can be 
trusted} in a monarchical form of government: the th is 
that the people are incapable of governing themselves. o 
are trying the experiment, aud have been more successful than 
any other people thus far in carrying out government and trust- 
ing to the people in their local capacity to: govern themselves: 
If we take that r msibility from them which justly belongs 
to them ina . government there is danger of their de- 
pending upon the General Government and trusting to it to ac- 
complish results which they alone can accomplish in à republican 
form of government. 

T think the danger to this country comes from Federal power 
and Federal usurpation and not from local self-government. The 
bad condition of things which now exists in this country cam be 
traced: to the unjust exercise of Federal power as plainly as any- 
thing which exists in nature. For twenty years the people have 
demanded financial reform and protested against the: destruc- 
tion of one of the precious metals and the abandonment of the 
automatic: theory of regulating the quantity of money by the: 
quantity of the two metals: 

Mr: CHANDLER: Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEWART. Not right here. Ido not wish to be broken 


into 1 

Mr. CHANDLER; I wish to ask a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr: Jones’ of Arkansas in the 
chair); The Senator from Nevads-deelines to yield. i 

Mr: STEWART. I decline to yield until I get through with 
this branch of the subject. 
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During all this time the Federal power has been used to thwart 
the will of the people and prevent the restoration of silver. The 
Federal veto and the Federal patronage have been the lion in 
the path, and the Federal patronage and the Federal veto have 
finally launched this country upon the single gold standard and 
sent misery and want to the homes of the great mass of the peo- 
ple. No other substantial reason can be given for want and 
starvation in this land of plenty, after twenty-five years of peace 
and abundant harvests, but a vicious monetary system enforced 
upon this country 8 power, by the Executive. 

The members of Congress are suficien tly dependent upon the 
Executive for their resleetion; the Federal patronage is regarded 
as a necessity to the successful politician; and whatever his 
e may have been to his constituents, however strong his 
conviction of right may be, when he comes to Washington he 
finds himself confronted with the alternative to forego all the 
rewards of his party or submit to Federal dictation. You place 
in that same Executive another great pore when you give him 
control of local elections. You say it is done by the judges, the 
marshals, and the supervisors, but the marshals who form the 

reatest number of these officials are immediately under the 

ederal Executive; the judges are appointed by the Chief Exec- 
utive, and become, I am sorry to pay as a rule strongly tinc- 
tured with asense of the superiority of the Federal over the State 
governments as soon as they receive their commissions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a ques- 
tion at this point? j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STEWART. I donot like to be interrupted, but I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I simply wish to ask the Senator from 
Nevada, inasmuch as he took a distinguished part in the enact- 
ment of the Federal election law, what has led him to change 
his mind? J wanted to ask him that before he came to the sil- 
zor question, and that is why I interrupted him at the time I 


Mr. STEWART. The original Federal election law was 
laced upon a bill of which I had charge, and I voted for it. 

ince that time I have watched its operation. It undoubtedly 
has prevented some fraud, as any law against frauds might do. 
It may have worked well in certain instances, but I have ob- 
served its operation and have observed the operations of the 
Government for the last twenty-two years since I voted for the 
law, and am thoroughly convinced that it was a mistake even 
then, although its enactment was at the close of the war, when 
the normal condition of the country had not been fully restored. 
I believe it was a mistake even then, and I am more and more 
satisfied that Federal interference in local elections is vicious 
in practice, vicious in principle, and vicious in results. I have 
arrived at this conclusion by observing the operations of this 
law, by observing the dependence of States upon the Federal 
Government to obtain fair elections, and by observing the di- 
vided responsibility which it has created. 

We have in the last two or three years since the proposed 
Federal election bill was defeated, ample evidence to show that 
the people can be trusted. Look at the South. We hear now 
of frauds in Virginia and Alabama. The poa come against 
each other there face to face. Does anybody doubt that the 
frauds will be rectified? This contest in the South is no longer 
between parties; it is not between the Republican party and the 
Democratic party; it is nota contest to place the colored man in 
power over the white man, but it is a contest for good govern- 
ment, in which all the whites are interested, and they willagain, 
as they have in the past, secure a pure ballot, and if there are 
frauds they will expose them. 

The Democratic papers of Virginia are criticising the late 
elections with the greatest severity, whether justly or unjustly 
I do not know. Iam speaking of the fact that the newspapers 
have taken hold of the complaints which the people make, and 
that old Virginia will have just and equitable laws to protect 
the right of suffrage in the near future, as she had in the dis- 
8 I have no doubt. The same will be true in every 
Southern State, and will be true in Illinois. That great State 
is abundantly able, without the assistance of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, to maintain the law. So is the State of New York. 
There is complaint in all large cities, itis true. It is a difficult 
problem, but what jurisdiction is best to deal with it? 

The great people of the State of New York, with their inter- 
ests interwoven in every election, with the local knowledge of 
frauds, if frauds are committed, with ample power physically, 
morally, and intellectually, are able to control the “question. 
Does anybody believe that New York will submit to fraudulent 
elections to the injury of the Republic? If these great States 
can not protect the ballot box, the Government of the United 
States is certainly powerless to do so. Does anybody suppose 
that officers who are strangers to the vicinage, who are not re- 


er to their neighbors, who are appointed by Federal au- 
thority, will be purerand fairer than those whoare held account- 
able in the 1 ty where they live? I believe that it wasnever 
the intention of the Government of the United States to inter- 
fere in any local election whatever, and that this power when 
given was given for a specific purpose, to be used in a certain 
contingency, to wit, when a State refused or neglected to provide 
for the election of Senators and Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

If you add to the executive influence another great power—the 
control of elections—a member of Congress will come here en- 
tirely dependent upon the Executive; and if the Executive does 
not happen to possess all the wisdom or all the patriotism in the 
country, if he has not a monopoly of everything good, if he isnot 
something more than human, he will wield the power you place 
in his hands. It is human nature that he should doso. If he 
wield the veto power and the 8 and also the control of 
oe Tonbe elections, what voice can the people have in these 
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Iam opposed to interfering in any way with local self-govern- 
ment. The more I study the necessity of maintaining it, the 
more I see that republican government rests alone upon the 
right of the people to regulate their own local affairs, to regu- 
late their own elections, and without that right a republic can- 
not exist except in name. 

I shall not stop here to discuss this fraud or that fraud. Isay 
that there can be no fraud in any State sufficiently important to 
affectits prosperity without arousing the indignation of the best 
people of that State. Thenewspapers will inevitably call atten- 
tion to it; good men will condemn it; and when you take the 
Federal power away and leave the people free, I have absolute 
confidence in their love of right, their love of fair play, their 
a of a republican government, which depends upon pure elec- 

ons. 

We musttrust them. We cannot assume that we in the Gen- 
eral Government are better than the States, because we are com- 
posed of representatives of the States, and those whom the eA 
ple themselves send without Federal interference will be best 
qualified to represent the will of the people; and it is the will 
of the people which ought to govern and which must govern if 
the Republic is to be maintained, not the will of the Chief Execu- 
tive, not the will of those who manipulate elections, but the will 
of the people. How can that will be best expressed? Through 
the representatives of the General Government or by the people 
themselves in their own local forum, where the witnesses are 
known and where the great mass of the people have cognizance 
of the facts? 

This Constitution was wise; it left the subject with the States; 
and because it provided for a certain contingency, in which it 
would be proper for the General Government to interfere, it 
was by no means intended that the General Governmentshould 
usurp the power intended to remain in the States. 

The Senator from Illinois has discussed the financial question 
in connection with the repeal of the Federal election law, and has 
assumed that alleged frauds in local elections in certain States 
have produced the universal distress which now exists. Under 
these circumstances it is proper for me to call attention to the 
real cause of the want and misery which prevail throughout the 
land. In order to do that, I will call attention to the real source 
of all the trouble—vicious financial legislation—the result of 
cunning on the one side and ignorance on the other. 

The word“ value” is the stumbling block in monetary science. 
The advocates of the gold standard contend that“ value” is in- 
trinsic and consists of the qualities of a thing which render it 
useful. The economists who assert that, other things being 
equal, the quantity of money in circulation determines the pur- 
chasing power of each dollar or other unit of money, define the 
term “‘ value,” when used in monetary science, to be the compar- 
ative worth of property exchanged as estimated by buyer and 
seller in the consummation of a contract of purchase and sale. 

INTRINSIC VALUE THEORY. 

If “value” is intrinsic and adheres in money, the quality of 
the material of which money is made is all that need be consid- 
ered. The intrinsic quality of gold is always the same and its 
value, if intrinsic, must be the same now as it was in the begin- 
ning and as it will be to the end of time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. STEWART. I would prefer not to be interrupted now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I merely wanted to know whether the 
Senator was discussing the value of money in elections? 

Mr. STEWART. ə discussion on the Federal election law 
has taken a wide range. It has been assumed that the financial 
depression in the country was in some way connected with this 
election law, and I am showing how the financial question is 
connected with the financial embarrassments which have 
brought the country on the brink of ruin. 
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The entire argument of the intrinsic value” school may be 
stated as follows: The value of gold is the intrinsic quality of 
gold itself. The AR of gold can never change, therefore 
the value“ of gold is always the same. If we admit the prem- 
ises, the conclusion is inevitable. 

If all the rocks could be converted into gold, an ounce of gold 
would be worth just as much as it now is. Under this theory 
gold is the true and unchangeable measure of value of all other 
things. A gold dollar would buy no more if there was only one 
gold dollar in existence than if there were ten thousand millions 
of such dollars, because the intrinsic quality of gold (which de- 
termines its value) would be the same whether-the quantity were 
great or small. 

The legislation of the United States and Europe for the last 
twenty years has been on the intrinsic-value eral Silver 
was demonetized and more than one-half of the metallic money 
of the world rejected on the theory that quality alone determines 
the value of money. If this theory be correct, why sell 
bonds and buy gold? Is not thequality of gold we now have the 
same as the quality of the gold which it is proposed to buy? Is 
notthe proposal to buy more gold an admission that quantity is 
an element in the value of money? How can such an admission 
be harmonized with the policy of the legislation of the extra 
session and the mandates of the London and New York syndi- 
cate? 

The goal of sound money (according to the authority of the 
President and his advisers) has been reached, and every gold 
dollar is as good as every other gold dollar of the same weight 
and fineness. No poor laboring man can now be defrauded be- 
cause his gold dollar is not just as good as the gold dollar of his 
rich neighbor. The demand for good money, so urgently pressed 
by the gold kings in behalf of labor, has been answered by ap- 
propriate legislation. 

hy should the laboring man complain? Have not the gold 
press, the Executive, the ex-Executive, and all the gold advocates 
on both sides of the Atlantic yielded to the demand of labor for 
good money? Whyshould not the gold advocates be astonished 
at the dissatisfaction of the starving millions of the ll wet ook 
What right have the masses to eee Spee of starvation while the 
money in the banks is dear gold? hy should the advocates of 
sound money tolerate legislation toincrease the supply of money 
in response to the false and exploded idea that if there were 
more money more perpe might get some of it? 

An increase of the Puo money would not improve its 
1 but it might enhance the danger of its distribution among 

© masses. 

Why should the gold advocates be annoyed after they have 
spent so much money and time to secure legislation to make 
money good and dear? Why should not every good citizen be 
thankful because no money except good money exists in the coffers 
of the rich? What a debt o gonna (in addition to other 
debts) the wealth producers of this country owe to the money- 
changers of London and New York for removing all money 
out of the reach of all producers to prevent loss by shrinkage of 
the value of money in their pockets! What a consolation it must 
be to all true patriots to know that there is now no money but 
good money, and that all good money is in the safe keeping of 
the gold combine, where the touch of the common herd can not 
contaminate, defile, nor mar its shining beauty! 

The ‘intrinsic value” theory, if true, is a full justification for 
the demonetization of silver; for if quantity has nothing to do 
with the value of money there was no use for the four thousand 
millions silver coin in the world. 

Is this bill reported from the Finance Committee to increase 
national-bank circulation consistent with the intrinsic value the- 
ory? Will the intrinsic value of national-bank notes be any 
greater than that of gold? What excuse can be given for put- 
ting out more national-bank circulation if quality, without re- 
gard to quantity, is the only requisite of good money? 

The ‘‘intrinsic quality ” of money has not been impaired by the 
rejection of silver. Why should the money function of silver be 
restored? Why mine more gold? New gold will not improve 
the quality of the gold we have. Why object to the absorption 
of gold in the arts if the intrinsic value of what remains will not 
be affected by a reduction in quantity? 


THE QUANTITATIVE THEORY. 


The school of economists who believe that the quantity of 
money in circulation, other things being equal, regulates the 
value of dollars or other units of account, learn from the street 
corners that the value“ of a thing is what it will fetch. Inas- 
much as there must be a buyer and a seller and a contract of pur- 
chase and sale before an article can fetch anything, the defini- 
tion already given fits the case. I repeat, value is the compara- 
tive worth of property exchanged, estimated by buyer and seller 
in the consummation of a contract of purchase and sale. 


Value“ neither adheres in nor pertains to any one thing. It 
is a comparison of the desirability of two or more things. Such 
comparison is an operation of the mental faculties of the buyer 
and seller resulting in an exchange of property for property, no 
matter whatthe property exchanged is. It may be money, serv- 
ices, or commodities, but an estimation of the relative worth of 
the things exchanged must be made before the contract is con- 
summated. 9 1 actual transaction forms some basis or guide 
for estimates of what would probably be the exchangeable value 
for other articles or services in a contract of barter or in the 
selling price of commodities in money. 

Price is a synonym for ‘‘value,” and commercial price is also 
the comparative worth of property exchanged as estimated by 
buyer and seller in the consummation of a contract of purchase 
and sale. The difference between price“ and value“ does 
not arise from any essential difference in the meaning of the 
terms, but from a difference in their application. Value“ is 
applied to money and price to the exchangeable worth of 
commodities into money. 

There are two conditions precedent to either price“ or 
“value.” There must be a demand and a limitation of quantity. 
If there isno demand there can be neither commercial value nor 
market price. If the quantity is unlimited, like the air we 
breathe, and the thing desired can be obtained in unlimited quan- 
tities, without money and without price, then there can be no 
comparative worth of property exchanged to be estimated by 
buyer and seller in the consummation of a contract. But when 
demand and limitation of quantity exist, the value or price is de- 
termined by thé supply and demand. 

All property for sale is a demand for money. The demand for 
money is, therefore, equal to the demand for all other things, 
and is always a maximum demand. The aggregate of property 
for sale is not only the total demand for money, butitis also the 
supply of property, and all the money in circulation is both the 
demand for pro wk fo the supply of money. A reduction of 
the volume of circulation diminishes the supply of money and 
(the demand remaining the same) enhances the value of each 
dollar or unit of money. An addition to the circulation increases 
the supply of money and (the demand remaining the same) re- 
duces the value of each dollar or unit of money. Conversely, a 
reduction of the amount of proporig for sale (the volume of money 
remaining stationary) increases the general price of property. 
An increase in the property for sale (the volume of money re- 
ee the same) reduces general prices. 

The demand for everything except money is limited. The 
demand may be greater or less than the supply. If the demand 
be greater than the supply, the price of the commodity will rise 
above the general level of prices; if less than the supply, the 
price of the article will fall below that level. 

A variety of causes affect the relative ipia of commodities, 
and also their relative value in money. But fluctuations in the 
demand and supply of particular articles do not affect the aggre- 
gate demand for all property for sale or the aggregate supply of 
the money in circulation, because, as we have already seen, the 
property for sale and the money in circulation are reciprocally 
the demand and 1 of each other. When the aggregate of 
all the property for sale and the volume of money are stationary, 
the general level of prices will also be stationary. 

If the property for sale increases in quantity and the volume 
of money remains the same, general prices will fall. If the ag- 
gregate of property is stationary and the volume of money isin- 
creased, general prices will rise. If the increase in quantity of 
property for sale and the increase in the volume of money are 
1 prices will remain stationary and stability in val- 
ues will be maintained, which is the end and aim of monetary 
science. We have already seen that the value in the aggregate 
of money in circulation is measured by the aggregate of prop- 
erty for sale. 

The property forsale remaining stationary, the value of money 
in circulation will be the same whether the volume of circulation 
be large or small. It makes no difference what number of dol- 
lars or units may be required to make up the volume of money 
in circulation, the value in the aggregate will be the same so 
long as the total amount of property offered in exchange is 
neither increased nor diminished. What part of such aggregate 
demand one dollar will be depends upon the number of dollars 
into which the circulation is divided. Hence, the value of each 
dollar depends upon the number of dollars in circulation. Any 
increasejor decrease in the property for sale (the volume of 
money remaining the same) will increase or decrease the value 
of each dollar or unit of money. 

Hence, the increase of property for sale and the decrease in 
the volume of money produced by the demonetization of silver 
are the cause of the decline of general prices about 50 per cent 
in the last twenty years. 

When money is increasing in value and prices are falling, 
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everybody seeks investment in money or bonds, or other credits 
which are money features. When prices are rising everybody 


seeks the acquisition of or investment in property. In other 
words, when money is rising and property f. everybody de- 
sires to go long on money and short on property. When prices 
are rising and the value of money falling, everybody desires to 
go long on property and short on money. Individuals can not 
create money, and can only go long on money by the acquisition 
of money or bonds and ts, which are money features. In- 
dividuals can acquire property both by labor and by investments. 
No wealth can be produced by going longon money. All wealth 
is produced by going long on property by the use of labor. 

r. PEFFER. r. President, this is a very important dis- 
cussion that is going on. I think there ought to be a quorum 

resent. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; I do not want a quorum. Senators 
would know the cause of all the trouble outside if they were 
here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of a quorum be- 
ing raised, it becomes the duty of the Chair to direct the Secre- 
tary to call the roll. 

Mr. STEWART. Iregretit very much. Ido not want Sena- 
tors to be compelled to come in. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bate, Gray, 
A Harris, 


Berry Martin, Stockbridge 
Call. Hawley, Murphy, ‘ie, 
Camden, $ \ Palmer, Ves 
Chandler, Hoar, Vilas, 
Coc Hunton, Pefter, Voorh 
Fallen, 10 — Ark. Plate W RENTR, 
ones, a 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Proetor, ite, 
Lind: 

. Say. Roach. 
George, Sherman, 
Gorman, Squire, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from 
Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. The value of money depends, as we have 
already seen, upon the volume in circulation, which is now fixed, 
as we shall hereafter see, by legislation. If legislation would 
supply a sufficient volume of money to take away the profit of 

oing long on money, and would thereby encourage the accumu- 
tion of property, every willing hand would find employment 
and wealth and prosperjty would increase. 

Iam aware of the fact that habits of thought, education, and 
prejudice attach much importance to the precious metals with- 
out examining what, if any, necessary functions they perform. 
The conversion of either metal into money withdraws it from 
use as a commodity. It cannot be employed as money and at the 
same time used as a commodity. The use of it as money deprives 
it of use as a commodity, and the use of it as acommodity de- 
prives it of its money function. 

The use of gold and silver in the arts does not increase their 
utility as money. On the contrary, their absorption for non- 
monetary purposes decreases the supply of money metal, pro- 
duces contraction, and interferes with the equity of contracts and 
the stability of general prices. The growing demand for gold in 
the arts already absorbs about all of the annual output from the 
mines and threatens serious inroads upon the stock of gold on 
hand. If gold could be used for no other purpose but 5 7 dn 
mig money, the evils of the gold standard would be greatly mit- 

ated. 

The only important function which either of the precious 
metals performs, and which could not be performed equally well 
by many other commodities, ially paper, is limitation of 
quantity. Rude nature limited the quantity of metallic money 
by the precious metals for thousands of years and never during 
that time permitted man to obtain too much of either gold or 
silver, or of both. The accumulations of all the ages up to 1873 
amounted to only about$7,000,000,000 of gold and silver coin distri- 
buted among all the nations of the earth. But this accumulation 
was sufficiently large to render the output of the mines in any 
one year a very small percentage of the whole and to prevent 
violent fluctuations. 

The mines in 1873 were and still are reasonably productive, 
but not sufficiently so to furnish a supply of money which would 
more than keep pace with the increase of population. If all the 

ld and all the silver produced from the mines had been coined 

uring the last twenty years, the percentage of increase of me- 
tallic money would not have been equal to the growth of popula- 
tion. The gold from California and Australia between 1545 and 
1873 about doubled the metallic money of the world; but the in- 
crease of general prices was only about 18 per cent. After sup- 


plying the arts the total output of gold and silver available for 


cent of the coin of the two metals which was on hand in 1 
which is a less per cent than the growth of population. 

If both metals had been freely coined, there would have been 
no expansion of the volume of money as compared with popu- 
lation; there would probably have been some contraction. If 
the demonetization of silver is consummated, gold must also be 
demonetized to prevent inevitable disaster. The function of 
limiting and regulating the volume of standard money which 
the two metals parformed can not be performed by one. The 
limitation, when both were used, was too narrow and contracted; 
stagnation, and often barbarism, followed a failure of the output 
of the mines. 

The rejection of silver as a money metal is an abandonment 
of the automatic theory by which the volume of money was reg- 
ulated by the quantity of the two metals. The demonetization 
of one metal by legislation proves that there is nothing sacred 
either in gold or silver, or in the automatic theory itseif. The 
rejection of silver as a money metal will lead to the disuse of 
both much sooner than the demonetiz ition of gold would have 
done; because silver is the more plentiful metal, with a more 
regular and permanent supply from the mines, and because a 
large amount of the output of gold (probably one-third) is ob- 
tained from silver mines, and also because the arts now consume 
nearly if not all of the annual output of gold. The limitation of 
the volume of standard money of the world to gold alone must so 
enhance the value of gold and reduce the price of property and 
wages as to produce such disaster aa must end either in revolu- 
tion or financial slavery of the masses. 

Since the function of regula the volume of money by the 
aggregate of the two metals (which seemed so important) has 
been destroyed by legislation, it is essential to inquire if both 
gold and silver may not be discardedas money? The argument 
was that legislation could not be trusted to regulate the volume 
of money, but rude nature might safely dole out gold and silver 
in popar quantities to furnish the requisite supply of money of 
ultimate payment. The plan of adop the accumulations of 
the precious metals, with their annual additions from. the aut- 
put of the mine, has been abandoned. 

The legislation rejecting one of the metals, issuing paper 
money, and establishing national banks is an assumption of ab- 
solute control by Congress over the quantity and quality of the 
circulating medium. Every question relating to money is now 
a subject of legislation, 

We have seen that the volume of circulation as compared with 
the aggr gate of property for sale is the paramount question for 
consideration. may not some limitation be ascertained and 
adopted which will preserve the equity of time contracts and 
maintain stability of general prices? Why may not some system 
be devised, based on principle, which shall control legislation on 
the most important subject which affects the human race? Why 
should the money changers be allowed to control, for selfish pur- 
ps, the finances of the civilized world, and why should legis- 

ators prope in the dark and pass tentative and experimental 
laws, if a system can be devised which will maintain equity be- 
tween debtor and creditor and secure general prosperity? 

ain pe the United States should stamp upon properly en- 
graved and prepared paper the words one dollar” and make it 
the unit of account and a legal tender in 8 of all debts 
and dues, public and private, and should stamp upon other 
like pieces of paper words and figures which should be multiples 
of such dollar of such denominations as might be required, and 
make all such pieces of piper so prepared and stamped a full 
legal tender in payment of debts and redeemable in taxes and in 
all the propery for sale in the United States. Would not such 
dollars be good money? Supposeahundred millions of such legal- 
tender money was prepared and covered into the Treasury to 
meet the present deficiency and avoid an increase of taxation, 
would not that relieve the present situationand have a tendency 
to revive business? 

Suppose further, that enough ofsuch legal-tender money should 
be prepared to take the place of every other kind of money, 
whether paper or gold or silver, which is now in circulation, and 
that when paper money now outstanding is received in the Treas- 
ury it should be destroyed and such legul-tender money issued in 
lieu thereof, and that when either gold or silver coin should be 
paid into the Treasury it should be melted up and sold as bullion 
and such legal tender-money issued in its place. 

Suppose further, that such a process should be continued until 
all the present circulation of the United States should be retired 
and one kind of money redeemable in debts, taxes, and all ex- 
changeable property should be substituted for it. 

Suppose further that a sum of new money equal to 3 per cent 
of the volume of money existing on the Ist day of July in each 
t hansi should be issued annually and covered into the Treasury in 
ieu of taxes, so as to increase the circulation to keep pace with 


coinage since silver was demonetized has not exceeded 30 por 
13, 


1893. 
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the increase of population; and sup further that a board of 
statisticians should be organized to investigate pricesand report 
from time to time whether such increase of 3 per cent per an- 
num was sufficient to maintain stability of prices; and if not suf- 
ficient, suppose more legal-tender money should be covered into 
the Treasury and more taxation relieved until stability of prices, 
according to such statistical investigations, should be main- 
tained, would not the United States have a good financial sys- 
tem? If not, why not? 
Why would not such money be as good as er redeemable 
in gold with the constant fear of want of gold for redemption? 
ould not money clothed with the exclusive A pie of legal 
tender and the exclusive right of redemption in all debts, taxes, 


and property in the United States be good money in any part of 
the world and convertible without loss, except the price of ex- 
change, into the money of any foreign country? hy would 
not 


only agen A which would pay debts and taxes and buy 
property in the richest country in the world, buy anything that 
might be produced in the United States or any other country? 
Whatever objections might be made to such a financial system, 
would it not be better than the gold standard, which means per- 
petual contraction, falling prices, stagnation, hard times, and 


misery? 

If sliver can not be remonetized, and the former system of reg- 
ulating the volume of circulation automatically by the quantity 
of gold and silver attainable restored, the interests of the human 
race requir the speedy demonstization of gold and the substi- 
tution of some other kind of money of sufficient volume to main- 
tain the equity of contracts, pup) y the necessities of the people 
for money, and prevent inevitable disaster. 

Now, Mr. President, I admit that this was a đigression from 
the election bill; but I think what I have said is quite pertinent 
when two Senators stand on the floor, one on one side and the 
other on the other, and claim that the universal ruin that is 
abroad in the land resulted from tlie election of A or B or from 
some trifling irregularity in some local election. When this 

reat question is treated with such trifling nonsense as we have 

rd it istime we commenced to investigate the money and see 
what really is the matter. The country is suffering from the 
goldstandard. Thereis no money to do business with, and what 
there is iscongested in the money centers. No man dare use it. 
It was formerly invested in bonds, and money futures were for- 
merly sought; but the foundstion of so many of those money 
futures has been removed by bankruptcies of railroads and other 
corporations that men fear to invest even in bonds. 

The example of the ruin of the mass of business by contrac- 
tion, by falling prices, deters others from entering into enter- 
prises; and here you have $70,000,000 or $30,000,000 of idle mone 
that nobody dares use, and the men who have it will not let it 
go for any legitimate purpose. They demand United States 
bonds or something of that kind before they will let it go. A 
man who has any property dare not borrow money to put in en- 
terprises for fear of losing all hehas. The man who has money 
dare not risk it for fear of a further fall in prices. 

That is the condition. It is contraction all the time. Prices 
do not fall in an incline plane, because everybody having prop- 
erty holds on to it to the last moment until the crash comes and 
then it drops below where the volume of money would maintain 
it. Prices fall, property is sacrificed, and the country stands 
appalled at the ruin that has taken place, and that ruin is a 
warning to others to keep out of business, and nothing is done. 

In a few months there will bea seeming prosperity again when 
the money gets out, but the iron hand ol contraction will check 
enterprises again and again. The history of the last twenty 
years is a history of slight prosperity and spasms of bankruptcy, 
and it will so continue as long as we continue to adhere to the 
gold standard, and falling prices which must follow that stand- 
ard as certainly as night follows day. 

When this appalling condition has been produced by events as 
logical and certain as mathematics we hear it attributed to a 
threat to repoa an election law. We hear hard times attrib- 
uted to the fact that we donot 8 power in the Executive. 
How has he used the power he had? Let the history of the 
last twenty years bear testimony. For pada years, if the ma- 
jority had been untrammeled in the two Houses, there has 

n no time when they would not have given relief to the 
peonle, but they had confronting them the threat of an Execu- 
ve veto; they had confronting them a threat to take away the 
Federal patronage and destroy them at home: and now they say 
that things would be benefi ed by placing before them another 
threat to control local elections and deny to the States the right 
to send their representatives here. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to prolong the discussion at 
this time. The President of the United States, in his message 
to the extra se:sion, promised us a comprehensive financial pol- 


icy. He now tells us that we must wait for a policy until we see 

how the gold standard will work; that we shall not be students 

in history; that we shall abandon our mathematics and let the 
country suffer, and fill pe streets with trampsand your homes 
3 hunger while we have an opportunity to study the object 
esson. 

Have we not a sufficient object lesson? Unfortunately while 
he tells us that he has not disclosed the entire sum and sub- 
stance and full extent of the gold-stendard policy, he does not 
state the case truthfully. At the extra session he demanded 
and secured the repeal of the only law that recognized silver 
bullion as a money metal and adopted the gold standard. He 
now recommends the issuance of bonds, to borrow money to re- 
deem the ten or eleven hundred million dollars of silver and 
paper in circulation. That is the gold poicy. I so stated when 
the extra session met. They have no policy but the gold stand- 
ard and further taxation, falling prices, bonds to be used by the 
national banks, bonds for gilt-edged investments, bonds for 
money futures to enable those who want to go long on money to 
have a safe place to put their money, bonds for those who con-. 
trol the money of the world, taxation, falling prices, starvation, 
and misery for the masses. 

That is the policy which is disclosed and set forth, and it is 
the full extent of the policy of the gold men. They have nothing 
else to offer. They have made no other suggestion but taxation, 
falling ‘prices, and hard times, in or out of Congress, but the 
utter destruction of silver as money, the limitation of the money 
to gold; and promises to pay gold. Believing that the United 
States can grind the Seis e enough to comply with almost any 
pense they propone this policy and no other; and here we 

ave misery abroad in the land resulting from a vicious finan- 
cial system, and no man who speaks by authority for the Ad- 
ministration dare give us a suggestion of any relief but gold 
and bonds. 

Whether it has been the case with the President or not, the 
people have had sufficient of this object lesson, and his com- 
mand to them to delay and see what the gold men will work out 
of it is cold comfort in these cold nights to men who have no- 
where to lay their heads and have not food to eat. 

T shall at a future day take occasion to make some further re- 
marks on the gloomy aspect foretold in the President's message. 
The only hope is further misery, further hard times, further fall- 
ing prices; and that is a sad spectacle to those who have got to 
meet the coming hard winter. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MUTCHLER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
1 concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 3 That there. ` 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Mutchier, late 8 from the State of Pennsylvania, 8,000 copies, 
of which number 2,00) copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of the State o tray Abner which shall include 50 copies to be 
bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the family of the deceasei, and of 
those re: 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.00) for the use 
of the House of Representatives: and the Secretary of the Treasury is di- 
rected to have engraved and printed a portrait of thesaid William Mutchler 
to accompany the said eulogſes. 


STATISTICS OF IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the document entitled Imported merchandise entered for cot- 
sumption in the United States during the years 1800 to 1893, with the rates 
and amount of duty collected.“ prepared bv the Bureau of Statistics, Treas- 
ury Department, for the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, 4,000 copies forthe use of the House, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Bureau of Statistics. 


i: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 3239) to authorize the New York and New Jersey 
Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Hudson River between New York City and the State of New 
Jersey; asked for a further conference with the Senate on the 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. GEARY, Mr. BARTLETT, and Mr. FLETCHER managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate: 
A bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holding the 
Federal courts in the State and district of Nebraska; 
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A bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- States assay office at St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, to suc- 


diers’ Home; 

A bill H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 
nal station near But er Flats, New Bedford, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 213) to pay for alley condemned in square num- 
bered 493, in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 356) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
reserve from sale certain land in the abandoned Fort Cummings 
mili reservation, and for other purposes: 

A bill (H. R. 411) to require steam vessels of the United States, 
of 1,000 tons or more, to have one engineer and helper on watch 
in their engine rooms while under way, and torequire allsteam 
vessels of the United States, under steam for more than ten 
hours, to carry two licensed engineers; 

A bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila for loss of 
carbine in the late war; 

A bill (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751, in 
the city of Washington, D.C.; 

A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act approved September 4, 
1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott 
Railroad Company to construct two bridges across Boeuf River, 
in Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 4571) to make service connections with water 
mains and sewers in the Distriet of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses. 
WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar is now in order. 
The Secretary will announce the first bill on the Calendar not 
called at the last call of the Calendar. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 341) to submit to the court of pri- 
vate land claims, established by an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the cho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read at length 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who 
has not been present this session, reported the bill, and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], who does not favor it, requested 
me, if it should be called up in his absence, to ask that it be 

d over until some future time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
if there be no objection. Hearing no objection, the next bill on 
the Calendar will be announced by the Secretary. 

Mr. HUNTON. The case on the Calendar that has just been 
called is in charge of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
and he desired that when reached on the Calendar it should be 

over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has just been ordered 
to be passed over without prejudice.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from New n will 
withdraw the motion and let us have an executive session. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly; I withdraw the motion in favor 
of that course. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 
o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until tomor- 
row, Wednesday, December 13, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 1898. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
Charles W. Dabney, jr., of Tennessee, to be Assistant Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, vice Edwin Willits, resigned. 
DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
Robert E. Preston, of the District of Columbia, to be Director 
of the Mint, to succeed Edward O. Leech, resigned. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


D. M. Kilpatrick, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, to 
succeed Andrew Hero, removed, 
ASSAYER. 
Guy Bryan, of Missouri, to be assayer in charge at the United 


ceed Eliot C. Jewett, removed. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


O. M. Welburn, of California, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for the first district of California, to sueceed John C. Quinn, 
removed. 

William J. Mize, of illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Illinois, to succeed Christopher Mamer, 
resigned. 

Joshua Jump, of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the seventh district of Indiana, to succeed Joseph P. Throop, 
resigned. 

James Phelan, of Michigan, to be collector of internal revenue 
117 eri first district of Michigan, to succeed J. H. Stone, re- 
signed. 

Charles Speck, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue 
Io 85 first district of Missouri, to succeed C. F. Wenneker, re- 

ned. 
ebster Withers, of Missouri, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the sixth district of Missouri, to succeed H. F. Devol, 
resigned. 

Caivin Page, of New Hampshire, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of New Hampshire, to succeed James E. 
French, ge 

Valentine Fleckenstein, of New York, to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the twenty-eighth district of New York, to suc- 
ceed Charles E. Fitch, resigned. 

Kope Elias, of North Carolina, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the fifth district of North Carolina, to succeed W. W. 
Rollins, resigned. 

Furnifold M. Simmons, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
internal revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina, to 
succeed Elihu A. White, resigned. 

Louis W. Pratt, of New York, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the fourteenth district of New York, to succeed Robert 
W. Hunter, resigned, 

S. M. McMillen, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Obio, to succeed Marcus Boggs, re- 


ed. 
ce par P. Ohliger, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eighteenth district of Ohio, to succeed William H. Ga- 
briel, resigned. 

J. Edward Kauffman, of Texas, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the third district of Texas, to succeed J. W. Burke, 
resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF NAVIGATION. 


Eugene T. Chamberlain, of New York, to be Commissioner of 
Navigation, to succeed E. C. O’Brien, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


A. M. Dahlgren, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, to suc- 
ceed William G. Henderson, removed. 

David G. Browne, of Montana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Montana and Idaho, in the State of Montana, to 
succeed Jeremiah Sullivan, whose term of office has expired by 
limitation. 

True L. Norris, of New Hampshire, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire, 
to succeed James E. Dodge, removed. 

William J. Bulger, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Oswego, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Henry H. Lyman, removed. 

Peter C. Doyle, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed William J. Morgan, resigned. 

George S. Weed, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Champlain, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Stephen Moffatt, removed. 

Nelson Baldwin, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
John M. Glazier, removed. 

Frank B. Earnest, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Corpus Christi, in the State of Texas, to succeed Cal- 
vin G. Brewster, removed. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


William D. English. of California, tobe surveyor of customs for 
the port of San Francisco, in the State of California, to succeed 
Paris Kilburn, removed. 

John D. Stocker, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs for the 
ps of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, to succeed Christopher 

. Wimbish, removed. 

George G. Tanner, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the 
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rt of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, to succeed Philip 

. Hildebrand, resigned. 

George W. Haynie, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, to succeed C. E. Sco- 
ville, removed. 

J. Scott Harrison, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Kansas City, in the State of Missouri, to succeed 
Ross Guffin, resigned. ; 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Walter H. Bunn, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of New York, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed Marville W. Cooper, resigned. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


James B. Stevens, of California, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of San Francisco, in the State of 
California, to succeed James E. Tucker, promoted to appraiser. 

James McCaffery, of Missouri, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise æt the port of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, to 
succeed Lyne S. Metcalf, removed. 

Emil Rose, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 


dise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, to 


succeed J. Stanley Isaacs, removed. 

John W. A. Strickland, of New York, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the Stateof New 
York, in place of Dennis F. Burke, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John A. Hinkle, to be postmaster at Batesville, in the county 
of Independence and State of Arkansas, in the place of James 
P. Jones, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

C. H. Wilmans, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Arkansas, in the place of James C. Grubbs, 
deceased. 

J. A. Jamison, jr., to be postmaster at Ukia, in the county of 
Mendocina and State of California, in the place of George W. 
Critchfield, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

James H. Jordan, to be postmaster at Denver, in the county 
of Arapahoe and State of Colorado, in the place of John Cor- 
coran, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

James B. Chapman, to be postmaster at Hartford City, in the 
county of Blackford and State of Indiana, in the place of Alex- 
ander Gable, whose commission expires December 19, 1893, 

John M. Jackson, to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Miami and State of Indiana, in the place of John T. Stevens, 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Thomas J. Kelleher, to be postmaster at Waukon, in the county 
of Alamakee and State of Iowa, in the place of Francis H. Rob- 
ins, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Matthew M. McAlpin, to be postmaster at Denison, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Iowa, in the place of Reuben 
Heffe ingar, resigned. 

Samuel F. McConnell, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Davis and State of Iowa, in the place of Albert H. For- 
tune, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

W. L. Parker, to be postmaster at Sibley, in the county of 
Osceola and State of Iowa, in the place of Hezekiah G. Doolittle, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

John H. Sherman, to be postmaster at Osceol 
of Clarke and State of Iowa, in the place of W 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

W. J. Stonebreaker, to be postmaster at Hampton, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Iowa, in the place of Levi B. 
Raymond, resigned. 

orge W. H. Lucas, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the 
es of ee and State of Kansas, in the place of Joseph 

ucas, 8 

Amos K. Bradley, to be postmaster at Madisonville, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky, in the place of John 
B. Earle, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Myers C. Shook, to be postmaster at Preston, in the county 
of Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in the place of Christian 
Peterson, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Dorin G. McConnell, to be postmaster at Holden, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Missouri, in the place of Peter C. Van 
Matre, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Richard S. Wooldridge, to be postmaster at Harrisonville, in 
the county of Cass and State of Missouri, in the place of Rachel 
O. Aiken, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Charles C. Collings, to be postmaster at Gloucester City, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey, in the place of John 
Gourley, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Philip E. Tufts, to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey, in the place ol Henry B. Rollin- 
son, whose commission expires DNIE 20, 1893, 


in the county 
ace G. Agnew, 


George A. Elston, to be postmaster at Port Jervis, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Stephen 
St. John, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. : 

James W. Forbis, to be postmaster at Greensboro, in the 
county of Guilford and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
: 1 D. White, whose commission expires December 20, 

93. 

George B. Snyder, to be postmaster at Youngstown, in the 
county of Mahoning and State of Ohio, in the place of Edw. H. 
Hosmer, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Orson A. Carlin, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Louisa Keck, 
whose commission expires Decamber 21, 1893. 

Benjamin A. Donovan, to be postmaster at Manheim, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Samuel M. Long, whose commissicn expires December 21, 1893. 

Thomas J. Eakin, to be postmaster at Emlenton, in the county 
of Venango and State of Pennsylyania, in the place of Henry A. 
Hamilton, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

James Kleckner, to be postmaster at Mifflinburg, in the count; 
of Union and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George W. 
Shock, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

William H. Peffer, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of A. A. 
Thomson, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Maggie M. Moore, to be postmaster at Yorkville, in the county 
of York and State of South Carolina, in the place of William A. 
Moore, whose commission expired May 15, 1892. 

D. L. Smith, to be postmaster at Sweetwater, in the county of 
Monrce and State of Tennessee, in the place of Jesse F. Owen, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

John W. Hogg, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Wise and State of Texas, in the place of William W. Barber, re- 


| signed. 


John W. Lipscomb, to be postmaster at Luling, in the 8 
of Caldwell and State of Texas, in the place of Jacob D. Leonard, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

J. L. Phelan, to be postmaster at San Angelo, in the count, 
of Tom Green and State of Texas, in the place of Samuel L. S. 
Smith, resigned. 

James M. Robins, to be postmaster at Mineola, in the county 
of Wood and State of Texas, in the pine of Thomas Breen, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

George B. Zimpelman, to be postmaster at Austin, in the 
county of Travis and State of Texas, in the place of J. C. De Gress, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Bernard Wilkinson, to be postmaster at North Yakima, in the 
county of Yakima and State of Washington, in the place of 
Robert Dunn, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS, > 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 11, 1898. 


CONSUL. 


Newton B. Ashby, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States 
at Dublin, Ireland. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Joseph A. Beane, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county of 
Elkhart and State of Indiana. 

Charles I. Haskell, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county 
of Cass and State of Illinois. 

Edgar B. Tage, to be postmaster at Boise City, in the county 
of Ada and State of Idaho. i 

Samuel J. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Smyrna, in the county 
of Kent and State of Delaware. 

George D. Price, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Indiana. 

Patrick C. Donovan, to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, in the 
county of Clark and State of Indiana. 

W Corby, to be postmaster at Notre Dame, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Indiana. 
George P. Marvin, to be postmaster at Beatrice, in the county 
of Gage and State of Nebraska. 5 
John F. Wood, to be postmaster at Logan, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Iowa. 

James Renie, to be postmaster at North Vernon, in the county 
of Jennings and State of Indiana. 

Lizzie G. Hunt, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Washington and State of Mississippi. 

John H. Levis, to be postmaster at Black River Falls, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Wisconsin. 

Frank D. McCoy, to be postmaster at Sistersville, in the county 
of Tyler and State of West Virginia. 
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Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 12, 1898. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Daniel A. Carpenter, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be pension agent 
at Knoxville, Tenn. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John H. Crane, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Wood and State of Ohio. 
wi T. Farley, to be master at Tuscumbia, in the 
county of Colbert and State of Alabama. 
George T. Packer, to be postmasterat Ness City, in the county 
of Ness and State of Kansas. 
Aurelius Steward, to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
Washington Hesing, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the 
county of k and State of Illinois. 
B. Renkenberger, to be postmaster at Columbiana, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio. 
Daniel ss gore to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Richland and State of Ohio. 
Charles H. Leach, to be postmaster at Kokomo, in the county 
of Howard and State of eee 
John F. Fulton, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county 
of Huntington and State of Indiana. 
Fred. J. Nirider, to be tmaster at Kinmundy, in the county 
of Marion and State of ois. 
Walter M. Be del, to be postmaster at Lenox, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Iowa. 
ohn M. Turner, to be E Monticello, in the county 


of White ani State of In 
William T. Phillips, to be ~ tmaster at Oakland City, in the 
ndiana. 


county of Gibson and State 

William A. Todd, to be postmasierat Mount Ayr, in the county 
of Ringgold and State of Iowa. 

Henry Moore, to be postmaster at Sioux Rapids, in the county 
of Buena Vista and State of Iowa. 

John L. Comstock, to be postmaster at Sac City, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa. 

James B. Elder, to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland. 

Thomas Shannon, to be postmaster at Morgan City, in the 
parish of St. Mary and State of Louisiana. 

George H. Richard. to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the 
parish of Ascension and State of Louisiana. 

James Curran, to be postmaster at Hoboken, in the county of 
Huds n and State of New Jersey. 

Levant A. Vickery, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the county 
of Genes e and State of Michigan. : 

Reuel H. Cooper, to be postmaster at West Branch, in the 
county of Ogemaw and State of Michigan. 

William C. Bush, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county 
of Pike and State of Illinois. - 

Patrick J. Birmingham, to be postmaster at Girardville, in the 
county of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles L. Elwood, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 

Samuel L. Day, to be postmaster at Paxton, in the county of 
Ford and State of Illinois. 

William B. Davis, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Illinois. 

Edward S. Bryan, to be postmaster at Maywood, in the county 
of Cook, and State of Illinois. 

William R. Boughn, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the 
county of Cedar and State of Nebraska. 

George C. Agnew, to be postmaster at Central City, in the 
county of Merrick and State of Nebraska. 

M. J. Howley, to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county of Alex- 
ander and State of Illinois. 

Tsaac F. Travis, to be ster at Weeping Water, in the 
county of Cass and State of Nebraska. 

Freierick E. Roper, to be postmaster at Hebron, in the county 
of Thayer and State of Nebraska. l 

Hugh L. Cooper, to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Nebraska. 

George W. Porth, to be ee at Milwaukee, in the county 
of Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin. 


James M. Keys, to be aster at Richland Center, in the 


county of Richland and State of Wisconsin. 

Gustav A. Altenberg, to bepostmaster at Tomah, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Wisconsin. 

A. O. Wilson, to be postmaster at Janesville, in the county of 
Rock and Stete of Wisconsin. 

C. G. Wileox, to be aster at De Pere, in the county of 
Bu e State of va nsin. — 

n H. Rooney, to be postmaster at Kewaunee, in the county 

of Kewaunee and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, December 12, 1893. 


3 met at 12 Olock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FISH COMMISSION. 


_ The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appro- 
priations submitted by the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


FREEDMEN SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of th» Freedmen Savings and Trust Company, sub- 
mitting report for the year ending December 2, 1893; which was 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REPORT OF SUPERINTENDENT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, 3 

PYTHIAN CONCLAVE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate joint resolution 
(S. R. 44) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant permits for 
the use of the Monument s and reservations and public 
spaces in the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 
8 3 — 3 will, without objection, 

indefinitely , the House havin a similar 
resolution, in ien the Senate has aici Barats 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senato 
bills, which were severally read a first and second time and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 73) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph 
M. Cornell—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill S. 75) for the relief of Thomas Guinean—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 333) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

A bill (S. 463) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the expenses 
incurred by that State in repelling a threatened Invasion and 
rea by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891—to the Committee on Claims. 


an 

A bill (S. 882) granting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of 

Gen. John M. Corse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the press dispatches sent 
forth on Friday last annou the individual vote upon the 
bankruptcy inadvertently me injustice by omitting my 
name, and thereby creating the impression that I had dodged 
the vote unon that measure. 

The truth is, I was not only in my seat during the debate on 
that measure, but I voted every time in Committee of the Whole, 
and also on the roll call in the House; and the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of last Saturday bears me out in that by recording my 
name in the negative on the osition to kill the bill by strik- 
ing out its enacting clause. I have always been an advocate of 
a just bill, such as would protect the honest debtor and creditor 
alike, a measure providing for a uniform and national system of 
bankruptey, and the purpose of my remarks is, I desire it under- 
stood that I voted in accordamce with those convictions. 

POSTAL REVENUE. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mission to inquire into the status of the Laws Regulating the 
papar mpeni to present a privileged report, which I send to the 
desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Rea nE 
deposit of receipts with the Anditor of the Treasury for the Post De- 


Mr. DINGLEY. The Clerk will please read the report of the 
Commission. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Joint Commission of Congress to 
ganizing the Executive Departments, to 


uire into the status of Laws Or- 
was referred the bill (H. R. 
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4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes, having considered the 
same, rt it back herewith and recommend that it. do pass, with the title 
amen 80 as to read as follows: 

“A bill to amend section 407 of the Revised . 
nal receipts for deposi FVV ol the 
Treasury for the Post-Offlee ent.“ 


Section 407 of the Revised Statues now — that the certificates of de- failed 


posits by postmasters shall be sent the epositories, through the office 
5 — deposit, to the Third tant Postmaster-General, and from 
thut to the Auditor. 

The accom bill changes the law go as to uire the certificate to 
be sent directly to the Auditor's Office. obviating the delay now ced, 
which is to no purpose, since the work in the Third Assistant's office is that 
of merely entering the amount of the certificates of deposit in books ar- 
ranged by quarters to accord with the alphabetical arrangement of offices 
making deposits, but which are neither balanced, proved, nor checked 
8 anything else, and which necessarily afford an im ect guide to 

e status of any account, being, as will be seen, credits for money only, 
and does not include credits from other sources or any of the debits. 

The certificates are needed to make a complete and final check the 
Auditor: and to avoid delay in the adjustment of postal accounts should go 
direct to that office. 

The proposed change wiri facilitate the settlement of postmasters“ ac- 

unts by at least one mont 
pii a N ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Members on the part of the House of Representatives 
son 0, ouse © 
é COCKRELL, 


JAMES K. JONES, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
Members on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker. it is recommended by the Post- 
master-General, and I will ask the Clerk to read his letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A. M. DOCKER 
Bon: Chairman en of Congress, etc., Washington, D. C.: 


Sm: I have examined the bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to require certificates of deposits by postmasters to be 
sent direct to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department. 
and desire to say that its passage will tly facilitate the settlement of 
accounts of postmasters, and I therefore earnestly recommend its passage 
by Ommo: 7 

respectfully, 
nr didn W. S. BISSELL, 
Postmaster- General. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the only change that this bill 
makes in the statutes is to require the postmasters to send cer- 
tificates of deposits directly to the Sixth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, in charge of the postal affairs. instead of to the Third As- 
sistant Postmaster-General; and the Commission have ascer- 
tained that this will greatly expedite the settlement of postmas- 
ters’ accounts. The Postmaster-General also recommends it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised 1 
deposit of receipts with the Auditor of the Treasury for the Pos ice De- 
partment. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 407 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows» 

SEC. 407. The postal revenues and all debts due the Post-Office Department 
shall, when collected, be paid into the Treasury of the United States under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General, and the Treasurer, Assistant Treas- 
urer, or desicnated depository receiving such payment shall give the deposi- 
tor a duplicate receipt therefor, to be retained by him in his office as a voucher, 
and shall forward the original to the Auditor of the Erang the Post- 
Office Department, to be placed to the credit of the depositor in audit of his 
accounts, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The SPEAKER, Withoutobjection the title will be amended 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Commission. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the yote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 

Upon reouest of Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted to the Committee on Naval Affairs to sit during the 
sessions of the House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHW AITE, the Committee on 1 
Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of the b 
(H. R. 297} to authorize a retired list for enlisted men and ap- 
point petty officers of the United States Navy; and the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr, GOLDZIER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 

sence, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, by unanimous consent, ob- 

tained leave to print in the RECORD remarks upon House bill 384. 
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE BILL, 


Mr. GEARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report. 


to auth rize the New York and New heart Bridge — — to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York City and 
the State of New Jersey, having met, after full and free conference, have 


to agree. 
T. J. GEARY, 
FRANKLIN BARTLETT, - 


FLETCHER, 
eee the part of the House. 
G. G. VEST, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Confersea on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. GEARY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its disagreement, and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was sprees to, and the Speaker on as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. GEARY, Mr. BARTLETT, and 
Mr. FLETCHER. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

The committees being called for reports, 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with amendments a bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported with amendments a bill (H. R. 1592) to limit the jurisdic- 
tion of district and circuit courts of the United States; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to ba printed. 

The call of committees for reports was completed. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour for consideration begins 
at twenty-six minutes past 12 o’clock. The call rests with the 
Committee on Territories. 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MEYER(when the Committee on Naval Affairs was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the concurrent 
resolution in relation to the personnel of the Navy. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas there are constantly before 
the question of rank and pay 1 the 1 3 4 


personnel of the same: and 
Whereas the present laws rela to this subject are in many instances 
the result of piecemeal legislation: 


imperfect, inconsistent, unjust, 

eld by the Hi 7 Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a special 
y ‘ouse oy Repr. ( co That a 

joint committee, consisting of three members of the House and three mem- 
rs of the Senate, be appointed 1 the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the President of the Senate. waose duty it shail be to 
fully investigate and consider the entire subject of the rank, pay, and all 
other matters relating to the personnel of the Navy; to have power to send 
tor and papers, sit during the recess. if any, and during the sitting 
of h Houses, and to report at any time after t convenes as may be con- 
venient what legisiation, if any, is necessary in the 8 any bill so re- 


ported by them shall simplify, codify. and revise e: 


Tiaare S ws relating to 
the personnel of the Navy so far as may be found possi And said joint 
committee is hereby authorized to employ a clerk at 8 per day and a mes- 
senger at §3 per day while employed. any expenses incurred by said com- 
mission in performing the duties herein required shall be defrayed equally 
from the contingent funds of the two Houses. 

ane SPEAKER. This resolution is in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to know what is the status of the 
amendment that was offered by me and, I believe, scoops by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Committee 
of the Whole agreed to an amendment. Whenever the resolu- 
a reported to the House that amendment will be reported 
with it. 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment has been adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. By the committee, but not by the House. 
The concurrent resolution is still in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the Committee on 
Naval Affairs has accepted the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] striking out the provision for 
the employment of a stenographer and a re gets I wish to 
ask whether it would not be in order to consider this resolution 
in the House instead of going into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has notbeen reported by the 
committee to the House. : 

Mr. MEYER. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of this 
concurrent resolution. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. : 

Mr. MEYER. Lask fora division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 45, noes 3. 


| | 
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Mr. KILGORE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 


makes the point that no quorum has voted, The Chair will ap- 
int as tellers the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. MEYER, and 
he gentleman from Texas, Mr. KILGORE. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 177, 
noes 1; so the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
to consider the concurrent resolution, which will now be read. 
; The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
OWS: 

Strike out the last sentence of the resolution, as follows: 

“And said joint committee is hereby authorized to employ a clerk at 80 
per day and a messenger at $3 pr day while employed, and any expenses 

curred by said commission performing the duties herein required 
shall be defrayed equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which the Clerk has just 
read was agreed to by the Committee of the Whole at a former 
sitting, and it will be so reported to the House. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to consume time 
during this morning hour in making any extended remarks. 
There appears to be a mistaken impression on the part of mem- 
bers of the House as to the purpose and scope of this resolution. 
During the last session of Congress the gentleman who is at pres- 
ent Secretary of the Navy introduced in this House a resolution 
of similar character to this; and it only failed of panye because 
of lack of time. In his recent report the Secretary of the Navy 
alludes again to this subject in language which I will ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PERSONNEL. 

Ican not too strongly recommend Congressional action in reference to 
the personnel of the line of the Navy. Its present condition is too serious 
to be neglected any longer, and unless remedies are adopted looking to some 

tem of promotion which will produce a regular flow from the bottom to 

e top of the list, the co uences not only to the service, but also to the 
Government will soon be not less than alarming. 

The object of any scheme of promotion in the Navy should be to produce 
efficient ing 3 the accomplishment of which necessitates 
that officers of the line be e to bear the responsibilities of actual com- 
manear or before the time they have reached the prime of life, while they 
are still young enough to accommodate themselves to the d upon 
intellect one energy which are made by the assumption of control of a mod- 

rn man-of-war. 

5 A clear understanding of the necessity for immediate action in this mat- 
ter can only be gained by a statement of the principal causes heretofore ex- 
isting which have led to the present nie in promotion, which state- 
ment will also show that neither the evils themselves nor the ag seep 


midshipmen of the Navy. 
effect of 


lieutenant from 258 in 1854 to 78 in 1857. This number had only increased to 
91 when PONER eee on wer 9 . Which A a 
great number of resignations from all grades e Navy, creating at once 
at vacancies all through the line, to fill which there existed only the 

number of junior officers mentionedabove. Theresulting embarrass- 
ment of the De ent for officers in the junior grades forced the Govern- 
ment to supply its wants from the merchant service. 

To this lack of officers in a time of sudden need was due the unfortunate 
policy which p from 1860 to 1867, inclusive, and which has contrib- 
uted, more than any other cause, to the t stagpation in promotion. 
During most of this period the numbers in the classes under instruction at 
the Naval Academy were kept at the highest possible limit, the cadets being 
pee to uation in large numbers and with the utmost rapidity. On 

e ist of Jan’ , 1865, there were 486 midshipmen in the service, all of 
whom had en since the war began. In January, 1866, there were in the 
Academy 147 midshipmen in the fourth or lowest class alone. Midshipmen 
were graduated d the years 1866-"67-"68 at an average rate of about 78 
per year. In 1862 the demands of the war, and in 1866 a necessary reorgani- 
zation had each contributed to so increase the numbers as to make promo- 
tions to the grade of lieutenant very rapid, but only for a few years to fol- 
low. The senior 16 midshipmen of the 78 who were graduated in 1868 became 
Ueutenants in 1872, at an average age of 24. The 12seniors of this class have 
been promoted to lieutenant-commanders since the beginning of this year 
at an average age of 45, and after having served twenty-one years in the 


grade of lieutenant. 

At the same time that this portionate number of graduates entered 
the active service the dates of 1860 and 1861 were further increased by the 
admission of a number of officers from the volunteer Navy, whose ability 


and services had entitled them tosuch recognition on the part of theGovern- 


ment. 

Second. The effect of an act passed in 1870 which largely increased the 
numbers in the lower grades of the line. 

Third. The effect of an act in Anguss 1882, which largely decreased 
the numbers in the higher grades of the line. 

The present result of the combined causes mentioned above is shown in 


te 
ow the grade of 


the following table, which gives the average ages at which officers of the 
line now reach the several on 


8888888 


Ihave endeavored to impress you with my deliberate conviction that this 


most important branch of the publi: service, which may properly be termed 


the right arm ot the Republic for external defense, now suffers from two 


t viz.: 
Erst, a large 8 of the officers of the line of the Navy, at a time 
when mind and y ought to be at the best, are serving in the lower ranks 
without command and habit it begets. 

Second. No method now exists whereby the Government can get the very 
flower of its personnel into those positions where Sey can be of the great- 
est service to the country, in consequence of which a dull mechanical moye- 
ment takes the place of healthy progression led by merit and fitness. 

Tam e in the aa on of a plan for the reorganization of the 
line of the Navy which I think will meet the requirements of the service, 
and I shall have the honor to present it to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and also to the joint committee, to investigate and consider the subject of 
the rank, pay, and other matters relating to the personnel of the Navy pro- 
posed in the concurrent resolution introduced by the Hon. Mr. MEYER, in 
case said concurrent resolution becomes a law. 

Mr. MEYER, I think this subject is pretty well understood by 
the Committee of the Whole; and, unless some gentleman who 
is oppo to the resolution desires to speak 

r. KILGORE. I would like to submit a few remarks. 

Mr. MEYER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will not consume any time needlessly. I 
do not desire more than ten minutes. A 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, at what time will the morning 
hour expire? 

The CHAIRMAN. At 25 minutes after 1 o'clock; there are 
still twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. MEYER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas. I hope that will be sufficient. 

7 5 . I am anxious to say a very few words on this 
subject. 

Mr. MEYER. Iwill yield later five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Texas[Mr. KILGORE] 
has the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. KILGORE. That does not do me any good. 

Mr. MEYER. Thereare only twenty minutes of the morning 
boug remaining. I would like to oblige the gentleman from 

‘exas—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I am not asking any favors. 

Mr. MEYER. If the gentleman from Texas will be satisfied 
to have a vote taken at the proper time, I will yield him ten 
minutes with very great pleasure. 

me. KILGORE. I did not understand the gentleman’s re- 
marks, 

Mr. MEYER. If you will consent that a vote be taken 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MEYER. Iwill yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not know that I shall occupy so much 
time. I want it understood, however, that in asking ten min- 
utes from my friend from Louisiana I am not making any con- 
cession in regard to allowing him to pos this matter through 
without a proper showing on the record. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this resolution, as I understand 
it, is to secure the appointment of a joint committee of members 
of this House and the Senate to investigate the rank and pay of 
the Navy, or as my friend from Arkansas said this morning, to 
codify the personnel of the Navy. Now, I know so little about 
this business that Iam hardly prepared to give a reason for my 
opposition to it. 

can say, however, that I am always opposed to an investiga- 
tion by a Congressional joint committee of any subject within 
the jurisdiction of a regular standing committee of the House 
or the Senate. If there were any want of authority in the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs or the corresponding committee of 
the Senate to deal with this question, to make this investigation 
and to formulate a measure as the outcome of the investigation, 
I might be willing to agree to the appointment of a joint com- 
mittee to do this work. But there is no such want of authority. 
My experience is that these special investigating committees 
are a sham, a fraud, a false pretense, a snare, and a delusion. 

Mr. MEYER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether the report of a joint committee, if such committee 
should be constituted by Congress, givin the result of its care- 
ful deliberations, would not be as valuable and ought not to be 
considered as effective as the report of a standing committee of 
either House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Responding to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, I will say it is ly possible that the report of 
this joint committee or commission, or whatever it may be called, 
would be just as full and satisfactory as a report from astanding 
committee of the House and Senate on the same subject. But 
that is no reason why the Committee on Naval Affairs of this 
House or the Senate should abdicate its authority in favor of 
such a joint committee or commission. 

I am opposed to investigations by select committees unless, as 
I said before, it be on some questions which are not within the 
jurisdiction of the committees of the House or Senate. Now, if 
these gentlemen were anxious to reorganize the Navy, and or- 
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ganize some people out and organize some others into higher 
rank, that on be done by a bill. That is the purpose of this 
legislation. I think the Navy ought to be reorganized from 


what they say about it—not what I know, for I confess I do not 
know much about that. On one or two occasions in the years 
gone by the Navy was reorganized. In 1855 it was done, if I re- 
member aright, on the same plan and for the same purpose now 

roposed by the pending resolution, and it was done then on a 
bill introduced to that end. They did not need a special com- 
mission to do the work for the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House or Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to tell the gentleman that this is 
not a resolution looking towards a reorganization of the Navy 
Department at all. It is simply aresolution brought here by the 
advice of the Secretary of the Navy, a resolution which he him- 
self drew up in the last Congress, asking for a joint committee of 
both Houses to investigate the personnel of the Navy, an effort 
to settle troubles connected with the rank, pay, and organization 
of the Navy. It refers to its personnel—nothing else. The res- 
olution has been brought in here and the gentleman in charge 
has kindly withdrawn a proposition for a clerk and an attendant, 
intending to use the force of the committee in the investigation. 
Therefore the gentleman is misstating the proposition, unin- 
tentionally, no doubt. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, the gentleman is consuming my time 
and running a speech into mine -a very good way to get to the 


country. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am only trying to give the gentleman in- 
formation. He said he knew nothing about the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam obliged to the gentleman. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not disagree with the gentleman 
from New York. The purpose of theresolution is toinvestigate 
the matters and things that I have said, make an investiga- 
tion,” as they say; and that investigation must have some pur- 

se init. It not, then it may as well be 1 8 entirely. If 
t has any purpose it is to do the very things I have said - that is, 

to recommend legislation looking to a reorganization of the 
Navy, a readjustment of the rank of the officers or reassignment 
of pay, to determine who ought to be promoted, perhaps, and 
their pay, and who ought to go upon the retired list. 

All of this could be 1 in a direct method by the 
introduction of a bill in both the House and Senate providing 
for the very things which they say ought to be done, and let 
the report be made on it. In that manner let it come before the 
country and let the country thus be advised as to the intention 
of Congress in this regard. But the theory is that if they can 
get a commission, or a joint committee of the House and Senate, 
to make this investigation and report in favor of a cular 
scheme or character of legislation—possibly a u ous re- 
port—put it into this House with the sanction of the joint com- 
mittee of the House and Senate, they can get it through in spite 
of any opposition which it may encounter in this body. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that these gentlemen can formulate 
a measure looking to the very purpose embodied in this resolu- 
tion, and they ought to do it in that way, not in this. The House 
has shown repeatedly since this matter has been before it an 
utter indifference to the resolution. I have not antagonized it 
in any way except to require the presence of a quorum to vote 
upon it, and the difficulty of securing a quorum shows the in- 
difference of the House. They may not want to directly antag- 
onize it, or antagonize the gentlemen haying it in charge, but 
there has always been a quorum present when the matter was up, 
though they have not been able to get one to vote upon it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman found the same difficulty 
when he called up the Utah bill the other day. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, that is true; but zou could not get a 
quorum for this until I had to help you get it to-day. 

pore the hammer fell.] 

r. MEYER. I yield now five minutes tothe gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I shall 
occupy the time, because the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE] has practically covered the ground I meant to take—that, 
in reading the report of the committee, I do not in the least dis- 
sent from what they say or what the Secretary of the Navy says 
in reference to the necessity for a reconstruction of the person- 
nel of the Navy. 

I believe that to be the case; and it was the case in 1854 when 
recisely the same complaints and difficulties, as I happen to 
now from personal Suona; young as I was, were raised in 

the Navy at that time—exactly thesame difficulties that we are 
told now exist. And I find by looking into the proceedings of 
the second session of the Thirty-third Congress that, this matter 
having been called to the attention of the Naval committees of 
the House and Senate by the Secretary of the Navy, Senator 
Mallory of Florida brought in a bill from the Senate Committee, 


and stated then“ that the committees of the House and Senate,” 
using the plural number, “had been unable to agree on a large 
art of the matters submitted to them by the Secre „ but had 
en able to draw up this bill,” for the sole purpose the gentle- 
man now alludes to, namely, to recognize the personnel of the 
Navy, striking down various naval officers from the rank they 
were unfitted to carry out and for the promotion of others. 

Now, the committee in their report state, in asingle sentence, 
that it is impossible that this matter should be carried out in 
the ordinary method of proceeding, by a report from the Naval 
Committee of one House, carrying the bill through one House 
and then passing it through the other. 

I wish to see the personnel of the Navy reconstructed. I wish 
the recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy carried out; 
but I have not understood yet from a single word, either in his 
report or the report of the committee, or in the remarks of the 
gentleman from New Vork [Mr. CUMMINGS], or of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana |Mr. MEYER], why the ordinary proceed- 
ings of Congress should be departed from, and why this should 
not follow the strict precedents of the second session of the 
Thirty-third Congress ta bringing in a bill from the Naval Com- 
mittee, either of the House or the Senate. 

If these gentlemen will show why it is impossible to do that 
in the ordinary way, and why we need a joint commission, then 
I will cheerfully vote for their recommendation. I earnestly 
hope that something will be done to remove what I recognize as 
existing defects in the personnel of the Navy, but I do not see 
why, after forty years, we should vary from the procedent of 
the Thirty-third Congress, established before the late unpleas- 
antness. : 

Mr. COOMBS. Was not there a report made in the Thirty- 
third Congress that it was impossible for the two committees to 


agree? 

Mr. EVERETT. They could notagree upon many of the rec- 
ommendations contained in the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, but on this particular point, of reconstructing the per- 
sonnel of the Navy, theywere enabled to introduce a bill from 
the Senate committee and have it carried. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If there had been a joint committee of in- 
vestigation, would they not have agreed? 

Mr. EVERETT. I am sure I do not know. I only know that 
there was not a joint committee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is it not more probable that they would 
have if there had been a joint investigation? 

Mr. EVERETT. I can not say as to that. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, the gentleman's argument is just 
this: He wants the Naval Committee of the House to enter into 
an investigation of this subject, and then he wants the Naval 
Committee of the Senate to go through a separate investigation 
of their own. This would give us two investigations and two 
separate reports, one in each House. The same object can be 
accomplished by an investigation by a joint committee of both 
the Senate and the House. Itis proposed that this joint investi- 
gation shall not cost the Government one cent, and still the gen- 
tleman 1 it. 

Mr. EVERETT. I yielded for a question and not for a speech. 
I beg tostate that [have no doubt there are many cases in which 
a joint committee of the two Houses would carry through amat- 
ter much better than we do in the present way; but we have the 

resent way, the regular course of legislation, which we adopt 
fn all our proceedings, and which was adopted for this particular 
end in 1854; and Iam unable to see any reason why we should 
vary from the regular course of legislation, even if it should be 
more expeditious. 

peer the hammer fell.] 

r. MEYER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. r. Chairman, I want to state the result 
of the action in 1854, to which the gentlemanrefersus. Itmade 
a settlement which did not settle. Since that settlement the 
trouble between the line and staff of the Navy has occurred. It 
has rent the personnel of the Navy in twain. They did notsettle 
the question. On the contrary, they split the thing wide open; 
and the reason why we ask for this joint committee to-day is to 
make an effort, after an investigation, to settle this difference 
between the line and staff of the Navy, and give us a navy that 
will be far more useful than our present Navy is to-day. The 
Secretary in his annual report says that such action is vitally 
material. 

Mr. COOMBS. There is no use having ships without officers. 

Mr. MEYER. U ask for a vote on the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the committee re- 
port the pending resolution to the House with a favorable rec- 
ommendation? 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. KILGORE. I think we ought to have a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 8. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, a quorum not voted. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. MEYER and Mr. KIL- 
GORE. . 

The committee divided; and before tellers reported, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The morning hour having expired, the 
committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, 1 ported that that committee, having had under consid- 
eration concurrent resolution House Mis. Doc. 39, had come to 
no resolution thereon, 


ADMISSION OF UTAH. 


The SPEAKER. There is a special order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider 
the bill H. R. 352. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: a? 


A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the 
State ee. and to be 
with the original States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider 


ple of Utah to form a constitution and 
itted into the Union on an equal footing 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 352. 

—— ere ai rite ae csr bill. 

objection, I move to dispense e first the bi 

Mr. TRACEY, L object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the title of that bill was not 
understood, 

Mr. TRACEY. Let us hear what the bill is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks.unan- 
imous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 


there objection? 
Mr. TRACEY. I object, Mr. Chairman. 


eer * Objeotion is made, and the Clerk will read 
Phe bill was read at length. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Alabama and I are to control the time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iam willing to divide it with 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrecognized the gentleman from 
Alabama, and the Chair now understands the gentleman toyield 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. WHEELER. of Alabama. Yes, sir; and the time on the 
other side will be controlled by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not want to put myself in the attitude of 
having to submit to op e er about the time, as lam here 

The CHAIRMAN, Chair understood that the gentleman 
from Alabama yielded to the gentleman from Texas for one hour. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir; or for such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not understand that the 
Alabama is to control the time in favor of the bill. 
derstand —— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Unless: the gentleman from 
Texas will take control of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Alabama made a minor- 
ity report. and I made the majority report. I do not want any 

ment— . 

Mr, WHEELER of kalanna: It is true the 
Alabama prepared a minority report upon ce 
eee but upon the general se of the b 


gether. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir; it is all right. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman from Texas should control the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama appears to 
be under the impression that he controls the entire time. Has 
there been any such agreement in the House? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS] will control the time against the bill. 


ntleman from 
AsI under- 


entleman from 
rovisions of 
we are to- 


5 


The CHAIRMAN. Has there been any such agreement as 
that made in the House? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There has not. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Thensuch an understanding would hardly 
be permissible in committee. The Chairman of the committee 
would have to recognize gentlemen as they rise. 

Mr. WHEELER of ama. I do not think it is important. 
The gentleman from Texas takes the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then [Ishall go on with the discussion of the 
bill, and I shall not consume much time. 
= The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

‘exas, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. For such a time ashe desires, 
or to control the bill. 


[Mr. KILGORE withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. | 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, if the bill now before the House 
admitting the Territory of Utah as a State in the Federal Union 
is to pass and become a law, L certainly hope that the amend- 
ment offered by the minority of the committee will be inéorpo- 
rated in it. lrefer to the amendment in relation to polygamy, 
which is as follows: 


The constitution shall be republican in form, and make no distinction in 
civilor political rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians not 
taxed. and not be rep % to the Constitution of the United States and 
the principles of the Declaration of Independence. And sald convention 
sbali provide, by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United. 

tate 


States and the o of said S 
First. That perfect toleration of ous sentiment shall be secured, and 


that no inbabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or property 
oa 1 we ——— her uade < religious 2 But said constitution 
s polygamy or dual marriage, ani yeamy or dual marriage 
shall be declared by such a-constitution to be felony and punishable by any 
of the courts of said State of ey gr jurisdiction 5 a fine ot 
not less than $1,000 or more than $5, and confinement in the tentiary 
for not less than one year or more than five years. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] has addressed this 
House for an hour, and that hour has been devoted toan attempt 
to establish the fact that the Mormons in the Territory of Utah 
have abandoned the practice of polygamy. He has quoted Presi- 
dent Harrison as an authority upon that point. Let us see. I 
have a faint memory of a speech which President Harrison de- 
livered at Salt Lake 1 es that magnificent tour of the country 
which he made in which he made a number and variety of ad- 
dresses perhaps unequaled by any President. since John Quincy 
Adams. 

I say I have a faint memory that President Harrison on that 
tour made a speech at Salt Lake City, in which he sud to the 
assembled. Mormons. that he believed“ in one and only one un- 
crowned queen in vE American home,” and I am inclined to 
think that that remark had some: application to the state-of 
things existing in Utah at. that time as seen by President Har- 
rison. 

I also desire to call attention of the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. KILGORE] to the following significant remark in the report 
of the minority of the committee: 


The Delegate from Utah was invited to be present, and amendments were 


made at his tion, and, as the committee understood, he was perfectly 
satisfied with all parts of the bill except that part which prohibited polyg- 
amy. 


And I will refer to this subject later on. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to stand in my place and say that 
Iam opposed to this bill. I am op to admitting the Ter- 
ritory of Utah as a State in the Federal Union. I havea brother 
(a Gentile) who lived two years in Salt Lake City, and I think I 
have some inside information about Utah. 

To be sure, it has the requisite wealth and population, but in 
my judgment, and from what I can learn, the character of the 
population and the character and practices of the Mormon 
Church, to which a majority of its citizens belong and to which 
they owe their first allegiance, unfits that Territory and its peo- 
ple to become members of the Federal Union. 

The history of Mormonism from the time that Brigham Young 
made his pilgrimage and located, what he chose to style the 
Church of the Latter-Day Saints, on the shores of the Great 
Salt Lake down to a very recent time has been a histoty of su- 
perstition, licentiousness, murder, and crime that is a disgrace 
to civilization, and one of the foulest, blackest blots on the pages 
of history. 

The A ERTER Meadow massacre, the doctrine of blood 
atonement,” the damnable crimes of the ‘endowment. house,” 
the doctrine of plural marriages, the persecution and wholesale 
murder of a and Gentiles who resisted or denied the 


„ a band. of bloodthirsty assassins em- 
will of 


1893. 


ters of history and fresh in the memories of the living gen- 
eration. 

But, says the gentleman from Texas and say the supporters of 
this bill, the Mormon Church has changed, has abandoned 
polygamy. Well, if they have, I propose for one that they shall 

‘do works meet for repentance” for a term of years longer, and 
until the Gentile Protestant Christian element in that Territory 
and the opponents of Mormonism, either by uniting with some 
other Territory or otherwise, shall become a majority, and be 
able to control the Legislature of the new State which is to be 
formed. Otherwise I am fearful that when the State shall be 
fairly inside the Union, the president of the Mormon Church, 
the successor of Joe Smith and Brigham Young, will have 
another revelation, rüestablishing the destroying angels,” the 
“blood atonement,” the “endowment house,” and . 

Mr. Speaker, I have no confidence in either the honesty or the 
sincerity of the recent ee change of sentimenton the part 
of the Mormon leaders in regard to the subject of polygamy. Un- 
less my information is faulty, the damnable crimes of the endow- 
ment house” are still perpetrated in secret, polygamy has only 
been temporarily abandoned, and the persecution, ostracism, and 
bad treatment of Gentiles, especially of Christian teachers sent 
among them, continues. 

Unfortunately, I left at my hotel a clipping which I have from 
the Salt Lake Tribune, and which I will ask permission to in- 
corporate in my remarks, giving an account of the recent out- 
rageous treatment of two female Protestant school teachers in 
the Mormon kingdom—outrageous and shameful treatment, I 
say, and apparently justified by the Mormon authorities, At 
least, the perpetrators of these outrages were never prosecuted. 

Then, there is another serious objection to the admission of 
the Territory asa State. Probably there is not a Territory or 
State in the country so largely peopled by those who have abso- 
lutely no knowledge of our country, of its laws, of its institu- 
tions, and what. should constitute a free State in the great 
Republic. 

ot an inconsiderable partof the inhabitants of this Territory 
are the dregs of Huropein governments, gathered in hordes by 
the Mormon missionaries in Europe and ticketed through from 

Liverpool, Berlin, Vienna, and Stockholm to what they are led 
to believe is the modern Zion, the New Jerusalem, and a land 
flowing with milk and honey. 

And while other immigrants to this country become to some 
eae a Janet meer ee by Reon surroundings, no such 

appy change takes p among the foreign immigrants to this 
Got braken Mormon city. xi seks i 

The Republican party in its earliest conventions denounced the 
twin barbarisms, slavery and pdlygamy, and pledged itself to 
the overthrow of both. The first promise has been redeemed, 
at the expense of rivers of blood, thousands of lives, and billions 
of treasure. And, thank God, it is no longer a parody, as it was 
at the birth of the Republican party, to sing 

The star-spangled banner in triumph shall wave 
O'er the land of the free and the home of the brave. 

The twin relic of barbarism, polygamy, still lives. And while 
it does live and is in the ascendency I can never vote to admit 
Utah as a State of the Union. 

Mr. COGSWELL. All the evidence is against you. Theevi- 
dence is that it has been exterminated. 

Mr. MORSE. What is that? 

Mr. COGSWELL. All the record evidence is in favor of the 
extermination of polygamy in Utah. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, Mr. Chairman, my colleague, the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts, has got more faith in 
the Mormons and their promises than Ihave. He has some con- 
fidence in their promises, and I have none. I would not givea 
pon of snuff for the promises of a whole regiment of Mormons, 

rom atc experience for two years amongst the people 
of that 1 55 

Mr. COG SWELL. But you preach repentance. and that it is 
at all times in order. Now, following your preaching, I believe 
that there are people who do repent and that there are times of 
repentance. There is every reason to believe that these people 
as MORSE My coll i 

P 8 y colleague is exactly right on one K 
do beltate pee, nee the Good old rea ‘hat 


N While th burn, 
e lamp holds out to 
The vilest — may return. 

But I want evidence of that repentance. I want to know that 
this Mormon: hierarchy has abandoned blood atonement” for 
one thing; I want to know that they have abandoned the despi- 
cable crimes of the ‘endowment house,” which have been com- 
mitted by them in times past. I want to know and be sure of 
the fact that they have abandoned polygamy, and I am not pre- 
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pared to take their statements unsupported by evidence. There- 
fore, as I said a little while ago, before I am willing to vote to 
admit them as a State into the Federal Union, I want these peo- ` 
ple, with their hands reeking with crime, with fingers red with 
the blood of the Mountain Meadow massacre, to bring forth fruit 
meet for repentance. 

Mr. BRODERICK. They are all dead; that crowd. 

Mr. MORSE. I wish they were. But they are not. The 
United States Government tried, convicted, and took one man 
back, John D. Lee, and shot him at the point where the crime 
was committed; and the only misfortune about the transaction 
is that they executed only the subaltern. They ought to have 
brought up his superior officers also, whose orders he obeyed, 
and 5 them in the place where the foul crime was com- 
mitted. 

Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, that there is a large Gentile ele- 
ment inhabiting the Territory of Utah, utterly opposed to the 
Mormon hierarchy, the Mormon Church, the endowment house, 
and to polygamy. And in theirname and in their behalf I op- 
pose the present admission of Utah asa State. 

I predict that if this bill shall pass, and the government of 
that Territory shall pass from the United States to State and 
Mormon control, that legislation hostile to the missionaries and 
teachers and to the non-Mormon residents will be among the 
first acts of the Mormon Legislature. 

Once admitted as a State, once let the Federal Government 
surrender its control and the power of the Federal Government 
to right the wrongs of the non-Mormon is lost and lost forever. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That is in the bill. The bill provides that 
their constitution shall make provision that no discrimination 
shall be made. How can they in view of the enabling act? r 

Mr. MORSE. I see that in the bill; but my distinguished 
colleague from Massachusetts knows full well that we have certain 
amendments—the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth—to the 
Constitution, that apply especially to certain great sections of the 
country that are a letter, and civil and political rights are 
denied*to millions of our countrymen. He knows that there are 
members of the House representing constituencies here elected 
by 1,500 votes when it took 30,000 votes to secure the election of 
my distinguished colleague. He knows full well how these 
Mormon people and a Mormon Legislature may paralyze these 

rovisions of the bill, and 5 so when the sentiment of a 
ans majority of the people are against it. 

Once admit them to statehood and these provisions can be made 
nugatory, null, and void. I repeat, sir, once admit them as a 
State, once let the Federal Government surrender the Territory 
and the power of the Federal Government to right the wrongs 
committed by the Mormons and protect its citizens in that Ter- 
ritory is lost and lost forever. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not see the need for haste about this busi- 
ness. There is time enough in the future to admit Utah as a 
State. We have already admitted States to the Union for 
political purposes. And I confess, sir, with shame and mortifi- 
cation that my party is to blame for some of it. Yes, we have 
admitted States for political purposes, mere mining camps. We 
have admitted States whose population has decreased within 
the last decade. There is a State in this Union with two Sena- 
tors and one Representative on this floor that has less than one- 
quarter of the population contained in my district alone. I say 
we have had enough of that business. There is no haste about 
e more States. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Is it not as big as Delaware? 

Mr. MORSE. Not in population, I think. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I mean in representation. 
Delaware has but one Representative. 

Mr. MORSE. What is the population of Delaware? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I can not inform the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. MORSE. Well it has a population two or three times the 
size of the State I refer to. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. She was one of the original 
thirteen, however. 

Mr. MORSE. Delaware has aright in the Union as a State; 
a mining camp has not. Rhode Island, let me say to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Mississippi, has a right in this Union 
beyond that of a mining camp. Rhode Island and Delaware 
were in at the birth of the Union; they won their place in the 
great Federal Union by sacrifice of blood and treasure in the 
great cause of liberty in the war of the Revolution. 

Mr. i Rhode Island and Delaware are both symbol- 
ized in the original stars of the flag that hangs over your head, 
whose folds, set with blue, signalize the starry firmamentof God. 
I = Delaware and Rhode Island, which were among the origi- 
nal States that fought for the independence of this country, have 
rights that no 


camp can have. 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. We did not have any chance 


to be in that fight. 1 

Mr. MORSE. Well, I am not finding fault with the gentle- 
man from Washington because he was not born at that time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman ought not to 
complain of States west of the Missouri River because we did 
not take any part in the revolutionary war. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MORSE. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. After all, is not the objection which the gen- 
tleman has to this bill caused by the fact that it allows another 
Western State in the Union a representation upon the floor of 
Congress? Is it not that instead of polygamy that he is object- 
ing to? 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the fon eman 
from South Dakota does me an injustice. I do not really believe 
he means the insinuation which he makes by that remark. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your late argument would indicate that. 

Mr. MORSE. No,Ibegyourpardon. I think Iam thoroughly 
honest and that if it were not for the moral conditions of Utah 
I would pe with the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICK- 
LER] and every other man on this floor in admitting that State. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 
me for another interruption? . 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Alena esa The gentleman has spoken 
very eloquently and feelingly with reference to Rhode Island 
and Delaware, and their services in behalf of American freedom. 
But is it not true that they came into the Union in much the same 
manner that McGregor took a seat at the table? Was it not with 
the understan that the head of the table should be wherever 
McGregor sat, and that they would not consent to anything until 
they secured a certain amount of representation? Isitnotafact 
that they demanded two United States Senators for their little 
bailiwicks, and that they are now complaining of the represen- 
tation that we have got in the West, and that they would not 
consent to the adoption of the Federal Constitution until they 
secured the representation which they now have? Is not that 
the history of it. or am I mistaken in regard to it? 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I believe Rhode Island was one 
of the last States to consent to the adoption of the Federal Con- 
stitution. I think the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WIL- 
SON] is correct. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They were in at the begin- 
ning, and they secured the lion's share while they had the op- 
portunity. e are coming in a little late, and are trying to se- 
cure a portion of what is left. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I have already given the reasons 
why I think Delaware and Rhode Island belong in the Union. 
There was great difficulty about the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, as the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON] knows; 
and the gentleman well knows that George Washington, the 
father of country, said in the Convention which framed the 
Federal Constitution, when there was great danger that the in- 
strument would be rejected, that if this instrument were re- 
poo he believed the next constitution would be drawn in 


Iam not here to argue the question of representation in the 
other end of this Capitol. Our fathers wisely, as it seemed to 
them, gave to each State in the Union, without regard to its size, 
equal representation in the Senate of the United States. I be- 
lieve the men who made the Constitution were as august, and 
honorable, and patriotic, and wise a body of men as ever assembled 
on God’sgreen earth; but I do not think there is any justification 
in that fact for the admission of a State with 40,000 population, 
which has the same representation in the other end of this build- 
ing as the great State of New York, or Pennsylvania, or Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Utah has 250,000 population. 

Mr. MORSE. I am not making an argument against Utah on 
the ground of a lack of population. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What evidence have you as to the 
moral condition there, as against the testimony from every 
source, Mormon or anti-Mormon, in the Territory or in the 
neighboring Territories? 

Mr. MORSE. My argument is based upon my want of con- 
fidence in the honesty and integrity of the Mormons, I haveno 
confidence in their thang and I have already pointed out 
the danger of the Federal Government losing control of this 


Territory and turning the non-Mormons and Gentiles over to the 
tender mercies of that Mormon Legislature. 

My information in regard to the affairs of Utah, and especially 
its past condition and practices, is derived from twosources: First, 
asalready stated, I have a brother, who represented a coal-mining 
company and was a resident of that city for two years; but my 
secoud and fullest source of information is a book published by 


Eliza Young, “The Fifteenth Wife of Brigham Young,” who 
apostatized from Mormonism, escaped from Salt Lake City, and, 
I think, lectured extensively upon Utah and Mormonism, and in 
the book to which I have referred gave an exhaustive and de- 
tailed account of the religion and practices of the Mormons 
and Mormon Church, with names, dates, and figures, none of 
which to my . have ever been controverted or denied. 

The statements of this book are believed to be veritable facts 
and veritable history. 

The teaching and preaching of the Mormon bishops, apostles, 
and elders in the Mormon tabernacle are fully described, and 
some of this preaching is described as unfit for a pothouse, and 
so indecent as to make a stone image blush for shame. The 
crime of the Mountain Meadow massacre and the responsibility 
of the Mormon leaders for the same, is fully set forth and proven. 
The murderous assassinations, with dates and particulars, of 
those disobedient to the Mormon Church by a band of assassins, 
otherwise known as the Danites” or “ destroying angels,” who 
invariably cut the throats of their victims, are also fully set forth. 
The doctrins of the blood atonement, by which numerous women 
had their throats cut by their husbands as a religious sacrifice, 
with names, dates, end particulars, is also fully described. The 
conduct and ceremony of the endowment house and the business 
of sealing plural wives, of which the writer claimed to be an eye- 
witness on repeated occasions, are alsodescribed. Undoubtedly 
most of the actors in these terrible scenes have answered for 
their crimes or superstitions at the court of last resort, which 
includes the father of this infamy, Brigham Young. 

I do not charge the present residents of Utah to any extent 
with sanctioning or countenancing these crimes. While, as al- 
ready stated, I have aars doubts as to whether or no the prac- 
tice of polygamy has been wholly and in good faith abandoned, 
mostundoubtedlya change for the better has taken place since the 
building of the Pacific Railroad and since the large influx of Gen- 
tiles to that Territory, and I am inclined to concede that no such 
crimes or superstitions could ever again obtain such a foothold 
among the inhabitants of that Territory as did prevail at the 
time to which I have referred; but that there is an immense 
amount of superstition remaining, that there is a blind obedience 
to the authorities of the church, no matter what commands they 
may give, I insist is still true, and I contend that it is not yet 
safe, wise, or politic to remove from that Territory the hand of 
the Federal Government and transer toa Mormon Legislature 
ss aking and enforcing of the laws which shall govern that 

ople. 
Pere claim is made here that there is no opposition in Utah to 
the Territory noone a State. If that claim is true, there ex- 
ists there now a very different state of things from what has ex- 
isted when application has heretofore been made for statehood, 
when a protest loud and long has come up from the Gentile pop- 
ulation against being turned over to the tender mercies of the 
Mormons, and t having the strong arm of the United 
States Government withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does not the gentleman know 
that the non-Mormon people out there are a pretty robust set of 
fellows, and can take care of themselves? 

Mr. MORSE. The gentleman from Washington knows there 
is a very large population south of here that is not able to take 
care of itself. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is a different condition. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is not an answer to the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. MORSE. They are not able to take care of themselves. 
That is the condition of those people. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 
I willnot oe upon the House further than to conclude with 
this remark: I stand in my place and say, in the name of civili- 
zation, in the name of virtue and morality and education and 
religion, in the name of American liberty, in the name of the 
good nameand prosperity of the American Republic, I denounce 
the proposition to admit the Mormon Territory of Utah as a 
State in the Federal Union. 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to make a parliamentary inanity, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. GOODNIGHT in the chair). The gen- 
tleman will state it. 

Mr. POWERS. Is it in order to submit an amendment at this 
time? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order yet, as the bill is still 
under general discussion, and until general debate has expired 
amendments are not in order. 

Mr.RAWLINS. Mr. Chairman, Congress, under the Constitu- 
tion, may admit new States and shall guarantee to every State a 
republican form of government. It is not required to undertake 
for the intelligence, the morality, the sobriety, the peace, or 
order, and much less the religion, of the poops of a State. e 
framers of the Constitution absolved the Congress from any such 
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responsibility. The Territorial form of government is maintained 
largely at the national expense. In every case it is intended to 
be but temporary, and exist only until the 5 such 
population and such wealth that the people are able to conduct 
their own affairs and defray the expenses which are entailed in 
the administration of the State government. 

The experience, since 1789, in the admission of new States in- 
dicates fairly well what population, what wealth, a Territory 
should ss in order to fit it for admission to the dignity 
of 3 The actual, as distinguished from the potential, 
wealth and population have usually been disregarded. Anything 
like a religious test has been precluded as contrary to the Con- 
stitution and the genius of our institutions. Sofar Congress has 
not found it necessary to devise a method by which to measure the 
intelligence, morality, or generally the quality of the papae 
tion knocking at the door for admission into the Union. Under 
some circumstances it may not be unreasonable to suppose that 
the forty-four States, embracing people who have good opinions 
of themselves, would display some taste as to the Deaton and 
characteristics of the population whom baat d would be willing to 
admit into the select circle constituting the sisterhood of the 
Republic. 

As for the people of Utah, I want to say that they shrinkfrom 
no test not violative of the fundamental principles upon whick 
our institutions rest, which even the most fastidious or exacting 
can see fit to apply; I propose to demonstrate in every respect 
the fitness of the Territory I represent for admission into the 
Union. In population, in wealth, in resources, in knowledge of 
our institutions, in standard of education, and inall the qualities 
that make intelligent and progressive citizens the people of 
Utah are fit for association with the proudest and best of the 
members of the Federal Union. And after having investigated 
the characteristics and quality of the people of Utah, and made 
comparisons of them with the people living in other States and 
Territories, aye, in the State of Massachusetts, I rise possessed 
of a knowledge which fills my heart with a just pride in the peo- 
ple whom I have the honor here to represent. 

There have been, I believe, six applications made by the Ter- 
ritory of Utah for admission into the Union. The last of these 
applications was made in 1888. In every former instance those 
applying were members, generally, of the Mormon Church; and 
there came here, opposing the admission of the Territory, non- 
Mormons of Utsh and the non-Mormons residing in the sur- 
rounding Territories or States. The objections which have 
been made in former times to the admission of Utah have not 
been on account of the lack of population or of wealth or re- 
sources. 

Two questions have been made: First, the existence of a senti- 
ment in the Territory which predominated, and which tolerated 
the practice of pulygamy—a practice generally regarded as re- 
pugnant to the civilization and morality of the age; and second, 
the alleged interference of the Mormon Church in political and 
civil affairs; and on these two grounds and on these two grounds 
alone Congress has been reluctant and hesitated to admit the Ter- 
ritory into the Union. In 1888 the case was tried before the Com- 
mittee on Territories in a very elaborate hearing. Majority and 
minority reports were presented. Themajority in itsreport uses 
this language: : 

From what has now been stated it is apparent that all the conditions exist 
in Utah. in a marked degree, necessary to entitle the people of that Terri- 
tory to have a State government; and it is equally apparent that. by reason 
of her geographical position, her immense agricultural and mineral re- 
sources, her accumulated wealth, and the general intelligence and indus- 


trious and 5 e character of her people, it is of national importance 
that Utah should have a State government. 


The objections that are alleged against the admission are: 


First. The existence of polygamy. 
a The power and the teachings of the Mormon Church on that 
subject. 


It was found in 1882 there were 2,225 adult male polygamists 
in the Territory of Utah. This report proceeds to say: 

It is not denied by the advocates of admission that polygamy is practiced 
in that Territory, but they claim that it is not obligatory upon the mem- 
bers of the Mormon Church, that ithas been gradually dying out until now 
there are comparatively few who are liv: in pol. Si relations, and 
that this few are generally past the meridian o e. They claim that 

lygamous marri have ceased to be solemnized, thatin the near 
ture polygamy will have ceased to exist altogether, and iseven now 
practically „and that it is unjust to deprive the many of political 
rights because the comparatively few are violating the law in this regard.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Was that in 1882? 

Mr. RAWLINS. This is the report made in 1888. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the statement based upon the number 
that were disqualified from voting? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The act of Congress that disqualified polyg- 
amists to vote or hold office in Utah was passed in 1882. e 
Utah Commission was appointed, and they prescribed or recom- 


mended a test oath, under the operation of which all polygamists | into the Union have been 
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Territory at that time, and it was reported that about 10,000 
males and females were disqualified from voting under the op- 
ration of the act of 1882. To bea polygamist a man must 
ave two or more wives, and all the wives were disqualified un- 
der the act of 1882. These figures were ascertained by a calcu- 
lation which showed that there were 2,225 adult males in the 
Territory of Utah who were polygamists in 1882. 

The majority report of the committee in 1888 found that the 
practice of polygamy had been decreasing. It was claimed then 
by the representatives of the Mormon people that polygamy had 
been forbidden by the church, and they asserted that it was no 
longer in exis ence and would not revive. The majority gave 
some credit to that statement. The minority repo:t (presented 
by Mr. Struble of Iowa) states the objections that were made 
at that time to the admission of the Territory, which were. the 
existence of polygamy and alleged church interference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, as I understand, the number of per- 
sons practicing polygamy at that time was determine solely by 
the number of persons who were disqualified from voting? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Those who declined to take the test oath? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But by thit method the whole number may 
not have been ascertained, because there may have been others 
who did not apply to vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The gentleman from Maine will remember 
that it was made perjury to take the oath falsely, and that a man 
who had been a polygamist in years past and who had more than 
one wife and had had children born to him of such marriage, 
could not well conceal the fact. Polygamists were eliminated 
from the registration lists. 

The relation was such that it could not be concealed. Acts of 
Congress had put the enforcement of the law in the hands of the 
United States marshal, and numerous deputies and United 
States commissioners existed throughout the Territory. All 
the means of ascertaining who were polygamists were at hand, 
including ample funds for the arrest, conviction, and punish- 
ment of offenders. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has my friend any means of ascertaining 
from any other statistical source within the Territory the num- 
ber of polygamists in Utah at that time? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Another test, I suppose, would be to ascer- 
tain the number arrested and convicted. There were some ten 
people arrested for polygamy during the years of the active en- 
forcement of these laws. They were men who had married after 
1882 and within three years next prior to the finding of the in- 
dictments. But the statute did not run as against persons who 
were guilty of unlawful cohabitation. Unlawful cohabitation 
consisted inthis: Where aman, having previously married more 
than one wife, still held to the relation by associating with the 
unlawful wife and holding her out to the world as his wife even 
though there may have been no sexual intercourse. 

Such was the definition of unlawful cohabitation given by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Men whohad married, 
years before, two wives, and had had children born to them of 
the polygamous marriage, would perhaps visit the household of 
the unlawful wife and family in order to provide them with the 
necessaries of life, and the proof would be made that the man 
had visited the woman, and that, being her husband, they had 
associated as husband and wife, and upon the submission of such 
po to the jury the man would be convicted of unlawful co- 

abitation. If we apply as a test the number of people who 
were arrested and shown to be guilty of polygamy, then there 
were only ten such arrests and convictions, and, for unlawful co- 
habitation, less than five hundred. That was the result after 
years of prosecution and after the exertion of the utmost dili- 
gence and zeal in the arrest, condemnation, and punishment of 
offenders against those laws. The people who in 1888 said that 
polygamy was practically dead said the truth. We all know 
that it is the nature of man to be more willing to yield a fact than 
to concede an error. 

The leaders of the Mormon people had for years said to them 
that this thing had been commanded by the Almighty, and that 
they would be protected if only they would conform to this tenet 
or doctrine of their faith. In spite of all the propagandism of 

olygamy that was brought to bear among the Mormon people 

rom its establishment in 1853 down to the cessation of its teach- 
ing in 1887, it even having been urged that this practice was es- 
sential to the salvation of the members of the church, there was 
never but a small percentage of those people who practiced this 
doctrine, as is shown by official reports which have been made 
ton me to time to the President or to the Secretary of the 
nterior. 
I say that the former applications for the admission of Utah 
E made on the part of the Mar- 
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mon people or the representatives of the Mormon ple. I 
come not here as the representative of the Mormon Church or 
any other church. I come not here as an advocate of the pa 
tice of polygamy, for I believe it is vicious and ought to have 
been suppressed, as it has been. But I do come here, I am proud 
to say, as the representative of the pops of Utah, irrespective 
of religion, creed, or politics, and if there is any opposition in 
that Territory now to the admission of Utah into the Union I 
have been unable to discover it. 

In 1888, as shown by the minority report of the Committee on 
Territo.ies, we found here advocating the admission of Utah 
into the Union Hon. John T. Caine, at that time Delegate from 
Utah, Mr. F. S. Richards, Hon. Mark A. Smith, Delegate from 
Arizona, and Mr. WILSON of Washington, Those who . 
admission were Governor West, of Utah, E. P. Perry, of Park 
City, Judges Baskin and MeBride of Utah, Hon. FRED T. DU- 
BOIS, Delegate from Idaho. 

As it has been intimated by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. MORSE] that the present Delegate from Utah has some 
sinister motive in advocating the admission of Utah under the 
bill favorably reported by the committee, I would like to invite 
his attention to the fact that it is very cheap and easy to stand 
up and denounce a thing which all around you condemn, when 
you are in the popular current, when there is nobody o to 
what you say; but the highest evidence of sincerity t when 
the current of popular sympathy is against you, you are outspo- 
ken in your convictions. 
I have witnessed all the stages of its progress and development. 
And I did not wait until it became popular to say that polygamy 
ought to be discontinued and that the church ought to its 
hand out o/ politics. 

In 1885, at a public meeting in the theater in Salt Lake City, I 
said to the Mormon people themselves that polygamy must and 
should be given up, that it would be suppressed, and that they 
would save themselves much misfortune and suffering if they 
would acquiesce in the sentiment which so thoroughly prevailed 
in the nation that it would not be balked or thwarted. I said 
to those pzop’e then and there that the union of church and state 
in so faras it had existed must cease to exist. And in 1887, when 
I was invited to participate in the constitutional convention as 
the chairman of a Democratic club, I said that that club was 
in favor of the admission of Utah upon these conditions. that 
the sentiment of the people of the Territory should become pre- 
dominant in favor of obedience to the law and the cessation of 
the practice oE potn „and that the church cease its interfer- 
ence in political and civil matters. L stated that when I was con- 
vinced that this condition existed in the 3 sentiment ol the 
Territory, I would gladly cooperate and do what I could to pro- 
cure for the Territory admission into the Union. 

Now, when those utterances were made they were made in sin- 
cerity. In 1835 many of those with whom I had been associated 
believed differently. Iwas subjected to some criticism, Irecur 
to that occasion to make this allusion. When any gentleman 
intimates or hints to me that I have any covert purpose here in 
advocating the admission of the Territory of Utah in order that 
polygamy may be revived, I ask him to read the history on this 
subject. I will compare records with him or anyone. 

r. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question 
right there? 
r. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. j 

Mr. MORSE. Is it not a fact that prior to the election of the 
gentleman, the Territory of Utah sent here as their Represent- 
ative Mr. Cannon, a man who had six wives? 

Mr. RAWLINS. No, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. How many wives did he have? 

Mr.RAWLINS. You mean George Q. Cannon? 

Mr. MORSE. Yes, sir. He was a polygamist, was he not? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is ancient history, my friend. Mr. 
Caine has represented Utah here; he was my predecessor as the 
Delegate from the Territory. He served here ten years. Mr. 
Cain: is not a polygamist. In 1882 Mr. Cannon, the polygamist 
you sp2ak of, was excluded from his seat in Congress on account 
of his polygamy. 

Mr. MORSE. But he represented the sentiment of those peo- 
ple all the same, because they elected and sent him here. 

Mr. RAWLINS. They elected him in years gone by. I am not 
denying, my dear friend, that in 1853 or 1860 or 1875 or 1880 po- 
lygamy waspracticedin Utah. I am not denying that the people 
of that Territory elected polygamists to office in those old days. 
But the gentleman does not seem to know that the world does 
progress. [Applause.] There is nothing under the sun that is 
not changeable and sub’ecttoalteration. And that being so, the 
gentleman himself had better be careful. 

Who was responsibie for the education of the men who estab- 
lished polygamy in Utah? I tell you, Mr. Chairman, the men 
who are responsible for it originally were born, were bred, were 


was born in the Territory of Utah; 


facies see the system and civilization of New England. 
plause. 

tell the gentleman now that the moral sentiment which led 
to its s emmi ias in Utah, which led to that feature which is ob- 
noxious, and, in my opinion, ought never to prevail, was thə 
outgrowth of that pur tanical sentiment which in some of its 
excrescences in the older days burnt witches, persecuted Qua- 
kers, drove out from the community Roger Williams, and later 
produced the gentleman from Massachusetts. [Laughter and 


n 
r. MORSE. I would like to say to the gentleman that when 
he says witches were burned in Massachusetts he falsifies his- 


tory. 

Mr. RAWLINS. But, Mr. Chairman, I shall proceed with m 
argument tostate that all of these gentlemen whom I have named, 
and who were opposed to the admission of Utuh as a State in 
1838, every one of them now, so far I kaow, is in favor of its ad- 

ion. Governor West in his report, which I have in my 
hand, one of the chief men who opposed it, perhaps more vio- 
lently than any other, says: 

Th of has been t 
one . are FT 828 

he 1 N. or church party has been dissolved, and the conditions exist- 


e 
in the Territory are now in nowise different from those in vogue in th 
States of the Union s 


That is corroborated by the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Bas- 
kin, who for years fought the church, and came here as a rep- 
representative to oppose the admission of the Territory into the 
Union, and now is in accord with what has been stated by Gov- 
ernor West. Heisnow mayor of Salt Lake City, was elected on 
political lines, R pete as is done in other parts of the country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the surrounding States, the non-Mormons 
in the neighboring States, the people who have lived nearestto the 
Mormon people and are most familiar with the situation there, 
who constitute the best witnesses because they have a chance to 
see and know, and because they judge at their own peril when 
they so speak, say these people now are eligible to statehood, 
and that they are in favor of the admission o the Territory into 
the Union, At the time of the admission of the Territory of 
Idaho, under the law authorized by its constitution unfriendly 
to the Mormons—and there is a great body of them in that Ter- 
ritory—all these people were disfranchised and disabled to hold 


office. 

At the last session of the Legislature of Idaho the disabilities 
imposed upon the Mormon prope were, by unanimous vote of the 
members of the Legislature of both parties, all of them Gentiles, 
because no Mormon had a seat there, removed, and therefore 
they have expressed their opinion and belief—the people who 
will be most Iiable to be affected by it—that the Mormon people 
were fit to exercise and be intrusted with all the rights and du- 
ties of citizenship under State government. The people of Wyo- 
ming and the neighboring States are of the same 0 80 far 
as I have heen able to ascertain. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], dealing 
largely in ancient history, has asked permission to include a 
clipping from the Salt Lake Tribune, long published in Salt 

e City, of great circulation, which has been supposed to al- 
ways give expression to the most violent and hostile sentiments 
against the Mormon 8 I have some editorials here taken 
from the Salt Lake Tribune myself. When I paid a visit re- 
sans to the Territory of Utah Í announced in an interview pub- 
lished in the Tribune, first, that I would encounter no opposition 
from home in reaching the immediate enactment of the state- 
hood bill, and that I proposed to come back here and do what I 
could as Speen as possible to bring about the early enactment 
of that bill. 

It was stated in this interview, as preliminary to it, that every 
editor in the 5 ol Utah is in accord with my views on 
this subject. The Salt Lake. Tribune, on November 19, 1893, 
published an editorial in which they said they 3 of my 
conduct here and what I pro to do. On November 17, in 
an editorial under the title Let Statehood Come,” the editor 
uses this language: E 
ton ye epee question, * in urging a in 

T eto an romising em no opposi on 
entirely sincere. z 

Then there is no opposition to statehood from an 
amongst those who are most interested—who are viti 
ested in the question. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman give the name of the 
editor of the Salt Lake Tribune? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Judge C. C. Goodwin. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me ask the gentleman if that pa- 
per is not also a Republican journal? 

—— RAWLINS. It is a Republican paper, and has always 
n. 


wer to continue their 
t we know of, we are 


quarter 
y inter- 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. And is it not entirely Gentile, that is 
to say, anti-Mormon? 

Mr. RA WL NS. It has always been regarded as a represen- 
tative of the non-Mormon or Gentile element in the Territory 


and in the surrounding Stites and Territories. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 
me if Lask him a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is there any reason now ex- 
isting in the Territory of Utah why there should be an anti- 
Mormon paper? 

Mr. RAWLINS. There is no anti-Mormon paper now. That 
paper has assumed to speak for the Gentiles of the Territory in 

the past. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. There isno distinction now in 


your Territory between Gentile and Mormon papers? 

Mr. RAWLINS. There is no distinction The people of the 
Territory of Utah, in politics, in convictions, in sentiment, in 
purpose, are like the people of every other State and Territory 

thi 


nion. 
Another question. Is not 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
your Legislature Republican? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am sorry to say that at present the Legis- 
lature is Republican. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am only assisting the gen- 
tleman. Lau Sri, 
Mr. RA NS. I know, you are trying to convert your 


friend from Massıchusetts [Mr. MORSE], and you have a pretty 
hard task. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, sir; I deny the soft im- 


chment. Youdo me honor overmuch. I can not perform 
Pi possibilities. Kau hter.] 
Mr. RAWLINS. Now, if I may be permitted to proceed, the 


average of the population of the thirteen o al States was 
236,000. The average of the population of the States which 
have been admitted since, at the date of their admission down 
to the present time, is 113,000. Utah to-day has 240, 000, all white 
people. with the exception of 2,000. Three-fourths of them are 
native-born citizens of the United States. Allof them, with the 
exception of about 3. or 4 per cent, can read and write the Eng- 
lish language. The standard of intelligence and education is 
far above the average of the American people. It is on a dead 
level with that of Connecticut. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. How about Massachusetts? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Utah has a less percentage of aces (ei 
people than Missachusetts. One-third of the people of Massa- 
chusetts are foreign born. Three-fourths of the people of Utah 
are native born. We have a less percsntage of foreign-born 

eople than Massachusetts, New York, Michigan, Wisconsin, 

innssota, the D kot is. Washington, Idaho, Oregon, California, 
or Nevada. Do the foreign people come from the dregs? Why, 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] would come 
to Utah and meet some of the men born, educated, and brought 
up there, he would feel that he had st-uck a country in which 
he was in reality a tenderfoot, and had something to learn. 
[Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. Ihave seen some of these Morman immigrants 
on the wharf in New York and Boston. 

Mr. RAWLINS. No: somebody fooled you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. No, they did not. 

Mr. BRETZ. That was not hard todo. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. I say the foreigners who are there come 
from England, Switzerland, and from Scidinavia. They are 
sturdy, independent. progressive, and obstinate, too. They are 
not a servile race. They are not easily dict ted toor controlled. 
They have all the characteristics of the peoples from whom they 
come; and to transplant a man from one country to another does 
not change the blood which flows in his veins. 

A large percentage of those people classed as Mormons have 
for years been at heart opposed to the practice of polygamy. 
They have not yielded to any ecclesiastical dictation use 
they liked it. Their solidity has been largely due to the situa- 
tion and to the conditions in which they found themselves. In 
the enactment of needed legislation to suppress polygamy, in 
clothing the marshals with most eee and unusual 
powers, in the zeal to suppress what was conceived to be an out- 
rage upon civilization, the limitations of the law have not always 
been duly regarded, and jurors have been selected for the pur- 
pose of convicting upon the slightest evidence, which 8 be 
regarded elsewhere as but a pretense of evidence. 

hese things have led those people, many of whom were in 
favor of the discontinuance of the practice of polygamy, to be- 
lieve that some of their friends were being persecuted; and so 
long as that condition existed they banded together to shield 
themselves and their friends from what they conceived to be 
injustice. The menace which has threatened what they con- 


ceived to be sacred to their consciences, and only a question be- 
tween themselves and their God, led them to think perhaps that 
they were being persecuted. They are obstinate. Hence it has 
been that when any question of that kind arose they have stood 
together, as the people of the South have stood together, as the 
people of the North have stood together, as any people would 
stand tozether. 

Now, when polygamy was yielded—as it was in fact yielded in 
1887, when that question was eliminited—there was no reason 
any longer for the Mormon people to stand together. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, he said that the people of the South had been stand- 
ing together fora thing that was probably wrong. Was he re- 
ferring to the lute silver fight? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. I could not have been referring to that, be- 
cause they did not stand together. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is it not a fact that the Mormon vote was: 
divided up between yourself and your opponent at the last elec- 
tion, to a great extent? : 

Mr. RAWLINS. It was. oz 

Mr. PENCE. If the gentleman will permit me, is it notafac 
that your competitor for the seat you now hold was the Repub- 
lican candidate, Mr. Frank Cannon; and is he not the son of the 
Cannon referred to by the gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. 
MORSE] here awhile ago. 

Mr. RAWLINS. He 18. 

Mr. PENCE. The regular Republican candidate? 

Mr. RAWLINS. He was. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
another question from the West? If Utah is admitted intothe 
Union as a State, will it dispose of the Ute question and their re- 
moval from Colorado? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I think we will take the whites and leave 
Colorado the Indians, if we can getinto the Union. [Laughter.] 

Now, I am entirely willing to talk over this matter, and I am 
desirous of answering ay . that is pertinent to this issue, 
that will tend to make p to the members of this House that 
Utah is fit to be admitted into the Union. 

I was 8 to state that the population and the educa- 
tion of people of Utah was such as.to entitle them to be ad- 
mitted into the Union. I desire to say one thing further. Not 
only is the standard of education high—it is far above the aver- 

e, as the returns upon that subject will show—but the people 

Utah are entitled to more than ordinary credit for that con- 
dition, because during the forty years’ existence of the Terri- 
tory not an aere of land, not a d in money, has been made 
by any pe of the Federal Government available for the pur- 
poses of supporting education in that Territory. 

The schoolhouses have been built, the expenses of main- 
taining the school system has been borne, wholly by taxes 
voluntarily e e by the people upon themselves. For twenty 
years we have had a university maintained by funds granted by 
the Legislature out of the Territorial treasury and derived from 
taxation, under which opportunities were given to obtain the 
higher branches of learning. Some two thousand or three thou- 
sand young men and women have availed themselves of the op 
1 afforded by that university, and they have gone out 

the Territory and have disseminated the intelligence and 
knowledge they thus acquired. The man who supposes that 
there has been no progress in Utah during the last twenty or 
thirty years certainly does not understand or appreciate the sit- 
uation. Iam not going to defend some of the deeds that were 
committed in years gone by. Why, outrages have been com- 
mitted in every community, in every state of civilization. 

Mr. HARTMAN, And they did not advocate the burning of 
people for witchcraft? 

Mr. RAWLINS. No. I do not defend the men who partici- 
pated in the Mountain Meadow massacre. That was an atrocious 
and cruel butchery. : A 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Which occurred before you were 


born, 
Mr. RAWLINS. No, I was 7 years old then; but I did not 
icipate in it. [Laughter.] Of course the gentleman from 
ssachusetts, being a Christian gentleman, I suppose, would 
visit the sins of the parents upon the children to the third and 
fourth generation. Hau nter. z 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Because he is not a Mor- 
mon. 
Mr. RAWLINS. I want tosa 
head of that crime were arrai Sats 


that those who were at the 
some of them were executed; 


and they are all dead. Speak of any other outrage. committed 
twenty, thirty, forty, or sixty years ago and who was res 
for it; will any gentleman point toany man in Utah who 


msible 
amen- 
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able and 8 for 5 outrage? As well say that 
the Senator from Wyoming is responsible for the massacre of 
Chinamen at Rock Springs; as well say that the people of Louis- 
jana are responsible for the assault upon the Italians who were 
helpless and imprisoned; as well say that the people over here 
in Desinsylvanta, at the time of the C wnegie trouble—those civil- 
ized and intelligent people of Pennsylvania, endowed with all 
the opportunities and privileges of citizenship of a dt ite as well 
say that they are responsible for the acts of the women there who 
in a moment were transformed into tigresses, gouging out the 
eyes of the prisoners as they were marched by; as weil say that 
all the people of Pennsylvaniaare to be held responsible for that 
as to say that the people of this day and generation in Utah are 
responsible for any outrages that may have occurred there years 


0. 
1 is less polygamy, as shown by the records in the last 
ten years, in Utah, made known and which has come to light in 
‘proportion to population than there has been in the same time 

the State of husetts. [Great laughter and applause.] 
Now, I know the gentleman say this, as he did say, that 
these es are solemnized in secret, where nobody can see 
and nobody can hear. 

Mr. MORSE. That is right. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then how does the gentleman know it. 
[Great laughter.] 

Mr..MORSE. How does the gentleman know that George 
Washington was the first President of the United States? 

Mr. RAWLINS. But the gentleman said that these things 
took place in seerct. As to what takes place in secret, if we 
should uncover all the misdeeds that are committed in Utah, in 
Washington, in Massachusetts, what would be disclosed in all its 
nakedness none but the all-seeing Eye can tell. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. ashington State, or Wash- 
ington city? Laughton] 

r. RAWLINS. Both. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, there 
is a presumption when a man is arraigned for crime that he is 
innocent because the rule is in favor of right conduct, of decency, 
and of morality.. A man who charges to the contrary has the 
burden of proving it. And the rule is a just one. It has come 
down as a part of the common law and as an incident of our civil- 
ization. en an individual is charged with wrongdoing, the 
Constitution itself rears about him that bulwark which entitles. 
him to be heard in his defense and presumes his innocence until 
the contrary is shown. When an entire people is arraigned by 
any gentleman he certainly ought to be prepared withsome evi- 
dence to justify what he says. And when a gentleman rises 
upon this floor as the gentleman from Massichusetts [Mr. 

ORSE] did and makes the assertion with respect to the people 
of Utah, that they are murderers, polygamists, thieves, vaga- 
bonds, and is not able to produce one syllable of evidence to jus- 
tify his statements—when a man who lives 3,000 miles away from 
them, who is unwilling to accept the testimony of reputable 
people who live right there among them, unwilling to accept 
the testimony of the people of Idaho, of Wyoming, unwilling to 
accept the testimony of decent people who have been in Utah— 
when a gentleman takes that attitude and has the effrontery to 

et up here and make such a speech as did the gentleman from 
1 awhile ago, he ought to hang his head in shame. 
Applause He is not worthy to represent a civilized people. 
Applause. 

Mr. MORSE. I would like to say to the gentleman that I 
have re:d the book entitled Brigham Young’s Wife No. 15; and 
she ought to know. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. Oh, I suppose you have read some fictitious 
and fanciful tale. wie 

Mr. MORSE. Not fictitiousatall. It is the book of Brigham 
Young's wife No. 15, and it tells what took place in the endow- 
ment house. I guess she knows what was going on there, 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. RAWLINS. Where did you get Wife No. 15?” 

Mr. MORSE. It is a book which has had a circulation of 
50,000 or 100,000 copies. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Oh, my friend, Iam not going back to dis- 
cuss those questions with you. I am not go to deny that 
Brigham Young had ten wives, or thirteen wives, or fifteen 
wives. 

Mr. MORSE. Then, do not accuse me of falsehood or tell me 
to hang my head in shame when my statements are truth and 
history. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is not the statement you made in your 
speech. The statement you made applied to the people living 
in Utah to-day. Brigham Young is dead; did you know that? 
[Laugkter. ` 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Did he have to go out of doors 
8 2 5 a bosom of his family? [Laughter and confusion in 
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Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I object to this proceeding. 
I raise a point of order upon it. Brigham Young was born 
Vermont. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted 
to proceed, I would like to do so for a few moments without in- 
terruption. A case was tried in Idaho about 1886 in which a 
large number of witnesses were called who testified that polyg- 
amy in that Territory as early as 1884 had been forbidden by the 
church. 8 was given in a case in the spring of 1888 
that in Utah the Mormon authorities had in reality forbidden 
the practice of polygamy or the contraction of polygamous mar- 
riages as far back as 1856, and that after that time the practice 
had not existed. In 1883 the Legislature of the Ter tory of 
Utah passed what is entitled An act regulating marriages.” 
It will be found in 2 Compiled Laws of Utah of 1888, page 92. 
The second section of that act provides that marriage is prohib- 
ited and declared void where there is a husband or wife living 
from whom the person marrying has not been divo: ced. 

That declares polygamous marriages unlawful. The act pro- 
vides for the issuing of licenses by the clerk of the court to per- 
sons proposing to be married. Such licenses can only be issued 
to persons who are known; or, in case the persons are unknown, 
they are required to make affidavits that their status entitles 
them to marriage, and a false affidavit is made perjury, punish- 
able as such. 

The act designates the persons who shall be authorized to 
solemnize marriages, and then it provides that any such person 
who knowingly solemnizes a marriage under conditions not au- 
thorized by the act shall be punishable by imprisonment not to 
exceed three years, and by a fine. 

That is alaw which in effect renders polygamy unlawful, and 
provides for the punishment of any person who practices it or 
who participates in the solemnization of a polygamous marriage, 
and that, be it remembered, is an act passed by the representa- 
tives of the people of Utah at that time. 

In 1892 a statute was passed, to be found in the session laws of 
nen for that year, the first section of which provides as fol- 
ows: 

Every person who has a husband or wife living, who hereafter marries an- 
other, whether married or single, and any man who hereafter simultaneously 
or the same day marries more than one woman, is guilty of polygamy, and 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than 8500 and by imprisonment fora 
term of not more than five years. But this section shall not extend to an, 
person by reason of any former marriage whose husband or wife by euch 
marriage shall have been absent for five successive years and is not known 
to such person to be living and is believed by such person to be dead, nor to 
any person by reason of any former marriage which shall have been dis- 
solved by a valid decree of a competent court, or any person by reason of 
any former which shall have been pronounced void by valid decree 
of a competent court on the ground of nullity of the marriage contract. 

The next section provides the punishment for unlawful cohab- 
itation of a man with any other than his lawful wife—makes it a 
misdemeanor. Those laws are to be continued in force under 
the provisions of the bill which is favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Territories for the admission of Utah. 

The final section provides that all iaws in force in the Terri- 
tory at the time of admission shall be continued in force under 
the State government. 

I understand well enough that thera is a sentiment among 
certain members of the House that there ought to be in the 
enabling act a provision that the constitution of the State shall 
make polygamy punishable asacrime. There is no substantial 
objection to that. In 1888 the ple of the Territory of Utah 
proposed to insert such a provision in their constitution. The 
only objection that there is to it does not come from the Mor- 
mons or from the Mormon people. The Territory has enacted 
stringent laws for the suppression of polygainy. There are other 
provisions to which I might refer relating to the methods by 
which these laws shall be enforced. . 

Mr. POWERS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether he has any objection to the insertion in the enabling 
act of a see dee biting polygamy? 

Mr. RAWLINS. None except what I shallstate. I was pro- 
ceeding to say 

Mr. POWERS. If you will assent to that, you can pass your 
bill before 5 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I was going to make a suggestion on that 
subject. The provision which is prope by the minority to be 
inserted in the constitution makes polygamy or dual marriage a 
felony and provides for its punishment: but it does not define 
the offense or make any exception. If that provision is inserted 
in the terms in which it is embodied in the minority re ort, it 
could not be in any manner c ed or modified by the Territo- 
rial Legislature. It is not complete in its definition; it is inac- 
curate; it would work injustice; it would prevent the enactment 
of laws by the State which would tend more completely to sup- 
press polygamy and to prevent its revival, if any such thing 
were sup d liable to happen. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. BRETZ. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Utah |Mr. RAWLINS] be allowed to continue his remarks 
until he has concluded. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I thank the gentleman and the House for 
theircourtesy. Iam sorry it has become necessary that I should 
occupy more than the time allowed under the rule. 

(Mr. POWERS advanced to Mr. RAWLINS and showed him a 
proposed amendment.) 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no objection to that proposition. I 
was about to suggest that we might insert a clause providing 
thatenactments of the Territorial Legislature for the punishment 
of pelygamy and in relation to marriage should be continued in 
force: but I am entirely content with the proposition which the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] suggests. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 5 
Mr. POWERS. The amendment which I propose is to ad 
after the word worship“ in the nineteenth line, page 4 (which 

is the clause prohibiting certain things) the following words: 


Provided that polygamous marriages shallzbe forever prohibited. 


I understand that the gentleman from Utah assents that this 
amendment may be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order now. 

Mr: POWERS. Ihave suggested this provision for the rea- 
son that it occurs to me the amendment proposed by the mi- 
nority of the committee is altogether too cumbersome; there is 
too much machinery about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the proper time the amendment can 
be submitted, 

Mr. RAWLINS resumed the floor. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Utah 
this question: Is it not a fact that the provisions of this bill, if 
adopted, will carry into effect the Territorial laws until the Ter- 
ritory becomes a State, which will effectually suppress polygamy 
until the Legislature can meet? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The present enabling act as proposed con- 
tains a poneo which I was about to read. This provision of 
the enabling act, as proposed by the committee, is that— 

All laws in force made by said Territory at the time of its admission into 
the Union shail be in force in said State, except as modified and changed by 
this act or by the constitution of the State. 

Now, the laws to which I have referred, enacted by the Terri- 
torial Legislature, will by the operation of this provision of the 
enabling «ct be continued in force under the State government. 
It is true that the Legislature of the State might if it saw 
fit repeal or modify those statutes, but polygamy would be un- 
lawful. Polygamous marriages would invalid, by force of 
these Territorial statutes upon the ge of this enabling act, 
without any provision in the constitution or in the enabling act 
other than what I have read providing e 

The objection which I have, as I have al y Stated, to the 
definition-of the offense of polygamy in the constitution is that 
if that provision be adopted by Congress it will leave the matter 
in an unsatisfactory condition, for the reason that it will repeal, 
for instance, the statutes that I have reid enacted by the Legis- 
lature of the Territory; because the definition of ‘‘ polygamy,” 
as cont ined in the amendment of the minority, is inconsistent 
‘with these statutes. Itrather tends, in my judgment, to pre- 
vent the exercise of the full authority on the part of the State of 

wers to prevent any revival of this obnoxious practice, and we 

o not intend—the people of Utah do not intend, in my belief— 
that it shall be revived. 


There is, I think, nobody in the Territory at this time who 


has any desire whatever to revive it. The leaders of the Mormon 
Church haye solemnly professed and pledged their faith and 
honor and the faith and honor of the people—the entire peo- 
ple of the Mormon Church—that they will not revive this prac- 
tice. They did it in the petition for amnesty addressed to the 
President, and all the leading Federal officials in the Territory 
joined in a statement that they believed these men were sincere 
in asking the President to exercise his clemency in their behalf 
in accordance with the petition. 

There have been no Mormon polygamous marriages in Utah, 
so far as known, within the last eight or ten years, with few ex- 
ceptions, and the public declaration of the Mormon Church is 
that there has been a discontinuance of the practice. The Leg- 
islature has enacted every law required for the prevention of the 
revival of the practice, and in view of these facts no provision is 
necessary, in my judgment, although Lam willing to consent that 
the amendment proposed by the geatleman from Vermont, which 
has been read, may te adopted. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Does not the bill now before 
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the House change the law as to the registration of voters; and 
if so, please state in what particulars? s 

Mr. RAWLINS. It only changes it to this extent: The same 
method of registration asnow provided will prevail. Under the 
existing statute a man to be entitled to register or vote is re- 
quired to take oath that he will not commit fornication, adultery, 
and various other crimes. It is an exceedingly obnoxious and 
offensive test to apply to any man. 

It is an insult to any respectable citizen. Everybody, in fact, 
is now entitled to vote. If there are any polygamists there the 
are entitled to vote under the amnesty proclamation of the Presi- 
dent; and to continue that obnoxious provision of the Edmunds- 
Tucker act would be of no use whatever to the people who de- 
sire to get rid of it, but would ba a continuation of an offensive 
provision which they seek to have repealed. It is a sort of test 
oath of the most obnoxious character enacted by Congress to 
meet anextraordinary situation which has passed away, and we 
seek to eliminate it. That is the only effect of the change. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Do 1 understand the gen- 
tleman to state that its removal will actually make no difference 
in the registered vote of the 5 

Mr. RAWLINS. Not at all. z 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. May I ask the gentleman 
a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Suppose the amendment 
of the gentleman from Vermont is put into the bill: could it be 
enforced without legislation on the part of the Legislature? In 
other words, would the constitution itself be a penal statute, the 
violation of which could be punished, without an act of the Leg- 
islature? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly not. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Therefore, any prohibi- 
tion of that kind would be dependent on the State Legislature 
and its action afterwards? 

Mr. RAWLINS. After all, no matter what you require to be 
inserted in the constitution respecting polygamy, you have got 
to depend on the sentiment of the people of the Territory of 
Utah to prevent the revival of the practice. 

5 Mr. BOWERS of California. Just the same as any other 
tate. 

Mr. BOEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BOEN. I have heard it stated that the opposition to 
polygamy is more prevalent amongst the women than the men 
in Utah. Is that true? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have nothing on that question that would 
be of service to the House. 

Upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
PoWERS], I would like to add this other answer, that his 
amendment would be irrevocable under the provisions of this 
enabling act without the consent of the United States and the 
people of said State. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But is not the statement you made still 
true, that no matter what clause is put in the enabling act, in 
regard to the practice of polygamy, its enforcement must de- 
pend entirely upon the people in the end, upon the legislation 
enacted by the Legislature after the Territory shall become a 
State and the judges elected by the people of that State after 
it isaState? Is it not true that the enforcement of the law 
must depend entirely upon the judges and upon the sentiment 
of the people backing up the administration of the law? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Oh, yes; it must depend upon the sentiment 
of the people. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And therefore this is unnecessary. 

Mr. RAWLINS. My contention is that it is unnecessary. I 
am not going to admit the unfitness of the people I represent to 
be admitted into the Union by saying that it is necessary. If I 
believed that it were necessary, I am free to confess that I would 
not stand here advocating the admission of the Territory into 
the Union. It is not necessary. The sentiment out there con- 
travenes it. 

Now, the people of Utah have more at stake upon this question 
than gentlemen who represent other constituencies. 1 have 
traveled among those people, met them in every lceality, dis- 
cussed questions with them, civil and political. Iknow them ~ 
as well as any man cin know a p ople, becaus I have been with 
them all my life. I think I understand the sentiment which pre- 
vails among those who are uppermost in the councils of the po- 
litical parties in the Territory, and who would likely dominate 
its offal s in case it be admitted s a State. and I am prepared to 


say upon my conscience that I believe thus: people can be safely 
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intrusted with the full measure of self-government which would 
be accorded under statehood. 

The people of the East are misinformed as to the character, 
the education, and the intelligence of the people of Utah. I have 
in mind moré than a hundred young men, born and educated in 
that Territory, who would grace the administration of any State 
in this Union on account of their ability, their learning, and 
their integrity. You will never have occasion to regret this 
act. By the admission of the Territory of Utah I believe her 
people—240,000 in number to-day, and probably in three or four 
years, with statehood, 500,000—will send to these halls men who 
will not only do credit to the people they represent, but who 
will be of service in the affairs of this great nation. 

For forty-three years I have lived under a Territorial form of 
government. Ihave longed for the conditions to come when 
those people could be admitted within the Union of the States 
and be permitted to participate in the affairs of the nation. 

Generations have passed away under the Territorial form of 
government. Men who do not liye under that form of govern- 
ment little know the disadvantages under waich the people 
labor. Men are sent to them to rule over them who owe them 
no responsibility, and who little understand their character or 
their situation; and, however bad may be the conduct of these 
rulers, it is indeed difficult to make men 3,000 miles away under- 
stand or appveciate the situation. How little of self-government 
is hee f to-day by the le of Utah is disclosed in a me- 
morial, the statements of which, as they are drafted by myself, I 
know to be accurate. I call attention to some of the statements 
eontained in this memorial: 

The governor, the secretary, the members of the judiciary, except justices 
of the . the marshal, the public a and his assistants, the 
board of commissioners, who appoint tration and election officers 


and control the elections, are selected by a distant appointing power, and 
r the manner in which they per- 


f persons 
created and maintained at their expense. 

The Territorial ae = selected by the supreme court, and 
owes ponsibiit k 

Clerka salncted by the district des and the probate judges appointed by 
the President. by and with the advice of the Senate, select the regular panels 
for jurors. The panel is supplemented by persons summoned at 
the discretion of the United States marshal. The determination of rights 
of life, liberty, and property rests with triounals, no part of which owe any 
accountability to those most vitally concerned in the faithful performance 
of their duties. The marshal and his deputies are clothed with the most far- 
reaching autnority, under which they may usurp the functions of all the 
local constabulary and police of the Territory. Even the justices of the 

are shorn of their limited by commissioners appointed 
be the supreme court, and whose jurisdiction is made coextensive that 
of such justices. 

And so we might go on enumerating the differant officers con- 
cerned in the administration of the Territorial government, 
which would disclose the fact that the 240,000 people living in 
the Territory of Utah have scarcely a vestige of the rights of 
self government. R 

Now, I am not going to detain gentlemen longer upon this 

uestion. Both of the national conventions, in their platforms, 

ave declared in favor of the admission of the Territory. Both 
the parties in the Territory of Utah have declared for the same 
thing. There is no opposition from that source. Everybod 
most familiar with the facts believe that the time has arriv 
when the people of the Territory of Utah should be admitted 
into the Union. 

As I stated before, I believe there is absolutely no peril, so far 
as any apprehension entertained by anybody on the subject of 
polygamy: that that practice will ever under any circumstances 

revived in that Territory. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I have canvassed this bill, and I- see 
in it large appropriations of land, amounting to something like 
1,400,000-acres. I desire to ask whether Congress has hereto- 
fore, when a new State has been admitted, granted any such do- 
nation of land as that disclosed in this bill? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am glad the gentleman has asked that 
question, because it enables me to state some facts upon that sub- 
ject that will be of use to this House in voting upon this matter. 
There are, as stated by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
in the openinz argument upon this question, 52,000,000 acres of 
land in the Territory of Utah. The land office in that Territory 
was established in 1867. From 1567 down to the present time 
there has been disposed of 6,000,000 acres of land. The total 
area of the Territory which has been surveyed is about 12,000,- 
000 acres. The total, covered by grants for railroads and other 
purposes, of the surveyed and unsurveyed lands which have been 
appropriated amount to less than 22,000,000 acres of land, leav- 
ing oes ot acres of land wholly unappropriated and undis- 
posed of. 


These lands have during the past thirty or forty years been 
offered by the Government of the United States to anybody who 
was willing to go upon them and is SA erosion and pay for 
them at the rate of $1.25 per acre. The people of this country 
have been clamoring for „but the fact is that these lands 
are mountain or desert lands. Some of them are lands which 
might be useful if they could be irrigated; but there is no water 
supply. In the Territory of Utah lands are wholly useless with- 
out water. These unappropriated lands would not to-day seil 
for 10 cents an acre. The 6,000, 000 acres of land which have 
been entered under the land laws were settled upon prior to the 
extension of the public surveys over those lands. Under the law 
where the settlement is made prior to the extension of surve 
and the settlement happens to be made upon a school subdivi- 
sion, when it comes to the selection of the school lands, which 
only takes place upon the admission of the Territory into the 
Union, other lands must be selected. 

If we take the 6,000,000 acres, very little of these lands is avail- 
able for school purposes. If we take the 12,000,000 acres the 
same is also true. My friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
states that there is granted one-ninth of the 52,000,000 acres, 
which is about 6,000, 0% acres for schoo! purposes under the pro- 
visions of this act. Now, that is not true. The grant for school 
purposes only takes effect as to the surveyed land or as the lands 
are surveyed. One-ninth of 12,000,000 would 1,570,000 acres of 
thesurveyedlands. That is all that could be available at present, 
and much of these lands is excluded because settled before their 


survey. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do I understand you to say that if you 
take the relative values of the land proposad to be granted there 
to the lands granted to the other States, there is not much dif- 
ference: : 

Mr. RAWLINS. It will give to Utah less in value than has 
been given to any State admitted into the Union of States. Ob- 
jection has been made also that there is in this enabling acta 
grant of 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of lands through 
the land offices for school purposes of the Territory. There have 
been 6,000, 0% acres, or about $1,400,000, derived for all the land 
disposed of during all of the past history of the Territory. If 
we get 10 per cent of all disposed of, that would only give $140,- 
000. Under this act we get only 10 per cent of the ds that 
will be hereafter disposed of through the land offices: that is a 
mere bagatelle and can be stricken out of the bill with little or 
no detriment to Utah. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I see from the bill that sections No. 
2, 16, 32, and 36 in each township are to be appropriated to the 
State; how many townships are there in Utah containing public 
lands? In other words, how many acres will the State get under 
this provision? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The gentleman can figure that out. I dis- 
like to detain the committee any rity i upon this question. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I simply desired to get at that as a 


business 8 

Mr. RA S. Well, there are 31, 000, 000 acres of land un- 
disposed of, which have been offered by the Government of the 
United States for thirty years past at $1.25 an acre, but nobody 
would take them. They are not worth 10 cents an acre, and if 
the school lands are to bs selected out of those, the total grant 
made to the Territory by this act will amount to very little. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I would like to know the amount. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Well, one-ninth of 50,000,000 is somewhat 
less than 6. 000.000 acres. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lou are to have four sections out of ever, 
township. The new States recently admitted got the rt 
and the thirty-sixth sections, two sections out of thirty-six, but 
you are to E four sections out of thirty-six? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Thatisit. Butifyoulook at the substance 
of the thing 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh. I think you ought to have it. That land 
is not worth anything to an else. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New Tork. Can the S, N tell 
us how many incorporated cities there are in Utah? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am glad the gentleman has asked that 

uestion. Formerly, under the general pre mption law of the 
nited States, lands within the corporate limits of a city were 
not sub ect to private entry. The cities in Utah covered large 
areas of land under the original acts of incorporation. 
ies VOORHIS of New York. How many of them are 
ere? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I can not tell you; but that provision of the 
statute has been corrected, and, by an act of Cong ess passed in 
1877, only so much land is now excluded from entry in any city 
as is actually settled upon and used for town purposes. 

All the other lands within the old original corporate limits 
have been entered and the tit es have passed to individuals. 
There is no monopoly of land in Utah. The average size of farms 
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there is 27 acres, according to the census returns. Thero are 
perhaps more people own their own homes in Utah than in any 
other St te or Territory in the United States in 1 to 
opulation. Lou can not find a single individual there, as in 
ifornia and elsewhere, holding thousands of acres of land. 1 
do not know of a single man in Utah who holds to exceed 200 or 
300 acres. There is no corporation or syndicate there control- 
ing large blocks of land, except the Union Pacific Railroad. 
arg the land grant made to iv by the Congress of the United 
tates, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion let me say that a change 
has taken place in Utah. How that change has been brought 
about may be interesting to gentlemen who are notfamiliar with 
its history. The making and the enforcement of laws by Con- 
gress has had something to do with it. There is no question 
about that. But there has also been developing for many years 

ast in the Territory of Utah a sentimentamong the people who 
hoe been born and brought up there. which has had a great 
deal to do with this change. The eradication or discontinuance 
of polygamy is perhaps due first to external pressure, but still 
more 11 5 y to the efforts of people within the Mormon Church 
itself to bring about the reform of the organization in that re- 


spect. 
nend be borne in mind that but a very small proportion 
of the Mormon people have ever practiced polygamy. Those 
who did not practice it saw the evil consequences which flowed 
from its practice, the unhappiness which it caused in families, 
and that it rendered the peopie of Utah obnoxious to the pre- 
vailing sentiment of the age. Its practice disturbed the tran- 
uility, impeded the progress, retarded the growth, darkened 
e . and destroyed the prosperity and happiness of the 
ople, 
Ded of non-Mormons have come into Utah and made 
their homesthere. Ourschoolsare free; attendance is required; 
they arenonsectarian. Education hasbeen freely disseminated. 
Under such conditions, polygamy having once been suppressed 


or extirpated, is not likely to be revived. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I would like to ask the 


entleman whether there has been any revelation on the sub- 
ject of polygamy recently; or does the of the church claim 
there has been? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Mormon people claim that their duty 
with reference to the practice of polygamy has been defined by 
a revelation. The present president of the Mormon Church on 
the 26th of September 1890, issued a manifestoin which heforb de 
the Mormon people from contracting marriiges in violation of 
law. Ata great conference of the Mormon people, tenor fifteen 
thousand being present, embracing all the various or tions 
of the church, if was moved that this-declaration of the presi- 
dent of the church beregarded by the church as authoritative 
and binding; and that motion was unanimously adopted by the 
vote of that great congregation. 

The elders of the Mormon Church got up and said that this 
came to the people with all the force of a revelation, and was 
binding upon them; and many of the Mormon people have testi- 
fied in court when occasion has arisen when such testimony 
would be relevant, that they regard that as a revelation from 
Almighty God; that they no longer believe » polygamy and its 
practice to be right; and in effect it is not only discontinued as 
a practice, but so far as the great mass of the Mormon people is 
conce ned it is eradicated as a belief. But the people of Utah— 
I think I can speak for them on this question—mean, I believe, 
what they say. They are engaged in no scheme of fraud or 
treachery by which to deceive the nation. Having made this 

ledge and on this pledge asked this action by the American 
ngress, I think I can say for them that they will stand by it 
though the heavens fall. 

Gentiles and Mormons associate so freely that you can not 
distinguish them. They act together in business transactions 
and in all the associations of life. You find them mingled in 
social cirel s, just as you find poopie intermingling elsewhere 
throughout the United States: and measuring man for man you 
can not tell one from the other. My friend from Tennessee, 
when he was recently out there, had an opportunity of meeting 
many of the people of all classes; they came to see him; and for 
the life of him he could not have pointed out which were Mor- 
mons and which Gentiles. although he might perhaps have been 
able to distinguish the Jews. 

We have the most beautiful towns and cities upon the Ameri- 
can continent: we have schools, school buildings, and school ap- 
pliances; we have cultivated school teachers who would do credit 
to many of the old communities of this country. If there is 
any reason on earth why Ut h shou’ longer be kept out of the 
Union, I am unable to conceive it. I ask the vote of this House 
that Utah may be speedily admitted. [Loud app-ause.] 

Mr. HARTER obtained the floor. 


Several MEMBERS., Let us adjourn. 

Mr. HARTER. If the House prefers to adjourn—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wish tostate that we are com- 
ange to close this debate to-night, because we must finish the 

ill by half past 3 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The debate e n not be closed to-night. 

Mr. HARTER. If it is the pleasure of the House to adjourn, 
I shall certainly not stand in the way. [Cries of ‘‘Go on!” ] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think we can get 
through the bill to-morrow if we adjourn now. If we do, several 
gentleman will lose their opportunity to speak. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There will be no trouble about getting the 
bill through to-morrow. : 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, I shall certainly accommo- 
date myself to the circumstancesand to the humor of the House; 
and by making my remarks brief, I will leave ample opportu- 
nity ior those to speak who choose to follow me. 

Lam very well aware that the temper of this House will finally 
show itself by a vote in favor of the admission of Utah into the 
Union. Nevertheless, I do not hesitate to ask a little of the 
time of the Housein order that I may present briefly, and I hope 
with reasonable clearness, my objections to the measure. They 
are not based upon the grounds which have been so far urged 
here to-d y against the bill. 

I recognize, as every man -on this floor must recognize, in the 
specimen that Utah has sent here as her representative, that 
her manhood is fully upon a parity with the manhood of the 
States already in the Union. If there were only enough such 
men as the gentleman who now sits at my right |Mr. RAWLINS] 
located on the 52,000,000 acres of land he spe ks of, I should not 
only not object to their admission, but should be the earnest ad- 
vocate of bien free Utah into statehood. 

I balieve that the average population of Utah is of a 
more than ordinarily high grade; and I do not exclude from this 
characterization even those men who heret fore have been 
polygamists. Asa rule that pe ulation is industrious, econom- 
ical, thrifty, and sober. An 8 it seems to me, in pro- 
portion to numbers, there are possibly few of the older States 
which can claim fer themselves a population of greater enter- 
prise, of more general intelligence, or one more thrifty, more 
energetic, more industrious, and therefore better fitted for the 
duties and responsibilities of American citizenship, than are the 
people of the Territory of Utah. 

or, sir, do I object either to the ble condition of Utah. 
I believe life is just as safe within the borders of Utah as it is in 
the State of Ohio. I believe it is much safer than in many of 
the other States of the Union, and in many portions of the other 
States that have been in the Union ever since the Federal Con- 
stitution was adopted. Therefore, this is not the ground of my 
objection, for I believe also, there is less danger of anarchy or dis- 
order in the State of Utah. if admitted, han in many of the 
larger States, and I doubt very much whether Utah would ever 
elect, if admitted as a State, a governor who would be us much 
in sympathy with anarchy and disorder as is the governor of one 
of the principal States of this Union. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. POST. What State? 

Mr. HARTER I refer to the great State from which my es- 
teemed colleague from Illinois comes. I am sure, sir, there will 
never be a governor of Utah elected who will propose to march 
to the Capital of the United States with the blood of those who 
disagree with him reaching to his bridle bits. I am not afraid 
of such a condition of things ever existing in Utah. Nor do I 
sympathize with the objection to her admission that some of the 

ople there practice polygamy. I am not a polygamist myself 
Nun neither practically nor theoretically: but at the same 
time polygamy is not the objection or any part of the ground of 
my objection to the admission of Utah. I believe that there is 
no more polygamy practiced in Utah to a square mile than in 
Chicago, ton, or Washington; and I say this, furthermore, 
that I do not believe in Utah there is one man who has ever had 
five wives contrary to the law where there are ten in Chi 
who have had five or more contrary to the law of God. It does 
not become us to scandalize Utah or to object to its admission on 
this ground. 

Far be it from me, Mr. Chairman, to object to the admission 
of Utah on such a ground as this, and if I came from Massachus- 
etts I should be equally chary of objecting on this ground. 
[Laughter.] I will be very careful about objecting on any such 
grounds so long as Ohio and other States of the Union m intain 
on their stitute boos divorce laws which are an outrage on the 
men and women in the land »nd an insult to God himself; and 
since I come from a St ite disgraced by such laws I am not here 
on my feet to object to Utah coming into the Union because there 
are found 7 le within her borders practicing polygamy. In 
fact, sir, i ygamy is to be practiced at al. I prefer the com- 
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munity which practices it openly to one which practices it se- 
cretly and hypocritically. In other words, practically speaking, 
I would not draw much of a line of distinction between tho po- 
lygamy of Utah and the monogamy of some of the older Statzs. 

repeat, therefore, that this is not the ground of my objection 
to the admission of Utah. 

But, sir, on the other hand it seems to me that there are good 

unds of objection. The admission of Utah as a State has ob- 
ectionable features. This gentleman sitting on my right [Mr. 

AWLINS] represents a Territory having 52,000,000 of acres of 
land and only 240,000 or 250,000 population, and he asks us to 
bring in this sparsely settled Territory as a State and plant it 
beside the great States of New York, Pennsylvania, and Illinois. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And Rhode Island and Delaware. 

Mr. HARTER. Yes, Rhode Island and Delaware. But let me 
tell my friend they could not come into the Union now. They 
are entitled to wear the livery of States because they fought 
their way into the Union during the Revolutionary war. 

I do not believe in bringing in any more States having a hope- 
lessly insufficient population. It is not fair to the older States, 
nor does it give the people of the balance of the country a fair 
representation in the making of laws or in the election of their 
Chief Magistrate. I know it has been said that this is a party 
measure, that Utah will bring us two more Democratic United 
States Senators. [Laughter.] But this will not justify us, as 
Democrats, in voting for the admission of Utah. We have seen 
too much of that sort of partisan action on the part of the Re- 
publican party, and 18 5 condemned it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HARTER. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What was the population of Ohio at the 
time she was admitted? 

Mr. HARTER. Iam glad the gentleman has asked me the 
question, and hope the House has heard it. He asks ma the 
population of Ohio when she was admitted into the Union. I 
can not give him the exact population at this time—— 

Mr.RAWLINS. Iwill tell you, then. It was 50,000. [Laugh- 
ter and 1 1 8 ; 

Mr. HARTER. Well, gentlemen, as you applaud that senti- 
ment I will wait with my remarks to give you a chance to do it 
again, because T want to use it for an 8 point in my 
argument. 

r. RAWLINS. What was the area? 

Mr. HARTER. I do not remember accurately. I wish you 
would tell the House. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Forty thousand square E 

Mr. HARTER. Forty thousand square miles. at was the 
population of the American Union at that time? The gentle- 
man puts into my mouth the argument I wish to use, and he 
simply helps carry out the theme upon which I have entered. 
I say that the proportion of the population of Ohio, when it was 
admitted into the Union, as compared with the total population 
of the States then in the Union, was more than four times as 
great as that of Utah to-day. When the population of Utah 
doubles, if I am here in the House, I shall vote for the admis- 
sion of Utah to the Union. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I suppose you would not give us any room 
to increase? Now, during the last three years we have added 
to our population as many people as existed in Ohio at the time 
of her admission. 

Mr. HARTER. That is just what Ido not want todo. lam 
proposing to give you time to increase before youcomein. Your 
admission now, I say, would be unfair, because in the most im- 
portant affairs of this Government it gives to a sparsely settled 
population an unreasonable vote and corresponding influence. I 
appeal to you gentlemen on the Republican side of this House. 

e have heard you talk much of unfair representation. Iknow 

ou have not proven it, but the burden of your speeches has 
Bet that the Democratic party has opposed fair representation; 
that on} man in the South perhaps has had a vote equivalent to 
two men in the Northern States. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Four. 

Mr. HARTER, See what will result in Utah if she is ad- 
mitted. The people of that State will have two United States 
Senators, with just the same vote in the making of laws in the 
Senate of the United States as the State of New York. Yet 
New York has a population twenty times as great, and it is pro- 
posed to give to this population out there a renresentation equal 
to the State of New York. Whatdoesitmean? It simply means 
that by voting for the admission of Utah you vote to give to 
every citizen of Utah twenty times the power—in making the 
laws for the people of the United States, in passing upon some 
of the most important questions which ever came before the 
ety Legislature—as you give toa citizen of the State of New 

Fork. 
If this was the first cise of this kind, the gravity of it would 


not be what it is to-day. Butunfortunately it isnot. Already 
you have in the Senate, at the otherend of this Capitol, fourteen 
such votes; and you know how often they have been cast—I will 
not say muliciously—because far be it from me to impugn the 
motives of any Senator—but you know how often those votes have 
been cast in a way highly detrimental to the interests of the 
country at large. 

Mr. KILGORE, According to your views. 

Mr. HARTER. Yes; according to my views. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARTER. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to be 
interrupted without limit: but Ido not know the temper of the 
House. I feel now that lam occupying more time than I should. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The temper of the House is all right. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman from Kansas can ask his ques- 


tion. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in rea- 
soning upon this basis of representation by population, he means 
to infer that in the system of government under which we are 
acting our Senate was organized on the idea that it should be 
representative of population, or do the Senators represent States? 
Do they not represent States instead of population? 

Mr. HARTER, Has the gentleman finished his question? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes. 

Mr. HARTER. Then I will say the gentleman is quite right. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then the gentleman's argument falls. 

Mr. HARTER. But the gentleman from Kansas ought to be 
familiar with the circumstances under which this unfair system 
of representation in the Senate was granted. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then it is the fault of the system of govern- 
ment, and not the fault of these people who live in Utah. 

Mr. HARTER. I am willing to give the gentleman from 
Kansas all the time he wants. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman ocght to remember the cir- 
cumstances under which this very unfair principle was put into 
the Constitution of the United States. He ought to know that 
the States which demanded it stood in a very ditferent position 
from Utah. They had rights which we of this day can not claim 
for Utah. The people of those States had shed their blood for 
the freedom of the country. They were then States capable of 
self-existence. As a matter of fact, they all had thoroughly or- 
ganized governments, some of them so thoroughly organized 
that they were able to erect tariff walls high enough to prevent 
the productions of their sister States coming within their bor- 
ders. They refused to come into the Union unless the rights 
which they then possessed were crystallized into the very unwise, 
unejual, and therefore unjust representation which we find in 
the Senate of the United States, where each State, large or small, 
has an equal voice. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think they never had a tariff 
of more than 10 per cent, though. 

Mr. HARTER. Excuse me from dipping into the tariff ques- 
tion. We will get enough of that I am sure in the course of a 
week or two. 

Mr. LOUD. How did they stand on the silver question? 
(Laughter. | 

Mr. HARTER. You asked me how they stood on silver. 
Some of themeven discounted the wildest of your vagaries about 
silver, for they had money which was cheaper and meaner than 
even free silver would give us. [recommend you to read the 
history of Rhode Island in this connection. 

My friend from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] interrupted me; and I 
am glad he did, because it reminds me of his own delectable 
State. [Laughter.] I feel that we have already gone as far into 
the experiment of admitting States sparsely settled and wholl 
unentitled to statehood as we should go. I say let us digest, 
we cin dizest, if the stomach of the Union is strong enough to 
digest, the infantile States we hive admitted into the Union. 
Let us digest our dinner of new States before we go to supper at 
the same table. Let us, for instance, get through with such en- 
lightened States as Kansas! Let us have Kansas thoroughly 
pees before we undertake any more. [Laughter and ap- 

ause. 
$ We remember the action of the Legislature of Kansas during 
its last session. We recall how they broke the doors down, how 
they called in the potice, and had to call for the militia of the 
State to keep men from each other’s throxts, a time when an 
outsider was not safe within a hundred miles of Topeka with- 
out two accident policies and double life insurance. Recalling 
this to the memory of my friend [Mr. Smpson] I say, Mr. 


Chairman, it is time that we should call a hut in this careless, 
indiscriminate, reecless, and I fear, in the end, very serious 
comely of admitting Stites into the Union while they are 
wholly unfit for admission. 

The fact that we have already admitted States into the Union 


1893. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 185 


without being properly fitted for it is no argument that we 
zhould continue to do it. I know this is the argument used on 
this floor and by members in private conversation. They say 
that because we have taken in other Territories having an in- 
sufficient population that therefore we must admit every Terri- 
tory upon whose vast and idle acres a small and scattered popu- 
lation lives. If, however, these gentlemen could but reverse 
the thing and bring us x Sa aon that we should take Utah 
into the Union and let Nevada go out, I think our vote would 
be nearly unanimous. 

Mr. HARTMAN. How about Rhode Island? 

Mr. HARTER. Rhode Island bought her place in the Union 
with her blood. 

Mr. HARTMAN. And Delaware? 

Mr. HARTER. And Delaware, too. Each fought for their 
places in the Union. No such appeal can be made for Utah. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Have you any statistics—— 

Mr. HARTER. You see my friend from Arizona expects his 
6 by7 Territory to comein next. [Laughter.] Tam glad he has 
arisen 2s an object lesson. He shows that after the Mormon of 
Utah we are to have-the Gila monsters of Arizona for fellow- 
citizens and lawmakers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman will now submit to 
an interruption. 3 

Mr. HARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I want to file this under the same 
principle of protest against the criticism made of the State of 
Illinois, by the gentleman for whom I have the greatest feeling 
of respect personally, when he comes here making an argument 
based on a naked assumption, based on the question of injury o! 
people entitled to statehood. The.whole is a protest against 
the Constitution of the United States. And then are we going 
to put it down that no State shall bə admitted into the Union 
until it has as many people as the State of New York has? I 
ask you where are you going to ps the line; and then I will ask 
you another question. You say Delaware and Rhode Island were 
admitted into the Union by virtue of the blood they shed for the 
country: 

Mr. HARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Have you any statistics by which 
you canshow that? If that is the question, have you any means 
by which you can state the number of soldiers furnished by 
Rhode Island in the Revolutionary war? 

‘Mr. HARTER. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Have you any statistics of how many 
men Utah furnished in the Mexican war and which shed the 
most blood in that cause? Did you have any of those facts? 

Mr. HARTER. I rise to admit that I do not have at my fin- 
ger ends all the statistics that may exist in the public library; 
but if the gentleman desires to present these statistics I will 
move an adjournment of the House so that he may bring them 
in to-morrow. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But do not you think it affects your 
protest against the Constitution? à 

Mr. HARTER. Iam perfectly consistent. Iwill gladly vote 
for the admission of Utah to the sisterhood of States when her 
population comes half as near, in proportion, as the population 
of my own State did (at.the time of its admission) to the popu- 


lation of the Union. Instead of asking more of Utah than the 


Union asked of Ohio, Lam really asking only half as much, and 
the gentleman stinds ina poor light and puts himself in an ungra- 
cious position, which is very contrary to his nature, as all know 
who know him will admit, when he makes such declarations on 
the floor of this House. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. HARTER. Iam willing, but I do not wish to delay the 


House. 

Mr. HARTMAN. A brief question. Are not the 260,000 peo- 
ple in the Territory of Utah entitled to as many rights as the 

000 people in Ohio were entitled to when Ohio was admitted 
as a State? ` 

Mr.HARTER. No,sir; not by any Pees rule of proportion. 
Whenever the people of Utah are entitfed to half as many rights, 
by any fair rule of arithmetical proportion, I shall be willing to 
grant them not half, but all the rights that the people of Ohio 
received. 

Mr. SIMPSON, When did Ohio get a monopoly of rights in 
this country? 

Mr. POWERS. On the th day of last November. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. My answer to the gentleman from Kansas is 
that Ohio never got, and to her honor she never desired, such a 
monopoly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It was generally understood that under the 
Republican national administrations she had a monopoly of the 
offic2s; she is the home of McKinley, who is the h and front 
of the tariff monopoly; and now, if she is going to take a monop- 


oly of all the other rights, we may as welllet her run the whole 
country. 5 

Mr. HARTER. But if you do, the whole country will be well 
run, my good friend from 

Mr. SIMPSON. From Kansas. 

Mr. HARTER. I was going to say my good friend from China, 
because I have discovered that the political views which my 
friend [Mr. SIMPSON] has so eloquently presented to this House 
from time to time are those which were entertained in China 
during the eleventh century. In fact, if the House will permit 
a little digression from the line of my argument, I will state 
that in erea Aa history of China with care T have discov- 
ered that the Populist idea of government pure and simple, as 
it is now held by a very intelligent and able fraction of the Re 
resentativeson the floor of this House, was understood and that it 
prevailed in China on two different occasions during the elev- 
enth century; and itis further worthy of remark that upon both 
those occasions it brought China down to the verge of destruc- 
tion, and, I may add, they have never tried a third dose of the 
same medicine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. I presume, if China ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. HARTER. Lyield to the gentleman from China. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. I presume thatif China had followed up that 
enlightened policy she would not now be lacking civilization. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, talking about civilization, we 
shall probably soon have an experiment in civilization not far 
from my friend's district, perhaps within the boundaries of the 
district which he represents, for I notice that the governor of 
his State has just invited all the tramps of America to make 
their home in 8 — [Laughter.] Now, I am so liberal that 
if Utah would only invite the tramps of the country, and by that 
means would swell her population until it reached a respectable 
proportion to the population of the Union, I should then be will- 
ing to vote to bring her in as a State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Under the new tariff law the population of Kan- 
sas will be pretty large if that invitation should be accepted. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. I apprehend that no danger to Kansas will 
result from that circular if the Ohio people will stay away from 
us. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. I am sorry to have to admit that a very large 
proportion of the political population of Kansas did go from 
Ohio originally, but the errors into which they have wandered 
only show how easily men can depart from early and correct 
teachings when they get far away from a mother’s knee and 
hearthstone. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ohio 
that Kansas produced one man who is well known to the whole 
country, John Brown, who scared the whole Democratic party 
and freed the Democratic slaves. 

Mr. HARTER. I do not know exactly what John Brown has 
to do with this question. However, as his soul goes marching 
on,” he may interfere possibly and potentially, too, in every 
question of public policy. 

Mr. BOEN, What has China to do with it? 

Mr. HARTER. Iam entirely conscious that owing to frequent 
interruptions and to the fact that I rose rather unexpectedly to 
speak, I have not made a very connected argument on this ques- 

on; and there are still two or three things I wish tostate which 
are worthy of consideration. 

It is claimed that the people of Utah will prosper more, will 
grow more ra oe under a State government than they have 

en doing under Territorial government. Thisis a proposition 
entitled to investigation. It ought to be fairly considered. If 
this handful of people in Utah will be very much blessed by ad- 
mission—if we can create for their benefit a kind of paradise—if 
we can give them the millenium far in advance of the tims they 
would be likely to get it otherwise, by admitting them into the 
Union and in doing so deprive the State of New York and other 
States of their proportionate representation, itis a matter which 
ought to be considered. 

But the question is how much of an advantage it is going to 
be to the people of Utzh if their Territory should become a State 
of the Union. Although they seem to think that they would 
grow more rapidly in population under a State government, I 
say that the facts in regard to the new States which have been 
recently admitted, will not sustain this assumption. I ask you 
gentlemen, when yo go home, to look at your Tribune Almanac, 
or some other reliable almanac—the World Almanac, for in- 
stance, or the United States census, which is possibly not quite 
so reliable as either of them—and you will discover thai the 
seven States which have been last admitted to the Union have 
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been growing in populatian more slowly since their admission 
than they did under a Territorial form of b e 

I do not know why this is so unless possibly for the reason that 
government by-the United States conduced more to their pros- 

rity, gave them greuter security and our than government 
5 themselves, But whatever may be the reason, I say thatthe 
States to which I have referred, now represented at the other 
end of the Capitol by fourteen Senators a representation out of 
all proportion to their population—have grown less rapidly since 
they came into the Union than they did while they were Terri- 
tories. The population of these small States has not increased 
as much sines their admission to statehcod as the natural phys- 
ical increase reasonably to be expected from thosa who live hon- 
orably in the married state. : A 

Mr. WHEELER ot Alabama. The gentleman will recollect 
that they hive been under Republican rule. That is the trouble. 

Mr. LOUD. How can the census show what the gentleman 
says when a majority of these States have been admitted to the 
Union since the last census statistics were collected? 

Mr. HARTER. Sometime ago—for a purpose which I can 
not distinctly recall at this moment, but something in connec- 
tion with the interests of the silver States, compared with some 
of the older States of the Union—I ovrefully prepared a table 
intending to use it on the floor of the House: but not having oc- 
casion to do so I do not know where itis. That table, however, 
shows the facts as stated I am familiar with these new States, 
but I was astonished beyond measure at the results that table 
revealed. Therefore, in admitting these people into the Union 
we are not conferring upon them any very great advantage: we 
are simply injuring ourselves beyond remedy without giving 
them any compensatory blessing. 

I listened with interest to portions of the memorial which my 
friend from Utah read. TI admit that the restrictions there re- 
cited upon the people of Utah areunreasonable. They show that 
the principle ol home rule” is not recognized as it ought to be 
with re erence to this Territory. There is no reason why the 
governor of Utah should appoint those Territorial officers, or 
that the courts there, b-fore which the citizens of Utah go for 
justice, should be constituted in the manner which the gentle- 
man has shown. There is no reason now for such a state of 
things. But in undertaking to remedy this evil let us not bring 
about a greater one. The evil complained of can be easily re- 
moved. Let the gentleman draw up a bill, if he pleases, to cor- 
rect the injustice, and we will pass it. He knows as well as I 
know the circumstances under which the un‘ust provisions found 
a place in the statutes. At that time Utah was a polygamous 
community, and such restrictions were deemed necessary, 

Mr.PICKLER. Why, those provisions are applicable alike to 
all the Territories, 

Mr. HARTER. No, sir; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg your pardon; that is the fact. Those 

vovisions are simply the uniform law of all the Territories. 
P myself resided in a Territory for six or seven years, and I know 
that the people do not en‘oy the right of governing themselves. 
I ask the gentleman in all candor whether he does not think ita 
hardship that an American citizen like the gentleman from Utah 
should live forty-three years in a Territory and be denied par- 
ticipation in government—be deprived of the ordinary rights of 
an American citizen? 

Mr. HARTER.. It has not been my Kiore to live in a Ter- 
ritory forty-three years or forty-three te 

Mr. PICKLER. If you ever had lived there you would not 
be making this speech to-day. 

Mr. HARTER. I think I would be making this very speech, 
but making it much stronger. But while I have not had the 

ensure I would like to call his attention to the fact that there 

no uniform law on this subject relating to the Territories. 

Mr. PICKLER. Indeed there is. I make this as a statement 
of fact. By a law applicable to all the Territories the President 
appoints the governor and these other officers. 

Mr. HARTER. If the gentlem in will collect the facts and 
present them to the House, I will acknowledge the correctness 
of his statement. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have correctly stated the law. 

Mr. HARTER. I believe the gentleman is mistaken; I feel 
quite sure he is. 

The gentleman asked me also whether I think it not too much 
of a hardship for a man to live in a Territory for awhile? I an- 
swer him no, I do not; and if th it kind of life develops men like 
this gentleman who has = spoken [Mr. RAWLINS], I consider 
it a good argument for relegating many existing States to Terri- 
torial government. Another thing, the hardships of a Territorial 
lite are not so very great. Here we live in the District of Co- 
lumbia, which has a Territorial government. ` 

And yet I find gentlem-n very anxious to pet here, 

‘break into the territory of the District of Co 


to 


umbia, and when 


they get here they are usually anxious to remain eternally, So 
that can not be much of an objection. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. HARTER. I am always glad to hear from thegentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. FLYNN. Out of the appointments made in Oklahoma, 
forty-two are carpetbaggers sent in from the outside. Does the 
gentleman approve of that? 

Mr. SIMPSON. From Ohio most of them, too, are they not? 

Mr. FLYNN. No, sir; from Georgia. [Laughterand applause.] 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman need not “shake bis ory 
locks at me; thou canst not say that I did it.” I tried to help 
give you a first-class governor; but the President oce:sionally 
makes a mistake, for Which he should bs readily excused, for we 
know that he is only human and not infallible. And i would 
say further to the gentleman that we should await the final re- 
turns from these ‘‘cirpetbagger” appointments, as he calls 
them. They can not be worse, and they may be vastly better, 
than some of the incumbents that we have had in the past. After 
these carpetbaggers make arecord, and it is as bad or worse than 
that of their predecessors, we will help him guillotine a few of 


them. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio this question: How does he reconcile it with a common 
sense of justice that his State of Ohio, with the number of people 
she has representing that State on this floor, should undertake 
to 3 of the House of Representatives the 250,000 people 
in the Territory of Utah? Lask, how can you say that it js just? 
Should you not, in other words, reducing the argument to its 
proper conclusions, say that every State ought to have its rep- 
resentation reduced proportionately here; or else amend the 
Constitution and provide for a greater number of Senators, and 
according to population instead of by States? Is it fair to leave 
Uth unrepresented. while Ohio is so liberally provided for? 

Mr. HARTER. That is a fair question, and I shall endeavor 
to nswer it in the same fair spirit. I think I have already 
stated that it seemed to me the Constitution is entirely wrong 
on this question, and I think it is the concensus of American 
opinion as well as that of every expert studentof a constitutional 
gov rnment, whether he lives in America or elsewhere, that this 
is an unjortunate feature in our Government. But I have al- 
ready explained the origin of it, and under the eircumst nces 
the wisdom of the creation of this unjust principle in the Con- 
stitution I am not here to defend. At the same time the gentle- 
m:n introduces into his question a suggestion about the State of 
Ohio; whether we are proposing to do as justly by Utah as we 
do by Ohio in the matter of representation. 

1 have used New York, as a matter of courtesy, for an illustra- 
tion, holding Ohio back as a matter of humility, and because it 
is well enough occasion ly for a man from Ohio to exhibit a be- 
coming modesty about his great State. Butif the gentleman 
forces me to bring Ohio iu I will say that if we admit Utah to 
the performance of the most important legislation which will oc- 
cupy the attention of the United States Senate for yearsand years 
to come; if we admit Utah now to the election of Presidents of the 
United States, who control the Executive Departments of the 
Government, who appoint all the judges and control our diplo- 
matic relations with the balance of the world, then by this act 
we would give to any one man residing in the State of Utah fif- 
3 times the amount of representation that the citizen of Ohio 

as. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Would you object to admitting Utah if 
5 would vote with you? 

r. SIMPSON. That would be an inducement for them to 
remove from Ohio, would it not? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to ask the gentleman 
how he makes that caleulation—on what basis? 

Mr. HARTER, Why, you would give the two Senators from 
the little State of Utah the same power that the great State of 
Ohio exercises in the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But I understood the gentleman to 
refer to the Presidential election. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman is quite correct. When I ap- 
pas the proportion of representation to the election of the 

hief Magistrate it was erroneous, unless the election was thrown 
into the House. Iam obliged to him for correcting me. I in- 
tended particularly to refer to the power of the State in the 
Senate and as applied to the making of laws which our Presidents 
must execute, and the proportion I stated is correct, as the gen- 
tleman will find if he takes the pencil I have given him and a 
piece of paper and figures it out. In Ohio we have a population 
of about 3,150,000. 

In Utah they have a population which is claimed—and I be- 
lieve it to be correct—of about 240,000. Iam sure these gentle- 
men who knock at the door of the Union would not be guilty of 
misrepresentation. Giving them, therefore, all they claim, a man 
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residing in Utah would have about fifteen times as much pore 
in making laws for the balance of the country as he would have 
if he lived in Ohio. 

Now all this is unjust, it is all wrong, it is unnecessary; and 
looking forward some distance, you can see that it is also very 
dangerous. 

Mr.BOEN. May I ask who is to be endangered by it? 

Mr, HARTER. The whole country. Gentlemen of the ex- 
treme West, surely you now have a representation ample to the 
fullest extent. You have indeed a representation so far in ex- 
cess of any other section of the country in the making of laws 
and in the election of the President, that it seems to me instead 
of asking more, you should, with proper modesty and with a 
reasonable respect for the rights of the people who are not for- 
tunate enough to live in these far Western Territories,of yourown 
accord say that you are content to wait for a more fitting time, 
and until you have gained larger proportions in population, pro- 
portions which will reasonably entitle you to membership in the 
sisterhood of States. 

Mr. Chairman, i am much obliged to the House for the time 
accorded me. ) 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 


hen on 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea (Re- 
port No. 5 

Also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the bill (H. R. 
4659) to pension Elizabeth Portner (Report No. 197). 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill (H. R. 2148) for the relief of James A. Cook (Re- 
port No. 198). 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, a bill (H. R. 2314) 
for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr. (Report No. 199). 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, the bill (H. R. 2280) 
for the relief of William B. Ennis (Report No. 200). 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, the bill(H. R. 2253) 
for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others (Report No. 201). 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, the bill (H. R. 
2194) for the relief of A. W. Pollard (Report No. 202). 

Also, from the Committee on War Claims, the bill (H. R. 
2216) for the relief of Hugh F. McNairy, executor of A. C. Thom- 
son, dece sed Report No. 203). 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: From the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill (H. R. 3553) for the relief of the estate of Lucy 
A. Barker, deceased (Report No. 204). 

By Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, a bill 
(H. R. 766) for the relief of Randolph Wesson (Report No. 205). 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, Chairman of the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 

committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 352) to 

enable the people of Utah to form a constitution and State gov- 

ernment, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 

with the original States, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. HAINES, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, withoutleaving 
copies, the papers in the case of the heirs of Casparus Coneyn, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. SMITTE of Illinois, for this day, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (at 5 
o'clock and 34 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The Cofhmittee on Rivers and Harbors was disc from 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2644) for the relief of Secor 
& Co., Perine, Secor & Co, and the executors of Zeno Secor— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The Committee on Pensions was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the following bills,and the same were referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 4559) granting a pension to Mary Collins. 

A bill (H. R. 4582) for the relief of Jane Thomas. 

A bill (H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh. 

A bill (H. R. 4560) restoring Julia L. Roberts, late Julia L. 
Doty, to the pension roll. 

A bill (H R. 4138) granting a pension to Ellen Connor, widow 
of Patrick Connor, deceased. 

A bill (H. R. 4315) for the relief of Geo 

A bill (H. R. 3022; to place on the pe 
Capt. James G. Saint. 

A bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Fish. 

A bill (H. R. 2564) to pension Mrs. Eliza T. Palmatier. 

A bill (H. R. 2410)for the relief of Archibald P. Cooper. 

A bill (H. R. 2403) for the relief of Lucy A. Branham. 

A bill (H. R. 637) to pension Mrs. Nancy T. Eastman. 

A bill (H. R. 636) granting a pension to Mary H. Howard: 

A bill a ee) to place the name of John T. Fruit upon 
the pension roll. 

A bill (H. R. 647) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Flan- 


ders. 

A bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Sally G. Alley. 

The Committeeon Pensions was discharged also from the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 1513) for the relief of Thomas Fitzgib- 
tonn, and the same was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 


e Thompson. 
on roll the name of 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees. delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
1 following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL; A bill (H. R. 4660) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Monongahela River, at Glenwood, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4661) to authorize 
the sue of property situated in the city of Georgetown, D. C.— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOEN; A bill (H. R. 4662) toad vance causes on the cal- 
endar of the Supreme Court of the United Stites wherein States 
are parties—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4663) to regulate the right of 
appeal in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HARTER: A bill H. R. 4664) to provide for the free and 

unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the present ratio and 

to equal terms—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
ensures. 

By Mr. HINES: A bill (H. R. 4665) to equalize bounty in cer - 
tain cases of soldiers of the late war- to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4666) to regulate the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States district judges, and of the courts over 
which they preside, in the State of Alabama—to the Committee 
on the J nee : 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 4667) to provide for the opening 
of certain abandoned military reservations, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 4689) to direct and authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made of that branch of 
the Elizabeth River, Vi ginia, known as Deep Creek—to the 
Committees on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill H. R. 4692) for the erection of a 
monument to the late Edwin M. Stanton—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A resolution to pay out of the contingent 
fund of the House to the widow of Thomis MeKaig, late an em- 
ployé of the House, a sum equal to his salary for six months; 
also expenses of his last illmess and funeral expenses—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A resolution to carry out the find- 
ing of the Court of Claims for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, 
survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the. following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief of the 
estate of Daniel H. Avery, of Tuscaloosa, Ala. to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 4669) for the relief of Sarah J. 
Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 4670) for the relief of Lewis 
H. Niles—to the Commit ee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 467 1) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Utter—to the 
Committee on tary Affairs. 
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By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 4672) for the relief of John 
A. Haas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of the Berks County Agri- 
cultural Society, of Berks County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4674) to increase the pension 
of David T. Stonebraker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4675) to increase the pension of Wells John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4676) for the re- 
lief of T. J. Wear—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4677) for the relief of Alexander L. Taylor 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) granting a pension to Thomas P. A. 
Leonard, of Sweetwater, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Cox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) for the relief of James Currier—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4681) for the relief of Joseph Lowe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4682) for the relief of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. F 

N Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 4683) for the relief of Com- 
modore Oscar C. Badger, United States Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 4684) for the relief of Flora 
A. Darling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 4685) for 
the relief of Thomas J. Spencer, late a captain Tenth United 
States Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. 4686) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Alexander P. Magaan, of Battery H, Fourth United States 
Artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 4687) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catherine Elliott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4688) oa gg J the removal of the charge 
of desertion from the record of Hugh F. Elliott—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLS: A bill (H. R. 4690) for the relief of Maurice 
etary and grant him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By. Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4691) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Memorial of William 
H. Cayce, asking for the passage of a bill relieving him from un- 
lawful treatment of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern 
Railway Company—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia (by request): Petition, pepe and 
summary report in the claim of John M. Boone, of Wilkinson 
County, Ga., against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of plate-glass workers of Charle- 
roi, Pa., against change of duties on piate glacs—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, 
Pa., relative to creation of artificial-freshet navigation in the 
upper Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

y Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the session of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Arnesville, Ohio, favoring the repeal of the 
eary law; second, to pn the Sabbath-rest bill; third, to pass 
a law respecting religion in the public schools; fourth, against 
the admission of Utah asa State; fifth, to pass a law creating a 
commission to investigate the liquor traffic: sixth. to pass amore 
stringent law prohibiting pauper and criminal immigration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of workingmen and other citi- 
zens of Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the 
pe e of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. RANDALL (by request): Proposal and plan of John 
C. McGowan for relieving the sewers und for disposing of the 
sewage of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, D. C.— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WISE: Certified copy of findings of fact and conclu- 
sions of law, Court of Claims, No. 15,607, William B. Isaacs et 
on the Judici- 


al against the United States—to the Committee 
ary. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, December 13, 1893. 
Erare by the Chaplets Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
M. O. 


BUTLER, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 
e Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of soldiers of the late war, 
citizens of Mount Victory, South Ridgeville, Edinburg, Ross 
County, Ottawa County, and of J. C. Irwin Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an investi- 
gation of the Pension Bureau; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the enactment of such legislation as will secure 
the enforcement of laws passed to carry into effect Articles XIV 
and XV of the Constitution of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present the affidavit of Dr. H. W. La- 
tham, of Latham, Mo., in support of Senate bill No. 255, grant- 
ing a pension to John G. Hanna, private Company A, Forty-third 
Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. I move that the affidavit 
ke Ria to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany that 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 901) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Henry R. Tilton and of personal effects thereon, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committeeon Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 223) for the relief of Isham T. Owen, of Mis- 
sonr, repurted it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Commission of Congress to 
Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive De- 
pa tments, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1260) to improve the methods 
of accounting in the Post-Office Department, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title. 

Mabe emda pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the same as House bill 4610, reported 
in theother House. e 

Mr. PALMER, fromthe Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1051) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of 
the Dominion of Cinada, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 444) making the sur- 
veyor of the District of Columbia a salaried officer, and to pro- 
vide for more efficient service in the surveyor's office, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S.326) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.58) for the relief of William Clift, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1261) for the erection 
of a public building at Menominee, Mich.; which was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Paul 
McCormick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VILAS introduceda bill (S. 1263) to provide for the further 
distribution of reports of the Supreme Court; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, g 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1264) to provide for the distribu- 
tion of reports of the United Statescourts of appeals; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1265) for the relief of John 
Millen; which was read twice by its title, and with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1266) to extend 
and amend an act entitled An acb to authorize the Kansas and 
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Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional 
Iines of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 24, A. D. 1891; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1267) authorizing the at- 
torney for the District of Columbia and his assistants to admin- 
ister oaths and affirmations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1268) grant- 
ing a pension to Calvin K. Bynum; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1269) granting a pen- 
sion to Christ Bueltemann; which was read twice by its title, 
and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1270) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Catlett; which was re d twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions may be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 249) for the restoration of Zerelda Cobbs 
to the pension roll, and that the bill be indefinitely postponed, 
as I desire to introduce a new bill on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Pensions 
will be discharged, and the bill indefinitely postponed, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1271) for 
the relief of Zerelda Cobb; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1272) granting a pen- 
sion to Gabrilla P. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1273) for the relief of 
Bernard J. D. Irwin: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1274) for the relief of 
Henry J. Hewitt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1275) for the relief of 

Michael Dittlinger; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1276) to refer the 
claim of David C. Allen to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1277) for the payment 
of arrears of interest on Chickasaw trust funds; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1278) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Gann; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 45) 
granting a medal to Byt. First Lieut. A. Liebschutz; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. GORMAN. Task the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives upon the Hudson River 
bridge bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 3289) to 
authorize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to 
const uet and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River be- 
tween New York City and the State of New Jersey, further in- 
sisting on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill and requesting a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit the conference report showing the 
disagreement. I move that the further conference requested 
by the House of Representatives be agreed to by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to Spee the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
VEST, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- 
diers’ Home; 


A bill (H. R. 213) to pay for alley condemned in square num- 
bered 493, in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 3 29 to close alleys in square numbered 751, in 
the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 4015) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 4571) to make service connections with water 
mains and sewers in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

oses. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 411) to require steam vessels of the United States, 
of 1,000 tons or more, to have one engineer and helper on watch 
in their engine rooms while under way, and to require all steam 
vessels of the United States, under steam for more than ten 
hours, to carry two licensed engineers; and 

A bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act approved September 4, 
1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott Rail- 
rod Company to construct two bridges across Boeuf River, in 
Louisiana. 

The bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holding the 
Federal courts in the State and district of Nebraska was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila for loss 
of carbine in the late war was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 356) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to reserve from sale certain land in the abandoned Fort Cum- 
mings military reservation, and for other purposes, was read 
1 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

8. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant 
sealer of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and 
55 other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 31) for the pro- 
tection of those parties who have heretofore been allowed to 
make entries for lands within the former Mille Lac Indian Res- 
ervation in Minnesota; and it was thereupon signed by the Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 


DIPLOMATIC REPRESENTATION IN HAWAI, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will 


be read: 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HOAR on 


the lith instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Senate, if in his 
opinion it be not inconsistent with the public interest, whether any person 
whose name has not been submitted to the Senate for its advice and consent, 
and if so, what person, has been appointed since the 4th day of March, 1893, 
to represent the United States in the Hawaiian Islands; and 

Whether such person has been accredited to the President of the Execu- 
tive and Advisory Council of the Hawaiian Islands; and 

Whether such person has been presented to the head of the Government 
of the Hawaiian Islands; and 

Whether any, and if so what, authority has been given to such person 
touching the relations of this Government tothe then exisiing or other gov- 
a the Hawaiian and the protection of American citizens 

e ; 

Whether any discretion or power has been committed to such person to 
determine when the naval forces of the United States should be landed therein 
or withdrawn therefrom; and 

Whether any authority has been committed to such person to use physical 
ae in the territory of said Government, or to land an armed force there; 
an 

Whether such person has been authorized to, or has in fact corresponded 
in regard to the public affairs of the Government of the Hawalian Islands 
with any private person, newspaper, or other periodical: or has been author- 
ized. to, or has in fact undertaken to receive in said Hawaiian Islands the 
testimony of any private person, or has requested or received written com- 
munications from any 2 vate person in — p to the lawful and existing 
Government there, or the circumstances under which said existing Govern- 
meni ui Seana: or any other matter relating to the public affairs 
thereof; an 

If any such appointment or authority has been made or given, further to 
inform the Senate whether the same was made or given ata time when the 
Senate was in session, or has continued in force during any session of the 
Senate, or of Congress, or of any part thereof; and further 

Whether such appointment or authority was communicated tothe Senate 
during ary session thereof; and further 

Whether any person has ‘ed. or undertaken to accept, the office ofa 
commissioner or public minister with the power aforesaid, or any of them, 
or has undertaken in any correspondence with the Government of Hawaii, 
85 ots ae person, to describe himself as commissioner of the 

n a 


Mr. GRAY. I donotsee the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] in his seat. As Iunderstood from him yesterday, he is 
called away to- d y by asocial engagement of some importance and 


interest, and he then repeated his assent to an t that we 
had yesterday that this matter should go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I understo:d that it had been referred yes- 
terday, but I see that was not the c:se. Iwas not in the Cham- 
ber. But as that is the understanding, E move that the resolu- 
tion be re‘erred to that committee. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will pardon me; it was postponed 
until this morning, because I desired to make a few remarks in 
relation to the-resolution before it was referred to the commit- 
tee 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator understood the general agreement? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GRAY. Lhave no objection, of course,and I withhold the 
motion for the present. 7 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is debatable. The 
Senator can make it or withhold it. 

Mr. GRAY. I withhold it for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine is 
recognized by the Chair, 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I do not take the floor for the 
purpose of discussing the Hawaiian question. It seems to me 
that we are not ina proper preparation for such discussion; that 
for an intelligent one it is absolutely necessary there shall be a 
thorough and complete investigation of the facts and a report 
made to this body. Iam hoping that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations will make such investigation, and that after that is 
done I shall have an opportunity to address myself to the Senate 
-on the general subject. 

In the discussion that took place day before yesterday the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] use of the following lan- 
guage: 

He— 

Referring to Mr. Bayard— 7 


He merely gives voice to what rises naturally in his patriotic heart, as it 
would rise menage S I believe, in the patriotic heart of every American, 
that when the flag of the country has been usei for the purposes of dishonor, 
and when the au hority and Ponor and prestige of the United States have 
been made to cover au act of piracy that the wrong should in some way at 
some time and some how be rectified. 

I am informed (I did not hear it, because I have been neces- 
sarily absent through most o the discussion on Hawaiian matters, 
engaged on a commitiee of conference) that one or two other 
Senators have made somewhat similar statements. 

Now, what is there to be inferred from the declaration of the 
Senator from Delaware? Nothing under the sun except that 
our former minister at Hawaiidishonored the flag of his country 
and undertook to commit an act of piracy. From what sources 
can any Sen itor derive any information which authorizes him, 
or which he thinks authorizes him, to make any such declaration? 
Merely from one only, from Mr. Blount's report, for before the 
Senutors there is to-day nothing other than that. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I rose not to interrupt the Senator, ex sofar 
as it may be necessary to correct him as to the ground of the 
criticism I made upon the conduct of affairs in the Sandwich 
Islands last January. What I said was not founded wholly or in 
large part upon any alleged report of Mr. Blount, but it was 
founded largely upon the documents that were communicated to 
us by the President in Feb last, when a treaty of annexa- 
tion was sent to us for our action, It was a part of the docu- 
ment accompanying the message of the President of the United 
States in oe Su cs of last year, upon the letter of Capt. Wiltse, 
and upon the letter and co muence of Mr. Stevens himself 
largely, that I made such criticism as I did upon that matter. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see how the Senator could have arrived 
at any such conclusion from the papers to which he refers. I 
notice that President Hariison said—it was brought to my at- 
tention by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]—on page 
1 of Executive Document No. 76: > 


That was written, as a matter of course, after he had read all 
the messages and communications from Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. GRAY. But if the Senator will allow me—I do not wish 
to interrupt him I did not refer tothe message of the President, 
but to the documents which accompanied the message; that was 
all. [do not wish to detain the Senate now by going over them. 
There are quite a number of them. I merely wish to make this 
general statement. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


Mr. FRYE. But the message of the President was, of course, 
founded upon the documents to which the Senator refers. 

Now, I do not know how far Blount's report is before the Sen- 
ate. I do know it is before the country and before the House of 
Representatives in its entirety, and I do not see that there is or 
veh to be any delicacy about a reference to it. 

wish to say, in relation to that report. that in my judgment it 
is a most dangerous one on which any United States Senator can 
afford to mike a serious attack upon the character of any private 
citizen of the United States. I affirm without hesitation that 
Mr. Blount in that report hus not written one single unvarnished 
line of truth, nor given one unprejudiced opinion, nor rendered 
one impartial judgment. 

Mr. President, Í assume that this is an attack upon our former 
minister, Mr. Stevens, that he has dishonored the flag, that he 
has committed an act of piracy.. Mr. Stevens was born in the 
State of Maine something overseventy years ago. For more than 
forty years he has beena p ominent figure in our State. For 
more than forty years I have been intimately acquainted with 
him. For more than forty years the public eye of Maine has 
necessarily rested upon him. He has been during that period 
many times a member of both of our legislative bodies. 

For many ye urs he was the editor of the Kennebec Journal, our 
State paper formerly edited for awhile by our late Secretary of 
State, Mr. Blaine. For more than thirteen years he has repre- 
sented the United States Government as a minister ab at 
Paraguay and Uruguay, at Sweden. and in the Hawaii n Islands. 
He made international law a careful study, and for the under- 
standing of it he was prepared by a thorough education in early 
life. He was familiar with all the usages und requirements of 
diplomacy. He was an antislavery Whig, and when the Re- 
publican party was born he necessarily united his fortunes to that 
party; and from that day to this he his been an earnest, zealous 
advocate of the principles of that party with his pen and on the 
stump. Indeed, I know of noman who has hadomore to do with 
the aifairs of Maine publicly in the same length of time than Mr. 
Stevens. He is a man whose moral character is withoutastain. 
He is slow to make up his judgments and zealous in maintaining 
them when made up. He is remarkable for hisaccuracy of state- 
ment, a characteristic, I suppose, acquired largely as an editor; 
and when Mr. Stevens makes a statement you can not make any 


one in Maine believe that it ought to be received with any grains 


of allowance whatever. 

Such a min as this, who in his whole life up to this time and 
this hour never has had even a suspicion of wrong aroused t 
him, never has had an accusation made against him, is in the 
United States Senate, for some necessity or other, made the tar- 
get of abuse and assailed as dishonoring the flag and as guilty of 
an act of piracy! 

The President of the United States could and did, in spite of 
Constitution and law, make Mr. Blount paramount to Mr. Ste- 
vens in the Hawaiian Islands, but in inte nee, in education, 
in experience with affairs, in knowledge of international law, in 
familiarity with the usages and the requirements of diplomacy, 
in devotion to the interests and honor of his country, in fidelity 
to our Christian civilization, Mr. Stevens is paramount to Mr. 
Blount, and no President, not even Mr. Cleveland with all his 
power, can reverse that condition. 

Mr. Stevens aishonor the flag! I propose to read what Mr. 
Stevens himself said to his neighbors, gathered around him at 
Augusta on his return from Hawaii, touching the dishonoring 


of the flag: 
The raising of the United States flag over the Government buildings took 
piace two weeks later 


That is, the lstof February, two weeks after the revolution 


and on that transaction there is some misapprehension which it is proper 
for me to correct. You may be assured it was not hastily nor thoughtlessly 
done. It was done with all the serious sense of responsibility that the 
United States minister and Capt. Wiltse could command. And here I may 
Pay, a fitting tribute to Capt. Wiltse and ont a tear over his honored grave. 

is no more on earth to speak for himself, and I can justly defend him 
against any implications on his intelligence or his honor. mf de irs in 
the naval service, a brave oficer in the war when shot and she their 
work of death among those who stood in defense of the nation’s life, he 
loved the flag of his country with the devotion which the Christians of the 
early centuries had for the cross. In his breast beat as loyal a heartas ever 
throbbed with human life. At home he belonged to one of the two great po- 
litical ties, and myself belouged to the other. But abroad we knew no 
party but our country—no duty but tuat of American representatives. 
Capt, Wiltse and the American minister were in complete accord in —— 
the flag, February 1. He knew the situation sharon y. The Provisto 
Government made the request that it be done, and these were its reasons: 
It had been created only two weeks before. There were no trained troops 
on the islands available for its use. Many of the men in official pisces on 
the different islands, selected under the monarchy from palace favorites, 
ha? not been removed and their future conduct was uncertain. 

Mon from business circles and from stores, banks, offices. and workshops 
had been on guard day and nicht for two weeks. There had not been time 
to create an efficient police, m r to organize and drilia small military force. 
In a city of 24.000 people of various nationalities it was reasonable to suppose 
there might be some elements of disorder. On the plantations not far off 
and in the city itself were believed to bo many Japanese who had served in 
their own army before they came to Hawaii. It was feared that the fallen 


1893. 


and panic began to gain headway in the city. 
lions of American property and life and order were in In these cir- 
cumstances the sure hops of safety was in the Am naval force at 
S American representative run the risk of and 
loodshed when it was certain he would be held rigidly responsible if ca- 
heand calamityshouldcome? It was 5 pE which 

com the American representative to act 


assistance, and these reasons are known to the American public. Butthere 


were other potential reasons which pressed upon me. For nearly half a 
century our Government had claimed ts and interests in the Hawaiian 
islands superior to any other foreign Re there have been 
attempts to induce our Government to y Pri duai or tripartite lige te pa 
Dilities at Honolulu. Jolin M. Clayton, tary under t Taylor, 
repelled this forty-three years and such has been 1 It 
was well known to me that this idea of joint action had been given up, 


but was still insisted on by one, if not two foreign representatives at Hono- 
lulu. There was one fe o E in the harbor, and another power- 


had reason to think, 

representatives 
would insist on the same right to land their naval forces which we had ex- 
ercised. We were five thousand miles from W. with no cable 
from Honolulu to San Francisco, and the space be Ween mail steamers 
would not permit communicating with our Government and our receiving 
an answer in less than three weeks. 

We knew not then that Ashmead Bartlett, in the English House of Com- 
mons, had asked the Gladstone Ministry whas ithad done or woulddo rela- 
tive to English interests at Honolulu, and that Lord Grey.in behalf of the 

rican Governmen: 


tenauce 

I was therefore com to decide whether I would risk the danger of a 
practical a tof the long-maintained American policy of nonjoint 
Vee pamela asd in Hawalian affairs. To thus surrender in practice what we 

long claimed I knew well. would prove me unut to be an American rep- 
resentative, Here were difficulties which could be effectively and conclu- 
sively overcome only in one way; that was by raising the flag over the 
Government building as a symbol of our superior right to protect the 
Hawaiian Government. This would not only prevent all the danger of 
riot and bloodshed, but would shut out the landing of any other naval 
Torce except our own. Capt. Wiltse saw this as soon and as clearly as I did. 
With an American heart loyal to the conscientious, firm, self-possessed 
fully aware of the grave responsibility of the act. he was prompt to do his 
duty. The officers under his command were as 3 and loyal as the r 
own veteran commander. The following are the w read by t. Kush 
of the Boston, on the steps of the government building simultaneously with 
raising the flag, which was immediately published by posters and the 
newspapers; 

“TO THR HAWAIIAN PEOPLE. 


“At the request of the Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islands I 
hereby, in the name of the United States of America, assume protection of 
the Hawaiian Islands fur the protection of life and property and eae propa 
of public buildings and Hawaiian soil, so far as may be necessary for the 

urpose specified, but not interfering with the administration of public af- 
Pairs b Provisional Governmé: > 


mt. 
“The action is taken pending and subject to Co Sr aie at Washington. 
“JOHN L. STEVENS, 
“ Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 


“UNITED STATES LEGATION, February 1, 1898. 
Approved and executed by Tha —. — 
a ain, United States Navy, 
“Commanding the United states ship Boston.” 


It will be observed that the plain intent of this littledocument is nonin- 
terference with the sovereignty of Hawali—that it claimed to establish only 
a qualitied and limited protectorate. and instead of infringing on the sover- 
gignty of the country, it was a response to the only government of the 

ands to aid in maintaining its own sovereignty. The salutary effect of 
thus raising the flag was immediate and Quiet, confidence, 
perfect pyre at * took * pre eof panig Ese 8 
can not adequately express the joy: eelings o American colony 
and ofall the better elements of the other nationalities. All save a few 
sympathizers with our national rivals looked on the American flag fioa! 
3 genial skies with profound respect. None more so than many o 

native Hawai z 

It has been said that President Harrison and Secretary Foster disapproved 
of our action. I have never so understood it. Secretary Foster after our 
action was taken did carefully denne just how far the effect of our qualified 

tectorate and flag raising should go, and his definition and instruction 
on the subject was just what the Provisional Government and the Ameri- 
can representative intended when the flag was raised, and just what the 
Provisional Government and the American representative thought and in- 
tended that our published document and official action 

The one essential and effective step we took was to raise the flag—we only 
did that, and precisely that President and Secretary Foster never 
disapproved. It remained up seventy-five days, During that time all had 
been accomplished which had been promised and expected when it was 
raised. In that time two foreign war ships had arrive. at Honolulu, but 
the American flag was rs and thus a‘! danger of dual or tripartite arrange- 
ment as to Hawaiian affairs was avoided, and the just American predom- 
inance successfully maintained. They are dull statesmen and poorly equip- 
22 diplomatists who do not know the advantage which the party has who 

mactual possession. I am but too glad to believe that the present Admin- 
istration has no thought of giving up tbis vantage ground, to which the bold 
and vigorous dispatch of Secretary Bayard, approved by President Cleve- 
land, to Minister Merrill, July 12, 1887, powerfully contributed. 

The language of the dispatch, when an outbreak was feared in the summer 
of 1887. was the following: 

“The interests of American citizens which have grown up under the ex- 
tension of commerce between Hawaii and the United States and the 
anties of existing treaty must not 6 internal confusion in the 

8 ese erry and EF eed 0 13 vanes States to see 

hese resis are not imper! or injured, to do neces- 
sary for their just protection. wines 
* s * $ 0 * s 


remarkable. 
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“While VCC mestic affairs of Hawali. in 
accordance with the policy and ice of this Government. yet obstruction 
to the channels of legitimate commerce under existing law must not be al- 


lowed, and American citizens in Hawaii must be protected in their persons 
and property by the representatives of their country's law and power, and 
no internal must be suffered to impair them.” 

These were the latest instructions to tne United States minister at Hono- 
lulu. on file at the legation, for guidance in case of circumstances precisely 
like these which arose when the Hawalian monarchy fell in January last. 
It was the language of this dispatch which Capt. Wiltse of the Boston had 
for his instruction. 

The essential objects to be accomplished by raising the flag were gained 
during the seventy-five days its bright. starry folds were before the people 
of Hawaii. The Provisional Government had secured the necessary time 
wo an efficient police and force, to substitute reliable om - 
cials in place of the unreliable, and toconsolidate the new Government, with 
the approval of the best and responsible men of all the islands. That coun- 
try now has the best Government it has ever had, administered by men of 
intelligence, education, and character, and as hly American in sym- 
pathy and in interest as we have at the head of any of our American States 
and Territories. 

I thank 


So much for the charge of dishonoring the flag. 
Heaven that no citizen of Maine ordered it hauled down, and I 
compliment the admiral who did that in his dispatah he says: 

I doit in obedience to the orders of Commissioner Blount. 


I have no doubt that it may become necessary to drag Minis- 
ter Stevens down. I have had reliable informatica since I came 
into the Senate this morning which says that— i 


The of the Administration is to charge that Stevens wasa party 
to co jon, employed to drag down the Queen's government and estab- 
lish the revolutionary government. 


That does not amaze me. 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator read that again? 
Mr. FRYE. It reads: 


The purpose of the Administration is to charge that Stevens was a party 
to corruption, employed to drag down the Queen’s government and estab- 
lish the revolutionary government. 


Sed GRAY. Mr. President, does the Senator make that 
rge? 

Mr. FRYE. I say I am informed upon what I regard as reli- 
able authority that that is the pope That is what I said. I 
did not make the charge myself. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator give his authority, or is he not 
at liberty to do so? 

Mr. FRYE. I am not at liberty to give the authority. I will 
say for myself that I am fully prepared to see any method re- 
sorted to to drag Mr. Stevens down. I will say that for myself. 

Whether money was or was not expended by the revolutionists 
I do not know, but as to any charge that Mr. Stevens, our min- 
ister, had any participation in corrupt practices to remove one 
government and create another, I feel able to say I do know that 
there is not one word of truth in it, and it would require an im- 
mense amount of evide ce infinitely better than any that has yet 
been sent from Hawaii to the Secretary of St te, to convince the 
people of Maine that such a cha ge can be sustained. 

As to the piracy, I wish to put in the Recorp in reference to 
that a statement of our late m r, Mr. Stevens, prepared with 

t care. I regard it as important that it shall be in the 

ECORD, so that in future discussions we may have his state- 

ments to which reference may be made. Mr. Stevens says: 


A deep sense of obligation to my country and an American's duty to de- 
fend an insulted. threatened, and struggling American colony, planted as 
righteously and firmly on the North Pacific isles as our Pilgrim Fathers es- 
tablished themselves on Plymouth Rock, demand that I hall make an an- 
Swer to the as resentations and untruths of Commissioner 
Blount's report on Hawaiian affairs, a copy of which 1 first obtained, with 
difficulty, Saturday e November 25. It is proper for me to preface 
my answer by briefly allud to the fact, that those familiar with interna- 
tionai rules and and have had diplomatic experience, must be 
astonished that Secretary Gresham and his commissioner should make, be- 
fore the world, such a persistent effort to discredit the recent agents of the 
De ent they now re t and which was oncerepresen Thomas 
Jefferson, William L. „ William H. Seward, and James G. Blaine. 
The ral adoption of such a policy by our Department of foreignaffairs 
could not fail to weaken g eatly our influence with foreign countries in any 
future effort, and serve to make the American diplomatic service contempt- 
ible in the eyes of the world. Not only is the courseof Gresham and Blount 
extremely un-American in its form and spirit, but it is also in direct oppo- 
sition to thecivilizing and Christianizing influence on the Hawaiian 
while itis playing into British hands, in directo) tion to the efforts of the 
American of Missions, and to the Ame: Government, for more 
than sixty years, in all of which period there has been a uniform, continu- 
ous, and patriotic American policy. 

I may also make a preliminary remark regarding the repeatedly asserted 
opinion of those who have assailed my official action, that I was prepared 
for and stimulated to it by the accomplished and thoroughiy American 
Statesman who occupied the Department of State most of the period of 
President Harrison's Administration. It is sufficient to say that this ex- 
pressed surmise is utterly without foundation. What I know and s ate on 
this point accords with what ex-Secretary Tracey has recently asserted in 
thatregard. Still more. I may Beil A add, that the lines of official duty 
as followed by myself and Capt. Wiltse, and the course of the Administration 
and of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, in the critical Hawaiian 
days of 1 and Fe last, were exactly on the lines marked out 
. arcy in 1854 by Secretary Bayard in his dispatch to Min- 
ister M July 12, 1887. Marcy's instructions and draft of treat; 
vided for annexation. Bayard's instructions of 1887 held the United States 
minister and naval commander at Honolulu responsib e for wep wig ig 
of American life and property and the “preservation of public p 

Som asa . to my consideration of Blount's re- 
port. Not wishing to severe on & neophyte in diplomacy, with little 
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knowledge of the world’s affairs outside of his own coun 
cnliar errand amid currents and quicksands entirely 
— been partly the victim of circumstances, having been caught in the 
meshes and snares adroitly pre for him by the cunning ad of the 
fallen Liliuokalani, and by the shrewd, phate, ne experienced British diplo- 
matic agent, whose aims and hopes Blount served so well, and without 
the least suspicion that he was aiding ultra-British interests, even more 
than he was helping the Hawaiian monarchists and the justly dethroned 


ueen. 
x It is clear enough from Blount's manner un the day of his arriral at Hono- 
lulu, as well as by his letter to the Department of State written shortly after, 
that he designed, at whatever cost, to repudiate the views and action of the 
recently terminated Administration, and thatin order to do so he must im- 
the action of Minister Stevens and of the commander of the United 
States ship Boston. A total stranger, it was impossible for Mr. Blount to 
-xnow how untitting it was for him to take up his quarters where he was cer- 
vain to be surrounded by royalists, and where the supporters of the Provi- 
sional Government would be reluetant to go. 

The hotel was kept by one who had served as Kalakana’s chamberlain, who 
was one of the principal persons in a syndicate that had cheated the Hawaiian 
Government out of nearly $100,000, a transaction which Minister Merrill 
had officially reported to Secretary Bayard, and this man was the leading 
member of a firm that sought to do its chief business with England, a thor- 
oughly unprincipled (Nee of the Provisional Government and of Amer- 
ican predominance in the islands. He employed as his active assistant in 
managing the hotel a highly educated cee of disreputable char- 
acter. who had written in the Hawaiian British newspaper, under anonymous 
signature, articles abusive of the United States and geoon falsifying our 
Government’s treatment of the Indians. This man had had amostunsavory 
record while residing in the United States, and has been a bitter assailantof 
American officials in American newspapers—in the paid service of the fallen 
Queen he has written whatever she ani her immoral favorite, Wilson, have 
asked him to write. Residing at that hotel, Mr. Blount was under the con- 
stant espionage of the palace adventurers. 

As a precauuonary safeguard against thus shutting out the Americans 
from ready access to Commissioner Blount, a wealthy and a highly respect- 
able widow lady, of the American colony, was ready to grant the use of her 
house to Mr. and Mrs. Blount, the commissioner to pay the same amount it 
would cost him to live at the royalists’ Hotel. This private house was situ- 
ated near the United States Legation, in the quarter of the city where an- 
nexationists and royalists could have unobstructed access to the commis- 
sioner, and where he could conveniently avail himself of the legation rec- 
ords. polite offer of an American residence to an American commis- 
sioner did not originate with the Provisional Government, nor did the Pro- 
yisional Government have anything whatever to do with the proposed ar- 
rangement. A committee of three American citizens, born and e ucated in 
the United States, the superiors of Mr. Blount in education and manners, 
men who had nottaken part in the revolutionary proceedings of the Be 
vious weeks, went on board the Rush when that vessel came into the harbor, 
while I was courteously meeting Mr. and Mrs. Blount on their arrival. 

At the request ofthe three American gentlemen, I introduced them to Mr. 
Blount. His manner of receiving their visit repelled them, and they asked 
me to state the reasons why it would be pleasant to him, and better for 
all concerned, not to go to the royalists’ hotel, but to take residence on 
neutral ground, where he would be master of his own surroundings. As 
delicately as I could do so, I stated the offer of the committee of his country- 
men, pointing out to him that by accepting their proposition he would be 
near the archives of the lewation, which he could conveniently use, which I 
would be pleased at once to place at his disposal. Brusquely, not to say in- 
sultingly, he refused the courteous and honestly intended offer of his coun- 
trymen. and at once placed himself amid royalists and witra-British sur- 
roundings, the British legation being near this royalists’ hotel,at which 
the British minister soon took residence and living. 

The effort in his report to cast imputatio on the Provisional Government 
and myself as tothe offer of the American house toan commis- 
sioner will be estimated at its true value by the American public. Com- 
missioner Blount’s manner toward me in the following weeks I would not 
allude to here were it not absolutely necessary todoso. It is well known 
to all who have knowledge of diplomatic rules and customs that when a new 
diplomatic agent arrives at the capital to whose government he is accred- 
ited. his predecessor and the occupant of the legation should receive him cour- 
teously, proffer his services to his successor, inform him of the existing state of 
affairs, and, as soon as convenient, give him access to the legation archives. 
This 1 did promptly, and had he availed_himselfof the kind offer of his coun- 
trymen as to residence, he could have occupied the room at the legation con- 
taining the om ial records, which I was ready to offer him. He coldly re- 
pelled my kindly intentioned offers, did not allow me to show to him the 
customary forms of introducing him to the foreign diplomatic officials and 
to the chief public men of Honolulu. How much of his singular course in 
these regards was due to want of knowledge, and how much to his already 
ered y purpose to make out a case against the United States minister. the 
DATI Coann and the Provisional Government, the American public 
must judge. 

Allinsinuations and implications in Blount's report that I was averse to 
his access to the legation records is a shameless perversion of facts. To 
show the character of the men into whose environment he so quickly placed 
himself, I took to him the printed dispatches of Minister Merrill to Secre- 
tary Bayard, the printed records of the recently adjourned legislature, con- 
taining the recorded votes for and st the lottery gang, the recorded 
votes as to the recent cha of ministers, the official copy of the lottery 
charter, evidence of decisive value, if he had really come to Honolulu for 
any other purpose than to convict Harrison’s Administration and the Sen- 
ate Foreign Affairs Committee of hasty and ill-advised action in January 
and February last. 

His manner while allowing me to leave these important documents in his 
room showed that he cared not to receive them, and the general drift of 
his report indicates that he dia not even read them. noring his inferi- 
ority of official rank. which. according to established rules the world 
over, was below that of minister resident. between a consul-general and 
peed t d'affaires, with the utmosteffort of will controlling my outraged sen- 
sibilities, while suffering a terrible affliction at the recent sad drowning of 
a gifted and beloved daughter, 1 endured this insolent treatment, after thir- 
teen years of service as United States minister, without a stain ever before 
attempted to be made on my official honor or my fidelity to American pres- 

tige and to American interests, never during my Pray Sears years of life 
ha lifted my voice, ue hand, or my rifieagainst the flag of this American 
Republic. The charges, implications, and insinuations of Commissioner 
Blount against President Dole, Minister Thurston, and the other chief men 
Df the Provisional Government are as baseless and unjust as those against 
1 75 and sn Wiltse, nowsleeping in his honored grave. i 
titis well for me to be more specific in meeting our opponent's reck- 
pron | 1 and ex-parte statements and ents. Under the date of 
1, he says he disapproved of a request of the Provisional Government, 

that the American forces be landed for drill. I here affirm that the Pro- 


; sent on a very 
own to him, he 


visional Government never made such a request. The Provisional Govern- 
ment followed the exact course followed under the monarchy. Whenever 
the naval commander desired to drill his men on shore, in accordance with 
naval regulations, he so signified to the United States minister, who made 
the request of the Ha’ Government through the minister of foreign 
aff To my knowledge. at the pare of which Blount speaks, the Pro- 
visional Government erred that the American sailors and marines should 
not land for drill, because of possibilities of ill-feeling and broil between 
men of other naval vessels then in the harbor, but they granted these re- 
quests only as friendly and customary courtesy. 

What Blount says about the Japanese man-of-war is equally ex-parte ab- 
surd, and egotistic. For weeks after his arrival in Honolulu he had not 
even met or spoken with the Japanese minister. He had neglected to call 
upon the Sapana oficial, and did not ask me to take him to the Japanese 
bs Saag and introduce him to the J? nanese representative. 7 

uching certain incidents of suspicion and alarm in Honolulu rega: 

some of the Japanese in the islands and the sudden appearance there of a 
powerful Japanese iron-clad, in addition to a smaller vessel there, in Febru- 
ary and March, prior to Mr. Blount's arrival, I had taken the most prompt 
precautionary steps, and fully. informed both Secretaries Foster and 

resham, who were at the head of the Department of State in those months. 
How much solid foundation there really was for the excitement and anxiety 
in Hawali at that time in regard to the Japanese it was impossible 8 
to ascertain. But the circumstances were such that I would have been dere- 
lict as a minister of the United States, which has a large preponderance of 
interests and commercial rights in the islands, not to have been vigilant in 
the discharge of my duty. Several weeks before the fall of the monarchy I 
had been authoritatively informed that the newly arrived Japanese commis- 
sioner would press on the Hawaiian Government the demand that the Jap- 
anese in the islands should have the right of suffrage precisely as the Amer- 
e 3 and native-born Hawalians enjoyed it under the constitu- 

on o 5 

Not long after the Provisional Government had been established, prior to 
Blount's arrival, I received itive information, both from the Japanese 
minister and from the Haw n minister of foreign affa of the renewal 
of the demand of the right of suffrage of the Japanese residents, and there 
was known to be much ferment, if not an ee movement, amongsome 
of the Japanese in the same direction. I had positively learned that the 
88 commissioner had sent, by the steamer Claudine, which left Hono- 
lulu with the Hawaiian Was, on commissioners, Janu 19, acable dis- 
paon to his Government at Tokio, requesting that a powerful fron-clad be 
mmediately sent to Honolulu, though it was known that a smaller Japanese 
warship was about to arrive there from San Francisco. I do not intend to 
criticise the J oes commissioner for thinking he needed another Japan- 
ese warship at Honolulu at that time. He was entitled to his own Opinion, 
and was bound only by the instructions of his ownGovernment. Itcertainly 
Was not s that in the peculiar circumstances of the Hawaiian situa- 
tion, there should be anxiety among the Americans and the members of the 
Provisional Government, as to what might wout of this tation about 
Japanese suffrage and certain Japanese ambitions as to the future control 
of the islands, 

Sir Edward Arnold's elaborate letter in the London Telegraph of January 
21 had arrived there. Arnold's Japanese residence and sympathizers were 
believed to have some relation to much that had been said in Tokio by cer- 
tain European antagonists of American interests and aims, and it was well 
known that individuals, both in Japan and Hawaii, had enriched themselves 
in the supply of Japanese contract labor. These persons were known to be 
bitterly averse to the passage of the islands under the American flag, in the 
just fear that in such an event their contract-labor profits would no more 
swell their bank accounts. The fallen Queen's unscrupulous and oily at- 
pick NaS known to be one who had shared in this kind of n, and was 
still the agent of this ring of speculators, It was feared by the supporters 
of the Provisional Government that the fallen Queen, the lottery ring, and 
palace would not hesitate to promise to grant to the Japanese the 
right of suffrage in the islands, 8 they would aid in restoring Lili- 
uoxalani tothe throne. Among the nearly twenty thousand Japanese onthe 
islands, there were said to be many who had served in the Japanese army at 
home. The sudden appearance of the Japanese iron-clad in Honolulu = 
bor could not fail to create anxiety and understanding. 

It was in these peculiar circumstances that I felt it my 8 duty to 
have repeated interviews with my Japanese colleague. He did not attempt 
to conceal from me his wish that the suffrage rightshould be granted to the 
Japanese residents. He was frank and earnest on the subject. I was ee 
frank in informing him that I had no authority to speak on that subject, 
but thatin the then existing circumstances and in the maintenance of our 
superior rights and interests in Hawali, lexpressed to him the opinion that 
the United States would resist any encroachment on the soil or sovereignt: 
of Hawaii, and that I would maintain this position until otherwise instruc’ 
by my Government. These friendly interviews, in which the long-exist- 
ing friendship and mutual interests of our respective countries were fully 
gone over, gave pacifying results to the well informed, though they did not 
at once put an end to public anxiety as to the suffrage agitation and as to 
what use the fallen Queen's supporters might make of it. Every step of my 
action was duly reported to the Department of State, prior to Blount hav- 
ing any knowledge on the subject. His claim to have put an end to Haw- 
allan anxiety about rumored Japanese encroachment is as purely assump- 
tive as his expression to me at my house, that to him the Harrison Admin- 
istration was indebted for the strony Democratic Kappan which was given 
it in the threatened war with Chile, and that Senator MORGAN, now ch: an 
of the Senate Committee of Foreign Affairs, could notaid much in the same 
direction. and is not a level-headed man. 

In Blount's report, as given to the press, I find the following language: 

The two leading members of the committee, Messrs. Thurston and Smith, 
growing uneasy as to the safety of their persons, went to Minister Stevens 
to know if he would protect them in the event of their arrest, by the authori- 
ties. to which he gave his assent.” 

It is enough to say that there is not a semblance of truth in this assertion 
of Blount, made by him without his ever having hinted it to me or made 
any inquiry of me on the subject. Hethus gives tne signature of his indorse- 
ment to a charge which I never even heard of until I found it in Blount's 
printed report. 

He says the response to the call of the committee of safety to land the 
men of the Boston does not appear in the files of the legation.” The 
meaning of this insinuation is obvious. Enough to say, there never was 
any such document. I received the invitation of the committee of safety 
for what it was worth, as I received other information on the same sub- 
ject. I should have requested Capt. Wiltse to have landed his force, had 
not the committee of safety requested it. The critical circumstances exist- 
ing, the fear of incendiarism, tumult, and robbery, and the danger of alarm- 
ing panic in the night, more than justitied our 1. out the standing in- 
structions of the State and Navy Departments of July, 1887, which held the 
United States minister and naval commander responsible for the protec- 
tion of American life and property, and for the preservation of public 
order.“ The facts and the logic of the situation clearly indicated our duty. 
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It is well to state here that this landing of American forces in Honolulu 
had re san Hey lace in a period running over many years. This hap- 
pened in 1874, in 1887, in 1889, and was on the eve of being done on several 
Other occasions, Several times prior to the events of January last I had 
been notified by the representatives of the Queen to be in readiness to re- 
ceive a request to land our nayal force. Repeatedly had our naval com- 
manders d my official residence in Honolulu got everything in readi- 
ness to land, on information as to signs of danger which they and theirofficers 
had gathered by be: in close touch with the then existing state of things. 

The elements and forces of Hawaii in play in 1887, 1889, and in 1893 were 
and are essentially the same, the breadth and strength of the prevailing 
elements and forces in 1893 being more decisive than in the former periods. 
Those who assert to the contrary are not honest, else they do not understand 
what they have written about. To say that the overturn of the Hawalian 
monarchy was bogus, a mere scare, is as absurd as would be the claim of 
those who might assert that the fall of Louis Phillipe in 1848 and of Louis 
Napoleon in 1871 was an illusion and a fraud. 

Blount squarely asserts that I promised to aid the committee on safety by 
force. This is emphatically and categorically untrue. In reply to rival par- 
ties at different times, whether the representatives of the Queen or her op- 
ponents, my answer was always the same, that the force would not land 
until danger should be plainly imminent. and then only to 5 American 
life and property, and to no one did I ever hint that I could, or would, recog- 
nize any but the de facto government, whether monarchical or republican, 
and as I said in my letter to Secretary Gresham, I here reaffirm that royal- 
ists and their opponents had equal access to the legation and to its official 
head. The best answer to the baseless charge that I promised to use force 

t the Queen is the order of Capt. Wiltse to his officers and his men, 
“To remain passive,” and that no force was used, though the Queen, 
through her ministers, strongly requested it hours before the Provisional 
Government was recognized by me and all the other diplomatic representa- 
tives in Honolulu. 

One of the most striking evidences of Blount's prejudiced, ex parte, and un- 
warranted statements is the following: “A meeting of the committee of 
safety held that night, January 16, at the house of Henry Waterhouse, next 
door to Minister Stevens's house, determined on the dethronement of the 


Queen, and selected officers. 

The intent of the author of this is obvious on its face. He wished 
it to be understood that this mee was held near my residence for the 

urpose of easy access to, and in collusion with, the United States minister. 

hat are the facts? Henry Waterhouse is an English merchant of wealth, 
ot 8 character for integrity, intelligence, and of the most exem- 
plary life. He has resided in the islands since early childhood, and is now a 
member of the Provisional Government. hati living so near me, he 
rarely talked Hawaiian political affairs with me, though he could but sup- 
pose that my private convictions must be in harmony with the prevailing 
views of all r table Americans as to what had been going on in the is- 
lands for months. Of this meeting atthe house of Henry Waterhouse, speci- 
fied by Blount, I had nohint or knowledge at the time it was held, knew not 
of whom the meeting was composed, nor what was its action, and 7 first 
1 as to the persons assembled at that meeting I obtained from 

ount’s report. 

Itis proper for me to say here that for three „e prior, to the Queen s 
coup d'etat and fall, I had kept myself as thoroughly informed as possible as 
to the views, plans, and purposes of the several factions and parties that 
contended for control in Hawaiian political affairs. This was my imperative 
duty as a minister, and it was equally my duty to keep the State rt- 
ment at Washington well informed as to all facts on the actual sit- 
uation. This necessarily compelled me to hold conversations with the best 
informed persons of the reform party, the Queen's „and with the Wil- 
cox and native Hawaiian party whose organized efforts for months was to 
induce or compel the Queen to break with her paramour, Marshal Wilson, 
whom they ded a foreigner, who was born in Tahiti, of native mother 
and an English father, and who was very objectionable to the native Hawaii- 
ans, who believed Wilson stood between them and their sovereign, and who 
they well knew largely dictated at the palace. I was certainly as well in- 
formed of the views and plans of the royalists as I was of those of her oppo- 
nents, generally carefully keeping my private opinions to myself. 

Regarding the expectations and hopes of the Queen and her re ta- 
tives in the exciting days from January 14 to January 17, and the views and 
nope of her opponents, the following official documents speak for them- 
selves. 


Now, I read the document: 


“The assurance conveyed by a royal proclamation by myself and minis- 
ters yesterday having been received by my native subjects and by them rati- 
fied at a mass meeting, was received in a different spirit by the meeting 
representing the foreign population and interests in my kingdom. It is now 
my desire to give to your excellency, as the diplomatic representative of the 
United States of America at my court, the solemn assurance thatthe present 
constitution will be upheld and maintained by me and ministers, and no 
changes will be made except by the method therein provided. I desire to 
express to your excellency this assurance in the spirit of that friendship 
which has ever existed between my kingdom and that ofthe Government of 
the United States of America, and which I trust will lon; OA Hal. * 
Samuel Parker, Minister of Foreign Affairs; Wm. H. Cornell, Minister of 

Finance; John F. Colburn, Minister of Interior; A. P. Peterson, Attorney- 


General. 
Tolani Palace, Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 


This earnestly pleading document from the fallen monarch and the terror- 
stricken lottery gang came to me more than twenty hours after the men ot the 
Boston had landed. This plainly enough implies that the fallen Queen and 
her confidants then knew, as they could not have failed to know, that wehad 
not taken part in her overthrow, which had already been accomplished. An 
hour later the fallen ministers came to the legation and urged on me the 
inquiry, if I could not use the United States force to sustain the Queen? 
answer was what one can readily suppose it must have been—that the United 
States soldiers were on shore for a specific purpose, to protect American 
life and property, and could not take sides in aid of the fallen monarch nor 
with those who were then masters of the situation and were creating a new 
government. 

It will throw light on this pleading message from the Queen more than 
forty-eight hours after her practical dethronement, tostate that the landing 
of the United States forces in 1874 to put down a mob, which United States 
action resulted in se g ua on the throne, had had the effect of 
strongly fixing in the mind of Liliuokalani and her immediate supporters 
the idea that they had only to call on the United States minister whenever 
mer power was in danger, and that the United States force would continue 
to adhere to an established policy in this In is the explanation 
that her fallen ministers came to me, with much assurance, to ask that I 
would use the United States forces to restore and support the fallen Liliuo- 
kalani. She and they could not see the very different case of her brother 
Kalakaua in 1874 and her own case January 17, 1893. 
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Inare to the Navy Department, dated January 16, Capt. Wiltse, after 
announ the fact that the forces had been landed, says: 
“While there has been no demonstration so far, there can be no doubt that 
the prompt landing of the battalion has saved life and property.” 
: n request of ter Stevens, upon which the captain acted, read as 
‘ollows: 
“UNITED STATES LEGATION, January 16, 1893. 


“In view of the existing critical circumstances in Honolula, indicating an 
inadequate legal force, 1 request you to land marines and sailors from the 
ship under your command for the protection of the United Staves legation 

the United States consulate and to secure the safety of American life 


and property. 
85 “JOHN L. STEVENS. 
“To Capt. WILTSE, U. S. N.” 


The order of 1 — Wiltse to Lieut. Commander Swinburne, who com- 
manded the naval battalion on shore, reads as follows, under the same date: 

“You will take command of the battalion, and land in Honolulu for the 
purpose of protecting our legation and the lives and propery of American 
citizens, and to assist in the preservation of public order. Great prudence 
must be exercised by both officers and men, and no action taken that is not 
fully warranted by the condition of affairs, and by the conduct of those who 
may be inimical to the treaty rights of American citizens. You will inform 
me at the earliest practicable moment of any change in the situation.” 

Mr. Blount’s shamefully unfair 5 cast suspicion on myself in the 
matter of the hall for the men of the ston, on the first evening of their 
landing, I oye) answered in my letter to Secretary Gresham. I will repeat 
my ere. 

After I had made my request to Capt. Wiltse to land his men as a precau- 
tionary safeguard to American life and property, he and his officersinformed 
me that their. men must have shelter for the night. Without special infor- 
mation in that regard, I had supposed that the ship's marines had tents of 
their own for their customary use in case of emergency on shore. Lat once 
wrote a note and sent it by messenger to secure a large hall that was sup- 

to be available. The manincharge of the hall was several miles away. 
had not known of the existence of the Arion Hall until that evening, when 
a messenger with my note was sent to the supposed agentof the Arion Hall 
who was a royalist. He returned me a courteous answer, saying he would 
be pleased to let the hall for the specified purpose, but he had ceased to be the 
agent, informing me who had then charge of the hall. This required a third 
note and a third effort of the messenger, which proved successful. Somuch 
time had been thus consumed that the Boston's marines and sailors were 
obliged to stand weary hours in the streets before they were able to go to 
their night quarters. All of them would have been lodged at the legation 
and consulate but for want of room, where as many as possible were re- 
ceived, these localities being several streets: and squares from the palace and 
Government building. For the occupation of Arion Hall by the men of the 
Boston the committee of public safety and 1 ot the Provisional 
Government had no more responsibility than Secretary Gresham himself. 


Now, let me say right here, there is elsewhere an intimation 
that the Arion Hall, occupied by the marines, was very close to 
the palace of the Queen, and that their guns were literally 
trained on the palace. In relation to that, I wish to say that the 
opera house is the house occupied in the former revolution b 
our troops, and that faces the palace, the palace being a consid- 
erable distance off; that at that time it was fired into, and con- 
sequently the owners would not allow the 9 10 to be placed in 
that building at the recent revolution. The hall Arion is in the 
rear, some distance from the large opera house, and the palace 
is not in sight of the hall at all. The a could not be trained 
from there on the palace by any possibility. 


One of the chief objects in view by myself and Capt. Wiltse in landing the 
marines and sailors was to quiet the fear and c in the city that incen- 
diary fires might be set by irresponsible parties for sake of plunder. 
fear was augmented by the fact that most of the buildings of the city are of 
wood. The request made of me by Capt. Wiltse and his officials when they 
came ashore was a hall for shelter, and ape of the city to enable them to 
act effectively if tumult and incendiarism should come, so that they would 
know how to act with rapidity and eee mr To obtain the hall and secure 
the necessary maps occupied my time until late in the evening, there being 
only one map of the city in the legation, others being obtained by applica- 
tion at different private houses. 

A copy of the call of the committee of safety, which Blount insinuates that 
I wished to conceal from him, had been promptly forwarded to Washington 
in Jan „and was in the printed pamphlet of the State Department docu- 
ments ordered published by the Senate, a copy of which I supposed Blount 
must have brought with him when he came to the islands. 

Perhaps it is 2 to copy here the following from Blount to 
Gresham, dated June 28, 1893: 

“In my dispatch to the Department of April 26 I said: Mr. Paul Neumann 
is ponera regarded here as a bright, plausible, and unscrupulous person.’ 
I desire now to say that so far as the expression ‘unscrupulous’ is con- 
cerned a better knowledge of public opinion satisfies me thatI was not justi- 


fied in its use. 
“JAMES H. BLOUNT 
* Special Commissioner of the United States.” 
Why this remarkable change of opinion? So long as he Ai e Neu- 
mann wished to make a trade with the United States or with the Provisonal 
Government for a cash consideration of all Liliuokalani claims, Blount re- 
ed Neumann a knave. As soonas this astute commissioner ascertained 
that Neumann was in full accord with Spreckels and Blount for Liliuoka- 
Iani's restoration to the throne, at once Blount immediately learned that 
Neumann is “a right down“ good fellow. So much for conclusive evidence 
that Spreckels, Neumann, and Blount were then, as now, rowing the same 
boat, and closely linked in the consp to damage the action of Harri- 
son’s Administration, and of the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs on 
the question of annexation. To the same object Blount devoted much of his 
report to apy eaiethe and repudiate the action of Secretary Marcy and the 
Democratic Administration of 1854, in enero} our r at 
Honolulu to negotiate a treaty of annexation on lines similar to those of 
President Harrison and the Senate committee of February last. 


I wish to say right here that Paul Neumann made, I sup A 
an Official call on me when he wasin Washington. He is a bright, 
smart fellow, undoubtedly. He called on me and informed me that 
he represented the deposed Queen. He had a two hours’ inter- 
view. He never intimated to me in that interview that there 
was any complaint or any cause of complaint against the Ameri- 
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can minister or against the naval forces of the United States. 


He simply made an appeal to me that we should pay that Queen a 
sum of money for the Queen's lands, which we had taken from 
her, and then an annuity to support her. I never learned while 
Mr. Paul Neumann was here that he said anything as the Queen's 
agent except as to a money recompense for the wrongs to which 
she had been subjected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say here, with the permission of the 
Senator, that perhaps others have had a similar experience. Mr. 
Neumann brought to me a letter of introduction from an old 
army friend of mine, and made about the same statement to me 
as that which the Senator has stated he made to him. I learned 
from him that his chief errand was to get a pecuniary allowance 
made for Queen Liliuokalani. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Stevens proceeds: 


This tilt of Blount, Spreckels, and Neumann — Marcy, Grant, Sew- 
ard, Fish, Blaine, Harrison, and other leading American statesmen must 
amuse the American public as much as other recent transactions hostile to 
the American colony in Hawaii are exciting just public ation. 

So far as the affidavits of John F. Colburn and A. P. Pete and Charles 
L. Hopkins, and the letter of W. H. Cornwell conflict with any writing ur 
act of mine I will not multiply words. The first named isa notorions cor- 
ruptionist with some amiable qualities, who aided in bribing the | ve 
members to vote out the Jones-Wileox ministry aud to — the lot bill, 
and he demanded and received as compensation for his infamous s ces a 
few hours of occupancy of the Hawaiian interior department, and Peterson 
is the manwho aided in the distribution of the lottery stock for the purchase 
of legislative vote, and held the Queen's authority to constitute a lottery 
cabinet, and to aid the Queen to proclaim a reactionary constitution. 

As to Samuel Parker, whose testimony is used to discredit my action, 1 
would gladly say little. Mostly of native Hawaiian stock. he has a small 
fraction of io-Saxon blood. Good-natured, free-hearted, 1 , fond 
of luxuriant living. a notorious spendthrift, he has wasted T 
left him by his grandfather and uncle. His word and his note are of little 
value amonak bogs bankers and business men of Honolulu. For years trying 
to play poli and to be the Queen's minister, for which service he is with- 
out capacity, he has competed with Wilson for the control and the favors of 
the recent immoral occupent of the palace. He was aready toolin thehands 
of Peterson and Cornwell in the . which ‘Pitated the 
fall of the monarchy. It seems ble that Blount ‘should not have 
learned of the real character of the four fallen ministers whose words he 


cites. 
Ol the Dr. G. Trousseau who figuresconspicuously am Blount’s affida- 
the notorious Wilson and Liliuos 


vits, white abusively 
roflecting on my official action, I need only say that he is an adventurous 
Frenchman with whose record in is and moral career in Hono- 


lulu I will not soil this paper. 0 
that what is herein said of Samuel Parker in most respects applies to Cum- 


mins has had two 


Throughout his ponderous document Blount ignores that the di be- 
tween the 18 su ters is not t in most 
countries. now and in recent years it 18 a division between bad 
men and between men of moral character, , and intelli- 


men, A 
gence, and those of the opposite characteristics, The 
as between the notorious Boss Tweed and his supporters. and the best citi- 
zens of New York, who overturned 3 and corrupt : 

the Go horn. 


e importance. The office was abolished by that constitution. 

of 1800 restored the office as an honorary title. giving little 
or duty. Cleghorn is a brother-inaw to the fallen Liliuekalani, is 

e father o 82 now residing in whose 
ter is married tothe minister's son. Cleghorn mri taaa id 

under the infiuence and follows the advice of English Minister W. 

His protest came to me after the landing of the Boston's marines. 

Hopkins ke pg to the sam: 
un been one of the 


lecherous life and shameful transactions. He is of notoriously al 
has a cheat on the race course, against his own 
He was one of the most active in and ‘Colburn to 


horses. 
bribe the legislature in f out the Jones- 
Peay ved oat o minty aaa Fey ee ae 
peatedly voted out ot the ministry ra very a 
all the honest members voting against him. PriortoCorn 3 
sions, Neumann had been voted out August 20,1892, by a vote of 31 to 10. 
nted by the Queen September 12. he was voted ont October 17 by 81 to 
He was a close confederate with Peterson and Cornwell. He was known 
to be of the contract labor ring which was bleeding the planters. With good 
reasons he was believed to be the author of the Queen’s revolutionary des- 
poticnew constitution. 
caste in California as a political corruptionist, he had years before 
gone to Honolulu under the flattering of Claus Spreckels. He had 


22 with Kalakaua, to the d. s purse. He 


the constitution by revolutionary means. From Saturday afternoon, Jan- 
uary 14,to January 18, there was map eee in Honolulu, except in the 
united and self-possessed attitude of the citizens, who assembled in a great 
mass meeting on January 16, and consummated their efforts for law and or- 
der by the establishment of the Provisional Government on the 17th, which 
was 3 acknowledged by all the foreign representatives, who were 
f the circumstances of its creation. It was nearly fifty hours 
after Liliuokalani and her favorites had destroyed her throne by a revolu- 
tionary outbreak when the men of the Bostonlanded. Inthe eee 
e Sem following her fall, her represen.atives, as well as those who 
‘ormed Provisional Government, had equal access to the legation. 


To all pro inquiries my answer was that the United States marines 
could not sides. but whatever de facto government might exist would 
have to be re When I did recognize it, late in the afternoon of the 


wth, the Provisional Government was complete master of the situation, had 
full control of the ay and of the government archives, the police station 
being surrounded and at the mercy of the Provisional Government. It was 
a small b in which the diso: and powerless followers of the 
fallen Queen's paramour marshal tock gs and they must surrender in 
afew hours by mere force of hunger. The Provisional Government knew 
its power to the station at once, but wished not to take a single life 
of its occupants. It deemed it wiser to await their surrender. the 
Supporters dared to resist the organization of the new government, 

their only possible chance to do so was during Sunday and Monday of the 
Töth and 16th, while the citizens were attending their mass meeting, select- 
tng their committees of public safety, and paring to organize a govern- 
ment, as openly as public meetings are d in any American city. They 
did not dare toa to arrest or interfere with the aroused white citizens, 
It was a united and tible movement of the same men, with now in- 
creased numbers, that took away the tic powers of King Kalakaua in 
1887, and crushed the Wilcox revolt of 1889. y gathered at the armory 
with their rifes in hand, which were increased by other arms.o; carried 
in a carriage from a gun store, with only three men in charge. The only 
88 that existed. or could exist under those circumstances, was the 
ovisional Government. 


JJCCCTFCCFCFFCCCC spat Joedea ipa men cb a ac 
e public patience with words of mine. Against all just expecta have 
been forced to the us, the un- and most unfair 


expose anomaic American. 
course of Blount and associates . ong my official conduct, my honor. and 
exirao: Assault on the Ameri- 
Chris civiliza 


women, this strange turning back on an policy of more than half 
y to assume jurisdiction 


n century, this wanton of the o 
prize, with a clean title and 


and ownership of a and 
without the cost of a single life, is jusily causing profound tion 


among the American peo strange and unpatriotic in 
the of our national rivals is makings most eful pace of Ameri- 
can iuistory, which our future, if not our t, Statesmen and generation 
will repudiate and blot out by wise and measures. 

JOHN L. STEVENS. 


AUGUSTA, ME., November 29, 1593. 


er parts ovate ae ats ear which Minister Stevens is 
arged. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, but for the fact that I am on the 
eve of leaving the city and desire to avoid any g prear of 
evading responsibility in regard to this question I should not 
detain the Senate. 


It is hardly necessary for me to say that I do not speak as the 


| advocate or special defender of the Administration. It would be 


a degradation of the issues involved in the question before the 
Senate for me to take anysuch position. I speak as an American 
Senator and an American citizen in regard to questions involv- 
ing the honor and welfare of our common ee a 

It is greatly to bs regretted that evolence has so 
distinctly shown itself in the debate on these great questions. 
With protestations that they desire no personal aspect to be 
given to this argument, and with the statement that in their 
judgment the real issue should not be discussed until the evidence 
is before the Senate, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] take occasion to assail 
everybody who differs with them in regard to the Hawaiian 

nestion, and undertake to place before the American people 
ir side of this issue in order to take possession of public opin- 
ion in the United States. I do not choose by silence to be putin 
the attitude of acquiescing in the position taken by those Sena- 
tors. 

The Senator from Maine knows that I have the atest per- 
sonal regard for him; there is no Senator in this Chamber with 
whom my relations have been more pleasant; but I am compelled 
to say, with due respect, that when it comes to a political or par- 
tisan question, I would just as little trust that Senator as a hun- 
gry wolf when the bleat of a farmer's lamb is heard in his im- 
mediate vicinity. [Laughter.] With all his generous instincts, 
it is impossible for that Senator to be anything else but an in- 
tense New England Republican. [Laughter.] Like his friend, 
Mr. Stevens, his whole political action is governed by the great 
truth that the earth ongs to the saints, and we are the 


saints.” [Laughter.] 
Mr. FR Iam greatly obliged to the Senator from Mis- 
souri for the ent. 


Mr. VEST. I have no doubt, and I mean it in the kindest and 

=P aca assez ln pratensis eee 
ii Tul tohi 

requires that his correct position, as it is 

seen by others, should be placed before the 5 

Mr. the Senator's friend, Mr. defends his 


entire action in Hawaii in the concluding sentence of his re- 


1893. 
markable address by saying that heand his colleagues were there 
to Christianize the Ha people. They have Christianized 


them out of their country; they have pursued the old New Eng- 
land fashion of taking ion in the name of God, and then 
dividing out under laws made by themselves. aughter.] 

It is not a question between Mr. Blount and Mr. Stevens; itis 
minimizing the issue to bring here any such personal question. 
I do not know Mr. Stevens; he may be all his friend the Sen- 
ator from Maine paints him to be,a godly, saintly, unexception- 
able, Christian gentlemai. Ido not question it, nor dol care any- 
thing about it. I propose to treat him as I should any other 
witness who brought himself inio court and demanded my vote 
upon his evidence. 

I do know Mr. Blount. While I am not here to defend him 
for I should treat him in the same way as Mr. Stevens—almost 
twenty years of intimate knowledge of James H. Blount author- 
izes me to state in the most public and emphatic manner that a 
purer man, publicly and privately, never has appeared upon the 
arena of American politics. For twenty years he was the hon- 
ored representative of one of the great States of the South; the 
ealcium light of public opinion and partisan malice shone upon 
him by day and night, and I defy any man living to bring here 
one shadow upon his character. He has his opinions, like every 
affirmative man and every man who is worthy of the name, but 
that anything he says is deliberately false, that anything in his 
career justifies the Senator from Maine to stand here and with 


his aggressive voice declare that there is not one word of truth | 


in his report, I distinctly and emphatically deny. 

He needs no de‘ense from me. The American people, and 
especially the Southern people, know JamesH. Blount. Ifhe had 
been a dishonest man, long ago would his reputation have been 
torn to tatters, for he has occupied the most prominent commit- 
tee positions in the House of Representatives; again and again 
his geme have returned him,and even the partisan found 
no flaw in his record, and he left public life voluntarily, and not 
coerced into retirement. 

My friend from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggests in that 
connection—and it is simply justice to Mr. Blount and his State— 
that in the article which the Senator from Maine was kind 
enough to read us from his friend Mr. Stevens he charges Mr. 
Blount with being a diplomatic neophyte, who knew nothing 
about the relations of this Government with foreign nations. 
Mr. Blount was chsirman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions in the popular branch of Congress, and discharged his 
duties, so far as I know, with the greatest acceptability to his 
constituents and tothe country atlarge; and for this saintly gen- 
tleman from New England, who has been canonized here by the 
Senator from Maine, to denounce a Re tative who for 
twenty years has served in the Congress of the United States as 
a neophyte in diplomacy is sre another specimen of that 
godly arrogance which we have always heard from that quarter 
of this country. {Laughter.] 

Now, take the testimony of Mr. Stevens. From the beginning 
to the end of it you can see but one animus, and that is his de- 
termined effort to annex the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States. Every line, every word, and every syllable is alive with 
that distinct idea. Ihave a right to dissect his testimony and 
see the motives which have actuated him. Take the beginning 
of his address: 

A deep sense of obligation to my country and an American's duty to de- 
nee an insulted, threatened, and struggling American colony, 
righteous! 


planted as 

and firmly on the North Pacific isles as our Pilgrim fathers es- 

tablished themselves on Plymouth Rock, demand that I shall make an an- 
Swer," etc. 


In other words, plainly Mr. Stevens there states that there is 
no question about the legitimacy of the Provisional Government 
in Hawaii; that they are there by zs righteous a title—and he 
uses the superlative—as that which our Pilgrim Fathers§had to 
the soil upon which they landed when they came to Plymouth 
Rock. I shall not stop to discuss the legality of their title; let 
that go. ay object now is to treat with the motive of this gen- 
tleman in all that he has said and all that he has done: and I 
take his own language in order to show it. But I come now spe- 
cifically to discuss this matter, and I am sorry the Senator from 
Maine is not here in order that he might defend his distin- 
guished friend from Maine. : 

the newspaper report which Mr. Stevens was answering 
Mr. Blount s that when he arrived at Honolulu there came 
off to the steamship in the harbor the American minister, Mr. 
John L. Stevens, with a committee of the Annexation Club, and 
that Mr. Stevens tendered to him a furnished house, with serv- 
ants and a carriage, at any cost, from nothing up.” I quote 
the exact language. Mr. 
ment that this minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordi- 


„Nr. Stevens, whose is lacerated and bleeding by the | Why 
dee e doves of Sp cat flag, came in his diplomatic character 


topens his report with the state- | that 
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with a committee of the Annexation Club, organized to annex 
those islands to the United States, with that distinct and onl 
purpose, and tendered him, Mr. Blount, a furnished house, wi 
servants and equipage, at any cost, from nething up. That is 
the distinct charge, and I quote in hee verba. 

Mr. President, that was not only unseemly and undignified 
conduct, but outrageous conduct on the part of the minister of 
the United States. He says that he was neutral between these 
factions, that he simply represented the people of ths United 
States and our national glory and honor. Was that consistent 
with the idea of his going out with a committee from the An- 
nexation Club, the head of one of these factions,and attempting 
to take possession of the agent of the United States, the com- 
missioner who came there upon this specific and identical busi- 
ness? What ordinary juror trying a case of meum et tuum in a 
circuit court would doubt the animus of a witness, even in a 
matter of dollars and cents, with this testimony before him? 

But Mr. Stevens undertakes to answer that specifically, and I 
want to hold him now to his answer, not technically—for Iam 
dealing with him in the most liberal and catholic spirit, givi 
him the benefit of every doubt. What is his answer? I ‘will 
ask the Secretary to read it, and I will ask the Senate, as these 
words come from the desk, to recollect Mr. Blount’s charge, and 
see what Mr. Stevens says to Mr. Blount’s statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLarrin the chair). With- 
out objection the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: - 


UNDER ROYAL ESPIONAGE. 


A total stranger, it was impossible for Mr. Blount to know how unfit 

It was for him to take his quarters where he was certain to be surround 

byr ists, and where the supporters of the Provisional Government would 
be reluctant to go. The hotel was kept by one who had served as Kalakaua's 
chamberlain, who was one of the re eee in a syndicate that had 
cheated the Hawaiian Government out nearly $100,000, a transaction 
which Minister Merrill had officiall, ap pe ge ag hing do ee 
member of a firm that sought to do its basi- 


the hotela ca 
of disreputable character, who had written in the Hawaiian British news- 
paper, under anonymous signature, articles abusive of the United States 
and grossly Tals our Government's treatment of the Indians. 
Residing at that hotel, Mr. Blount was under the 55 mates 


the same.amount it would costhim toliveat theroyalisthotel. This private 
house was situated near the United States legati of the 


rangement. 

The effort in his report to cast imputation on the Provisional Government 
and myself as to the offer of the American house to an American commis- 
sioner will be estimated at its true value by the American public. 


Mr. VEST. Les, Mr. President, it will be estimated at its 
true value. I undertake to say now that Mr. Stevens has not 
denied the statement of Mr. Blount, and he knows that he has 
not denied it. What is his answer to the specific allegation that 
he came with a committee of the annexation club and tendered 
this house and these servants and that equipage at any cost, 
from nothing up, as Mr. Blount graphically expresses it? His 
reply is that a very 8 American lady was willing to 
allow Mr. Blount and Mrs. Blount to occupy her house at the 
same board and rent for which he could secure apartments at 
the Royal Hotel. It isadmitted by this Mr. Stevens that Blount 
has told the truth in regard to it. It is admitted that he met 
Mr. Blount, in connection with the committeo of this Annexa- 
tion Club, which made the extraordinary offer to him, and he 
evades the statement of Blount by an appeal to the American 
people to decide the issue between them. 


. President, it is extraordinary that Senators the 
other side who deprecate personalities should bring this foul- 
mouthed and scurrilous witness here into court. Take the 


printed remarks which were read by the Senator from Maine, 
and who in the Hawaiian Islands opposed to Mr. Stevens in re- 
gard to annexation has escaped his billingsgate? He has taken 
up every man in those islands from the highest to the lowest 
ranks in life and disposed of themseriatim by personal charges, 
criminal some of them, and others so vulgar as to preclude me 
from 5 further in this presence. 

Hf. 115 4i in th opening cing part 5 5 debe de his 
self. e says in the © on re- 
turn to Maine that the Provisional Government was an absolute 
de facto government at the time he put those marines on shore; 

it was established; that there was no disorder. He 
makes every statement that Blount has made in his report. 
he take the military force of the United States and 


land it upon Hawaiian soil if that Government wasalready firmly 
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estiblished and able to preserve order in the streets of Hono- 
lulu? He denies absolutely and emphatically that he ever had 
any agreement with the Provisional Government that he should 
use the marines in order to sustain that Government. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I grant it. What intelligent man connected with that 
Government, knowing Mr. Stevens and knowing his opinion and 
knowing his determination to trim, Sap annexation, wanted 
any promise from him? They might as well have exacted a 
promise from each other, because they knew what his intentions 
were 18 his putting them either in writing or giving them 
verbally. 

The flag was torn down—‘‘Old Glory desecrated,” as some of 
thepressof the Provisional Government denominateit. Ishould 
like to know from Senators upon the opposite side of this Cham- 
ber whether the flag was put there as an emblem of sovereignty 
over the Hawaiian Islands? I beg them, when they give theelab- 
orate arguments we are now promised, to tell me whether that 
flag of our country was put there to denote sovereignty over the 
Hawaiian Islands, or was it put there simply to protect the 
property of citizens of the United States who were there for le- 
gitimate purposes, and not to attack the established Govern- 
ment? 

Was there any use for the flag when there was perfect order, 
according to Mr. Stevens, and a de facto government supported 
by the entire population? Why keep the flag there uselessly as 
a threat to any portion of those people when the plea under 
which Mr. Stevens acted had been fully answered and there was 
complete order at Honolulu and throughout the entire islands? 

But there is a part of the address of Mr. Stevens which the 
Senator from Maine did not read, that shows what sort of an im- 
partial witness he is. There is one appeal always omnipotent 
with certain poan this country, and that is the late war. 
Beaten logically, beaten rhetorically, geographically, or eccle- 
siastically they fall back on the war. Oh, you tried to tear 
down the Government; you were a rebel.“ That is the ultimate 
resort with these poopie.. 

Now, this man Stevens, this God-fearing, charitable, saintly 
old logician of Maine, understood that. Here is what he says. 
I ask the Secretary to read that part of the argument of Mr. 
Stevens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Inthe absence of objection the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Ignoring his inferiority of official rank, which, according to established 
rules the world over was below that of minister resident, between a consul- 
general and ch d'affaires, with the utmost effort of will controlling my 
outraged sensibilities, while suff a terrible affliction at the recent sad 
drowning of a gifted and beloved daughter, I endured this insolent treatment 
after thirteen years of service as United States minister, withouta stain ever 


before attem to be made on my official honor or my fidelity to American 
and to American interests, never during my seventy-three years of 
e ha lifted my voice, my hand, or my rifle against the flag of this Ameri- 


can Repu 


Mr. VEST. Now, that was an argument against which noth- 
ing could prevail. I refer to that portion of it in which Mr. 
Stevens, not content with 2 his long and honorable ca- 
reer, appeals to the prejudices of the Northern people by saying 
that he never lifted rifle against his Government. hat did 
that have to do with the Hawaiian question? What did he mean 
by it except to array the prejudices of the loyal portion, so called, 
ol the American people against Blount because he had been a 
Confederate soldier? 

Why should Mr. Stevens have brought into this controversy 
regarding a great international question this statement that 
he had never lifted his rifle a t the Government of the 
United States? I bring that out of his own mouth to show the 
animus which has incited and urged this man throughout the 
entire controversy, and by which he stands to-day. I take the 
conclusion of this gentleman's address, which I believe the Sen- 
ator from Maine read. I ask the Secre to read that again 
5 Ee proper summing up to this remarkable testimony re- 


cital, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I suppose the Senator from Missouri does not 
think that for any special purpose I omitted to read that which 
he has just cited. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; the Senator knows do not think he sup- 
presses anything. He is as frank and open an . as I 
ever met, and no doubt he has the same opinion of me politically 


that I have of him. Neither of us strikes below the belt. Now 
let the Secretary read what I have indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
the un-American, and most unfair course of Blount and associates against 


my official conduct, my honor, and all that a public man holds dear. This 
extracrdinary assault on the American col in Hawaii, an the 
American Christian civilization there estab! at the cost of 

labors of noble American men and women; this strange turning 
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American policy of more than half a century: this wanton disre 
unity to assume jurisdicti 
prize —— a clean title and without the cost of a single life, is justly 


of the 
on and ownership of a territorial and maxi- 


causing pro m among the American le. These strange 
and unpatriotic in the to of our national rivals is making 
a most shameful page of American history, which our future if not our pres- 
sA en and generation will repudiate and blot out by wise and efec- 


Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, there is the essence of this 
whole controversy. The crime committed by the President of 
the United States, for which he has been threatened with im- 
peachment, is that he does not favor the annexation of the Ha- 
waiian Islands to this country. If that constitutes a crime Iam 
a criminal, and in my judgment so are a large majority of the 
American people. Mr. Stevens, whatever else he be, under- 
stands the art of summing up his position, and that is in the 
concluding portion of his address. We have failed to seize a 
marine prize.” The Senator from Maine objects to the word 
piracy. That is very much like it. We have failed to seize a 


rize; we have failed to carry out American policy. I shall 
ave something more to say about that directly; but there is 
the crime which the President of the United States has com- 


mitted, in which, as I have already stated, in my judgment a 
large majority of the American people participate. 

Mr. President, the plain issue is before us whether we are to 
1 75 now the traditional policy of this country established by 

ashington and carried out by Jefferson and concurred in by 
Madison and Jackson and Buchanan, and now by Cleveland, or 
are we to depart from that policy and now venture upon the 
great colonial system of the European powers. I assert it here 
now, and I want this made distinctly an issue, and as far as I am 
able I propose that the American people shall understand it: 
It is proposed now that instead of having a compact, continental 
republic, as our fathers intended, we are to have a great, ex- 
pansive, territory-acquiring Government, extending even to the 
islands of the ocean and the uttermost parts of the earth. 

Is it pretended, and will any Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber undertake to say here now, that the Hawaiian Islands 
are to be held as colonies? Where is the warrant in the Consti- 
tution for holding any colonies? What is to be done with the 
Hawaiian Islands after we have taken possession of them and put 
the flag of the United States above them as an emblem of sover- 
eignty? Are we to hold them as England holds India or Aus- 
tralia, as France has her island ssions in all the oceans of 
the world? What can we do with them except to bring them in 
as States? Here is the question, whether we are to add the 
Kanakas, the Japanese, Chinese, Indians, and characterless ad- 
venturers of Honolulu to the population of the United States al- 
ready threatened in its moral sug Sr by undue immigration; 
and because the President of the United States dares to doubt 
that, he must be impeached or threatened with impeachment. 

Mr. President, for one I shall hail with gladness the narrow- 
ing or defining this issue to the limits I have stated. The 
ple of the United States want no colonies. We want the Core 
ernment that our fathers made for us and that we intend to pre- 
serve for our children. We want a compact republic in which 
every citizen is represented; a compact republic with no islands 
out in the ocean around which we are to gather an enormous 
fleet and upon which we are to place expensive fortifications—a 
pawn to be seized in the event of war with a great power of Eu- 
rope when an attack upon a single Kanaka would involve the 
honor and dignity of our whole country and require the expend- 
iture of the last dollar and the last drop of blood to defend him. 

We have heard a great deal from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts about the unconstitutional action of the President in send- 
ing Blount as an agent or commissioner to Hawaii. I have no 
disposition to argue that question at length, but I want to refer 
that Senator to Miscellaneous Document No. 109 of the Senate 
and to the 1 report signed by JOHN T. MORGAN, Eli 
Saulsbury, Joseph E. Brown, and H. B. Payne, in answer to that 
i Sear Lask the Secretary to read now that portion of the 

nority report in regard to this same contention made by the 
majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations in respect to 
the British 25770 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

There is no fault inthe manner of nego this treaty, and the President 
hasnot in way exceeded his constſtutional powers, or withheld any coar- 


tesy due to the Senate in respect of the agents selected by him to conduct 
the negotiation, or in the time or place of negotiating or concluding the 


treaty. 

onthe other question, as to the form in which the negotiation has been 
conducted and authority of the two plenipoten es, Mr. Putnam and 
Mr. Angell, to act, without a confirmation by the Senate, we rely upon the 
precedents cited in the annexed brief of cases that seem to conclude any 
question on this point. 

The table hereto appended, marked C, will furnish an easy reference to 
all the appointments of diplomatic agents to negotiate and conclude con- 
ventions, agreements, and treaties with foreign powers since 1792. The 


1893. 
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whole number of persons appointed or recognized by the President, with- 
out the er e or advice of the Senate, or the express authority of 
Congress, as agents to conduct negotiations and conclude treaties, is 438. 


Three have been appointed by the Secretary of State and 32 have been ap- 
pointed by the ent with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

At will be seen that an interval of 53 years, between 1827 and 1880, occurred 
during which the President did not ask the consent of the Senate to any 
such appointment. 

The following important appointments and many others were made when 
the Senate was in session: $ 

March 2, 1793.—David Humphries. By Washington. Commissioned pleni- 
potentiary to treat with Algiers. Congress adjourned on that day. 

January 26, 1832.—Edmund Roberts. By Jackson. Commissioner to treat 
with Cochin China and Siam. Congress in session. 

May 3, 1438.—Nathaniel Niles. By Van Buren. Special agent to negotiate 
treaty with Sardinia. Congress in session. 

March 28, 1846.—A. Dudley Mann. 1 Special agent to treat with 
sundry states of Germany. Congress in session. 

The constitutional power of the President to select the agents through 
whom he will conduct such business is not affected by the fact that the 
Senate is or is not in session at the time of such appointment, or while the 
negotiation is being conducted; orthe fact that he may prefer to withhold, 
even from the Senate, or from other countries, the fact that he is treating 
with a particular power, or on a special subject. 

The secret-service fund that Co’ votes to the Department of State 
annually is that from which such agents are usually paid. That is the most 


important reason for such appropriations, 
The following is a summ of Appendix C: 
Persons appointed by the dent and confirmed by the Senate: 
1792. William Carmichael, William Shott, to treat with Spain. 


1794. John Jay, to treat with Great Britain. 
1794. Thomas Pinckney, to treat with Spain. 
1796. Rufus „ to treat with Great Britain. 
Adams, to treat with Prussia. 
Adams, to treat with Sweden. 
1797. C. C. ckney, John Marshall, Elbridge Gerry, to treat with France. 
1798. John Q. Adams, to treat with Sweden. 
17. Rufus King, totreat with Russia. 
1799, Oliver Ellsworth, Patrick Henry, and William Van Murray, to treat 
with France. 
1799. W. R. Davis, vice 7 as above. 
1803. James Monroe and R. R. Livingston, to treat for Louisiana. 
1803. Rufus King, to treat with Great Britain, northeast boundary. 
1806. James Armstrong and James Bowdoin, to treat with Spain. 
1814. J. Q Adams, J. A. Bayard, Henry Clay, and Jonathan Russell, to treat 
with Great Britain. > 
1814. Albert Gallatin, to treat with Great Britain. 
Poe R. C. Anderson and John Sergeant, to treat with the American na- 
tions. > 
1827. Joel R. Poinsett, vice Anderson, above. 
Gunn James B. Angell, John T. Swift, and W. H. Prescott, to treat with 
a. 
Total number, 32. 
Persons appointed by the Secretary of State: 
1825. Christopher Hughes, to treat with Denmark. 
1826. John James Appleton, to treat with Naples. 
1886. 5 Bates, to treat with Tonga. 
Total num 8. 
Persons appointed by the President: 
Total number, 438. 


Mr. VEST. I desire now to call attention to a tabulated state- 
ment of the number of officers appointed by Presidents of the 
United States while the Senate was in session and when it was not 
in session, and without the concurrence of that body. This state- 
ment is put as an appendix to the 8 of the com- 
mittee. The very first Appo nton was e by President 
Washington, that of G. Morris, October 13, 1789, as a private 
agent, who held no other office at the time. In other words, the 
Father of his 8 selected a private individual, who was not 
connected with the diplomatic portion of the Government, and 
made him his agent to go abroad and negotiate a treaty without 
consulting the Senate; and, according to the Senator from Mas- 

. sachusetts, the Father of his Country was treading upon very 
slippery ice, and very thin at that. Ishould like to know whether 
some distinguished Senator rose at that era in our Republic and 
threatened Washington with impeachment for having done what 
Cleveland has done to-day. 

There are three hundred and eighty-odd appointments in this 
list made by Presidents without the consent of the Senate to 
negotiate treaties, to perform the most important diplomatic 
functions; and to-day it has been reserved to the dis hed 
Senator from Massachusetts to find that the Constitution was 
violated, and applause is elicited from the galleries by threat- 
ening the President of the United States with impeachment for 
having done what all his predecessors have done. 

Immediately succeeding the appointment of Morris was the 
appointment of John Paul Jones. He is pretty well known to 
readers of American history. He was an admiral in the United 
States Navy at the time, and was appointed by the President 
without the knowledge of the Senate a commissioner to treat 
with Algiers for peace and friendship, and for the ransom of cap- 
tive United States citizens. À 

Going on 5 the list we find the appointment of John 
James Appleton, May 12, 1825, appointed by the Secretary of 
State without the consent of the Senate, to arrange for the set- 
tlement of the claims of citizens of the United States against the 
Kingdom of Naples; and again January 26, 1822, Edmund Roberts, 
1 commissioner by the President, without the knowl- 
edge of the Senate, to conclude treaties of navigation and com- 
merce with Cochin China, Siam, and Muscat; and again Benja- 


min E. Green, June 13, 1849, appointed by the President as 
special agent in Haiti and the Dominican Republic, to conclude 
a treaty of commerce with Haiti and the Dominican Republic. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o0’clock having ar- 
rived, the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from- 
Missouri be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to eee only a few minutes more. I 
beg pardon of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Calendar will be considered as having been laid before the 
Senate, and the Senator from Missouri will proceed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. VEST. June 15, 1850, A. Dudley Mann was appointed 
special agent to the Swiss Confederation, to conclude with the 
Swiss Confederation a treaty ‘‘concerning all matters and sub- 
jects interesting to both nations.” Mr. Mann, as well as these 
other gentlemen, let it be understood, occupied no diplomatic 
position, but were appointed by the President and Secretary of 
State from private life in order to perform these delicate func- 
tions. 

Again, James B. Bowlin was appointed by the President, with- 
out the consent of the Senate, to conclude a treaty with New 
Granada with reference to a transit across the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama. 

I have read out of this list of over three hundred and eighty 
only those who at the time of their appointment held no diplo- 
matic or official position whatever. I have not read the long 
list of those who were er pone by the President without the 
consent of the Senate and who were already in office, ministers 
plenipotentiary and resident at foreign courts, but I have read 
those who occupied no official position, in order tomeet the con- 
tention that, as Mr. Stevens was minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States at Honolulu, no one else ought to have been sent 
there to perform diplomatic functions. 

But we have heard a great deal about Paramount Blount. I 
read from the newspaper report of his instructions the follow- 
ing in regard to that much-quoted word. Mr. Gresham, in his 
instructions to Mr. Blount, says: 


You will inves: te and fully report to the President all the facts youcan 
learn respecting the condition of affairs in the Hawaiian Islands, the causes 
of the revolution by which the Queen's Government was overthrown, the 
sentiment of the people toward exist: authority, and, in general, all that 
can fully enlighten the President touc) the subjects of your mission. 

To enable you to fulfill thischarge, goor authority in all matters touching 
the relations of this Government to ti apristing c r other government of the 
islands, and the protection of our citizens therein, is paramount, and in you 
alone, ORDA eee the commander of the naval forces, is 
vested full tion and power to determine when such forces should be 
landed or withdrawn. 

In other words, Mr. Blount is given power above Stevens, as 
the President had a right to do, as had been done in hundreds 
of other cases since the foundation of the Government when 
other agents had been appointed by this Government and given 
diplomatic functions above the ministers resident at foreign 
courts. 

As a matter of course, this whole paper must be taken together; 
and what the President meant is evident from the subsequent 
portion of it: 

Should it be necessary to land an armed force upon Hawaiian territory on 
occasions of popular urbance, when the local authority mey be unable 
to give adequate protection to the life and property of citizens of the United 
States, the assent of such authority should first be obtained, if it can be done 
without prejudice to the interests involved. Your power in this regard 
should not, however, be c! tothe exclusion of similar measures by the 
representatives of other powers for the Bier of the lives and property 
of their citizens or subjects residing in the islands. 

While the United States claim no right to interfere in the political or do- 

mestic affairs or in the internal conflicts of the Hawaiian Islands otherwise 
than as herein stated, or for the purpose of maintaining any treaty or other 
rights which they „this Government will adhere to its consistent 
andestablished policy in relation to them, and it will not acquiesce in do- 
mestic interference by other powers. 
I affirm here now that taking this instrument altogether, it 
is raced a repetition and affirmation of the distinct, emphatic, 
and well-outlined policy of the United States from the founda- 
tion of the Government. Since the time when George Wash- 
ington declared in his Farewell Address that this country should 
not interfere with foreign nations as to their domestic affairs 
that we should enter into no entangling alliances, that we should 
maintain our own institutions and be satisfied with that, from 
the time when Washington and Jefferson refused to take part 
with France against England in the war of 1793, when Genet was 
given his letters of recall because he insisted upon embroiling 
this country in a foreign war, down through the terms of Madi- 
son, Monroe, Jackson, Buchanan, and now through the term of 
Cleveland, this has been the established policy of the people of 
this country. If it is proposed now to overturn it, let us know it 
and we are ready for the e. 

No demagogy about pulling down the old flag, no talk about 
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raising your rifle against the Government, no personal abuse of 
the President or anybody else will suffice on this issue. We 
‘intend to know whether you mean that the Government of the 
United States shall trample under foot its traditions, its history, 


the teachings of its greatest men, and go out upon diplomatic | °° 


raids throughout the world for the purpose of interfering with 
the internal and domestic affairs of other people. 

Mr. President, I deal with this matter in entire frankness, 
and I have no disposition to conceal my dissent from one ex- 


pression which has been published in the press as coming from | spected 


the Secretary of State in regard to the policy of this Govern- 
ment as to Liliuokalani. 

As I understand the condition of affairs in Hawaii to-day, the 
Provisional Government is a defacto government. As I under- 
stand international law, a de facto government has all the rights, 
80 far as other nations are concerned, of a de jure government. 
Whether that Government be established rightfully or wrong- 
fully it is to-day a de facto government, and any assault upon it 
by armed force on the of the United States or any other 
country must be an act of war which can alone be brought about 
by the action of Congress. 

I do not understand that Mr. Gresham, the Secretary of State, 
meant that armed force would be employed. He is an eminent 
jurist. He has iat come from the bench. 

After stating his profound conviction, in which I share, that 
the Provisional Government is the result of a mercenary con- 

iracy on the part of a few adventurers and that a majority of 
the people of the Hawaiian Islands do not participate in it, he 
simply puts a hypothetical question, whether under the plainest 
principles of equitable jurisdiction it would be our duty asa 
great people to redress the wrong, if ithad been committed, and 
restore the status quo. 

When the papers come in answer to the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Massachus>tts we shall know, I trust, what instruc- 
tions were given to Mr. Willis. Ifitshall turn out that those 
instructions were to restore the Queen by armed force, no one 
will deprecate it and no one will resist the doctrine to any ex- 
tremity more than myself. 

Ire that it would be an act of war; and it seems to me im- 
5 e that the Secretary of State and the President of the 

nited States should have come to the conclusion that without 
the action of Congress they could do any such thing. But as I 
understand the position of the Administration now as given in 
the instructions to Mr. Blount, which I have read, it is simply 
a repetition and affirmation of the time-honored doctrine of our 
country in every Administration, that we should not interfere in 
the domestic affairs of other people, but content ourselves with 
the plain right of every nation to protect the property and per- 
sons of its citizens who are residing in a foreign country for 

timate ends. 

ow, Mr. President, in conclusion,I do not think that under 
any possible circumstances, under any contingency, could I be 

uced to change my settled conviction that the people of the 
Hawaiian Islands have not been consulted in regard to this move- 
ment. I have no doubt that the presence of the United States 
, marines in Honolulu is a sufficient military t to bring 
about anything. I have no question that the large majority of 
the native population are helpless when the military power of 
the United Stites is known to be at hand in order to reénforce 
and protect the Provisional Government. When within forty- 
eight hours after the revolution was accomplished, to use Mr. 
‘ Stevens's words, the commissioners started from the harbor of 
Honolulu for the United States to negotiate annexation, when 
from their own statements a petition with two hundred and odd 
names upon it was flung upon the deck of the steamship while 
it steamed out into the ocean, this hot haste, this premature ac- 
tion made every honest and intelligent man in the United States 
suspect the animus and the designs of the people engaged in it. 

It was eight years before Tex is was considered so firmly es- 
tablished as a republic de facto that the authorities of the United 
States thought it proper to treat with her as to annexation; and 
Gen. Jackson was denounced all over this country because he did 
not, upon the testimony then presented to him, declare that 
Texas was an independent republic and entitled to become a 
member of the United States. And here, because this Govern- 
ment does not in three days settle the whole question in favor of 
annexation, the President of the United Statesis to be denounced 
nel threatened with impeachment in face of the American peo- 

e! 
I do not care to go into detail upon this question. I simply 
ask that the Secretary may reid the opinion of Daniel Webster, 
and I take it his authority is good with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as to the policy of the Governmentof the United States 
on this question. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
The United States have the existing authorities in the Sandwich 
Islands as a Government suited to the condition of the people, and 
on their own choice; and the President is of opinion that the interests of 
nations require that that Government should not be interfered 
by foreign powers. Of the vessels which visit the istands, it is known 


wita 
that the great majority belong to the United States. The United Sta 
therefore, are more interested fa — 


ident to be quite to 


as the sense of the Government of t 
United States, that the — 


declare, 

verument of the Sandwich Islands ought to be re- 

; that no power ought either to take possession of the islands as a 
conquest or for the purpose of colonization. and that no power onght toseel 
for any undue control over the Government, or any exclusive priv- 
ileges or preferences with it in matters of commerce. (Mr. Webster, Secre- 
tary of State, to Messrs. Haalilio and Richards, December 19, 1842; 6 Web- 
ster's Works, 478.) 

Owing to their locality and to the course of the winds which prevail in this 
quarter of the world, the Sandwich Islands are the stopping place for 
almost all vessels from continent to continent across the Pacific 
Ocean. They are resorted to by the numbers of vessels of 
the United States which are engaged in the w fishery in those seas. The 
number of vessels of all sorts and the amount of property owned by citizens 
of the United States which are tound in those islands in the courseof a year 
are stated. probably with sufficient accuracy, in the letter of the agents. 

“Just emi from a state of barbarism, the Government of the islands 
is as yet feeble; but its dispositions appear to be just and pacific, 
seems anxious to improve the condition of its people by the introduction of 
3 ot and moral institutions, means ot education, and the 
arts o frilizea e” 


Mr. HOAR. I have been absenton a private ement dur- 
ing a great part of the Senator's speech, very much to my re- 
gret. As I came in I understood he was reading from what pur- 

rted to be the instructions to Mr. Blount. May I ask Em 

rom what source he obtained the instructions? 

Mr. VEST. As they were published in the newspapers and 
as Mr. Stevens replied to them. 

Mr. President, if the Senate will ind me for a single min- 
ute I will give a summary for what it is worth, based u a 
careful examination of the testimony, in so far as I could obtain 
it, in e to the Hawaiian controversy. It is a summary of 
my conclusion, whether from a non standpoint or not 
I shall leave others to determine. If I had the power I would 
withdraw every shadow of United States authority from the 
Hawaiian Islands, except in so far as it was to protect 
under international law the property and persons of American 
citizens legitimately residing there. I would leave the oppos- 
ing factions to settle the question of sovereignty for themselves. 

There can be no solution of this question so absolute and de- 
terminate as that which would then be had between the adher- 
ents of Queen Liliuokalani and the Provisional Government. 
The doctrine of the United States through all our history has 
been thatthe people should determine their own government— 
not the educated people, not the titled people, not the opulent 
people, but, under God, the e, rich and poor, high and low. 

would leave it to the people of those islands of all classes who 
are legitimate residents there and citizens to determine this 
question for themselves. For our Government now to put back 
this woman upon the throne if the Provisional Government be 
de facto is an act of war, and I will not believe that the Presi- 
dent has contemplated it. For us to take part with the Provi- 
sional Government is to give proof that the military authority of 
this Government is to be used in a doubtful issue by turning the 
scales against an overwhelming popular majority of the people. 

Either horn of that dilemma would destroy our prestige as a 
great Republic. Either course would strike down the doctrine ' 
of 2 sovereignty upon which our Government is estab- 
lished and upon which it must stand. If the Queen have behind 
her enough of her people to put her back upon the throne then 
the Government of the United States should recognize that as 
the Government de facio and de jure of the Hawaiian Islands. 
If she has not that power then let her go down before the decree 
of the great tribunal to which all true Americans bow in this 
land, and for which the people pray throughout the world. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator let me say just one word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Isimply wish to say that with the conclusion of 
the s of the Senator from Missouri, I am in hearty accord, 
and I believe that the people in the Hawaiian Islands are, too. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make the same remark. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rose this morning when the res- 
olution of the Senator from Massachusetts was read for the pur- 
pose of moving, pursuant to an understanding I had with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee ou Foreign Relations. I did not intend, in his absence or 
otherwise, to say anything except to refer to a single matter, 
which I thought ought to go into the RECORD as a matter of 

ublic information, without comment on my part, but which has 
3 by the Senator from Missouri, to wit, the in- 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


199 


formation that was conveyed in the minority report of the Com- 
mittee on F Relations made by the dis ed Senator 
from Alab ima [Mr. MorGAn] in 1883 in regard to what was then 
called the fisheries treaty, and as to the negotiation of which 
the same ob ection was strenuously made that is made now—that 
the commissioners associated by President Cleveland with the 
Secretary of State to negotiate that treaty were appointed dur- 
ing the session of the Senate without its advice and consent. 

e draftsm»n of that minority report, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Alabama, in referring to the contention of the majority 
of the committee that that was an unlawful and unconstitutional 
act, cited 438 precedents of the appointment of diplomatic agents 
to negotiate treaties, some of whom, most of whom, perhaps, 
were appointed during the recess of the Senate, many of whom 
wereappointed during the session of the Senate, and some of those 
who were appointed during the recess of the Senate continued 
to exercise their powers long after a session of the Senate had 
occurred without any new appointment being sent in. 

I wish merely to add to that list then reported to the Senate 
and contained in one of the Senate documents alistI have made 
of diplomatic agents for other perpos than for those of nego- 

i treaties appointed by the President without the advice 
and consent of the Senate. Some of these were appointed dur- 
ing the session. Some of them, as I said in regard to the other 
list, we e appointed during the recess but continued to exercise 
their functions after the Senate met, no new appointment being 
sent in, their appointment not being treated as among those 
which under the Constitution, when made during the recess of 
the Senate, require anew appointment. I will refer now to the 
list, and that is all I wish to do, in order that it may go into the 
RECORD for the inspection of Senators who are interested in this 
matter. In 1790, August 11— 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Senator from Delaware 
that if this matter is going into the RECORD I think I ought to 
take a minute or two at least, although I do not know how ab- 
solutely applicable it is to the subject of the resolution. How- 
ever, T dislike yery much to interfere with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Isuggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware to postpone the conclusion of his remarks until the Senator 
from Vermont has spoken. Otherwise it will leave us in an 
awkward position. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to put this matter in the RECORD, because 
I think it is due to the Senate and due to the public that these 
precedents should go for what they are worth after the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Massachusetts as a serious cause 
of criticism of the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I want them to go for what they are worth. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; that is what I suppose they will go 
for. I think they will be scrutinized by intelligent people, and 
Ithink they are worth a great deal. I am not asking to add to 
them any emphasis of my own. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator wiil pardon me, I do not wish to 
say anything that by any possibility can give rise to any differ- 
ence of opinion between the Senatorand myself. Atthismoment 
I wish to avoid anything of the kind: I merely wish to call the 
attention of the Senator to the fact that the venerable Senator 
from Vermont gave notice last week that at 2 o’clock to-day he 
would address the Senate and he is here waiting. 

Mr. GRAY. I will not detain him five minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. And I can not reply to the Senator now if he 

Puts in that matter. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator knows I have given way and have 
always a disposition to give way on every occasion when cour- 
tesy or consideration for so distinguished a Senator as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont requires that I should do so; but I insist that 
I shall go on now for two or three minutes, which I told the Sen- 
ator from Vermont I would take in giving the matters to which 
I have referred, and that I think . the present issue. 

In 1790, ries bes 11, David Humphreys was appointed during 
the session of the Senate a diplomatic agent to establish rela- 
tions with Portugal. 

In 1836, June 23, Henry M. Morfit was appointed during the 
session of the Senate a diplomatic agent to obtain information 
relative to the civil, military, and political condition and char- 
acter of the people of Texas. 

In 1816, January 12, Joseph Devereaux was appointed special 
diplomatic agent to obtain information of the various occurrences 
in South America interesting in a political point of view to the 
United States of all military movements in that quarter and the 


disposition manifested toward the United States. I suppose that 
in order to obtain that information he had to communicate with 
informed persons in the communities in which he happened to 
be. That appointment was made during the session of the Sen- 
ate. 


in 1832, January 26, Edmund Roberts was appointed during 


Muscat, and 


the session of the Senate a special agent to Ja 
to navigation 


Siam to negotiate concerning all matters rela 
and commerce. 

In 1820, February 22, Charles S. Todd was appointed during 
thé session of the Senate confidential agent to obtain informa- 
tion concerning the condition of affairs in Venezuela and New 
Granada and their relations with Spain. All these appoint- 
ments were made of course without the advice and consent of 
the Senate. All the persons so appointed were agents to obtain 
information; and I need not say, of course, to any intelligent per- 
son that information is not usually obtained without communi- 
cation with those capable of giving it. 

In 1824, April 21, Thomas N. Mann was sent during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, without the advice and consent of the Senate, 
an agent to Guatemala, ‘‘to obtain information relative to the 
state and prospects of the country situated in South America 
which appears to have established the separate Government of 
Guatemala, whether they promise the establishment of its sepa- 
rate independent existence.” 

In 1812, April 10, D. B. Mitchell, who was then governor of 
Georgia, was an agent appointed by the President, without the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and during the session of the 
Senate, to restore to Spain Amelia Island and other parts of 
East Florida taken by Gen. Matthews, contrary to the spirit of 
instructions; but to defeat any attempt of the British forces to 
enter said territory.” I have not consulted the records of that 
time, and I do not know whether there was then any suggestion 
of the impeachment of President Madison for that appointment. 

In 1818, February 7, William Taylor wasappointed during the 
session of the Senatespecial agentto obtain redress for the con- 
fiscation of property ot American citizens in Hayti. 

In 1821, January 30, Edward Wyer was appointed, during the 
session of the Senate, diplomatic agent to obtain indemnity for 
all lawful claims against the Dominican Government. 

In 1822, December 13, William McRee was appointed, during 
the session of the Senate, agent and commissary to Japan. 

In 1811, January 26, George Matthews and John McKee were 
appointed commissioners under the act of January 15, 1811, to 
take temporary ion amicably, if possible, forcibly if any 
suspicion existed of armed interference by some other power, 
of Kast and West Florida. 

I merely wish to add (and I shall not detain the Senator from 
Vermont longer in order to read them) there will be found in 
the list a number of appointments of special diplomatic agents 
made during the recess of the Senate, and as I said before their 
functions were continued after the Senate came in session, nota- 
bly the appointment of Mr. N. P. Trist as a special agent of the 
President to go to Mexico, where he continued for more than 
one year under an appointment without the advice and consent 
of the Senate, continuing long after the Senate came in session, 
and his powers were paramount to those of Gen. Scott, he having 
power to make a treaty and order a withdrawal of troops and the 
cessation of hostilities. 

That is all I wish to add now, because I can not detain the 
Senator from Vermont longer. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the resolution introduced by me 
1 last be read. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Vermont give me one 
moment to say a word in reference to a constituent of mine? 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish the Senator would wait until I get 
through. Ihave been waiting hereabove an hour and expected 
to take the floor long ago. 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly, Mr. President; I will wait. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution indicated by 
the Senator from Vermont will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Mor- 
RILL on the 7th instant, as follows: 
fer ane adnan aa utes tn oe Ti 
it is said. after a hard struggle for tariff reform, are solemnly pledged to it 
be, and hereby are, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it might have been wiser to 
have allowed some remarks on the general subject of the tariff, 
made by me a dozen years ago, to stand as my completed record 
rather than to incumber it by further discussion. But some 
contribution from me to“ the campaign of education“ may be 
due, and, while I hope to make it not so lengthy or so ponderous 
as to seem the tired ‘wisdom of the ages, it may abridge my 
contributions hereafter to the literature of the tariff. It bein 
a subject always of national importance and paramount to a 
po.itical parties, my inclination in earlier days was to avoid all 
pusa reflections, and, if unable to do so now, it is bēcause the 

mocratic 5 forgetting the orbit which was ond are long 
illuminated by their most illustrious representatives, made 
it the foremost of party questions, by denouncing with tragic 
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vehemence the American doctrine of a protective tariff, as well 
as by ringing all their arguments against it on the same set of 
bells with those of free trade. 

“ DEMOCRATIC PLATFORMS, 


During all the present generation modern Democracy has been 
prolific in queer tariff platforms, never right even by mistake 
and each one dying unloved before the birth of its quadren 
successor, It gives me pleasure to rescue from oblivion, as a 

imen, their platform of 1872, decorated with the champion 
of protection, Horace Greeley, as their Presidential candidate, 
which declared, on account of honest differences of opinion with 
regard to the systems of protection and free trade, that ‘‘ we 
remit the discussion of the subject to the people in their Con- 
ssional districts and the decision of Congress thereon, wholly 
ree from Executive interference ordictation.” The tariff plat- 
form bantling of 1892, whether to be nursed or strangled by Ex- 
ecutive interference, seems fated to become not less moribund 
and unsavory in 1896 thanany other of the Democratic platforms 
now mouldering in the tomb of the Capulets. 

Some radical change of the tariff is lg pon to be imminent, 
not because the prosperity of the country demands it or can thus 
be promoted, but because the rhapsodies of revenue reform” 
pads and inflates the Chicago Democratic platform. Ruskin 
once said of asermon, ‘ that it was either a human composition or 
a Divine message.” Many obsequious partisans, fearful of being 
called heretics or of being excluded from the party patronage 

ture, hastily accepted the platform without a why or a where- 
ore as n Divine message,” but the sundry juvenile earthly Demo- 
cratic claimants of its authorship conclusively prove that the pro- 
posed ‘‘tariff for revenue only” was not only asquare-toed synonym 
of British free trade, but wholly a human composition,” and 
ut forth at a time when the gospel of the earliest Democratic 
spiration was surrendered to the idols of the uncircumcised. 
No Democratic aspirants, however, for the Presidential succes- 
sion have yet left their footprints on or claim relationship to this 
wonderfu iy and fearfully made platform. It is true there has 
been an unlocated suspicion that the audacity to carry out the 
latform would be found lacking and that it would have some 
delt and slippery modifications in order that the party might se- 
cure forgiveness for its wrongdoings through a deathbed repent- 
ance. But this will be discredited as obviously too late and a 
performance not clever enough to win absolution for a blunder 
worse than a crime. 

The Democratic party, in its platform of 1892, denounced pro- 
tection, with trombone epithets, as a fraud and robbery,” as 
well as an atrocity,” and, louder yet, as ‘‘ unconstitutional ;” 
and proposed to supersede and reform it by ‘‘a tariff for reve- 
nue only,” or a tariff wholly based on the British example of 
free trade, with protection utterly emasculated. Such a meas- 
ure will not be a leap in the dark from which any party can 
shirk its responsibilities. The example of a protective tariff in 
America for many years presents an indelible picture before the 
world of the great American industrial age, and in figures so 
large as to make it memorable forever, British free trade has 
also been on trial long enough to minimize the profits of agri- 
culture in their whole United Kingdom. Their silk industries 
have also vanished; those of iron bend and groan under it sear 
antagonistic invasions from Germany and Belgium; and the fre- 
qian cry for “ Fair trade” exhibits the popular discontent with 

rade. 
: FREE TRADE. 

The practical merits of the respective systems of raising na- 
tional revenue, therefore, invite critical examination by Con- 
gress, which must speedily determine whether or not the free- 
trade policy, directly imported from England, has such unim- 
peachable goodness as justify our hurried acceptance, or the 
total de ee of protection to all labor here employed, and 
to the great multitude of our fixed investments. These are some 
of the salient points to which I shall invite considerate atten- 
tion. 

It may be true that President Cleveland would like to be a 
little better than his party on the tariff, as well as on silver, and 
that he ought to abide by his early and solemn declaration that 
„we wage no exterminating war against any American inter- 
ests; but even those more anxious to speak well of the Presi- 
dent than some highly valued members of his party are deplor- 
ably weak in the faith touching any revelation of an executive 
veto against tariff bills when tipped with ‘‘revenue reform” and 
triumphantly enacted by a Democratic Congress. 

Those who are prolific in panegyrics on a tariff for revenue 
only,” the name now given to sweeten free trade, can not object 
to having the question of its excellence brought to the test of 
facts from the only place where such a tariff has been on trial, 
and which, as I believe, conclusively prove that the Democratic 
architects have built their platform on a sandy and most unsat- 
isfactory foundation. 


The economy of nations is studied by their statesmen as spe- 
cialists, always seeking the higher dignity and greater prosper- 
ity of their own people; and whatever contributes to these ends 
they would, if possible, persuade mankind to believe equally ad- 
vantageous to the world at large. Russia has no doubt that by 
wresting Constantinople from the Turks, the condition of the 
world would be largely bettered. 

France, ambitious to cut as big a colonial figure as her neigh- 
bors, believes that civilization of Darkest Africa and India will be 
sadly retarded unless her tricolored flag, with sound of trumpet, 
is pornoa tothe front. Whether or nota great Republic will give 
a frail monarch a paramount boost is a blunt question in Hawaii. 
Canada insists that her natural products, agricultural and min- 
eral, might enjoy free markets in the United States without in- 
jury to our people and with great benefit to Canadians. Italy is 
profoundly impressed that it is grotesque and absurd for any 
people to impose duties upon works of the fine arts. Greece 
thinks it quite wrong that her exports of dried currants should 
anywhere meet customs duties. Germany and Russia boldi 
seek to rival each other in the altitude of tariff walls on the 
frontier boundaries. Great Britain is sure that the general wel- 
fare of mankind and world-wide religion would be consummated 
if the United States would merely limit their enterprise to the 
3 of wheat, cotton, and small potatoes, and allow the 

ritish, from their longer experience and free-trade scale of 
labor, to supply all American wants in manufactures and skilled 
industries. Free-trade condescension here creéps out with pan- 
ther-like loveliness. 


STATESMANSHIP OF LILLIPUT NOT APPLICABLE TO AMERICA. 


These diversities and rivalries in the march of nations only 
serve to indicate that differences of climate, of locality, and of 
race, and posse of patriotism, may require, with perhaps equal 
human wisdom, differences in their national economy, and that 
measures ever so proper in one country, if transferred to an- 
other involving changes of habit or of occupations, will always 
be maladroit and unstatesmanlike. Those who now have the 
honor to govern the Democratic party without the virility of 
originality ee eager to borrow and pet a foreign revenue 
measure, and learn by sore experience whether free trade shall 
first reach aristocratic or democratic ‘innocuous desuetude;” 
whether under Victoria or under Cleveland it shall meet its 
final death struggle. 

Adam Smith’s great free-trade work on the Wealth of Na- 
tions was first penia in 1776, and received more attention from 
its pure and felicitous use of the English lan than for the 
economical principles promulgated. England continued to ad- 
here to the most rigorous doctrine of protective tariffs for sev- 
enty years thereafter, and it was not until 1846, under the pre- 
miership of Sir Robert Peel, that even the corn laws were re- 
pealed. The Adam Smith theory of free trade was then applied 
to the changed conditions of one people—it then apparently 
suited the British—to whom it had become pertinent, perhaps 
a necessity, for the reason that their battle of life, from increas- 
ing population, was to obtain bread and meat for their people; 
butno other people accept or tolerate the isolated and forlorn 
British example. And yet it was admitted by some of its pro- 
jectors that it would be a failure unless it should be adopted b 
other nations. It was a bait for silly foreign gudgeons, to whic 
we are expected to give the first nibble. 

The great contest of our American Republic, on the contrary, 
is to find consumers for its annual surplus of food products. 
Great Britain with its increased population must either export 
men or import their food, and generally does both. Our Re- 
public, however, receives the surplus population of the world, 
but yet, as the new Egypt of Joseph, has enough and to spare, 
and, when famine appears among British subjects, sends them 
corn by the ship-load with money in the mouth of the sacks, 

In the career of nations, England, unable from home-grown 
production to supply her people with wheat and flour for more 
than one week in four, is doomed to daily labor for daily bread; 
but, at great costof indirect protection, as mistress of the ocean, 
and being the quondam leader of machine-made manufactures, 
she said still be able to maintain her power and increased pop- 
ulation, provided there could be found free trade in foreign 
markets for her exportable manufactures. That is now her per- 
manent and most perplexing want, which we, as their first and 
last hope, are called upon to furnish, and which the Democratic 
party appear most anxious to offer. 

JEFFERSONIAN PROTECTION, 


As colonies of Great Britain, according to the Declaration of 
Independence, our trade with all parts of the world“ was cut 
off, and taxes were imposed without ourconsent. We couldsell 
or buy nothing anywhere but to or from Great Britain, and under 
taxes levied by the British Parliament. The final test was the 


demand for 3 pence per pound on tea. All British machin- 
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ery was forbidden to be exported, and, as then urged by Adam 
Smith, every measure that might define a t. t was taken for 
our subjugation, as well as for the obstruction of infant manu- 
factures. The colonies have no right,” one of their leaders 
declared, to manufacture as much as a horseshoe nail.“ It was, 
therefore, no wonder that the foremost act of Congress signed 
by President Washington should have been for „the encourage- 
ment and protection of manufactures.” All ties favored it: 
Jefferson as much as Hamilton. It is hardly too much to say 
that Jefferson remained one of the most pronounced protection- 
ists we ever had, as his embargo act of 1808 sufficiently demon- 
strates. 

After the war of 1812, had any American statesman opposed 
protective tariff he would have been regarded as a foe to his 
country. Mr. Calhoun, in 1816, as a friend of American tariff 

rotection, hardly lagged behind Henry a and Gen. Jackson, 
Ín 1824, was not less its champion than John Quincy Adams. 
There was then but little more than one party, and that was 
unanimously for a tariff that would protect.” Both Houses of 
Congress were Democratic in 1828, and among the eminent Sen- 
ators who voted for the ultra-protective tariff of 1828, and who sub- 
sry Wags became Democratic Presidents, will be found the names 
of Martin Van Buren andJames Buchanan. Such distinguished 
supporters of protection, I fear, would now be drummed out of 
the Democratic camp by some self-elected drum-majors. In 1860 
the votes of Virgi and Tennessee were given to Bell and 
Everett, both of whom favored tariff protection. The tariff of 
1861, undeniably blessed with the virtues of protection, was ap- 
proved by a Democratic President, aveteran long in the highest 
services of his party. 

TERRITORY. 

England and Wales have a territory of only 58,186 square 
miles, or 948 square miles less than Florida, one of our smallest, 
yet very attractive States; and the total area of the United King- 
dom, including Ireland, Scotland, and adjacent islands, is but 
120,849 square miles, being less than half that of the State of 
Texas. Nea not belittle the greatness of the English people 
because of the insignificance of the territory inhabited, but it 
must necessarily circumscribe their natural products and leave 
to trade and to their intercourse among nations little or nothing 
but their manufactures. Prior to the American Revolution we 
shared their glory and shame; and, it should be acknowledged 
without reluctance, there was more of the former than of the 
latter. Liberty and human rights were our heritage, but aheri- 
tage from our Creator, from which we refused to part, and 
though we refused allegiance to George III, our loyalty to Mil- 
ton and Shakespeare, Burke and Pitt remains unbroken. 

The territory of the United States is incomparably greater, 
and, including Alaska, covers 3,501,409 square miles, with a cli- 
mate that invites all products, and with minerals, timber, agri- 
culture, and manufactures somewhat commensurate with its 
vast extent. A policy, therefore, which might cover and blanket 
the small sea-girt territory of the so-called Great Britain, would 
be inadequate and most inappropriate patchwork if applied toa 
country so great as the United States, with all of its multifarious 
products and many millions more of men. The vain idea that 
the free-trade policy would open the doors to any new American 
advantages is untenable and preposterous, for the reason thatit 
would be an unreciprocated surrender of our home markets, the 

atest the world nowaffords, without any possible equivalents. 
Clip rotection from our tariff, and Americans, like Samson, 
be in the hands of the Philistines. 


CONSTITUTION, 


The Constitution of the United States is a written one, so per- 
fect that it has been amended but twice in one hundred years; 
and the power of Congress to raise revenue“ o pay the debts 
end provide for the common defense and general welfare” re- 
mains untouched and unchanged. 

The British form of government is unwritten and wholly 
within the power of Parliament, which is said tobe omnipotent, 
except thatit can not make a man a woman. From thereign of 
Elizabeth to theninth yearof Victoria, British protective tariffs 
were constitutional; and from that time to the present, British 
free trade has been constitutional. Formerly Great Britain 
fixed and limited the wages of laboring men by direct statute 
laws, and now unflinchingly does the same thing indirectly by 
free trade; that is to say, the British people must work for lower 
wages than we or others accept, or they could neither supplant 
us or anybody else in trade, nor obtain their regular daily sup- 
ply of foreign food. 

ee trade among the States of our Union is a horse of another 
color, boing a legitimate and precious privilege, and by no 
means & privilege to be invaded by foreign states without letor 
hina-ance, or without equivalents. It is enough that its use 
and free possession are and should be obtainable 


woul 


e only by those 


who personally come within the domain of our light local tax- 
ation, and are proud to hold the valid title of an American 
citizen. 

The free trade or tariff- for- revenue- only“ theory is without 
honor in America, save that of very equivocal value from havin; 
been brought forth by a Cæsarian operation upon the nation 
Democratic party at Chicago in 1892. The history of anything 
like it here furnishes no basis of commendation, and it really 
would not seem to be the legitimate offspring of the Democracy, 
certainly not that of the blood of Madison, the father of our Con- 
stitution, nor of any Presidents from Virginia, but rather a come- 
by-chance cross with some high-stepping Mugwump of British 
origin. Though to stand here for one season only, the wonder 
is why the Democratic party should venture to copy the British 
example of stifling our manufactures to restore our colonial griev- 
ances of one hundred years ago. 

Free trade will offer free raw materials without power to use 
them, which is no more than to give a man ruffles who wants a 
shirt. 

HEAD AND TAIL OF THE BRITISH SYSTEM. 

The revenue obtained by Great Britain from its free-trade 
tariff is less than one-fourth part of the annual amount there re- 
quired, and consequently they are 0 to resort to many 
desperate schemes of taxation, which here under a republican 
form of government are odious and endurable only in an over- 
mastering exigency of a great national war. Americans have an 
inherited hatred of such taxes as are most prominent in Great 
Britain for the collection of the chief part of their revenue, cer- > 
tified by stoutswearing, increased atevery revolt in India, Egypt. 
or South Africa, and ending by unfol the veritable tail 
which wags the dog“ of free trade. It , Of course, be under- 
stood that these words point to the motley procession of British 
excise, license, and stamp taxes, for m e, for lawyers, dogs, 
mortgages, and all of their kin, income, land, house, servant, 
carriage, and gua taxes, and finally taxes on the dead. This is 
the perennial quet, and these are the grizzly measures for 
extorting revenue to which we are invited by the President, al- 
ready looming up and which cohere to British free trade or a 
“ tariff for revenue only,” They are exotics, and whoever seeks 
to cultivate them on the American continent will find them 
plants of slow growth and bearing bitter fruit. 

Hamilton stated that he would not have resorted to such taxes 
but for a threatened foreign war. Jefferson in 1798 wrote to 
Madison as follows: 

The excise law is an infernal one. The first error was to admit it by the 
Constitution; the second, to act on the admission. 

As soon as Jefferson became President the infernal law was 
repealed. But in spite of the high prestige of Jefferson asa 
Democrat, it will soon be found that the Latter Day Saints will 
pro to replace all tariff reductions by the infernal“ excise 
system of the British. 

The United States produces spirits and tobacco more abun- 
dantly and at cheaper prices than any other country, yet both 
are rigidly subjected by the British free-trade tariff to extraor- 
dinary duties amounting often to more than ten times their first 
cost. Nor is there any British constitutional scruple against 
poran when it can be made serviceable, and accordingly a 

igher protective duty is im upon manufactured tobacco 
than upon tobacco in the leaf. Unlike the British, who utter 
unceasing jeremiads against American tariffs, we neither growl 
at nor dispute the prerogative of Great Britain to make its own 
tariff, although made knowingly to apply to our country with 
greater severity than to any other. 

They may be contented or not, but we have not outgrown some 
early ee ener to British tariffs, nor to such as may be adver- 
tised and adroitly prescribed for Americans by foreigners; and 
we brand asa blow below the belt financial contributions of Brit- 
ish exporters and American consignees of British merchandise 
for partisan use here in a free-trade cam urged to exter- 
minate every vestige of tariff protection. Even the London 
Punch,“ as an umpire, would hold this to be foul. 


EMIGRANTS FROM GREAT BRITAIN. 


Great Britain has many colonies, greater in extent than her- 
self, where cheap and fertile land abounds, and where British 
trade with political and old-home affinities ordinarily would be 
so dominant as to monopolize the utmost output of British emi. 
gration; but from 1853—after the advent of free trade or ‘‘a tariff 
for revenue only to October, 1893, the number of British and 
Irish emigrants to the United States, not including those from 
Canada, amounted to 5,149,890. 

This extraordinary exodus, largely of adult workingmen, from 
Great Britain to the United States, of more people than now 
dwell in the Canadian Dominion, or in Australia or in Ireland, 
can not be ascribed to anything else than either the home oppres- 
sions of free trade, or to the attractions emanating from a pro- 
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tective tariff; and the joy of determining which has been most 
potential in the movement may be left to the thick-and-thin 


hilosophers of a tariff for revenue only.“ It may help them 
5 that no tracks of returning homeaiok 8 
from America have ever been discovered. 
DECADENCE OF BRITISH AGRICULTURE. 


The t deterioration of British re ec. from the in- 
herent friction of free trade, is not an idle tale, but its decadence 
is admitted and corroborated by incontestable facts. Their per- 
manent acreage of pasture land in 1874 was 13,174,490 acres, but in 
1892 had incre to 16,358,150 acres, showing an abandonment 
to cultivate 3,179,733 acres, with little increase of cattle or horses, 
and a positive decrease in the stock of sheep of over 2,000,000. 
The acreage of wheat in 1874 was3,630,300 acres, and in 1892 only 
2,219,889 acres, or a loss in their leading crop of 1,410,411 acres. 
The acre :ge of flax in 1874 was 9,394 acres,and in 1892 had dwindled 
to 1,42l acres. The acreage of permanent corn erops in 1874 was 
9,431,490 acres, but in 1892 was only 7,808,031 acres, or less by 
1,626,459 acres. These facts as to the decadence and deplorable 
condition of British culture, from which the attention of our 
farmers can not be diverted, are taken from their own records 
tbathave no word of comfort for this great industry. 

The following extract from the London Spectator shows also 
the decrease in the number of males and females in England and 
Wales engaged in agriculture from 1871 to 1891: 

Tt would a from the third volume of the Census of England and 
Wales that the total number of 1 on the land, which in 
1871 was 1.153.544. an 1 in 1831, 1,071.0H, was in 183 „278. showing a decrease 
of 173,271 for the t years, in spite of the genera! increase of population. 
‘The total contirm the impression that ths are reced- 
ing from agriculture. 

But, if the Spectator had looked back for thirty years instead 
of twenty, a more astounding decrease might have been exhib- 
ited, it being stated in the Statesman's Year Book that the num- 
ber cre in agriculture in 1361 was 2,010,454, which would 
show a loss in thirty years of more than one-half of those so em- 
na shes notwithstanding an increase of over 8,000,000 of popula- 


‘The soil of England and Wales has been generously treated 
and is supposed to have lost nothing of its old time fertility. 
Guano, phosphates, and other modern fertilizers are abundant, 
and have been abundantly applied. What then is it that has 
blighted the vocation of more than one-half of those formeriy 
employed in agriculture in England and Wales, and compelled 
them to flee from their homes to other countries, or to seek 
other occupations? If those left behind may answer, all, whether 
owners of the soil or laborers, with one accord would straighway 
declare thit their sufferings have been imposed by a tariff for 
revenue only.” Among English farmers free trade has nota rag 
of reputation to cling to. Only a few persons own land in Great 
Britain, and these chiefly by primogeniture inheritance. The 
glory of America is that nearly all the land is held in fee simple 
byt who hold the plow. 

On agriculture in England I will ask my friend, Senator FRYE, 
to read some very late testimony. 

Mr. FRYE read as follows: 


AGRICULTURE IN ENGLAND—A GLOOMY VIEW TAKEN BY THE EARL OF 


WINCHELSEA. 
LONDON, December 7. 

A congress opened in St. James Hall to-day under the auspices of the Na- 
tionalAgricultural Union. The Earl of Winchelsea presided. Am those 
pres nt were the Earl of Harrowby, the Earl pt Denbigh, Lord North, and 
sixty members of the House of Commons. 

The Earl of Winchelsea said that the resolutions that would be submitted 
to the congress embodied a large number of suggestions that had been re- 
ceived from representative agriculturists all over the world since the last 
congress was held. He was unable to congratulate the 
material improvement in the agricultural situation. Landlo: 
their rents and tenants were denuded of their proits. Thousands o 
— pine without work and the ‘ral —— tae A from an — dy ot 
pauper laborers. The question was ra assuming the proportions of a 
national disaster. The nation was becoming more and more dependent 
upon food brought from foreign countries. The consensus of expert opinion 
— that the navy was inadequate to protect the food supply in the event 
of war. 

One cause of the distress was the fall in prices due to foreign competition. 
England, the earl declared, was the only country in the world wnere the 
home producer was treated as a public enemy and was taxed, rated, and de- 
trauded out of existence. It was necessary for the producers to combine 
ang ask, not for protection, but for fair play. 


PAUPERISM AND FREE TRADE 


Wr. MORRILL. The number of British paupers has been per- 
haps understated at 945,636.. There are so many descriptions of 
their paupers—registered, dependents, vagrants, casual poor, 
able-bodied, indoor und outdoor—regulated by various laws, that 
it may be difficult for them to tabulate the total numbers; but, 
as thus stated, it is enormously greater than that of the United 
States, where a protective tariff has long prevailed. Beyond 
question British pauperism has been greatly promoted by the 
pinching conditions of free trade, which leave to their wor - 
men no annual surplus to deposit in savings bank, and bars them 


forever from the ownership of any homes, but with the dreadful 
certainty that their children will be left in dest?tution. 

The paupers of the United States in 1890 numbered 66,578 
white, and 6,467 colored. Of the white 27,646 were foreign 
born, of 10,608 one or both of the parents were foreign born, 
and there were also 24,220 outdoor paupers. Thus British 
pauperism, notwithstanding our nearly twice the population, is 
nine times greater than that of the United St des This is our 
modest contrast with the chronic pauperism of Great Britain, 
which has been graphically described by a member of Mr. Glad- 
stone's cabinet as follows: 

It is an awful fact—it is really not short of — 
with all its wealth, all its resources, all its power a0 Foray —— Ae oar 


nearly one-half of the persons who reach the age of 60 are, or have 
paupers. 


Is there any party here ambitious to follow this ill-starred 
track which marks the homes and highways of free trade? 
British strikes often occur when reductions of wages are pro- 
posed to wage- receivers, who have no other answer save that 
1 are practically irreducible, as humanity can not live on 
ess. 
WEALTH 


One hundred years ago the United States were poor, few in 
numbers, with only stinted household manufactures, and no in- 
dustries of any notable account save in agriculture. Great 
Britain, drawing well-relished nutritionfrom the breasts of her 
colonies, was then already conspicuous in its national power, its 
accumulated wealth. and its exportable manufactures. It had 
conquered India, and had been, with our help, victorious over 
France in Canada, After a century of commercial progress the 
wealth of Great Britain has been estimated at $20,000,000,000 
less than that of the United States. which our census of 1890 
states at $62,610,000,000. The inferiority of our public debt will 
be admitted, however, notwithstanding our enormous expendi- 


| ture in the recent great war of the rebellion. The British 
national debt in 1892 was six times greater than at the com- 


mencement of the American Revolution, or, reckoning $5 to the 
pound sterling, $3,383,397,855, while the interest-bearing debt 
of the United States was only $585,029,330, or only about one- 
sixth of the British debt. Their annual interest per capita is 
$3.33, and ours 39 cents. 

Do these facts indicate any economic blunder on our part that 
should suddenly teach us to reform our national revenue policy 
by an exchange for that of the country we have left so far be- 

in the national race? 
PARTY SLOGAN. 

Prior to our tariff revision of 1890, the great cry of tariff re- 
formers appeared to be against a Treasury surplus, and for a re- 
duction of the revenue annually collected. The surplus, how- 
ever, promptly disappeared, during the Administration of Presi- 
dent Taron in payment of the interest-bearing public debt, 
to the extent of $305,225,395, thereby reducing the annual inter- 
est charge of the Government to $26,771,604. Sixty million 
dollars of revenue were also cut off by enlarging the tariff free 
list. and by reduction of rates on dutiable articles. 

Neither the complaint of asurplus nor of too much revenue sur- 
vive, but unfortunately the new Administration must have more 
revenue. Certainly, however, a free-trade tariff curtailment 
would not seem to be a safe and proper tonic to increase reve- 
nue, or to stimulate business enterprise, and could not fail to se- 
riously augment the present financial discouragements. Nor 
will a Democratic Administration ba likely to excite our admi- 
ration by any diminution of the public debt. 

The familiar dictum, that wecan not have exports unless they 
are balanced by an equal amount of imports, was prominent in 
1890, and though constantly refuted by the trade of all nations, 
has found its quietus in the operation of our too-much slandered 
tariff of 1890, under which our exports for 1892 exceed those of 
1890 by over $172,000,000, and our imports from Great Britian 
the first year were $33,422,381 less, and our exports $52,417,981 
more than the year prior to the new tariff. The tariff of 1890, 
therefore, did no harm to our export trade, but considerabl 
fortified the country against an unprecedented export of gold, 
which otherwise might have proved more dangerous and ram- 

ant. : ; 

i The stale assertions are still repeated, though deprived for 
many years of any leg of truth to stand on, that a reduction of 
our tariff will give our industries employment to more people, 
not.a portion of the time but all the year,” this being seriously 
suggested even by the President, and though our manufactur- 
ers pay higher wages, they get more work for the same amoun 
of money.” ` 

Obviously, by a ređuction of the tarif, a larger 3 
of foreign merchandise is intended and must ensue, and thereb 
displace to an equal extent the products which otherwise 
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have been made by the employment of our own but this 
is the legitimate effect of à tariff for revenue only.” Here the 
working day is curtailed by a less number of hours for a week's 
work, and here a less number of young children and women are 
employed at low wages than abroad. More work instead of less 
is, therefore, more likely to be demanded abroad for a day’s 
es than in America. 
‘ap wes claim of superior stamina on the part of Americans, or of 
doing more work in a day than any other people, is a vainglori- 
ousussumption. The British are of the same stock, and bred in 
an equally healthy climate—though Southey thought it only fitto 
hibernate in during half the year—but their wage-earners grow 
old earlier from work and ruder fare. A Briton, so long asable 
to get full 8 doubt. is about as athletic and physically 
as good as an American, and probably no better. We have wrestled 
with them and did not hve the worst of it. It is enough in this 
t that we claim to be their peers, and it is as ridiculous 
for us tocluim general physical superiority to Europeans as it 
was anciently for one of the latter (so thoroughly refuted b 
Jefferson) to claim that Americans had 8 enerated. 
Years ago it may be that we achieved some advantages in the 
priority of our inventions of labor-saving machines, but to-day 
all inventions are no sooner patented in one country than they 
go to many others, and machinery and the steam engine wher- 
ever utilized have made the whole world kin in manufactures 
and the mechanic arts. The silly claimants of physical superi- 
ority of Americans over all other people have been led into a 
fool’s paradise, and ought to be led back for instruction to some 
charitable kindergarten. 


BRITISH WAGE-EARNERS. 


In Great Britain no ever rises to be an employer 
of wage-eirners. In the United States it is a common occur- 
rence, and almost the rule, thatthe head, or business manager, 
of any industrial comune has.risen from the ranks of — 
manual labor. The biographies of our captains of industry, 
when we look aloft in the history of the American people, shine 
forth as abundantly as the stars of the milky-way. Free trade, 
with only fine w to wage-earners, wears the air of aristo- 
cratic condescension, but protection helps with love like a 


brother. 
It has been long roundly, per ignorantly, claimed that the 
difference in —.— Pore with the lower British wages, 


is compensated by the lower cost of living; but this has no basis 
of truth, except that the lower scale of wages practically and 
brutally imposes upon British wage-earners a lower and far in- 
ferior scale of living. If their provisions and comforts of life 
were to be made equal to those of wage-earners in America, the 
British cost would be found excessive and insupportable. 


The foundation of England’s large wealth was laid 1 
of stringent tariff protection such as extend e in wool- 
ens by making it unlawful to the dead in an but 


woolens—and it may be admitted t the early results of free 
trade increased her foreign commerce; but that commerce is no 
longer greatly increasing, and British exports in nearly all 
directions are smaller than imports. Other nations have learned 
the magic of steam, of machinery, and of skilled workmen, and 
no longer welcome British merchandise to free-trade markets. 
Decrepit free trade, in fact, is slowly dying with the home dis- 
content of Great Britain, and is already a caput mortuum every- 
where else. 

British wage-earners, as we all know, obtain on the average, 
under free trade, but little more than one-half as much reward 
for labor as Americans obtain under Ho long free 
trade will be perpetuated even in Great Britain, in the face of 
suffrage extension, will be determined by the popular vote, and 
its funeral o uies will not there be wet with the tears of 

rners. True, its ghastly features may be briefly gal- 
vanized with the tender to all foreigners, by the Democratic 
party, of the home markets of the American continent; but that 
continent also wieldsa popia: vote, anà their sober second 
thought waits impatiently for utterance. 

I do not suppose there can be any honorable membersof Con- 
gress who bring with them protection as a commodity to bar- 
ter for anything else. All are obedient to the doctrine, ‘* buy 
the truth and sell it not.” If there were any disobedients, I 
might remind them of the words of a preacher who, when deal- 
ing with the l of the devil entering the herd of swine 
proposed to handle it thus: First, the devil walk pies. at 8 

e, rather than at none at all; second, they run fast when the 
— drives; and thirdly, the devil brings his hogs to a fine mar- 
et. 

Permit me to say that no one should be asked to favor a pro- 
tective tariff unless he believes it to be beneficial to the country 
and to his State. If in the latter there are not as many industries 
yet started by protection as there ought to be for general 


welfare, as is the case in my own State, the greater is the 
necessity that more should be established, and that the great loss 


of producers in reaching far-o¥ consumers in the transportation 
of their products should be speedily remedied. Those who are 
not for protection from the highest patriotic convictions, are 
likely to have a foot easily out of joint inevery emergency. 

ihat a free trade tariff might, could, or would be the order of 
the day, with protection wholly eliminated, was 88 
claimed by the refusal of the majority of the Ways and Means 
Committee to allow the minority any participation or knowledge 
as to its construction, presumably for the reason that the mi- 
nority of five would have outvoted the majority of twelve, or 
that contact with them in the committee room might introduce 
some dangerous germs of protection, now sup to be unusu- 
ally contagious, to which no Democrat should be pitilessly ex- 
posed. And yet the incubating majority, like other biddies that 
hide away while in labor, gave notice by loud cackling when 
they addedan to the revenue only” nest. 

As their formulated blind-man's-buff work comes to light, a 
robust forgetfulness is exhibited by the exclusion of all the 
wise precedents of the past; but will they forget the resonant 
admonition of the 7th of November, reverberating from Iowa 
to Massachusetts? It is to be hoped, in the words of old Sam 
Johnson, They will remember who kicked them last.” 

The advantages of a protective tariff are not claimed on ac- 
eount of its production and diffusion of wealth alone, but on 
account of its beneficence, its eduextional and civilizing influ- 
ence, its distribution of the comforts of life among the men 
who work, and as thestrongest arm of national independence. 

The favored portion of our country with the longest summer 
days now wants protection on rice and sugar, and how tong will 
it be before it may be wanted against cotton? It has 
the option, through its control of the party now dominant, of 
maintaining the political economy of tariff protection and thereby 
of making progress in the front of all rivals, with the full indus- 
trial force of itsentire population, or of accepting free-trade eco- 
nomics, faith without works, and thereby forever to lag in the 
rear by leaving the rand superior half of its population ex- 
cluded from many a e and remunerative employments and 
the other untrained half, with no hope of an better, segre- 
gated in siege work fields by day and in hostile political 
camps at t. 

The only potential lever that will ever lift up our magnificent 
States of the great West to the supreme mastery of theirinland 
condition is a tariff with so much of protection as will encourage 
the introduction of manufactures and the use of the slumbering 
giant power now dormant in their abounding coal fields. Even 
the highest authority on free trade declared: 


Whatever besides tends to diminish in any country the number of artifi- 
cers and m nufacturers tends to diminish the home market, the most im- 
portant of all markets, for the rude products of land, and there 


The only regular foreign market for wheat is limited to two 
or three countries of =e gun and Belgium), and the 
sharp competition of Russia, „and Roamania, with their 
cheap lands and cheaper labor, has already made this market 
nearly worthless to American producers of wheat. The prices 
1 the present year will hardly cover the cost of produetion. 

e home market is really the only one that can ever be made 
larger or of any stable value. The market abroad will be good 
for wheat only when we have none to export, and good for noth- 
ing when we = — ; TOH 

ere is scarcely more than one charge of extravagance lou 

made against the history of the Republic for the past ee eee 
and that is as to the large amount disbursed to pensioners of the 
four years’ war for the preservation of the Union. Happily that 
charge effectually refutes the gray-haired spiria that repub- 
lics are always ungrateful. Even those who fought on the other 
side, in spite of this charge, now gladly return to theirallegiance, 
and, “with sweet, reluctant, amorous delay,” wear the ee 
and receive the pay of the Republic, whispering from the heart 

With all thy faults, I love thee still, 

My country! 

Free trade as an economic science, in the judgment of the 
world, is a dismal failure. Even in England, one of their most 
distinguished countrymen, in view of its total lack of sympathy 
for the welfare of laboring men declared that the acceptance of 
the eurrent doctrine of tical economy is a standing disgrace to 
the human intellect.” In America, also, the leaders of free trade, 
or of “a tariff for revenue only,” care no more for the welfare 
of a laboring man than for that of the man in the moon,” and 
deride all protection as paternalism,” dismissing it with a 
sneer as the demand of an inferior and unworthy race. 

One great difference between those who now favor a 3 

and those who favor revenue reform appears to be that 
the protective party seeks to find work and good wages for the 


204 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


many, while the reformers are struggling to find good wages 
without work for the many in the Executive 1 Pasture, 
but that ture, even with the paramount aid of Honolulu, is 
likely to be overstocked. 

CONCLUSION 


I have thus attempted to show that ‘‘a tariff for revenue only” 
isa royal relative of free trade, kissing at sight, and that free 
trade in its gloomy and only home is not without many serious 
drawbacks which in the United States would be unadulterated 
calamities, multiplied in number and aggravated in character, 
and that in comparison with a protective tariff it has no attri- 
bute which should find favor with anv American citizen. 

I am loth to believe that our country will consent to have a 
thoroughly tested revenue system permanently superseded by 
an experimental change so revolutionary that even the conven- 
tion-made index of its reckless character served to suspend or 

rostrate a fearful number of important American industries. 
Rar farmers, who, next to wage-earners, are to bear the brunt 
of such a disastrous change, having their products on the free 
list as raw materials, and the consumers becoming Prodpoers, 
will not fail to learn that the swap of protection for free trade, 
in accord with the British pattern, is ths surrender and ship- 
wreck of the home market, twenty times more valuable, for the 
foreign without the remotest chance of any extension of the lat- 
ter. Wage-earners also will not lag behind in the discovery 
that free trade with the alias of a tariff for revenue only” is not 
a child's bogy, but a real juggernaut under whose wheels they 
will be the earliest victims called for sacrifice. Farmers and 
wage-earners with the age body of business men from every 
point of the compass, who know that the change proposed is a 
snare and a delusion, will right early assume the control of the 
high destiny of a people soon to number a round hundred mil- 
lion, and fully capable of protecting all the interests of a com- 
mon country. The Sige question is, shall we have an English 
or an American tariff? President Grant used to insist that the 
Democratic party always went wrong at the right time.” 

The policy of our Republic, when only in the gristle of its pre- 
destinated growth, as well as in later years, has been that of ab- 
solute independence, politically and industrially. . Recently it 
was in peaceful and unexampled prosperity, and, in our dreams, 
the formost among the greater nations in wealth, business, and 
general intelligence of the people. But, with the advent of a 
new Administration and the pomp of power, our visions have been 
suddenly dimmed by the cloud of dire partisan measures which 
now sorely threaten the prosperity and general welfare of our 
people. : 

A thousand years scarce serve to form a State; 
An hour may lay it in the dust. 


The excellence and grandeur of the great American example 
of tariff protection now decorating many cities, towns, and thriv- 
ing homes of industry, everywhere rewarding labor with the 
highest known wages, tendering a near market for all agricul- 
tural products, contributing largely to the wider educational 
character of our country and to the rapid extinction of the pub- 
lic debt, is fully comprehended, and our people do not want the 
further sinister evidence of its exalted national merits, which a 
contrast with „a tariff for revenue only“ now portends, by a 
wretched exhibition of its present monuments in ruins. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, it is very late, but I ask the 
unanimous indulgence of the Senate fora moment that I may say 
a word in response to some remarks made by the honorable Sen- 
75 from Maine [Mr. FRYE] in reference to a constituent of 

6. 
Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to give a notice in 
connection with the question on which the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] spoken? 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont to al- 
low his resolution to lie on the table until Friday or Monday 
next. I have given notice that I would submit some remarks on 
the resolution of the State Horticultural Society of Oregon favor- 
ing a retention of the duty on prunes, which resolution lies upon 
the table; but the resolution of the Senator from Vermont will 
be more . for me to base my remarks upon, and if he 
will allow the resolution to lie upon the table I give notice that 
Ishall call it up on Friday next, immediately after the morning 
business, should the Senate be in session on thatday, and, if not, 
then I shall ask the Senate to indulge me on Monday, imme- 
diately after the conclusion of the morning business, to submit 
some remarks upon the resolution of the Senator from Vermont 
under discussion. 

I ask that the resolution of the Horticultural Society of Oregon 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made 
if there be no objection. 


DIPLOMATIC REPRESENTATION IN HAWAII, 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I have no idea of being drawn 
into 9 discussion, certainly not at this late hour. It 
was my ortune to be out of the Chamber to-day when the dis- 
3 Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was making his 
speech. X 

It is impossible for me to conceive that a Senator, usually so 
fair-minded, so candid, so courageous, and courteous, could in- 
dulge in the criticism which I hoid in my hand in reference toa 
former colleague of his inthe other House of this Capitol, one 
with whom he has been familiar for years, and whose high repu- 
tation has never before been impeached in any Chamber or upon 
* occasion. 

have known Mr. Blount all his life. If there is one thing 
about him, which all know him concede, it is that he is a man of 
truth. His is an exceedingly well-rounded character, and the 
chiefest crown in that character is his love of fairness, of truth. 
This is the estimate placed upon him by those with whom he 
has served so long and so honorably in the other end of this 
Capitol. Iwill read what the honorable Senator is reported to 
have said in my absence to-day in his remarks. 

LT affirm without hesitation that Mr. Blount in that report has not written 
ones e unvarnished line of truth, nor given one unprejudiced opinion, 
nor rendered one impartial judgment. 

Mr. President, my estimate of Mr. Blount might possibly be 
considered partial by those in this Chamber who have not known 
him so long as I have. I prefer, therefore, to submit in his de- 
fense the words uttered by those who have served with him for 
nearly a quarter of a century, among whom are those who dif- 
fered with him in political faith. 

On his retirement from the House, Mr. Blount received a tes- 
timonial from that great body of representative Americans such 
as has rarely been the fortune, indeed never the fortune, so far 
as my knowledge extends, © any American citizen. On both 
sides of that House, without reference to party, his colleagues 
testified to his lofty bearing, his patriotism, his fidelity to truth, 
and the universal ONN of his service to that Chamber 
and to the country. t me read a few words. I quote first 
from that oldand honored Democrat of Indiana, Judge HOLMAN. 

Iam certain I speak, then. the general sentiment of the House when I say 
thatthe retirement of Mr. Blount from the high position he has solong held 
as a legislator in the Congress of the United States takes from this y one 
of the most able, careful, laborious, and upright legislators known to our 
time, and one of the most conscientious and honorable gentlemen who have 
figured in the affairs of our Government during the past twenty years. 

Lest this might be considered the testimony of a partial party 
associate, I beg to read what was said by members on the other 
side of that Chamber. 

Mr. Hirt of Illinois, a distinguished gentleman of high char- 
acter, broad reputation, and long service, said of Mr. Blount: 

But I can not see the time approach when he is to leave our Hall without 
heartily 30 as one member of the House, with the honorable gentleman 
from In . HOLMAN] in every word he has said in testimony of the 

rsonal worth, of the high character, of the industry, of the energy of the 

onorable gentleman from Georgia; and, I will mark most of all, that pa- 
triotism above party that ired him in this House when, last year, lead- 
ing a great committee ch: to consider the affairs and interests, not of a 
party, but of a whole nation, embroiled in sharp d te with a foreign 
power, he rose with the occasion and proved himself first and altogether a 
patriot—an ATOR plause]; so that a for er looking down from 
the gallery upon this could never have told whether he was a Repub- 
lican or a Democrat, but would have known that he was in every fiber an 
American. [Applause.] 

Mr. President, I beg to close these quotations with the words of 
one who was known, I believe, as the father of the House, a Re- 
publican par excellence, a man without stain, whose testimony 
ought now at least to be received by every Senator on the floor. 
I allude to Mr. O'Neill of Pennsylvania, who has left these busy 
scenes and has, as we trust, been gathered to the home of the 
just and the truthful. Mr. O'Neill said of Mr. Blount: 

Mr. Chairman, I concur in all that has been said by those gentlemen who 
have expressed their opinion of the distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Blount}. i > x 

« * kd + 

In the very prime of his usefulness in this House, a man so devoted to his 
duty, and so satisfactorily performing it upon all occasions here, I think, 
Mr. Chairman, that the country deserves more of his years and of his time 
than he has been willing to give to it. 

I could add to this testimony almost indefinitely; but I wish 
simply to say in conclusion that I deplore beyond the power of 
expression that this debate or any other debate should make it 
necessary, for party reasons, or any other reasons, to involve the 
high reputation of a man whose whole life stands like a polished 
pillar without a blot or blemish upon it. 

Sir, there is no occasion for arraigning men’s honor or love of 
truth. Every man who has ever been in a court of justice and 
listened to testimony from the witness stand knows how men 
differ in their conceptions of scenes occurring immediately before 
their eyes, and especially when the testimony is gathered from 
hearsay, or of witnesses to scenes enacted long before. 

Therefore, Mr. President, let it be understood once for all that 
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whatever differences of opinion thera may be about this ques- 
tion, there is no reason and no excuse for assailing the reputa- 
tion for truth of a man of Mr. Blount’s record, and I challenge 
this Chamber and the country to produce one of superior white- 
ness or purity. 


This much, sir, I felt bound to say in discharge of my duty to 
this honorable and honored citizen, and to the great State he 


has 3 and ably and for so long a period represented. 

Mr. FR 
does not correctly estimate the language I used when he 
charges me with making an attack upon the integrity of Mr. 
Blount. I used the words ‘‘unvarnished truth,” meaning pur- 
posely, and understanding that the language meant nothing 
more than that his report was a prejudiced report. I know Mr. 
Blount well and served with him in the other House. In my 
opinion he is a good man, in this matter appropriated to an ex- 
ceedingly bad purpose, and in my judgment was acting under 
instructions. I intended nothing more by whatI said than that 
his report was a prejudiced report. 

The Senator has overlooked the only words in the remarks I 
made which might be conceived to be an attack on Mr. Blount. 
In drawing a el practically between Mr. Stevens and Mr. 
Blount, in which I intended to confine myself to mental quali- 
ties and not to moral, I 1 the words integrity 
of character,” and then asserted that Mr. Stevens was paramount 
to Mr. Blount in that respect. I will say to the Senator that a 
moment or two ago, when my ch was brought in to me, I 
struck that out, because I did not mean to attack the integrity 
of Mr. Blount, and the only comparison I purposed to make was 
between the mental qualifications of the two gentlemen. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I am very glad to have heard 
these words from the distinguished Senator, and Ihad no doubt 
he would utter them. I said in the beginning of my remarks 
that I could not believe that the language as reported conveyed 
his meaning, I knew that he was acquainted with Mr. Blount 
and his high character. The words which the Senator has just 
quoted from his own speech were those which appeared to me 
least defensible of all the remarks which fell from him and 
which he has now, to his own honor and to my relief, stricken 
from the record. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive husiness. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask the Senator from Arkansas to withdraw 
his motion for the present? 

The PRESIDENT ge tempore. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas withdraw his motion? 

Mr. BERRY. Ido. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to inquire if the order has been made 
with reference to the pending resolution which wasagreed upon, 
that it should be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No order has been made in 

t to the resolution. 
r. PASCO. Task now, if there be no objection, that that 


order be made, unless there is to be further debate on the reso- | in 


lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
asks that the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] sug- 
gested that reference. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that the Senator from Delaware 
has been called out of the Chamber, and asked me to attend to 
the matter in his absence. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to say that the Senator from Dela- 
ware suggested to me a day or two ago that it might be as well 
to have the resolution 1 go to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to which I acceded on the ground that, while it calls for 
information which is not embraced in the previous resolution 
on the subject adopted by the Senate, still it is quite likely when 
the answer to that previous resolution comes in that it will con- 
tain, in connection with other matter, the information for which 
this resolution calls. So I acceded to that suggestion, but since 
that time there has been a considerable speec. Pe Senator 
from Delaware, a speech by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST], and a speech by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 
Therefore, Ido not think this resolution ought to go to the 
Committee on vores Relations without my making one single 
observation, which I will make now if the Senate will permit, 
and that is that nearly all the precedents which those Senators 
have referred to—three or four hundred—as furnishing a prece- 
dent for the appointment of this gentleman to go to Hawaii, are 
precedents of personsappointed in the vacation and whose names 
were either sent into the Senate at the next session thereof, or 


whose function expired before the end of the next session. So 


Mr. President, I think the Senator from Georgia 


they clearly came within the constitutional power conferred 
upon the President. 

There are a few cases in regard to which the person employed 
by the Senator from Alabama had made a mistake in carelessly 
making the list. For instance, the joint high commission he 
specifies as an instance of persons appointed without the send- 
ing of the names to the Senate, when in fact those names were 
sent into the Senate and confirmed by the Senate. So, in the 
case of Mr. Trescott, if I heard the Senator correctly—I have 
just been shown the original document—his name was sent to. 
the Senate immediately after his commission was made, he went 
out, and we confirmed him. 

There are a few cases -I can not recall the number now, but I 
presume there may be twenty or thirty—to which this state- 
ment does not apply, but they are cases where the person had 
nothing to do but to ascertain and report the sense or willing- 
ness of the foreign government to the President or to the Sec- 
retary of State, the whole official action in regard to the entire 
subject being theirs. I conceive that the President might send 
his private secretary or his valet de chambre to inquire whether, 
if he were disposed to take a certain action, that action would 
be taken by another government, and the other government 
might through any instrumentality it chose send back another; 
but the action then is the action of the President. 

There will not be found in all these precedents, I venture to 
affirm, a single case which gives the least countenance to this 
transaction. or which touches upon the class of powers which 
have been given to this gentleman here—powers to command the 
naval officers, which he did; powers to represent the purposes of 
this Government formally and officially to aforeign court, which 
he did; powers of a commissioner, who was enumerated a diplo- 
matic commissioner—not a commissioner to make postal arrange- 
ments, but a diplomatic commissioner, a functionary expressly 
asserted in the act of Congress itself to be a diplomatic repre- 
sentative of the Government. 

. lexpect hereafter, when the information comes from the Presi- 
dent, to go fully into these questions and to answer the sugges- 
tions of the Senator from uri and the Senator from Dela- 
ware very fully indeed, butI shall not ask the Senate now to wait 
while I go into the discussion. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, will the Senate indulge me inone 
statement? Asa matter of course, I do not pretend to be re- 
sponsible for the accuracy of the table annexed to the minority 
report of the Commfttee on Foreign Relations which I read this 
morning, but that table comes officially from the office of the 
Secretary of State. The executive document from which I read 
is in the hands of the Reporter, but I looked over it as carefully 
as I could. Asa matter of course, the question is susceptible of 
accurate solution. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri will onme. He 
was not here probably quite so long ago, but he knows very well 
the names of the high joint commissioners who made the treaty 
with Great Britain in 1871 were sent in to the Senate and con- 
firmed, and there are five cases put down as if they were not sent 


Mr. VEST. No; I came into the Senate in 1879. 

Mr. HOAR. The case of Mr. Trescott I have just seen. The 
appointment was sent into the Senate. He is put down as a per- 
son whosa name was not sent in. 

Mr. VEST. I now recollect one instance particularly, from 
memory. Itwasthecase of A. Dudley Mann, taken from private 
life and appointed by the President during the session of the 
Senate, with power to negotiate a treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state a stronger one than that—Mr. 
Trist. That will help the Senator's argument, but it does not 
affect this case. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. Trist. As a matter of course, the issue 
between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself as to the 
W of the State Department table can be settled; and if 
that table is accurate, then unquestionably from the beginning 
of the Government it has been the custom of the President and 
of the Secretary of State to appoint persons not holding then any 
official position to negotiate treaties, and the treaties when made 


were sent to the Senate for its action. 


Mr. HOAR. I think that will turn out to be true; but it does 
not affect this case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the statement made by the 
Senator from Missouri leads me to take a moment (and I will 
take but a moment) to state that there certainly is a serious in- 
accuracy in the list of persons appointed by the President with- 
out the consent of the Senate to negotiate treaties. I refer to 
the statement on page 130 of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 
109, Fiftieth Congress, first session, the list which was alluded to 
by the Senator from Delaware this morning. On that page are 
given the names of the members of the h joint commission, 
Hamilton Fish, Robert C. Schenck, Samue e Ebenezer R. 
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Hoar, and George H. Williams; Messrs. Hoar and Williams be- 
ing put down as holding no other office at the same time. 

‘he Senator from Missouri will please take notice that those 
names are given as those of appointments made by the President 
alone, and standing as appointments made by the President alone 
they certainly constitute a very strong argument in favor of sev- 

other acts that have been performed by President Cleve- 
land. The trouble is that thestatement is erroneous; that these 
high joint commissioners were not appointed by the President 
alone, but were confirmed by the Senate on the 10th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1871, as the records will show. 

So the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts is strictly 
accurate, that the exceptions to the rule by which the President 
appoints only ad interim to fill vacancies, and by and with the 
consent of the Senate to important diplomatic functions, are in- 
significant; and there can not be found in the whole record of 
the diplomatic Se were eee the Government any 
case that corresponds with the appointment of Mr. Blount, as I 
shall take occasion to show if this subject is further discussed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]‘that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Florida deems 
himself possessed of the desire of the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRaAy] in this respect. 

Mr. PASCO. Iwill state that the Senator from Delaware told 
me there was some understanding with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in reference to this matter, and if there was no objec- 
tion he would like to see it carried out this afternoon. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no objection. 

Mr. PASCO. It was in accordance with that request that I 
made the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILI REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and as- 
sistant se tler of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Re ves, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, anno thatthe House had passed 
the bill (S. 1021) to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Okla- 
homa Central and Southwestern Railway Company through the 
Indian Territory and Oklahoma ‘Territory, and for other pur- 


The message also announced thatthe House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes, so as 
to require original receipts for deposits of postmasters to be 
sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; in which it requested ‘the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 8,000 copies 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. J. Logan 
Chipman, late a Representative from the State of Michigan; in 
which it requested the.concurrence of ‘the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed acon- 
current resolution providing for the appointment of a joint com- 
mittee to investigate and consider the entire subject of the rank, 

y and all o:her matters relating to the personnel of the Navy; 

which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize 
the Secre of War to grant permits for the use of the monu- 
ment grounds and reservations or public spaces in the city of 
Washington, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE ‘SESSION. 


- Mr, BERRY. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4.o’clock and 
40 1 the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 

5! 14, 1893, at 120’clock m. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Daecutive womination confirmed by the Senate December 13, 1893. 
POSTMASTER. 


í 
Michael J. ‘O'Kane, to be ‘at Wheeling, in the 
county of Ohio and State of West Virginia. í } 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 13, 1893. 


The House met atI2o’clock-m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

a Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INTERIOR DE- 
f PARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiencies 
in the appropriations submitted by the Secretary of the Interior; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TESTS OF MATERIALS AT WATERTOWN ARSENAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of the commanding officer 
of the Watertown Arsenal of tests of materials for industrial and 
other purposes made at said ‘arsenal during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1893; avhich was referred to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTS ENTERED INTO BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting u statement of contracts. entered 
into by the War Department during the fiscal year end June 
30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE SOLDIERS’ HOME AT WASHINGTON, 

D. G. 

The SPEAKER also laid ‘before the House a letter, transmit- 
ting a draft of u bill, submitted by the Major-General Command- 
ing the Army, relative to sections 4821, 4822, and 4823 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLATMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the 
court in the cases of the following-named persons ‘against the 
United States: Tenor Brabay, deceased; W. J. Bishop; T. O. 
Davis, deceased; Jno. Ferguson, deceased; E. A. Palmer, de- 
ceased; B. H. Thompson, deceased. 

Also, in the case of Joshua Beck, deceased, aguinst the United 
States: which were referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


HARTER, indefinitely, on account of-sickness in his family. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A e ges pS the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate further insists upon its amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 3289) (to authorize the New York and New er- 
sey bridge companies to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Hudson River between New York City and the Stuteof New 
Jersey,” disagreed to by the House of resentutives, had 
agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the dis- 

reeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. VEST, 

r. GORMAN, and Mr. FRYE as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate, 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION ‘SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the ‘Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 31), for the protection of those parties who 
have heretofore been allowed to make entries for lands within 
the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation in Minnesota; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE HON. J. LOGAN CHIPMAN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
presenta privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read us follows: 


Resolved, by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurr 
‘be printed of gel renee delivered in u the 


num Senators 
tives of the State of Michigan, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in rull 


‘| morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of the remaining, 


2.000. shall be for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House 


i poe tee poate esto tm Secretary of the Treasury ts directed to have en- 
i te ne — 


n ‘portrait of the said.J. Logan Chipman ‘to: 
The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, us 


follows: 


The committee have consideret the House concurrent resolution to print 
the eulogies in Congress on the Hon. J. Logan ‘Chipman, late a Representa. 
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tive from the State of Michigan, and direct me to report the same with the to have printed in the RECORD a memorial of citizens of Besse- 


‘recommendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of same is $2,650. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was agreed to was 
laid on the table. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN AND OKLAHOMA TERRI- 
- TORIES. = 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
the bill S. 1021 off the Speakers table and have it considered 
now. 

The SPEAKER. Is such a bill on the Speaker's table? 

Mr. HUDSON. There is a bill of that number on the Speak- 
er's table. I may suy, in explanation, this bill passed the Senate 
on the 2d day of November, and was reported to this House. It 
was examined by the Committee on Territories and approved 
by them. It was also examined by the gentleman from Indiana 
n HOLMAN], who at that timo made objection to its passage. 

e has since carefully examined the bill and finds no objection 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1021) to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma Central 
and Southwesiern Railway Company through the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill. The Clerk will read the bill, 
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Without waiving the right to object to the 
consideration of the bill, I would like to have an explanation of 
some of its main features. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. t in order to save time T 
object to the consideration of the bill at this time. 

Mr. HUDSON. I desire to make an explanation, and I think 
the gentleman will then withdraw his ojection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no objection to the gentleman 
making a brief statement; but at this time the consideration of 
this bill ought not interfere with the other business before the 
House. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, this N the Senate on 
the 2d day of November, and was reported to the House on the 
3d. It was bronghi up before the House for consideration and 
reported favorably by the Committee on Territories, but it was 
objected to at that time by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], and subsequently the gentleman from Indiana, who 
is chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, examined the 
bill and is present to state the result of the examination. Now, 
I will say, further, that there are a number of parties employed 
to survey the line of railroad across the Territory this winter, 
anda ee amount of money is being expended and heavy ex- 

nse being incurred by the company, which ought not to be 
tone if this bili is a proper one; and it ought to be passed upon 


now. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will not object to the consideration of 

the bill, provided it does not occupy more than twenty minutes. 
18 S] EAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker,I objected to the consideration 
of this bill sometime ago, simply for the payee of looking into 
it for a moment. It is a Senate bill, g a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and it contains the usual safe- 
guards. I think the measure ought to have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, but it went to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. Ihave looked into it and I see no objection to its pas- 

e, unless my friend from Ohio knows of some. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has not been referred at all yet. 
It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood that the original bill was sent 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the Senate bill? (A pause.) The Chair hears none, and 
the question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The Senate bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wasac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUDSON a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE GF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent Mr. SAYERS was granted leave of ab- 
sence for the remainder of the day. 
IRON ORE. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


mer, Gogebie County, Mich., adopted in mass meeting assem- 
bled, regardless of ty, protesting against the proposed action 
of the Ways and Means Committee in classing iron ore as raw 
material and placing it upon the list of articles to be admitted 
free of duty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ object. . 
Bes memorial was referred to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

PREMIUMS TO NAVAL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas it appearsthat sums amounting to more than $1,000,000 have been 
ar ont ot the public Treasury to coniractors building war ships for the 

nited States on account of premiums; and 

Whereas the said ee were constructed in accordance with designs, speci- 
fications, and caiculations made by the Navy ent; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the extraordinary and exorbitant sums paid and 
claimed as premiums could not have been allowed or could not accrue under 
the statutes and the terms of the contracts for building said ships, unless 
the speed requirements stipulated were intentionally named fixed in 
the contract at a rate much less than the designs and the engine power 
would justify; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the designs of the ships and the machinery 
were so made as toattain and secure a much higher speed than was required 
by the termsof the contract, enabling and permitting the contractor 
easily and without risk toearn and claim extraordinary, exorbitant, and 
unjustifiable premiums; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the contractors are permitted on the trial trips 
to resort to most extraor: and unusual means to force the vessels up 
to speeds never attained in the service afterward, and, by straining the 
ship's machinery, to make a record for speed upon which to claim extraor- 
dinary premiums; and 

Whereas it is alleged that such trials, so conducted, result in no benefit to 
the Government, but are wholly artificial and injurious to the vessels, and 
serve no purpose except to give exorbitant sums as to the con- 
tractors: Therefore, 

Resolved, Tx atthe Committee on Naval Affairs is hereby instructed to take 
into consideration all matters pertaining to this subject, and make a thor- 
ough and 3 investigation thereof. and report to the House, by bill or 
otherwise, and more especially whether the law and the terms of the con- 
tracts 1 in these matters have been strictly complied with, whether 
any o r of the Government has through ignorance, or collusion, aided and 
abetted 1 to earn and secure payment of large premiums, by de- 
signing 
the Seen of the contracts; and what extraordinary and um 
meaus have been resorted to and practiced by contractors on the trial trips 


mts of an 
aud 


premiums and by whom such claim is made. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reserve the point of 
order upon that resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just àa word. There has been over a million 
dollars already paid in premiums on these contracts for increased 
speed, and there is over a million dollars pending to be promptly 
adjusted. Iam informed that the exact amount now claiming 
adjustment in the Treasury for increased speed of war ships 
under contracts heretofore made, including the Columbia, is 
the sum of $1,055,000. Inasmuch as these warships are con- 
structed under contracts which provide the exact details of con- 
struction in every particular it is obvious that this feature of 
„premium on speed ought to command the attention of Con- 
gress. 

It is alleged by leading newspapers of the country that there 
is no justification for this. It seems there is to be 350,000 paid 
under the contracts for an increase of speed to the extent of a 
quarter knot an hour above the speed specified. There is also 
provision for a 9 reduction if the speed is less, but 
up to this time there been no instance where a reduction has 
been made. In every instance there has been an increase of com- 
pensation to the constructors for the building of theseships, and 
as I have said, there are nor paa g claims of this character to 
the amount of more than a ion dollars to be paid upon the 
Columbia and other vessels in excess of the contract price. It 
seems to me very proper that this subject should be inquired 
into, and if gentlemen wish to understand the basis on which 
this resolution is drawn I will ask that the papers which I hold 
in my hand may be read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the use of delaying the House? 
Let the resolution be referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I want the resolutions adopted. I do 
not think 1 ought to be referred; I think they ought to be 
adopted. my friend from Pennsylvania allow some edito- 
rials to be read from leading newspapers, especially the New 
York Tribune, which is friendly to the increase of the Navy, on 


this subject? 
Mr. D The gentleman must be aware that the pre- 


* 
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amble to this resolution contains a number of statements which 
are controverted. It seems to me that if there is to be any reso- 
lution upon this subject it ought to be a resolution directing 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to seth, ge the subject, and 
it ought not to be prefaced with a preamble containing contro- 
verted statements. If the gentleman will withdraw his pre- 
amble and introduce one that simply directs the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to investigate the matter there will be no objec- 
tion to it on my Bags 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is stated in the preamble that these alle- 
gations are made, and I have the authority for that statement. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The gentleman, as I under- 
stand, introduces his resolution for reference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [understand that, but I do not care to have 
a stump speech put into a resolution for reference. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine consent that 
these papers shall be read? 
Mr. LOUD. I object. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I object. Ihave no objection to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs being directed to investigate this mat- 


ter. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I shall have to submit to a reference 
if the gentleman from Pennsylvania objects to the resolution. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Udo not object to the resolution. Iam in 
favor of the investigation; but I object to your debating the 
matter now. I am perfectly willing to have the resolution re- 


ferred. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, if this resolution was in- 
troduced for reference it should have been handed in at the desk, 
but if the gentleman from Indiana desires to have it considered 
now, of course that requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] think that it is proper at this stage of the proceeding to 
introduce and have go into the RECORD allegations taken from 
newspapers, when it is proposed to investigate thissubject? Let 
us know what the facts are first, and discuss and judge of them 
afterwards. The gentleman proposes to have a verdict before 
the case is tried. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, this is done almostevery day. The res- 
olution does not declare that the facts are so; it simply states 
that these allegations are made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman merely desires to have the 
subject investigated there is no objection; but if he wants to put 
into the RECORD a stump speech under the guise of a resolution 
and preju the case, there is objection. 

Mr. HOLS N. Iwill withdraw the preamble if gentlemen 
will consent that the resolution shall be considered now. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The resolution ought to go to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. Let the resolution go to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. That committee, under the rules of 
the House, will of course promptly report. 

The resolution was so referred. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


rts. 
7 55 WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that Ca 


the first call of committees for the presentation of reports be 
dispensed with, and that members be permitted to hand in their 
reports at the Clerk’s desk. We are very much pressed for 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I object. 

The committees were called, no reports being presented. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the consideration of 
bills called up by committees begins now at forty minutes after 
12 o’clock. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the second morning hour. 

Mr. MEYER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which has pending the resolution, the title of which 
will be read. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution in regard to the personnel of the Navy. 
ane SPEAKER. This resolution is in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a request. I ask unanimous 
consent to place in the RECORD certain statements in regard to 


the subject of the preamble and resolution which I had the honor 
to submit a few moments ago. They are very brief. 
Mr. LOUD. I object. 
PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 
Mr. MEYER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the fur, er 


consideration of the concurrent resolution in regard to the per- 


sonnel of the Navy. 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 61, noes 5. 
Mr, KILGORE. make the point of “ no quorum.” 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KILGORE and Mr. MEYER were 


appointed. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. [call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 222, nays 18, 
not voting 113; as follows: 
EAS—222, 
Adams, Covert, Hudson, Powers, 
Ae, See, Ra 
erson, 0} > Rayner, 
Alexander, Cum Hunter, 24. 
Allen, Curtis, Kans. Hutcheson, Reilly, 
Apsley, a * Ikirt, Reyburn, 
Arnold, D Johnson, N. Dak. Richards, Ohio 
Avery, Daniels, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Mich. 
Ba Davis, Kiefer, chardson, Tenn 
Bailey, De Armond, Kribbs, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. nson, Kyle, Robertson, La, 
Dingley, Latimer, Robinson. Pa. 
Bartholdt, Dinsmore, Lawson, Russell, Conn. 
Dockery, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Belden, Dolliver, Lefever, Ryan, 
Bell, Tex. Doolittle, Livingston, Sayers, 
Beltzhoover, Draper, Lockwood, Settle, 
s Dunphy, Loud, Shaw, 
Bingham, Edmunds. Lucas, Shell, 
Black, Ga. Ellis. Oregon 1 Sherman, 
Blair. Epes, dox, les, 
Blancherd, Erdman, M Simpson, 
Bian‘, Everett, Mallory, Stallings, 
Boatner, Fitch, Marsh, Stephenson, 
Fletcher, Marshall, Stockdale, 
Bowers, Cal. Forman, artin, Ind. Stone, W. A. 
Branch, Funk, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Brawley, Fyan, McCulloch, it, 
Bretz, Gardner, McDearmon, Strong, 
Broderick, Z McGann, Swanson, 
Brookshire, Gillet, N. Y. McKaig, Talbert, S. C. 
Brosius, Go McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Brown, Grady, McRae, te, 
Burrows, Griffin, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Cadmus, Grout, Mercer, Taylor, Ind. 
Caldwell Hainer, Meredith, Terry, 
Campbell Haines. Meyer, v. 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Minn. Milliken, Tucker, 
Cannon, III Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Tyler, 
— 8 Moon, Upå € 
te armer, or an, Van Voor Ohlo 
Causey Ha Morse. W. . 
Chickering. Ha Murray. Wanger. 
Clancy, Hatch, Mutchler, W. 
Clark, Mo, Hayes, Newlands, Waugh, 
Clarke, Ala. Hea: Northway, Weadock, 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner. O'Ferrall, Wells, 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Hepburn, age, Wilson, Ohio 
Coffeen, Hermann, Paynter, Wilson, Wash. 
Cogswell, Hilborn, Wise, 
mbs, Hines, Pence, Woodard, 
eins Hooker, N. Y Phillipe Wright i 
per, In ooker, ps, ht, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Pickler, ag 
Houk, Ohio Pigott, 
NAYS—18. 
Baker, N. H Capehart, Jones, Somers, 
dwin, berson, Kilgore, Turner, 
Bankhead, r, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, III. 
Bryan, Haugen, ‘ost, 
S, Holman, Snodgrass, 
NOT VOVTING—113. 
Abbott, English, Lester, Schermerhorn, 
Aldrich, Enloe, Linton, ton, 
Bartlett, Fellows, Lisle, Sibley, 
Bell, Colo. Fielder, Loudenslager, Sipe, 
Black. III. Fithian, Magner, Smith, 
Boutelle, Funston, Mahon, perry, 
Bower, N.C. Geary, Marvin, N. Y. Springer. 
Brattan. Geissenhainer, McCall, tevens, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Minn. Stone, C. W. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goldzier, McCreary, Ky Storer, 
Brickner, Goodnight, McDannold, Sweet, 
Bundy, Graham, cDowell, ‘Tarsney, 
Bunn, G McEttrick, Taylor, Tenn, 
Burnes. Grosvenor. McKeighan, Thomas, 
Bynum, Hare, cLaurin, Turpin, 
Caminetti, Harter, c 5 Van Voorhis, N. v. 
Childs, Henderson, III Money. Walker, 
Henderson, Iowa Moses, Warner, 
Compton, Hendrix, Neill. We ver. 
mn, Hicks, Oates Wheeler, III. 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Miss, O'Neil, White, 
opkins, III. P. Whiting. 
1 —.— 1 5 s Patterson, Wana Mie 
avey. ohnson, In Payne. m, W. Va. 
De Forest, Joy, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Donovan, Kem, eee Wright, Pa. 
Y, Yy, 
Durborow, Lane. Ritchie, 
E Lapham, Rusk, 


So the motion of Mr. MEYER was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced: 


__. an ee e puppe eee eee 


Until further notice: 
Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. Ray. 


1893. 


Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. z 

15 BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi- 
nois. 

For this day: 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. MCGANN with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. Burns with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House onthe state of the Union, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The title of the pending resolution will 
be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Miscellaneous Document No. 39; concurrent resolution relative to an in- 
quiry regarding the personnel of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the morning hour expired on yes- 
terday the committee was dividing on the motion to rise and 
report this resolution favorably to the House. The tellers, the 
gentleman from ose vi KILGORE] and the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], will please take their places and resume 
the count. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
179, noes 1. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration Miscellaneous Document No. 39, had directed him 
to report the same to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass with an amendment. k 

The amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole was 
considered and agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MEYER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid upon the table. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to further consider the bill for the admis- 
sion of Utah. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BAILEY in the 


chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the pend- 
ing bill. 

fne Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 552) to enable the people of Utah to form a constitution and 
State government, and to be admitted to the Union onan equal footing with 
the o al States. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to avail myself of 
the few moments accorded me to urge the passage of this bill 
for the admission of the Territory of Utah as a State in the 
Union. 

I think I express the unanimous sentiment of the people of 
the mining region and of the Pacific coast generally when I 
urge upon this House the admission of that Territory as a State. 
No apprehension whatever is indulged in with reference to the 
question of polygamy. The feeling of all who live in that re- 

ion and who are familiar by personal contact with Utah andits 
institutions is that polygamy is practically dead. 

The leaven is working among the Mormons themselves. The 
old feeling that existed between the Mormons and the Gentiles 
is rapidly dying out, and I think the sentiment of that entire 
section A in favor of the admission of the Territory as a State 
without any condition or qualification other than that which is 
attached to the admission of every other State into the Union. 

There is one question, however, Mr. Chairman, to which I 
wish to direct the attention of the committee, and to which I de- 
sire especially to address myself, and that is the land-grant ues- 
tion. Two bills are presented here, one by the majority and the 
other by the minority of the Committee on Territories, differ- 
ing, I believe, materially or solely in this particular: The 
majority bill proposes to give the Territory double the land 
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grant that has been conceded to other States on their ad- 
mission. The minority bill gives the usual quantum of land, but 
adds a condition that if the lands selected are arid that then two 
acres shall be given for every acre to which the Territory would 
be entitled. There is no reason for any such condition as that. 
We all know that Utah belongs to the arid region; that it is im- 
possible to cultivate anything there without the aid ofirrigation, 
and I object to leaving the determination of the character of the 
lands to ‘bureau officers here in Washington, who as aruie know 
nothing whatever of the conditions in the arid region. 

Few who have not lived there can realize how entirely de- 
pendent that region of country is on artificial irrigation. Al- 
most all of the States which have been the objects of the bene- 
faction of the Government heretofore in this regard have been 
in regions in which the lands have been watered by the rains 
from the heavens, but in that intermountain country agricul- 
ture can not rely upon the chance supply from the heavens. The 
moisture there is stored in the snows falling on the mountain 
ranges, which melt during the spring and summer and feed the 
streams which flow into the lakes and sinks of the desert, 

In Utah [ am told that every stream of any importance, with 
one single exception, empties into Salt Lake, and that the creeks 
relied on for irrigation empty into the streams that in turn flow 
into Salt Lake. It is necessary there not only to divert these 
waters from the streams over the land by canals and ditches, but 
also to provide for artificial reservoirs in the mountains and 
cafions in which the water mayos stored, so that it can be let 
down upon the lands during the period of drought, when the 
natural flow of the streams is scanty and attenuated. 

It is kept there in a measure on tap, responsive to the demands 
of man. Itis therefore utterly impossible to inaugurate a sys- 
tem of settlement in that region similar to that which has ex- 
isted in the Mississippi and other valleys. Individual settle- 
ment and individual reclamation can not obtain generally. It 
is true that the first settlers upon the banks of these rivers can, 
by inexpensive ditches and canals, divert the waters over their 
lands, and thus establish a crude system of irrigation: but they 
in time—and I have no doubt that is the case now in Utah—ab- 
solutely absorb the natural flow of the rivers during the period 
of drought, and it becomes necessary there, in order to bring 
larger areas of land within cultivation, to resort to this system 
of storage, of establishing artificial reservoirs to which I have 
alluded, and of constructing canals and ditches atgreatexpense, 
covering large areas of land by a comprehensive plan. 

This work can therefore only be inaugurated by the use of 
capital, by aggregating men together into some organization, 
corporate or otherwise, by employing capital in building dams, 
constructing reservoirs and ditches to bring a large area of land 
under their control, and then dividing that area of land up into 
small farms of twenty or forty acres, and selling to settlers. Here 
Imay say thata farm of twenty or forty acres, irrigated through- 
out the year, dependent upon such sytem of supply, will yield 
more than a farm of one hundred and sixty or two hundred 
acres in the niger C Valley. It will amply support a family. 

I state these facts in order to show that it is essential that 
something in the way of organized effort should be accomplished 
with reference to these arid lands; that either the United States 
Government, as the proprietor of these lands, should seek their 
highest development by the constraction of reservoirs and irri- 
gation ditches, and then sell the completely irrigated lands to 
the settler, or that the Government should transfer these lands 
to the various States constituting a part of that arid region, and 
allow them to enter upon a comprehensive system of irrigation. 
That system can be conducted by the State itself, if it sochooses, 
or can be intrusted, under proper conditions and limitations, to 
private capital; but capital isabsolutely essential, whether it be 
the capital of the General Government or the capital of a State, 
or the capital of private corporations and individuals; and un- 
less capital is employed in the way of organized effort it will be 
impossible to bring those States up to their highest develop- 
ment. 

The majority have presented a bill in which they wisely, 
though only partially, recognize this condition of things, and 
hence grant to that State twice as much of these arid landsas they 
do to the other States of agricultural lands. They should have 

ranted to the State of Utahall the arid lands within its domain; 
or it seems to be a recognized fact now that the General Govern- 
ment, as proprietor of these lands, will not enter upon the scheme 
of their reclamation. If it does not, if it is not willing to dis- 
charge the duties which belong to it as proprietor of the lands, 
then let it transfer those lands to someone who will, either the 
State or some organization acting under the authority of the 
State. It is utterly impossible to rely upon individual effort. 
The field of individual effort throughout the arid region is al- 
ready exhausted by the reclamation and irrigation of the lands 
immediately adjoining the streams. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nevada 
[Mr. NEWLANDs] has expired. 

Mr. REED. Lask that the gentleman may have more time. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I only ask for three minutes. 

There being no objection, Mr. NEWLANDS’ time was ex- 


ed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam afraid of trespassing upon the time 
of other members who wish to be heard upon the subject, and I 
will simply add one word on another subject. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] yesterday, in oppos- 
ing the measures for the admission of Utah to the Union, de- 
clared that if we had only some means of turning out Nevada 
whilst we let in Ut h he might be in favor of it. Ido not see 
the gentleman on the floor, and I am at a loss to know why Ne- 
vada should be the special object of animadversion whenever 
this question of the creation of a new State is brought up. Do 
the people of that State forget that when this country wasin the 

as of rebellion the little State of Nevada poured into the 
lap of the nation $609,000,000? Do they forget that President 
Tison. shortly before his death, viewing with gratification the 
increased output of silver in that and the adjoining States, asked 
Speaker Colfax to bear to that people a special message of con- 
gratulation on the fact that the increasing production of silver in 
that region will aid the country in the restoration of specie pay- 
ments and solve perplexing financial questions“? 

Little did that man of sorrow and of anxiety realize that within 
eight years after his death the utility of silver in the restoration 


of specie paymeuts would be destroyed; that this country by legis- 


lation would deny itself the special benefaction which nature had 
given it, and that a great and controlling industry in thatregion 
would be suppressed. 

Why is Nevada prostrate to-day? Because the legislation of 
the nation has been leveled against her. You have suppressed 
hersilver-mining. She has recently been paying attention to the 
wool industry, and you propose to suppress that. Borax and 
soda are her only remaining minerals on which she can rely. 
She has for years been engaged in the process of developing vast 
fields of soda and borax, and you propose to put them upon the 
free list. This tariff is to be framed in such a way that New 

land shall have phos ere free that she does not produce 
and everything protected that she does. 

Mr. REED. Do not charge New England with haying a hand 
in that. New land is as adverse to this tariff bill as you 
are, and will show it by her votes. : 

Mr. BOWERS of Calif ornia (to Mr. NEWLANDS). Be a little 
careful about telling the truth about that. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido not know how or by what queer pro- 
cess this unnatural alliance has been brought about between the 
South and New England, but itseems that it has been accom- 

lished, both on the tariff and on financial questions, and the 

West has been left out. 

Now, I say that Nevada has been prostrated by legislation, and 
by legislation alone. The protection given to industries in other 
sections of the country has been withdrawn; silver, the acknowl- 
edged money metal of the world, has been stricken down; her 

„miners have been denied the right which has existed through 
the centuries of taking their silver to the mints and there having 
put on it the stamp of the realm and made coin. Every indus- 
try upon which she has relied has been or is being attacked; and 
yet the very men who aimed the fatal blow now deride her be- 
cause she is prostrate. 

Gentlemen, Nevada deserves nothing like contemptor derision. 
She is small in population. but she is great in the vigor and in- 
tellect of her pople. Lapproached asmall-minded man who hap 
pened to hold a position under the late Administration wit 
reference to an appointment from that State and he said to me, 
Don't you think little Nevada has had enough?“ I said, “Yes; 
if you consider the sparceness of her population; but no, if you 
consider the brains of her men.” [Applause.] I point you to the 
long line of distinguished statesmen who haye represented that 
State upon the floors of Congress. It is taunted with being a 
“rotten borough” and the home of millionaires; the place from 
which millionaires are returned to Congress. 

Point me a millionaire who has ever represented that State 
who has not had brains. In that State the mere possession of 
wealth is not a disqualification for office. The men who have 
represented that State in the Senate and in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States have been men who have won 
success there by the exercise of robust qualities of mind and 
body. They have not won their wealth by the process of 
money-lending or in the devious ways of Wall street, but by 
wrestling with nature in her very strongholds; and the people 
of that couniry have recognized their merit and sent them here. 


I point you toa JONES, who in the last Brussels Conference was 
recognized as superior to any man there on all questions relating 
whose speeches 


to political economy and monetary science, 


constitute the reservoir from which most of the learning upon 
the silver and bimetallic question has come. I point you to the 
restless and resistless agitator, STEWART, an object of derision 
in the East, but loved in the West, whose advanced ideas upon 
all subjects relating to legislation are im upon the stat- 
ute books of the country. These men and men like these have 
worthily represented that State, and ever since her admission 
into the Union her people and her statesmen have held an ad- 
vanced position in all matters relating to the prosperity and 
growth of the country, have contributed much to the general 
good, and without 5 sectionalism, or prejudice have 
stood by policies which had in view only the general interest. 
She deserves no slurs and shall accept none without resentment. 

I fear I have already indulged myself at the expense of others 
who wish to speak, and 1 shall now closemy remarks with thanks 
for your kind extension and indulgence. 1 250 applause.] 

r. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall detain the House but a 
few minutes. Asa member of the Committee on Territories, I 
would like to say a few wordsupon the admission of Utah. Idid 
not sign the report, because I was absent. Had [been present! 
certainly would have signed the report for the admission of Utah 
as a State into this Union. The Constitution of the Uni ed States 
guarantees, or should guarantee, to every State a republican 
form of government; therefore I am in favor, Mr. Chairman. of 
the majority report of thiscommittee. I believe that the people 
of Utah, and it has been proven on this floor, are made up of the 
best citizens of this country; that she has to-day sufficient popu- 
lation and sufficient wealth to entitle her to statehood self- 
government. I think that has been proven beyond dispute. 

The opposition to the admission of this Territory as a State is 
confined to e ee few members of this House, and Lap- 
prehend, Mr. Chairman, that the opposition comes from a nar- 
row prejudice and a sentiment that believes that if this Terri- 
tory is admitted as a State there will be two more Senators and 
two Congressmen who will probably vote against their finan- 
cial ideas. I do not believe that there is any opposition in this 
House except that. How do they know that S 5 this State is 
admitted into the Union that those views will be held by the 
people? They may, as a matter of fact, by that time believe in 
the theory advocated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HAR- 
TER], who spoke in opposition to this bill. They may, if they 
read the circulars that he has put into circulation throughout 
the country, believe that the financial system of the country 
and the money of the country should be based upon bank cred- 
its, checks, and drafts, which is his theory about furnishing the 
financial policy of this country. 

But I am willing to trust to the intelligence of the people of 
Utah to settle that question for themselves. They are certainly 
wise enough not to adopt any financial policy that will not be for 
the interest of that communi Jam willing to trust to the in- 
telligence of the West to settle the questions that involve their 
interests. It has been clearly proved that since the building of 
railroads, the opening op of commerce, and the flow of popula- 
tion from the East to Utah, the effect has been to remove all pos- 
sibility of the reëstablishment of polygamy in that Territory. 
The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. HARTER], in his remarks last 
eyening—I am sorry he is not present now—went out of his way, 
as it seemed to me, to say that he objected to the admission of 
Utah as a State because it would give her two Senators, a repre- 
sentation too large for her population. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that objection comes with a very poor 
grace from the gentleman from Ohio, who professes to be a good 

mocrat. The Constitution of the United States provides that 
every State shall have two Senators, upon the principle that the 
Senators are the representatives of the States, and not directly 
of the people; and the Democrats of this country have always 
been great sticklers for carrying out the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, Now, I should like to know how the gentleman from 
Ohio, as a Democrat, can consistently make an objection of that 
kind to the admission of Utah asa State. Another thing, the 
gentleman went out of his way also to attack nearly every State 
in the West and Northwest and their governors. [Laughter.] 
He attacked the great State of Kansas and her governor. 

Now, sir, I do not wish to say anything against the State of 
Ohio. She is as good a State as there isin the Union, and her 
people are as good and intelligent as the people of vets Shenae 
State in the Union. The sons of Ohio have contributed ely 
to make Kansas whatsheisto-day. But the gentleman from Ohio 
went out of his way to attack the governor of my State in con- 
nection with a recent circular that he has issued, proposing to 
stand between the poor and those who would oppress them, pro- 
po ing to help the people of this country who are out of emp 8 
ment, in consequence, as I believe, of vicious legislation brought 
about by men who advocate the financial principl s of which the 

entieman from Ohio himself is one of the prominent champions. 

he demonetization of silver and the return to a single gold 
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standard in this country is, I believe, one of the causes that have 
‘brought us to the condition in which we are to-day. . 

The governor of my State, a humane man, has issued a circu- 
lar suggesting that these poor people ought not to be treated as 
criminals until they have committed some overtact, some offense 
against the law; that they ought not to be arrested and treated 
as vagrants or criminals until they have committed some crime. 
Mr. Chairman, it is the laws of your country that have made 
those people tramps. The Democrats say that the present con- 
dition results from the high protective tariff, building up mo- 
nopolies and denying to labor proper access to opportunities for 
the production ol wealth: The Republicans say that this condi- 
tion is brought about by the threat to abolish the protective tar- 
iff system and to establish free trade in this country; while the 
Populists declare that it is largely owing to the financial system 
which, since 1873, has deprived the nation of a sufficient amount 
of money with which to do business, and thereby has paralyzed 
business. 

Mr. Chairman, whether the present condition is due to one of 
these causes or to another makes no difference in this discussion. 
The facts are that we are in this condition, and that multitudes 
of our people are unable to find employment, and the People's 
party, although they may not have discovered any great pan- 
acea that will cure all the evils with which society is afflicted, 
certainly do stand to-day as the friends of those poor people and 
are engaged in an earnest effort to better their condition. The 

vernor of my State hus simply attempted to put into practice 

e teachings of the Christian religion, the doctrine that all men 
are brothers in this world, the doctrine of the fatherhood of God 
and the brotherhood of man, and as soon as he attempts to Ei 
into effect the teachings of Christ, men call him a crank, and 
the little two by seven newspapers and all the little two by nine 
politicians in the country jump onto him for it. [Laughter. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Itseems, Mr. Chairman, that this debate has 


iven opportunity for the discussion of past records. It hasalso | posed 


emonstrated the fact, as was shown upon yesterday, that such 
is not at all times a pleasant undertaking. Therefore Isball not 
now go into any history whatsoever of Utah or of its institutions 
in the past. Iam here to say that I am no apologist for po- 
lygamy. I believe it to be the putrid excrescence of a sensuous 
mind. The light of civilization has been turned upon it and the 
eyes of the people of the United States to-day look upon it only 
in loathing and in horror. But, sirs, while all this may be true, 
and while the stain of polygamy may cling to the past record of 
that Territory, yet if to day it has forsaken the infamous prac- 
tice and stands upon an equal fooling with the balance of the 
sisterhood of States, then I take it that we will not look to such 
record, but simply to the present attitude of the people of Utah, 
and will act upon the principle that the only question for con- 
sideration is the present good standing of that Territory. 

Now, sir, I do not want to refer to the records of the Mormon 
Church. I care nothing about going back to the manifesto of 
1890. I care nothing about the great conference that was held 
a few days thereafter, in which that manifesto was unanimously 
indorsed. I care nothing about all these things. I simply re- 
fer to the fact that since the issue of that manifesto polygamy 
has practically ceased and been abandoned in the Territory of 
Utah. More than that, Mr, Chairman, I call the attention of 
this committee to the fact that, outside of ecclesiastical pro- 
ceedings, outside of the fact that the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Utah has passed laws stringent in their character pro- 
hibiting the practice of polygamy in that Territory—thatin ad- 
dition to all this, the question of the admission of Utah has been 
thoroughly investigated by a committee of this House. 

Gentlemen of prominence, gentlemen of standing in that Ter- 
ritory, in February, 1892, came before the Committee on Ter- 
ritories and gave their statements, which are upon record and 
which can be seen by every member of the House. They speak 
in no uncertain terms. They tell you the facts as they exist 
there to-day. And having viewed that testimony impartially 
from beginning to end. but one conclusion can be drawn therefrom, 
and that is the conclusion which I announced in the beginnin 
of my remarks—that that infamy no longer exists in the Terri. 
tory of Utah. 

Who were those witnesses? Twoof them were men who have 
sat upon the supreme bench of the Territory. One of them, a 
United States marshal appointed by Mr. Harrison, who had been 
brought in contact with the people of the Territory and who had, 
therefore, peculiar and paramount opportunities of observing 

-and noting the trend of thought in this regard. And these 
gentlemen having submitted their statements to you, having 
given their testimony, all cumulative upon that point, even so 
far back as February, 1892, in what im i ina can there 
rest to-day a solitary doubt as to the existence or nonexistence 
of polygamy in the Territory of Utah? 


Moreever, the witnesses who ap don that occasion in oppo- 
sition to the admission or to the homerule ” principle in Utah 
those witnesses,when driven to the wall, as you will see by ex- 
amining their statements, admitted that polygamy was dead in 
that Territory, and that it was not an obstacle to its admission 
into the Union. If that be true, there is no longer any ground 
of objection to admission. i 

But we had some illustrations here yesterday that seemed to 
me unique in their character. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
HARTER], rather looking upon polygamy, I believe, as no ver 
great crime, inasmuch as according to his view it is practice 
all over the United States, could see no objection to the admis- 
sion of Utah upon that ground; butransacking his ingenuity he 
discovered thst this Territory had not so large a population as 
the State of Ohio, and therefore he determined it is not en- 
titled to come into the Union with the same rights and privi- 
leges as are accorded to all of the States. And when his at- 
tention was called to the fact that here were Rhode Island and 
Delaware in the Union, enjoying these rights and privileges, he 
replied that by some mysterious dispensation of Providence the 
‘t blood of the Revolution“ had given those States special and 
honored privileges over and above the balance of the people of 
the United States, 

I do not pretend to go into any argument of that sort. I have 
no time to discuss the mistakes of the fathers. I simplysay that 
to-day Utah possesses under the Constitution and laws of the 
5 States the requisite population for admission into the 

on. 

One matter more and I am done, because I do not want to oc- 
cupy the attention of this Committee of the Whole more than a 
short time. If my position is correct, that W has prac- 
tically ceased and been abandoned in the Territory of Utah, I 
desire to know whether it would not be putting a stigma upon 
her to admit her under an act embracing the amendment pro- 
by the minority reportof this committee. Is it not equiv- 
alent to saying to that Territory or its people, We doubt your 
sincerity; we know that you have performed all that you have 
unde en; we know thatyou have complied with every jot and 
tittle of every promise you have made to us; we know that to- 
day, so far as we can see, you stand upon an equal footing with 
the people of these United States, yet nevertheless we propose 
to doubt you; we propose to say by this bill that if we give you 
statehood we are fearful that you may relapse into your former 
condition.” Now, gentlemen, if you believe that, then do not 
admit this Territory at all. If she is to come in with leading 
strings of this sort, then in Heaven's name let her remain out of 
the Union longer. We want no States but those which are sov- 
ereign and equal in all respects; and I shall therefore vote 
against the minority report upon that ground. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here comes a Territory knocking at the 
doors of the Union for admission. She comes full panoplied 
with wealth, intelligence, population. Vou need not doubt her. 
She can not recede. Why, sir, you might as well expect the 
days of religious bigotry to overspread the State of Massachu- 
setts; you might as well expect to stem the tide of irresistible 
progress as to expect that Utah, having bathed in the splendors 
of Anglo Saxon civilization, will return to the darkness and the 
degradation of her former condition. 

Why, sir, the very decrees of fate forbid. The planets them- 
selves move not more surely in their courses than does the eter- 
nal march of right and morality. Letus, then, admit this Terri- 
tory apon an equal footing with the other States of the sister- 
hood; let us say by our vote that we have faith in local self-gov- 
ernment, and thus be able to add a new star that shall move in 
1 and beauty in our great American constellation. [Ap- 
plause. 


[Mr. WASHINGTON withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix.] 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I have long since been satisfied 
that polygamy as it existed inthe Territory of Utah was crushed 
out and destroyed by the enforcement of the Edmunds-Tucker 
law. Thus believing, I was in favor of the admission of Utah 
into the Union as a State at least four years ago. I knew then 
that they had the requisite Le honk intelligence, and wealth, 
and that the Territory wass ciently large; and I believed then, 
as I do now, that it was refused admission for political and ee 
tisan reasons. Since that time, observing that the State of Ne- 
vada, which ad oins it, continued to lose its population, itoceurred 
to me that there was quite a question for the consideration 
of Congress as to what would become of that State if this thing 
continued. 

Now, I do not controvert the statement of the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] of the intelligence and worthiness of 
the inhabitants of that State; but it isa fact which stares all of 
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us in the face that it continues to lose its 
years ego, when the census was taken, it had but about 40,000; 
and I saw in a Cali ornia paper since that time that the popula- 
tion of the State now does not exceed 33,000. If their mining 
industries continue to be less and less profitable, what may the 

ulation in that State be reduced to within afew years longer? 

wn to 20,000, and possibly 10,000 people. Would not it be an 


ulation. Three 


anomaly for a State of the Union, with an equal vote with the 
great State of New York in the Senate and with a Representa- 
tive here, to continue a State in the Union with but a handful in 

pulation? The expense of maintaining a State government 
i such a small population is very heavy. 

Now, 1 do not agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HAR- 
TER] that it is wrong in principle that a small State shall have 
an equal vote in the Senate witha large State. But for the 
adoption of that principle the Union would never have been 
formed, for the small States would not have gone into it; but it 
seems to me that when a State is growing less and less all the 
time there ought to be some remedy for it. It is the province 
of Congress to admit new States into the Union under this 
clause of the Constitution: 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no new 
State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State; 
nor any State be formed by the junction ọf two or more States, or parts of 


States, without the consent of the Legislatures of the States concerned, as 
well as of the Congress. 


Then again, I think Congress has absolute power to dispose 
this Territory under the following clause of the Constitution: 


The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States, etc. 


It is clear that Congress has not the power to destroy or dis- 
establish a State; but it occurred tome as a good solution of this 
difficulty, without interfering with the rights of the State of 
Nevada, and also giving the people of Utah a position in the 
Union to which they are entitled, during the last session, the 
extra session of Congress, I introduced a bill, which was referred 
to this same committee, to add the Territory of Utah to the 
State of Nevada. The only question there is about that, or the 

wer of Congress to do it, is as to the consent of the State of 

evada. 

The power in Congress to absolutely dispose of the Territory 
rests 11 its own discretion. I have received information—I do 
not know how true it is—that this would be perfectly satisfac- 
tory to the State of Nevada. If so, it certainly oughtto be done. 
It is no advantage to multiply the number of States we have in 
the Union; but the people of the 3 ol Utah ought to be 
admitted into the Union either as an independent State or in- 
corporated with another State; and I think the wisest way to 

ut it in the Union would be as a part of the State of Nevada, 

use then it would be a good State in territory, population, 

and in every way entitled to the fullest recognition. It ought 
to be very desirable to the people of Nevada. 

But, sir, if nothing is presented here which enables me to 
record my vote for that result, I shall vote for the admission of 
Utah into the Union as a State, believing that the people thereof 
are entitled to that consideration. 

Having expressed my views upon the subject, Mr. Chairman, 
as the time is growing short, I will not consume it any further, 
but will yield the floor that the bill mney Oe further considered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman,I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill be now read by séctions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill be now read by sections for amend- 
ments. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 2. That all male citizens of the United States over the age of 21 
years, who have resided in said Territory for one year next prior to 
such election, are hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form 
a convention in said Territory. Such delegates shall possess the qualifica- 
tions of such electors; and the aforesaid convention shall consist of one 
hundred and seven delegates, apportioned among the several counties within 
the limits of the 7 State as follows: Beaver County, two ra tars 
Box Elder County, four delegates; Cache County, eight delegates; vis 
County, three delegates; Emery County, three delegates; Garfleld County, 
one delegate; Grand County, one delegate; Iron County, one delegate; Juab 
County, three delegates; e County, one delegate; Millard County, two 
delegates; Mor County, one delegate; Piute County, one delegate; Rich 
County, one delegate; Salt Lake County, twenty-nine delegates, thus ap- 
portioned, to wit: Salt Lake City, first precinct, four delegates; second pre- 
cinct, six delegates; third precinct, five delegates; fourth precinct, three 
delegates: fifth precinct, three delegates; all other precincts in said county, 
outside of Salt Lake City. eight delegates; San Juan County, one delegate; 
San Pete County, seven delegates; Sevier County, three delegates; Summit 
County, four delegates; Tooele County, two delegates; Uintah County, one 
delegate; Utah County, twelve delegates; Wasatch County, two delegates; 
Washin m County, two delegates; Wayne County, one delegate, and 
Weber County, eleven delegates; and the governor of said Territory shall, 


of 


within twen! after the passage of this by proclamation order an 
ä aforesaid in said a — 


known as the Utah Commission is hereby authorized and required to cause 


a new and complete registration of voters of said Territory to be made 
under the provisions of the laws of the United States and said Territory, 
except that the oath required for registration under said laws shall be 
so modified as to test the qualifications of the electors as prescribed in this 
act; such new registration to be made as nearly conformable with the pro- 
visions of such laws as may be; and such election for delegates shall be con- 
ducted, the returns made, the result ascertained. and the certificate of per- 
sons elected to such convention issued in the same manner as is prescrii 

by the laws of said Territory regulating elections therein of mem of the 
Legislature. Persons possessing the qualifications entitling them to vote 
for delegates under this act shall be entitled to vote on the ratification or 
rejection of the constitution, under such rules or regulations as said con- 
vention may prescribe, not in conflict with this act. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and the first six words of line 5, in section 2, and 
substitute the following: 

“Sc. 2. That all persons whoare qualified by the laws of said Territory to 
vote for representatives to the slative Assembly thereof are eran au- 
thorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a convention in said Terri- 
2 and the qualifications for delegates to such convention shall be such 
as by 


the laws of said Territo: rsons are uired to possess to be eligi- 
ble to the Legislative 3 thereof.“ “a ue 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, occupying as I 
do the position of chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
I had intended closing the general debate, but yielded my time to 
gentlemen who desired to express their views. 

I will therefore be pardoned for taking this o 
plain the features of the amendments which w. 
sae ee consideration of the bill by sections. 

he question as to the necessity of a clause in the constitu- 
tion of the proposed State prohibiting polygamy, engaged the 
attention of the committee. and upon that point alone was there 
any material division of opinion. A portion contended that any 
such requirement was not necessary, while others were of the 
opinion that the condition was of a{character which called for 
provisions which are not usual in laws enacted by Congress for 
the admission of Territories into the sisterhood of States. 

The people of Utah fully appreciated the force of this conclu- 
sion, and in the constitution framed by them in 1887 they en- 
grafted such a provision in that instrument. à 

Section 12 of the constitution adopted by the people of Utah 
was in these words: 

SEC, 12. Bigamy and polygamy being considered incompatible with a re- 
publican form of government,” each of them is hereby forbidden and de- 
clared u misdemeanor. 

Any person who shall violate this section shall, on conviction thereof, be 
poan by a fine of not more than 81.000 and imprisonment for a term not 

ess than months nor more than three years. in the discretion of the 
court. This section shall be construed as operative without the aid of legis- 
lation, and the offenses prohibited by this section shall not be barred by any 
statute of limitation within three years after the commission of the offense; 


nor shall the power of pardon extend thereto until such pardon shall be ap- 
proved by the President of the United States. 


Byanother sectionof that constitution the foregoing provision 
was made irrevocable. 

Section 4of Article IV of the Constitution of the United States 
Says: 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a repub- 
lican form of government. 

It will be observed that the people of Utah recognized that sec- 
tion 12, which I have read, and which they incorporated in their 
proposed constitution regarding polygamy, was essential in order 
to comply with the above provision, and to place that State upon 
an equality with other States of the Union. - 

The distinguished gentleman who represents Utah upon this 
floor states that the insertion of such a provision would bea 
stigma upon the Territory. My purpose is to have this great 
Territory with its population of 250,000 admitted as a State, and 
I regard the insertion of an antipolygamy clause as essential to 
accomplish that pu I want to see the distinguished gentle- 
man Mr. RAWLINS], who spoke so eloquently yesterday, come to 
Washington not as a Representative, but to adorn the Hall at 
the other end of this Capitol. He states that there has been no 
precedent for action of this character. 

The gentleman forgets the laws of Congress enacted less than 
a quarter ofa century ago. He forgets the law by which the 
great State of yee came again a State of this Union— 
that great State, with a galaxy of statesmen and heroes greater 
than any that ever came from any other land: the State which 
gave us the eloquence of Patrick Henry, that stirred the people’s 
courage and fortitude to win their liberties: the State that gave 
the sword to Washington to fight and win the battles of our 
forefathers; the State that gave us the pen of Jefferson to write 
the Declaration of Independence—the same Jefferson whose 


rtunity to ex- 
be offered dur- 
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statesmanship and wisdom founded the great Democratic party, 
which has done so much to make our land great, free, and pros- 
pe! ous [applause]; the State that gave us a Marshall to frame the 

udicial system of which we are so proud, and, I may be pardoned 
tor saying, the State which in later years gave to the world two 
great heroes, whose characters in ages to come will be pointed 
atas the 5 of the highest type of moral manhood 
soldiers, the sheen of whose swords will illumine the pages of his- 
tory for thousands of 85 to come, and the courage and fortitude 
of Virginia soldiers led by such superb commanders as these will 
furnish themes for poetry and romance as long as civilization shall 
exist the State that produced these men was only restored to 
statehood by adopting a constitution which overturned their most 
cherished traditions, destroyed the property which was the 
accumulation of a century, deprived substantially every intelli- 
gent and educated man of the right of suffrage, and placed that 
glorious State under the control of ignorant negroes, who but a 
few months before were the slaves of the men who made Virginia 
a great and prosperous Commonwealth. 

1 think, Mr. Speaker, that the reconstruction acts which I 
have before me controvert with great emphasis the assertion 
that there is no precedent for legislation by Congress for the 
pro provision. 

e amendment prepared by myself is in these words: 

The constitution shall be republican in form, and make no distinction in 
civil or political rights on account of race or color. except as to Indians not 
taxed, and not be rep tto the Constitution of the United States and 


the principles of the Declaration of Ind dence. And said convention 
8 provide, by . thout the consent of the United 
ta 


First. That 3 toleration of religious sentiments shall be secured, and 
that no inhabitant of said State shallever be molested in person or property 
on account of his or her mode of religious worship. But said constitution 
shall prohibit polygamy or dual marriage, and polygamy or dual ma) 

shall be declared by such constitution to be fe ay and ble by any 
of the courts of said State of competent jurisdiction by cting a fine of 
not less than $1,000 or more than $5,000, and confinement in the penitentiary 
for not less than one year or more than five years. 


Any provision, however, which meets the objectionable evil 
will be gladly accepted asasubstitute. If the peopleare sincere 
in their determination to prevent the recurrence of the practice 
of polygamy, such a provision in the constitution will certainly 
aid them in carrying out that laudable purpose. 

That the population of Utah is very largely composed of mem- 
bers of the Mormon Church is shown by the last census. 

The following table gives the total population by the censuses 
of 1880 and 1890, and the population of each county: 


Population of Utah, 1880 and 1890, and increase during the decade. 


Popuiation. | Increase. 

1880. Number Per 

cent. 
3,918 14.75 
6,761 13. 03 
12, 562 23, 46 
5,270 27. 88 
556 812. 95 
4.013 33.14 
3.474 60. 68 
3.085 45. 38 
8,727 8 21 
1,783 0.17 
1, 651 72.14 
1, 263 20. 90 
31,977 82.81 
204 78. 92 
11,557 13.75 
4,457 39. 08 
4,921 57.14 
4,497 17.72 
799 245. 08 
17,0973 32. 24 
2, 927 2.82 
4.235 5.34 
12,344 84.08 
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I have also prepared a table from the Census Reports showing 
the strength of the Mormon Church, designated by its adher- 
ents as the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

By this table we see that every county in Utah has several 
organized churches of this persuasion, that the communicants 
of these churches exceed in number one-half of the population, 
and that the seating capacity of the churches and halls used as 
churches is nearly one-half of the population, and it must be re- 
membered that this strong condition of the church is shown by 
the census of 1890, which was taken after thousands of Mormons 
had left Utah and settled in Old Mexico. 


The table is as follows: 
Table showing the condition and strength of the Mormon Church of Latter-Day 
f Saints in Utah. 
f . > a — 
4. > > o ° 
g a = A] — 2 
83 È 8 2 ey | as 
on * 
ets aves a a az 95 
Counties. 88 3 8 ; 8 og 
uaj © 5 3 “eB E 8 
FEIE 53 
a EAN E: WDA W- a A: ge | #8 
i 
z 8 2 N n > S 
6 5 1. % e Had Bore ee 25.1 1,342 
17 8 2.50 11 1,470 | 24,000] 4,776 
23 21 7,880 2 800 | 87,00 6, 962 
10 9 4,700} 1 100 | 36,500} 4,686 
111 3 55 8 2.875 13,4 2,248 
6| 6 1 10.900 1. 40 
5 5 S 17.700 2,251 
61 5 1.800 1 19,631 | 3, 190 
8 1 300} 7 1.400 2,161 
8 3 1,85 5 11.000 2,815 
9| 3 950 7 3.20 1,479 
81 4 80 5 3.800 1,609 
5 3 610 2 5.30 1,118 
43 813,015 75 22.691 23,498 
IF 1.500 180 
16 14 7,700| 2 56,930 | 12,713 
13 2.300 6 16,715 | 3,953 
13 7 4.550 3 20,250 | 2,383 
7|-6 1.575 1 13,263 | 1,974 
6j. 1 500 5 0 1,588 
27 18 7,050 | 14 69,450 | 19,240 
5 4 2.600 2 7.200 3.057 
19 8 1.60 12 4.150 2,680 
ber 2110 4.800 12 61,125 10,351 
Total 293 | 1903 72, 375| 114} | 783,216 | 117,629 
paare the hammer fell.] r 
r. WHEELER of Alabama. Iask unanimous consentto add 


a few words. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
other amendment which has been suggested. Itisto provide 
that the amount of land given to the State of Utah shall be the 
same as has been given to the other Territories recently admit- 
ted as States. But to meet the contention that these lands are 
arid, I add a proviso that in case any of the lands shall be found 
to be of that character, then the Stateshall receive two acres for 
one. 

With regard to the soil of Utah I read the following from the 
American Cyclopzdia, volume 16, page 233, viz: 

Much of the soil of Utah possesses the elements of fertility and when irri- 
gated produces good crops. In narrow belts around the lakes and rivers, 
and along the streams, the moisture is sometimes sufficient without irri- 
gation, but the plains in their natural state are. for the most part, hard, dry, 


and barren, frequently covered with a saline incrustation, and producing 
O. ly sagebrush and occasional tufts of sand grass and buffalo or gama grass, 


Notwithstanding this we learn from the Census Reports that up 


to this time comparatively little land has been brought intoc 
tivation. It has been considered that it was necessary to irri- 
gate tomake farming profitable, but owing to the difficulties and 
uncertainties in obtaining a supply of water many farmers in 
northern counties have adopted what is called dry farming. 
Iread from the Census Report upon Irrigation in Utah: 


to the difficulties and uncertainties concerning the supply and dis- 
tribution of water, many farmers in the northern counties have gone to the 
extreme of declaring that uy farming is preferable wherever it is possible, 
and that in many localities, by carefully preparing the land by summer fal- 
per season, cereals can be raised to a greater 


raised in 
one cutting of the plant being made, and then, no water be: applied, a 
crop of — is taised. 1g ADP 


With regard to the difficulty of procuring water, the same re- 
port from the census says: 


With the present ated water supply the success of farming depends 
largely upon the amount of snowfall in the mountains and the time of year 
in which this occurs. If the snow falls early in the winter, it usually be- 
comes hard. and does not melt until the heat of summer has become intense 
and the needs of the crops are greatest. On the other hand. if the snow falls 
late in the winter, it does not have time to become compact, but melts in 
ree, spring and runs to waste long before the farmers have the greatest 

y for 

A number of attempts have been made in various parts of the Territory to 
regulate the supply, and sto’ works have been built on a small scale, 
some of which are successful. est, when placed in suitable localities out 
of the reach of floods, not in the course of a river or the drainage froma 
large area of barren rocks, have justified the plans of their builders, and 
have rendered possible the cultivation of numerous tracts of valuable lands. 


In reading this report I find evidence that in localities where 
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the supply of water is ample the labor and expense of applying 
water 8 is comparatively small. The report says: 


Whenever the irrigator has an ample supply of water allotted to his field, 
and his irrigating stream is as! as he can control, the labor of applying 
the water to the land is comparatively small, for rip eget nego to all parts o 
the land, advancing rapidly over the dry soil. On other hand, however, 
when his i stream is very small, he must d afar longer time 
in carefully conducting it to each spot where water is needed, and the dry 
soil seems to drink up the little rill as it slowly creeps along, and demands 
from the farmer great patience and skill. Many irrigators aresuccessfulas 
long as water is in abundance, but when the time comes to economize they 
can not accommodate themselves to the new 
suffer in consequence. 


In another part of the report I find astatement that up to 1890 
dry farming was only about 10 per cent of the land cultivated. 
The report reads: 


In Utah crops. were raised by irrigation in the census year ended June 
30, 1850, on 263,473 acres, or 411.68 square miles, a trifle over five-tenths of I per 
cent of the entire area of the Territory. The aggregato number of farms 
was 10.757, and of these 9,724, or aboutnine-tenths, depended upon irrigation, 
the remaining tenth being either stock ranches or farms inthe northern end 
of the Territory, where the climate is less arid, or situated so hich in the 
mountains that crops can be raised by what is known as dry farming.” 


tances, and their crops 


The bill as reported makes a direct appropriation and dona- 
tion of 1,350,009 acres of land, including all saline lands, and in 
addition thereto, for school purposes, four sections in each town- 
ship, amounting to 6,042,311 acres, thus making a total donation 
of 7,392,311 acres. The grants heretofore made to States on 
their admission, for school purposes, have been as follows: 


Acres. Acree, 
704, 488 6, 719, 821 
0S8, 006 3,220,708 

1, 199, 139 2, 801, 806 
902, 744 3, 985, 428 
837, 584 2, 702, O44 
736, O44 38,715, 555 

1, 097, 397 2, 488, 675 
886, 460 5, 386, 451 
908, 503 5, 112, 035 
905, 144 3, 068, 231 
958, 649 3, 480, 281 


In view of this fact, the Senate has twice declined to make re- 
ports upon bills which give this exceptionally large donation 
of land to Utah, and a portion of the House Committee on Terri- 
tories thought it best toamend the bill soas to more nearly con- 
form to the views so emphatically expressed by the Senate. 
Should the amendment pro by them be adopted, the bill 
would still make a direct and unconditional donation to the State 
of 920,000 acres of land, including 3,000 acres of saline lands. The 
propored amendment also donates to the State of Utah, when 
admitted, for school purposes, 3,021,156 acres, a total do- 
nation of 3,751,156 acres. In order to meet the contention that 
much of the land proposed to be donated is arid land, the amend- 
ment also provides that in ali cases where such lands are in- 
cluded in the lands granted by the bill the donations shall be 
doubled in quantity; that isto say, that in caseany land received 
is arid land the State of Utah, when admitted, shall receive two 
acres for every one which is donated by this bill. 

The contention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] 
that the Territory did not have sufficient population to justify 
admission is not justified by facts. Not only is the population 
amply sufficient, but the intelligence and character of the peo- 
ple of that section is ali that can be asked. 

The census of 1890 places the population of Utah at 207, 905. 
which is 15,041 more than tne combined population of the States 
of Montana and Wyoming, and 17,054 inexcess of the entire pop- 
ulation of the adjoining States, Nevada, Idaho, and Wyoming, 
and 3t,0)4 more than required under the census of 1890 fora Rep- 
resentative in Congress. 

The N has greatly increased since the census was 
taken. The governor of the Territory in his report to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, dated October 1, 1892, estimates the popu- 
lation at 223,930. being an increase of 16,025 over the Census Re- 
port. This is deemed a very conservative estimate, and the 
population to-day may be safely placed at 240,000, and many esti- 


mate its present population as high as 250,000. 
Of the 207,905 bitants given by the census report there 
were: 
CC TTT 110, 463 
. as fe een pare ae se Pees eat eee As 
TROON OL TORN neo orate sane ed bone sn a a ONL 


The population of the Territory hasa steady growth by immi- 


gration from other States and foreign countries, but more espe- 
cially by births. The Census Reports give the following facts: 


Between the ages of 5 and 17 years on ne nena e eens 


67, 405 


Males between of 5 and 2) years 
ages y 


between ages of 5 and ears 39, 439 
ü ¶ E E A E E E e ER A T O E S AE 79, 937 
Total males of voting age 54, 471 


The idea often expressed by persons ignorant of the facts, that 
the people of Utah are mostly foreigners, is mostsuccessfully re- 
futed by the Census Reports,which make the following showing: 


SOCAL AIGAVICRT DORI no 55 ocean —— .: 154, Hi 
TOAL formants :::: T T 53, 064 


The proportion of foreign born to American born in Utah is 
less than in the States of North Dakota, Minnesota, Montana, 
Nevada, Wisconsin, Rhode Island, California, Massachusetts, 
South Dakota, New York, Michigan, Washington, and the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona. 

Only in three States and one Territory has the foreign popu- 
lation decreased more than in Utah during the census decade. 

The percentage of aliens who speak the English language is 
greater in Utah than in thirty-two States and two Territories. 

The population of Utah consists largely of the white element, 
there being of colored persons, embracing civilized Indians, Chi- 
nese, Japanese, and Hawaiians, as well as negroes, only 2,006 in 
the entire Territory, less in proportion to the whites than inany 
of the Pacific States and Territories. 

I haye, with some trouble, prepared a table showing the pop- 
ulation of every State admitted into the Union as shown by the 
census taken next preceding the date of admission, and also the 
population as shown by the census next following the date of ad- 
mission. 

The table is as follows: 

Table showing date of admission of each State, the representative ratio at date 
of admission, the population by tha census taken next preceding the admission, 
the population by the census nert following the admission, and the ratio of in- 


crease during decada of admission. 

9 D 

E [Population bycen| population by |Å 
283 Sus next previous | following census. |, 

c 
Date of 85 — = Sg 
admission. | § 2 o ad aS 
233 2 |a|? 35 

82 8 8 3 2 8 2 — 

gee g 5 5 eis > | 

18 6 [E 8 & 
.-| Mar. 4,1791 | 33,000) 85,15 271 85, 423 153, 08 154, 80 
. June 1. 1792 | 33, 000| 61, 133 12, 544| 73, 607/179, 873/41, 082.22." 955| 200 
Inne J. 1796 | 33,000 31,913) 3,778) 35, 691. 91, 70013, 893 105, 195 
Nov. 29, 1802 | 31,000) 45, 337 45,905 28 6 1, 859 230, 408 
Apr. 3, 1812 25; 000) BA, 311142, 245| 76,556 73, 888 70, 540 152, 100 
Des. 11, 1816 | 35, 000| 23.800 850 24, B20 145, 7.81 1,420 147 500 
-| Dec. 10,1817 | 35,000, 16, 602/14, 704) 31, 306; 42, 1 272) 755 140 
Dec. 14,1819 | 35,000: 6, 4 2 624) 9,046 85, 451/42, 450.127, 5011, 312 
Dec. 3, 1818 | 35,000} 11,501 781| 12, 282! 53, 874 55, 350 
Mar. 15, 1820 28.00) 227,735 969/228, 705/997, 102 298, 33 
Aug. 10, 1821 | 40,000, 55, 988 10, 580, 65,557,114; 705/25, 660,140,435! 111 
Junels, 1836 | 47,700, 25, 671| 4.717 30,388) 77, 174720, 400 97, 21 
Jan. 28, 1837 | 47,700, $1, 34 $1, 630211, 560] 707 212,267 570 
Mar. 3, 1845| 70, €80, 27, 94313 51,477 47, 20340, 242) 87. 60 
Dec. 29, 1845 | 70,60...” || 154.008.888 212 502... 
Dec. . 1846 | 70, 680 42,924) 188 43, 112,191,881, 333.192, 214| 345 
May 29, 1818 | 70, 680) 30,748) 196; 30,945 34,75% 635,305, 391; 880 
Sept. 9, 1850 | 93, 423| 91, 962,101, 597 328, 177, 4, 088 327, 263) 310 
11, 1858 | 93,423) 6, E 6,077 109,395! "259169, 654 2, 730 
Feb. 14, 1859 | 93, 423) 13. 13.291 52.160 128| 52, 288) 294 
Jan. 29, 1861 |127, 3811106, 627,107, 017.346, 377 17, 108,283, 240 
Junel9, 1863 127, II .| | 424.033 17.980 442.018. 
Oct. 31, 1864 127.3881 6.812 15 6,857 38,959) 337] 39,316) 530 
Mar. 1, 1867 |127, 881| 28, 28, 778 122, 117) 780)122, 2 
Aug. 1, 1876 181. 4 32,221] 45 39.677 191, 126 3, 201/193, 551| 388 
—Fov. 2, 1899 131, 425 36, 1815 33.900 192,123) 373182, 4 20 
Nov. S, 1889 |131, 425) 97, 058 71. 215 98, 268 $27, 290) 1, 518.328, 30 
Nov.11, 1889 131.425 67, 199} 7, 91 75, 116 340, 513} B. 877,349, 408 
July 3. 1800 151. 912) 29,013) 3, 507 32, 610 82. 018 2,307 81, 219| 182 
> | daly 11. 18w i519 19, 437| 1, 2 9 1, 425) 60,7 34 

* Including all except whites. + Estimated, 


By this table we see that the population of Utih in 1890 was 
thirty-four times es great as the poniai ion of Minnesota by the 
census next preceding its date of admission. We also see that 


442 | it had thirty times the population of Nevada by the census taken 


four years before it was admitted. We see that Utah, in 1890. 
had a population seventeen times vd Shigeo than the population of 
Illinois, as shown by the census taken next preceding the admis- 


1893. 
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sion of the State, and the proportion regarding Oregon is almost 
as great. We think these figures fully refute the argument of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER]. 

Mr. VAN VOOREHIS of New York. ill the gentleman state 
hl ti his amendment is intended to allow women to vote in 

tah 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; itis not. 

The question then being taken upon the amendment of Mr. 
WHEELER, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 3. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at 
the seat of g vernment of said Territory on the third Monday after their 
election, and, after organization, shall declare on behalf of the people of said 
proposed State that they adopt the Constitution of the United States; where- 
unon the said convention shall bs, and is hereby, authorized to form a con- 
stitution and State government for said pro State. The constitution 
shall be republican in form, and make no distinction in civil or political 
rights on account of race or color. except as to Indians not taxed, and not 
to be repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the principles 
of the aration of Independence. And said convention shall provide, by 
ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United States and the 
people of said State— 

First. Tait parfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, 
and that no inbabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or 
property on account of his or her mode of religious rates 

Second. That the people inhabiting said proposed State do agree and de- 
clare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated 


residing 
ata unar rate than the lands belonging ta the residents thereof; that no 
shall be impos F therein 

to. or which may hereafter be the ted States or 

for its use; but n herein, or in the herein provided for. shall 
preclude the said State from taxing, as other lands are taxed, any lands 
owned or held by any Indian who has severed his tribal relations, and has 
obtained from the United States or from any persona title thereto by patent 
or other grant, save or except such lands as have been or may be granted to 
any Indian or Indians under any act of Congress containing a provision ex- 
empiing the lands thus granted from taxation: but said ordinance shall pro- 
vide that all such lands shall be exemptfrom taxation by said State so long 


and to such extent as such act of Congress ma 
Third. That the debts and liabilities of said. Rectory shall be assumed 


The committee recommended an amendment to the third par- 
agraph of section 3, line 47, so as to make it read: 

That the debts and Nabilities of said Territory, under authority of the 
Legislative Assembly thereof, shall be assumed and paid by said State. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the following after the word State,“ at end of line 15, 
section 3: 

Provided, That the United States hereby reserves the right to prohibit and 
punish polygamy within said State, and that all laws of the United States 
Se ee A E 
857 persons — ede same shall have full force and effect within said 
Coentorce said laws within sai State against all persons vinlatitig any of te 

orce 
— — of said laws now enacted or Gevention — N: 

Mr. MAHON. Mr.Chairman, I have listened. attentively to 
the speeches of the gentlemen who are in favor of the admission 
of this Territory asa State. As to the people, the land, the ter- 
ritory, I have no controversy with them. Nevertheless this fact 
stands out prominently in the case, thata large proportion of the 
voting eee ol Utah belong to the Mormon Church and are 
under the control and influence of the officers of that organiza- 
tion. So late as the year 1890, under the signatures of the officers 
of that church, a petition was sent to the President of the United 
States in which it was admitted that they were not only practic- 
ing polygamy at that time, but that such was the religious faith 
of the Mormon Church. That petition is quoted in the report 
of the committee, on page 3. I read a paragraph from it: 

We. the firs: presidency ace, ban of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
8 earns beg respec! y to represent to your excellency the fol- 

A 2 

We f ly taught to le that pol or celestial ý 
an aaa e by Gon Aroa Tar SGN as AN, iach was rf 
cessity to man’s highest exaltation in the life to come. 

That doctrine was publicly promulgated by our t, the late Brig- 
ham Young, forty years ago, and was steadily taughtand impressed upon 
the Latter-Day ts up to a short time before September, 1890. Our peo- 
ple are devout and sincere, and they accepted the doctrine, and many per- 


suffering borne by the faith: 


ful poopie no language can describe. That suffering, in abated form, still 
continues. 


Fee the hammer fell. 
. KILGORE. I yield now to the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Powers}. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the Clerk 
read again the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsyivania Mr. Manon}, 

Mr. MAHON’S amendment was again read. 

Mr. POWERS. On 3 submitted an amendment, 
which was read at the Clerk s desk, but which was not intended 
to come in at the point at which the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is to be inserted. I desire to offer my 
amendment as a substitute for his, to come at the end of line 19 
instead of at the end of line 15. If it would be in order, I would 
move as substitute for his amendment the one which I send to 
the Clerk's desk; but if that can not be done, Iwill ask the com- 
mittee to vote down the gentleman's amendment and I will then 
offer mine in place of it. 

TheC MAN. The gentleman from Vermont could move 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. POWERS. But the two amendments do not apply to the 
same part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the most expeditious way of reach- 
ing the object would be to vote upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and if that is rejected the vote can 
then be taken upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. Then I will ask the House to vote down the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Iwill submit 
mine at the proper time. I ask that it be read now. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 

In section 3, on 4 of the printed bill, insert after the word “ worship” 
in line 19 the words: “Provided, That polygamous or plural marriages shall 
be forever prohibited.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire obtained the floor and said: 1 
9 5 my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MA- 
HON}. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I do not differ with the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] as to the object sought to be 
accomplished. But in this act of admission I want to reserve to 
the Government of the United States the power specified in my 
amendment. We can bring ina State upon any condition that 
we deem proper, just as we brought back into the Union the late 
seceding States. My amendment proposes to reserve to the 
Government of the United States the right to punish polygamy. 
if there should be an attempt to practice it in this new State. 

olygamy has ceased to exist in Utah to-day, it is b cause of the 

eker-Edmunds act, because of the terror which that law in- 
spired among those = by reason of any revelation that 
they may claim to have had from Heaven. 

Some gentlemen say, why not simply require an antipolygamy 
cause in the constitution of the new State? I reply thatif only 
this were done, a convention which might be controlled by these 
Mormon people might strike out that provision of the State con- 
stitution; and then the Gentile citizens of that Territory would 
be under the absolute control of the Mormon population. I pro- 
pre to go farther than that and to reserve to the United States 

vernment in this enabling act such power that if those peo- 
ple undertake to practice polygamy, the United States courts, 
acting under the laws of Congress now in force or which may be 
enacted, may try and punish such offenders. 

A provision of this kind can dono harm. If those people are 
honest in this business, if they really concur in good faith in the 
effort to wipe away this crime from our civilization, then the 
Congress of the United States in years to come can eoo this 
clause of the enabling act. I want to vote for this bill, I want 
this Territory to come into the Union as & State, butl want it to 
do so in such a way that thisdamnable curse and blot which has - 
disgraced the country shall be under the control of the Govern- 
ment of the United States—not merely of the Mormons of Utah. 
Lippua 1 . 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MAHON, 
it was rejected. 

Mr. POWERS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to offer an amendment. 
$ = POWERS. Loffer the amendment which I send to the 

esk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word “worship,” in line. 10. section 3, page 4 of the printed bill, 
insert the words, Provided, That polygamous or plural marriages shall be 
forever probibited.” 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to offer a substitute for this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont has the 
floor now; the Chair will recogni-e the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BRODERICK] later to offer his amendment. 
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Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no ques- 
tion that every member on the floor of this House desires sin- 
cerely and honestly to put an end to polygamous marriages in 
the Territory of Utah. Such being the case, it seems to me that 
there should be incorporated in the organic act by which the 
Territory is brought into the Union asa State some provision 
which shall assure the public mind that this institution which 
gentlemen tell us has already seen its best days shall never again 
raise itshead in Utah. I think a misapprehension exists in the 
minds of some members as to the scope of the amendment which 
I offer. If the House will indulge me amoment, I desire to point 
out how the language which 1 propose to insert harmonizes 
with the preceding language already in the bill. The bill now 
provides: 

And said convention— f 

Referring to the convention which is to be held to adopt a 
state constitution— 


This language, if my amendment be adopted, will be imme- 
diately followed by these words: 

111 That polygamous or plural marriages shall be forever pro- 

Thus, if this enabling act be passed with my amendment, the 
convention of the State will be required to provide by ordinance, 
irrevocable without the consent of the United States and the 
poopie of the State, that polygamous marriages shall be forever 
prohibited within the new State. 

But some gentlemen say that it will depend upon an act of the 
Legislature to Sprit e provision into effect. That may be; but 
who ever heard of Congress undertaking in the admission of a 
new State to adopt a law to govern the internal affairs of that 
State, when it provided for admission with a constitution 
adopted by the people. The two things are incongruous; one is 
a constitution, the other a legislative act. It will be the duty of 
the Legislature of the State of Utah to adopt all legislation 
needed to carry out the provisions of the ove law. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, suppose we were called 7m to admit a 
new State that had sanctioned slavery; that had allowed it to 
be carvied on within her borders. Would we undertake to pro- 
vide penalties to be inflicted upon any man who might holda 
slave? Not at all. We would do just what our predecessors did 
afew years ago when they admitted the reconstructed States 
back into the Union; we would provide by some general enact- 
ment thatslavery and involuntary servitude should be forever 
excluded from the new State, and we would leave it to the State 
itself to adopt such legislation as it might deem proper to carry 
out that act. 

But supposing that they should adopt such legislation. Sup- 
pose, Mr. Chairman, that it is left to stand as the organic law of 
the State when admitted, is it not a well-known fact that where- 
ever a right is given, or awrong done, there is alwayssome way 
to find a remedy? Most assuredly. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. WASHINGTON. I ask consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, if we are to admit the Ter- 
ritory of Utah as a State at all into the Union let us admit 
her just as we admitted the other States. Let us prescribe, as 
well as we may, against the practice of polygamous marriages; 
but let us do it in an orderly way, and not undertake to incor- 
porate a legislative provision into the body of the enabling act. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. it Utah be admitted as a State, and 
your amendment should be adopted to the enabling act. would it 
not make an inequality between the States? Would not, in 
other words, the State of Utah be subject to restrictions and 
regulations which do not belong to the other States of the 
Union? 

Mr. POWERS. I regret to say,in answer to my friend from 
Alabama, that it would; but we were compelled once to do that 
same thing by my friend’s own State when they came back afew 
years ago. ~ 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
sion in regard to that. 

Mr. POWERS. Congress required your State to adopt a con- 
stitution having a specific change from the original act. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the point lam raising is this: If 


But you had a constitutional provi- 


yout amendment is adopted, that is, the provision you wish to 
sert, you attempt to make and do make a difference in the con- 
duct of the United States Government toward this Territory, 


‘tion, long since enti 


when admitted as a State, from that which was pursued with 
reference to any of the other States, a difference which Congress 
can not exercise over the other States. Is it not an inequality? 

Mr. POWERS. I do not admit that Congress can not ex- 
ercise it over the other States. I say that the power of Con- 
gee is plenary. We may attach such provisions as we see 

t. It was not mopa to the other States because this is an ex- 
ceptional case. is is a case calling for the exercise of excep- 
tional powers on the partof the General Government, and to sat- 
isfy the great public mind of the country that this evil has been 
wiped out, has been eradicated in the most effective manner pos- 
sible, it seems to me that we should make the exception provided 
for in this amendment. 

It can devolve no hardship upon the people of the Territory 
if this practice has been abandoned. as we are told, and further, 
in answer, the Delegate from Utah [Mr. Ra WLIns], having such 
supreme confidence that this institution is actually dead, has 
given his assent. to the adoption of the amendment and its in- 
corporation into the bill. [Cries of Vote! Votel“ . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, in common with nearly 
everybody else on this side of the House, I am in favor of this 
measure and shall not interpose any objection to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 
In fact I understand that it has been accepted by the Delegate 
from the Territory of Utah [Mr. RAWLINS 

The Republican party has always been in favor of the admis- 
sion of the Territories into the Union. We have already, largely 
under the auspices of the Republican party, admitted nearly the 
Whole of the vast territory of our Northwest, so that there re- 
mains outside of the Union only four Territories. It wouldbea 
gross violation of our duty to refuse to admit a State on the 
ground thata faithful representation of the State would inter- 
fere with Eastern notions of economy and finance. 

The people of Utah for many years have been asking from 
Congress the right of statehood. If there has been any objec- 
tion to the admission of Utah that has had force with the public 
mind it has been the existence of the anomalous institution of 
polygamy in thit Territory. Isay candidly to the House thatI 
would not vote for the admission of the Territory except upon 
the assurance that the institution of polygamy is dead. We 
have that assurance not only from the offic s representing the 
United States Government in the Territory, but from the Gen- 
tile 75 777 there as well. Public opinion there, with no 
visible distinction of creed or party, is now substantially united 
in favor of the admission of the new State. In voting for its ad- 
mission, now that the objectionable feature of its social sys- 
tem has yielded to the influence of time, I think I speak for the 
great mass of the phase party in welcoming that popula- 

ed on the ground of numbers to the ad- 
vantages that belong to an American commonwealth, to the 
growth and progress to which the enterprise of the frontier has 
given them an honest title. [Applause. 

Mr.BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment I de- 
sire to offer to the amendment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On pase 4 strike out all from line 16 to line 19, inclusive, and insert: 

2 t. The free exercise of religious profession and worship, without dis- 
crimination or preference, shall be secured forever to all mankind; and no 

rson shall be rendered incompetent to be a witness on account ot his opin- 
on on matters of religious belief; but the liberty of conscience so secured 
shall not be so construed as to excuse or justify practices inconsistent with 
the good order and safety of the State.” 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to make 
any opposition to this bill. I believe that Utah is entitled to be 
admitted into the Union as a State. Her population, her nat- 
ural resources, the wealth and intelligence of her people entitle 
Utah to become a State in the Union. 

There has since its organization been a question as to polyg- 
amy in this Territory. That it once existed there in the most 
objectionable form no one can deny. Congress has been legis- 
lating and the Territory has been legislating for the last twenty 
years against polygamy. The laws are now enforced, and polyg- 
amy is renounced by the Mormon people. I believe it was done 
in good faith. Now, I do not apprehend that polygamy in that 
Territory can over be restored, whether it becomes a State or 
not. I have some personal knowledge of the people of that Ter- 
ritory. 

I are no doubt that there are old people there who believed 
that polygamy was a divine revelation, and who believe it now; 
but I know that the young people, regardless of sex and regard- 
less of religious creed, are almost unanimously opposed to this 
infamy. With these young people coming to the front in the 
Territory, with the Gentiles coming in from every State in the 
Union, with their common school system that has been adopted 
and put in operation there, with the political parties divided as 
they are now in the Territory, it would be impossible for an 


organization to restore polygamy in that country. The condi- 
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tions there are entirely different from a few years ago, so differ- 
ent that this offence against society will never again be tol- 
erated. 

The proposition that I have offered is substantially the consti- 
tutional provision that has existed in the State of New York for 
more than forty zone. There is but a slight modification of 
that provision. Isimply desire tosabstitute it for the paragraph 
and for the amendment that has been offered by the gentleman 
from Vermont 1 Pownsl. This provision has existed in 
New York for about forty-eight years, and is in the present con- 
stitution of that State. It has been construed by the Supreme 
Court, and I believe it is safer tosubstitute this provision, which 
has been construed and is understood in one of the States of the 
Union, than it is to adopt a new provision. I therefore hope 
that the substitute will be adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the pending amendments 
are, iirst, the amendment ofered by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. POWERS], and then a substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK], endeavoring to cover the 
same question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to suggest to the 

entleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] that the gentleman from 
Kinsa [Mr. BRODERICK] has offered a substitute, and there- 
fore the motion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] 
to amend the text of the bill must be voted upon before it is 
in order to vote upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK], because his amendment strikes out a 
part of the text of the bill, as well as the words which the gen- 
tleman from Vermont proposes to add, 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that I 
hope the proposition offered by the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. POWERS] will be adopted, because it covers the entire ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. HARTER] made a very remarkable speech yesterday, in 
which he not only attacked Utah, but the seven States of the 
Northwest lately admitted, and delivered a lecture to the former 
Congresses which admitted them. Amorg other things the 
gentleman made the following assertion: He said the agri 
ment of the list of officers that the Delegate from Utah [Mr. 
RAWLINS] had read as being appointed by the Federal authori- 
ties was a hardship, and that while he was opposed to the ad- 
mission of Utah, he would be glad to vote for a law that would 
assist the people there to have their own government. 

When I arose and interrupted the gentleman to assert that 
this was the law of all the Territories, and that the officers ap- 
pointed in the Territory of Utah were merely the same officers 
that were appointed in all the Territories, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HARTER], who sets himself up as an authority in this 
House upon finance, upon law, and upon Chinese history, very 
vehemently denied my assertion. He said that I was absolutely 
mistaken, and persisted in that statement. For his benefit, and 
for the benefit of gentlemen who may not have lately examined 
the statute, I simp 8 desire to call attention to the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, Title XXIII, chapter 1: 

Provisions common to all Territories. 

Section 1841 reads as follows: 

SEC. 1841. The executive power of each e shall be vested in a gov- 
ernor, who shall hold his office for four years, and until his successor is ap- 
pointed and gea ed, unless sooner removed by the President. He shall 
reside in the Territory for which he is appointed, and shall be commander- 
in-chief of the militia thereof. He may grant pardons and reprieves, and 
remit fines and forfeitures, for offenses against the laws of the Territory for 
which he is appointed, and respites for offenses against the laws of the 
United States, till the decision of the Presidentcan be made known thereon. 
He shall commission all officers who are appointed under the laws of such 
Territory. and shall take care that the laws thereof be faithfully executed. 

You will perceive that the governor appoints all appointive 
officers, contrary to the assertion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. HARTER]. 

So section 1843 of the same chapter provides for the appoint- 
ment of a secretary of the Territory by the President. 

ection 1864 provides for the appointment of a supreme court, 
of one chief justice and two associate justices, by the President. 

Section 1875 provides for the appointment of a United States 
attorney by the President, and section 1876 for the appointment 
of a United States marshal. 

And the governor of the Territory appoints the clerks of the 
county in the different counties and the trustees of the public 
insti‘utions. 

This is the fate of the people of all the Territories. They have 
little control of their own government. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] 
was wholly mistaken in his claim that a greater hardship had 
been impo ed upon the people of Utah, as far as the appointment 
~ ee is concerned, than has been imposed upon other Ter- 

tories. 

Mr. Speaker, having lived for several years in a Territory, and 


knowing how unsatisfactory and distasteful such government is 
to the American citizen, I shall vote at any time to admit the 
remaining Territories as States in the Union. : 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, [regard the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Vermont as absolutely useless. There 
is nothing in the provision of his amendment that will in the 
slightest degree interfere with polygamy. It is simply an ad- 
visory statement to the Legislature to legislate on the subject. 
That is all. He says that he has faith that the Legislature will 
pia gre and prohibit polygamy. If it will, it can do it quite as 
well without this amendment as it can with it. Speaking for 
myself, I prefer that this amendment should be voted down. 
Let us put into the Constitution, if we are to do anything on the 
subject, something which executes itself, forever prohibiting 
pea in that State. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont, which the Clerk will now 
report. 

he amendment was again reported. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I rise to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. I desire to insert the word “are” instead of is“ 
in my amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the amendment of Mr. Powers, by striking out the words “shall 
be" and inserting the word is.“ 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Make it ‘‘ are.” 

The purpose of that is, that the Constitution, when ma. pi 
shall execute itself. For instance, in the State of Ohio we have 
a provision which prohibits licensing the liquor trade. That 

rovision executesitself. No law of the Legislature is necessary. 

f that provision goes into the Constitution of the State of Utah 
it executes itself without any act of the Legislature. 

The question was taken upon the amendment to the amend- 
ment and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Division. 

Mr. POWERS. I think gentlemen are laboring under a mis- 
apprehension as to the purpose of the amendment to the amend- 
ment. The gentleman is entirely right on the question of 

rammar, ou want this constitution exactly right grammat- 

cally as well as legally. [Laughter.] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 42; so 
the amendment to the amendment was e ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Vermont as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kansas [Mr. BROD- 
ERICK] has submitted a substitute for the amendment proposed 
by the 5 from Vermont as amended by the gentleman 
from Ohio and the text of the bill. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to have it reported again. 

The substitute was again reported. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 6, That u the admission of said State into the Union, sections 
numbered 2, 16, $2, and 36 in every township of said posed State, and 
where such sections or any parts thereof have been sold or otherwise dis- 
posed of by or under the authority of any act of Congress other lands equiv- 
alent thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than one quarter section and 
as contiguous as may be to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, 
are hereby granted to said State for the support of common schools, such 
indemnity lands to be selected within said State in such manner as the Leg- 
islature may provide, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided, That the second, sixteenth, thirty-second, and thirty-sixth sections 
embraced in permanent reservations for national purposes not. at any 
time, be subject to the 1 —.— nor to the indemnity provisions of this act, 
nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, military, or other reservations of 
any character be subject to o geane or to the indemnity provisions of 
this act until the reservation shall have been extinguished and such lands 
be restored to and become a part of the public domain. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I offer an amendment to that 
section, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, section 6, strike out the words “ two“ and “thirty-two.” 

In line 12, section 6, strike out the word second,“ and in line 13 strike out 
the word “‘thirty-second." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 8 That lands to the extent of two townships in quantity, authorized 
by the third section of the act of February 21, 1855, to be reserved for the es- 
tablishment of the University of Utah, are hereby ted to the State of 
Utah for university purposes, to be held and used accordance with the 
beled of this section; and any portions of said lands that may not have 

u selected by said Territory may be selected by said State. That in 
addition to the above, 200.000 acres of land, to be selected and located as 
pro in the foregoing section of this act, and including all saline lands 

said State. are hereby granted to said State, for the use of the said uni- 
versity and au agricu!tural college which shall be connected therewith. 
That the proceeds of the sale of said lands, or any portion thereof, shall 
constitute a permanent fund to be safely invested and held by said State; and 
the income thereof to be used exclusively for the purposes of such uni- 
versity and agricultural college. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 

In line 9, section 8, strike out "two" and insert one; and after the word 
“hundred insert and ten.” In line 13. after the word and.“ insert ‘*90,- 
000 acres for the use of,” and after the word college strike vut the words 
“which shall be connected therewith ° and insert the word therein.“ In 
line 16 strike out the word a.“ and after the word permanent” strike out 
the word fund“ and insert the word funds; and add the word “ respec- 
tively at the close of the section. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 13, pase 8, strike out “ninety ™ and insert two hundred;“ so as to 
read * 200,000 acres.” 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
fact that che committee have recommended the appropriation of 
large increases of acreage and have not reported an increase for 
the agricultural college, as they have for the purpose of erect- 
ing public buildings at the State capital and various other pur- 
poses, but have only adopted the amount appropriated to the vari- 
ous other States admitted into the Union some years ago, to wit, 
90,000 acres; now if it be true that a large body of this land is 
arid land, unfit for cultivation and almost worthless, it seems to 
pan el we ought to increase the amount for the agricultural 
college. ; 

Mr. PENCE. How much does your amendment increase the 
amount? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. One hundred and ten thousand 
acres. We have increased the amount of land donated all along 
the line for other purposes; and as the agricultural college is 
one of the most important institutions that the Government can 
create in thut Territory I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The question was en, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOEN. Division. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The 1 8 of the amend- 
ment does not seem to be understood by the gentleman from 
Minnesota. It only increases the amount of land for the agri- 
cultural college. As an increase has been made all along the 
line for other purposes, why should we not make an increase in 
this respect? ` 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 124; noes 6. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sr. 9. That 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of public lands ly- 
ing within said State, which shall be sold by the United States subsequent 
to the admission of said State into the Union, aft:r deducting all the ex- 
penses incident tothe same. shall be paid to the said State, to be used as a per- 
Manent fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of 
the common schools within said State, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 1, section 9, strike out “ten” and insert, “five,” so as to make the 
provision read, that 5 per cent of the sales of public lands,“ etc. 

Mr. MRAE. Lam in favor of admitting the Territory of Utah 
as a State, but I think that she ought not to have more than 5 
per cent of the sales of the publie lands. I do not know whether 
there is much public land in that Territory to bə sold, or under 
what law it would be most likely to be disposed of. but I have 
here a compilation from the statutes miking these grants to 
the other ponis land States admitted into the Union, begin- 
ning with Ohio and ending with Wyoming, and I find that none 
of those States received over 5 per cent of the proceeds of the 

ublic lands. Each of them received 5 per cent except Cali- 
ornia, which did not receive any. Now, in order that there 
may be uniformity in this matter, J think my amendment ought 
to be adopted. I ask leave to have printed in the RECORD, in 
connection with the amendment, these quotations from the dif- 
erent acts applying to other States in relation to this matter. 

There was no ob ection. 

The following is the compilation referred to by Mr. MCRAE: 
Memoranda of the ts of the 5 cent of the net proceed: 

sales of the abe lands made by Ci Congress to each and e = 5 

several public-land States (except California), as contained either in the 


acts of Congress admitting such new States, or acts passed soon after their 
respective admission into the Union. res 
OHIO. 
(Five per cent.) 

SEC. 7. Third. That one-twentietb of the net of the lands J 
within the said State, sold by . from after the 20th day of June 
next, after deducting all expeases incident to the same, shall be spptied to 
the laying out and making public roads leading from the navigable waters 
emptying into the Atlantic, to the Obio, to the said State, and through the 
same, such roads to laid out under the authority of Congress, with the 
consent of the several States through which the road shall pass: Provided 
always, n tions herein offered are on the con- 
ditions that the convention of State shall provide, by an ordinance 


irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that every and each 

tract of land sold by Congress, from and after the 30th day of Faen nail 

be and remain exempt from any tax laid by order or er authority of the 

for tke torn ef five yeoman frame and cheer he ta ae Oe Kanaar, 
ears from ter the „8. 

volumes pase 178 y ay of sale. (U.S. Statutes, 

LOUISIANA, 


(Five per cent.) 
SEO. 5. And de it further enacted, That 5 per cent ot the net proceeds of th 
the lands of the United States. after the Ist day of January, shall — 
applied to laying out and constructing public roads and levees in said State, 


ting the said Territory do agree and declare, that 18 eine 
ng 


within the said Terri ; and that the same shall be and remain at the sole 
and entire tion of the United States: and, moreover, that each and 
every tract of iand sold by Congress shall be and remain exempt from an 


to per- 


post or toll therefor, imposed by the said State, 
page 641). 
INDIANA. 


(Five per cent.) 

Suc. 6. Third, That 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the lands within 
the said Territory, and which shall be sold by Congress from and after the Ist 
day of December next, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, 
shall be reserved for making public roads and canals, of which three-fifths 
shall be ae’ to those objects within the said State. under the direction 
of the Legislature thereof, and two-fifths to the making of a road or roads 
eae to the said State under ae direction of Congress: 

Ang ways, That the five foregoing visions, 
herein offered, are on the conditions that the convention of the sald State 
shall provide by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United 
States, that every and each tractof land sold by the United States, from and 
after the ist day of December next, shall be and remain exempt from any 
tax, laid by order or under any authority of the State, whether for any State, 
county, or township, or any other purpose whatever, for the term of tiye 
years, from and after the day of sale. (U. S. Statutes, volume 3, page 290.) 

MISSISSIPPI. 
(Five per cent.) 

Sec, 5. And deit further enacted, That 5 per cent of the net proceeds ot the 
landslying within the said Territory. Which shall be sold by Congress 
from and after the Ist of December next, after ded all 
incident to the same, be reserveđ for public r. and canals; 
of which three-fifths shall be applied to those objecis within the said State, 
under the direction of the 3 thereof, two utths tothe making of 
a road or leading to the said State, under the direction of Congress. 

Sec. 4. * * * And provided also, That the said convention shall provide 
by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that 
the people inhabiting the said Territory do agree and e that they for- 
ever disc! all right or title to the waste or unappropriated lands lying 
within the said Territory, and that the same shall be remain at the sole 
and entire disposition of the United States; and, moreover, that each and 
every tract of land by Congress shall be and remain exempt from any tax 
laid by the order or under the authority of the State, whether for State, 
county, township, parish, orany other purpose whatever, for the term of five 

ears from and after the tive days of the sales thereof, and that the 

ands bel to citizens of the United States. residing without the said 

State shall be taxed higher than the lands belonging to persons residing 
therein; and that no taxes shall be imposed on lands the property of the 
United States: and that the river Mississi and the na ble rivers and 
waters flowing into the same or into the Gulf of Mexico, be common 
highways, and forever free, a3 well to the inhabitants of the said State as 
to other citizens of the United States, without any tax, impost, or toll there- 


for imposed by the said State. (U.S. Statutes, volume 3, page 349.) 
ILLINOIS. — 
(Five per cent.) 


Sec. 6. Third. That 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the lands lying within 
such State, and which shall be sold by Congress trom and after the Ist day 
of January, 1819, after deducting all N ogee incident to the same, shall be 
reserved for the Pot ang following, viz: Two-fifths to be disbursed under 
the direction of roads leading to the State, the residue to 


gress, making 
be appropriated by the 5 of the State for the encouragement of 
. N one sixth part shall be exclusively bestowed on a college 
or u 


herein offered are on the condition that the convention of the 
provide, by anordinanceirrevocable without the consent of the United States, 
that every and each tract of land sold by the United States, from and after 
the Ist day of January, 1819, shall remainexempt from any tax laid by order or 
under any authority of the State, whether for State, county, or any other 
whatever, for the term of five years from and after the e and 
er, that the bounty lands granted, or hereafter to be granted, for mili- 
tary services during the late war. shall. while they continue to be held by 
the patentees or their heirs, remain exempt. as aforesaid. from all taxes for 
the term of three years from and after the date of the patents, respectively; 
and that ali the lands bel to the citizens of the United States resid- 
ing without the said State never bs taxed higher than lands belo: 
to persons residing therein. (United States Statutes, volume 3, page 


ALABAMA. 
(Five per cent.) 

SEC. 6. Third. That 5 per cent ot the net of the lands lying within 
the said Territory, and which shall be sold by Congress from and after the 
Ist day of September, in the year 1819, after deducting all ex incident 
to the same, shall be reserved for making public roads, and improv- 
p> Sod navigation of rivers, of which three-fifths shall be applied to those 
objects within the said State, under the direction of the ature thereof, 
and two-fifths to the making of a road or roads leading to the said State, 
under the direction of Congress. 


Fourth, * „ Provided always, That the four ry een Ba ee k 
Statos 
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Fourth. „ * * And provided always, That the said convention shall 
vide, by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United 
tales, that the people inhabiting the sald Territory do agree and declare 
that they forever disclaim all right and title to the waste or unappropriated 
lands 1 thin the said Territory; and that the same shall be and re- 
main at the sole and entire disposition of the United States; and, moreover 
that each and every tract of land sold by the United States after the Istday 
of September, in the year 1819, shall be and remain exempt from any tax 
laid by the order or under the authority of the State. whether for State, 
county. township, parish. or any other pi for the term of five years 
from and after the respective days of the sales thereof; and that the lands 
belonging to citizens of the United States residing without said State shall 
never be taxed higher than the lands belo: to persons residing therein; 
and that no tax shall be imposed on lands the property of the United States; 
and that allnavigable waters within said State shall forever remain public 
highways. free to the citizens of the said State and of the United States, 
without any tax, duty, impost, or toll therefor imposed by the said State, 
(U. S. Statutes, volume 3, page 489.) 


MISSOURI. 


(Five per cent.) 
Sec. 6. Third. That 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sale of lands lying 
within thesaid Territory or State. and which shall be sold by Congress, from 
and after the Ist day of January next, after deduc’ all expenses incident 
to the same, shall be reserved for making public and canals, of which 
three-fifihs shall be applied to those objects within the State, under the direc- 
tion of the Legislature thereof; and the other two-fifths in defraying, under 
the direction of Co: the expenses to be incurred in making of a road 
or roads, canal or canals leading to the said State. 
Fifth. * è Provided. That the tive foregoing propositions herein of- 
fered, are on condition that the said State shall 8 


term ot three years from and after the 
S. Statutes, volume 3, page 545.) 
ARKANSAS. 
(Five per cent.) 

Third. That 5 per cent of the net ofthe sale of lands lying within 
said State, and which shall be sold by Congress, from and after the Ist day 
of July next. after deducting all expenses incident to thesame, shall be re- 
3 for making public roads and canals within the said State, under the 
direction of the General Assembly thereof. 

Fifth, * * * : Provided. That the five foregoing propositions herein 
offered are on the same condition that the General Assembly or Legislature 
of the said State, by virtue of the powers conferred upon it by the conven- 
tion which framed the constitution of said State, provide by an ordi- 
nance, irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that the said 
General Assembly of said State shall never interfere with the dis- 
posal of the soil within the same by the United States. nor with any regula- 
tions Congress may find necessary for securing the title of such soil to the 
bona fide purchasers thereof; and that no tax shall be imposed on lands the 
property of the United States; and that in no case shail nonresident pro- 
prietors be taxed higher than residents; and that the bounty lands granted 
or to be hereafter granted, for C!!! Jaap ey vcs shall, 
whilst they continue to be held by the patentees or their heirs, remain ex- 
empt from any tax laid by order or under theauthority of the State, whether 
for State, county, township, or any other purposes, for the term of three 
years from and after the date of the patents respectively. (U. S. Statutes, 


volume 5, page 58.) $ 
MICHIGAN, 


(Five per cent), 


Fifth. That 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of all public lands 
lying within the said State which have been or shall be sold by Congress, 
from and after the Ist 12 Ap July, 1836, after deducting all the expenses in- 
cident to the same, shall be a) for making public roads and canals 
within the said State, as the Legislature may direct: Provided, That the five 
foregoing 8 herein offered are on the condition that the Legisla- 
ture of the said State, by virtue of the powers conferred upon it by the con- 
vention which framed the constitution of the said State, shall provide, by 
an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that the 
said State shall never interfere with the primary disposal of the soll within 
thesame by the United States, nor with any regulations may find 
for securing the title in such soil to the bona fide purchasers 


necessary 
thereof. And that no tax shall be im on lands the property of the 
United States; and that in no case 8 nonresident tors be taxed 


higher than residents: and that the bounty lands granted, or hereafter to 
be granted, for military services during the late war shall, whilst they con- 
tinue to be held by the patentees or their heirs, remain exempt from any tax 
laid by order or under the authority of the State whether for State, county, 
township, or any other purpose, for the term of three years from and after 
the date of the patents, respectively. (U. S. Statutes, volume 5, page 50) 


IOWA AND FLORIDA. 


(Five per cent.) 


Fifth. That 5 cent of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying 
within the said State, which have been or shall besold by , from 
after the admission of said State, after deduc all the expenses incident 
F for making pu roadsand canals within 
the said State. as the Legislature may direct: Provided, That the five fore- 
e en herein offered are onthe condition that the Legislature of 
the said State, by virtue of the powers conferred upon it by the convention 
which framed the constitution of said State, shall provide, by an ordinance 
irrevocable without the consent of the United States. that the said State 
— never 9 with the soil 1 the same by the United 8 5 
with any regulations Congress may necessary for securing the title 
such soil to the bona fide purchasers thereof: and that no tax shall be im- 
posed on lands the property of the United States; and that in no case shall 
nonresident prietors be taxed higher than residents; and that the bounty 
lands gr: or hereafter to be granted, for military services during the 
late war. shall, while they continue to be held by the patentees of their heirs, 
remain exempt from any tax laid by order or under the authority of the 
State, whether for State, county, township, or any other purpose, for the 
term of three years from and after the date of the patents, respectively. (U. 
S. Statutes, volume 5, page 790.) è 


WISCONSIN. 
(Five per cent.) 

Fifth. That 5 Se vecicne hare Sean A be wan on CAA tome 
within the said State, which have been or shall be sold Congress, from 
and after the admission of said State into the Union. after deducting all the 
F — 

ure ` 


State shall provide, by a clause in said constitution. or an ordinance, 
vocable without the consent of the United States, that said State shall never 
interfere with the primary disposal of thesoil within the same by the United 
States, nor with an ry e may find necessary for 
the title in such soil to bona fide pure thereof; and that no tax 
be imposed on lands the property of the United States; and that in no case 
Shall nonresident pro tors be taxed higher than resents. (U. S. Stet- 
utes, volume 9, page 58.) 

MINNESOTA. 


(Five per cent.) 

Sec. 5. Fifth. That 5 per cent of the net s of the sales of all pub- 
lie lands lying within said State, which 1 be sold by Congress after the 
admission of the said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses 
incident to the same, shall be paid to the State, for the purpose of making 


povided, Thi pe emrei roposi! herein oe te an ; 
„The fo: p ns 
that the said convention which shall form the constitution of said State 
shail provide, by a clause in said constitution, or an ordinance, irrevocable 
without the consent of the United States, that said State shall never inter- 
fere with the primary l of the soil within the same by the United 
States, or with any regulations Congress raged find necessary for sec 
the ti said soil to bona fide purchasers thereof; and that no tax s 

on lands belonging to the United States, and that in no case 
shall nonresident proprietors be taxed higher than residents. (U. S. Stat- 
utes, volume 11, page 167.) ae 

0 f 


(Five per cent). 

Suc. 4. Fifth. That5 per cent of the net proceeds of sales of all public 
lands lying within said State which shall be sold by Congress after the ad- 
mission of Said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident 
to same, shall be paid to said State for the purpose of making public roads and 
internal improvements, as the Legislature shall direct: Provided, That the 
foregoing ons, hereinbefore offered, are on the condition that the 
people of shall provide an ordinance, irrevocable without the con- 
sent of the United States, that said State shall never interfere with the pri- 
mary disposal of the soil within the same by the United States, or with any 

ations Congress may find necessary for secur the title in said soil 
to bona fide purchasers thereof; and that in no case shall nonresident. pro- 
prietors be taxed higher tnan residents. 

Sixth. And that the said Stateshall never tax the lands or e e 
the United States in said State. (U. S. Statutes, volume 11, page 381.) 

KANSAS. 
(Five per cent.) 

Sxc. 3. Fifth. That5 per cent of the net of sales of all public lands 
lying within said State, which shall be sold by Congress after the admission 
of said State into the Union. after deducting all the expenses incident to the 
same, shall be paid to said State for the purpose of making public roads and 


internal im 
rect; That the foregoing propositions hereinbefore offered are on 
the condition that the people of Kansas shall provide by an ordinance, irrev- 
ocable without the consent of the United States, that said State shail never 
interfere with the primary disposal of the soil within the same by the United 
States, or with any regulations Co may find necessary for securing 
the title in said soil to bona fide pure thereof. 

Sixth. And that the said Stace shall never tax the lands or the property of 
the United States insaid State. (U.S. Statutes, volume 12, page 127). 


vements, or for other purposes, as the Legislature shall di 


NEVADA. 
(Five per cent.) 
SEC. 10. „ That 5 cent of the proceeds of the sales of all pub- 
lic lands lying within State, which shall be sold by the United States 


subsequent to the admission of said State into the Union. after deducting 

all the expenses incident to the same, shall be pald to the said State for the 

purpose of making and improving public roads, constructing ditches or 

canals, to . 3 phic anc tion of the agricultural land in the 
e 


ple inhabiting said Territ 
isclaim all right and title to 


within the said 
tire tion of the United States; and that 
lands belonging to citizens of the United States, residing without the said 
State,shall never be taxed than the land belonging to the residents 
thereof; and that no taxes be said State on lands or prop- 
8 to, or which may hereafter be purchased by the 
United States. (U.S. Statutes, volume 13, page 30.) 
NEBRASKA. 

(Five per cent.) 

SEC. 12. „ è + That5 per cent of the 
lands lying within said State, which have or shall be sold by the 
States prior or subsequent to the of said State into the Union. 
after deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to the said 
State for the support of common schools. 

Sxe. 4. Third. That the poopie inhabiting said Territory do agree and de- 
clare that they forever d all right and title to the nnappropriated 
public lands lying within said Territory, and that the same shall be and re- 
main at the andentire tion of the United States, and thatthe lands 
belonging to citizens of the United States residing without the said State 
shall never be taxed higher than the land belonging to residents thereof; 
and that no taxes shall be im by said State on lands or pro’ therein 
belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by the United States. 
(U. S. Statutes, volume 13, page 47.) 

COLORADO. 
(Five per cent.) 

SEC. 10. „ è „ That5 per cent of the 8 of the sales of all public 
lands lying within said State, which i 

admission of said 


do agree and de- 


of the sales of all public 


S. constru 
tion of the agricult 
as the 
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Sec. 4. Third That the le inhabiting said Territory do agree and de- 
clare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the una propra 
public lands lying within said Territory, and that the same shal and re- 
main at the sole and entire disposition of the United States. and that the 
lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing without the said 
State shall never be taxed higher than the land belonging to residents 
thereof; and that no taxes shall be imposed by said State on lands or pro y 
therein belonging to, or which may hereafter be purchased by, the United 
States. (U. S. Satutes, volume 13, page 34.) 

CALIFORNIA. 


Be it enacted, etc., * * * That the State of California shall be one, and 
is hereby declared to be, one of the United States of America. and admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States in all respects 
whatever. 

Sro.3. % * * That the said State of California is admitted into the 
Union upon the express condition that the people of said State, through 
their ture or otherwise, shall never interfere with the primary dis- 
posal of the public lands within its limits, and shall pass no law and do no 
act whereby the title of the United States to, and ht to dispose of, the 
same shall be impaired or questioned; and that shall never lay any tax or 
assessment of any description whatsoever upon the public domain of the 
United States, and in no case shall nonresident proprietors, who are citi- 
zens of the United States, be taxed higher than residents; and that all the 
navigable waters within the said State shall be common highways, and for- 
ever free, as well to the inhabitants of said State as to the citizens of the 
United States without any tax, impost, or duty therefor. (U.S. Statutes, 
volume 9, page 452.) 

NORTH DAKOTA, SOUTH DAKOTA, MONTANA, AND WASHINGTON. 
(Five per cent.) 

SEC. 13. That 5 per centum of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said States which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to 
the admission of said States into the Union, after deducting all the expenses 
incident to the same. shall be paid to the said States, to be used as a perma- 
nent fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of 
common schools within said States respectively. (U. S. Statutes, volume 25, 


676. 
page ) IDAHO. 


(Five per cent.) 

Sxc.7, That 5 per centum of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said State which shall besold by the United States subsequent to the 
admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses inci- 
dent to the same, shall be paid to the said State, to be used as a permanent 
fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of the com- 
mon schools within said State. (U.S. Statutes, volume 26, page 215.) 

WYOMING. 
(Five per cent.) 

7. That 5 per centum of the proceeds of the sales of public lands 
tying within said State, which shail be sold by the United States subsequent 
to the admission of said State into the Union, after deduc all the ex- 

incident to the same, shall be paid to the said State to be used as a 
permanent fund, the interest of which only shall be ded for the s 
port s 5 common schools within said State. (U. S. Statutes, volume 
page . 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCRAE, 
and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 29; so 
the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 10, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with, as the 
committee have not reported any amendments to the part still 
to be read, and I do not understand that any amendments are de- 


sired. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I shalk desire to submit an 
amendment to a later portion of the bill; which I think will not 
be objected to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I withdraw my request. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


SEC. 19. That the constitutional convention may by ordinance provide for 
the election of officers for a full State government, including members of 
the Legislature and Representatives in the Fifty-third Congress at the time 
for the election for the ratification or rejection of the constitution; but the 

- said State government shall remain in abeyance until the State shall be ad- 
mitted into the Union as proposed by this act. In case the constitution of 
said State shall be ratified by the 228 but not otherwise, the Legislature 
thereof may assemble, parante Ang and elect two Senators of the United States 
in the manner now prescribed by the laws of the United States; and the 
governor and secretary of state of the proposed State shall certify the elec- 
tion of the Senators and Representatives in the manner ig tah by law, 
and when such State is admitted into the Union as vided in this act, the 
Senators and Representatives shall be entitled to admitted to seats in 

ess, and to all rights and privileges of Senators and Representatives 
of other States in the Congress of the United States; and the State govern- 
ment formed in pursuance of said constitution, as provided by the constitu- 
tional convention, shall proceed to exercise all the functions of State offi- 
cers; and ali laws in force made by said Territory at the time of its admis- 
sion into the Union shall be in force in said State, except as modified or 
changed by this act or by the constitution of the State; and the laws of the 
United States not locally inapplfcable shall have the same force and effect 
within the said State as elsewhere within the United States. 


Mr. POWERS. I move to amend, in line 26, section 19, by 
striking out the words“ not locally 5 1 think these 
words were inartificially inserted in this place. The clause as 
it now reads is as fo.lows; ‘* And the laws of the United States 
not locally 3 shall have the same force and effect 
within the said State as elsewhere within the United States.” 
I propose to strike out the words“ not locally inapplicable,” so 
that the provision will read: ‘‘And the lawsof the United States 
shall have the same force and effect within the said State as else- 
where within the United States.” 


„ of Alabama. I think everybody will agree 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise and report the bill and amendments to the House 
with the recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 352) “ to enable the people of Utah to forma constitution 
and State government, and to be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States,” and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass, with sundry amendments. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendments and on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. If ase 
arate vote is not demanded upon any amendment the Chair will 
submit the question on agreeing to the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read a third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant 
permits for the use of the monument grounds and reservations 
or public spaces in the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses; when the Speaker signed the same. 


HAWAII. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am directed 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report back the resolu- 
tion requesting the President to send to the House copies of 
instructions given to our minister to Hawaii and other corre- 
spondence, with therecommendation that the resolution pass with 
an amendment. - 

i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read first the original reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to this House, 
if not inconsistent with the public interest, copies of the instructions given 
to the N of eget 2 75 — oe ped ＋ j Islands in 
regard to the pro on of the lives and pro 0 erican citizens there, 
or any contemplated change in the form Of government 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the report of the 
committee, 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: A 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion requesting the President to communicate to the House of Representa- 
tives copies of the instructions given to the representative of the United 
States now in the Hawaiian Islands in regard to the protection of the lives 
and property of American citizens there, or any contemplated change in the 
form of government. having carefully considered the same, report the reso- 
lution and recommend its ne orien with an amendment as follows: Add to 


the reselution these words: ‘And all correspondence since the 4th day of 
March, 1889, in regard to Hawaii, not before transmitted to Congress.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the resolution 
was introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT]. The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs directed me to report the resolu- 
tion to the House with an amendment. The resolution is en- 
larged by the amendment so as to . all correspondence in 
regard to Hawaii since March 4. 1889, not already transmitted 
to Congress. I do not know whether it is the wish of the House 
that there should be any general debate before the correspond- 
ence is sent in; but if the gentleman from Illinois, who is the 
aar of the resolution, desires five or ten minutes I will yield 
to 4 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I avail myself of the opportunity 
to say one word for the purpose of urging the immediate action 
of the House upon this resolution, which is a resolution of in- 
quiry merely, seeking to give us light—more light. A week 


ago—making to-day the extremest time under which, in accord- 
ance with our rules, a resolution of inquiry can be delayed—this 
resolution was introduced. It called fora paper to which all 
minds in the whole country, not alone in this House, were turned, 
not in idle curiosity, but in grave anxiety. The committee have 
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widened the resolution to embrace many documents. I shall be 
glad to see them; and, at my suggestion, only one modification 
was put on the amendment—not to reprint documents hitherto 
sent, I desire now not to anticipate the debate which will prob- 
ably occur in this House when full information shall have been 
received from the Executive in response to this resolution, but 
merely to express the earnest hope that the resolution will 
receive in its support every vote in the House, sending it forth 
in the most emphatic form, and that it may be completely, 
promptly answered. ; 

The newspapers of this morning tell us of thousands of men in 
alarm in a distant country erecting breastworks, gathering in 
arms, preparing to die, if necessary, before they will be con- 

uered or disturbed by anything else than American arms, 
hen men have such an impression upon their minds in another 
country, under an independent government, thousands of miles 
away, caused by official utterances believed to be repeated in 
the language of the instructions which is called for in this reso- 
lution and which is to all of us unknown, it is urgent upon all, 
it is urgent upon this House that we make known our wish for 
this information. 5 

I make no reflection; I give no intimation of what L may believe 
as to the course of the Executive. I offer no criticism whatever. 
That will come, if any gentleman should entertain and desire to 
express opinions favorable or unfavorable to the Executive, in 
the debate which we shall have when the information arrives and 
we know Minister Willis’s instructions. But now is the time 

when we should express, I think emphatically and promptly 
and at the same time tfully, our desire to have this in- 
formation from our Executive, with the hope and trust, which I 
cordially join all others on this floor in expressing, that when 
received it may prove that our Executive has been like his pre- 
decessors, patriotic and American from first to last. [Applause.] 

I do not desire to discuss the resolution or to say anything 
upon the merits of the question implied in it, further than to im- 
press upon the House the single point of the urgency for its im- 
mediate adoption. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have not yielded the floor. I 
desire to say that agree with the gentleman from Illinois in what 
he has said in regard to the importance of the resolution which 
has been reported. The original resolution was offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois only one week ago. It was acted on by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs yesterday—only one day ago. 
I desire the fullest and the most exhaustive investigation of the 
subject referred to by the gentleman in his speech. I concur 
with him on that point, and I am satisfied that questions relating 
to Hawaii should be thoroughly examined. And I can state 
here that when everything is made known to Congress and the 
country the present President will be believed by the people and 
by Congress to hava shown as much patriotism, as much justice, 
and as much fairness—yea, more—than the Executive that went 
75 va Mr. Cleveland came in. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

I believe the information sought by this resolution will be 
promptly sent to Congress. But the time has not arrived for the 
general debate. Therefore I move the previous question on the 
pending resolution and amendment. 

5 PEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 

uestion. 
z Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 138, noes 60. 

So the eee question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, there was a misunderstanding in 
regard to the last vote, which was, it now appears, on ordering 
the previous question. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOU- 
TELLE] desired to speak. I voted under a misapprehension, sup- 
posing the question was upon the passage of the resolution; and 
now we have the vote announced upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment. Can there not be an opportunity for the gentleman to 

at this time if he desires to do so? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The previous question bas been ordered 
upon the resolution and amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to, and 
the resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. By direction of the Joint Commission a 
pointed to Investigate the Executive Departments, I desire 
make a report at this time, and ask thatit be printed, retaining 
its privileged character, so that I may call it up at any time. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman irom Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY], from the Joint Committee to Investigate the Executive 
n of the Government, submits a report, which will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bin (H. R. 4810) to improve the methods of accounting in the Post-Office 
Department, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks that the 
privilege which this matter now has be retained, so that it may 

called up at a later period with the samerights as at present; 
the object being to have the bill and report printed, so that mem- 
bers may examine them befere the matter is brought up for 
consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. HouKof Ten- 
nessee to withdraw papers in the case of Champion Duncan, there 
being no adverse report. / 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
DAVEY, be granted leave of absence for three days, in conse- 
quence of sickness. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen who spoke on the Utah bill may have leave toextend 
their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatapplies only to those who addressed 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. That is the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (at 4 
o'clock p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ee following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CADMUS: A bill (H. R. 4693) for the promotion of 
anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 4694) to authorize the con- 
struction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, between the 
States of Wisconsin and Minnesota—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 4695) providing for the pension- 
ing of honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United 
States,and fora rerating of certain pensions heretofore granted— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R.4696) to revive the grade of 
lieutenant-general in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 4697) to authorize the establish- 
ment and maintenance of post lights on the York River, in the 
State of Virginia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4698) to authorize 
the attorney for the District of Columbia and his assistants to 
administer oaths—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4699) to readjust the salary 
and allowances of the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, 
and Kingfisher, in Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4700) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase por- 
trait of Henry Clay- to the Commiite: on the Library. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4701) to in- 
corporate the Supreme Lodge of Knights of Pythias—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A resolution instructing the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to inquire into and to report by bill or other- 
wise the payment to contractors of premiums paid to the build- 
ers of war ships—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. WILSON of W. ton: A concurrent resolution of 
the State of Washington, indorsing the Nicaragua Canal con- 
struction—to the Committee on ways and Canals. 

Also, a 3 of the Legislature of the State of Wash - 
ington, relating to the p annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4702) for the relief of John 
C. Heazlitt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: A bill (H. R. 4703) for the re- 
lief of Capt. George A. Johnson, of San Diego, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4704) for the relief of Basil Moreland—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4705) for 
the relief of A. P. H. Stewart—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4706) to relieve John 
Davis of the charge of desertion and to grant him an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on ene eye 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4707) for the relief 
ot 0 H. Ketchum, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.4708) for the relief of the estate of I. Du Bose, 
Morongo Cann Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 4709) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles F. McFarland, late of the United States Navy 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4710) for the relief of 
the heirs of James Bridger, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4711) granting a pen- 
sion to John A. Link—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Almira Johnson, 
widow of Horace H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 4713) pounga 
W. H. Ohl, late private in Company D, Fighty-thi:d 
Volunteers to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4714) providing for the issuance 
of a patent to lands occupied by the red Heart Mission, in 
accordance with agreement made by the United States with the 
Citizens’ band of Pottawatomie Indians, of Oklahoma Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

y Mr. FUNSTON; A bill (H. R. 4715) to place the name of 
Thomas E. Rochester on roll as a soldier of the Mexican War 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 4716) to pension Squire 
Bower at the rate of 830 a month—to the Co ttee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4717) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against George Alcott on rolls of the War Department 
to the Committee on Sage Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Lin- 
coln W. Tibbetts—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (by request): A bill (H. R. 4719) 
to pension Mary C. Banks, widow of Hiram G. Banks, a member 
of Company K, Fourth Regiment Indiana Legion Ohio Home 
Guards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent 
foster mother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) to reimburse Frank D. Bolton for losses 
sustained by burglary while postmaster at New Harmony, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4722) for the re- 
lief of Capt. Plesant M. Williams and others—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4723) for the re- 
lief of John S. Watkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4724) for the re- 
lief of Edward Chast into the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4725) for the relief of M. B. 
Ryan, administrator de bonis non, son and only heir at law of 


sion to 
ew York 


John S. Ryan, deceased, late of Charleston, S.C.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were liid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BINGHAM: Protest of citizens and cigar manufactur- 
ers of Philadelphia against any change in the duty on imported 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CADMUS: Petition of J. C. A. Donnelly and others 
against vid change in the tariff as set forth in Schedule J of 

ilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON of California: Protest of the Pacific Pina 
Lumber Company against a reduction of the present tariff on 
lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

~ Mr. FUNSTON: Petition to place the name of Thomas E. 
Rochester on the pension roll as a soidior in the war with Mex-. 
ico—to the Co ttee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of importers, dealers, and manufac- 
turers of tin plate, Chicago, III., for the maintenance of specific 
duty on tin plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New Vork: Petition of 123 citizens and oil 
E ucers of Bolivar, Allegany County, N. Y., against the plac- 

g of petroleum, crude or refined, on the free list—to the 89 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of petroleum oil producers of Olean, N. V., 
gna placing petroleum on the free list—to the Committee on 

aysand Meins. 

By Mr. MoNAGNY: Papers to accompany House bill 3752—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE:; Petition of merchants of Columbus, 
Ohio, protesting against the tax on playing cards—to the Com- 
mittee on vor and Means, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolution of New Bedford (Mass.) 45 77 
graphical Union favoring Governmentownershipof a telegraphio 
system to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. REED: Petition of officsrs and employés of the Uni- 
corn and the Wahnetah Silk Company of Catasauqua against 
the reduction of duties on sill plushes and velvets—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of citizens of Bessemer, 
Gogebic County, Mich., adopted in mass meeting assembled, re- 
8 of ty, protesting against the proposed action of the 

ays and Means Committee in classing iron ore as raw material 
and placing it upon the list of articles to be admitted free of 
duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Memorial of citizens of Alle- 
gheny City, Pa., against the passage of the tariff bill known as 

e Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of carpet workers of Worcester, 
Mass., protesting against reduction of tariff on carpet—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 46 citizens of 
Washington (State) relative tothe act of Congressof September 
29, 1890, for an extension of time for payment of said lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of Spokane Camp, No. 99, Woodman of the 
World, relative to the purchase of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, December 14, 1893. 


Prayer by the — 10 Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
ZEBULON B. VANCE, a Senator from the State of North Caro- 
lina 5 in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the en- 
rolled joint resolution Ne Res. $6) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to grant permits for the use of the monument grounds and 
reservations or public spaces in the city of Washington, and for 
other purposes; which had pees received the signature of 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CHIPMAN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 


was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in —— the Hon. J. Logan 
Chipman, late a Representative from the State of Michigan, 8,000 copies, of 
which number 2,000 copies shall ba delivered to the Senators and Representa- 
tives of the State of Michigan, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full 
morocco to be delivered to the family of the 1 Aa and ot those remain- 
Tag, — shall be for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treas is directed to have 
T — — ted a portrait of the said J. Logan Chipman to accompany 

e said 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


1893. 
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concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


ted respectively by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives aud the dent of the Senate, whose duty itshall beto 
fully investigate and consider the entire subject of the rank. pay, and all 
other matters relating to the personnel of the Navy; to have power to send 
for persons and papers, sit during the recess, if any, and d the sitting 
of both Soa: and = Ser} at say time — soreness. as may be pom: 
venient, what legislation. if any, is necessary e premises. Any 50 
ee by them shall simplify, codify, and revise existing laws relating to 
the personnel of the Navy, so far as may be found possible. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Stat- | H 


nies, soas to require original 5 8 yes for deposits of postmas- 
ters to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office 
Department, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of citizens of Boston, Mass., 
representing both political parties, manufacturers of wool 
shoddy and wool extracts, 3 inst the reduetion 
in the tariff proposed in the Wilson bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted at a regular meet- 
ing of the Nashville Tenn.) Union No. 20, Coopers’ International 
Union of North America, favoring the ownership and control by 
the Government of the telegraph system; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the memorial of E. F. Claypool, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., setting forth a scheme of banking under an 
act of Congress without an issue of bonds. Itis very carefully 
prepared by one of the most successful and skillful financiers in 
our State. It is not long. I move that the memorial be printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented resolutions adopted by the Cincin- 
nati (Ohio) Subordinate Association of the National Litho- 


gone Artists and Engravers’ Association, favoring specific | pe 


tead of ad valorem duties on lithcgraphic work and an in- 
crease of duty on lithographic plates; which were referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, pray that an appropriation of $10,000 be 
made to provide for an official investigation as to the feasibility 
of artificial freshet navigation of the Upper Ohio Riverin times 
of low water; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
He also presented two petitions of soldiers of the late war, 
citizens of New Madison and Lincoln, Ohio, praying for an inves- 


tigation of the Pension Bureau; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the 
Journeymen Tailors’ Union of West Superior, Wis., praying 
that a Government telegraph system be added to the tal 
service; which was refe to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of cigar manufacturers 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against any change in the 

resent duty upon imported cigars; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the American Philosophical 
Society of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be 
made for examinations, surveys, and reports of certain Atlantic 
coast ship canals, especially as to the connection between New 
York Bay and Delaware River and between Delaware Bay and 
Elk River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of the 
bill (H. R. 3188) providing for the punishment of train-wreck- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Press Feeders’ Union, No. 9, of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 1136) 
to establish a postal telegraph system; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Ottices Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul. Minn., praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill, and remonstrating against the division of the St. 
Paul customs district as proposed by a measure now pending be- 


fore Congress: which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 42, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying that all laboremployed upon the 
new Government Printing Office shall be by ays work. under 
the control of the Supervising Architect; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom were re erred the following bills, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 408) for the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly 
commissary sergeant, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 474) for the relief of Wells C. McCool; 

A bill (S. 506) granting an honorable discharge to William 
Pierce; 
aie (S. 142) toremove the charge of desertionfrom William 


H. Cook; 
A bill (S. 910) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of 
Charles S. Tripler; 

A bill (S. 470) for the relief of George H. Jewett, of Arling- 
ton, Washington County, Nebr.; 

- A bill (S. 467)for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; 

A bill (S. 469) for the relief of Adolph von Haake; and 

A bill (S. 468) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against John W. Wacker. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally, with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 179) authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be 
placed on the list of retired officers; 

A bill (S. 144) to eorrect the military record of John W. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana; and 

A bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Was m who served with the United 
States troops in the war t the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry 
rsons residing in the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo., re- 
ported if without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S.891) author- 

the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to accapt 
payment without interest of certain special assessments, and for 
other 8 heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. TE of Louisiana, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingen n the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the concurrent ution submitted by Mr. Brice, De- 
cember 12, 1893, providing for the appointment of twelve addi- 
tional Capitol Re icemen, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 598) for the creation of a re- 
served list” of the Army of the United States submitted an ad- 
verse reportthereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 407) making anappropriation for the improvement of the 
road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


SUFFERERS IN FORD’S THEATER DISASTER. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 43) 
relieving the employés of the Record and Pension Office who 
were injured in the Fords Theater disaster from the operation 
of the law restricting the amount of sick leave with pay that 
may be granted by heads of Departments, to report it without 
amendment, and to submit a written report thereon. Iam also 
eng to ask for the immediate consideration of the joint res- 
olution, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to my colle gue on the com- 
mittee. the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
advisability of either having read at the desk or printed in the 
RECORD the letter from the chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will let the report be read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; let the report be read. It shows 
the advisability of this action. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The report will be read. 
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The Secretary read the report, as follows: 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 


The 
lution (S. R. 43) comp ann | the employés of the Record and Pension Office who 
were injured in the Ford's Theater disaster from the operation of the law 
restric the amount of sick leave with pay that may be raves by heads 
of Departments, have considered the same and report as follows: 

The Secretary of War in his annual report for the year 1893, referring to 
the clerks in the Record and Pension Office who were injured in the Ford's 
Theater calamity on the 9th of June last, says: 

* ent has extended to the employés who were injured the 
most liberal consideration which the law permits, but under the recent opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General sick leaves with pay can not be granted fora 
longer period than sixty days in any one year. 

It is recommended that Congress authorize payment to them of the full 
amount of their salaries during such periods as they may be unable, by rea- 
son of their injuries, to return to duty, unless it shall in the meantime make 
specitic provision for them by direct appropriation. The payment of their 
salaries during the period of their enforced absence would require no addi- 
tional appropriation, the full amount of such salaries for the current year 
having already been appropriated by the legislative, executiye, and judicial 
a riation act. 

Tine. w which has been construed to forbid the granting of sick leave with 

for a longer period than sixty days with pay in one year is con- 

Banned in a proviso in the act of March 2, 1893, mentioned in the joint resolu- 
tion, and is as follows: 

And provided further, That the head of any Department may grant oy 
days’ annual and thirty days’ sick leave, with pay, in any one year to eac 
clerk or employé, the sick leave to be allowed in cases of personal illness 
only, or where some member of the immediate family is afflicted with a con- 

ous disease and requires the care and attendance of such employé, or 
where his or her presence in the Department would jeopardize the health of 
fellow-clerks: And be it further provided, That in exceptional and meritori- 
ous cases, where tolimit such sick leave would work peculiar hardship, itmay 
be extended, in the discretion of the head of the Department, 1 not 
exceeding sixty days in any one case or in any one calendar year. Stats., 
715.) 


In the absence of some such specific provision for the omployés referred 
to as that to which the Secretary alludes, it is manifestly just that they 
should be exempied from the law above quoted. and your committee there- 
fore recommend the passage of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal the statutes 
relating to supervisors of elections and for special deputy mar- 
shals and other s, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted the following report; which was read: 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred House 
bill No. 2331, being an act to repeal the statutes relating to supervisors of 
elections and for 88 deputy marshals and other purposes, have consid- 
ered the same and beg leave to report it back to the Senate with the recom- 
mendation that it be passed without amendment, and for a further report 
thereon thecommittee adopts the report of the Committee on Election of 
President and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress, of the House 
of Representatives, on the same bill and makes it its own. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The report upon this bill was not unani- 
mous, and I desire an order of the Senate for leave to the minor- 
ity to file the views of the minority adverse to the passage of 
the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, 
and leave is granted. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to state 
the names of the dissenting Senators. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The @issenting Senators are the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. n and my- 
self, in whose behalf the minority report will be submitted. 


SUPREME COURT OF OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. VILAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 288) to provide for two 
additional associate justices of the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, to report it favorably 
with amendments, and to ask for the present consideration of 
the bill on account of the needs of the court in that Territory. 

By unanmimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was to 
add at the end of section 1 the words ‘‘ reversing a judgment or 
other determination of the district court;” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma shall con- 
sist of a chief justice and four associate justices, any three of whom shall 
constitute a quorum; but three judges must concur to render an opinion 
reversing a judgment or other determination of the district court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert after the word President” 
in the first line of section 2, the words to nominate, and by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate,” so as to read: 

That it shall be the duty of the President to nominate, and, by and with 


the advice aud consent of the Senate, to appoint two additional associate 
justices of said supreme court, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word 
trial“ to insert“ or hearing,” so as to make the section read: 

That no justice of the supreme court of said Territory shall sit as a mem- 
ber of said court in the trial or hearing of any case decided by him in the 
district court, or wherein he has any interest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am opposed to so much of the 
bill as provides that a judge who has sat at the trial whose rul- 
ing there is excepted to shall not sit at the appellate hearing. 
I think the interests of justice to parties require that the judge 
who tried the case below should be iven, that it is quite es- 
sential, and that any person fit for the judicial function may be 
trusted to sit where his rulings are reconsidered. But the Sen- 
ate has so often expressed its judgment the other way that I 
shall not make any question upon the bill at this time. I wish 
merely to record my own dissent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I concur entirely with the 
view expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts, and for the 
same reason, that the Senate has made a rule, which, as I regard 
it, it will not now depart from, I acquiesce in the passage of 
the bill as it now stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole will be con- 
curred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VILAS, 

r. LINDSAY, and Mr. PLATT were appointed. 

REPRINT OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO HAWAII. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report a resolution, and to submit a report thereon. I ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound in cloth in one volume, for the 
use of the Senate, 1,200 copies each of Senate Executive Document No. 45, 
Relative to the draft of an uncompleted treaty with Hawall;“ Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 57.“ Correspondence between the Governments of the 
United States and Great Britain relative to the Sandwich Islands;” Senate 
Executive Document No, 76, A treaty of annexation concluded on the 14th 
day of fae Beret inc between the United States and the Provisional Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands." and Senate Executive Document No. 77, 
“Correspondence respecting relations between the United States and the 
Hawaiian Islands from September, 1820, to January, 1893,” all of the second 
session, Fifty-secon’! Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the reading of the reso- 
lution, it includesall the documents which have been submitted 
to Congress up to the 4th of March, 1893. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwas informed by the superintendent of the 
Document Room 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and 
the question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not understand that the resolution in- 
cludes all previous communications, but simply the communi- 
cations made during the sscond session of the last Congress, 

Mr. GORMAN. So J understand. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was on the point of making a suggestion, but 
I thought I would let it go. It was that previous communica- 
tions which have been made public or might be made public con- 
cerning this matter be included in the volume, which would be 
tey convenient and valuable publication, 

r. GORMAN. The documents specified will make a very 
large volume. I have introduced the resolution in this form to 
cover all the documents, the copies of which have been exhausted, 
and to keep the cost within the limit of $500. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

= SENATE ELECTION CASES. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the concurrent resolution providing for printing a 
new cdition of the Senate Election Cases, and to submit a report 
thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution (submitted by Mr. HOAR August 
14, 1893) was read, as follows: 

Reanloed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 4.000 copies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new edition of the 
Senate Election Cases; 1,500 copies to be for the use of members of the Sen- 


ate and 2.500 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representa- 
tives, the same to be printed on the back as follows: 
Senate Privileges and Elections, 
Volume I. 
Election Cases, 
Taft, 
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The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask my colleague on the committee 
whether the resolution is so worded as to include the second vol- 
ume, the Precedents. 

Mr.GORMAN. Ithinkit covers the edition up to date. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] introduced the resolu- 


tion. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the resolution may be read 


again. I think perhaps it does not include the second volume. 
Mr. HOAR. It is à concurrent resolution, and must go to the 
other House. 


Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think in addition to the first volume 
there should beincluded the document known as Precedents Re- 

ting to the Privileges of the Senate, which was compiled by 
Mr. Vurber, clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. I think it will not make a bulky volume to include them 
both in one volume. Perhaps the resolution had better be passed 
over until it can be looked at to see whether it includes that vol- 
ume. 
Mr. HOAR. The new volume which was laid on our tables 
within a day or two was not here when I offered the resolution, 
and perhaps the Senator from Maryland would like to include a 

rovision for printing it, as the resolution has to go to the other 
ouse, 

Mr. MANDERSON. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ve 

The VICE-PRESID 
for the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Referring to the resolution, I should like 
to ask what is the second volume referred to by the Senator 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis known as Precedents Relating to 
the Privileges of the Senate, compiled by Mr. Furber, who was 
clerk to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Miscellaneous Document No. 68? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Miscellaneous Document No. 68, and it 
is supplemental to the book known as Senate Election Cases, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought it not to be printed with it? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should, and for that reason we 
have let the joint resolution go over for a few moments until it 
can be looked at. 

Mr. GORMAN. It has gone over for that purpose. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1279) grant- 
ing a pension to Norris Barber; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1280) for the promotion 
of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves 
in the District of Columbia: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. A similar bill has once or twice passed the 
Senate and it seems not only proper but very necessary. I move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1281) to amend _ sec- 
tion 7 of ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1891; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1282) 
to amend an act approved May 2, 1890, entitléd “‘An act to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma,” 
ete.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by . introduced a bill (S. 1283) grant- 
ing a pension to William J. Ford; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1284) providing for the 
coinage of silver dollars, thé retirement of small denominations 
of gold and paper money, and for other purposes; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. Lask that the bill be read at lengtn. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the seigniorage or profit fund which has resulted 


from the coinage of silver bullion under the acts of 9 28, 1878, and 
of such bullion, shall 


July 14, 1890, or which would result from the coin: 
be coined into silver dollars of standard weight and fineness, with full legal- 
tender quality, at the rate of not less than $2,000,000 per month, and such 
dollars shall be covered into the Treasury. z 
Sec. 2. That when all the seigniorage or profit-fund bullion ified in 
— pS oe grana act 5 been coined ing therein N t i be 
e duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase e mon ver 
bullion at the market value in quantities sufficient to coin not less than $2,000,- 
000 each and every month; and he is hereby directed to coin the said bullion 
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monthly, as fast as 3 into standard silver dollars; anda sum sufi- 
cient to carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

SEC, 3. That when any pa circulating notes or certificates of whatso- 
ever character, of denominations less than $10, issued under authority of the 
United States, except national-bank notes or certificates redeemable only in 
silver dollars, s be received at the Treasury or any subtreasury, they 
shall not be reissued, but shall be assorted, counted, and recorded, and im- 
mediately destroyed, in accordance with the existing provisions of law; 
and as rapidly as said notes or certificates are destroyed, they shall be re- 
placed by an > hie amount of like notes or certificates, of denominations 
not less than 810. 

SEC. 4. That hereafter no national-bank note shall be issued of a less de- 
nomination than $10; and all such national-bank notes, when received at 
the {gee nd any subtreasury, shall be destroyed in accordance with law; 
and the national banking associations whose notes are destroyed under the 
provisions of this section shall be ctively required to substitute notes 
of denominations not less than $10 in lieu of those destroyed. 

SEC. 5. That from and after the passage of this act the coinage of the two- 
and-one-half-doliar gold piece and the five-dollar gold piece is hereby pro- 
hibited; and the coins above named shall not be struck or issued by the 
Mint of the United States; and such coins, when received at the Treasury 
or any subtreasury, shall be withdrawn from circulation and recoined into 
eagles and double-eagies, in accordance with law. 

Sec. 6. The President of the United States is hereby authorized to apes 
five commissioners to an international conference, to be held ata p ace to 
be hereafter designated, with a view to secure, n @ fixity of 
relative value between gold and silver, as money, by means of a common 
ratio between these metals, with free mintage at such ratio, and for com- 
pensation of said commissioners, and for all reasonable expenses connected 
therewith, to be approved by the Secretary of State, including the propor- 
tion to be paid by the United States of the joint expenses of such conference, 
£80,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out 
ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1285) authorizing the State 
of Montana to make selections upon certain public lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1286) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle the mutual account between the 
United States and the State of Florida heretofore examined 
and stated by said Secretary under the authority of the Con- 
gress, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1287] for the relief of 
Augustus Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1288) to execute the find- 
ings of the Courtof Claims in the matter of the claim of William 
B. Isaacs & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
peg eS E r, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1289) for the relief of So- 
phia Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1290) granting the right of way 
through the Arlington reservation forelectricrailway purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1291) for the relief of Rosa A. 
Jordan, on account of the death of her husband, David C. Jor- 
dan, by the collapse of the old Ford’s Theater, on the 9th day 
of June, 1893, while in the performance of his duty as a clerk in 
the Record and Pension Office of the War Department, which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the 
Ford’s Theater Disaster (Select). 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1392) to 
amend section 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to fermented liquors; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


GOVERNMENT PURCHASES OF TEXTILE FABRICS. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the 
Senate the value of the textile fabrics purchased for the Army, the Navy, 
the Indian Bureau, and the Marine Hospital Service, for the fiscal year 1893. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose like most Senators I am gettin 
letters frequently from my constituents for copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message. I understand that the ordinary resolution to 

rint extra copies of the President's message has been suspended 
y the debate. I hope that the Senate will by unanimous con- 
sent make the usualorder for printing extra copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message, because it is now called for by our constituents 
and we ought to have it. It is, I am told, in type ready to be 
prina at any moment. I therefore move, and I hope it will be 
one by ous consent, that the ordinary extra number of 
the President’s message be printed—just the message itself with- 
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out any of the documents. There is no objection to the order, I 
understand. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 
INVESTIGATION OF FORD’S THEATER DISASTER. 


Mr. HARRIS. If there be no concurrent or other resolutions, 
I will ask the Senate to consider at tnis time a resolution which 
I offered on the 7th day of October last, which stands upon the 
Calendar as No. 20 of matters upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e morning business has closed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask the Secretary to report the reso- 
lution to which I refer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
Chair to investigate the Ford Theater disaster and report to the Senate 
whether in equity and justice the Government should compensatethe suffer- 
ers of that disaster for the injuries sustained by them, if it shall be de- 
cided that they should be compensated, then the committee will investigate 
each individual case and report the amount of compensation that should be 
allowed in each case. 

Beit further resolved, That the committee may employ a clerk who is a ste- 
n pher and who shall do thestenographic work of the committee asclerk, 

that the committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, and 
the chairman of the committee, or of any subcommittee, may administer 


1 it further resolved, That the expenses of said investigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent func of the Senate. 

Resolved further, That said committee may act jointly with a similar com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives if the House shall ap t such com- 
mittee, and that the committee may report by bill or othe: 

Mr. HALE. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
whether he conceives that there is any necessity for the raising 
of a new and special committee for this investigation? It oc- 
curs to me that there are several of the committees of this body, 
who very naturally might take up the subject and investigate it 
and report as the Senator desires, We have a great number of 
committees. The work is divided and given to them, and mem- 
bers of those committees are in the habit of working together. 
I think the creation of additional special committees or the cre- 
ation of special commissions is rather an abuse. A measure 
came from the House of Representatives this morning providin 
for a joint committee in the nature of a commission, to deal wit 
cer matters touching the Navy, which are precisely the sub- 
jects for which we have a Naval Committee. 

In this case here was a public building in the District of Co- 
lumbia, occupied he Ss of the Departments of the Government, 
and there is great interest in the mournful and melancholy cir- 
cumstances attending the great destruction of life when that 
building or portions of it fell; but I can see no reason why the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, where the building is 
situate, which has jurisdiction generally over the District and 
over the conditions of health or disease, and-whatever touches 
human life here, and of which the Senator from Tennessee him- 
self is chairman, should not take charge of the matter, or the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which deals di- 
rectly with these buildings. Therefore I hope the Senator will 
modify his resolution so that it will direct either one or the other 
of those standing committees to make the proposed investiga- 
tion. 

It can not be said that they are overburdened with work, be- 
cause the Calendar, which I hold before me, does not show that 
there is any burdensome overplus of work for the committees. I 
hope the Senator will modify his resolution, unless he can give 
some better reason than is suggested to my mind for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I had not supposed the raising of a seleot 
committee to investigate this matter was ne Jam sure I 
should not have introduced the resolution which [ now ask the 
Senate to consider. There are several bills already introduced 
for the relief of different persons who were injured in that dis- 
aster. one of which has been referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia; one or more, I understand, to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; but the bills have been scattered 
amongst diferent committees. 

There are a large number of persons who were injured in that 
disaster, and they are petitioning for relief. Theré is certainly 
no propriety in the Committee on the District of Columbia tak- 
ing jurisdiction of this subject-matter, for it is one with which 
the District of Columbia has nothing whatever todo. The Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia deals with the business af- 
fairs of the District of Columbia, with the general government 
of the people of the District; but if there be a liability, either 
legally or in equity and justice, 88 out of the Ford's The- 
ater ter, it is the liability of the Government of the United 
States and not of the people of the District. They have no in- 
bok ps whatever in it, no responsibility whatever with regard 
do it. 


My own judgment would be if those claimsshould go to any one 


of the standing committees the Committee on Claims would be 
the most appropriate. I have consulted witi members of that 
committee, with its chairman and others, and they quite agree 
with me in the fact that, overburdened as that committee has 
always been, is now, and must be for some time tocome, itwould 
be practically, if not utterly, impossible for that committee to 
give the investigation necessary in these cases if Congress shall 
decide that compensation is to be made at all. 

The report of the Secretary of War shows that there were 22 
pee killed outright and a large number of persons more or 

ess seriously injured in this disaster, and the War Department 
recommends that a measure of compensation shall be rendered 
to the injured parties. 

My own idea was that a committee of five could take this matter 
7 It involves no expense whatever, except the simple salary 
of one clerk; no additional expense is involved. except that sin- 
gle item. If such committee be created, my idea would be to 
ask the Executive Departments to organize a bo ird of surgeons 
from the surgeons of the Army and the surgeons of the Navy 
and the Marine Hospital Corps, before which every ona of the 
injured parties should go and be examined, and the committee 
would take the report of that board of official employés, official 
surgeons of the Government, as to the extent, the durability, 
and the character of the injury of the persons. The first step, 
however, would be to determine the question, will the Govern- 
ment make compensation at all? That question decided in the 
affirmative, then each individual case may be taken up and ex- 
amined by itself, and carefully examined, to ses the extent and 
8 of the injuries of each one of the victims of that dis- 
aster. 

I think it is wise, necessary, and proper that the committee 
suggested should be raised; but I am certainly content to allow 
the Senate to take any course that it shall deem wisest and best 
in the premises. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I quite agree with the suggestions of 
the Senator from Tennessee, and I do not know that ft is neces- 
sary that I should add anything to that which he has suggested 


in this regard. 

The whole country stood appalled in the presence of this 
dreadful disaster. eeks and months have rolled by and noth- 
ing has been done to indicate whether the Government has a re- 
sponsibility to make these losses whole, so far as they can be 
pade whole by pecuniary compensation to those who have suf- 
ered. 

This is notan 8 it seems to me, a ser vice on which 
would besought by anybody, and I take it that none of the reg - 
ular committees of the body would be very anxious to participate 
in it. Itis an investigation which means an immense amount 
of labor: it means that the committee having it in charge shall 
personally investigate the case of every one injured and the con- 
dition of thefamily of every person killed. 

Mr. HOAR. How many were killed and wounded? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Twenty-two were killed and a very much 
larger number were injured. The Senator from Tennessee has 
shadowed forth somewhat the nature of the duties of this pro- 
posed committee or commission, that there must be a medical 
examination by some proper surgeon. Those belonging to the 
Army or the Navy perhaps would be better fitted for this pırt of 
the work. There should also be such presentation of the facts 
in each case as will appeal to that equity which exists in Con- 
gress to make these losses good so far as we can. 

The natural committee, and the only committee perhaps of the 
regular committees of the body, that would take hold of this 
matter, would be the Committee on Claims. Most of the mem- 
bers of this body in some stage of their career have served upon 
that committee. We all know how it is overburdened with la- 
bor, that it impossible for it within the time which is allotted 
to committee work to dis at any session of the bills which 
are presented for its consideration. No member of this body has 
been appealed to by those who have suffered, or the relatives of 
those who have been killed, who has not been at a loss to know 
i which of the regular commi-teesof this body the claims should 

sent. Seay 

l know that I deliberated some time myself, and under tho 
deliberation, in the presence of the resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Tennessee, did not present such bills, because I 
was at a loss to know whether they had better be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, or the Committee on Military Affairs. All of those com- 
mittees are overburdened with work. Ithinka small committee, 
such as is pro by the Senator from Tennessee, would per- 
haps during the holiday recess take this matter in charge and 
at an anoa report to Congress; first, as to whether there is 
& proper or responsibility on the part of the Govern- 
ment, and the facts in each case, recommending 
shall be paid to each one who has been injured. 


what amount 
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Mr. HALE. I am not very particular as to how this work 
shall be done; but I can see, from what the Senator from Tennes- 
see Mr. HARRIS] has said, that substantially the work which it 
is said these overburdened committees can not do is to be done 
by persons outside of any committee. If this is to be looked into 
by a board or an association or a selected list of surgeons or doc- 
tors, the Committee on Claims or the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, or any other regular committee of the 
Senate can inyoke that assistance as well as a new committee. 
There is no difficulty in that. 

The work will be done when it is embarked in by a clerk and 
these outside professional gentlemen. That will be the upshot 
of it. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] says that all 
these committees are overworked. Then you gain nothing, Mr. 
President, by raising a special committee and selecting individ- 
uals from overworked committees: because, if the commit:ees 
are all overworked, the individual members are overworked, and 
an overworked member of a committee has no more time for a 
new committee than he has for his old committee. 

I shall not further op the resolution, because the Senator 
from Tennessee has evidently looked into it very carefully and 
he is a very conservative Senator; but I do wish again to call 
attention to what I think is nut agood practice, that isof raising 
special committees and commissions and organizations outside 
of the regular committees of this body, who I think are amply 
competent to do its work. 

Mr. DOCPH. I am not particular as to whether the work 
proposed by the resolution shall be committed to a ial com- 
mittee or to one of the standing committees of the Senate. 
Certainly the Committee on Claims would be an appropriate 
committee to be authorized to carry out the purpose proposed 
by the resolution. The Committee on the Judiciary would be a 
very appropriate committee to dete mine as to whether there is 
a legal or equitable liability on the part of the Government. 
The Committee on the District of Columbia, I think, would not 
be an in ippropriate committee to deal with the question. The 
Committee on Military Affairs might claim jurisdiction on 
account of the accident having happened to a building occupied 
by employés under the War Department. 

I desire, however, to call attention to this resolution and to 
this matter generally, and I do it reluctantly, because it is a 
very reeable thing to me, and may be considered ungracious. 

Iserved on the Committee of Claims for a number of years, 
and I was disposed on that committee to confine relief to per- 
sons entitled to relief under the laws of the United States, or 
who came within some clear precedent which had been estab- 
lished. I therefore found that I was under the necessity of fre- 
quently opposing the action of the committee, and in several 
cases made a reps report. In one case, where a marshal of 
the United States sold imperishable property and had ap- 
propriated the money and the litigant had lost it, the majorit 
of tbe committee determined to pay for it. A bill was mrad 
and passed the Senate, at least, and probably both Houses of 
Congress. paying the litigant forhis property, notwithstanding 
the marshal was required to give a bond for the faithful per- 
formance.of his duty. The United States had done its duty in 
that regard, and had taken a proper bond. I thought that case 
established a very dangerous precedent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was that a Colorado case? 

Mr. DOLPH. It was a Western case. Iforget the State from 
which it came. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Colorado, I think. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought it would be a dangerous precedent 
to say that the United States was going to respond in money to 
compensate every litigant in the courts of the United States for 
money lost through the dishonesty of the clerk of a court or of 
100 marshal, or, I might say, through error or dishonesty of the 

udge. 

Then there has been another class of cases, cases where super- 
intendents of public buildings and other public works, after the 
plans had been prepared by the Supervising Architect and adopt- 
edby the Treasury Department, and changes had beenordered and 
poopie had furnished supplies, ora contractor had performed ad- 

itional work. The Committee on Claims have been in the habit 
of paying those claims, and that enables a superintendent of a 
public building or other public work to determine what the a 
propriation for a work or building shall be, and how much iF 
shall cost. 

We have been in the habit of indorsing and ratifying the un- 
bocce. and illegal acts of the agents of the Government in 

respect. 
There arose in thateommittee the case of a Mr. Williams, who 
visited some building in San Francisco in course of erection in 
the hands of the contractor, and went to an upper story in the 


building in an elevator, which was merely there for the purpose 
of carrying material, and he wasinjured. Thatisa case similar 
to this. I think the ma ority of the Committee on Claims re- 
vted in favor of the Williams claim. I could not agree to it, 
use I thought it was an entering-wedge, a dangerous prece- 
dent to establish, that the United States should be liable in 
money for all injuries resulting not only from the negligence of 
all its officers, but even of contractors, where the building was 
a publie building. ` 

Tt must be borne in mind that we have, I think, about one hun- 
dred thousand officers in the Army and the Navy and on the 
civil list, and the question ought to be determined just where 
the liability of the Government commences and where it ends. 
We ought to determine for just what acts the Government is. 
going to be responsible. For instance, we ought to know if the 
driver of a mail wagon on the streets of Washington, who drives 
his wagon carelessly and runs into a carriage and frightens the 
horses, and the occupant of the carriage is thrown out in the 
street and killed or injured, whether the United States is goi 
to respond in damages for the negligence of the driver of a ma 
wagon; and that illustration will answer for any act of negli- 
gence or want of care by any other officer of the 8 

Shortly after I came into the Senate, when I saw how many 
claims went before the Committee on Claims and how little the 
committee was bound by precedent and how it would reject 
what I thought was a meritorious claim one day and the next 
day it would report in favor of one no more meritorious, applyin 
a rule one day to which it did not adhere the next, I discu 
in the Senate several times the necessity of adopting some gen- 
eral law which would define and limit the responsibility of the 
Government and send these cases, if possible, to the courts. 

That brings me down to what I wish to say about the , 
resolution. The resolution provides that the committee sh 
first ascertain substantially whether there is a Sag or equitable 
liability of the Government in this case. I need not say this is 
a case which has aroused the sympathies of the public, and a 
case in which my sympathies are enlisted for those who suffered. 
It was a great disaster; but, as I say, this committee is directed 
to inquire, first, whether there is a legal oran equitable liability 
on the part of the Government; and, then, without reporting to 
the Senate, if they, a committee of five Senators, determine that 
important question, ayers to go on and ascertain substantially 
what amountof money shall be appropriated by the Government 
for the relief of every one of these persons. 

I should be better satisfied if that question could be first de- 
termined by the Senate in some way before we set this prece- 
dent, if the committee—whether it ba a standing committee of 
the Senate or a special committee—were required to report 
upon that question, and when the Senate has decided that re- 
lief should be given, theu investigate the question as to how 
much damages each should receive. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to suggest to him 
the question as to whether compensation should be made at all 
in this case or not lies at the threshold, and would necessarily 
be the first question investigated. My own opinion would be 
that the judgment of the Senate should be invoked upon that 

uestion before the committee proceed to investigate each in- 
ividual case. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, would not the Senator consent to have all 
of his resolution after the word " them.” in line 5, stricken out 
for the time being, and leave that for subsequent action? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall not continue the discussion. All I rose 
to suggest was what the Senator from Tennessee now says should 
be done. Ido that, not because I care for the paltry amount 
which would be awarded to the sufferers in this case under any 
circumstances, but I think before we enter upon this business 
of compensating persons for the negligence or supposed negli- 
gence of inferior officers of the Government we ought to care- 
fully consider it, and set the precedent so that we shall be will- 

to be bound by it. 
r. PALMER. I inquire of the Senator what preliminary 
method he would suggest as settling the question of liability? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to see the resolution referred to 
the Committeeon the Judiciary, with the request that they make 
a speedy report as to the question of . and then a special 
committee could carry it out. That might be done without 
changing the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee Whether the recommendation of the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses had not better be adopted, that the resolution 
be first referred to some appropriate committee? 

It seems to me that the resolution is liable to several pretty 
serious criticisms. In the first place, itis liable to the criticism 
made bythe Senator frem Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], that it does not 
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rovide that the Senate shall determine the question of legal 
liability before the individual injuries are to be investigated and 
ascertained. . 

Here were sixty-two persons, I understand; some twenty-two 
killed, I believe, and forty injured; but the Senator from Ten- 
nessee knows better about the number than I do. A Senator in- 
formed me just now that that was the number as he understood 


t. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not sure as to the number, but I think it 
will exceed forty. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. It would be cruel to call those per- 
sons, to raise their expectations, and have them prove the 
amount and character of their injuries, which would involve as- 
certaining the physical condition, the prospect of cure, and all 
the questions which come up, with which every Senator who isa 
lawyer is familiar, in cases of personal actions, and then have the 

whole thing brushed away without doing anything about it, be- 
cause Senators thought it was a sound public principle that in 
such a case compensation ought not to be made. 

I understand the Senator from Tennessee to agree that the 
committee’s opinion as to whether there is a liability on the part 
of the Government, legal or equitable, ought not to be acted 
upon in such a way that they will goon and ascertain the injury 
until the Senate has decided the question of liability, and there- 
fore it seems to me that it would be better to stop this resolu- 
tion with the word them,“ in line 5, and then if the committee 
report favorably, of course they will provide a proper means of 
ascertaining the injury. 

In the next place, in my judgment, with due deference to the 
great experience of the Senator from Tennessee, it is better that 
the amount of the personal injuries be ascertained in some other 
way than by a committee of the Senate. The duty of investiga- 
ting sixty cases of individual injury, to hear each party, to hear 
sok party's doctor and nurse, to ascertain the items of cost of 
the sickness and the chances of recovery, how the persons were 
hurt, and to what extent they ought to be paid, should be de- 
volved upon some public officer of the Government and not on 
a Senate committee. 

Then, the resolution provides for a joint committee with the 
House of Representatives if committee see fit and the House 
shall so desire. That isa t invasion and reversal of the 

licy of the legislation of this Government from the beginning. 
We go on the ground that these two separate bodies are to make 
up separate judgments, and we make exceptions only in cases of 

ections and some very special and peculiar cases where a joint 
committee is raised, or to do acts which the two bodies are todo 
jointly. In relation to those we have a Committee on Printing 
rom the necessity of the case, and a Committee on the Library 
from the necessity of the case, which are joint committees, and 
indeed they are so made by statute. 

The question whether we are to enter upon the policy of act- 
ing by joint committees, which we do not do in any other class 
of claims, is to be left to this particular committee so far as it is 
concerned, and then the resolve provides that, even if there be 
a joint committee of both Houses, still the expense is to be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. Therefore, it seems to 
me, with great deference to the Senator from Tennessee, that 
his object, as he has just explained it, would be accomplished by 

assing the first five lines of the resolution and letting the rest 
be rovided for hereafter. 

r. HARRIS. The suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is in no sense objectionable to me, because in practical 
operation the results of the passage of the resolution, modified 
as he suggests, will be precisely the same as they would have 
been if the resolution should pass without modification. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will don me. The committee 
which should be then appointed, if they thought the claims ought 
to be paid, would then report a scheme for ascertaining the 
amount of the injuries. 

Mr. HARRIS. It would certain! 
tee to take up sixty, more or less, individual cases, and under- 
take to develop the exact facts in t of each case, unless it 
had been previously decided, under all the circumstances, 
whether strictly legal or not, a measure of compensation ought 
to be allowed. Then comes the question, in the light of all the 
facts of the case, what would be a reasonable measure under the 
circumstances? 

I have no objection to modifying the resolution as suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read as modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as 
modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
Chair to investigate the Ford Theater disaster and report to the Senate 
whether in equity and justice the Government should compensate the suf- 
ferers of that disaster for the injuries sustained by them. 


be unwise in such commit- 


that my friend from Tennessee 
€ r e public feeling, and I think the 
eeling of eyery Senator, is that the Government of the United 
States should render a generous and liberal allowance to those 
persons in its employ who, by the negligence or fault, perha 
of officers of the Government, and perhaps of others, in a public 
wating of the United States were hurried to death, injury, and 
pene do not think it is necessary to inguire into the legal 
iability of the Government for such injuries. The equitable 
liability is clear and unquestionable. Therefore it seems to me 
that the only object and the only purpose of appointing a com- 
mittee of this kind is to ascertain what would be, underall the 
circumstances, a reasonable provision. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suppose it is perfectly clear, 
if the Senator will allow me, that there is no legal liability on 
the part of the Government. 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. I admit that. The only question is what, 
in justice between man and man, or rather between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and its employés in a case of this kind, 
where death and injuryand loss have fallen upona large number 
of its employés, ought to be paid. 

It seems to me, therefore, that that question, so far as the in- 
quiry would be limited, is already settled in the minds, I think, 
of three-fourths of the Senators here present. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio will allow me to sug- 
gest to him that I think his object and mine are precisely the 
same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the resolution passes as modi- 
fied, the committee will investigate the general facts and cir- 
cumstances applicable to that disaster and the injuriesresulting 
from it; but, unless the Senate shall decide that compensation 
shall be made to the injured ties, there can be no necessity, 
it seems to me, for the committee in advance to go on to develop 
the facts in ea to each individual case. When, however, 
the Senate shall have decided that compensation shall be made, 
then the committee will be authorized to go on and investigate 
each individual case, develop every fact material to each indi- 
vidual case, and present each individual case for such compen- 
pra as, in the opinion of the committee, the party is enti- 

Mr. SHERMAN. Doss not the Senator from Tennessee know 
that the Senate have already decided the moral and equitable 
liability which the Government of the United States ought at 
once to assume without question and without a reference to a 
committee? Ican speak for the Senate of the United States now, 
without the slightest doubt, that by an overwhelming majority 
the opinion of Senators would be that some reasonable and proper 
redress should be given to those servants of the United States 
who, without fault of theirs, were hurried to death or suffered 
injury. That question issolved. I think there is no use in hay- 
ing a committee appointed for the purpose of settling it. If the 
Senator, however, is ing to take the resolution, shorn of its 
important and best features, I am perfectly willing. I do not 
wish tostand in the way; but I think the proposed remedy ought 
to be given immediately. I happen to know some of those who 
were very severely injured and also one who was killed, and I 
think there can be no doubt in the mind of every Senator, if all 
the circumstances were known, that they would be ready and 
prompt to give some reasonable and fair relief. 

I think it unnecessary to divide up this resolution and appoint 
a committee to ascertain a fact which I believe is already ascer- 
tained in the minds of a great majority of the Senate—a mere 
question of equity and right, a sense of what is due to our em- 
plovés. I think it would be better to have the original resolu- 
tion stand, but if the Senator desires to have that preliminary 
finding I have no objection. I think, however, it will only de- 
lay the relief, which ought to be granted promptly. 

Mr. PASCO. I more the resolution will pass in the shape in 
which it was origtual y proposed by the Senator from Tennessee 
. do not see the necessity for dividing up this 
work. 

I agree with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that, re- 
gardless of the question as towhether these people could obtain 
a remedy by law if suit were brought against the United States, 
there es to be some remedy and relief; and I think that 
ample and entire power should be given the proposed committee 
to deal with the whole subject when it is committed to them. 

I did not intend to participate in this debate, but as reference 
has been made to the Committee on Claims, of which J am 
chairman, I stated to the Senator from Tennessee, who consulted 
with me in reference to this matter, that so far as the Commit- 
tee on Claims is concerned, that committse is entirely willing 
that this subject shall go to a special committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to suggest 
to him that if he really prefers the resolution as . y in- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam sor 
1 to that suggestion. Th 
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troduced, he will have to move to amend by reinserting the 
mutter stricken out. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], whois not now in the Chamber, I con- 
sented to modify the resolution. Therefore, if the matter stricken 
out is to be reinserted, certainly in the absence of the Senator 
from Massachusetts it must be done by vote of the Senats. 

Mr. PASCO, Ishall make that motion before taking my seat 
in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

I will state that the Committee on Claims have a large amount 
of work before it. Fully one-third of the bills which are intro- 
duced into this body go to the Committee on Claims, and with 
all diligence it is impossible for that committee at any session or 
at any Congress to dispose of all the work which is referred to 
it. Still, ifit had been the will of the Senate to commit this 
matter to our committee, we should have endeavored to have 
considered it as industriously as possible. But the reasons for 
referring the resolution to a special committee are, in my judg- 
ment, ample, and I pope that the committee will have entire 
jurisdiction of the whole subjectas contemplated by the original 
resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee. Therefore I 
move that the matter which the Senator from Tennessee has 
consented shall be stricken out, be reinserted, and that the reso- 
lution be d in that shape. 

Mr. DOLPH. As [said when I was on my feet before, I sym- 
athize as deeply with the persons who suffered by the Ford 
heater accident as any Senator, and I shail undoubtedly, when 

the Senate comes to act upon it and after full consideration 
makes a precedent, vote for relieving those persons; but I do not 
think we can assume, because the public have been convinced 
that recompense ought to be made, or because it is supposed that 
the majority of Senators are in favor of granting relief, that we 
necessarily need intrust to a committee the question as to 
whether we shall doit. We had better, if we are going to do 
that, strike out the first part of the resolution and assume that 
we are going to make recompense in this case, and not put the 
burden on the committee of determining whether we shall do it, 
but steely let them ascertain how much shall be paid to each 
one of these individuals. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I think the im- 
portant thing to find out is how much we ought to pay to each 
of these persons. As we are talking about setting an example 
or making a precedent, if the Senator will call to mind other 
things which the Senate and House of Representatives have 
done—I do not mean in this presale Congress—he will find 
that this is about as good a thing to do as a thousand things 
which we have done in the past. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, Mr. President, a better thing to do than 
ten thousand things we have done since I have been in the Sen- 
ate. I have been here ten years, and we have done a thousand 
things each year since I have been here which were less meri- 
torious than this. 

There are—I was going to say a hundred thousand—but there 
are thousands of claimants who have had claims before this 
Government, some of them for the last fifty years, whose claims 
are just as legal and just as equitable against the Government 
as the claims of these persons, and yet who can not get a hear- 
ing. They come here year after year and present their bills, 
which are referred to the Committee on Claims. The Committee 
on Claims reports a small percentage of them. A smaller percent- 
age gets through the Senate and a much smaller percentage 
gets through the House of Representatives. If you will take 
the statutas at the end of a Congress, you will find that the 
least meritorious claims have been worked through, and worked 
through by the persistence of the men who are hired to repre- 
sent them, and who can be paid liberally, because the claims are 
the least meritorious. 

So these meritorious men go on from year to year until they 
disappear and die, and a great majority of their claims are now 
being pressed by their heirs and by their personal representa- 
tives. It is because I should like to see some uniformity of ac- 
tion on the partof the Senate, because I should like to see, when 
we establish a precedent, that we establish one by which we will 
abide, and that we shall not to-day say we will pay these sufferers, 
who 58 75 to be paid by this great Government, on account of 
the negligence or misconduct of an officer of the Army, and next 
week we will reject a claim for damages for the death of some 
person or for the injury of some person by some other officer of 
this Government. | 

If we are going to enter upon this business, let it be under- 
stood that the Government is going to stand as the representa- 
tive of its employés; and no matter whether it is by the collapse 
of a building, by the explosion of a naval vessel, by the wreck 
of a vessel, or by the burning of a building, or the fall of an 
elevator, or the running away of a mail wagon driven by an 
agent of the Government, or by whatever accident or casualty 
death is caused or injury inflicted, that the United States is go- 


sons anything. 


ing toacknowledge its legal or equitable obligation to pay claims. 
That is all lam suggesting. 

I have grown sick of the way in which the United States re- 
sponds to its equitable obligations, and not only equitable obli- 
gations, but actual legal obligations. As I say, only a small per- 
centage of the claims presented to Congress eyer get through 
Congress, and those the least meritorious. The consideration 
and payment of the great mass of them is neglected. I know of 
people in my State who have good claims against this Govern- 
ment, who are in absolute want. I know of others who have 
died in poverty for the want of that which the Government owed 
them, just as much as the Government will owe me my salary 
for the month of December on the 3d of next month. 

That is whatI was suggesting to the Senate. I said it would 
be probably considered an ungracious matter to make a sugges- 
tion which would seem like obstructing this resolution. It is an 
unpleasant matter, and I thought fora time thatI would not 
mention it at all; but I should like, when we establish this prec- 
edent, that the Senate establish it so that we may know that 
the Senate is going to enter upon this work, and, when we 
understand that, the proposed committee can investigate and 
determine how much each one of these claimants shall receive. 

If it is true that we know that we are going to pay these 
claims, that we are going to enter upon this policy; if it is true 
that three-fourths of the Senators are in favor of paying thess 
claims, let us strike out the first part of the resolution and not 
ask the committee to determine whether we shall pay these per- 
That is my suggestion. 

I want the Senate to decide that question instead of the com- 
mittee, and sooner than trust it to a committee and let them act 
upon their own conclusions, I would strike out that part of the 
resolution and refer to the committee to determine how much 
each person shall be paid. I would make that decision of the 
Senate the precedent, and rather than pass this resolution as a 
whole I would sooner strike out the first part of it and let the 
Senate say we will pay these claims and instruct this commit- 
tee to ascertain how much shall be paid. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not intend to take up the time of the 
Senate except to say a word. I desire to say that if I have an op- 
portunity of voting for mapa ment of the representatives of the 
people who have been ki by the fall of that building, oc- 
cupied by the Government and undermined by the Government, 
and falling down on account of it, I intend to so vote. 

So far as the Senator from Oregon has charged that we have 
paid ten thousand claims that we ought not to have done 

Mr. DOLPH. I have not charged that. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is a matter about which he can satisfy 
himself, but I know that we have made appropriations here 
which were not nearly so meritorious as the action which is 
sought to be taken in reference to these claims. The very idea 
that the Government of the United States will not consider and 
allow whatought to be allowed in such cases, especially where 
they occur ht here under the shadow of the Capitol, in a 
building for which we are paying rent, which fell as a result of 
the action of cur own officials—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are not paying rent for the building. 

Mr. HARRIS. We own the building. 

Mr. CULLOM. If we own the building that makes the case 
much worse. The idea that we shall refuse to pay these unfor- 
tunate people, or their representatives, what is a fair and reason- 
able remuneration, seems to me abhorrent. I do not know how 
it is as to others, but T am surprised at the Senator from Oregon 
in making an assault at this time upon the action of Congress, 
Whatever course the Senate pleases to take as to the reference 
of the resolution, whether ander a cold, technical construction 
of the Constitution or not, we are going to peg saree people what- 
ever is fair and right, in my judgment. I shall vote to do it at 
least, whether anybody else does or not. When we are consid- 
ering it, let us take into account what we have appropriated for 
the maong people on the Mississippi River, for instance, on 
account of the floods and other cases of that kind. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Illinois has no authority 
or right for insinuating that I made an assault on the resolu- 
tion. I did not say we had made ten thousand appropriations 
which were wrong. Isaid that we had made probably ten thou- 
sand appropriations since I have been here which were less mer- 
itorious than the one now proposed. I said this is a meritorious 
claim, and that I should vote for the payment of these people; 
but the Senator assumes that I can not criticise the form of the 
resolution, that I can not help to put this proposition in shape, 
without being antagonistic to the purpose of the resolution. 

Sir, there is nothing in what I ace said to warrant such an 
assumption. I have said all the way through that what I had 
said I said reluctantly, that { was in favor of paying these peo- 
ple, that I wanted the Senate to act intelligently upon this sub- 
ject, and that I wanted the Senate to make a precedent by which 
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we could stand hereafter. What I objected to was referring 
the question as to whether we are under any equitable liability 
to make compensation to five Senators, instead of the Senate it- 
self saying whether we are or not. 

Tue Senator from Massachusetts proposes to strike out the 
latter part of the resolution and refer the question of liability to 
five Senators. I would not object to that, because their report 
would come back to the Senate and we would get the final action 
of the Senate, saying substantially that we would pay theclaims, 
and then we could pert to investigate them. the Senate 
wants to act upon that question now it can act upon it as intel- 
ligently as it can after the five Senators have investigated it. If 
the Senate wants to say now that we will pay the claims, let us 
strike out the first part of the resolution, requiring the commit- 
tee to ascertain whether there is any equitable or legal obli 
tion on the part of the Government to pay them. and simply di- 
rect them to ascertain how much shall be paid. I would support 
the resolution in that form: but because I seek to put the resolu- 
tion in shape so that it will be a precedent for the future, and 

pose to have the Senate determine whether we are under any 
liability to pay these people instead of five Senators, it is wrong 
to assume that I am making an assault upon the resolution and 
that I am acting such an ungracious part as to place objectionsin 
the way of the Government doing what is just and equitable to- 
wards these people. Sir, 1 disclaim any such intention. 

Mr. CULLO I will withdraw any suggestion that the Sen- 
ator is opposing the resolution, if he isnot doing so. The vehe- 
mence with which he talked led me to believe that he isinclined 
to vote against the whole measure; but I withdraw all that I said 
on that point, and I am prepared now to vote for the resolution 
as originally introduced by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. DOLPH. As I said, I served four years upon the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Iamaware that we have never been governed 
by precedents, but owing to one reason or another we select the 
people who shall be favored and who shall be paid for just claims 
against the Government, and we leave the great mass of them 
to present their claims, Congress after Congress. I am desirous 
that what we do shall be put upon a proper basis; that we shall 
do it intelligently, after discussion and understanding; and that 
when we have established a precedentin acase like this we shall 
abide by it. That is all I ams 5 

Then, further, I suggest that we have something now that will 
indicate the intention of the Senate in this matter and make the 
precedent before we go to all the trouble of calling witnesses 
and surgeons to ascertain the amount of injury that each one of 
the claimants has received and the amount of 5 that 
should be given to each. I move now to restore that portion of 
the resolution that was stricken out by the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, and to strike out the first 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon that the motion indicated by him is now the 
pending motion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let thequestion be taken onthe motion of the 
Senator from Florida, and then I will move to strike out the first 
portion, and Senators will see whether I am inimical to this 


measure. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if the motion to strike out the 
first part of the resolution prevails, it will be more far-reach- 
ing than Senators suppose. I understand it is now to be as- 
sumed as the judgment of the Senate that the principle is cor- 
rect, that the United States are to be made liable out of the 
blic Treasury for any damage which may occur to any human 
being whatever arising from the neglect or the willful fault of 
any agent of the United States. If we are to establish that 
ciple we are assuming a liability that no government 2 
bas ever assumed. Sol 8 to say that osora on take as 
kind of a step, fixing so e a contingent ity upon the 
taxpayers of this country, we had better examine our ground 
carefully. Let a committee examine it, and let the Senate pass 
n it, and do not let us, out of mere sympathy for distress, 
without examination, fix upon the Treasury of the United States 
so large a 2 88 
Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator suppose that I said the 
United States is liable? I did not state that. On the contrary, 
_upon the suggestion made to me I do not think, using the word 
“liable” in its legal sense, that the United States is liable for 
damages under these circumstances. The United States could 
not be hung even if it were guilty of the willful act of destroy- 
ing these lives, nor is it liable for in any legal sense; 
butit is liable before a court of justice higher than the courts 
of the United States. It is liable under the rule to do unto 


others as you would have them do unto you. Congress in pass- 
ing laws, a thousand times at every session, grants compensa- 
uity, justice, right between 


tion to claimants on the ground of 
man and man, without to lia 
of that kind every day. This is the 


the Government of the United States is now under, not before a 
court of law, but in the tribunal of the Congress of the United 
States, 2 the bar of justice. That is the kind of liability I 


S of. 

I think this is as strong a case as I ever knew. Perhaps I 
feel a little more interest in it because I happened to be here at 
the time. Iwas called upon and went down and saw the distress- 
ing scenes, and they are pictured on my mind at this moment. 
It seems to me that all Senators should appreciate the natureof 
that scene, which was undoubtedly brought about by the fault 
of officers of the Governmentor others. Thatis the reason why 
I feel that it is not a question which ought to be decided by the 
mere fixed rules of liability. 

Mr. GEORGE. If I had not been interrupted by the Senator 
from Ohio | would have stated, what I now proceed to state, that 
whilst I think this is a very grave question and deserves calm 
and judicial consideration on the pirt of the committee and on 
the part of the Senate itself, I do not mean to anticipate by any- 
thing Isay what ought finally to be the judgment of the Senate; 
but I do say it is an innovation upon the rules of law and it does 
open the way by precedent to establishing very large liabilities 
against the Government. For this reason I insist that the Sen- 
ator from Oregon in his first remarks upon the subject was cor- 
rect, and we ought calmly, in a judicial and fair temper, first to 
decide what liability we should assume, and then there will be 
time enough, if we reach the conclusion that we should assume 
a liability, to determine the amount of it. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. Mr. President, I served upon the 
Committee on Claims for a brief time. During the time I was 
on that committee a vast number of bills came to the committee, 
all of them involving the question of the liability of the Gov- 
ernment for an act of commission or omission of an officer of 
the Government, and the standing rule of the committee was to 
sey pe those bills adversely. 

hatever may be the equities in this case, and I am not de- 
nying those equities, I think the ground taken by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is preéminently proper. I can 
not see how we are to shut the flood gates to the vast amount of 
bills which go into that committee, claiming liabilities against 
this Government of every kind and nature in the world, result- 
ing from some claimed act of omission or commission on the part 
of an officer of the Government if, a priori, without any investi- 
gation here, we determine the liability and leave only the ques- 
tion of amount to be fixed. If we do that, then we have done an 
injustice in the Senate year after year, because the unanimous 
action of that committee during my incumbency on the commit- 
tee was to report unfavorably every bill involving that question, 
on the ground that there was no legal liability on the Govern- 
ment for any act of commission or omission on the part of the 
officer; that he was an agent with a delegated and limited au- 
thority, and that ay act of his which brought wrong to anybody 
was beyond the scope of his agency and entailed no liability 
upon the principal. s 

Į understand that to have been the rule existing in that com- 
mittee from its very organization. If it is a hardship, it is a 
hardship that has come home to hundreds of people having 
claims quite as just against the Government as the claims of the 
unfortunate people stricken by the fall of this building. 

I think the position of the Senator from Mississippi is pre- 
eminently a wise and safe one. Let us send the question of this 
disaster to the committee properly charged with the duty of de- 
termining the legal liability of the Government. Then, when 
we geta report fixing what the legal rights are, this body can de- 
termine to dosomething asa matter of equity beyond any legal lia- 
bility, if the legal liability does not exist. Wecan much better 
determine what we should do as a matter of equity when we have 
fixed our legal rights than we can by putting our legal rights 
aside and determining in advance that there is a legal liability 
on us to pay anything whatever. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the resolution proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee gives to the special committee ample 
and complete power to dispose of the entire matter, and to give 
consideration to all the questions suggested by the Senator from 
Louisiana. It is evident, of course, to every Senator that as a 
matter of strict legal right there can be no recovery, and if this 
ease went to the Committee on Claims in the ordinary way no 
doubt that would bə the fate of the whole measure. It would be 
brought back to the Senate with a report that there was no le- 
gal Hability upon the part of the Government, and that there 
could be no recovery. 

But I understood that the resolution of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee was brought in upon a different principle. It is to cover 
a yery remarkable case, a case that has never before occurred in 
the history of the Government. I was in the city at the time 
the disaster occurred. I was near the scene very soon after the 
accident. I know the deep feeling there was in the city at the 
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time, and I know how it spread over the entire country. We 
all know that whatever the legal liability of the Government 
may be, there is a disposition on the part of Senators to give 
some relief to the sufferers from this terrible calamity, and 
there is a disposition upon the part of the people to support any 
such action which may be taken by the two Houses of Congress. 

The resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee covers 
the entire ground. It gives ample scope to determine the whole 
matter. There is an advantage in having the case considered 
by a ial committee that would not exist if it went to the 
Committee on Claims. As I said before, we might be governed 
by the precedents, which are narrow, and which have been re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Louisiana; but if it is taken up 2s 
an exceptional case and referred toa specialcommittee, and the 
gener sity of the Government is extended to thesesuffering peo- 
ple «nd the survivors of those who have died, it can not then be 
quoted as a proper precedent to be applied in every case where 
injury is done through carelessness, negligence, or accident on 
the part of officers of the Government. There is an advantage 
in sending it to the special committee as an exceptional case, 
and it should be sent there with full power to the committee, so 
that it may di of the whole matter, and without applying 
the strict and rigid rule of the law it should give to those people 
such relief as the equitible and peculiar circumstances of the 
case would seem to seek. 

I hope that the resolution will be restored to its shape as orig- 
inally presented by the Senator from Tennessee, and that the 
entire control of the whole subject will be given to the special 
committee proposed; and when the matter comes again before 
the Senate we shall have all the facts before us, with the recom- 
eee of the special committee as to the course that should 
be pursued, 

r. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PASCO, Certainly 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator prefer that five Senators shall 
determine the question of liability rather than that it shall be 
determined by the Senate? 

Mr. PASCO. I am indifferent about that matter. It will 
come to the Senate at last for final action. 

Mr. DOLPH. After the committee has gone to all the labor 
of investigation. If you are going to pay the claims, why not 
strike out the first part of the resolution and let the committee 
go on and ascertain how much shall be paid? 

Mr. PASCO. If the committee desire to get the views of their 
fellow Senators and the views of the Senate upon this question, 
after extending its investigations to that length and having pre- 
pared a report of its proceedings upto that point, it will have 
abundant power under the resolution to submit a partial report 
to the Senate and ascertain whether it meets with the approval 
of the Senate or not. It cau come in with a partial report and 
submit it to the Senate if it sees fit, or go on and bring the whole 
matter in. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, the 
Senator from Oregon does not mean to say that under the res- 
olution the select committee would decide the question? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the language of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. The select committee will report all the facts 
pertinent to the case with its recommendation, but the Senate 
will sit in judgment upon the report of that committee and will 
decide for itself whether the conclusions of the committee are 
right or wrong. 

r. PASCO. I understand the point of the Senator from 
Oregon to be that there should be a preliminary finding before 
the committee extends its labors to ascertain all the cireum- 
stances and the amount that should be allowed to the different 
suflerers. But the committee can make a preliminary report, if 
it sees fit to do so, under the power given to it by the Senate in 
the resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no direction to the committee to make 
a preliminary report. 

r. HARRIS. Jt is authorized to report by bill or otherwise, 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no suggestion that it shall make a 
preliminary report. There is nothing in the resolution to indi- 
eate that it shall take the sense of the Senate as to whether it is 
correct in its judgment that there is a liability on the ae of 
the Government, either legal or equitable. Of course, before 
any of the sufferers can receive money the Senate and Congress 
must act on the report, and that will necessarily involve the 
question whether there isany liability, whetherany relief should 
be granted or not, as well as the question as to how much shall 
be granted. 

I think the resolution is very peculiar and extraordinary in 
its effect. It is usual to ascertain the question of liability be- 
fore we lay the foundation for paying a claim, and that is all I 
am suggesting. I am e Senate shall be committed to 


that matter by striking out that portion of the resolution which 
requires the committee to examine and report whether there is 
ony legal or equitable obligation on the part of the Government 
and simply direct the committee to ascertain how much each 
individual shall receive. 

That is my suggestion; but your committee is required to go 
on and act upon its finding and determination as to the legal or 
equitable obligation of the Government in this case before that 
question has been determined by the Senate. If that is neces- 
sary, Why not let the Senate determine it now? Why not let 
the Senate assume that there is an obligation and simply direct 
the committee to go on and asce ow much sha paid, 
not whether anything shall be paid? If the latter part of the 
resolution is restored, I shall endeavor to carry out my view of 
the matter by moving to strike out that portion of the resolution 
which requires the committee to inquire whether there is any 
legal or equitable obligatien, and simply direct it to examine the 
case of each suiierer from the Ford's Theater disaster and to re- 
port how much shall be paid in each case. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived, the morning hour is closed, and the 
Calendar is in order under Rule IX. 2 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the consent of the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of the resolution 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be proceeded with by unanimous con- 


sent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, 
and the Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have no objection to the adop- 
tion of the resolution as 586 the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, but I wish to say that for myself I donot need the report 
of any committee to decide that when an officer or person in the 
employment of-the United States is required to perform a public 
duty in a particular place under the entire control of the United 
States, he has no discretion except to perform that duty in that 
place, and if by reason of the obligation to perform the public - 
service there he shall lose his life or becomes disabled it is the 
duty of the Congress of the United States to makecompensation 
for it. Nor do I see that such an allowance involves responsi- 
3 any other case than precisely that case where the pub- 
lic official sacrifices his life, or becomes disibied, in the perform- 
ance of a specific duty imposed upon him by law. It would seem 
to me, as the Senator from Ohio has said, that that is a question 
which would ne d no reference and no consideration. 

We speak of liability on the part of the United States, but 
there is no liability except that which is created by law. Gov- 
ernments are not to be conducted upon the basis of individual 
responsibilities and obligations. They are to be treated upon a 
larger field of consideration than those which are created by 
statute and prevail between one individual and another. But 
it may be said that the spirit of this age goes farther, and that 
in the case of an employer possessed of large means, or a great 
corporation, where employés lose their lives or become disabled 
in performance of duty, the general equity which is pervad- 
ing the whole public opinion of the world is in fayor of giving 
compensation in such cases. 

Therefore, so far as that is concerned, I think the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is right in saying we might well bya 
resolution of this body, without a reference toa committee to in- 
qre inte thestatusof the law between individuals, declare that 
these people are entitled to compensation according to the de- 
gree of disability and injury which they have received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PATT in the chair). The 

uestion is on the motion of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 

ASCO] to amend the resolution. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida, the effect of 
which is to restore the resolution to its or form, 

The SECRETARY. Add to the resolution, after the word “them,” 
in line 5, the following: 

And if it shall be decided that inert should be compensated, then the com- 
mittee will investigate each individual case, and report the amount of com: 
pensation that should be allowed in each case. 

Resolved further. That the committee may employ a clerk who is stenog 


rapher, and who shall do the stenozraphic work of the committee as clerk, 
and that the committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, and 


the chairman of the committee or of any subcommittee may * 
On 

Jiesolved further, That the expenses of said investigation shall be paid out 
of the gon t rund of the Senate. 


tingen! 
Resolved further, That said committee may act jointly with asimflar com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, if the 
committee. 


that the committee may report by bill or red a ~— 

Mr. HOAR. Is that the language which has once been stricken 
out: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 

modified his resolution by leaving off the part which it is now 
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posed to add as an amendment by the Senator from Florida. 
The question is, Shall the amendment be agreed to? 

Mr.HOAR, Is it the purpose of the Senator from Florida, may 
I inquire, to establish the practice of joint committees between 
the two Houses of Congress? 

Mr. PASCO. Iwill state to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who was out of the Chamber while the discussion was going on, 
that a very general feeling has been expressed throughout the 
Senate—the first expression of it came from the Senator from 
Ohio—that the committee should have entire jurisdiction over 
tbis whole matter and that it should not be left simply to find 
out what the legal rights of the parties are. In order to carry 
out that purpose, my motion is to restore the resolution to its 
original shape, and I made the motion with the consent of the 
Senator from Tennessee, who felt embarrassed by the absence 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida and the Senator 
from Massachusetts will allow me to make a suggestion, that 

articular part of the last resolution which provides for acting 
f conjunction with a similar committee of the other House, if 
the House shall appoint such a committee, might be stricken 
out. There can be no objection that I can see to striking that 
part of the resolution out and leaving in the last declaration, 
that the committee may report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam perfectly willing to modify my amendment 
to that extent. My desire is to give the committee entire juris- 
diction over the whole subject matter, so that these people may 
not be delayed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let the Senator modify his amendment 
so as to reinstate all of the matter except that provision. 

Mr. PASCO. I will so modify it, at the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then that portion of the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted will be stricken out. 

. HOAR. That will obviate the principal objection I made, 
though I still think that unless the Senate is very strongly of 
opinion that the claim should be allowed it would be better to 
have the matter come back to the Senate first. I think in any 
case it would be batter to have the amounts ascertained in some 
other way than by a committee of the Senate. If we put upon 
acommittee of the Senate the duty of investigating nearly sev- 
enty individual cases of personal injury, hearing the doctors and 
nurses, and all the evidence that is necessary to ascertain the 
extent of injury to the person, one of two things will follow. 

In order to do the work properly the Senate committee ought 
not to take less than a solid month of hard work or they will 
shirk that work and the report will be made without due and 
proper investigation. I think it is much better to have them as- 
eertain and report the liability, and then provide that if there 
be a liability the amount shall be ascertained by the Secretary of 
War or by some other Department officer who can employ the 
necessary instrumentalities for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee will use all those instru- 
mentalities fully in ascertaining the amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Now, to carry out the views of the Senator 
from Ohio and ny own views about the matter, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. It any imposes on the 
committee the duty of ascertaining how much should be paid 
these people, and now by inference there will be action by the 
Senate as to whether they shall be paid or the whole question 
will be left to the Senate after the report comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word ‘‘investigate,” to 
strike out down to and including the word “case,” in line 7, in 
the following words: 
the Ford Theater disaster and report to the Senate, whether in equity and 
justice the Government should 7 7877 the sufferers of that disaster, for 


the injuries sustained by them, and if it shall be decided that they should be 
vompensated, then the —— will investigate each individual case. 


And insert: 
the case of each individual sufferer by the Ford's Theater disaster. 
So as to read: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
Chair to investigate the case of each individual sufferer by the Ford's Thea- 
3 and report the amount ot compensation that should be allowed 


reeing to 
ASCO] as 


case, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pruposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Maine suggests to me what 
may be an omission in the original resolution, whether it covers 
the case of the representatives of deceased persons. The orig- 
inal resolution says the sufferers,” and I suggest to the Sen- 


ator from Tennessee whether there ought not to be some addi- 
tional words inserted to cover the representatives of deceased 
persons. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there can be a doubt as to the power of the 
committee to report in respect to persons who suffered to the 
extent of death, then I am ready to accept any suggestion that 
will cover and include it; but I do not think that there can be 
such a doubt. 

Mr. DOLPH. It assumes that the wife or other dependent 
relatives would be sufferers by the disaster, which I think is 
within the liniits of competent construction. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not think theamendment of the Sen- 


ator from Oregon should be adopted if those who vote for the 


resolution are really in favor of ultimate relief to these suffer- 
ers. I think the strongest peen it could be placed in before 
the Senate (as a bill would have to pass both Houses) would be 
a report from a committee on either the legal or the equitable 
liability resting upon the Government in this ticular case, 
If the amendment of the Senator from Oregon is adopted that 
inquiry is entirely eliminated from the consideration of the com- 
mittee, and the only question then is as to fixing the liability in 
the individual cases. So! think it is to the interest of those 
who are seeking to have some action taken, notonly by the Sen- 
ate, but by both branches of Congress, that this inquiry should 
be gone into fully and exhaustively, and a proper report upon 
the legal or equitable liability made to this body. 

Mr. HOAR. This whole question can be avolied by striking 
out, what I am sure the Senator from Tennessee will consent to, 
the words ‘‘sufferers of“ and inserting in lieu thereof persons 
injured or killed by.” 

Mr. HARRIS. [have no objection to that modification. 

Mr. HOAR. That will cover the whole point. 

Mr. HARRIS. It makes the clause unquestionably clear as I 
5 it is clear without it, but I have no objection to the modi- 

cation. 

Mr. HOAR. IL suppose my amendment will come first, because 
it perfects the clause proposed to be stricken out. I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘ sufferers of“ and insert persons injured 
or killed by.” 

Mr.COCKRELL. The Senator from Tennessee accepts that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I 885 it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Massachusetts is accepted by the Senator from 
Tennessee. It will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, strike out the words “sufferers 
of ” and insert persons injured or killed by;“ so as to read: 

Whetherin d ice t vi - 
9 2 pao 9 20 ane 4 ‘ernment should compensate the per- 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it read “The persons injured or the rep- 
resentatives of persons killed.” 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to suggest that the words, ‘‘or their 
representatives” be inserted. 

Mr. PASCO. I was going to ask how Congress can compen- 
sate a man who was killed. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to insert after the word disaster“ the 
words ‘‘or their representatives,” and then to strike out the 
words for the injuries sustained by them.“ It is now complete 
without the latter clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word disaster,“ in line 5, insert 
the words“ or their representatives,“ and in the same line, af- 
ter the amendment just adopted, strike out the words “for the 
injuries sustained by them.” 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
resolution will be so modified. The question recurs on agreeing 
5 the amendmeat submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 

OLPH]. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. May Task the Senator from Oregon 

through the Chair whether he does not think the necessary efiect 

55 55 is to determine here now the question of lia- 
ty? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is my purpose. I prefer to determine the 
question of liability here now rather than to let five Senators de- 
termine it. I propose that we shall determine it before they go 
to all the expense of the investigation. My objection is to the 
operation of the resolution. If these five Senators determine 
there is no legal or equitable liability and they report back by 
resolution, that ends the whole business unless the Senate re- 
verses their report; butif they determine for themselves and not 
for the Senate that there is liability on the part of the Govern- 
ment, then they go on and incur all the expense and then it comes 
back to the Senate to determine the question at last. 

We can not — all. I find I can not please the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from West Virginia at the same time. I 
can not please those Senators who say we will not make this a 
precedent; that itis an unusual case; that we will give something 
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just because these le were great sufferers and because the | itsfoundation, primafacie there would be no legal liability on the 
public think itonght to be done and Senators sympathize with 


them, but we will not make any precedent. But here comes the 
Senator from West Virginia and he wants an elaborate report 
in which the legal or equitable obligation of the Government 
shall be so ascertained that it will carry a bill through both 
Houses and make a precedent for all time. So I can not please 


all. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to say to the Senator that his mo- 
tion to amend is essentially antagonistic to the resolution. I 
ask him frankly how can any Senator who does not know any- 
thing in reference to the facts of the disaster vote in favor of his 
amendment? If he should succeed in accomplishing his purpose 
and have the amendment adopted, I, for one, should be compelled 
to vote against the resolution, because I should then be com- 
pelled to vote to pay these parties according to their disability 
without knowing whether there is any legal or equitable obliga- 
tion whatever resting upon the Government. herefore I say 
that his amendment is entirely antagonistic to the purposes the 
mover of the resolution necessarily had in view. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not. ere comes the Senator from 
Ohio and says that the public have made up their minds about 
this matter; that the public have determined that these people 
should be paid and that justice should be done them, and four- 
fifths or three-fourths of the Senate have determined that ques- 


tion. Ido not suppose that we shall know absolutely any more | p 


about the facts of the case when we get through with it we 

know now. We may have it in the shape of a report; we may 

have it placed on our files; but we shall knowno more about the 
merits of the case than we know to-day; that is to say, whether 
the money should be paid. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the use of a report, then? 

Mr. DOLPH. The only question to be determined by the 
committee is as to the liability of the Government for the negli- 
gent or wrongful act of a subordinate officer of the Govern- 
ment. That is a simple question; it is a question which any 
lawyer can determine in his own mind in ten minutes. 

r. FAULKNER. But I ask the Senator whether that ques- 
tion does not depend upon the facts in a particular case, and if 
I am not, cognizant of those facts how can I pass upon the legal 

uestion? 

3 Mr. DOLPH. I say the facts of this case are not in dispute. 
Mr, FAULKNER. I do not know them. Does the Senator? 
Mr. DOLPH. Does not the Senator know about the liabilit 

belonging to the Government; about the improvements whic 

were going on; about the foundations which were being under- 
mined? Does anybody doubt those facts? Are those in issue? 

Can there be any controversy about them? Certainlynot. Now, 

then, the Government was conducting that work, whether it was 

through the Secretary of War, or Col. Ainsworth, or some sub- 
ordinate under him whose duty it was to see that the work was 
prover and safely conducted. There was negligence; and ac- 
cording to the theory of the people who press these claims, the 

3 the Government is just the same whether the Secre- 

tary of War was responsible, or Col. Ainsworth, or some subor- 

dinate officer under him. 

So I say that there can be and there is no dispute as to the 
real facts in this case, and the only legal question is whether the 
Government is equitably liable to these people, and ought the 
Government to assume to be responsible for the wrong or the 
e of every officer of the Government charged with a 

uty. 

That is all the legal question there is, and I submit thatis a 
question we can determine on a vote this morning just as wellas 
we cain determine it hereafter. I think the mind of the Senator 
frox: West Virginia is made up on that proposition, but if we are 
not to determine it this morning I think it would be more or- 
derly, and would save expense, and save great trouble and labor 
to the committee if we should determine it in advance of the in- 
vestigation. 

I agree with the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate must 
finally determine whether it will pay this damage, and how much 
it will pay, and therefore must adopt the full report of the com- 
mittee, but what I have been complaining about is making five 
Senators the judges, in the first instance, as to whether there is 
any liability. So I am willing myself to vote for my amendment 
and let the Senate this morning determine that we will pay these 
Peeples and let the committee determine how much we shall pay 


em. 
Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. I hope the amendmentof the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will be voted down, now that he has declared 
its purpose. Unquestionably under the general rule of law under 
which | understand the Committee on Claims has proceeded from 


art of the Government; but there are classes of cases which 
ce come before that committee (one of them was called to m 
attention this morning connected with an elevator run in th 
building) where growing out of peculiar and exceptional condi- 
tions surrounding the employment, compensation was made and 
the legal rule not violated, because there was a line of demarca- 
tion drawn between the general principle and the particular case 
to which the appropriation applied. 

All that the remarks I e a while ago were intended to ap- 
ply to was to safeguard against any opening of the flood gates 

ere to a violation of the general principle to which I referred. 
If this case comes under an exceptional condition, if this case is 
accompanied by facts which take it out of the general rule, then 
it seems to me it is a great deal safer for this body to have the 
report of a committee stating those exceptional grounds and 
make up a record so as to prevent the application of the prece- 
dent in the future. 

There was the case of a vessel before the Committee on Claims 
at the last session of the last Congress. It was elaborately and 
carefully argued. Theconclusion reached was that, growing out 
of the peculiar authority exercised by the master of the vessel 
and the application of the laws of commerce to that vessel, the 
damage caused in that ticular instance was an exceptional 
case, and there was a liability. 

Now, there may be something in the facts of this case which 
would bring it in the grasp of that exception, and it might be 
so stated as to enable every gentleman to vote for it and accom- 
lish what he considered an equitable obligation without any 
violation of thelegal principle. Therefore, I think it very im- 
portant that the committee should have power to look into the 
whole matter, study all the circumstances, and evolve the appli- 
cation of the legal principles which apply, so that we may vote 
discriminatingly when we come to vote on the report. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this isa question of very grave 

importance, and it may lead to bringing about 1 
and very large claims t the Government. I beg to sug- 
gest that it would be better to refer the resolution to a commit- 
tee before it is acted upon. It seems to me it would be best to 
refer the resolution to the Judiciary Committee. It has been 
decided over and over again that the Government of the United 
States is not liable in such cases; and we have had the principle 
before Congress and before committees in a great variety of 
cases. In cases of loss by the mails, for instance, it has never 
been held that the Government was liable for mail matter, not 
even when the letter is registered. It does not occupy the re- 
lation to the citizen that a pann person does whose relations 
are those of contract or social duty. If we shall hold that the 
Government is liable we shall reverse a pense of common 
law, the practice of the Government from its foundation, and it 
— probably give rise to many claims resting on that doc- 
trine. 
It seems to me, sir, the best disposition of this question would 
be to allow each person to make his own case before the Goy- 
ernment, and then if the Government should choose, on account 
of the peculiar hardship, to give a gratuity to the person who 
has suffered, let the question appear in that light and let it be 
done upon that ground. As at present advised, I shall vote 
against the resolution. I think it best to let each individual 
case stand on its own merits and be discussed according to its 
peculiar circumstances. 

Mr. BATE. Isee the object of those who have discussed this 
question seems to be to get at the legal liability of the Govern- 
ment and that the committee may make a reportupon the legal- 
ity of the obligation of the Government in law as well as in 
equity and justice. By reference to the resolution I find the 
language to be— 


That aselect committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair to in- 
vestigate the Ford Theater disaster, and report to the Senate whether in 
equity and justice the Government should compensate, etc. 

Leaving out the word“ law“ altogether, the inquiry merely 
being whether it is equitable and just. As we want to cover the 
whole case and get a complete report, I wish to move at the 
proper time to insert the word law.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order now to move to 
perfect the text of the resolution. 

Mr. BAT E. I move, then, under the decision of the Chair, that 
the word law“ be inserted just preceding the word “equity,” 
so that we may get from the committee a report as to the law as 
well as to the equity and the justice of compensating the suf- 


ferers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, after the word in,“ insert“ law;” 
so as to read 
whether in law, equity, and justice. 


The amendment was eee to. = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 
Mr. DAN Lask that the amendment be stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
g amendment. 
The SECRETARY. In Iine 2, after the word “investigate,” 
strike out the following words: 
the Ford Theater disaster and report to the Senate, whether in law, equity, 
and justice, the Government should compensate the persons or 
by that disaster, or their representatives, and if it shall be decided 
that they should be compensated, then the committee will investigate each 
individual case— 


And insert: 
the case of each individual sufferer by the Ford Theater disaster. 

So us to read: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be a ted by the 
Chair to investigate the case of each individual sufferer by Ford Theater 
3 — and report the amount of compensation that should be allowed in 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the resolution as it has been amended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as amendod 
will be reud. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


„and report to the Senate 
whether in law, equity, and justice the Government should compensate the 

tatives; and if it 
en the committee will 


and the chairman of the committee or of any subcommittee may a T 


oa * 
eee me e Bst of sald investigation shall be paid out 

Resolved further, That the committee may report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee whether 
the word and“ in line 3, after the word equity,“ should not 
be stricken out and or“ inserted. I suppose the object is to 
determine whether legally or equitably compensation should be 
allowed. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. The word “anā” should be stricken out and 
“or” inserted. 

Mc. DOLPH. The word and” would couple all together and 

bably require a legal as well as an equitable obligation before 

we could give any re ief. 

The PRESIDI NGOFFICER. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 it is proposed to strike out and” 
and insert or,“ so as torend whether in law, equity, or justice 
the Government should compensate,” etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be so mod- 


ified. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have not been able to 
listen to the whole debate and I do not quite apprehend the 
foros of the words in the resolution “if it shall be decided.” 
Do those words refer to a decision by the committee, or a de- 
cision by the Senate, ora decision by Congress? II it shall 
be decided ” that there is such a litbiiity, then the details shall 
be investigated. Is it the intention of Senators to commit to 
the phages fries the final decision of the question whether the 
United States ought in law, equity, or justice to pay these amounts 
so that it will be binding upon Senatein case a favorable re- 

rt is made? ; 

E r. HARRIS. The intention of the resolution is to raise a 
committee to investigate and develop the facts and report them 
to the Senate, with such recommendation as the committee may 
make, and invoke the judgment of the Senate upon the merit of 
that report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Upon the whole question, the question of 

as well as law? 

Mr. HARRIS. Every question involved will be submitted to 
the Senate.- ; . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently announced as the special 
eommittee under the resolution, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. FAULKNER, 
Mr. Wurreof California, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. MoMILLAN. 


ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent tocall up for con- 


sideration House bill 4340. Yesterday that bill was reported to 
the House of Representatives by the joint commission to inquire 
into the status of the laws regulating the Departments and was 
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passed there. I I now submit a report on the part of the Senate 
members of the ion recommending the passage of anex- 
actlysimilar bill. Isubmit the report in support of the House 
bill and ask that the House bill 775 be taken up and passed. It 
will only take a few moments and it is of some importanes to the 
Post-Office artment that the bill should be passed now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the pars If 
there be no objection, the Committee on Post-Ofhces and Post- 
Roads, to whom the bill was formally referred this mo N 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The House bill is on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 4340) to amend. section 407 
of the Revised Statutes so as to require original receipts for de- 
pee of postmasters to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury 

or the Post-Office Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks for the present consideration of thebill. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALL. Before consent is given for the consideration of 
the bill I wish to say that I think there are some questions con- 
nected with the manner in which it comes before this body, 
whatever may be the merits of the bill, that deserve considera- 
tion, and very careful consideration. I do not know that it is im- 

tant, and I will not object to the present consideration of the 

ill; but I merely wish to say that I think some attention will 
have to be given to the manner in which the bill comes before 
the Senate. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 
The Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the status of Laws Or. 
the Executive ents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


Departm 
4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes, having considered the 
same, report it back herewith and recommend that it do pass, with the title 


amended so as to read as follows: 

“A bill to amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes so as gree bets origi- 

nal receipts for deposits of tmasters to be sent to the tor of the 
for the Post-Omce Dep: t. 

Section 407 of the Revised Statutes now requires that the certificatesof do- 
posits by postmasters shall be sent by the depositories, thro: the office 
m the deposit, to the Third Assistant Postmas from 
that office to the Auditor. 

The accompan; bill changes the law so as to uire the certificate to 
be sent directly to the Auditor's Office, obviating the delay now ced, 
which is to no purpose, since the work in the Third Assistant's o is that 
of merely entering the amount of the certificates of deposit in books ar- 


ranged by quarters to accord with the alphabetical arrangement of offices 
making . type but which are neither balaaced, proved, nor checked against 
anything and which necessarily afford an imperfect guide to the status 
of any account, being, as will be seen, credits for money only, and does not 
include credits from other sources or any of the debits. 

The certificates are needed to makea complete and final check by the 
Auditor; and to avoid delay in the adjustment of postal accounts should 
go direct to that office. 

The — . — change will facilitate the settlement of postmasters’ accounts 
by at one month. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the report of the joint 
commission. I desire to read the following letter from the Post- 
master-General, which appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of December 13: 

Hoa. A. M. DocKERY, 
Chairman Joint Commission of Congress, elè., Washington, D. C.: 

SIR: I have examined the bill (H. R. 4319) to amend section 407 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to require certificates of de ts by postmasters to be 
sent direct to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, 
anddesire to say that its 3 will greatly facilitate the settlement of 

è 


accounts of postmasters, refore earnestly recommend its passage 
ery respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, 
Postmaster-General, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I understand this is a House bill 
which was reported in regular form in the other Honse, and as 
it now stands on its passage here has not been referred to any 
committee of this body. It is recommended by the Senators 
upon what is called à joint commission, composed of members of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. What plsce in the 

roceedings of this body, and under the rules of this body, a 
joint commission has is a question for consideration. Tf it be a 
committee of this body it must have been created by this body 
and not by any outside anthority. 

The Constitution gives to this Senate, not toa preceding Sen- 
ate, the right to designate the members of this body who shall 
constitute its committees. This commission, not a committee of 


this body, was not created by the Senate. It wus created by the 
President of the United States and by the two Houses of the 
last Congress. Senators and Members of the present House 
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were designated by the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the last House, whose authority and official life expired with 
that body, to perform duties in this body and inthe other House. 


If it was competent by virtue of an enactment in the appro- 
priation billagreed upon in conference, and disapproved by the 
vote of the Senate when the bill was considered in the Senate, 
for a statute of the United States to confer authority upon the 
President of the expired Senate to select members of this body 
to perform legislative duties in it, then this commission has 
some existence, and its report can be officially recognized; but 
if it be contrary to the power vested in this body, which exclu- 
sively has the right to designate the members of the body to per- 
form legislative duties, then it can have no existence and no 
recognition here. 

Is it important that this body shall confine itself to the consti- 
tutional power conferred upon it. or shall we recognize the au- 
thority of the President of the United Statesand the two Houses 
of the last Congress of the Uuited States to change by a statute 
the constitutional power of this body over its own members and 
its rules of pro ing and the designation of its official duties? 

More than that, the provision in the appropriation act which 
creaies this commission, called a joint commission, provides that 
the joint commission shall have authority to sit at its own dis- 
cretion without limitation of time, in determination, final and 
absolute upon its own expenses, and to issue its warrants upon 
the Treasury of the United States without limitation for any 
amount of money it may see fit to decide is proper and legitimate 
for the conduct of its business. 

Mr. President, a committee of this body is re ized and 
known in its constituent qualities. It is a portion of this body 
designated by the official authority of the Senate to perform 
legislative duty. If it is a committee it can only author- 
ity and derive it from this existing Senate and not from a statute 
of the United States passed by a House and a Senate which have 
no longer existence and which never had authority to declare 
what members of this body should be assigned to the perform- 
ance of a particular duty. If it be not a legislative body and its 
duties are not legislative they are either executive or judicial. 
If they be legislative this commission has no existence, because 
it is not created by each House, by the Senate whose term com- 
menced not as Senators but as a Congress on the 4th of last 
March, and it can derive no authority whatever from the act of 
the House and the Senate in the last Congress of the United 
States, whose committees have been formed since the passage of 
the act and their legislative duties devolved upon them by the 
action of the present Senate. 

Is it executive? Can an executive duty be created by the Sen- 
ate and the House of the last rg ol the United States to 
be performed by members of this y? This is the legislative 
department. It therefore can not be an executive , Or an 
executive duty, or belong to the executive department. Neither 
can it be a judicial body nor within the domain of the judicial 
department. 

Then what is it? This body created a joint commission of 
Senators and Members of the House by the lust expired Congress 
to perform legislative duties in this toar here, and with power 
to sit and to report bills to this body. If it was competent to 
give authority to the last Congress to designate the Senators 
who are to perform these duties as a committee, it was compe- 
tent to do it for all time. 

But manifestly this commission has no legal or valid existence. 
It is not a committee of this body, because committees of this 
body can only be created by the Senate und-r the power to deter- 
mine the rules of its proceedings. Members of a committee can 
not be designated by the last House of Representatives, which ex- 
pired on the 4th of March last, nor by the last Senate, which termi- 
nated with thit Congressional term, but by this present body 
here, sworn in and constituting the Senate since the 4th of March, 
and by the present House, because in the term each House may 
determine the rules of its proceedings” is involved and declared 
the power of the House and the Senate existing at the time 
when the rule of proceeding is determined upon. ; 

Since the passage of that act, if the commission ever had any 
existence, this body has by resolution assigned to its different 
members the performance of the duty here reported by this joint 
commission under this stutute,or by Senators who are perform- 
ing it in violation of the very assignment and designation of Sen- 
ators to whom this subject had been committed—the members 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

So I say that this is a dangerous innovation upon the power of 
the Senate, the existing Senate, to establish its own rules of pro- 
cedure, and that therefore this bill, whatever may be its merits, 
has no proper place here upon the recommendation of a body 
which has no legal existence, and can not be 
IS aes of this body or under the Constitution 


the United 


ized under | T 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have no doubt that this bill 
has been very well considered by the joint commission created 
by a provision in the legislative appropriation bill of a year ago, 
and that it probably will result in great reforms in the manage- 
ment of the financial accounts of the Post-Olfice Department; 
but I did not understand by the act creating that commission 
that a bill would eme before the two Houses of Congress for 
consideration without reference to the proper standing commit- 
tees of the bodies. 

I only heard part of the remarks of the distinguished Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL], but I think Iagree with him in that 
portion of his remarks as to the propriety of also having the 
regular standing committees of the body consider these mat- 
ters. I know how careful the members of the special commis- 
sion are, especially the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 
in looking into all these reforms. I have nodoubt they have ac- 
complished a great work of reform, but I think we should have 
a little more time for the consideration of these bills. I believe 
it has been only in the last twenty-four or thirty-six hours that 
the attention of the Senate has been called to this matter. This 
is the third bill before this body during this Congress from that 
commiss on. One of the bills we have already passed, a bill pro- 
viding for the printing of bills in place of the ordinary engross- 
ment by handwriting. Another bill, which is on the Calendar, 
I know is a mistake as far as the provision relating to the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office is concerned, to which I have called 
the personal attention of the members of the commission. 

I am as heartily in favor of these reforms as any Senator can 
be. I have, as I stated before, great faith in the commission. 
I have no doubt they will do what probably no committee would 
undertake to do, but at the same time I think it wise that we 
should have a little more deliberation before passing thesa bills 
and put ing them upon the statute books. 

I suggest to the Senator from Missouri to at all events let this 
bill go over a day or two, until we can further examine it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
has not even read the report in this case. If there was any 
occassion for delay in this matter, I should be the last Senator 
to press it, but this is merely to change the method of the 
transaction of the business of the Post-Offloe Department, which 
has been approved by the Postmaster-General and by everyone 
connected with the Department. It simply changes the notifi- 
cation of the deposits of ponio moneys and requires, instead of 
their being sent around about through the Third Assistant 
. that they be sent directly to the Sixth 

itor. 

There are bills which the joint commission will report which 
will require deliberation, which make important changes. For 
example, one is the bill raportet yesterday and placed on the 
Calendar. The bill to which the Senator from Maryland refers 
also been placed upon the Calendar. 
ation and investigation, I have always recommended that it 
should go to the Calendar; but I did not sup that anybod 
would object to a bill which simply made a change of this kin 
and which the Postna tan General says is absolutely essential in 
order to facilitate the transaction of business in the Post-Office 
Department. 

II Senators after this explanation think that they ought to 
have more time to digest and come to a conclusion on this little 
proposition, I will consent that the bill may go over, but 1 am 
certain that no Senator will ask it. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether, under the present system, when the Postmaster- 
General gets a notice of a deposit, he does anything with it ex- 
cept to send it to the Auditor? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nothing is done except to delay the infor- 
mation being communicated to the Auditor, thus wasting the 
time of three or four clerks in doing nothing, except in hand- 
ling the notice and entering it. It is the most farcical perform- 
ance that has ever been in administration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proposed change is to have the no- 
tices sent directly to the Auditor? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; having designated the depositary of 
the Government funds, to send the receipt directly tothe Sixth 


If a bill requires consider- 


eign where it has to go after running around Robin Hood's 
arn, 
Mr. CHANDLER. What possible objection can there be to 


the pro change? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Postmaster-General has said that he 
earnestly recommends the passage of the bill. The matter has 
been before the Postmaster-General and all the officers of the 
Department. They discussed it for two nights in the presence 
of the experts, they have investigatedjthe entire question. 
he persons who have been in the hibit of receiving these 
notices have been heard. The bill simply preposes a change, 
lf there were anything in it which required consideration or 
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deliberation, I should not ask the Senator from Maryland or any 
other Senator to pass upon it; but it did seem to me that this 
was such a simple proposition that we might pass it and be done 
with it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to say a word in addition to what 
has already been said by the Senator from Missouri, the chair- 
man of the committee. 

This subject was very thoroughly and for quite a length of 
time investigated by the commission, not only in the Capitol, 
but with the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, so as to be sure that we were not makinga mistake in 
this proposed change in the administration of the Post-Office 
Department. I think there can be no doubt that the bill ought 
to pass, because it is in the interest of economy and dispatch of 
business in that Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. IJ amsoaccustomed, as is the Senate, to accept 
whatever the Senator from Missouri may say is right in this 
body, that it was, of course, with a great deal of temerity that 
I ventured to suggest delay for a day of the consideration of a 
bill which I have not read, and which I have nothad any oppor- 
tunity to consider until itcame up in the Senate. The mem- 
bers of the commission, I trust, will bear with me in simply in- 
sisting on having a sufficient time to ascertain what they have 
thought right to present to the Senate. 

I stated a moment ago that I thought the commission would 
robably bring about a many reforms in the departments, 
ut that it was a novel thing for Congress to appoint such a com- 

mission. It was done in the vorm hours of the last Admin- 
istration on an appropriation bill. I expressed my opinion at 
that time that it was an extraordinary thing to do. 7 

believe then, and I had not the impression until within the last 
few days, that the recommendations of the commission would 
be reported to the two Houses of Congress and passed through 
without consideration by the proper standing committees. 

Mr. President, everything that is a change is not a reform. 
I may be a little slow in this matter and I am somewhat of an 
old fogy in these changes of the method of doing business. I 
do not foliose that anything will be lost by fair consideration 
and deliberation. - 

I did not know until the Senatorexplained them what the pro- 
visions of the bill were, but now that he has done so, I think 
probably this will bea great reform. But I submit to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and also to the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], who is a member of the commis- 
sion, that the present method has been going on for a long time, 
and a few days of grace to enable us to the reports can not 
work injury. The Government can stand it, and the loss will 
not be ver great in the meantime. 

AsI a moment ago, I am nothere to criticise the work of 
the commission. I have no objection to it, but I think I have 
discovered in one of the bills pending in the body, which the 
commission considered very thoroughly during the summer, 
that it would result in anything but good so far as one branch 
of the Government is concerned. The other bill which has 
passed and is in operation is a novel thing. It has resulted prob- 
ably in the improvement in the appearance of bills but there has 
been no improvement as to expense or economy. There is no 
economy in it. I submit to our friends on the commission that 
it is an extraordinary body, of which ayare members, and at 
all events we should have reasonable time to examine their 
work. That is all I ask. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If my good friend from Maryland will just 
say that he thinks, with the report of the commission and the 
letter of the Postmaster-General which have been read, that the 
bill requires further consideration, I shall have not another 
word to say. Iam just as anxious as he is that every Senator on 
this floor shall understand everything which is done. I have no 
disposition to conceal anything in any shape, manner, or form; 
but when this bill was called up and the report was read, with 
the recommendation of the Postmaster-General, when it only 
covers one item, and when the commission has asked for all the 
other bills to be placed upon the Calendar, we do not think that 
the criticism is just that we are trying to force an important 
measure through here withoutdeliberation. If the Senator will 
say that he wants more time to deliberate on this little bill, I 
shall ask that it go upon the Calendar. : 

Mr. G0 r. President, I think, as a rule, it is a wise 
thing for the Senate to have time for proper consideration. I 
believe in deliberation in this body in all these matters. On the 
other hand, if the Senator from Missouri will say to me that the 
interests of the Government will suffer between now and Mon- 
day if this bill should not be d, and that any great damage 
will occur, I shall agree to withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only difference is simply that the 
Post-Office Department may commence the preparation of car- 
rying out this system of work, and the passage of the bill will 
give them time to do so by the first of the month. 


did not 


Mr. GORMAN. Ihave great respect for the heads of Depart- 
ments, but I have seen a great many headsof Departments come 
and go; I have seen a great many men who have come into 
power, suddenly raised to high station, who want to introduce 
all sorts of reforms, which amount to nothing, and end in no 
good. I believe it would be safer, in the interest of the Govern- 
ment, in the interest of the people, and in the interest of the 
administration of these Departments, if some of them would 
moye alittle more slowly than they have been moving, and learn 
a little better the duties, and ascertain the troubles and what 
needs to be corrected in the Departments, before expressing 
such opinions as have been expressed. 

Under the circumstances, unless the Senator from Missouri 
will tell me and the Senate that there is a great and urgent ne- 
cessity for the passage of this bill, and that he knows from his 
personal examination that the bill is correct, I trust he will let 
it go over until 3 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as the Postmaster-General and his De- 
partment are concerned, the bill did not originate with that De- 
partment. The Senator knows that what we call the joint com- 
mission appointed by the last Congress—whatever may be the 
propriety or 5 of that action by Congress is not 
now before the Senate, as I understand, for discussion. The 
commission was appointed and charged with special duties. The 
commission went to work according to the prescription of the 
act itself, and provided experts, as it was required todo. The 
experts have gone on and have shown wherein this unnecessary 
work, if you please, existed in the different Departments. 

This bill originally came from the commission in conjunction 
with the experts, and it was presented to the heads of Depart- 
ments. The bureau officers were called in, and discussions took 
place in the presence of the commission. All the matters in- 
volved in the question were discussed and turned over and over 
again. F y the Post-Office Department—all the officials, 
I think, at last concurring—agreed that this bill was in the in- 
terest of the public and of economy. 

I make these remarks to the Senator from Maryland to show 
that the Department itself is not rushing in for reform simply 
for the name of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the other hand, the trouble was to con- 
3 the officers of the Department of the necessity for these 
changes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; the trouble with the commission was to 
convince the Department that there might be a different mode 
of doing business in the Department which would be in the in- 
terest of the public and work economy as well. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
how much saving is involved in the passage of this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand it to be anywhere from $75,000 
to $100,000 a ao: 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not by this bill, but by the other bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is so. It is by the other bill. I can not 
answer the Senator exactly as to the saying which will be accom- 
plished by this bill, but by another bill proposed by the commis- 
sion it will be about 8100, 000 a year. 

Mr. GORMAN. On what is the bill based? Doesit dispense 
with sundry officers, or how is the saving, or what is the reform? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course it will dispense with unnecesary 
employés, and in that way it will be in the interest of economy, 
but while it will be doing that it will be in the interest as well of 
simplicity in doing business. 

r. COCKRELL, If the Senator will permit me, the post- 
master in Laurel sends his money to Baltimore to be deposited 
there. The designated depository gives two receipts, sends one 
to the Postmaster-General, and instead of sending the other to 
the auditing officer of the Treasury Department, who has to pass 
upon it, he sends it toa division in the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General’s office. That division keeps it there until an 
examination anda record is made of it. They do not do any- 
tine with it which amounts to anything. There is no respon- 
sibility as toitatall. After they are through with it, then it 

oes over to the Sixth Auditor’s Office. The time of the clerks 
in the Third Assistant Postmaster-General’s Office in handling 
this matter is simply a waste. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Maryland that the joint com- 
mission employed three as fine business men as can be found in 
the United States, who are experts ia business. The president 
of the commission has made his way from a clerkship in a rail- 
way Office to the 5 the largest railroad combination 
which exists to-day in the United States, and has gone through 
all the departments. 

These experts went to the Sixth Auditor’s Office, and found 
out how this business came into the Sixth Auditor's Office. Then 
they went into the Postmaster-General’s Office, and they exam- 
nok the whole process there. They discussed these methods 
with every one of the present employés, and many of them have 
been long in the service. 
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After they had gone through there, they said this is the 
proper way to do this work upon business principles.” Then 
they had the Postmaster-General, the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General, the Superintendent of the Money Order Divi- 
sion, and all the officials to meet together, laid before them their 
plans and recommendations, and heard all the objections and 
criticisms of these officers of the different departments until the 
last vestige of objection was removed, and all the officers said 
“ this is the best way to do the business.” 

This matter has been thoroughly examined. There can be 
no trouble so far as it is concerned. We havea bill, which I 
us ete yesterday, which changes the fees in regard to money 
orders, abolishes the postal notes, and relates to a number of 
other things. I did not ask to have the bill taken up and passed 
at once, because I wanted it to go upon the Calendar. I want 
Senators to see it. We think it is a wonderful reform. The 
most remarkable thing in it is that nearly every solitary person 
in the Department at first opposed the plan which these experts 
had devised, but they got together, and those who were the bit- 
terest opponents of the plan are to-day its warmest advocates, 
because they became convinced that the present system and 
method was not the best in a business point of view, and there- 
fore they became willing to accept the ag 

This isone of those simple things which I thought ought to 

-be passed so as to change the method in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment in order that the N might make arrangements 
accordingly and send out their notices as to how the receipts for 
Sonoma should be made out and the plan be inaugurated. 

s to all the other items, where there is any material change 
as amatter of course the commission will not ask for their con- 
sideration until after the bills have been printed justas we have 
done inother cases, so that Senators may haye full opportunity 
for their examination and discussion. 

Mr. CALL. If no one else does, T for one shall insist upon a 
vote by yeas and nays being had upon this bill before it passes. 

The merits of the bill are not a question of any importance 
compared with the question whether or not three Senators may 
be designated and three members-elect, not sworn into office, 
not members of Congress—whether a power by statute can be 
created in the President of a Senate about to expire and a Speaker 
of the House, whose functions are about to end, to designate the 
members of the two Houses who are to perform legislative du- 
ties. That is the question. 

Here in this act, rejected by the Senate, three Senators are 
required to be nominated by the President of the last Senate to 
perform legislative duties in the coming Congress and three 
members-elect of the House of Representatives, not sworn in, 
when the organic law gives toeach House of the Congress which 
commenced on the 4th of March the sole power to designate the 
members, according to the rules of its proceedings, who are to 
perform duties. They have designated them, and yet acommis- 
sion—what? 

A legislative body, an executive body, a judicial body, created 
by a President of the Senate whose porer is about to expire, 
and had expired long before the performance of these duties, 
and a Speaker of the House of Representatives, who was functus 
officio when this body came into existence, assigned the members 
of the two Houses who are to perform this duty. If it is a legis- 
lative duty, then the sole power to designate the members who 
should constitute this commission was in this body; if it was an 
executive duty, then this body had no right either separately or 
in conjunction with the House of Representatives without the 
approval and action of the President of the United States, or 
the head of a Department, in nominating the persons who are to 
do it. So if it were a judicial duty. 

But it is said to be a legislative duty which this commission 
has performed in reporting a bill, recommending its passage, 
and asking the Senate, instead of relying upon the Senators 
designated by itself to perform these duties, accept their recom- 
mendations and their work. 

It matters not what may be the merits of the bill or what may 
be its importance, if it be true that the Senate and House of 
Representatives of an existing Con have alone the power 
to designate the members of the two bodies who shall be charged 

with official duties, then that power ought to be preserved, and 

no other authority recognized. 

Here is a statute of the United States, passed by an expired 
Congress, designating the members of this body who are to per- 
form duties in this Congress, and giving to them what? Power 
to Bit perry, power to draw their warrant upon the Treas- 
ury of the United States for $100,000,000 in their discretion, 
without limit, to employ experts, and to employ noted employés 
of the greatrailroad corporations, with unlimited discretion, and 
to supervise the entire departmental system of the United States, 
and since that period of time under the action of the Senate 
other Senators have been designated to perform the same duties. 


If we are to reason about this, of what character is this com- 
mission? Is it à legislative one? If so, it is a committee of this 
body, and that only. Is it an executive one? If so, then that 
Congress had no power to create outside of the Constitution, 
without the nomination of the President or vesting the powerin 
the head of a Department. II it is a judicial body, then the same 
remark applies. ; 

Here, then, we have an important bill, represented to be neces- 
sary to the public service, reported here by Senators who have 
not been designated by this body to perform this duty, and with 
extensive powers vested in them, unconstitutional powers, the 
power of drawing their warrant as a committee upon the Treas- 
ury of the United States. Suppose we adopt that system and thus 
allow, by some arrangement, a President of the Senate who is 
about to leave his office, who has no further responsibility, who 
becomes functus officio, and a Speaker of the House, whose pub- 
lic functions are about to end, to vest in members of a coming 
Congress, in a commission or a committee, call it what you 
please, of the two Houses, extensive powers, to draw their war- 
rant upon the Treasury of the United States and require it to be 
paid, what is to become of this Government? 

Mr. President, I insist that it is an unconstitutional body and 
a dangerous precedent for‘the honest and fair and just ad- 
ministration of this Government. It has no warrant as a legis- 
lative body. The statutes of the United States can not create 
committees of coming Congresses nor designate the Senators who 
are to perform duties in eitherof these bodies. That is the char- 
acter of this most remarkable provision, which was disapproved 
in the Senate, and came upon an appropriation bill, unobserved 
by any one, as the result of a conference. 
che rare insist on a vote by yeas and nays upon the passage of 

e bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not had time, I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, who has charge of the pending bill, to look 
into it. I take it for granted the reforms pro d are all right; 
but it seems to me there will be no harm in letting the pill go 
over until Monday. I should like an opportunity to examine 
the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, I have no objection to the bill 
going over if any Senator desires it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the concurrent resolution 
which was over this morning at my request, in regard 
to the printing of the new edition of the Senate Election Cases 
may be taken up. I think it will occupy but a moment. A 

E7 unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the concurrent resolution reported this morning from the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have some amendments which I desire 
to offer to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as pro- 
posed to ba amended by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 4,000 copies in cloth, in one volume of the new edition of the Senate 
Election Cases and of precedents relating to the privileges of the Senate; 
1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate, and 2,500 copies 


for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, the same to be 
printed on the back. as follows: 


SENATE PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 
TON CASES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments. . 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the resolution which was reported 
this morning? 
Mr. MANDERSON. ‘That is the resolution. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I did notcatch the reading of it. Will the 
Senator inform us what it includes? 
Mr, MANDERSON. I can tell exactly what it includes. It 
roposes to issue in one volume form the late edition of Senate 
lection Cases and add to it Document No. 68, which contains 
the precedents as to privileges of the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Do J understand, then, that it will include 
the volume we already have of precedents of the Senate? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; and of contested election cases. It 
is the document which was laid on the desk this morning. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There was no volume on contested election 
cases laid on my desk this morning. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam not referring to that. I am refer- 
cng © the volume called Precedents Relating to the Privileges 
of the Senate, which was laid on the desk this morning. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It has been on our desks for a week; at least 
it has been on mine. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I only saw it this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that it is to be added to the 
volume on contested elections. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Exactly. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Will that volume of contested elections in- 
clude those of the present session? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know of any contested election 
cases during the present session. 

Mr. STEW- There were three during the extraordinary 


session. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know whether it includes those 
cases or not. It is brought up to a very late day. The Senator 
“arg Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] can inform the Senators as to 
that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The volume certainly ought to bring the 
cases up to a certain time. There were, I believe, three cases of 
coniest decided at the last session, the first session of this Con- 
gress. It seems to me that if we are going to publish a new 
work it should include all the cases up todate. We have al- 
ready one bound volume of contested election cases, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Notinextranumbers, but only the usual 
numbers of the last edition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have the usual number of that edition. 
I should like, if we are going to pent another volume, to have 
it include all the cases to date. I suppose all the precedents to 
date have been compiled. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If they are not brought up to date, they 
should at least. be brought up to the 4th of last Maroh: 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not suppose the volume of Taft re- 
ferred to includes the three contested election cases disposed of 
at the last extfaordinary session of the Senate. 

Sark COCKRELL. Does it include those up to the 4th of last 
arch? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Up to the end of the last Congress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is as late as the contested-election 
cases have been prepared for the Printer. There is no doubt 
about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The volume ought to contain all the cases 
to the end of the Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It ought to include all cases 
until the end of the first session of the present Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That would take some time to prepare. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Itis well known to the Senate 
that we had under consideration three very important contests 
at the extraordinary session, which, after very lengthy debate, 
were p*ssed upon by the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The trouble is that those contested-elec- 
tion cases, I apprehend, have not been prepared for the Printer, 
and they certainly have never been printed in the usual number. 
There will be no difficulty in Mr. Taft, or his successor in the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, preparing and adding 
the late cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
understand to what date those cases are now brought down? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The volume is complete as far as the 
matter of the privileges of the Senate is concerned. 

Mr, MITCHELL ELL of Oregon. The volume undertakes to deal 
with the subject of contests, and for that reason, it seems to me, 
itought to include all the contests up to the present time. 

Me MANDERSON. That can be included in the proposed 
volume. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether it is intended to put the cases which have been decided 
during the present Congress in the proposed yolume—I mean 
the Montana and other cases? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They will be placed in the volume, pro- 
vided the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
will prepare them for the Printer. The Committee on Printing 
can not prepare them. 

Mr. PASCO. Can not the publication be withheld fora week 
or ten days for that Karpos . 

Mr. M ERSON. I have no doubt it can be withheld for 


that p Å 
Mr. GORMAN . Is t to my colleague on the committee 


that he allow the resolu to go over. 5 
Mr. MANDERSON. All right; Iam willing that the resolu- 
tion shall go over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
passed over. i 


RAILROAD OVER HOT GS RESERVATION. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimo consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 4243. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4243) granting the 
right of way for the construction of a railroad and other improve- 
ments over and on the West Mountain of the Hot Springs aie 
vation, Hot Springs, Ark. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and posea: 

Mr. BERRY. I move that Senate bill 420, which refers to 
the same subject, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLOSING OF SENATE CHAMBER. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for the 
present consideration of the resolution submitted by me some 
uno i since, to rescind the order closing the Senate Chamber to 
v rs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution referred to by the 
Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
PEFFER December 11, 1893: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, instructed to 
rescind an order recently issued requiring that the Senate Chamber be 
closed to visitors, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? . 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall feel bound to object, in the ab- 
sence of the chairman of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my colleague on the committee 
that I understand the purpose of the Senator from Kansas to be 
to submit a very few remarks, and then to allow the resolution 
to be referred to the Committee on Rules, to which I think the 
committee will have no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Do J understand that final action on the 
resolution is not now desired? 

Mr. PEFFER. I intended to ask that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules when I have submitted a very 
few remarks on the subject-matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objec- 
tion to that. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, for some days past there has 
been a great deal of criticism in the newspapers on the action of 
the Committee on Rules, or of some of the officers of this body, 
in closing the Senate Chamber to visitors. There has also been 
a good deal of criticism by letter and by word of mouth from in- 
dividuals concerning the same fact; and it is by reason of that 
criticism that I have thought it proper to call the attention of 
the Senate to the subject. Indoingso, I have not been unmindful 
of the delicacy of the situation and of the proprieties concerning 
it, and for some time hesitated as to the best manner of approach- 
ing the subject; but the more I reflected upon it, the more ap- 
propriate it seemed that attention should be called to the mat- 
ter in this public way. - 

The subject itself is of sufficient importance to justify public 
action on the part of the Senate. We all know that the people 
are becoming very sensitive about everything of this character, 
more y since what transpired during the last extra- 
ordinary session, It has become cémmon in many parts of the 
country to designate this body as the American House of Lords. 
In view of that fact, and of many others of like character, I 
thought it was well now that the resolution should be taken up 
and that some public action be taken in relation to it. 

In calling attention to the matter, I wish to say for my own 
part that it is not my purpose, in any manner or to any extent 
to criticise either the committee or any officer of the body. 1 
have no doubt that what hus been done was done from the very 
best motives. I do not know, indeed, what was the cause of the 
order: I only know the fact; but it seems to me that itis due to 
the public that some official statement should be made concern- 
ing the cause of the order, if such a one has been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What was the order? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Ohio asks me what has 
been the order. I do not know what order has been issued, but 
the matter about which I am speaking is the closing of the Sen- 
ate Chamber to visitors. It is commonlyremarked in the news- 

pers, and I find it to ba understood by the people who come 
bane, that from the hour of 9 o'clock in the morning until the 
meeting of the Senate, this Chamber is closed, w is practi- 
cally shutting the people out of this place. 

As I have said, it is not my purpose in any respect nor to any 
extent to criticise unfavorably the action of the officers of this 
body. Our Sergeant-at-Arms is a most effleient officer, courteous 
in every respect, careful, obliging, and earnest in his efforts to 
preserve the public comfort; but while that, it seems to 
erte order, or whatever it may be , ought to be re- 
80 * 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


239 


My intention is not, I repeat, to criticise the action of the Com- 
mittee on Rules or of the officers specially charged with the care 
of the Senate Chamber, for itis to be presumed that they have done 
what they regarded as a thing proper to be done. The purpose 
of the resolution is to take the sense of the Senate on the ques- 
tion whether the room in which this body sits shall be closed to 
persons visiting the Capitol. 

This building does not belong to the Senate nor to Senators. 
It was erected by authority of the people, at their expense, and 
for the convenience and comfort of the persons chosen to trans- 
act the public business here. it belongs to the people of the 
United States; their mon y paid for every atom of its man 
parts. We are its custodians only. It is our duty to take goo 
care of it, and we have chosenasmall army of men to assist us in 
that respect. At every entrance to the Senate Chamber we 
have stationed two doorkeepers; every door of the galleries has 
its guard; every committee room has its messenger, and some 
of them two clerks. There is not a nook or corner of the great 
building that is not within the jurisdiction of someone always 
on duty. 

Besides this corps of officers there is on duty constantly a large 
body of trained policemen, who move about the corridors to pre- 
serve order. In this Chamber we have officers charged specially 
with its care, men of keen sight and alert movement, always 
faithful and ready for emergencies. 

With all this able-bodied force, it is submitted that there is 
little ground for apprehension that any serious loss will occur 
by re Son of the ill behavior of relic-hunters. 

This Chamber has in its history and associations much to in- 
terest our people. A visit to the city of W n by a 
stranger is not complete without a personal inspection of the 
room where the Senate holds its sessions and a stroll over its 
historic floors. 

To my mind, Mr. President, it is cruel to close these doors in 
the faces of the people. It is proper to keep out disorderly per- 
sons, and to protect the property in our keeping against vandal- 
ism; but it is not proper to say to the people who own the build- 
ing, the people who sent us here and whose servants we are, 
‘You shall not enter here.” 
me that the resolution may be referred to the Committee on 

ules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be so referred. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before this matter passes away, I think 
it no more than right to say that no member of the Committee 
on Rules knows of any order of the character specified by the 
Senator from Kansas. I have just had a hurried conversation 
with the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, whosays that the rule 
or order under which he is acting has been among the rules of 
the Senate for a great many years, that it fell into disuse about 
ten years ago, and that he has simply acted under a rule which 
hus existed a very great length of time. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is that rule? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wassearching for it when the Senator 
from Kansas yielded the floor. I shall try to obtain it. 

The reason for the exclusion of the public during the hours 
when the Senate force is busy and the pages are at work pre- 
Paring the files and distributing the documents which are daily 

istributed upon the desks here, is because the Senate Chamber 
and the adjacent rooms have been subject to the misconduct of 
those who seem to take a delight in injuring, destroying, and 
stealing public property. One of the doorkeepers of the Sen- 
ate, who has charge of this fluor and who has charge of the 

ges, has told me that within the last few weeks—since the 
nate commenced its session. I think, was his statement—there 
have been stolen from the desks of the Senators during the 
morning hours four or five inkstands filled with ink and eight 
or ten of the sand-receptacles on the desks of Senators, and so 
the Sergeant-at-Arms has thought it well to protect public 
property by the enforcement of this old rule. 
ere has been no action by the Committee on Rules. The 
action taken, whatever it may have been, has been by the ef- 
ficient Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate in the performance of 
what he thought it his duty to do under the circumstances. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is that rule which I ask to have rescinded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it is no more than justice to say 
this much in behalf of the officer of this body who has particular 
charge of this Chamber. He says further thatnoreputable a 
son, no one who can be conceived to have business upon the Sen- 
ate floor, or who was here from a proper curiosity, been ex- 
cluded during these hours, but that the effort has been to keep 
away from here some people who should be entirely exeluded 
from the Capitol and not permitted in any part of it. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the taking of afew inkstands away from the 
desks of Senators is the only occasion of this rule, I submit that 
it is high time that the rule should be rescinded. I discovered 


one day that my own inkstand, or the inkstand from the desk 
which I occupy, had been removed, but I supposed that some 
friend had come along, and knowing that I wasfrom Kansas, took 
it to be dynamite, and removed it for the safety of’ the public 
property. But I know of nothing else that has been done. 

Seriously, Mr. President, this matter ought to be dealt with 
not ina light way; it ought not to be disposed of rudely nor 
harshly, but with due deliberation and with due respect to the 
rights of the people. 

I submit that it is cruel to keep well-behaved, sane, healthy 
persons out of this Chamber. A person who would be under the 
common law admitted to a public inn ought to be admitted into 
this Chamber at all times, under proper regulations, of course, 
when it is not in use by the Senate. That has been the rule, as 
I understand. I did not know until recently that there was ever 
any occasion for closing the doors against the public. 

I did not know that such a rule as that to which the Senator 
refers had ever beenadopted; but Idid knowthat the Chamber 
was not closed in the face of the people, for I have been through 
the Chamber myself before I was a member of this body, and I 
have seen many other persons go through it. Indeed, I did not 
know that there was any intention to exclude anybody until re- 
cently; and in speaking of the matter, I repeat, I do it with the 
kindest feeling toward everyone, not to criticise anybody, but 
I think it is due to the public that some action of the Senate 
should be taken immediately. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I have seen a statement printed 
in the press throughout the country that recently a change had 
taken j lace here, so that persons visiting the Capitol could not, 
when the Senate was not actually in session, 2 through this 
Chamber. The custom has always been since Í have been here, 
when the Senate was not actually sitting, that visitors were per- 
mitted to go through this Chamber, inspect the seats, and look 
Over the surroundings. That was a custom which, so far as I 
am concerned, I think was entirely proper. What change has 
now been made or by whom ordered I do not know. 

It is also alleged in the news rs that recently an order has 
been made that the elevator s be for the exclusive use of 
Senators. I do not know whether that statement is true or not. 
If true, I do not know by whom it has been ordered, but I think 
it is not well, unless there is a strong reason for it, to 
the 8 which have existed for a long period of time, and to 
which people have been accustomed. 

I do think, unless injury is resulting to the public prop- 
erty: unless business is s going on here with which their presence 
would interfere: that all persons coming to the Capitol, who 
conduct themselves as ladies and 5 should have aright 
to pass through this Chamber and pass up and down in the ele- 
vator in the building, when it does not interfere with the busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

That is my opinion about this question. Ido not know who 
has it in charge, but I hope the committee which does have it in 
charge will examine the matter and see if there is an overwhelm- 
ing reason why the custom which hasso long prevailed hereshall 
be changed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I want the Senate toact 
advisedly upon this resolution. Whilst the Committee on Rules 
hss made no order I probably am the only member of that com- 
mittee who is responsible for the order the Sergeant-at-Arms 
has made and I mean here and now to assert that it was entirely 
propo that he should have both the orđers of which complaint 

as been made here. 

As to the right of the public to come into this Chamber up to 
within a few moments of the hour designated by the rules of the 
Senate for the Senate to convene, I take it that every Senator 
sees the propriety of and indorses the action that official of this 
Chamber took. I do not know where to fasten the responsi- 
bility, but acts of theft, petty larceny subject toindictment were 
so frequent in this Chamber that the Sergeant-at-Arms found it 
necessary, or thought it was necessary, to shut those people out. 

As to eutting off one of the two elevators in the Senate wing, 
Iam sure that the Sergeant-at-Arms, like myself, is more than 
willing to submit that question to the judgment of the Senate. 
There are two elevators in this wing of the Capitol. It may be 
the fault of Senators or it may be their misforture, but very often 
the electric bells sound calling a vote or announcing a roll call 
upon an important matter, and every Senator here knows, as I 
know, and they can bear testimony as I do bear testimony to the 
fact that we would go to either elevator and find crowds of peo- 
ple—tourists, curiosity-hunters, whoever they might be—who 
would deprive us of the chance to get to this in order 
to answer to our names on the call. 

Now, it was deemed fair not to reserve the right to the Sen- 
ate exclusively, but to the Senators and to everybody who had 
business with the Senate, to use one elevator and to turn the 
other over the public generally. That order was made. The 
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Committee on Rules was not responsible for that order, but I, as 
a member of that committee, assumed the responsibility by say- 
ing to the Sergeant-at-Arms, as I say here, that I thought it was 
proper and right that it should be done. 

This building was not designed or erected for sight-seers. It 
was established here for the purposes of legislation, and to debar 
a member of the Senate who in the discharge of his duty may be 
in his committee room transacting business the Senate has im- 
posed upon him, whilst every excursionist of the land uses the 
elevators to his exclusion, was a thing indefensible to me. 
Whilst I disclaim for the Committee on Rules any responsibil- 
ity, I desire to avow my own responsibility and to assert that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms may hold me responsible. I thought it 
was enough if we should turn over one of the two elevators of 
this wing of the Capitol to the general public and reserve the 
other one, not to Senators alone, but to those who under the 
rules are entitled to transact business with the Senate. 

Mr.GORMAN, Including members of the press. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; I thank the Senator from Mary- 
land for the suggestion. That order included the members of 
= press, and they have the same rights there that Senators 

ve. ⁄ 

One thing more, Mr. President. The room of the Committee 
on Appropriations is the objective point of all the organized lob- 
bies that infest or beset the Capitol. Its door is on the same 
floor with this Chamber, Its door opens right adjoining the 
elevator which has been reserved. Its members (I have aright 
to speak for them for I am one of its members) find it difficult to 
leave this Chamber and get to that committee room on a call of 
its honored chairman, or to get back from that committee room 

to this Chamber, without being beset by every paid lobbyist who 
was ever sent here to aid in pressing every nefarious scheme of 
legislation that comes before Congress. The closing of that ele- 
vator protected and sheltered thatcommitteeroom. Itdid more. 
It sheltered the approach to the President's room, reserved for 
him, and it sheltered the approach to the Marble room, reserved 
for those visitors whom Senators are willing to have admitted. 

This action was not without precedent. If I may be permitted 
to refer to the other House of Congress, I would suggest that it 
was exactly in line with the policy pursued there, which experi- 
ence demonstrated to be necessary. 

I know, Mr. President, it is charged through the public prints, 
and Lat least am advised by private mail, that the Senate is seek- 
ing to make itself an exclusive body, and the very regulations 
which are now under consideration have been suggested and pa- 
raded as proof. The facts are fairly stated. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms adopted the rules without authority from the Committee 
on Rules, but with my sanction, for I believed that they were 
necessary to the decent and orderly conduct of this Sie 
is meet and proper that the attention of the Senate should be 
called to the matter, and I have no regret that the attention of 
the Senate has been called to it. I am entirely content to have 
not the Committee on Rules but the Senate itself pass upon it 
and to determine whether we are to protect ourselves or not. 

I do not know that anyone ever complained that the other 
House undertook to protect its members in their right to get to 
its roll calls and its votes; but it seems that we are to be denied 
that privilege, and that if an excursion party of a thousand peo- 
ple come here to infest the Capitol your electric bells may ring 
and a Senator can not get from his committee room to his place 
in ag Chamber until the traveling public has been accommo- 
dated. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Withgreat pleasure. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it now the rule of the other House that no 
one is permitted to go on the floor of the House in the morning 
prior to the session of that body? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know that such a rule or regu- 
lation prevails. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator to say it did. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not mean to be understood as as- 
serting that. What I meant to say was that the House wing of 
the Capitol has two elevators, just as the Senate wing of the 
Capitol has two, and that the House has found it necessary to 
close one of them against the general public just as the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the Senate cl one of these. I did not mean to 
say that the public were excluded from the other House before 
the meeting of that body; but IL did mean to say, and I mean now 
to repeat, that in my judgment the Sergeant-at-Arms acted 
wisely when he closed this Chamber t the incursions that 
you and every one of us have witnessed here every day, if indeed 
we were fortunate enough to come before the hour of our 
meeting. 

Tam 
of the 


rfectly contentto have the Senate pass upon the action 
rgeant-at-Arms on both these propositions. I simply 


meant to have the Senate understand that while the Committee 
on Rules had taken no action, I, as a member of that committee 
and its chairman, had cordially indorsed the action of the Sem 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate. 

Mr. President, may I add just one word? There are commit- 


tee rooms that have been added, located in what is known as the 
terrace of this building. That improvement or extension of the 
Capitol was 8 probably two years ago. Those rooms 
are there. On the report of the Appropriations Committee of 
the Senate Congress purchased a piece of property known as the 
Maltby Building situated 300 yards from the Capitol. The ne- 
cessities of this body in the nature of committee rooms forced 
the assignment of Senators both to the terrace and the Maltby 
Building. 

Now, let your electric bell ring announcing a call of the Sen- 
ate or a vote by yeas and nays, and you will agree with me that 
if a Senator’s committee room is in the terrace or in the Maltby 
Building, where my friend, the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM}], has his quarters, from neither could he answer to roll 
call or to vote if he found an elevator blocked and himself refused 
the right of transmission to this floor. It is simply a question 
of the personal convenience of Senators. I can stand it as well 
as others. I am glad the question is brought up. I am glad to 
have it settled without the authority of the Committee on Rules 
to support the action of the Sergeant-at-Arms; but I venture 
nothing in the assertion that hisaction in both these particulars 
is indorsed by every member of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Sergeant-at-Arms has 
evidently done nothing but his duty in obeying the orders of the 
Senate, or the orders of thoss to whom he looks as representative 
of the Senate; but I do not receive quite happily all the expres- 
sions of the Senator from Kentucky. I hear him speaking of 
thousands of excursionists coming here to“ infest” the Capitol. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will permit me, I didnot 
mean to criticise anybody who was brought here, either by curi- 
osity or interest, tosee the Capitol of the country. Upon the 
contrary, I wish that every man, woman, and child in this land 
was required to come at least once and see the Capitol, in 
order to appreciate the greatness of the country that it repre- 
sents. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has qualified the expression 
very much, and I am glad I gave him the opportunity, for the 
expression was, ‘‘Sup a thousand excursionists should come 
here to infest the Capitol.” 

But I think it ought also to be said that the Senator somewhat 
exaggerates the number of bad poopie, the mischievous people, 
the thieves, or the disreputable lobbyists who come about here. 
I have been here only about thirteen years, but I have never been 
seriously troubled by any of those classes. Allor nearly all of 
the large committee are in a sense claims committeess. Take 
for example, the Military Committee, on which I have serve 
for many years, which is down on the floor below. We have 
never found any difficulty there in protecting our doors by our 
messengers. I am aware that sometimes the crowd gathers a 
little at the elevator near the Appropriation Committee room 
door: but in going there to go down the elevator I never have 
ay difficulty, I am sure. 

join with the Senator now, as he expresses himself, in con- 
gratulating ths country upon the number of people who come 
here. It always gives me profound pleasure to see a thousand 
excursionists come here, and [ have frequent occasion—I had it 
to-day—to express my geans at meeting friends here who 
never had been in the Capitol before. I devoted two hours of 
this afternoon to partite | to entertain them and guide them 
about this building. I wish it were in some proper way made 
compulsory for every adult citizen of the United States to come 
here once before he was 40 years old, for we know what they 
say after ia have been here. Indeed, they have not been in 
this town half an hour before they are praising it and express- 
ing their delight with it, and you can not make any one of them 
say that one extradollar has been expended in beautifying it, 
whether upos its public buildings or otherwise. 

Now, I think we can get along with this with a little patience. 
I should like to have people allowed to come through this 
Chamber. It is a recollection for a lifetime for the young peo- 
ple who walk through here and sit for a moment in these c ; 
even the Vice-President’s chair, that they will remember al- 
ways. One or two or three persons watching over, if it was 
nece to take extra persons, would cost comparatively little. 

As to the use of the elevator, if upon the ringing of the Sen- 
ate bells the men who run the elevators understand that they 
are to close those machines absolutely against any persons but 
Senators for just a few minutes, the object will be gained; we 
can get there and get up; but nine-tenths of us ordinarily when 
we are in a hurry to answer a neg Pe up the steps quicker than 
we get up the elevator anyhow. to the Maitby Building, or- 
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dinarily no man gets here from there in time to answer to his 
name. Unless there be some explanation, or a failure to havea 
‘quorum, or something of the kind, indeed he can not get here 
anyway; that is out of the question. 

thers this matter will be liberally managed, and if cass | 
the number of sharp, active, attentive guards may be inc : 
but I am not willing. except as to one small regulation in regard 
to the elevator to make any serious change in the old rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. HARRIS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to inquire if a motion to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Rules is pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. @ 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of making that motion. 
I think the resolution ought to go to the committee. Let the 
committee take up the whole subject-matter, and thoroughly 
and quietly consider it and determine exactly what, in the opin- 
ion of that committee, should be done, and submit its report to 
the Senate for future action. 

Mr. BERRY. I agree about that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I asked nition just as my friend 
from Tennessee took the floor to make the very same sugges- 
tion and to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the 
resolution, as I understand it, proposes to instruct the Commit- 
tee on Rules to rescind a rule which the committee never made. 
The committee has never made any rule nor read nor heard of 
such a rule as the resolution proposes to rescind. I had simply 
risen to ask that the matter might be referred to the Committze 
on Rules, in order that it might have a chance to submit its 
views on both these questions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the resolution 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, instructed to re- 
3 a Loner recently issued requiring that the Senate ber be closed 
to visitors. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, as I tried to state very clearly 
in the beginning, I did not know when or where the rule had 
originated, and I hesitated for some time to know just how I 
ought to proceed. I finally concluded that this would be the best 
way in order that even in this clumsy manner the subject might 
be Trout to the attention of the Senate and to the committee, 
and that the committee charged with the subject-matter might 
examine the question carefully and make such report to the 
Senate as in the judgment of the committee ought to be made. 
That is my view of the matter now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PEFFER] to refer the pending res- 
olution to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NONRESIDENT PENSIONERS. 


Mr. PALMER. I beg the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up and consider the bill (S. 1138) to repeal so much of a pro- 
viso of an act entitled An act making appropriations for invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,” and approved March 
1, 1893, as relates to the payment of pensions to nonresidents 
who are not citizens of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. [ask that the Secretary may read from the 


report of the Commissioner of Pensions that which I point out. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will as indi- 
cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
A clause of chapter 187 of the public acts of the second session of the 
Fif nd Con, d 


eeoa pa provides: 
“That from and after July 1, 1893, no pension shall be paid to a nonresi- 
dent, who is not a citizen of the United States, except for actual disabilities 
incurred in the service.” 

I respectfully ask your attention to this clause, in the hope that you may 
recommend its repeal. It causes great trouble and annoyance to the ex- 
cepted classes, who constitute the great bulk of nonresident pensioners, in 
compelling them to make proof that they belong to these excepted classes. 
And the final result is that payments under it are withheld from but few 
save widows and dependent mothers. who have little else for their mainte- 
nance. The saving is too little to offset the suffering inflicted in individual 
cases. If all nonresidents were refused payments of 2 some plausi- 
ble argument might be made in support of such policy; but none can be 

e giving annoyance to all, strikes only 


urged in favor of this law, which, w. 
the most helpless, 

I should not feel warranted in asking attention to this law but for the fact 
that it entails much work on this Bureau in answering communications, 
and seems to yield little practical results except annoyance and apparent 
cruelty. Ireco tothe fullest extent that my sole duty is to execute and 
administer the laws as they are enacted—fairly and honestly interpreted. 


A WM. LOC HREN, Commissioner. 
XXXVVI— IG 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 18, 1893, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 13, 1893. 
CONSUL. 
Marcellus L. Davis, of Arkansas, to be consul of the United 
States at Merida, Mexico. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 
William P. Wooten, of Russellville, Ark., to be register, of 
the land office at Dardanelle, Ark. 
Jesse Ross, of Arkadelphia, Ark., to be register of the land 
office at Camden, Ark. 
John P. Clendenin, of Gassville, Ark., to be register of the 
land office at Harrison, Ark. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John A. Bunch. of Kingston, Ark., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Harrison, Ark. 
David Dixon, of Magnolia, Ark., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Camden, Ark. 
3enjamin H. Crowley, of . Ark., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Little Rock, Ark. 
POSTMASTER. 
William F. Cass, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 14, 18938. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
Charles W. Dabney, jr., of Tennessee, to be Assistant Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONER. 
_John R. Procter, of Kentucky, to be Civil Service Commis- 
sioner. 
COMMISSIONER OF NAVIGATION. 


Eugene T. Chamberlain, of New York, to be Commissioner of 
Navigation. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 
Carl M. Green, of New York, to be Second Assistant Engincer 
in the Revenue Cutter Service. 


CHIEF OF BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, to be chief of the Bureau of 

Navigation in the Department of the Navy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Paymaster Albert D. Bache, to be a pay inspector. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Arthur Peterson, to be a pay- 
master. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Ambrose K. Michler, to be a pay- 
master. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster William W. Galt, to be a pay- 
master. 

Assistant Paymaster Samuel L. Heap, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster John Q. Lovell, to be a passed assistant 
pay master. 

Assistant Paymaster James S. Phillips, to be a passed assist- 
ant pay master. 

Passed Assistant Engineer William S. Moore, to be a chief 
e eer. 

Passed Assistant Engineer George Cowie, to be a chief en- 
gineer. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Charles P. Howell, to be a chief 
engineer. 

Assistant Engineer William Strother Smith, to be a passed 
assistant engineer. 

Assistant ineer Gustav Kaemmerling, to be a passed as- 
sistant engineer. 

Assistant Engineer Kenneth McAlpine, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer. 

Assistant Engineer Clarence H. Mathews, to bea passed assist- 
ant engineer. 3 
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Assistant Engineer De Witt C. Redgrave, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer. 8 

Sees Engineer William W. White, to be a passed assistant 
engineer. ‘ : 

ee Engineer Bias C. Sampson, to be a passed assistant 
engineer. 

Lieutenant (junior grade) John G. Quinby, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign John A. Hoogewerff, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Albert E. Amsbar v., of Delta, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Montrose, Colo. 

Andrew F. Snelling, of North Yakima, Wash., to be register 
of the land office at North Yakima, Was. 


POSTMASTERS, 


James W. Forbis, to be postmaster at Greensboro, in the county 
of Guilford and State of North Carolina. 

Amos K. Bradley, to be postmaster at Madisonville, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. : 

Joseph E. Grobmyer, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the 
county of Cirroll and State of Kentucky. 

Green A. Denham, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the 
county of Whitley and State of Kentucky. 

Charles C. Collings, to be postmaster at Gloucester City, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Philip E. Tufts, to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

Maggie M. Moore, to be postmaster at Yorkville, in the county 
of York and State of South Carolina. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 14, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an additional esti- 
mate of appropriation for the buildings and grounds of the 
Military Academy, submitted by the Secretary of War; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
UNEXPENDED APPROPRIATION, INTERSTATE COMMERCE COM- 

MISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate sub- 
mitted by the Interstate Commerce Commission for the restor- 
ation of certain unexpended balances; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

FINDINGS COURT OF CLAIMS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House communications 


from the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings in the 
cases of the following parties vs. The United States, namely, W. 
H. Woodward, Phil Davis, W. C. Grisson, S. M. Golden, A. T. 
Blick, and J. R. Ferrill; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

METHODS OF ACCOUNTING, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. S er, I desire to call up for consider- 
ation at this time the bill (H. R.4610) to improve the methods 
of accounting in the Post-Office Department, and for other pur- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill, reported 
from the Joint Commission, is subject to be called oe at zay 
time, that right having been granted by the House. The Cler: 
will report the bill. 

The bill was rea, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of the act approved January 3, 1887, 
modifying certain provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and entitled 
“An act to modify the postal 8 system, and for other purposes.“ 
and the first section and such provisions of the second section as are appli- 
cable to postal notes of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled An act to 
modify the postal money-order system, and for other purposes,” be, and the 
same are hereby. repealed, but nothing herein contained shall prevent the 
payment, after July 1, 1394, in the manner provident 5 law, of postal 
notes issued prior to that date, and aoe such postal notes, if presented for 
payment more than one year from the last day of the month of their issue. 
may ve paia by warrant, as provided by section 4 of this act in the case of 
m 

SEC 2 Thai section 3 of the said act of March 3, 1883, as amended by the 
act ot June 29, 1886, entitled “Ar act to reduce the fee on domestic money 
orders for sums not exceeding S.“ be amended to read as follows: 

“That a money order shall not be issued for more than $100, and that fees 


for domestic money orders shall be as follows, to wit: 
For 22.50, 3 centr, 
$2.00 and not exceeding &. 5 cents. 


orders not ex: 
“For orders 


“For orders exceeding $5 and not exceeding $10, 8 cents. 

For orders exceeding $10 and not exceeding 820, 10 cents. 

For orders exceeding $20 and not $30, 12 cents. 

For orders exceeding $30 and not exceeding #40, 15 cents. 

For orders exceeding $10 and not exceeding $0, 18 cents. 

For orders exceeding $50 and not exceeding $50, 20 cents. 

For orders exceeding $60 and not exceeding $75, 25 cents. 

“For orders exceeding 875 and not exceeding $100, 30 cents.“ 

SEC. 3. That section 4 of said act of March 3, 1883, as amended by the act of 
June 29, 1886, entitled, An act to make the allowances for clerk hire to post- 
masters of the first and second nee Pee cover the cost of clerical 
labor in the money-order business, for other purposes,“ be amended to 
bine — follows: TH 

y t postmasters at money: er post-offices of the first and second 
classes may be allowed by the Postmaster-General to employ such number 
of clerks in the transaction of their money-order business, and at such rates 
of compensation, respectively. as he may deem e ient. 

The allowances for clerk hire made to postmasters of the first and sec- 
ond class post-offices by the Postmaster-General, out of the annual appro- 
priation for clerks in post-oflices, shall cover the cost of clerical services of 
all kinds in such post-offices, including the cost ot clerical labor in the money- 
order business. - 

“And at all other money-order post-oMces the compensation for the cleri- 
cal iabor in the money-order business shall be paid out of the fees received 
for the issue of money orders. and shall be 3 cents for each domestic or in- 
ternational money order issued: 

* Provided, That the Postmaster-General may allow to the postmaster at 
each international exchange office such additional amount in each out 
of the annual a priation for clerks in post-offi-es, as he may deem 
expedient to enable these postmasters to obtain the clerical labor necessary 
for the performance of such special duties as are imposed upon them by the 
Operarios of the money-order system and are not required of other post- 


Ad provided Further, That the salaries of masters, as fixed by law, 
shall be deemed and taken to be full compensation for the responsibility and 
risk incurred and for the personal services rendered them as 
of the money order and ot ner funds of the Post-Office Department.“ 
8 That section 5 of said act of March 3. 1883, be amended to read as 

OWS: 

Tnat the auditor of the treasury for the Post-OMce Department shall, 
immediately after the close of the present fiscal year, transmit to the Post- 
mraster-General a statement of the aggregate amountof domestic money or- 
ders and postal notes which shall have remained unpaid for a period of one 
year or more from the last day of the month of their issue. 

It shall be the duty of the postmasters at all money-order offices to render 
to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-ONice ee a monthly 
statement, beginning at the end of the first month of the next fiscal year, of 
all domestic money orders able at their respective offices. as evidenced 
by advice, remai unpaid for one year from the last day of the month of 
issue, Such statement to be accompanied by the advice, and not to include 
any money orders issued at a date prior to June 30, 1893; and the amount of 
money represented by the Auditor's statement, and by the monthly state- 
ments of the 8 as certified to the Postmaster-General by the 
emery shall turned into the Treasury by the Postmaster-Genera! for 

unt of the Post-Office Department to be used as current revenues. And 
thereafter domestic money orders shall not be paid at the offices upon which 
they are drawn, or at the offices of issue after one year from the day of 
the month of issue of such money orders; but such money orders shall be 
sent to the Post-Office De t, and shall be by à warrant of the 
Postmaster-General countersigned by the Auditor of the Treas for the 
Post-Office Department out of any money in the — — to the tof the 
Post- Omce Department, to the extent of the mone; in on this account, 
the payments so made to be charged to 1 on account hereby cre- 
ated to be denominated Unpaid money orders more than one year old.“ 

SEC. 5. That section 4036 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 


re 

Sooo That section 4039 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended by adding the following: 

“That it shall be the duty of the postmasters to attach to their accounts 
rendered to the Auditor of the Treas for the Post-Office Department the 
letters of advice, or if lost evidence of that fact, recalled from the post- 
office to which originally sent for all repayments of domestic money orders 
provided for in t n and in on 4038 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States.” 

Sec. 7. That section 4033 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended to read as follows: 

“That the Postmaster-General shall supply such money-order offices, as 
he may deem expedient, with blank forms of applications for money orders, 
in such form as he may direct.“ 

SEC. 8. That section 4044 of the Revised Statates of the United States, as 
amended by the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the 
fiscai year 1893, approved July 16, 1892, be amended so as to read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of postmasters at t-offices authorized to issue 
money orders to render to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office 

ent monthly, r weekly, semiweekly,or daily accounts 
of all money orders ed =e of all fees received for issuing them, of 
all transfers and zamene e from money-order funds, and of all money 
. to be used for the payment of money orders or on account of money - 
order business.” 

SEC. b. That section 4084 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“The Postmaster-General shall furnish money-order offices with printed 
or engraved forms for domestic money orders in such form as will provide 
for coupons that. by the separation from the money orders, will designate 
the amounts for which the money orders are drawn, and no money order shall 
be valid unless drawn upon such form. And it shall be the duty of postmas- 
ters to forward to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office ent 
said cou with their money-orver accounts." 

SEC. 10. That the Postmaster-General may authorize tmasters at post- 
offices other than those designated as money-order offices to issue money 
orders in the same form as provided for in the preceding section of this act, 
excepting that such money orders shall be in such form as to prevent their 

drawn for a sum in excess of $5; the rates for such money orders to be 
the same as those vided for in section 2 of this act, and post-oflices 80 au- 
thorized shall be ignated “ limited money-order offices. 

SEC. 11. That section 404 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

„Whenever a money order has been lost within one year from the last day 
of the month of issue the Postmaster-General. upon the application of de 
remitter or payee of such order, may cause a duplicate thereof to be issued, 
without charge. oss the person losing the original shail furnish a 
certificate from postmaster by whom it was payabie that it has not 
been, and will not thereafter be. paid: and asimilar certificate from the 
2 whom it was issued that it has not been, and will not there 
ter be, re 
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“Whenever a order which 


money has 
the last day of the month of issue has 
upon the application of the remitter or 
warrant for the payment thereof,as pro 


shall 
for in section 4 of this act, 
without charge, on the certificate of the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Ufice Department, or upon such other proof satisfactory to the Post- 
-General, that the order has not been paid.” is 

SEC. 12. That the Postmaster-General is hereby invested with power to 
make all needful regulations for the enforcement of this act, and is hereby 
authorized to designate any officer of the Post-Office Department above the 
grade of fourth-class clerk to sign all warrants authorized by this act in his 
stead. and such warrants when so signed shall be of the same validity as if 

had been ed by the Postmaster-General. 

SEC. 13. That this act shall take effect from and after che 1st day of 5 
1894; and all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
act are héreby repealed. 


Mr. DOCKERY. In view of the fact that this is the unani- 
mous report of the joint commission, I ask consent that the bill 
be considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now submit the report of the joint com- 
mission, and will ask the attention of members to its reading, as 
it sets forth the reasons in detail for the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. DOCKERY) was read, as follows: 

The Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Or- 
Nae heey phd ip nats pe to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


ü) to improve the methods of peta Bar the Post-Office Department, 
and forother purposes, having considered the same, reportit back herewith 


a The bill has been carefully examined, and is approved by the Postmaster- 


and if lost no duplicate by law is allowed to be issued. It causes great in- 
convenience and annoyance to 3 and large 
ceive money through the mail, as, when the inclosure is not in the letter, 
correspondence is necessary, and the individual who sends the noteis 
0 tal note he has no 


money order can be issued for an amount as 
would supply the facilities now afforded by the postal note. Any 


fice, he 
convenient 


who Will coliect it for him, who may fill in the name for pro identifica- 


tion obtain the money on the order, or send it to the bank. 
Section 2 of the act reduces the fees cha for money orders 
and brings them to the same basis as is now charged b us e 
com es. The reduction takes place in the fees charged for orders ex- 
15 cents, as per the follow schedule: Ciena 
For orders not exceeding . 500 ——— 22 enon ce een es nn cone eee one ac aaa 
For orders exceeding— 
$2.50 and not exceeding 88 nnee nene . 5 
$5 and not exceeding 810. —ů 
$10 and not exceeding 520 — 20 
$20 and not exceeding $30 _. — 12 
$30 and not exceeding 840 — 15 
#0 and not exceeding 0 . 18 
$50 and not exceeding 8 ae | 
$60 and not exceeding 75 — 
e r eh ataawanncce 20 
The present rates for the issue of money orders are as follows: G 
ts. 
For orders not exceeding s „„„4„%%00 rne 5 
For orders — 
0 ang nora seeding 815 !...... IS nh RS 10 
and not ex oe S 
i5 and not exceeding 80 -15 
830 and not exceeding 80 20 
$10 and not exceeding 550 
$50 and not ex 280 


$20 and not exceeding 70 
$70 and not exceeding So 
$80 and not exceeding $100 ......... .......---.. 


while the the smaller 
orders, which must done at a loss. 

These rates were recommended by the Superintendent of the Money-Order 
System in his reports for the year ending June 30, 1892, and June 30. 1893, ex- 
3 that in neither case did he recommend the 8-cent rate for orders up 
to . The rate for small orders is made to take the place of the rate now 
charged for poe notes, without which there would be cause for complaint. 

There has no estimate made of the probable increase of business un- 
der these new rates: indeed. there is no basis upon which to make such an 
estimate, yet it is confidently believed that the increase will be very consid- 
erable when the reduced rates go into effect. 

The money-order business grew gradually from its organization in 1864. 
showing an increase both in the amount and number of orders issued and 
of the fees received therefor, until the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. when 
the amount of fees was 31,102,838; since which time they have never been so 
great until the year just closed, when the amount of fees exceeded by only 
a little over $17,000 that of 1883. 3 

The postal-note business in 1884, the year following the one just re- 
ferred to with respect to the e money-order business, and grew in five 
years. say, in 1888, to the largest amount ever realized for the sale of postal 
notes until the last fiscal . ‘The revenue in fees from that source have 
increased but little since 188, when there was $200,341 received for fees, and 
in the year just closed but $233,000. Thus it will appear that there has been 


no growth in the revenue from the money-order business in the past ten 
years, and but little in the -note business for the past five years; so 
that while the postal-note business for the first five years of its existence 
might account for the failure of themoney-order business to increase, ithas 
not continued to account therefor since, and the money-order and - 
note business taken together could at best only show an increase in the is- 
sue of orders for less than $5. all of which are known to be ata loss to the 
Government. Thus the necessity is apparent for a schedule that will pro- 
duce an increase in the business of the larger orders and yield some profit 
to the Government. whilst at the same time affording cheap facilities to the 
public for the transmission of money. 

The history of the growth of the postal service, and in fact all other fea- 
tures of the Government's business. is too well known to need discussion 
here; but it affords proof of the fact that the volume of the money-order and 
postal-note business has not grown as it should have. 

Section 3 proposes to reduce the fee paid to postmasters for the issuing of 
money orders to 3 cents. This applies to third and fourth class postmasters, 
as first and second class postmasters at t—and no change is made as 
to this provision—receive an allowance for clerk hire requisite for the work 
that is done in the money-order business. 

Third and fourth class rs Now receive 3} cents for each money 
order issued and the same for each money order paid or repaid, and i cent 
for each postal note issued and three-fourths of a cent for cach postal note 
paid or repaid. The proposed change, to a commission only for orders is- 
sued, will not be as disadvantageous to the posimasters as the difference in 
the commissions now allowed would seem to indicate, as the smaller offices, 
third and fourth class, do not pay many money orders or postal notes, their 
work being 5 the issuing of orders and postal notes which are paid 

Offices. 


atthe 
The abolition of the postal note and the authorization of orders to 
be issued at the same rate now charged for postal notes up to |, will give 


the postmasters 3 cents each for ths issuing of money orders in the place of 
the postal notes, for which they now receive a commission of only 1 cent. 
This would very materially increase thelr compensation for the issue of 
smaller orders. 

As a general proposition it is manifestly unbusinesslike and improvident 
to pay a larger fee for the issuing of money orders than the Government re- 
ceives for the same, that is, 3 cents; Likewise to give a commission for the 
payment of an order, as the Government does not receive any fee for such 
payment. It is no more equitavie to pay oY ainda Nt for the payment of 
the money order.than it would be to make an allowance of salary based 
upon the mail which he distributes. His compensation is now based upon 
the on or sale of stamps. 

ad USL AORERE VO ae eee 
under the proposed rates, based upon the report o superintenden 
the money-order system for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, is about $50,- 
000. This will princi fall upon the third-class postmasters, for the 
reason that there is a larger rtion of orders, issued to orders paid in 
the fourth-class offices than in the third class; and further, by the increase 
of the commission on orders which take the place of the tal notes, the 
large number of fourth-class offices which are author: to issue 
uotes and not money orders, which offices by the proposed act will be au- 
thorized to issue money orders up to $5, will receive a commission of 3 
cents, while under the present law they receive a commission of but 1 cent; 
and all other fourth-class offices which issue postal notes will receive a com- 
mission of 3 cents under the proposed act for money orders which they will 
issue in lieu of the postal notes now issued. 

It is evident, therefore, that the fourth-class offices wil: not suffer by the 
pro change, but will be benefited. and the loss, if any, will fall u 
the third-class offices. If this loss should be equal to the amount estim: 
$50,000, it will mean an average loss to third-class postmascers of not to ex- 
ceed S each per annum. This possible loss, however, to postmasters will 
not be actual, as the reduction in the rates of fees charged for money orders, 
notably the rates for the small money orders to 3 cents, will m in- 
crease the volume of business and largely add to the commissions of the post- 


masters. 

By the fourth section of the act of March 3. 1883, the second, third and 
fourth class received a commission for the payment and 
of money orders and postal notes. Second-class sters were 
of this compensation by the act of June 29, 1846, as it was deemed at that time 
that the compensation of second-class postmasters was sufficient on their 


salary allowance. 

It isclaimed by the Post-Office Department that the salary of the third- 
class postmasters is gone in proportion than that of fourth-class post- 
masters, and that the fourth-class postmasters are too poorly paid. The re- 
duction of fees proposed will increase the compensation of fourth-class post- 
masters by the increased sale of small orders at their offices, and by in- 
creased commissions on the orders which will take the place of ayes notes, 
and it will not take from the third-class offices all the commission that they 
receive from the money-order business. as was done from the second-class 
offices by the act of June 29, 1888. but will allow them a commission of 3 cents 
for the issuing of orders. The salary of -Class postmasters ranges from 
$1,000 to $1,900 per annum. In addition to this they will receive the 3-cent 
commission for the issuing of orders. 

Section four e. for turning into the Treasury, for the account of 
the Post-Office Department, the funds that are now heid by the latter on ac- 
count of the numerous unpaid domestic money orders postal notes ac- 
cumultaed since the organization of the money-order system together with 
an accurate accounting for the amountinvolved The Government has gone 
on receiving money for issuing these orders and notes and yen it outasthey 
have been presented, and left to chance or guesswork the question of the 


balance unpaid. Obviously such a 7 is very defective. 
It is proposed by this section to check ont by the reports pom the posi 
e report 


masters and the orders received that have been paid, 
the office issuing the orders those that have been paid, and det e ex- 
actly those remaining um and transfer the amount so ascertained into 
the ury, and from to time as these old unpaid orders are pre- 
con to pay them on the warrant of the Postmaster-General out of the 
ury. 
The act further —— that the postmasters shall, by a system of re- 
porting the orders ed u their offices and 5 for pa; nt 
within one year from the date of their issue, afford the Auditor’s a 
convenient and systematic method of keeping a record of and a check upon 
the outstan orders more than one year old from and after the date on 
which the Auditor's Office will have determined the aggregate balance from 
the commencement of the money-order system, so that from time to time 
the record will be complete and accurate of all orders outstanding unpaid. 

‘There can be noquestion of 5 nav the money represented 
by these un orders covered into the Treasury. The work of getting the 
mi out by reason of the Postmaster-General's warrant will be no greater 
than is now done by the issuance of a duplicate order. 

The act of March 3, 1883, provided that thisaccount of unpaid orders should 
be made up to within seven years after the date of theirissue. Ten clerks 
have for more than ten years been ap ted for annually for the purpose 
ofmaking up por- 


this account. Only apart of it, however, was done. 
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tion may be utilized in the work that is contemplated now, The accumula- 
tions of these orders to date is estimated to amount to something like 
$3,000,000, on account of which there was recently tranferred to the Treasury, 
10 the credit of the Post-Omce Department, $1,250.000. The purpose is to 
proceed on the same lines and make the operation complete and exact. 

Section 5 repeals the section of the statutes which now provides for the 

yment of a money order more than one year old by issuing a new order in 
Neno the old one by the Postmaster-General. It is necessary to repeal this 
section to avoid any conflict between it and the provisions of the next pre- 
ceding section of the bill. 

Section 6amends by adding to an existing section of the statutes the re- 
quirement that post:nasters shall attach to their reports, to the Auditor, of 
money orders repaid at their offices, the advice sent to the office upon which 
the order was drawn, which, as a matter of course, must be recalled for the 
purpose of preventing the office to which the advice was sent reporting the 
same to the Auditor as unpaid, after it will have been in his hands more 
than a year. Otherwise, the office upon which the order was drawn will 
have reported it to the Auditor as unpaid. The Auditor would in due time 
discover and rectify the error of such postmaster, but it is preferable to re- 
duce such errors to the minimum by affording every facility to prevent 
them, which this does. The repayment of an order is not in the sense of a 
separate accounting therefor, but merely to de ate it as the liquidation 
of an order at the office at which it was issued; in other words, to distin- 
guish it from the orders drawn upon that office. 

Section 7 of the bill so amendsan existing statute as to abolish the present 
form of application for money orders, and empowers the Post: en- 
eral to issue a form requiring less wri „and at only such Offices as there 
a to be need of having such form. At thesmaller oces. where nearly 

not quite all of the applicants for money orders are known to the post- 
master, there can be no question but that the application form is an unnec- 

burden upon the applicant, and nat y makes him seek money 
orders from the express companies, where the application form is not re- 
quired. It seems t some form is desirable at the larger offices where, to 
facilitate the work of the clerks in the post-office, some memorandum of 
what is desired by the 1 hegre could be made. A blank not unlike those 
usually found on the outside counters of banks would be sufficient for this 


ur pose. : 
P Esin g changes an exist statute so that reports from money-order 
offices will go direct to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
tment instead of going through the Office of the Superintendent of the 
oney-Order System. It appears that the work done upon these reports in 
the Omee of the Superintendent of the Money-Order System is of a super- 
ficial character; that nothing is proved or checked, and of necessity consid- 
erable delay occurs in getting the reports to the Auditor, where the complete 
check is made and discrepancies are detected. 

It is proposed to have these reports go direct to the Auditor, so that he will 
give immediate attention to all of the features contained within the report, 
and if there are omissions and discrepancies that indicate the necessity for 
action on the part of the Superintendent of the Money-Order System with a 
view to having an inspection of the office, or otherwise, the Auditor will re- 
port the same to the superintendent at once and afford every facility for the 
much-needed supervision over irregularities that are discovered, and this, 
too, much earlier than is possible under the present system. 

It is hardly necessary to point out that everything contained in these re- 
ports is essentially of an accounting character, and, like postal accounts, is 
subject to the direct and immediate supervision of the accounting officer 
until some fay ore in is discovered which requires the supervision of the 
administrative department, in which event again, like the postal account, 
the accounting officer would prepare the case for the attention of the Post- 
Office Department. 

The statutes make provision for the Auditor's supervision of these ac- 
counts, and to perform the function in a business-like way itis necesary that 
the reports anne reach his office without delay, and thus afford opportunity 
for prompt action. 

Eaton amends an existing statute which provides for the Postmaster- 
Generals’ issuing to ters blank Leg Bete on such printed or en- 

ved forms by ad that the form shall include a coupon, which, when 
etached from the order, will designate the amount that the order was 
drawn for. It also provides that the coupon shall be forwarded to the Au- 
ditor’s Office with the 5 report ot money orders sold. The dis- 
tinctive feature of the form, called a “margin check,” is not unlike devices 
now in use for and other purposes, and which in this connection will 
accomplish a very important result; that is, it will enable the Auditor to 
make a definite check of the postmaster’s money-order accounts immedi- 
ately upon their receipt. 

The present system involves delay until the orders issued have been paid, 
received at the tment, and checked against the report of the office is- 
suing before the debit of that office isfully determined. It will be noticed 
under such a plan, even if all orders were mted for eee that it 
would be several months before the debit of the issuing office could be de- 
termined; but the facts are that many orders never have been and probably 
never will be nted for payment. Thus a definite clearance of the ac- 
count with the postmaster sales of such orders is impossible. 

It is proposed that these orders shall be prepared in such a smalland neat 
form as to give them an attractive appearance and make them easy to han- 
dle and not more cumbersome to the Ries the coupon check included, than 
is the case with the present money-order form. 

Section 10 extends the facilities of the proposed money-order system as an 
office of issue only to offices that are now enjoying the use of the tal 
note and that are not regularly designated as money-order offices. There 
are about seven hundred of these offices, and the provision will afford facili- 
ties for transmitting money without which there would be some inconven- 


fence. 

Section 11 provides for a means of g for lost money orders which are 
covered now by a section of the Re Statutes, but which need some mod- 
ification to adapt them to the changed conditions resulting from covering 
into moe Treasury the amount of outstanding unpaid orders more than a 

ear o 
x Section 12 is the usual provision for ha’ the preceding sections ofthe 
act carried into effect by the proper head of the Department, and makes pro- 
vision for delegating the work of signing warrants toa substitute in the 
same as that in the statutes now in force. 

Section 13 fixes a date that appears to be a convenient time for having the 
provisions of the act take effect, namely, July 1, 1894. 


DEPARTMENTAL REGULATIONS. 


For the information of Congress the joint commission submit as an ap- 
pen to this report the report of the experts made to the commission un- 

er date of September is last, which report covers substantially the reforms 
proposed in bill, together with certain modifications of 
existing regulations for and methods of doing business in the Office of the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department and in certain offices 
of the Post-Onice De ment: which modification of regulations and meth- 


the accom) 


ods have been carefully considered by the commission, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and Postmaster-General, and have been bys eben 
keeping and auditing 


These recommendations will simplify the manner o 


accounts in the office of the Auditor and the methods of business in the office 
Third master-General. 


of the Assistant Post 

There is a great deal of duplication and unnecessary work now done in 
the Auditor's office; and the changes proposed will effect a more direct and 

tious settlement of accounts, as well as a large saving of clerk hire. 
he accounts of the Presidential post-offices have heretofore 

through four divisions of the Sixth Anditor's Office, and it can re y be 
seen what an unnecessary expense this involved in the simple handling of 
the accounts. The divisions through which so yass are the exami 
division, the review division, the bookkeeping division, and the collecting 
division. In all of these four divisions more or less of e: work is 
done upon the accounts. 

It is now pro that the accounts of postmasters shall go to one di- 
vision, where they shall be settled finally, except in cases where the Audi- 
tor's clerk tinds a difference, when the account will be reviewed by a proposed 


B 5 f passing th h to divisi 

y presen syran 0 an account throug! many ons 
the responsibility is divided, and careful and accurate work is not obtained, 
as is proved by an examination of the work in the Sixth Auditor's office. The 
larger part of the postal revenues come from t-offices at which there are 
auditors, and those accounts are very care prepared: and upon their 
receipt in the Auditor's office, by the proposed plan, it is intended that the 
accounts shall be taken up at once, cer clerks to examine the allowance 
for railway mail clerks and letter-carriers, other clerks to examine the ac- 
counts for certificates of deposit, etc., and the account to be finally dis: 


of, co! ndence written and passed over to the proposed correspondence 
and files division, where errors will be reviewed proper entries made for 
the filing of the accounts. 


In addition to the safeguard of this complete and consistent audit of the 

accounts. it is proposed that a change shali be made in the stamp accounts, 
by which the tmaster ren lers to the Third Assistant Posmasier-Gener: 
a statement of the stamps wh.ch he has received during the quarter, the 
amount that he has sold or returned to the Department, and the balance he 
has on hand. The Taird Assistant Postmaster-General is to check this ac- 
count by the stamp ledgers which he has in his office, ani is to certify the 
statement and send to the Auditor with the receipts for the stamps. 

This will give the Auditor a complete check of the stamp account of the 
postmaster. which is the basis for his account; and the system will comply 
With the law (United States Revised Statutes, section 405), which requires 
that the Postmaster-General shall certify to the Auditor that which in any 
way affects the accounts. This law is not now complied with as regards 

stam) By this statement of the stamp account, coming through 

the Third ‘ASAstant Postmaster-General’s Office, another check is obtained 
upon the account, which is a more important valuable check than any 
check that could take its place in the Sixth Auditor's Office. The system of 
ch postage stamp accounts now is very unsatisfactory and unreliable. 
At present clerks of the Sixth Auditor’s Olfice, at such times as it is con- 
venient, copy into ledgers the items of stamps that have been charged to the 
tmasters by the ledgers of the Third Assistant Postmaster- eral's 

Mcee. This is informal andirregular, and applies to the Presidential offices. 
For the fourth-class postmasters’ accounts the only evidence that the Aud- 
itor now has as to the stamps sent is the receipts which have been forward: 
to him from the Third Assistant Postmaster. eral's OMce. If by chance 


any of these receipts have gone astray and the postmaster should fail to 
charge himself with the stamps, the error might not be discovered, 
The clerical force of the A 


tor's Office as now organized is as follows: 


No. of |Amount of 
sal 


888 
š 


S 88888 
5883888888 


On the basis of the present clerical force and work done, it is proposed to 
reorganize the office and reduce the divisions from ten to seven, as follows: 


No.of Amount ot 
clerks.) salaries. 
Presidential and fourth-class offices and general accounts 
8988 ͤ—.. * 2800 
mdence a es on = 
T A 26 40, 800 
Money-order examining division... a 71 81,000 
Money-order bookkeeping division y 64 80,540 
Money-order asso: and checking di x 91 71, 600 
Money-order foreign division... 5 12 15, 600 
— .. ͤ . bon AA 374 428, 300 
Making a saving to the Government of 35 clerks and $71,780. 


This reduction of annual expenditures is not only to obtain, as a result of 

the new system, but the settlement of postmasters' accounts will be greatly 
ted and a more thorough supervision thereof will be secured. 

he preceding exhibit relating to tue present organization and the expense 
ofthe Auditor's Office does not represent all of the expenses, since, in addi- 
tion to the 409 clerks, at an expense of 8800, 140, there are the Auditor, Deputy 
Auditor, chief clerk, and their clerks, messengers, assistant messengers, la- 
borers, charwomen.etc. Taenumbersand amounts treated of havereference 
onlyto Aner clerks engaged directly in the divisions in which changes are rec- 
omme: 

In addition to the 8 reduction of annual expenditures 
there will probably be a further retrenchment in the Office uf the Superin- 
tendent of the Money-Order system, by the discontinuance, in the examin- 
ing division, of the inspection of money-order accounts, whereby the work 
of about five clerks at, say, $6,000 per ines 2 be dispensed With. 


N 
Members on the part of the House of Ri 
Varel. Gele. 
JAMES K. JONES, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
Members on the part of the Senate. 
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APPENDIX. 
OFFICE OF THE EXPERTS UNDER THE 
COMMISSION TO EXAMINE THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 
Washington, D. C., September 18, 1893. 
DEAR Sm: Your have given close attention to and careful consid- 
eration of the inves tions and examinations intrusted to them. Fully 
a tive of the magnitude of the work to be accomplished and of the re- 
ts to be obtained, they have deemed it proper that the full scope of the 
o of the various Departments of the Government. with their rami- 
fications into accounting and other methods, should be carefully and thor- 
oughly studied before PORANI reports to your commission ting 
changes of any kind, inorder that when such a report was madeitsrecommen- 
dations would relateto and becomea partof a general system coveringall. 
It will be understood by your committee that when each subject is treated 
in a report from time to time it will have been dealt with by yourexperts in 
conjunction with the general system, so that when all — — are covered 
and the general system completed, there will be no conflict in the proposed 


chan; 

Consistent with the policy indicated above, we beg to render you herein a 
report upon the office of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury Department, and 
such recommendations as are made herein are classified relate to the 
subjects as follows: 

A. tion and system of accounts. 

B. Postage-stamp account. 

C. Money-order system and compensation of postmasters relating to 


same. 

D. Approximation ot saving to obtain. 

The . — adjusted in the office of the Sixth Auditor are those of post- 
offices and transportation of mails, divided into two general sections, one 
for settling postal accounts, rtation and contingent expenses, 


the other for settling money-order and postal-note accounts, 

The present divisions of the office, the number, class, and annual compen- 

7 155 of clerks employed therein, and an outline of their duties in each di- 
on are: 


POSTAL AND TRANSPORTATION AND CONTINGENT EXPENSES ACCOUNTS. 


First. Examining division. 


Second. Pay division. 


3 ae 

States various accounts for domestic and foreign transportation and 

plies; also records accounts consecutively for the files. 
Third. Review division. 


Checks quarterly accounts of first. second, and third class (Presidential) 
post-offices and accounts for domestic transportation and supplies. 


Fourth. Foreign division. 


Checks accounts for foreign transportation. States accounts for interna- 
tional postal settlements. and checks accounts (received from other nations) 
for international money-order settlements. 


Fifth. Bookkeeping division. 


Sixth, Collecting division. 


ff.. :..:... yp BS SS 65, 960 


| 


Checks accounts of fourth-class offices; of first, second, and third-class 
offices when errors are reported th: 
sions. Makes and sends to postmasters correction sheets and 
specting accounts; keeps record in jacket form of quarterly balances, and 
record of numbers for files of all postmasters’ accounts. 


MONEY-ORDER AND POSTAL-NOTE ACCOUNTS. 
Seventh. Inspecting division. 


Checks domestic and international money-order and postal-note accounts, 
the paid orders and notes being checked against the credits claimed therefor. 


Eighth. Recording division. 


Arranges money orders and postal notes in the order of issue, that is, ac- 
cording to offices and numerically. 


Tenth. Checking division. 


office. 
approxima’ the compensation for the foregoing divisions the chief 
— 1 N rated at $2,000 per annum, and nothing is allowed for messengers 
an rers. 


A general subdivision of the accounts, and the divisions through which 
they pass, are as follows: ; 

Quarterly accounts, first, second, and third olaan ponp aic: Examining 
division; review division; bookkeeping division; collecting division. 
i SORENTO fourth-class post-offices: Bookkeeping division; col- 
ecting on. 

Domestic transportation and supplies: Pay division; review division. 

Foreign transportation: Pay division; Posh poe 

International postal accounts: Foreign division. 

Domestic and international money-order and postal-note accounts: In- 
specting division; recording division; assorting division; checking division. 

Foreign money-order accounts: Foreign division. 

International orders paid and coupons of those issued: Inspecting divi- 
sion; foreign division. 

rye Ppt warrants, miscellaneous journal entry, ete.: Bookkeep- 

vision. 


auß e warrants: Pay division; bookkeeping division. 
Your experts recommend that the divisions, with an outline of the work 
to be performed in each, shall be as follows: 


A. ORGANIZATION AND SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTS. 


First: 

First section.—Presidential offices and general accounts division: ar- 
terly accounts from the first, second, and t -class offices: complete check 
and entries in ledgers; one set of books only, with such auxiliary records as 
may be necessary to properly check authorities fordisbursements. Ledgers 
for appropriations, warrants. and miscellaneous general accounts; and pre- 
pares quarterly and annual statements. 

second on.—Fourth-class omces division: Quarterly accounts from 
fourth-class offices; complete check and entry in ledgers. One set of books 
only, with such auxiliary records as may be necessary to properly check 
authorities for disbursements. 

Second. Correspondence and files division: Receives all post-office ac- 
counts. When errors are found in first and second divisions, reviews and 
makes statements to postmasters. Jackets as a convenience for filing, but 
shows on the jacket ps} name of post-office, name of postmaster, date of 
appointment and date of accounts; jackets to contain four years, more or 
less, but there should bea new one for a change of postmasters. Num 
indexes, and files the jackets containing accounts. 

Third. Pay division: States accounts for domestic and foreign 
tation and for supplies (including Universal Postal Union accounts). 

Fourth. Money-order examining division: Checks all reports of money- 
order offices. Keaps a record of unpaid orders outstanding one year or more. 
With reports there will be received a coupon of orders issued. 

Fifth. Money-order bookkeeping division: Keeps ledgers for all money- 
order accounts and prepares quarterly and yearly statements. 


rting and ch ivision: Arranges orders 
office, and checks orders paid against re- 
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8 1 foreign division: Adjustment of foreign money- 
er accoun 

In connection with the ne, rearrangement of the divisions the fol- 
lowing changes should be 2 


FIRST. FOR MATTERS WHICH REQUIRE DEPARTMENTAL REGULATIONS ONLY. 


That such record shall be kept in each division as will effect a complete 
check of the account which, as desi will be examined in that divi- 
sion. As an illustration: So much of the data now kept on the jackets in 
the postal 8 8 as is 9 to the adjustment of one poniai 
account shall hereafter ept on the ledgers or u) auxiliary 
will best facilitate the work in the first and second divisions. 4 

That only one check of an account shall be made, except in cases where 
errors in the postal accounts are found in the first and second divisions, in 
which event the corrected figures are to be reviewed by the third division. 
There appears to be no good reason for having an account examined by two 
different persons for the purpose of ascertaining the accuracy thereof. It 
is assumed that the work on an account, if Loy pa Seed perhon: will be of an 
efficient character, so that when a balance is de it will be accurate. 
If inefficiency in auditing prevails at all, it is reasonable to expect that it 
might prevail with two persons examining the same account; then the sec- 
ond examination is no better than the first. Where two persons are 
the same account, one of them to a greater or lesser degree depe epon 
the other; thus the possibility of obtaining accuracy is not increased, - 
thermore, nearly if not quite all of the accounts passed in the Sixth Andi- 
tor’s Office have previously been passed upon by some other representative 
of the Government, therefore the work of the Auditor’s Office is in the nature 
ot a review. One such review would appear to be all that any usiness 
. srt would require, = 

t the reproduction of figures on accounts that are found to be correct 

should be discontinued. The column in the postmaster's reports for use of 
the Auditor's office involves the rewriting of many figures which are already 
known to be correct. and it is to no purpose, since the figures transcribed to 


as 


s account on its receipt, the coupons for money orders sold de- 


the debits at once, without waiting for the chec. of paid orders 
issuing office. At present it requires about a year and a half to 
settle the account of ter. 


a ‘postmaster. 

That the separate accounting of money orders repaid should be discontin- 
ued. The percentage of such transactions to the whole number paid, in 
both dollars and the number of orders repaid, for the fiscal year June 
30, 1892, was about three-fourths of 1 per cent of the number ates gered paid. 
It would appear to be of no value for statistical purposes and absolutely 
none for practical purposes in theadjustment of accounts. There was for- 
merly a repaid account for postal notes, discontinued some years ago. 


SECOND. FOR THOSE MATTERS WHICH REQUIRE STATUTORY PROVISIONS, 


That reports of money-order offices should be sent direct to the money-or- 
der division of the Auditor's office, in which there should be Teil: 
ities for ope: and 3 such reports, instead of being sent, as now, to 
the office of the te eden ent of the Money-Order System, thus dispens» 
ing with the preliminary examination given the reports in the superin- 
tendent's office. ‘The Auditor's office should have supervision of, aud give 
attention to, the cash transfersand balances. The matter contained within 
these reports is of an accountingcharacter and should, like postal accounts, 


go direct to the accounting officer. 


Revised Statutes, section 4044, should be amended to cover, this provision. 

That there should be but one form of domestic money order, w should 
combine the p of both the present postal note as well as the regular 
money order. e new order sho 


d be issued in the name of the pariy to 
whom it is tobe paid. The present postal note has no security, since it is 
paraoa bearer and has no advantage over remitting currency 3 that 
t affords a convenient form for mailing an odd amount of change. Postal 

notes Lara porerie at any office. The Government does not issue duplicates, 
thus ting, in case of the loss of a postal note, in a confiscation of the 
purchaser's money, which is unjust. 

Repeal chapter 13, January 13, 1887, Supplement to Revised Statutes, page 
517, relating to tal notes. 

That a new schedule of Government fees for the issue of money orders be 
made as follows: 


ted in the Auditor's office, embracing the supervision of deposits in ac- 
cordance with Revised Statutes, section 292. 

That as far as practicable the appointment of new postmasters ba made to 
take effect at the of the quarter. This would expedite the work 
in the Auditor's o by avoiding the rendering of two accounts for the 
same quarter from the same office. 

That the allowance for “rent, light, and fuel.“ and other expenses should 
be fixed to apply by quarters to meet the requirements of the period. 

Such an ment would be more equitable tothe postmaster, and less 
troublesome to the Auditor's office in settling the accounts than is now the 
case with an annual allowance. 


B. PosTAGE-STAMP ACCOUNT. 


That the post-offices shall render to the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral a separate account for stamps, in different colored paper for Presiden- 
tialand fourth-class offices, sho balance on hand first of quarter, received, 
sold, returned (to Department), and balance on hand at close of the quarter. 

The statement is to be checked in thestamp division, certified (the initials 
ofa clerk would sufice for the certificate) and forwarded tothe Auditor to 
be checked with respect tothe balance carried from one quarter to another. 
The Auditor’s office shall also check the amount of stamps sold against the 

tai account, which would form the basis for the principal debit item 
ereon. Eliminate from the present postal account t portion known 
as the stamp account, but instead tile with the postal account the certified 
account of stamps received from the Third Assistant Postmaster-General 
and the receipts for the stamps issued. The receipts, with the ledger bal- 
ance from the previous quarter, would afford the Auditor a complete check 
of the stamp account. 

That the requisitions from post-offices for stamps, received in the office of 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, should be assorted by States, and 
alphabetically by offices therein. Those received after a given day, say the 
20th of the last month in each quarter, should be treated for account of the 
to reduce to the minimum ch: — 
the 
uent ere 


geem to be the best to serve the purpose. 

That the Third Assistant Postmaster-General (stamp division) should 
keep the sany ledgers, according to States, and offices alphabetically 
therein, and balance each account 1 

This system of postage: stamp accounts comply with the law (Revised 
Statutes, section 105) which uires that the Postmaster-General shall cer- 
tify to the Auditor that which in any manner affects the accounts. This law 
is not now complied with as regards postage stamps. 


OC. MonEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


That a form of money order be used substantially as submitted herewith. 
It embraces a feature—a margin check—which, by the tion of the 
money order from the coupon, designates the amount t the order is 
drawn for, thus affording a check thereof by the Department, in that the 
coupon Will show the figures next higher than those for which the order is 
drawn. There are patents issued on similar devices, viz: 

No. 268988, in favor of M. F. Bony, called Check or other paper represent- 


ing value,” dated December 12, 1 
for “Safety bank check,” dated March 


ona of M. A. 
tents and the proposed margin check of mone: 
— the same, but the erm of euch: GIE TEUA the other. z 


The ciple of the two 
use of the proposed money order will enable the Auditor to adjust a 


These rates are in accordance with a recommendation made by the Super- 
intendent of the Money-Order System in his report for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1 and are about the same as those charged by the express com- 
panies (the latter being limited, however, to 850), excepting that for sums 
up to 2. 50 the rate is to be 3 cents. The reason for ma the rates as low 
as those charged by the express companies coming in competition with the 
Government in this business is obvious. The rate of 3 cents on sums up to 
$2. 50 is made with a view of continuing the facilities to the public for small 
sums at the present rate charged for postal notes. 

While it is true the present postal note provides for the issue of Sfor scents, 
it is noticed that the av e is very much less than half of the maximum. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884. the first after the introduction 
of the system, the average issue was for $2.01. and has gradually decreased un- 
til the year ending ee 1892, when the average 7 was for 81.68: so that, 
based upon past experience, a large percentage of the postal-note purchases 
will hereafter be provided for at the traie. The security of the order 
proposed should compensate for the increased rate over that heretofore 
charged for postal notes on issues for $2.50 to 85. 

Supplement to Revised Statutes, chapter 123, page 408. 

That the form of application now o at the post-offices for money orders 
be discontinued. Necessity for filling out a form of this character is more 
or less of a burden upon the purchaser, and naturally drives him to the ex- 
press offices competing for this business, where a written application is not 
required. The written application is of no possible advantage to the Gov- 


coun „ Assuming that due diligence is exercised in the post-offices issu- 
: oe orders the Government incurs no risk by discontinuing the ap- 
cation. 
x Revised Statutes, section 4043. 


That money orders shall not be paid at the offices upon which they are 
drawn or at the office of issue after one year from date thereof, but that 
orders more than one year old shall be sent to the Post-Office De ent 
and paid by warrant of the Postmaster-General countersigned by the Sixth 
Auditor; and in this connection postmasters shall render a monthly state- 
ment of all outstanding unpaid orders payable at their respective offices, as 
evidenced by advice, up to one year from date. The amount of such state- 
ment should be deposited in the Treasury for account of the Post-OfMfice De- 
partment, and certificate of deposit therefor sent to the Sixth Auditor. 

If to determine the amount of money orders and postal notes now out- 
standing in detail. as vided fór in respect to money orders by the act of 
March 8, 1883, section 5. Supplement to Revised Statutes, page 407, is too ex- 
pensive, then a dividing date could be made, cre iting a new money-order 
account. The money orders of old account should be paid out of funds to 
the credit of that account, and money orders of the new account should be 
paid out of funds to the credit of the new account. 

The balance of funds on hand to the credit of the old account one year 
after the dividing date should be turned into the Treasury as unpaid orders 
more than one year old, in accordance with above provision. The postmas- 
ter, to obtain credit for the repayment of money orders, must attach to said 
orders the advice which he shall recall from the office to which originally 


sent. 

Revised Statutes, section 4036, and also refer to the act of March 8, 1883, 
section 5, chapter 123, Supplement to Revised Statutes, page 407, which pro- 
vides for turning back into the Treasury unpaid money orders Over seven 
years old, which act has not been complied with. 

That the rate of commission 5 for the issue ot m orders 
shall be 3 cents per order. which is the minimum fee pro; to be 
charged for them; and no commission shall be allowed for the payment of 
orders, as the Government receives no fee for their payment. At the first 
and second class post-offices, where clerks are necess: to conduct the 
money-order business, the allowance for such clerk hire should be made in 
accordance with the requirements of the ofices without respect to the com- 
missions paid at third ard fourth class offices. 

Supplement to Revised Statutes, section 4. page 406. 

That the commission of 3} cents each for certiticates of deposit ror money- 
order money transferred from one office to another be discontinued. These 
certificates are rip eg Boga at either first or second c ass offices, where 
the allowance for cler should be in accordance with the requirements, 


Supplement to Revised Statutes, section 4, page 406. 


1893. 
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D. APPROXIMATION OF SAVING TO OBTAIN, 


‘The following is a recapitulatipn of the present cost of and number of 
clerks in the various divisions of the Sixth Auditor's Once, approximately: 


Num- 
Amount. per 


$30, 200 20 
39, 000 25 
17,200 11 
17.400 13 
95, 240 77 
65, 960 52 
63, 800 57 
87, 260 70 
48,960 48 
37, 120 38 
409 


On the basis of the present clerical force and work done, it is estimated 
that the proposed eight divisions would stand thus: 


Division. Clerical force. 
First ; Present bookkee division 
~~~ 1} To aidon Presidential accounts. 


Second be eter of the present ote division 
of the present pay on 
Third Ons from the foreign division 
All of the mt inspecting division 
For additional force toaid in increased work 
in checking stub orders issued and for keep- 
ing record of unpaid orders. 
cord division, exce say, five clerkszat 
26,000, now e books recording 


Fourth. 
Fifth 


Sixth ... 


Seventh. 


In addition to which there would be a saving in the office of the Superin- 
tendeni of the Faas Siero System, by the discontinuance, in the examin- 
ing division, of the Inspection of money-order accounts, whereby the work 
of about five clerks at, say, $5,000 per annum, would be nsed with. 

g, in the finance division, Third Assistant Post- 
master-General's office, for discontin the handling and entering of cer- 
tificates of deposit of, say, five clerks at 36,000. 

The money orders and postal notes issued, 1 and repaid for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, were reported as follows: 

Domestic: 12,069,442 issued, 11,951,648 paid, 85.612 repaid; total, 24,106,702. 

International: 983,476 issued, 287.412 paid, 3,266 re ; total, 1,274,154. 

Postal notes: 7,050, 010 issued, 7,011,490 paid. 


The commission on above at legal rates would be as follows: 
Domestic, 24, 106,702, at 3} cents each -nmen 


International, 1, 274, 154, at 3} cents each 
Postal notes: 


8813, 734.57 
44, 505. 39 


Issued, 7, 050,040, at 1 centeach .........-.....-..-.-----.--- — 70,500.40 
Paid, 7,011, 490, at 1 cent each 52, 586.17 
Or a total of coommissions - 1, 011, 416. 53 


The foregoing figures A pud: what would have been paid if each office 
received a commission on the exact number of orders handled. Settlement 
is not, however, so made, Third aud fourth class offices only receive com- 
missions, While the first and second class oTices are given an allowance for 
clerk hire based upon a sum within the amount of commissions. 


The actual payments were: 


For commissions, third and fourth class offices: 
Domestic orders „% 


— 1,006, 944. 23 


There are other expenditures in the same flscal year on account ot the 
money- order business, as shown by the Superintendent's re for the ex- 
of the Superintendent's office, clerks in the Auditors Office, ete., mak- 
an expenditure of 816. 707.69 in excess of the total receipts from fees for 

the sale of orders, which amounted to $1,435, 254.53. 

In the proposal to make the rate of commission 3 cents on orders issued 
only, itis not intended to disturb the allowance for clerk hire in first and 
second class offices in so far as such allowances may be necessary. 

There are no statistics to show the number of money orders issued 

d at the different classes of post-offices. It is known in a general way 

the percentage of orders issued in third and fourth-class offices is con- 
siderably in excess of those paid in such offices, the tendency of the move- 
ment of money orders smaller offices of the classes just 
named to the Urst 


Assuming that at third and fourth class offices three-fourths of the com- 
Missions are for orders issued, and one-fourth for orders paid, the account 


Total commissions paid, per report >.. 82 
Saving to Government by proposed change — 52,515.29 
The loss on money-order business, as per the Superintendent's for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, was $16,707.69. This is after a 
profit of $102,412.79 on exchange. It does not a that this profit can al- 
Ways be depended u so that, in order to make the money-order business 


pon. 
self-supporting, as it undoubtedly should be, a saving on the present system 
would seem necessary. - 


TOTAL SAVING, APPROXIMATELY, BY THE ADOPTION OF ABOVE RECOMMEN- 
DATION, 

Clerks, Auditor's Ofice z 

Clerks, Superintendent's Office 1 — 

Clerks, third assistant, finance division 


138, 295 

In addition to which the posed change in commissions, and the abol- 
ishing of postal notes, and —— separate reports of orders repaid 
would simplify the accounting. 

In these recommendations your experts have been guided by the convic- 
tion that the Government should not be run for profit, but at same time 
it should incur no loss in the transaction of its affairs. The reduction rec- 
ommended herein in the money-order commission paid will accrue to the 
benetit of the people by the proposed reduction in fees. 

The matters contained herein which relate to the Post-Office Department 
are only such as were considered in connection with matters found in the in- 
vestigation of the Sixth Auditor’s O fice, and this report is not intended to 
cover the Post- Omce 1 proper. 

Respectfully submitted. 

J. W. REINHART, 
= W. HASKINS, 
- * 
Experts. 
Hon. A. M. DOCKERY, 
Chairman, Joint Commission, etc., Washington, D.C. 


Posr-Orricn DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK, 
Washington, D. C., October 21, 1893. 
Sm: Iam directed by the Postmaster-General to inclose herewith a copy 
of a letter from the Attorney-General of the United States with regard to 
the proposed form of amoney order devised by the experts employed by ths 
joint commission of Congress, his opinion having been requested as to 


whether or not the proposed form would be an infringement on any patents 
which have been granted by the United States Government for the form of 
a money order. ? 

Very respectfully, 


GEO. A. HOWARD. 
Chief Olerk, 
Hon. ALEX. M. DOCKERY, M. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., October 21, 1898. 


Sir: I have given careful consideration to the question propoun led in 
your letter of October 6 as to the proposed form of money order devised by 
the experts employed by the joint commission of Congress, and have con- 
sulted the law department of the Patent Oles upon ths matter. It is no>, 
of course, a question upon which Lam authorized to give an official opinion, 
as it involves questions of fact as well as ot law. It is a question waien 
cannotbe decided withoutan investigation of records, which it is not within 
the province ot this Department to make. A careful search has been made 
of the records by an experienced la clerk in the Patent Offive and he has 
transmitted to me copies of the specifications and drawings of these patents 
which are, in his opinion. nearest the form submitted by the commission. 
It is his opinion that your proposed form of money order would not be au 
infringementof any of these patents, and in that opinion this Department 


would coincide. 
Very respectfully, RICHARD OLNEY. 
Attorney-General. 


The POSTMASTER-GENERAL. s 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit in this con- 
nection a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and also one 
from the Postmaster-General bearing upon this question and 
ask to have them read at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SEORETARY, 
— Washington D. C., December 12, 1899. 

Sm: I have to inform = that the reports of the Sixth Auditor and your 
experts, in the matter of the conduct of the official business assigned to the 
office of the Sixth Auditor, have been carefully read and considered, and to 
state that I have n> objection to a trial of the methods suggested by the ex- 
perts and will make the necessary orders to carry the same into effect, pro- 
vided such conduct of the service is officially approved by your commission. 
y, yours, * 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. A. M. DocKERY, 


Chairman Joint Commission for Investigating 
the Status of the Executive Departments. 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O.. December 11, 1893. 
Str: I have care: examined House bill No. 4510 to improve thod 
of accounting in the Post-Ofice Department, and for oe 8 1 aD d 
ve of the provisions thereof, and trust that it may be speedily enacted by 


Lhavealsocarefully considered the 6 certain regu- 
lations and methods of doing — the Post-Office Department, on 
With reference to the settlement of accounts of postmasters by the Sixth 
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Auditor, which are fully referred to in the report which the joint commis- 
sion submit, accompanying the said bill, and have substantially recom- 
areal a adoption of the same. 
skin “i W. T. BISSELL, Postmaster- General. 
Hon. A. M. DOCKERY, 
Chairman Joint Commission of Congres, etc., 
ashington, D. C. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now ask that general debate be considered 
as closed and that the consideration of the bill be proceeded with 
by sections under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by sections. Section 4 
was read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
to section 4, on page 5 of the bill, in order to make clear what is 
meant by the term next fiscal year.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amena line 13. section 4, of the bill by striking out the words “next fiscal 
year” and inserting “fiscal year commencing July 1, 1894." 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Cle-k resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask the previous question on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
sime; 3 engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an Š 
On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CATCHENGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Commtttee on Rules. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That this day, after thesecond f. 
after until both such bills shall have been fully 
the consideration of H. R. 4393 and H. R. 353. 

Mr. REED. What are those bills? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Those are the bills relating to the admis- 
sion of Arizona and New Mexico to the Union. I demand the 
previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


rts. 
The committees were called for reports. 
SELECTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS, MONTANA. 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 83) anti prising the State of Montana tomake 
selections from certain public lands; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin rise? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD this 
morning remarks by Hon. J. W. TALBERT, of South Carolina, 
made before the Committee on Banking and Currency. Ido not 
know whether leave was granted to the gentleman to print these 
remarks in the RECORD: but I want to find out whether that is 
so, and if so, how far this leave extends. 

I believe this is the second time that the gentleman has pub- 
lished remarks in the RECORD made before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. If it is generally understood that ar- 

uments made before the committees can be published in the 

RD, we want to know it. The remarks of the gentleman 
begin on page 7 of the Appendix. I do not rise for the pu 
of finding any fault with the gentleman, but I want to know how 
far this leave extends. $ 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You want to know how 
those remarks got into the RECORD? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. By unanimous consent, 
which was granted on the day before yesterday. 

. HAUGEN. Nobody on this side seems to have been aware 
of it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I asked unanimous consent 
to print in the RecorDremarks made by myself before the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency upon the bill (H. R. 334) to en- 
large the currency and distribute the same, and no objection 


hour, and each day there- 
isposed of, be assigned to 


was made. Therefore those remarks appear in the RECORD this 
morning, and I will state, Mr. Speaker, that my reason for ask- 
ne that leave was simply this — 
hə SPEAKER. The House granted to the gentleman from 
12 7715 Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] leave to print remarks upon the 
ill (H. R. 384). The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] 
will find that consent on page 171 of the RECORD. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is perecey satisfactory to me, Mr. 
Speaker. I wanted to know how the remarks came to appear in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to explain 
for the satisfaction of the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is notin order. There is no 
question before the House. 


DONATION OF CANNON TO ALLEGHENY AND PITTSBURG, PA. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolu- 
tion donating two old cast-iron cannon to the cities of Allegheny 
and Pittsburg, Pa. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 97) donating two obsolete cannon to the cities of 
Allegheny and Pittsburg, Pa. 

Resolved, etc., That two of the old cast-iron cannon now at the United 
States Arsenal at Pittsburg, Pa., and there before the late war, be donated 
to the cities of Allegheny and Pittsburg, Pa.: Provided, That, in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary of War they can be spared for the purpose without 
detriment to the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there 1 to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] for the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
W e; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time. J 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint 
resolution, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not understand the 
object of this donation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. These are two old cannon that 
have no value whatever, and it is oy desired to put them in 
the public park there, because of their local historical interest. 
That is all. 

The resolution was d to. 

Oa motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at five minutes past 
1. The call rests on the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. Thisis the call of committees for the consideration of 
measures. 

ASSIGNMENT OF LAND SCRIP. 


Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on Public Lands was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill H. R. 73. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

Supplem: to the act of Co ed J 1879, 
33777 the canner HAAN OLTEAN last AEI AAY be AAIE DAA 
and located or applied by actual se:tlers, and providing for the issue of pat- 
ents in the name of the locator or his legal representatives." 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That it shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Omce to cause patents to be issued, as evidence of title, for all valid 
locations made with lan scrip issued pursuant to decrees of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which valid locations were made prior to the ap- 
proval of the aforesaid act in the same manner that patents are now issued 
under the provisions of section 3 of said act of January 28, 1879. 

Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committae of the 
Whole, Mr. McCrREARY of Kentucky in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
to consider the bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The title was again reported. : 

Mr. SOMERS. I move that the bill be reported back to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the re- 
port on that bill. 

The report (by Mr. SOMERS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
78) Nee to the act of Congress approved January 28, 1879, entitled 
An act de the manner in which ce: n land scrip may be assigned and 
located or applied by actual settlers, and providing for the issue of patents 
in the name of the locator or his legal representatives,’ " have had thesame 


under consideration, and report it back with the recommendation that it 
pass. 
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The committee presents as a part of this report the accompanying com- 
munication from the honorable Secretary of the Interior, in which he rec- 
ommends the of the bill, and shows the necessity for it. 

Certain scrip was issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 

urtzuant to a decision of the United States Supreme Court, under the act of 
8 22,1860, and supplemental legislation, for 624,269,220 acres. (See Public 
Domain, page 1276.) 

There were about 1,900 locations made prior to the date of the approval of 
the act of January 28, 1879 (20 Stat., 274). The bill does not seek to validate 

title that is now valid, but only to authorize the issue of patents in all 
valid locations of such scrip. It is unnecessary, except to h the owner 
of the lands with the evidence of his title, as in the case of locations made 
since June 28, 1879 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, October 20, 1893. 

Sim: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on House bill 73, entitled A bill supplementary to the act of Congress 
a ved January 28, 1879, entitled An act defining the manner in which cer- 

land scrip may be assigned and located or applied by actual settlers, 
and providing for the issue of patents in the name of the locator or his | 
representatives,“ with inclosures therein referred to. I see no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
Chairman Committee on Publice Lands, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 5, 1892. 

Sm: I have the honor to receive by reference of March 25, 1892, from the 
Hon. George Chandler. First Assistant Secretary, H. R. bill No. 5111. en- 
titled A bill supplementary to the act of Congress approved January 23, 
1879, entitled ‘An act defining the manner in which certain land scrip may 
be assigned and located or applied by actual settlers, and providing for the 
issue of patents in the name of the locator or his pn representatives," 
which was submitted to the Department by the Hon. T. C. MORA&, chairman 
of the Public Lands Committee of the House of Representatives, and re- 
ferred to me as above for rt in duplicate and return of papers. 

In reply, I have to state that the act of January 28. 1879, referred to in the 
title of this bill has been construed as providing in its third section for the 
issue of patents or locations made with land scrip issued pursuant to decrees 
of the Supreme Court of the United States under certain statutes therein 
named, when the locations were made subsequent to the approval of said 
act, andas not providing for the issue of patents on locations made prior to 
the approval thereof. 

The object of H. R. bill No. 5111 is to provide for the issue of patents on 
such locations made prior to the approval of said act. 

I see no objection to the passage of said bill, which I herewith return. 


Vi respectfully, 
pad THOS. H. CARTER, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The motion of Mr. SOMERS was then agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 

rted that that committee, having had under consideration the 

ill H. R. 73, had directed him to report the same back with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
. it was accordingly read the third time, and 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


On motion of Mr. SOMERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LIMITATION FOR COMPLETION OF TITLE OF LANDS UNDER 
DONATION ACT. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 69. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 69) ia a limitations of time for completion 
of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of Congress ap- 
proved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and sup- 
plemental thereto, and commonly known as the Donation act,” 
and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on said lands. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. . 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House resolve itself inte Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. McCreary of Kentucky in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
to consider the bill which the Clerk will now report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where persons under the provisions of 
the act of Cc ngress entitled An act to create the office of surveyor-general 
of the public lands in Oregon, and to provide for the survey and to make do- 
nations to settlers of the said public lands,” approved September 27, 1850, or 
the various acts amendatory and supplemental thereto, have made proof of 
settlement on tracts of land in either of the late Territories of Oregon or 
Washington, and given notice. as required by law. that they claimed such 
lands as donations, but have falled to execute and file in the proper land 
offices proof of their continued residence on and cultivation of the lands 80 
setiled upon and claimed, so as to entitle them to grants of the lands and 
patents therefor, such claimants shall have, and they are hereby given until 
the Ist day of January, 1893, the ht to make and file their final proofs and 
fully establish their rights to donations of land under the aforesaid act of Con- 
gress, and no longer; and all claimants who shall fail to make and file fina! 
proof and perfect their claims to lands, as donations under the acts afore- 
gaid, before thesaid Ist day of January, 1893, shall thereafter be heid to have 


abandoned their claims to the lands embraced in their notices; and the Land 


homestead entry and other forms of dis l under the laws gove the 
sale and dis tion of the public lands, and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office is heresy authorized to of andissue patents for thelands 


y 
claimant, or are at the date of this act and for twenty years prior the: 

actua.ly occupied and in the undisturbed quiet and adverse possession o 
some person or persons, themselves or asignees, and waose improvements 
thereon are of the value of $100 or more, or where heretofore, in the absence 
of such conditions, said tracts of lands to the extent of 160 acres may be set- 
tled upon by any person under an erroneous claim of right and may be used 
as and for a bona fide residence, and the said occupant ha reviously 
exhausted his or her right of homestead under the general ws. then 
in such casessaid occupants and claimants shall have a preference right of 
archase in the order herein named: Provided, That they shall within ninety 
from the ist roy Red January, 1833, file with the register of the land office 
of the district within which the lands are situated their affidavit and the 
affidavits of at least two disinterested witnesses establishing the facts of 
and improvement or bona fide settlement, as 
as herein required, and shall pay to the re- 
ceiver of the proper land office $1.25 for each acre contained in the abandoned 
tract, the area thereof to be determined by the official plats of survey of the 


public lands. 

SRO. 3. That not in this act shall be so construed as to deprive the 
Commissioner of the eral Land Office, under the regulations 3 
contests in land cases, of his right to allow or direct hearings to be insti- 
tuted to show thata donation t has abandoned the lands described 
in his notice, or prevent the Commissioner, when it is proven that sucha 
claim is invalid or abandoned, from cancelling the same upon the official 
records and thereafter of the lands as a part of the public domain: 
Provided, That where h. are allowed contestants shall pay the expenses 
incident thereto in the same manner that costs are paid in other contested 
landentries; and this act shall not be construed to affect any case now pend- 

before the Land Department in which final proof has been furnished. 

EC. 4. That the Commissioner of the Gene Land Office, with the ap- 
proval of the peice ft of the Interior, shall issue the necessary rules and 
regulations to give force and effect to the provisions of this act. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the report of the committee is 
brief and will give a full account of this bill, I ask that it be read. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


Under the act of Congress approved September 27, 1850, known as the do- 
nation act.“ a considerable area of the public land in Oregon was claimed by 
persons who, from various causes, have since failed to occupy or obtain title 
tothe same. Under the act of 1850 their heirs at law or devisees may in case 
of death make the necessary proof and obtain title to the land. 

Many of the claims taken under this “donation act’ have been abandoned 
for many years. New settlers are desirous of occupying and improving the 
same, but can not obtain title because of the filings already made. In order 
to obtain title to these lands at present it is necessary to titute proceed- 
ings in the nature of a contest — the claimants, or, in case of death, 
against the unknown heirs or de of claimants. This method is expen- 
sive, complicated, and 1 

After sd long a lapse of time a brief statute of limitations ought to be en- 
acted giving a reasonable opportunity for claimants to appear, and in case 
of failure to appear and assert their ts their claims should be barred. 

In the o on of the committee an extension until January 1, 1895, would 
be a sufficiently long time to enable all bona fide claimants to appear and 
assert their rights, and we recommend to that end the following amend- 
ments to the biil: 

In line 18, section 1, strike out the word “three” and insert “‘five;” and in 
line 24, in said section, strike out the word three“ and insert ‘‘five;” and in 
line 25 of section 2 strike out the word three“ and write “five,” making 
the date of limitation Jan 1, 1895. 

Under the original act of the rights of a claimant go on his decease to 
his heirs atlaw or devisees. and itis better that the language of this bill 
should conform to that of the act of 1850. So we recommend that the word 
t: assignees,” in line 15 of section 2, be stricken out, and tae words “heirs at 
law or devisees” be inse: in lieu thereof. 

With these amendments we recommenda the passage of the bill. The pro- 
posed bill preserves and protects the interests of occupying claimants by 
giving them a preferential right of purchase. We deem it also proper to 
Say that the propriety of the passage of such a bill as the one proposed has 
been submitted at various times to the Interior Department, and that on 
February 18, 1890. Hon. L. A. Groff, Commissioner of the Land Office, recom- 
mended the passage of the bill. 

In January, 1893, Hon. W. M. Stone, Commissioner, made alike recommen- 
dation. On October 10, 1833, Hon. L. W. Lamoreaux, Commissioner, also 
recommended the passage of the 1 bill with amendments as now 
proposed by the committee, and Hon. Hoke Smith, Secretary of the In- 
terior, on October 20, 1893, concurred in the opinion of Commissioner Lam- 
oreaux. 


Mr. LACEY. I move that the amendments reported by the 
committee be agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill a question. This bill, as I understand it, is to make 
a change in the existing laws so that the parties who had not 
availed themselves of the privileges of the act of 1850 might now 
be allowed to file their claims. 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir; the situation is this. Under the do- 
nation act of 1850 a large number of claims were taken that 
were subsequently abindoned in fact, although no record of 
ab indonment was made. The lands are now subject to entry; 
but at the same time, in order to enter them, it becomes neces- 
sary that a contest should be instituted aguinst the parties who 
have Jaid claims, or against their heirs, most of whom are dead 
or unknown. The main object is to establish ashort limitation, 
ending Jan 1, 1895, requiring all el dms to be proved within 
that time or they will be barred. The real object is to restore 
the land to the public domain and openittoentry. The gentle- 
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man from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] is probably more familiar 
than I with the details of the bill, and I will yield for him to 
explain the bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, just in a moment I desire 
to say that these lands are within ee State and the present 
State of Washington. Under the act of September 28, 1850, cer- 
tain donations or grants of lands were made to those who should 
settle within those two Territories. 3 required to file 
what are termed notifications or filings. ose filings have been 
decided by the Interior Department to be in the nature of en- 
tries; and, although the land may have been abandoned and 
may be lying as open common, still the Department insists that, 
being considered to be entries of land, they take the land from 
the public domain and from settlement and entry, and hence it 
is necessary for the party who desires to make settlement and 
acquire title to enter into a formal contest by no regular affi- 
davits alleging the abandonment of the land, and following that 
up by notice of hearing, by advertisements, and then by evidence 
before the register and receiver to regularly establish the aban- 
donment of the land. That evidence then before the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and if approved, cancella- 
tion follows and the land is thrown open for settlement. 

Now, I desire to say to my friend from New York that there 
are not many of these claims in existence in my State, and there 
are fewer, I think, in the State of Washington. Some of them 
have been settled upon under bona fide conveyances from the in- 
dividual who claimed to be the original settler under the dona- 
tion act, who had filed his notification. Then there are others 
who have slept upon their rights, as it were, many of them as- 
suming that the original claimant had a title; that he had made 
final proof in the local land office, but who discovers that he has 
no title, and is in the situation of a person who can not acquire 
title, the original claimant being dead, or the witnesses being 
dead or not being available. 

Now, this act furnishes a remedy even as to those parties, pro- 
viding that where an assignee, in good faith of an original set- 
tler, can show by proper evidence that he is, for value paid, an 
assignee of an Selgin claimant, his right shall be respected 

n payment of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood that the recommendation of the 
Secretary was that the word “ assignee” should be stricken out, 
leaving only the words“ devisee or heirs.” 

Mr. LAC Y. Thatis so. That change is recommended in 
order to make the language of this conform to the language of 
the original act of 1850. 

Mr. HERMANN. There appears to be some misunderstand- 
ing between my friend from Iowa and myself. The bill provides 
that those who are assignees shall not be entitled to the benefits 
of the original act; that is, that they can not come in and acquire 
title by making paoor before the expiration of the limitation; it 
confines that privilege to deviseesand heirs. That makes the 
amendment consistent with the original act. But, as to those 
who shali be entitled, by reason of their equities, to commute 
upon payment of $1.25 per acre, the provision is that those who 
are assignees of original locators may, by the . of 81.25 
8 even after this particular period, establish their equi- 

and obtain title. 

Secondly, there is another class, those who have lived upon 
those lands for twenty years, who are allowed to come in and ob- 
tain title by purchase upon paying $1.25 an acre, The 8 
and the substance of these provisions is to remove the cloud 
which now rests upon quite a number of these old-donation 
claims, so that the lands may be thrown open tosettlement with- 

out the necessity of making contests and incurring the expenses 
which that would involve. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can thegentleman tell us how many of these 
claims are in W. ton? 

Mr. HERMANN. I presume that there are not more than 
one hundred, possibly not more than fifty; there are not to ex- 
ceed one hundred, or possibly one hundred and twenty-five in 
Oregon. Many of these claims were abandoned because the 

le could not make a living upon them, the lands being worch- 


ess; others were abandoned because the people were not able to. 


furnish testimony of four years’ residence. For these and other 
reasons the abindonments took place. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does this bill provide that lands upon which 
proof is not mide be ore January, 1895, shall afterwards be open 
to settlement under the homestead law? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, under the homestead law only. The 

hts of actual settlers are preserved. 

r. TRACEY. Has the gentleman got the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in relation to this subject? If so, I would 
like to have it read. 7 

Mr.HERMANN. The reportof the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office has been read. 


I will state further, Mr. Chairman, for I know that the gen- 
tleman from New York is sincere in his desire to have this bill 
e provided it is just, that I have personally consulted the 

missioner of the Office, not only at this session but in 
previous sessions (for the bill has been pending a long time), and 
that the Commissioner, recognizing from his records the em- 
barrassments which exist in the States named as to making proof 
of abandonment, etc., has urgently recommended the passage of 
this bill. The bill meets with his full concurrence. 

Mr. TRACEY. The present Commissioner? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, the present Commissioner as well as 
the former Commissioner. The bill has been considered by the 
Land Office under two different Administrations. The Secretary 
of the Interior has also recommended the passage of this bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, such bills 
as this often make trouble. Somebody wants to get the land of 
somebody else, and triesto make Congress the agency by which 
to attain that result. Somebody comes here to get a bill passed 
providing that some claimant's claim shall expire at a certain 
time, the real reason being that some other claimant wants to 
get the land. Ido not know much about this particular bill, but 

have seen a good deal of the results of this sort of legislation. 
We had the Des Moines River Lands question before Congress 
more than twenty-five years. In thatcase there were thousands of 
settlers claiming that an act of Congress passed in 1861 was void, 
and could not take away their title to their land. Now, there 
must be some private interest at the bottom of this bill. The 

ublic interest does not demand that peo le who have pre*mpted 

ds shall have their claims cut of. me private person, or 

probably some corporation, is behind this bill; otherwise it would 
not be here. That is how it strikes me. 

Mr. LACEY. I take for granted that the gentleman desires 
to get at the facts. 

r. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. This land was taken forty-three years ago, and 
evidently the persons who are claiming it have not been very 
active in pressing their claims, as they have waited so many 
years. The land has lain idle all this time, and, whilst these 
poe have an apparent claim upon the record, as a matter of 
act they assert no claim. The land is simply lying idle, and 
the people of Oregon and of Washington desire to have it util- 
ized as against claimants who are asserting rights theoretically, 
but not occupying the land. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know of any reason why, if a man owns a farm, he may not own 
it for = ears or 7 years or longer. I do not see how he 
loses his title by lapse of time, and I have not yet heard any an- 
swer to the suggestion that there is something behind this bill 
in the nature of a private interest, some parties trying to get 
8 lands of other people by paying merely the Government 

rice. 

1 Mr. HERMANN. I desire to say that there is no more rela- 
tion between this matter and the Des Moines land title bill than 
there is between day and night. And I submit to the gentleman 
from New York that the facts before the Department—and I 
presume the Department is better authority on this question 
than he is—go to show that no proof whatever was made in the 
first notification on these claims; and that although forty-three 
years have elapsed in which these parties desiring to make proof 
might have done so, it is proposed to allow them two years ad- 
ditional in which to make this proof. Owing to their laches or 
negligence this legislative cancellation might justly take effect 
to-day, or as soon as the act can be approved by the President; 
but in order to give to parties who may possibly have been led 
astray as to the law, and under a misconception of their rights 
have been living on these lands forty-three years, an opportu- 
nity to come in and make final pbs ear is proposed to give them 
two years further time in which to do this. 

I ask the gentleman what consideration he has for bona fide 
settlers who are residing on those lands, if he shall refuse peo- 
ple who went there as home seekers, selecting these lands as 
their dwelling places for the balance of their days and who stand 
to-day confronted and overshadowed by this conflicting title 
which can not be removed except by going into the land offices 
and instituting a costly and sometimes very prolonged contest? 
I ask the gentleman whether he is not willing to do justice to 
this class of men, and whether it is not just to compel the par- 
ties who have brought clouds upon the title to these lands to 
come in within two years or be forever debarred of their rights 
to prove title, if they ever had any? It seems to me that those 
who are bona fide settlers on those lands are entitled to this 
much in justice and equity. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. There isone thing which I would like 
my colleague to explain. At what time did these lands cease 
to be taken up under this donation act, and how long a time did 
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parties have under that act before Dor were required to make 
proof? The gentleman’s answer to this question will probably 
hten the House. 5 

Mr. HERMANN. As a matter of fact, under the act of 1853 
supplemental to the act of September 27, 1850, those parties had 
four years thereafter. That was the last extension. They were 
required to come in and make proof within that time of their 
residence. They did not do this, and they have failed to do so 
since that time. 

I submit to my friend from New York that we who are repre- 
sentatives of that State, who are constantly mingling with its 

ople and whoare conversant with the situation of affairs there, 

now personally the situation of these lands. We find many of 
them waste pl.ces; and in other locations we find honest, law- 
abiding, home-seeking settlers on those lands, who have not the 
means nor the desire to enter into a long and costly contest to 
perfect their titles; and I submit it is our duty to do this for 
their benefit. 

If the gentleman objects to applying astatute of limitations in 
this case he might as well extend his objection to all statutes of 
limitation. Certainly all such statutes might as well be wiped 
out if there can not be a provision of that sort in this case after 
a lapse of forty-three years. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Asa matter of fact do not these so-called 
claims to these lands operate merely as a cloud upon the title? 

Mr. HERMANN. They do. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, there is 
a very ensy and plain way for the United States Government to 

rotect its rights. If any man asserts a claim to land for which 
fs has not paid, all the Government has to do is to foreclose its 
claim, making him a party and giving him a chance to have his 
day in court. Then, as soon as judgment is obtained, he can be 
cleaned out. That is the honest way to do in these cases. 

You can not pass the title toland by an act of Congress. A 
great many people think thatyou can; but in fact Congress has 
no power to pass a law by which the title which one man has or 
claims to a piece of land, will be transferred to another man. 
This legislation, it seems to me, is in that direction. It isin the 
line of driving out a body of people who do not know that we are 
passing this bill, who have no notice of thisproceeding, whoare 
allowed no day in court, no chance to defend themselves. 

The fact as disclosed here seems to be that a body of settlers 
on these lands want to get them away from the real owners. 
My friend has just conceded that fact. I think we had better 
let this matter alone, or if we do anything, ask the Attorney- 
General to foreclose the interest of the United States in these 
lands and have them sold. In that way we would allow each 
party claiming title to come forward and defend his rights. 

My friend says that these claimants have had a chance to pay 


up and perfect their titles. So did the parties in the Des Moines a 


River case. The parties in possession of those lands advertised 
to the world that everybody having claim to the lands might 
make that claim effectual if he would pay $1.25 per acre; and 
it was claimed that because parties having title did not rush up 
in a body and make this payment they lost their rights; but there 
are six thousand claimants for those lands who are de- 
manding that their rights shall be preserved and protected, not- 
withstanding the act of Congress and notwithstanding the fact 
that they did not walk up to the captain's office and pay $1.25 
per ucre when these other parties who wanted the lands gave 
them the opportunity to do so. 

These men will never hear of the opportunity which is given 
them, to come up and save their lands, by complying with this 

rovision of this law. They never would know anything about 
t, until too late, when the opportunity is gone and all their 
rights have been lost. That is the reason I object to it. 

r. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I will do justice to the 
gentleman from New York by stating that I do not think he 
comprehends the real scope of this measure. 

In the first place these parties, if there be any, have their day in 
court. They have two years in which to establish their rights, 
if they have any. They have had in addition to that toriy thes 
years to establish their claim, and, as I said before, in accord- 
ance with strict justice, there should be a legislative cancella- 
tion, this day, or at least as soon as this act could reach the 
President for his approval. 

Secondly, I desire to say to the gentleman that I venture the 
assertion that of the few claimants benefited under this act pos- 
saree one of the original settlers is laying claim to-day to 

s land. 

Third, as to establishing any rights or conferring any title 
this bill does nothing of the kind, except towards the original 
settlers provided they establish their rights within the two 

ears fixed by the law. It merely provides that those who have 
mon the land twenty years, and those who purchased land 
from the original settlers, believing that they had a title, shall 


have the equity of purchase. It does not saan foo title. It 
gives them only a preference right to go to any land office, pay 
their $1.25 an acre, and the law recognizes their present occu- 
pancy and ssion. 

I submit, therefore, that the gentleman from New York, gen- 
erous and gallant as he is, is the last man to deny his fellow- 
citizens any right to which they are entitled. 

Iask that a vote be taken on the bill. 

Theamendmentsrecommended by the committee wereadopted. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with favorable recommendation. 8 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having 
had under consideration House bill No. 69, had directed him to 
report the same to the House with certain amendments, and that 
as so amended it do pass. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it wasacco: ly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, amotion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CLAIM OF WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on behalf 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims I call up the bill (H, 
R. 415) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, estab- 
lished by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the title 
of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in the 
State of California, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. x 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman propose to call this im- 
portant bill up in the morning hour? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken on a division demanded by Mr. 
SAYERS, there were—yeas 62, nays 0. 

Mr. SAYERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. SAYERS and Mr. PENDLETON 
of West Virginia as tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Before the result of the division was announced, ` 
Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no 
uorum. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. < 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a commu- 
nication from the Sergeant-at-Arms, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Vashington, D. C., December 18, 1898. 


Sm: I beg tocallyour attention to the fact that there arenofunds available 
to pay the mileage of Members of Congress and Delegates for the first regu- 
lar session of the present Congress, and that an appropriation will be neces- 
sary to provide for the 3 

I submit herewith correspondenee with the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury on this subject. ‘ 

Respectfully submitted. 

H. W. SNOW. 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives. 
Hon. 9 F. Cris: 


P 
er of the ‘House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. This communication will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
SALARY OF HOUSE AND SENATE EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move, under the apeo order, 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to 
consider the bill (H. R. 4393) for the admission of Arizona. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment. ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. _ 

Mr.SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to consider the joint 
resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) authorizing paymentof the December salary of 
empioyés of the House and Senate Bag hs 2ist day of said month. i 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay 


252 


the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, in- 
el the Capitol police, their respective salaries forthe month of Decem- 
ber, 1 on the 2ist day of said month. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 

„it was e read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid upon the table. 


ADMISSION OF ARIZONA. 


-The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the title of the 
bill indicated a moment ago by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the admission of the State of Arizona into 
the Union, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama Mr. 
WHEELER] moves that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of this bill. 

The question eing taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HOOKER of New York) there were—ayes 79, noes 4. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 11, not 
voting 184; as follows: 


YEAS—188. 
Alderson, Coffeen, Herm Pickler, 
Alexander, mn, b Hilborn, Reilly, 
Allen, Coombs} 0 5 Richardson, Mich. 
Arnold, Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bailey, Cooper, Hutcheson, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans Cornish, Ikirt, Russell, Ga. 
Cousins, Johnson, Ohio Ryan, 
Barnes, Covert, Joy, Sayers, 
Barwig Crawford, Kilgore, Sibley, 
Bell, Colo. Culberson, Kribbs, Simpson, 
Bell, Tex. . Kyle, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, vis, e, Snodd 
„ De Armond, Lawson, Stone, Ky. 
Black, Ga. Denson, Layton, trait, 
Dinsmo: Loc. 5 Swanson, 
Blanchard, Dockery, 1 Sweet, 
Bland, Donovan, addox, Talbert, S. C. 
Bowers, . Dunph M Ee oe 
we! phy, ory, rsney, 
Branch, Edmun Marshall, Tate, > 
Brawley, McAleer, Taylor, Ind. 
B Ky. Enloe, cCreary, Ky. Terry, 
Bretz, pes, McCulloch, Tracey, 
Broderick, Erdman, McDannold, Tucker, 
Brookshire, ro Nee Turner, 
Bry: n, c. 
oan ee 3 er, x 
Bynum, oodnig cNagny, ock, 
Cabaniss, McRae, We 
us, Grady, Montgomery, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cannon, Cal. Griffin, Morgan, Wheeler, III. 
pehart, ~ Mutchler, Williams, III. 
Caruth, Hall, Minn. Oates, Williams, Miss, 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. O’Ferrall, W. 
Causey, ond, Outhwaite, ise. 
cy. Hare, Page, Woodard, 
Clark, Mo. Harris, Paschal, Wright, Mass. 
Clarke, Ala. Hartman, Pearson, Wright, Pa. 
Cobb, Ala. Heard, Pence, 
Cockre! Henderson, N. C. Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—i1. 
Haines, tera Wadsworth, 
Bundy, Hepburn, Randall, Warner. 
Chickering, Lacey, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—1S4, 
Abbott, Compton, Goldzier, Kiefer 
Adams, Cooper, Ind. Graham, Lapham, 
Aitken, Cooper, Wis. Gresham, Latimer, 
Apsley, pen a Grosvenor, Lefever, 
Avery, Crain, Grout, Lester, 
Babeuck, ngs, Hainer, Linton 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, N. Y. Harmer, Lisle, 
Bald w: Dalzell, Harter, Livingston, 
Bartholdt, Daniels, Hatch, ud, 
Bartlett, Davey, Haugen, Loudenslager, 
Belden, De Forest, Hayes, ucas, 
Biagham, ey. Heiner, Magner, 
Black, III. Dolliver, Henderson, III. Mahon, 
Boatner, Doolittle, Henderson, Iowa Marsh, 
Boutelle, per, Hendrix, Martin, Ind. 
Bower, N. C Durborow, Hi Marvin, N. Y. 
Brattan, llis, Ky. Hines, McCall, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Oregon tt, Med. Minn. 
Brickner, Everett, Hooker, Miss. McDowell, 
Brosius, Fellows, Hooker, N. Y. McG: 
Brown, Fielder, Hopkins, III. McKaig, 
Fitch, Hopkins, Pa. McKeighan, 
Burrows, Fithian, Houk, Ohio McLaurin, 
Caldwell, Fletcher, Houk. Tenn. Meiklejohn, 
Caminetti, Funk, Hudson, Mercer, 
Campbell, Funston, Hulivk, Meredi 
Cannon, Gardner, ull. Meyer, 
Childs, Gear, Johnson, Ind. M: 
Cobb, Mo. Geary, Johnson, N.Dak. Money, 
8 Gillet, N. Y. ones, Moon, 
Cogswell, Gillett, Mass. Kem, © 


Morse, 


ther proceedin 
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aein Ray, 
Nell Reed, > 
yburn, 
Northway, Richa’ Ohio 
O'Neill, taa” 
Patterson, Robertson, 
Payne, Robinson, Pa. 
Paynter, Rusk, 
Pendleton, Tex. Russell, Conn. 
Parkas, Schermerhorn, 
crani 
Post, S Settle 
Powers, Shaw, 
ice, Shell, 
No quorum voting. 


DECEMBER 14, 


S r, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. MONEY with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of III i- 


nois. 


Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 


For this day: 


Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 


Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. Ray. 


Mr. EVERETT with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RITCHIE with Mr. DOLLIVER. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr, APSLEY. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
I move a call of the House. 
The call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk MS pepe to call the roll; when the following 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


members fail 
Abbott, Dolliver, 
Aldrich, Donovan, 
Babcock, Durborow, 
Bankhead, | Ellis, Ky. 
Bartholdt, Everett, 
Bartlett. ellows, 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, 
Blanchard, Fitch, 
Brattan, Fithian, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fletcher, 
Brickner, Geary, 
Brown, Goldzier, 
Bryan, Graham, 
Burnes, Gresham, 
Caminetti, Grosvenor, 
Compton, Grout, 

mbs, Haines, 
Cooper, Ind. Harter, 
Cox, Henderson, III. 
2 Lende Iowa 

nace . en 

Curtis, N. Y. Hines, 
Davey, Hopkins, III. 
Le Forest, Houx, Ohio 
Dingley, Houk, Tenn, 


to answer to their names: 


en, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 


Newlands, 
Patterson, 


Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 


Wolverton. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed; the Clerk will 


The roll was again called. 


call the absentees, and on this call excuses will be in order. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col- 


league [Mr. JONES] is detained by illness in his family. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move to dispense with all fur- 


The SPEA 


The motion was agreed to. 


The 


under the call. 
R. Two hundred and fifty-five members have 
answered to their names. 


gentleman from Alabama moves 


to dispense with all further proceedings under the call. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the 


has been read; and on this the 
The question was taken; an 
not voting 181; as follows: 


ï 


YEAS—169. 
Alderson, Branch, Causey, 
Alexander, Brawley, Clancy, 
Allen, Breckinridge, Ky. Clark, Mo. 
Arnold, tz. Clarke. Ala. 
Bailey, Broderick, Cobb, Ala. 
Baker, Kans. Brookshire, Cockran, 
Baldwin, Brown, Cockrell, 
Barwig, Bryan, Coffeen, 
Bell, Colo. Bunn, Conn, 
II. Bynum, Cooper, Fla. 
ITY, Cabaniss, Cooper, Ini 
Black, Ga. us, Cooper, Tex 
Black, III. Campbell, rnis 
Bland, Cannon, Cal. vert, 
Boatner, Capehart, Crawford, 
Caruth, Culberson, 
Bowers, Cal. Ca j Curtis, K 


gentleman from Alabama, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the bill the title of which 
eas and nays have been ordered. 
there were—yeas 169, nays 3, 


Doolittle, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Enloe, 
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Gorman, Lawson, O'Neil, Strait, 
Grady, Layton, Outhwaite, Swanson, 
Griffin, Lester, Page, Sweet, 
Hager. Lockw Paschal, Talbert, S. C. 
Hall, Minn. Lynch, Pearson. Talbott, Md. 
Hall, Mo. Maddox, Pence, Tarsney, 
Hammond, Pendleton, Tex. Tate, 
Hare. ory, Pendleton, W. Va. Taylor, Ind. 
Harris, Marshall, Pickler, Terry, 
Hartman, Martin, Ind. Price, Tracey, 
Hatch, McAleer, Reilly, Tucker, 
Hayes, McCreary, Ky. Richards. Ohio Turner, 
Heard, McCulloch, Richardson, Mich. Turpin, 
Henderson, N. ©. McDannold, Richardson, Tenn. Tyler, 
Hermann, McDearmon, Robbins, adsworth, 
Hilborn. McEttrick, Robertson, La. Weadock. 
Holman, McLaurin, usk, Wells, 
Hooker, Miss. McMillin, Russell, Ga. Wheeler, Ala. 
Hunter, McNagny, Ryan. Williams, III. 
Hutcheson, McRae, Sayers, 
Ikirt. Meredith, Sheli, Wise, 
Kilgore, Morgan, Sibley, Woodard. 
Kribba, Mutchler, imya, Wright, Pa. 
Kyle, Newlands, Snodgrass, 
Lane, es. Springer, 
Latimer, O'Ferrall, Stone, Ky. 
NAYS—3. 
Bundy, Randall, Warner. 
NOT VOTING—181. 

Abbott, Donovan, Johnson, Ohio Reed, 
Adams, per. Jones, Rey burn, 
Aitken, Durborow, Joy, Ritchie, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, English, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Everett, . Schermerhorn, 

Fellows, 1 Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Fitch, Lefever, Settle, 
Bankhead, Fithian, . Linton, Shaw, 
Barnes, Fletcher, Lisle, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Fu Livingston, Sickles, 
Bartlett, Funston, Loud, Sipe, 
Belden, Gardner, Loudenslager Smith, 
eit — tucan aang 

eary, ner, perry, 

Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Stallings, 
Blanchard, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Goldzier, Marvin, N. V. Stevens, 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, McCall, Stockdale, 
Brattan, Graham, McCleary, Minn. Stone, C. W. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gresham, MeDowe Stone. W. A. 
Brickner, Grosvenor, McGann, Storer, 
Brosius, Grout, McKaig, Strong, 
Burnes, Hainer, McKeighan, Tawney. 

WS, Haines, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwell, Harmer, Mercer, Thomas, 
Caminetti, Harter, Mever, Updegraff, 
Cannon, III. Haugen, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Chickering, Heiner, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Childs, Henderson, III. Montgomery, Walker, 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, Iowa Moon, Wanger, 
Cogswell, Hendrix, Morse, Washington, 
Compton, Hepburn, Moses, Waugh, 

m Hicks, Murray. ver. 
Cooper, ‘Wis. Hines, Neill, Wheeler, III. 

tt, Northway, ite, 
Co: Hooker, N. Y. Pavterson. Whiting, 

n, Hopkins, III. Payne, Wilson, Onio 
8 Hopkins, Pa. Paynter, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, N. Y. Houk, Ohio Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dalzell, Houk, Tenn. Phillips, Wolverton, 
Daniels, Hudson, Pigott, Woomer, 
Davey, Hulick, Post, Wright, Mass. 
De Forest, Hull. Powers. 

Dinger, Johnson, Ind. Ray, 
Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner, 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
names be recapitulated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I have just come 
into the House, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, where I 
had been on the matters relative to legislation. When my name 
was called I was not present, but I would like to have my name 
recorded, if it is in accordance with the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. S er, I refrained 
from voting because I am paired, but would like to vote to make 
a quorum. 

e SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House and failed 
to hear his name called? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I went out because I 
thought I had no right to vote. I was absent, and under the ap- 

. prehension that I had not the right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair can not enter- 
tain the request. 

The names were recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 169; the nays 
3. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it seems that the 
ee are filibustering inst the admission of States, 
and therefore I move that the House adjourn. 

Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” on the Republican side.] 
r. WILSON of Washington. I tried to vote, and Iam a Re- 
publican. 


Mr. REED. Then, of course, as the gentleman is moving to 
adjourn, he withdraws his remarks. 
he motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary: A 
bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political dis bilities of Charles 
igs Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia. (Report No. 

12. 

By Mr. MOON, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A bill 
(H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in the origi- 
Hot rece Reservation, in the State of Arkansas. (Report 

0. 213. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 4725) for the relief of citizens 
who have entered lands under an act to provide for the sale of 
timber lands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 4727) to appointa district 
judge for the southern district of Mississippi—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill H. R. 4728) for a public building at the 
city of Altoona, Pa., and Approprating money therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4729) to create the south- 
ern district of West Virginia, and to change the present judi- 
cial district of West Virginia, and fixing times and places for 
houg courts in said districts—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. s 
By Mr LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4730) supplemental to an act en- 
titled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and provid- 
ing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent pa- 
rents,” approved June 27, 1890, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 4731) setting apart a por- 
tion of the Fort Keogh military reservation in the State of Mon- 
tana for the pape of an industrial school for Indian children, 
for the establishment of such school, for an appropriation for its 
establishment and maintenance, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4732) to amend section 3893 of 


the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other pur- ~ 


poses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A bill (H. R. 4733) torepeal the duties on 
manufactured cotton goods, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4734) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of Stats to accept for the United States of 
America a painting by G. F. Watts, Royal Academician, entitled 
Love and Life ”—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4735) to amend an act relat- 
ing to the incorporation of certain corporations within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: A bill (H. R. 4736) to estab- 
lish a postal savings bank department—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 4737) tocreate the 
office of foreman of presswork in the Government Printing 
Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (by request): A bill (H. R. 4738] to 
amend section 738, chapter 22, of an act of Congress for the Dis- 
trictof Columbia, passed June 19, 1860, specifying the grounds for 
divorce—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pire bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill H. R. 4739) for the relief of heirs of 
Philip B. Shell, late of Bollinger County, Mo.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4740) to increase the pen- 
sian of Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, widow of the late Capt. Robert 
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G. Heiner, Company A, United States Infantry- to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of-Texas: A bill (H. R. 4741) granting an in- 
oreo of pension to Joseph Coffman—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 4742) for the relief of the 
aan of Stephen Kulp, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 4743) to appoint Warren C. 

a captain in the Army, and to place him on the retired 
list, in addition to the number now authorized—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNK: A bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pen- 
= to Thomas J. Larison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4745) for the relief of Andrew 
Shoenfelt, a citizen of Blair County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4746) for the relief of the Society 
ol the United Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4747) forthe relief of James Bookhamer, of 
Blair County, Pa.—to the Committe on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4748) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 4749) ting a pension to W. 
A. Hayes —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4750) ea Ses 
an honorable poked to George Pennington, alias James 
Smiley—to the Co ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4751) for the relief of Charles 
P. \Wheeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4752) for the relief of Elisha 
Lowry to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill H. R. 4753) for the relief of Josef 
Stiner—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 4754) for the relief of Susan 
McCluskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4755) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Elijah T. Holloway—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 4756) to grant a pension to 
Ma: thaCustis Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 4757) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Fox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 4758) for the relief of Michael 
F. Newell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 4750) providing an appropria- 
tion for continued improvement of the Congaree River, in South 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 4760) for the relief of George 
M. Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4761) granting 
an honorable discharge to John Benson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4762) for the re- 
lief of Elizabeth Looney—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of all the employés of the How- 
ard Plate-Glass Company, of Duquesne, Pa., against change in 
the tariff to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition from laborers on public works, 
providing for payments due from contractors on Government 
works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of C. S. Businga, of Franklin Grove, 
III., for 1-cent postage law—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of S. H. Caldwell, of Webb City, 
Mo., for compensation for loss of horses while with Company C 
of the Seventh. Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, actively 
. in the United States service to the Committee on War 


By Mr. POWERS: Memorial of 224 employés of the Burling- 
ton Woolen Mills. of Winooski. protesting cy —.— any reduction 
of 8575 on woolen and knit goods - to the Committee on Ways 
an Sans. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of the Cincinnati Subordinate As- 
sociation of the National Lithographers, Artists, and Engravers’ 
Association, for substitution of specific for ad valorem duties—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, for im- 
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provementof the Upper Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of the Little Rock Printing Press- 
men’s Union, asking that there should be created the office of 
foreman of presswork in the Government Printing Office—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of Ohio: Petition signed by 24 mom- 
bers of Cass Post, No. 415, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dres- 
den, Ohio, praying for a thorough ey eH of the present 
administration of the Pension Office—io the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Protest of employés of Norristown Steel 
Company, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, December 15, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. : 

Foa ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

T. W. DAVIS AND MICHAEL KNIGHT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House communications from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the findings of the 
court in the cases of T. W. Davis vs. The United States and 
Michael Knight, deceased, vs. The United States; which were 
severally referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


KITCHEN OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, calling attention to the condition of the 
kitchen of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Thiscommunication will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and, if there be no 
objection, that committee will be directed to investigate the 
condition of the kitchen, and to report to the House at any time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HITT, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to withdraw 
from the files of the House pap rs in the case of Sarah M. Cad- 
well, Fifty-first Congress, there being no adverse report thereon. 

THE LATE SENATOR STANFORD. 


Mr. LOUD offered the following resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That 3 the 20th day of January, 1894, beginning at 2 
o'clock p. m. be set apart for appropriate eulogies to the memory of Hon. 
Leland Stanford, late a Senator from the State of California. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. 4763) making appropria- 
tions to supp.y further urgent deficiencies in appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, for prior years, and for other 

urposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
53 on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I give no- 
tice that I am instructed by the committee to call up this bill 
after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of privi- 
lege relating to the proceedings of the House. I ask that the 
communication which I send to the Clerk’s desk be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A RAILWAY ADVERTISEMENT IN A GOVERNMENT DOCUMENT. 
WASHINGTON, D.C., December 8. 

One of the most remarkable innovations essayed in a Government publi- 
cation appears in an executive document just printed by order of the House 
Committee on Military Affairs. Itis a glaring advertisement of a Western 
railroad which runs from ChicagotoOxlahoma. The advertisement appears 
on an official map, which is inserted in the printed 1 in rela’ to 
the opening of the Cherokee Strip. The mapshows the sectional and town- 
ship lines of the lands within the Strip, and also the location of the town 
sites, the courses of the streams, and the railroad rightof way. That much, 
of course, is taken from the Government survey and 18 legitimate. but on 
the margin of the map, in bold letters, is a “ double-column advertisement 
the two railroads that cross the Str! The entire official directory 
y is given, together with a table sho the various 
towns on the line. their respective population, and the r. fare to each 
ot them from Wichita, Kans. Above all isa stirring appeal to the public to 
patronize the road as the ‘best one in all respects to travel on,“ and the 
“only o World's Fair line.“ 

How this railroad advertisement crept into a Congressional publication 
nobody in authority seems to know. © probabilities are that the enter- 
prising clerk who edited the copy of the testimony for the Public Printer 
secured the necessary map from the railroad comp: as the most con- 
venient source, and then neglected to strike out the advertisement. It is 
quite probable that the publication will have an alarming effect n some 
of the antim members of Congress as soon as the details of the new 
publication greet their eyes. 


of one 
of the railroad com 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily I should not 
pay any attention to a publication of that kind, because I know 
that members of Congress, or other intelligent persons, would 
be very unlikely to put an evil construction upon the matter 
therein referred to, but since the subject was brought to my at- 
tention the local Republican paper of my city has very kindly 
insinuated that the advertisement was edited by the clerk of the 
Committee on Military Affairs with a view to a possible free 
ride over this railroad, or that the committee itself was expect- 
ing to have the privilege sometime of free transportation over 
the road. [Laughter.] This publication relates to Executive 
Document No. 27, a letter from the Secretary of Warin relation 
to the opening of the Cherokee Strip. 

After the resolution was adopted directing an investigation 
of that matter an officer of the Army of considerable standing, 
Col. Heyl, of the Inspector-General’s Office, was notified by tele- 
graph to proceed to Oklahoma and make the investigation. He 
made the investigation, and finding occasion for a map to be 
used in connection with his report, he purchased one at the most 
conyenient point, and did not observe that it contained this ad- 
vertisement. He used the map for reference and sent it to the 
War Department as a per of report. That report passed 
through the hands of the chief clerk of the Adjutant-General's 


Office. 
Of course, orts of this kind are not all investigated by the 
Secretary of War personally; that would be utterly impossible; 


and the Secretary transmitted the report and accompanying pa- 
pers to the House, as is customary, without having given them 
critical examination. By order of the House it passed from the 
Speaker’s table into the hands of the Public Printer. The Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs never saw it until it was in printed 
form. The clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs never saw 
it until he saw it in printed form. It was no part of their duty 
to scrutinize these papers. Every gentleman present is aware 
that communications of that kind pass immediately from the 
House into the hands of the Public Printer, I have here a let- 
ter from the Adjutant-General, which I will ask to have read in 
this connection. 
The letter was read, as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 14, 1893. 

My DEAR SIR: Ref to our conversation on Tuesday last in the mat- 
ter then brought to attention by 850 of the pepe yar ofa Western rail- 
road map in the official report of Col. E. M. Heyl, Inspector-General. of an 
investigation by him of certain affairs in Oklahoma Territory. and its sub- 
btaa ge ublication in an executive document, I have the honor to inform 
you that Col. Heyl, having been called upon by telegraph for a statement of 
the circumstances in the case, reports that the map was used og Paige 2 
to illustrate the text of his report; that it was purchased m from his 

vate funds, and was not donated by the railroad or by anyone; 

at he took advantage of it as the means immediately at hand of s 
location of néw towns, school lands, and troops; that it was purchased with- 
out regard to where or by whom it was published, and that the fact of its 
publication by the railroad company did notattract his notice. Hedisclaims 
all intention of it to advertise any corporation whatever, and holds 
that criticism to such effect is ust. 

On the 28th of September, 1893, he was furnished with a copy of a telegram 
. House resolution of the same date, calling for Tt us to 
what part the Army of the United States had in the opening of the Cherokee 
Strip on September 16, 1893, and under what orders it acted: and whether 
said orders were viola ed; and whether seit outrages were committed by the 
troops upon any civilians entering said Strip.“ He had already, by telegram, 
been ch with investigation of the circumstances of the case, 

Under the requirements of the resolution of the House, the report, with 
accompanying papers, was transmitted to the House of Representatives on 
the Ist of November, 1893, and was printed under its order of November 2, 


Very respectfully, your obedient servan 
N sis GEO, D. RUGGLES, Adjutant-General. 


Hon. JOSEPH H. OUTHWAITE, M. C., 
House of Kepresentatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. . no political significance 
ought to have been given to this matter, nor does the oversight 
of the officer from whom the report came nor of those through 
whose hands it 8 reflect in any wise on the honor or in- 
tegrity of the officers concerned in making this report. I will 
say, however, in this connection that I am informed that the 
officer who made the report and also the chief clerk through 
whose hands it passed, both old in the service, are neither of 
them politically in sympathy with the present Administration. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Can the gentleman tell us whether he has 
any information showing why they happened to purchase this 
particular map, or whether it was given to them by the railroad 
corporation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Col. Heyl states distinctly that having 
need of a mp to refer to in connection with points of interest in- 
volved in his report, he sent out and purchased this one with his 
own funds and used it. In using the map, of course his attention 
was directed particularly to the matters that he wished to bring 
to the knowledge of the Secretary of War and of the Congress. 
He simply omitted to run a blue pencil mark through that ad- 
yertisement. I can not conceive that Col. Heyl could have had 
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any motive to present such an advertisement as that as a part of 
his report. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not suppose anyone would impute to him 
such a motive; but it leaves that impression upon the people taat 
this map has been given to the Department by a railroad cor- 
poration for the purpose of getting an advertisement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But my friend from Kansas will observe 
thatin the reportof Col. Heyl, who is now in Chicago, and whose 
absence from the city has been one cause of my deluy in bringing 
this matter to the attention of Congress, it is stated that he pur- 
chased this map himself; it was not given to him by anyone. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to suggest that, in order to expunge 
this advertisement, it would have been necessary to do something 
more than draw a blue peace through it; the advertisement 
could not have been struck out without making a new plate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, yes, it could. The plate did not 
come with the map. This map delineates other railroads in re- 
gard to which it was nec ssary to have information as a pari of 
the geography of the country. 

Mr. MO But this advertisement is part and parcel of 
the plate or electrotype; and it could not have been struck out. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But a new plats of the map has been 
made at the Government Printing Office. Had there been no 
advertisement on the map sent over, none would have been 
made by the F office. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
he does not think that this advertisement which is now going 
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD will be a little more valuable 
than the one which went into this executive document? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not hear the gentleman's question. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to know whether the advertisement of 
this great Rock Island route, which is now going into the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, will not be more valuable than the adver- 
tisement which has already gone into the miscellaneous docu- 
ment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am not responsible for the advertise- 
ment. The name of the company has not been mentioned until 
mentioned by the gentleman self. He is doing the advertis- 
ing. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing further to say. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CONGAREE RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SHELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, requested to fur- 
nish the House of Representatives at the earliest day practicable such infor- 
mation as he may have regarding the necessity for viding deeper draft 
over the two miles of the Congaree River just below Columbia, S. C., that is 
contemplated in the present approved project for that river; and that he be 
requested further to submit a plan and estimate of the cost of securing a 
depth in this two miles of river equal to that already provided for the rest 


of the stream. 
RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the of the Treasury be and he is hereby 

fully requested to furnish to House information as to the number of re- 
eiprocal commercial agreements or treaties this Government has made un- 
der the eee of the tariff act faba a October 1, 180; the names of the 
several foreign countries with which such N or treaties were nego- 
tiated; the length they are severally to continue in force; the classes of man- 
ufactured articles or agricultural products produced in the United States, 
on which a reduction of the duty on the importation of such products tosuch 
foreign countries was thus obtained, and the amount of such reduction; also 
shh tal g n e ee 
$0, 1890, June 30. 1892, June 90, 1808: und Also the kind, amount and value of 
all products imported into the United States from each of said foreign coun- 
triesseparately during each of the fiscal years named. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, has this matter been consid- 
ered by any committee of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. Thegentlemanfrom Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEY] asks unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no objection to the subject being 
considered: but I think it is of sufficient importance to justify 
the reference of the resolution. I hope the gentleman will con- 
wn to this course. I do not object to the consideration of the 
sub‘ect. s 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then let the resolution be referred. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Committee on Ways and Means to 
which, I suggest, the resolution be referred, will give the sub- 
ject due consideration. 

Mr. REED. Is not that committee rather slow in these mat- 
ters? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We will be fast enough for the gentleman. 


REVIVAL OF SUITS AGAINST UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


The committees being called for reports, 
Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4312) to provide for the 
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revival of suits by mandamus against officers of the United States; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


No further reports being presented, 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the consideration of 
business called up by committees begins now at twenty-five min- 
utes after 12 o'clock. The call rests with the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. On behalf of the Com- 

mittee on Private Land Claims, I call up for consideration the bill 
H. R. 415) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, estab- 

hed by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the title of 
William McGarrahan to the cho Panoche Grande, in the 
State of California, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering the bill. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER. They ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for a division. 

The question poing again taken, there were—ayes 50, noes 5. 

Mr. SAYERS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia 
and Mr. SAYERS were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 169, 
noes 11. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCRAB in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 415) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, estab- 
lished by an act of Congress 8 March 3, 1891, the title of William Me- 
Garrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande. in the State of California, and for 
other purposes. 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House witha favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, that can not be done at this 


time. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That the committee 
rise and report the bill favorably. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there has been no general debate. Un- 
til general debate is closed that motion is not in order. The bill 
must be cunsidered by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. That motion is not in order at this time. 
We have had no general debate at all. I demand the reading 
of the report. I Sosire to say right here to the gentleman that 
he can not pass this bill through in such re as this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
the floor if he desires to Lae | ee time. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I do not wish to occupy 
the time in debate if it can be avoided. à 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman desires to use the time 
he can be recognized for that purpose. otherwise the Chair will 

ize some gent!eman in o ition. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West inia. How much time is re- 
maining? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes of the hour. Does the gen- 
tleman desire to occupy it? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Ido not desire to take 
any time in debating this bill. The bill has been before this 
House in different shapes for more than a quarter of a century; 
and I think that nearly every member is thoroughly conversant 
with it. If I take time now in debating the matters contained 
in the bill it will simply consume the remainder of the hour, 
and I will have no 1 Span within the hour to get a vote upon 

t 


the motion to raport favorably, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a 
question? 


Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Is this the same bill that was 
vetoed by President Harrison? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. In what respect does it differ 
from thut bill? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. The bill to which the 
gentleman refers both Houses in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, The President vetoed it for two reasons, as he assigned 
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in the veto message: one that the bill failed to require proof of 
McGarrahan that he was the legal assignee of the claim, and 
athe Mineo um bill as drawn confirmed me sane A a New 

m to certain property. drawn 
to fit both 3 then N STN 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Does this bill make the Govern- 
ment liable upon any conditions? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. It provides that the 
claim to this property shall be referred to the Court of Private 
Land Claims. If they find that the claimant has any title to it, 
it shall report the value of any materials to Congress that may 
in the time past have been taken from the land; so far and no 
further. Thatis the bill. Congress has already passed upon 
the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Does it require the court to con- 
sider in evidence certain papers now lost or said to be lost? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Nosir; not to consider 
lost papers, only papers that are in existence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Those papers that were in exist- 
ence? ; 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Yes sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It merely gives a standing in court to this 
claimant as I understand it. 
` Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That is all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And with the right of an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, the gentleman will find, fur- 


er. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? If this bill is referred to the Court of Private 
Land Claims will it not require Congress to prolong the life of 
that court, which is now nearly about to expire? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I didnot know that the 
court was about to expire. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are other questions that I would like to 
ask the 8 

Mr. DINGLEY, There are many see that arise. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas. How long doyou want? I will yield the gen- 
tleman a minute. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Iwon't take a moment. I want to show 
just the character of this bill which the committee has called up 
to be passed in this manner. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I will give you two 
minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman can occupy his own time, and 
I will take the floor in my own right afterwards. I wish to pre- 
sent the character of this bill to the committee. 

Mr, PENDLETON of West Virginia. How much time do you 
want? 

ha 3 There is no time to-day to get this bill 
through. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Only seven minutes of the hour 
remain. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I am willing to yield 
the gentleman half of that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not intend to permit a bill which may in- 
volve the Government in an expenditure of millions of dollars 
to pass through the House under the whip and spur of the morn- 
ing hour without resistance. 

Mr. LOUD. It may involve thirty millions of dollars. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What is the amount of money 
behind this claim? 

Mr. SAYERS. Nobody can tell. 

Mr. LOUD. Thirty millions of dollars. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is more than the balance in the 
Treasury, isn't it? : 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. How much time does 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] want? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire an hour. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. There is not an hour 
remaining. There are only five minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemin from West 
Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] is running. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I see 
that it is perfectly apparent there is no intention on the part of 
the opponents to this bill to allow me to reach a vote within the 
next five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course not. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Under the circum: 
stances, I think I will take the time myself. I want to givesome 
slight explanation of this claim. 

2 7 1 Will the gentleman read the fourth section of 

e bill? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West a re No; I shall not read 
any section, as there is not time. I do not desire to be inter- 
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rupted. In the year 1868, some twenty-five years ago, I first | Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; 


heard of this claim, and I have followed it in Congress and out 
of Congress, until I have found myself called upon to consider it, 
as chairman of the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

It is, I believe, the most remarkable claim which has ever been 
presented before Congress; and it has been more vigorously, 
thoroughly, and honestly pursued than any other claim which 
has ever been presented before Congress; and the reason that I 
want to call the attention of you gentlemen to it just now is not 
in the hope of obtaining the passage of the bill to-day, but be- 
cause 1 expect in a few days-to try to obtaina special day for the 
consideration of the bill, and I want to arouse the interest of this 
House in this claim, so that a sufficient number will attend to 
give me a quorum and consider the bill on its merits. 

Mr. McGarrahan is an old gentleman, nearly 75 years of age. 
For twenty-five years this claim has been his life. He has been 
parsing it year after year, month after month, day after day. 

‘our Houses of Representatives of the United States have passed 
this bill. Two Senates of the United States have passed this 
bill. President Harrison only vetoed it on two grounds, which 
have been obviated in the present measure; and I hope that 
when I obtain a day for it there will be a sufficient number of 
members of the House of Representatives who desire to see 

justice done to the honest claim of an honest old man with one 

oot in the grave—I hope a sufficient number of members of this 
House will be here to stand by me and help me get a vote upon 
it, regardless of the corporations in the West that may choose 
to Aty it; and I believe that my friend [Mr. SAYERS] will stand 
by the bill and stand by old man McGarrahan, and stand by the 
cause of justice. [App ause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. ill the gentleman yield a minute to me? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. SAX ERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to the character of this bill in the brief time 
that is allowed me. In the first place, if the members of the 
committee will read the second section, a provision will be found 
which makes every ex parte statement made before any commit- 
tee of Congress, every character of testimony that has been taken 
in behalf of the claimant, competent testimony, which makes 
pretended copies of originals that have been lost evidence; so 
that if all the testimony so authorized is admitted, should the 
bill became a law, the Government would be absolutely power- 
less to defend itself against the claim. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Is it not the same evi- 
dence that has been presented in the court heretofore? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to another clause in this bill, which provides that the Court 
of Private Land Claims shall be taken by the witnesses of Mr. 
McGarrahan beneath the surface of the earth, to inquire into 
the Pah Laces value of all the minerals there, and assess a judg- 
ment therefor, which Congress will be called upon to pay. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Is there anything said 
about any such 3 in this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is not a man who has ever had any con- 
nection with the matter who can tell this committee the amount 
of the finding which mung ve rendered under this billif it should 
become a law, and for that reason I am opposed to it. I have 
said to the gentleman that if instead of trying to crowd this 
measure, which is of so great importance, which isso far-reach- 
ing in its consequences, through the morning hours, he would 
allow us to debate it for areasonable time so that the House may 
be thoroughly informed as to the character of the measure upon 
which it may be called upon to vote, then, so far as Iam concerned, 
I will not object to the taking of the sense of the House upon 
the question, I can not agree to the e of the bill, as de- 
sired by the gentleman from West Virginia, without even read- 
ing the report of the committee. 

_ Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
bi to get a day for the consideration of this bill? 
e CHAIRM The morning hour has expired. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. MORAE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 415) to 
submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, established by an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the title of Wi 
McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in the State of 
California, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 1021) to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma Cen- 
tral and Southwestern Railway Company through the Indian 
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when the Speaker signed the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate ae sy with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 288) to provide for two additional associate justices of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses, asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, aud had appointed Mr. VILAS, Mr. LINDSAY, and Mr. 
PLATT as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of way 
for the construction of a railroad and other improvements over 
and on the West Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot 
Springs, Ark. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1138) to repeal so much of a proviso of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
for other purposes,” and approved March 1, 1893, as relates to 
the payment of pensions to nonresidents who are not citizens of 
the United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) relieving the employés of the Rec- 
ord and Pension Office who were injured in the Ford Theater 
disaster from the operation of the law restricting the amount 
of sick leave with pay that may be granted by heads of Depart 
ments, 

VACATION OF ORDER FOR EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the Friday night session be vacated for 
this evening. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, in conformity 
with the special order, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union tocon- 
sider the bill (H. R. 4393) for the admission of Arizona. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Tennessee rise? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I believe this is the day set apart 
under the rules for the consideration of business on the Private 
Calendar. I desire to make a motion that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I make the point of order 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that while this is the day set apart under the rules for 
the consideration of business on the Private Calendar, on yes- 
terday an order was adopted by the House, which the Clerk will 


ar ce z 
he Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this day after the second ep Sey hour, and each day there- 
after until both of such bills shall have been fully disposed of, be assigned to 
the consideration of H. R. 4393 (for the admission of Arizona) and H. R. (for 
the admission of New Mexico). 

The SPEAKER. This order, adopted by the House on a re- 
port made by the Committee on Rules yesterday, provides that 
that day and each day thereafter, after the second morning hour, 
be devoted to the consideration of these bills. The Chair thinks 
that would deprive the House of the right of going on with the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is a continuing order until it is finally 
disposed of? 

he SPEAKER. It is, until disposed of. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the admission of the State of Arizona into 
the Union, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of this bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 130, nays none. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was tiken; and there were—yeas 182, nays 5, 
not voting 166; as follows: 


YEAS—1&2. 

e Coom Hines, 5 
ae x Sooper’ Ind. Houk, Ohio Rely 
Allen, Cooper, Hudson, Richards, Ohio. 
Arnold, Cox, Hunter, Ri Mich, 
Bailey, Crain, Hutcheson, Tenn. 
Baker, Kans. Crawford, Johnson, Ohio E La. 

be 

ne N. H. — 5 R ax 
Bankhead, Curtis, Latimer, yan, 
Barnes, Daniels, Lawson, Sayers, 
are : Davey, Lester, Sibley, 
Bell, Colo. Davis, Lisle, ickles, 
Bell, Tex. De Livingston, ireen, paee 
Beltzhoover, De Forest, paca, —.— 

5 ore, 
Black. Ga. Dockery, Maddox, Springer, 
Blanchard, Donovan, Mauro, Stallings, 
Bland, Doolittle, ory, Stevens, 

mer, Dunn, Marshall, Stockdale, 
Bower, N. C. Dunphy, Stone, Ky. 
Brawley. Ellis, on McAleer, Strait, 

Ark. , Ky. Aware m. 
Breckinridge, Ky: oe, McDannol Wi 
mió Erd sok Talvert, S. C. 
Fielder, i rg 8 Md. 
derick, Forman, cKaig, Tarsney, 
eed yan, Me Laurin. to, 
Brown, Geary, McMillin, Taylor, Ind. 
Bryan, S MeNagny, Terry, 
Bunn, ht, McRae, Tracey, 
Bynum, Gorman, Meredith, Tucker. 
Cabaniss, Grady. Meyer. ‘Turner, 
Cadm — Montgomery, rpi 
Campbe: ager, organ, s, 
8 Cal. Hail, Minn. Mutchier, Wi 
Caruth. II. Mo. O'Neil, W. 
Catchings, Hammond. Outhwaite, Wells, 
cy. Page, eeler, 
Clark, Mo. Paschal, Williams, II. 
79 Ala. Hartman, Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
Cobb, Ala. Hatch, Pearson, Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Mo. Haugen, Pence, Wise, 
Cockran, Hayes, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
Coffeen, Hermann, Pickler, 
Conn, Hilborn, 
NAYS—5. 
Powers, Randall, Warner. 
Sos NOT VOTING—166. 
bot Durborow, Jones, Ray, 
8 Edm Joy, Reed, 
Aiticen, Ellis, Ky. Kem, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, Epes, Kiefer, Ritchie, 
Apsley, eos ie Robbins, 
i OWS, e, 
Apati teh, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Bartlett, Fletcher, foe Sota ton, 
Belden, Funk, ever. Settle, 
Funs' Linton, Shaw, 
Black, III. Gardner, Lockwood, Shell, 
Blair, r. Loud Sherman, 
Boen, Giliet, N. Y. Loudenslager, Sipe, 
Boutelle, = Gillett, Mass. S:nith, 
Bowers, Cal. Goldzier, Mahon, S A 
h, Graham, Marsh, Stephenso; 
Brattan, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, C 
Brosius, Grosvenor, eCall, tone, W. A. 
Bundy, Grout, McCleary, Minn. Storer, 
Burnes, r. McCalloch, Strong, 
Burrows, Harmer, McDowell, Tawney, 
Caldwell, Harter, McGann, Taylor, Tenn. 
Heard, McKeighan, omas. 
Cannon. II. Heiner, Meiklejohn, Updegraff, 
Capehart, Henderson, III. Mercer, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Causey, Henderson, Iowa Milliken, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Chickering, Hendrix, oney, Wadsworth, 
Childs, Hepburn, n, Walker, 
Cogswell, Hicks, Morse, Wanger, 
Feen a EN * 
„Fla. olman, 3 3 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Miss. Neill, Wheeler, III. 
Cornish Hooker, N. Y. Newlands, Whita, 
Cousins, Hopkins, III. Northway, ting, 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. tes, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. Houk. Tenn. Ferrall. Wilson. W. Va. 
Hulick, Patterson, Woomer, 
Dens all, Payne, Wright, Mass. 
Dingley, Tkirt, Perkins. Wright, Pa. 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Phillips, ' 
Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Post, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in behalf of my 
colleague (Mr. MCCULLOGH), that yesterday evening he com- 
plained of having fever. Lam satisfied he is sick this morning 
or he would be present. If present he would vote “ yea.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 5 

Mr. Lock woop with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. FrrHIAN with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi. 
nois : ` 


Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 

For this day: 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. RAY. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


uos House on the state of the Union. Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair. 


ARIZONA. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the 
admission of the State of Arizona into the Union, and for other 
purposes. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
It is almost verbatim the bill which passed the last House on 
June 6, 1892, by almost a unanimous vote. The vote was 173 
ayes and 13 nres, 


Mr. HOOKER of New York. I think the bill ought to be 
read, Mr. Chairman. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Arizona is hereby declared to be a State 
of the United States of America. and is hereby declared admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States in all respects whatever; 
ani that the constitution which the le of Arizona have formed for them- 
selves be, and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and ed, 

SEC. 2. That the said Stateshall co of all the Territory included within 
the present boundaries of Arizona, to wit: cing ut the southwest 
corner of the State of Colorado, the same. being the northwest corner of the 
Térritory of New Mexico as established by actof Con zorua Sp . 
thence West with the thirty-seventh parallel of norih latitude to its 

line of the erage a Nevada: thence south 


section with the east boundary 
With that boundary line to its intersection wi 


of Mexico. dated December 30, 1853; thence easterly, following said treaty line 
tuđe west of Greenwich; thence 
north with that d to the place of 


Sec. 3, That until the next general census. or until otherwise provided by 
law, said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States. and the election of the Representative to 
the Fifty- fourth and the 
shall vake plage at the time and be conducted and certified in the same man- 
ner as is provided in the constitution of the State for the election of State, 
district, and other officers. 

SEG. 4. That sections numbered 2, 16, 32, and 30 in e 
posed State, and where such sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold 
or otherwise of by or under the authority of any act of Congress, 
other lands equivalent thereto. in legal subdivisions of not less than one 
ee section, and as contiguous as may as to the section in lieu of which 
the same is taken, are hereby granted to said State for the su of com- 
mon such indemnity lands to be selected within said State in such 
N as 2 Legislature may provide, with the approval of the Secre tary 
of the Interior. 

Sec. 5. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes shall be dis- 
alte of only at public sale, the proceeds to constitute a Permanent school 

ind, the interest of which only shall be in the arg pe of said 
schools. But said lands may, under such regulations as the Legislature 
Shall prescribe, be leased for periods of not more than five years, and such 
land shall not be subject to preémption. homestead entry, or any other en- 
try under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or unsur- 
veyed, but shall be reserved for school purposes only. 

SEO. 6, That 100 sections of the unappropriated public lands within said 
State, to be selected and located in legal subdivisions as provided in section 4 
of this act, shall be, and are hereby, granted to said State for the purpose of 
erecting public buildings at the capital of said State. 

Sec. 7. That 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said State which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to the 
admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses in- 
cident to the same, shall be pald to the said State, to be used as a permanent 
fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of the 
common schools within said State. 

of Arizona by the act of 


township of sald pro- 


Sec. 8. That the lands nted to the Territory 
February 18, 1881, entitled An act to grant lands to Dakota. Montana, Ari- 
zona, Idaho, and Wyoming for . are hereby vested in 

quantity of 75 sections to said 

State, and any portion of said lauds that may not have been selected xí sea 
0 

vide that none of said lands 


eth Aa arian ys 8 for in this act shall forever remain under the ex- 
the sale or any herein granted for educational 

shall be used for the support of any sectarian or denominational school, col. 
353 greg oye rs 
port of an agricultural s provided in the acts of Con- 


tate 
donations of lands for such 
i landi of internal im: - 


flowed lands to 


u grunt ot swamp and over- 
hereby declared. is not ex- 


States, which grant it 
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tended to the State of Arizona, and in lieu of any grant of saline lands to 

said State, the following grants of land are hereby made, to wit: 

To the State of Arizona: For the establishment and maintenance andsup- 

in the said State of the insane asylum. 50, 000 acres; for the tentiary, 

,000 acres; fur the deaf. dumb, and blind asylum to be established. 30. 000 
acres: for a miners’ hospital for disabled miners, 30,000; for normal schools, 
100.900 acres; for State charitable, penal, and reformatory institutions, 250,- 
000 acres; for county hospitals, 160.000 acres. 

Sego. 11. Corps — mo of Arizona 1 — not be — 5 — = Pole bong or 
other grants o or any purpose than as expressly pro this act; 
and the lands granted by the foregoing section shall be held, ig (pant pc 
and 232 of exclusively for the purposes herein mentioned, in such man- 
ner as the Legislature of the Statemay provide: Provided, however, That 
none of the lands granted for normal schools shall be disposed of otherwise 
than as provided in section 5 of this act, 

Sr. 12. That all minerailands shall be exempted from the grants made by 
this act; but if sections 2, 16, 32, and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any 
smallest subdivision thereof in any township shall be found by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to be mineral lands. said Stateis hereby authorized and 
empowered to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other un- 

~ appropriated lands in said State in lieu thereof. for the use and the benefit 
of the commcn schools of said State. 

SEG. 13. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act 
shall be selected, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, from 
the unreserved and unappropriated public lands of the United States within 
the ! mits of the State entitled thereto; and there shall be deducted from 
the number of acres of land donated by this act for specitic objects to said 
State the number of acres that may have heretofore been donated by Con- 
gress to said Territory for similar objects. 

SEC. 14. That the sum of $30,000. or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

priated, to said Territory for defraying the expenses of the said conven- 
mand for the payment of the members thereof, under the same rules and 
regulations and at the same rates as are now ones by law for the pay- 

ment of the Territorial 5 anane e elections sen 1 

Any money hereby approp not necessary for such pur- 
pose shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Szo. 15. That the said State, when admitted as aforesaid, shall ccnstitute 
a judicial district. the name thereof to be the samo as the name ot the State: 
and the circuit and district courts therefofshall be held at the capital of the 
State for the time being, and the said district sh for judicial S 
until otherwise provided, be attached to the ninth judicial circuit. There 
shall be appointed for said district one district judge, one United States at- 
torney, and one United States marshal. The ju of said district shall re- 
ceive a yearly salary of 55.000, payable as provided for by law, and shall 
reside in the district. There shall be appointed clerks of said courts, who 
shall keep their offices at the capital of said State. The re terms of 
said courts shall be held in said district at the place afo on the first 
Monday in April and the first Monday in November of each year, and o 
one grand jury and one petit jury shall be summoned in both said circuit 
and et courts. The circuit and district courts for said district, and the 
judges thereof, respectively, shall the same powers and jurisdiction 
and perform the same duties to be ormed by the other circuit 
and Mistrict courts and judges of the United States, and shall be governed 

the same laws and regulations. The marshal, district attorney, and 
erks of the circuit and district courts of said district, and all other officers 


severall: the powers orm the duties lawfull 
req to be performed by ar officers in other districts of tha United 
States; and shall, for the services they may perform, receive the ‘ees and 


EC. 16. That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecuted and 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record 
from the supreme court of said Territory, or that may he lawfully be 

ted upon any record from said courts, may be heard and dete ed 
said Supreme Court of the United States. And the mandate of execution 
or of further shall be directed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States to the circuit or district court hereby established within the 
said State from or to the supreme court of such State, as the nature of the 
case may require. And the circuit, district, and State courts herein named 
shall, ee be the successor of the supreme court of the Territory, as 
to all such cases arising within the limits embraced within the jurisdiction 
of such courts, respectively, with full power to d with the same, and 
award mesne or final process therein: and that all 1 and de- 
crees of the supreme court ot the Territory mentioned inthis act. in any case 
pene shin ene the proposed State prior to admission, the 
to such judgment shall have the same rig writs 
of error to the Supreme Court of the United States as they shall have had 
ae = admission 2 said State into the serge ra anes 
8 n respect to a . matters now 
ing in the supreme or district courts of the said Territory at the time of the 
admission into the Union of the State of Arizona and arising within the 
limits of such State, whereof the circuit or district courts by this act estab- 
lished might have had jurisdiction under the laws of the United States had 
such courts existed at the time of the commencement of such cases, the said 
circuit and district courts, tively, shall be the successors ot said su- 
preme and district courts of said Territory; and in respect to all other cases, 
proceedings, and matters pending in the-supreme or district courts of the 
said Territory at the time of admission of such Territory into the Union, 
arising Within the limits of said State, the courts established by such State 
shall, respectively, be the successors of said supreme and district Territorial 
courts; and all the files, records, indictments, and proceedings relating to 
any such cases shall be transferred to such circuit, district, and State courts, 
respectively, and the same shall be proceeded with therein in due course of 
law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or 3 now ding. or 
that prior to the admission of the State shall be pending, in any torial 
court in said Territory shall abate by the admission of such State into the 
Union, but the same shail be transferred and proceeded with in the proper 
United States circuit, district, or State court, as the case ney De; Provid ed, 
0 ted 


such request such cases shall be proceeded with 


State courts. 

Sec. 18. That the Legislature of the said State may elect two Senators of 
the United States as is provided by the constitution of said State, and the 
Senators and tative of State shall be entitled to be admitted 
toseatsin Congress and Repre- 


a shail jise the duties f their respecti — the 
5 e duties o ve o con- 
stitution of the State in the manner and form as therein provided. 


SEC. 20, That from and after the admission of said State into the Union. in 
pursuance of this act, the laws of the United States not locally inapplicable 
shall have thesame force and effect within the said State as elsewhere within 
the United States; and all laws in force made by said Territory at the time 
of its admission into the Union. until amended or repealed, shall be in force 
in said State. except as modified or changed by this act or by the constitu- 
tion of the State, and all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions 
of this act, whether passed by a Legislature of said Territory or by Congress, 
are hereby rerealed. 

SEC, 21. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1894. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, as this bill 
passed the House last year by a vote of 173 to 13, and the House 
fully understands its provisions, I trust that no one will seek to 
delay its passage. Ihave made inquiry and I can not learn that 
there is any desire on the part of the House for any extended 
debate upon this measure, 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for about 
ten minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] 
have ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairm n, I am opposed to this bill. I do 
not think that Arizona has sufficient population, wealth, or com- 
mercial importance to entitle that Territory to become a mem- 
ber of the Federal Union as a State. 

The time will come, undoubtedly, when I will be in favor of 
such a bill. Iam confident that that Territory will suffer no 
hardship undera Territorial government for some years to come. 

The Territory of Arizona has a population of 60,000, or, to be 
exact, 59,620, one-quarter of the population required to repre- 
sent a district in Congress from Massachusetts. To continue to 
admit such small States, with such unequal representation in 
the Senate, is a great injustice to the great, prosperous commer- 
cial and empire States of the Union, as was so strikingly shown 
in the three months of the silver contest in the Senate, when 
the majority were deaf to the demand of a great majority of the 
people ofthe country. Deaf, I say, to the universal demand of 
the great States of New York, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and 
Ohio, because mining camps like Nevada had the same repre- 
sentation in the Senate of the United States as the great empire 
States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and Massachusetts. 
This bill, like the bill to admit Utah and New Mexico, is going 
to pass this Democratic House and six Democratic and free-sil- 
yer Senators added to the Senate of the United States; but Ide- 
nounce it as impolitic, unwise partisanship, and not statesman- 
ship. Idenounce it as unjust to the great Commonwealth which 
Lin part represent. 

Having said so much about the pending bill, I desire to revert 
to the former debate for a moment, upon the admission of Utah 
as a State. 

Mr. Chairman, on Tuesday last, when the House was in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the delegate 
from Utah, Mr. RAWLINS, saw fit to make a bitter personal 
attack on me. The time for debate was so limited and so many 
other gentlemen desired to speak, that I made no attempt to re- 

ly; and I would now be silent but fora very unjust and untruth- 
ul charge which the gentleman made against the Common- 
wealth which I have the honor in part to represent. 

The gentleman charged in his reply to my speech on that oc- 
cassion: First, that polygamy was established in Utah by natives 
of New England, that it was a legitimate outgrowth of Puritan- 
ism; and, second, he further charged that the colony of Massa- 
chusetts had executed persons convicted of witchcraft by burn- 


ing. 

Where did the gentleman from Utah get that? Perhaps he 
read it in the Mormon bible. I recommend to the gentleman 
from Utah that he get and read a reliable history of Massachu- 
setts and New England, and I would suggest for a starter a kin- 
dergarten edition. 

That Mormonismisa legitimate outgrowth of the stern virtues 
of the men who settled New England, of the men who crossed a 
trackless ocean and who there dared the dangers of the wild beasts 
and hostile Indians to establish a place where they might wor- 
ship God according to the dictates of their consciences, men and 
women who knew no fear but thefear of God—I say such acharge 
against the early settlers of New England is the foulest slander 
thatever was uttered, and he is the one who should hang his 
head in shame. 
~ Now, in reply to the gentleman’s charge that Massachusetts 
burned witches, I have to sły that a lie well stuck to is not as 
good as the truth: and I affirm, and challenge contradiction, 
when I say that no witch was ever burned in the colony or Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts. F 

In the matter of the witchcraft delusion the people of Massa- 
chusetts colony shared the delusion that extended over the civi- 
lized world at that date; at that time thousands were executed 
in every European country for witchcraft, and the letters which 
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came to the colonies from their friends in the mother country 
were filled with accounts of these trials and executions, and itis 
no wonder that the delusion should have affected them. 

To the honor of Massachusetts be it said that she was one of 
the first civilized countries to repudiate and denounce the de- 
lusion and to confess in sorrow and repent of her mistakes of the 


ast. 

And, Mr. Chairman, it does not lie in the mouth of any man 
calling himself a Mormon (though I concede his claim that he 
isan antipolygamist), I say it does not become any Mormon born 
in Utah to call in question or make invidious refiections upon 
any man upon this floor on account of New England ancestry 
and education, or to accuse any Massachusetts man of bigotry or 
superstition. 

The gentlemen who heard my speech, as well as the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, will bear witness to the fact that the charges 
which I made against the inhabitants of Utah were largely and 
principally directed to the vile deeds of the past, and J incline 
to and did allow that a change had come over the sentiment of the 
people, but I still distrusted the Mormon heirarchy in command 
of theso-called MormonChurch, and Ipleaded for delay in the 
admission of Utah in order that the leaven which is said to be 
working in that dark and benighted Territory might have its 
full effect before it should be admitted as a State. 

That is all the ground there was for the bitter personal attack 
made upon me by the Delegate from Utah. 

It seems that the House did not agree with me, and I bowed 
to the will of the majority. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that we now proceed to read the bill by sections. 

Mr, POWERS. Mr. Chairman, before that is done I wish to 
occupy two or three minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Vermont be recognized for five minutes. I 
have no disposition to oppose any obstacle to a full and free de- 
bate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee having this bill.in charge, and of the 
Delegate from Arizona who is interested in it, to the fact that 
the preamble of the bill recites that the people of Arizona on 
the Vorn day of September, 1889, by a convention of delegates 
called and assembled for that purpose,” adopted a constitution. 
That constitution is nowhere set forth in the bill, so that we are 
called upon to pass this enabling act without knowing what the 
constitution is. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The report of the committee 
sets out the constitution in full. The gentleman will find it 
printed on pages 11 to 30 of the report. 

Mr. PO .I turn to the report, and I find that the con- 
stitution there set forth, instead of having been adopted on the 
30th of September, 1889, was adopted on the 2d day of October, 
1891. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The report states the correct date. 

Mr. POWERS. So that there is an incongruity between the 
bill and the report. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The preamble is erroneous. J was 

resent and a member of the constitutional convention, and I 

ow that the date set forth in the report is the proper one. I 
thank the gentleman from Vermont for having called attention 
to the error in the preamble, and I shall move to have it cor- 
rected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed and that the bill be read 
by sections. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the people of Arizona did, on the 30th day of September, 1889, by 
a convention of delegates called and assembled for that purpose, form for 
themselves a constitution, which constitution was ratified and adopted by 
the le of said Territory, at the election held therefor on the first Tues- 
day int mber, 1891, which constitution is republican in form and is in con- 
formity with the Constitution of the United States; and 

Whereas said convention and the people of the said Territory have asked 


the admission of said Territory into the union of States on an equal footing 
with the original States in all respects whatever: Therefore— 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, in accordance with 
the suggestion made by my friend from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], 
I move to correct the error in the preamble. 
second lines I move to strike out the words ‘‘on the 30th day of 
September, 1889,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘on 
the 2d day of October, 1891.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, no objection has been 
urged to this bill or to the admission of Arizonaas a State. I 
am heartily in favor of it and will gladly cast my vote for the 
passage of this measure. But, sir, there are other important 


In the first and 


questions which should engage some paon of the time and 

attention of this body, and I ask the indulgence of the House 

ian Ioccupy a few minutes in directing attention to some of 
em 


From the people whom I represent, and from all their fair 
land, comes the cry of hard times, attributable in part, as I have 
said, to the discrimination against them in our tariff legislation, 

But there are other causes for this condition that are bei 
continued by the present Administration, the prompt remo 
of which causes depends upon the courage and the patriotism of 
the dominant party in these Halls. Among these evils—for they 
are evils—is the disproportionate distribution of Government 
official favors. 

For thirty years tho Government has been maintaining a vast 
army of employés—how many I can not certainly say, but their 
number may safely be estimated at 200,000. 01 these, 100,000 
have been selected, or might have been selected, from the - 
ple generally without reference tothe place of residence. They 
include employés in the various Departments at Washington, in 
New York, Philadelphia, San Francisco and other cities, and 
those having headquarters at these places, such as employés of 
the Coast and Geodetic Surveys, Pension and Post-Office exam- 
iners, special agents of the land and Indian offices,as well as 
others doing the general work of the Government. Of that 
100,000 I should say 75,000 are residents of the North and East, 
20,000 of the West, and 5,000 of the South. Estimating the av- 
erage salary paid them at $1,250 per annum, we thus pay to the 
North and East a yearly sum of $100,000,000 out of the taxes 
drawn from all the people. When to this we add $150,000,000 an- 
nually paid to residents of the Northern and Eastern sections 
in pensions, we have given an appreciable reason for their 
wealth as well as our poverty. 

When we substract from t 5 of Southern industry the 
$50,000,000 paid by it for pensions, we can understand not only 
the comparative poverty of the South, but appreciate the fact 
nate is discriminated againstin the sum of about $300,000,000 
annually. — 

Without regard to the pensions paid 2 the South—and paid 
cheerfully to honest pensioners—what would have been, and what 
would be the effect of transposing the conditions of things as to 
holding office merely? That$100,000,000 apportioned among the 
fifteen Southern and Southwestern States would give to each 
nearly $7,000,000 a year. Divide my figures in two, and the 
$3,500,000 she would receive for each of even ten years would con- 
struct their highways, set wheels of new and 155 table industries 
to making music on the banks of many a rapid stream, build shops 
and furnaces at the foot of many a mountain swell 
treasures, and make every val 
native fertility. [Speer 

As it has been, and as it is, all this awaits in a large measure 
the coming of Northern or foreign capital, slow in coming, but 
as welcome as it is slow, but a capital, as far as regards being 
derived from this country, based very materially upon a Gov- 
ernment’s beneficent patronage and upon partisan, unjust, and 
sari bey legislation by the Republican party, which has al- 
baie n as sectional as it has been partisan. 

ow much better, how much more just to distribute these 
favors with impartial hands, and what more fitting time than 
now, when more than half the dominant ty comes froma 
section most favored by nature in possibilities for the general 
advancement of the country and most disregarded by the Gov- 
ernment that was intended for all the prope 

But in the face of such facts and amid such surroundings, what 
are the conditions that confront us? 

We have a President whose personal and political fortunes the 
South has almost solidly espoused. But when W pre- 
sented with the alternative of accepting the resignations of two 
Republican Civil Service Commissioners or dismissing an hon- 
est, manly Southern Democrat;, with Republican Commissioners 
who, following a partisan Republican President, suspended 
the operation of the civil-service law in the South long enough 
to dismiss Democrats in the railway mail service, and extended 
its operation in Washington to include Republican carpenters 
and day laborers in the Departments, the plan continues under 
this Democratic Administration, which has retained more than 
a year since the election that made it in some of the most im- 
portant places in the Departments, having immense partonage, 
and actually reappointing Republican officials having no inter- 
est to contribute to the success of the Administration, and who 
can justly claim no greater ability than thousands of other citi- 
zens in sympathy with the purposes and policies of the Demo- 
cratic party; an Administration one of whose chief advisers, not 
content with retaining Republicans in office and in power, ac- 
tually has an alien, a British subject, on the pay rolls of the 
Government. It is enough to justify the interrogatory, What 
would become of us if one of these indispensables should die? 


with mineral 
ey smile with the cultivation of its 
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It is no dismissal of the question to cry that the people are 
after the spoils of office. No Democratic President can with 
good grace cry back “spoils” to those who seek positions which 
ips eae call for a hundred cents’ worth of work for every dol- 

r of salary. 

The seid service, originally wrong, has been so abused for 

rtisan pu s that it has become the bane of the country. 

t grants life tenure to office. It has fastened old and incompe- 

tent men and women upon the Government; for there are hun- 

dreds of this kind in the Departments. If the law can not be 

repealed, it should be so amended as to puta limit within reason 
on the period of service, say six or eight years. 

Why, we already hear it advocated that after certain service, 
or upon the death of these persons, they should be pensioned 
thus creating a sentiment for pensions to civilians for clerical 
service, and thus fostering in a most dangerous fashion the con- 
tinuation and enlargement of class legislation, run to riotous ex- 
cess, and culminating, as it must, in absolute paternalism. Itis 
notorious that in my section of the State of Tennessee, with 
hundreds of capable, upright, and deserving Democrats, eligi- 

le on the list under the civil service law, these Republican 

mmissioners have in nine cases out of ten selected Repub- 
licans instead of Democrats; and this, too, in spite of the fact, 
equally notorious, that the downfall of the Republican party in 
the South was not only the result of the ignorance and corru 
tion of its officeholders, but also because there were not enoug 
Republicans to be found in the ranks of its party to fill the offices 
who were either competent or decently reputable. 

Is there a true Democrat in this House who has not been sub- 
Seger to humiliation on account of this condition of things? 

we forget that we have filed charges against men who hold 
Government positions for flagrant violations of the very law that 
gera them their positions, and that the Departments continue 
pay and harbor Republicans who are incompetent, instead 
of removing them for Democrats who are competent? We 
have seen strange bedfellows under the civil service law. We 
saw on the night of the last election Republican -officeholders 
undera Democratic Administration shouting with exultation and 
derision in the faces of Democrats who had come to this city 
duly accredited by their party and people, with every right of 
competency and popular indorsement, to hold these same offices, 
e may differ with the Executive on this, as we have on other 
questions, which we claim as a free representative of a free, 
brave, and saben tl constituency we have the right to do, but 
we rejoice we still agree with the sentiment of that grand pa- 
triot, Andrew Jackson, in that he said long ago, To the victor 
belongs the spoils.” That was the rallying slogan of victory an- 
nounced by an American who was always the implacable enemy 
of monopoly in all its forms and guises. He believed, and we be- 
lieve, that when the Democratic party is chargeable with the 
administration of the Government, then the Democratic part; 
ought to be credited with whatever good it accomplishes, and, 
on the other hand, take the discredit of failure to fulfill its trust. 
Andrew Jackson believed, and so do we believe, that a divided 
party responsibility can but result in confusion and the final de- 
struction not only of parties themselves, but in the ruinous and 
ignominious defeat of every patriotic purpose for which it was 
founded and for which its organization was to be kept intact. 

Mr. Chairman, I have hundreds of men in my district honest, 
capable, and patriotic men and Democrats, knocking at the doors 
of these Departments, asking only the most modest recognition 
of valuable services, but kept coldly on the outside and loftily 
ignored for the retention of Republicans who contribute money 
todefeat Democrats. Itis a sad commentary on the poen of 
our great party, when we have to realize that of the offices that 
2 to that party, if they belong to any party, to be held in 
trust for it by a Democratic Administration, at least two-thirds 
of them should still be in the hands of Republicans, who daily 
entertain themselves by deriding the Administration and the im- 
potency of a party that may and does not control every branch 
of the Government. 

Mr. Chairman,I say to you and to every fellow-Democrat on 
this floor that this is nothing short of outrage. It is a cruel 
imposition upon the masses of Democratic voters that ratified 
the ticket nominated at Chicago, and therefore T say it is a 
betrayal of party trust. It can not escape the justice of that ac- 
cusation by any sublimation of political philosophy. It is nota 
theory of Government, of what any Mugwump may deem the most 
beautiful form of administration, that confronts us merely, but 
it is the condition in which we see ourselves denied our own by 
the very individuals with whom we have every right to share 
the pleasures as well as the responsibilty of publicly serving our 

ople, and at the same time we must look upon all these benefits 

stowed upon a party which, when it does not have offices 
with which to reward its favorites when in power, simply goes 
to work and creates offices for them. 


How long shall we continue the laughingstock of our enemies? 

They have no right to any place in our strongholds. It is 
worse than folly to allow them to sit within hearing of our coun- 
cils of war. Their Trojan horses have been allowed too long to 
remain within our citadels that were won by the efforts and the 
sacrifices of the Democratic pariy. 

Let us drive out the enemy and all his spies, and let us place 
the Administration where it rightfully belongs, with undivided 
and undiminished and unfeared responsibility in the hands of 
ai and Democrats only. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 3. That until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by 
law, said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and the election of the Representative to 
the Fifty-fourth Congress and the Representative to the Fifty-fifth Congress 
shall take place at the time and be conducted and certified in the, ame man- 
ner as is provided in the constitution of the State for the election of State, 
district, and other officers. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 
by striking out the word fourth,“ at the end of line 4, and insert- 
ing ‘‘third;” and by striking out the word “fifth,” before the 
word Congress,” and inserting fourth.“ 

The amendments were severally agreed to. 

Sections 6 and 7 were read. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out in the first line of section 7 the word ten” and insert- 
ae five.” so that only 5 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of 
public lands shall go to the school fund. This amendment will 
make this bill correspond precisely with the provisions of the 
bill for the admission of Utah, which we passed the other day. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. As it seems proper that a general 
rule should be observed in this matter, I do not oppose the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 8 was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to make an inquiry of the Delegate 
from Arizona. In this section we provide that none of this uni- 
versity land shall be sold for less than $5 an acre. But section 
6 of article 9 of the constitution of this new State provides: 

No land shall be leased for a period longer than ten years, nor any lands 
be sold for less than the appraised value, and in no case for less than $10 per 
acre, unless otherwise provided in the enabling act. 

Mr. SMI- of Arizona. In view of the provision in our con- 
stitution, it seems to me we should be left free to dispose of these 
lands at less than $10 an acre when it is found absoiutely impos- 
sible to sell them at that price. The constitutional convention 
undertook to put these lands, beyond peradventure, in a safe 
situation, so that the largest possible amount should be obtained 
for educational purposes. In view of our constitutional provi- 
sion it seems to me there is no necessity for a limitation in this 
act. 

Mr. FUNK. I move to strike out in section 8 these words, be- 
ginning in line 9: 

But said act of February 18, 1881, is hereby so amended as to provide that 
none of said lands shall be sold for less than 85 per acre. i 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is no objection to the 
amendment, 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. This amendment ought to be adopted. 
The constitution of the proposed State providesample protection 
in this matter. 

Mr. FUNK. If this amendment be adopted the officers in 
charge in this new State, and who will of course know the value 
of the lands, will be authorized to dispose of them at such price 
as they deem proper. These officers should not be so restricted 
that they can not sell at less than $5 an acre, because there may 
be a great deal of land worth only two or three dollars an acre, 
which can be disposed of at that figure, but which could not be 
disposed of at all if the provisions which my amendment proposes 
to strike out were retained. I think the officers in charge should 
be allowed to fix the value of these lands, and sell them at such 
a price as they may be able to get. 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 9 was read, as follows: 

Sec. 9. That 100,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 
section 4 of this act. are hereby granted to said State for the use and sup- 
port of an agricultural college in said State as provided in the acts of Con- 
gress making donations of lands for such purpose. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, in our action the day 
before yesterday in Committee of the Whole upon the bill for 
the admission of Utah, it was decided upon an amendment offered 
by my friend from Washington [Mr. WILSON], adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and subsequently adopted by the House, 
that 200,000 acres of land, in view of the condition of the land, 
much of it being absolutely desert land, ought to be given for 
educational purposes. 
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In viewof the fact that the State we now propose to create has 
about the same area, and the lands are substantially similar, 
except that poeb some of our school lands are worse than 
those in Utah, we ought to be as liberal with the new State of 
Arizona as we were with Utah. I hope, therefore, there will be 
no objection to the amendment which | now propose, to strike out. 
in the first line of this section the word one“ and insert“ two;” 
so as to provide that 200, 000 acres shall be granted for the sup- 
port of an agricultural college in the State. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I Bopi there will be no 8 ai 
tion to this amendment: it ought to adopted. The land is 
not valuable, and I do not think it possible to apply it to better 
urposes. 
: Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to ask the pros- 
tive Senator from Arizona [referring to Mr. SMITH} where 
e desires this amendment to come in? [Laughter.] 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In section 9. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr Chairman, it seems to me that this 
amendment ought not to prevail. I think it would be wise for 
the House to consider for a moment what we are doing here with 
the public lands. One section of this act proposes that the sec- 
ond, sixteenth, thirty-second, and thirty-sixth sections—one- 
ninth of the whole surface of the Territory—shall be given to 
this new State. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman should say to the 
schools of the State. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is a ninth part of 73,000,000 acres 
given away. Not content with this, another section proposes to 
give the proceeds of a tenth part of the remainder. Then 
there is another provision proposing: to give 100 sections to 
another specific purpose 64, 000 ares 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Where does the gentleman find that 
provision? y 

Mr. HEPBURN. More than an acre for every individual 
within the limits of the Territory when the last census was taken. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Arizona proposes now to 
give 200,000 acres for another purpose. So we go on, making it 

unnecessary, itseems to me, that we should have theeleventh sec- 
~ tion, which blandly provides {after all these extraordinary grants 
giving away nearly all the lands which are disposable) that no 

other land shall be given to the State. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How much did your State get? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nothing like this. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, how much? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not half of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, yes, you did. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; nothing like this. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman is mistaken. 
` Mr: HEPBURN. No,notmistaken. We did not get one-fifth 
of it, to be more explicit. : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, was not one acre of the 
land that you got worth more than a hundred of some of these 
lands? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Of course the lands donated to 
the State of the gentleman from Iowa were valuable lands, and 
these, at least most of them,are arid. The million acres of land 
donated to Iowa are much more valuable than all the land pro- 

d to be donated to Arizona by this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My State has a population of 2,000,000 peo- 
ple, and these grants were to it for a population of that size, 
while all of these millions of acres proposed to be donated here 
are given to a population of but 60,000 or less. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This will provide for more people 
from your State who will come and live with us. [Laughter.} 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, people leave my State to go there! 
You do not know what youare talking about. [Laughter and 
applause.] Why, I once crossed that Territory myself, and I 
d 4 not see a en thing, without it wore breeches, from one 
border of the State to the other. [Laughter.] It is a waste and 
desert; and the idea of admitting such a population to state- 
hood is to my mind an outrage and an indecency, a crime against 
the balance of the people. 

Years ago, Mr. Chairman, twenty-five years ago, we did a 
similar thing to this by admitting to statehood Nevada; but we 
did that without experience, and we did it without knowledge 
of what it would result in. We did it in the hope and in the be- 
lief that when statehood was conferred upon the Territory popu- 
lation would flow in there. Why, we have been experimenting 
in this Territory for twenty-five years, with ample railroad fa- 
cilities, with immense mineral wealth. the report says, with the 
capacity to produce all the fruits of the tropics, and yet in ail of 
these 3 yos but 60,000 e are found domiciled 
within the limits of the Territory. I say that you gentlemen of 
the majority who are now intent on Wee power are commit- 
ting a crime against the people. You have no right to do it. 
[Applause.] 


Mr..BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I want to an- 
swer the gentleman in one or two respects. 
Mr. S Hof Arizona. Don’t get up a discussion here and 


majura my bill. 
r. BOWERS of California. I will not do you any harm. 

Several MEMBERS. Lat us have order. 

an BOWERS of California. I will not occupy but a few mo- 
ments. 

The gentleman from Iowa has been telling us something about 
Arizona. He said he went aeross Arizona and during the whole 
ener he did not see a green thing except that w 

reeches. Why, the gentleman could not even have looked out 
through the car window. If he had been with me I could have 
shown him green spaa all along. There are plenty of places 
there where he could have seen more cattle grazing on a 40-acre 
lot, and getting fat, than he could find on any 400 acres in his 
State at any time, [Laughter and applause.| He could have 
seen more cattle on fewer acres, more green p in the winter 
or summer months, in December there, when his State is cov- 
ered with snow from one end to the other, and there are no graz- 
ing cattle to be found anywhere. 

Why, don’t you know that there are valleys more than two 
hundred miles long and from twenty to forty miles wide in Ari- 
zona that are more fertile than the famous plains of the valley 
that are watered by the river Nile? These lands are capable of 
producing more than the lands on the river Nile. 

The gentleman says that for twenty-five years they have been 
undertaking to make something out of this Territory, and they 
have not succeeded in doing anything in the way of population. 
What can a minor do? them full grown: declare them of 
age; give them an opportunity to do something, and in five 
years you will see plenty of people there, and a rich, growing, 
pros State where now population is b 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman, the population is American, 
sk 0 18 re pure 8e = Arizona. Youadmitted Utah the 
other day after a long fight over your question of polygamy. 
But Arizona has as its population mainly Americans—eniorpris: 
ing, industrious, thrifty, and energetic—the people to a 
great American State out of. 

The political question has been brought in here, too. Now, these 

havea right to be Democrats, and a right to be silver men, 
under the Constitution of the United States. {Laughter and a 
plause.] I think in one of these respects they are right and 
one they are wrong. It is, of course, an error in judgment that 
they are Democrats, but they will get over that; I trust they 
will. hter and applause.] I believe they will in time, be- 
cause I know that a State that is going to be as enterprising, as 
rich, and populous as Arizona is bound to be, is going to become 
Republiean in time, and you can not stop it. [Laughter.] 

I tell you that you are mistaken when you say that Arizona is 
allan avid country. It has better facilities for irrigation than 
any other Territory in the United States, more ibilities of 
wealth than any Territory that you have SEP ESE this Congress 
or will admit. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the 
committee long, nor to enter into any extensive argument upon 
this question, iuse I believe the points on each side are well 
understood by all the members of the House. 

It seems to me thit it would be a pity if it were supposed that 
all those who sit on this side of the 8 and who regularly 
expect to help constitute the majority, should be set down as 
voting for this bill without any op ity to record their 
opinion, or have it understood on which side they voted. I pre- 
sume the bill will pass. I presume it will reas te a ma- 
jority. E have no wish to offer any factious opposition, but I 
must 178 that I agree with the remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that it has beena mistake in the past, and 
it will bea mistake in the future, to admit new States whose 
population falls so far short of the ratio which we ascertain in con- 
stituting the regular membership of the House. 

I believe, sir, it has proved a mistake, whatever may 
have acted in admitting them, and I think it ought not to bs 
considered as a party question. If these Territorities deserve 
to be admitted as States, by all means let them be admitted, 
whichever party they are to vote with now, whichever 3 
1775 are to vote with hereafter; or if they decide they will vote 
with neither of the great parties, but for some third y that 
they consider responds more clearly to their local de p: 
they are entitled to statehood, I will vote for giving it to them, 
even if I know they are going to vote against whit I believe to 
be the general welfare of the United States. If they have not 
the proper qualifications for 5 to statehood, I shall 
vote against them, even though I know Iam throwing away votes 
that would be on my side. 

It does not seem to me that the of Arizona is suffi- 


cient to admit it to statehood now, and that it has not shown 
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that its rate of increase is sufficient to lead us to infer that it 


will have the requisite population ina short time. I may be 
mistaken. IJ shall be if I prove wrong. I presume Arizona 
will be admitted, and if my predictions are falsified, if Arizona 
ws and gains and becomes the great and wealthy and popu- 
ous State that its friends promise, no one will be more glad to 
be proved mistaken than I shall; but with my existing lights I 
do not feel that I am willing to have my vote or my voice re- 
corded in favor of its admission. 

I have said these words without the slightest wish to provoke 
any unkind feeling on the subject from the friends of Arizona, 
and those who wish to admit her. She will be admitted late, 
if not soon. I hope she will grow. I hope she will succeed. I 
believe that ultimately she will grow and will succeed, as all the 

reat Western States have done and are doing, with one possi- 

le exception I hope it will prove that the $10,000,000 which 
we paid for her in 1855 were well spent: but with my existing 
lights I feel that I prefer to record my vote, as far as possible, 
against admission. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Does the gentleman think it is fair to hit a man 
when he is down? 

Mr. EVERETT. I thought Arizona was up. > 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The gentleman will admitat least 
that silver is disabled? 

Mr. EVERETT. You can disable a man or a nation, but I do 
not believe you can disable a thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, May I ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a question? 

Mr. EVERETT. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask that gentlemen allow us 
to go on with the reading of the bill. A general desire has been 
expressed that the bill be passed thisevening. Ofcourse, I will 
not insist upon this if any gentleman desires to further address 
the House. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, owing to the somewhat ex- 
1 remarks of the enthusiastic gentleman from Califor- 
nia Mr. BOWERS), I wish to call attention tothe statement made 
by the committee. They give as the total number of cattle that 
are roaming the 73,000,000 acres of this. Territory as 720,940, 
worth an average of $3.28 apiece. So much for that. 

Mr. Chairman, the entire taxable wealth of this Territory is 
given by the committee as 528, 270,466.28, less than one-fourth of 
the taxable wealth of the city of Washington. Yet you propose 
to give these 60,000 people, representing 828,000, 000 of wealth, 

le scattered over this vast Territory, the same power in the 
United States Senate as the State of New York has. 

What has become of the diatribes we used to. hear from the 
other side of the House about the ‘‘ rotten borough” of Nevada? 
How many times have we heard you gentlemen inveigh 
the wickedness of the Republican party in admitting to and 
permitting statehood where 60,000 people constituted the en- 
tirety of the population; yet you are now about to do the 
same thing, and you are about to do it with eyes open: 

are about to do it with a knowledge that this State can not 
eee Here we have more than one thousand miles of 
way. At the time that Nevada was admitted into the Union 


t difficulties were experienced in reaching that distant point. 

o railroads touched it; and yet there was 60,000 or a little leas 
population there. 

State 


You Lip its admission then. Let here is a p 
with only 60,000 population, with facilities of travel which would 
enable men to reach it if they desired to reach it. If there was 
a possibility of rapid growth; if it was within the limits of hu- 
man possibility that extensive growth and development should 
occur, they would be there now; but there is no such possibility. 
It has, in all human probability, reached its maximum in popula- 
tion. The 60,000 that you see there to-day will be the popuia- 
tion, I fear, twenty-five years hence. 

Gentlemen, you ought not, in the hope that you may have an 
addition of two Democratic Senators from that State, commit this 
crime against the balance of the nation. It is unjust 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
- yield to me for a simple question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, if it is a simple one, I will. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. It is a very short one. 
Is it any greiter crime to admit Arizona than it was to admit 
Wyoming and Idaho? 

Mr. HEPBURN. fam not discussing the relative qualities 
of crimes. Itisacrime; and if you can save your eonscience 
by comparing your action with that of some other man who ad- 


mitted that he has committed a crime, do it; I do not want to 
do so. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, being somewhat familiar 
with the country under discussion and belleving that this Ter- 
ritory should be admitted to the sisterhood of States, [ am sorry 
that the questionof politics has been brought intothe discussion 
and that silver has become prominent in the minds of some of the. 
gentlemen. 

This is not a question of politics, or of silver or no silver, but 
purely a question as to the qualifications of the Territory, in 
point of population, wealth, and resources, to assume statehood 
and share the honors in common with other States, with full 
representation on this floor and in the other end of the Cspitol. 
I want to say to the gentleman. from Iowa 2 HEPBURN] that 
he has but little conception of the value of the Territory when 
he asserts that he once “crossed that Territory and did not see a 

een thing, without it wore breeches, from one border of the 

tate to the other.” 

I can assure the gentleman that no finer valleys are found on 
this continent than those in Arizona. Many of these valleys are 
of vast extent, and with the waters from the melting snows, 
which e in the mountain region, once stored away in 
reservoirs sufficient to tide over the dry season, the water to be 
utilized in irrigating these valleys, no estim te can be formed 
as to the 11 capacity without a real test. 

Give all these arid lands to the State instead of the 200,000 
acres proposed and now under consideration, to aid her in con- 
structing these reservoirs,and you will find that her population 
and wealth will increase, and there will be homes for many thou- 
sands of industrious and prosperous citizens where there is now 
but seeming arid deserts. Iam sorry the bill does not contain 
a provision giving all the land to the State. 

Anyone not familiar with the character of the country can 
have no conception of the future value of these vast valleys (re- 
ferred to by the pima from California) whencapital and en- 
8 shall join hand in hand to construct these reservoirs 
and shall utilize the water from the melting snow in the moun- 


‘| tain region of that State, to tide the farmer over the dry season. 


After these valleys have once been put into a proper system of 
irrigation, the resources canscarcely be estimated; nearly every- 
thing there, when irrigated, grows to perfection. These valleys 
properly irrigated support. a population equal to that of 
any other area the same size in the known world, Untrammel 
this and other States in the arid region by giving them their 
lands, to aid men of enterprise in their development and you will 
open up an avenue for muny homeless poopie, 

I can now polar 4a piso in New Mexico and West Texas, 
where large are being constructed to irrigate the 
arid lands along the Pecos River. Roswell, N. Mex., near the 
head of the Pecos River, hasstarted asystem of irrigation within 
the last few years, and is now a real oasis in a desert land fine 
orchards and farms, as fine fruit trees as you will find in any 
country and bearing the best of fruit. swell is 4,000 feet 
above the level of the sea, and since the discovery of the real 
value of the land it has risen from $1.23 per acre to $5, 810, 820, 
$30, and in some favored localities the land brings as much as 
$100. Give Arizona statehood, put her on equal footing with 
the other States, and you do but justice to a deserving people 
who have vast possibilities within their reach. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 10. That in lien of the grant of Iand for pur of internal improve- 
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 
1841, which section is hereby repealed as to the State of Arizona. and in lieu 
of any claim or demand by the said State under the act of September 
1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant of swa: an 
overflowed lands to certain States, which grant it is hereby declared is not 
extended to the State of Arizona and in lien of any grant of saline lands to 
sald State, the following grants of land are hereby made, to wit: 

To the State of Arizona: For the establishment and maintenance and sup- 
port in the said State of the insane asylum, 50 000 acres; for the . 
£0,000 acres; for the deaf, dumb, and blind asylum to be established, 30. 
acres; for miners’ hospital for disabled miners, 30,000 acres; for normal 
schools, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, penal, and reformatory institu- 
tions, 250,000 acres; for county hospitals, 100,000 acres. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
for some changesin this section, but I would rather forego them 
than delay the bill by precipitating debate upon the subject. I 
would like to ask for two or three amendments to conform the 
amounts of the land nts made in the bill to the exact figures 
contained in the Utah bill passed the other day. I am free to 
say that I want this change largely for the purpose of showing 
that I was not indifferent on this occasion tothe requirements 
of the situation nor forgetful of the sense of the House as ex- 
8 in the bill for the admission of Utah. Trusting that no 

ebate will he insisted upon, I ask consent to the adoption of the 
following amendments: 


In line 15, section 10, after the word “asylum,” strike out "fifty and in- 
sert one hundred,” so as to make the amount 100,000 acres. 
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In the same line, after the word "peniten strike out “fifty ” and in- 
sert one hundred,” so as to make the amount 100,000 acres, 

In line 17, before the word “thousand,” strike out „thirty“ and insert 
“fifty,” and in line 18, before the word thousand,” strike out thirty and 
insert fifty.” 

The amendments were severally agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 14. That the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to said Territory for defraying the expenses of the said convention 
and for the payment of the members thereof, under the same rules and reg- 
ulations and at the same rates as are now provided by law for the payment 
of —. r eee 3 a ior 355 held e anA there- 
under, money hereby appropriated not necessary for such purpose 
shall be 8 into the 8 Mt the United States. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Section 14. line 4, strike out the word “said,” before the word ‘‘conven- 
tion.“ and after the word "convention" insert the words which adopted 
the constitution on the 2d day of October, 1891.” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Thatought to be adopted, Mr. Chair- 
man, Itsimply designates more exactly the fund to which the 
money shall go. 

Mr. POWERS. The clause as it stands reads, the said con- 
vention.” There has been no convention referred to in the 
earlier part of the bill, but it is obvious that the draftsman in- 
tended to refer here tothe convention which adopted the consti- 
tution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

S. 15. That the said State, when admitted as aforesaid, shall constitute 
a judicial district, the name thereof to be the same as the name of the State; 
and the circuit and district courts therefor shall be held at the capital of the 
State for the time being, and the said district shall, for FE 8 
until otherwise provided, be attached to the ninth judicial circuit. There 
shall be appointed for said district one district judge, one United States at- 
torney, and one United States marshal. The judge of said district shall 
receive a yearly sa ary of 85.000, payable as provided for by law, and shall 
reside in the district. There shall appointed clerks of said courts, who 
shall keep their offices at the capital of said State. The 
said courts shall be held in said district at the place afores: on the first 
Monday in April and the first Monday in November of each year, and onl 
one rana jury and one petit jury shall be summoned in both said circuit 
and district courts. The circuit and districtcourts for said district, and the 
judges thereof, respectively, shall ess the same powers and jurisdiction 
and orm the same duties req to be performed by the other circuit 
and district courts and Jagi of the United States, and shall be governed by 
the same laws and regulations. The marshal, district attorney, and clerks 
of the circuit and district courts of said district, and all other officers and 
persons performing duties in the administration of justice therein, shall sev- 
erally possess the powers and perform the duties lawfully possessed and re- 

ulred to be performed by similar officers in other districts of the United 
States; and shall, for the services they may perform, receive the fees and 
compensation allowed by law to other similar officers and persons perform- 
ing similar duties in the State of California. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, this section provides that the 
marshal and other Federal officers of Arizona shall receive 
the same fees and compensation that are allowed by law to 
similar officers performing similar duties in the State of Cali- 
fornia, I believe it is a fact that there are two Federal dis- 
tricts in California, the northern and the southern, and that 
in the northern districts the officials receive much higher com- 
pensation than they receive in the southern district. There is 
now pending before the Committee on the Judic a fee bill, 
intending to regulate the fees of these clerks and other officials 
throughout the whole country, and it strikes me that it would 
be unwise in this enabling act to fix the fees for these officers in 
Arizona, and that it had better be left until a general fee bill, 
properly guarded, has been adopted for the whole country. 

I therefore move toamend by striking out the balance of that 
section after the word law,“ in line 31, so that it will provide 
that these officials shall receive the fees and compensation al- 
lowed by law. 

Mr. SMITH Of Arizona. I have no . to that. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to this section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 10, section 15, before the word “thousand,” strike out “five” and in- 
sert “four.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That relates to the salary of the judge. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I trust that my friend will not insist 
upon thatamendment. That would make a distinction between 
the compensation of the judge of this district and the judges in 
other districts where the expenses are notso high. I recognize 
and appreciate the gentleman's motive, but I do not like to have 
a discrimination of this kind made against the judge in my dis- 
trict, and I trust that the gentleman will withdraw his amend- 
ment. 


Mr. HUNTER. In view of the explanation made by the gen- 


tleman from Arizona, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out this entire section and 
insert in lieu thereof this provision: 

The State of Arizona shall be attached to the State of Utah for judicial 
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Here is a population of 60,000, not equal to the population of 
many counties in very many States. The duties of the Federal 
judiciary in Utah will not be very burdensome; it will be easy for 
the judges to apo of all judicial matters that may pertain to 
this sparse population. Tberefore I submit this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Section 16 was read: 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, in the haste of passing this 
bill we are liable to commit some clerical blunders. In this sec- 
tion, providing for the return of the mandate of execution from 
the United States Supreme Court, the draftsman of the bill 
evidently intended that the mandate should be directed Ly the 
Supreme Court of the United States to the circuit or district 
court of the State of Arizona, if it should be proper so to return 
it, or if not, that it should be returned to the supreme court of 
the Territory. Some of these mandates may obviously get back 
to Arizona before the organization of the State is completed. 
If the word“ from,“ in line 9 of this section, be struck out all 
difficulties of construction in this matter will, I apprehend, be 
removed. I offer that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Sections 17, 18, 19, and 20 were read. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire obtained the floor. 

Mr. POWERS. I move to amend by striking out the words 
“not locally inapplicable” —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BAKER] was recognized. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I rose for the purpose of 
making precisely the same motion which the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. POWERS] has suggested. I move to amend by 
striking out, in line 3 of section 20, the words not locally in- 
applicable.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is all right; the amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 21 was read. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. It will be observed that this bill is entirely 
different from the bill providing for the. admission of Utah. 
This bill declares the State admitted and accepts and adopts the 
constitution presented by a convention which has already met in 
Arizona; whereas in the case of Utah the convention was yet to 
be held, and it was provided that in case the constitution adopted 
by the convention should be found conformable to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and not repugnant to the provisions of 
the enabling act, the President should by proclamation declare 
the Territory admitted as a State. But the bill before us ad- 
mits Arizona absolutely upon the constitution presented. That 
constitution has not been examined by this House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It 50 been examined by all 
ponnner who have done their duty. This constitution has 

n printed in a House document for nearly two years. It was 
1 in the Fifty-second Congress and was reprinted in this 

Jongress. 

Mr. GROUT. Ithas not been examined, I say, by this House. 
Not one gentleman in ten on this floor has read that constitu- 
tion. I undertake to rif that not a gentleman outside the com- 
mittee reporting the bill has read that constitution completely. 
I have looked into it somewhat, and I find in it things which 
my mind are objectionable. For instance, I call attention to the 
tenth section of the bill of rights, which it is proposed we shall 
adopt by our vote, together with the other provisions of this 
voluminous constitution of two hundred and thirty-one sections 
concerning which we know nothing. Section 10 provides that 

In suits at common law and in the trial of crimes not felonies the is- 
ri may provide that a verdict be by concurrence of three-fourths of the 

Now, that is new to most of the States. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. My friend will pardon me; it is very 
old in many States. 

Mr. GROUT. It is un-American. Will any gentieman tell 
me what States have such a provision. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iowa for one. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, And California. 

Mr. GROUT. I understand that in some few of the States 
such a provision exists, but it is not the prevailing law. It is 
the civil or French mode of obtaining justice, but not the com- 
mon law or Anglo-Saxon method of procedure. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Six or seven of the Western States 
have provisions of that kind. 

Mr. GROUT. I call attention to that matter, and pass to sec- 
tion 13, in which it is provided— 

The writ of habeas corpus is a writ of right, and shall never be suspended. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is right, I should think. 

Mr. GROUT. That provision contravenes the Constitution of 
the United States, because the President is empowered by the 
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Constitution of the United States to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus in ce cases. This provision says that the writ shall 
never be suspended. ; 

Mr. COFFEEN. It applies only to State jurisdiction. 

Mr. GROUT. , But it contravenes the Constitution of the 
United States. It declares broadly, not that the writ of habeas 
corpus shall not be 5 aa by State authority, but that it 
shall never be suspended. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Of course it can not contravene 
the Constitution of the United States. Nothing of that sort was 
intended or could be intended. 

Mr. GROUT. Of course not. But before I approve a consti- 
tution for a new State, I wish to know that it is in harmony with 
theConstitution of the United States. Itclearly contravenes the 
Constitution of the United States; and suppose some fine day 
Arizona stands upon the doctrine of State rights, and refuses, 
under its constitution, to respect the suspension of the writ of 
habeas corpus, and with the approvalof this constitution by Con- 

which we shall do if we pass this bill 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him for a question? 

Mr.GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Did not my friend vote for the ad- 
mission of Wyoming and Idaho? The clause which he has read 
is an exact copy of the provision contained in the constitutions 
of those two States. - 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave not had time to look into that matter, 
and so will not controvert his statement; but if it is in those con- 
stitutions that does not make it right. I wish to call attention 
to one or two points further. 

Section 17 of the bill of rights provides that: 


No person shall ever be imprisoned for debt except in case of fraud. 


Now, what will you do with the man who has simply commit- 
ted a breach of trust, in which the element of fraud does not 
enter in the shee! acceptation of the term? When an attor- 
ney, for instance, collects money and fails to turn it over or ac- 
count for it? It is a debt. This provision of the constitution 
porde that he shall never be imprisoned for such an offense as 

at. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do you not call that a fraud? 

Mr. GROUT. Inthelegal acceptation, the ordinary accepta- 
tion of the term, it is not. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then what is it if it is nota 
fraud? 

Mr. GROUT. It is a breach of trust, a breach of confidence. 
Matters involving a breach of trust do not involve necessarily a 
fraud, as I say, in the ordinary acceptaiton of the term. 

Mr. HAGER. But it would be an embezzlement. 

Mr.GROUT. Not hardly an embezzlement. But it isa debt, 
and would not necessarily constitute what is technically known 
asafraud. Itis the receipt of money by the attorney for the 
benefit of his client which he fails to turn over. It could be re- 
covered under the count for money had and received. In 
most of the States, in my own at least, the creditor may have a 
close-jail execution for the misappropriation of trust funds. I 
think this a wholesome law, but under this section in this bill 
of rights Arizona can not punish such breach of trust by im- 


prisonment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has eg oie 

Mr. GROUT. I ask to be permitted to continue for a minute 


more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to section 31 of this bill of rights. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Beforethe gentleman proceeds I would like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thegentleman says that the provision to which 
he refers is against the Constitution of the United States. I de- 
sire to ask if he does not know—— 

A MEMBER. What provision? 

Mr. BAILEY. He has referred to the suspension of the writ 

of habeas corpus. I wish to ask if the gentleman does not know 
that all of the courts have decided that this is a limitation on 
the power of the Federal Government, and not on the power of 
the States? - 
Mr. GROUT. We all understand, of course, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States can suspend the writ of habeas corpus 
under certain conditions; but this says that it shall never be 
done in Arizona. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. GROUT. And to that extent it contravenes the Consti- 
tution of the United States. I do not say that it overrides the 
Constitution, but it comes in conflict with that provision of it, 
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and I think it objectionable; the constitution of every State 
should be brought into harmony with the Constit ition of the 
United States, the supreme law of the land. 

Mr. BAILEY. The provision of the Federal Constitution 
which the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] quotes is a 
limitation upon the power of the Federal Government alone. 
The provision in the constitution of Arizona is a limitation upon 
the power of that State alone. Each is a valid limitation within 
its own sphere, and neither conflicts with the other, because 
they apply to different sovereignties. 

Mr. GROUT. Very true; but the two should bein harmony— 
all will agree to that. Again, section 31 provides: 

No person shall be imprisoned for the purpose of securing his testimony 
longer than may be n to take d tio 
ais o er ball tS br tang es 

This is a very dangerous provision. What are you going to 
do with the man who utterly refuses to testify at all? Lou can 
not imprison him under that provision. Lask for the reading 
of the new constitution section by section, so that the House may 
understand it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I raise the question of order that 
that is not before the House. 

Mr.GROUT. We ought not be asked—to use the language 
of the bill—to “ accept, ratify,and confirm” this constitution till 
we know whatitis. It has not been read yet, and for one I can 
not confirm“ it till I know what it is. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.STOCKDALE, I wish tosubmitaparliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is it competent in this proceeding to 
move to amend this constitution? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; the peopleof Arizona made 
their own constitution, and this bill proposes to admit the Ter- 
ritory asa State under that constitution. 

Mesh STOCKDALE. I have submitted the question to the 
air. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Then I desire to be heard briefly on one 
or two points. I find in this constitution a provision that I am 
informed appears in some State constitutions, four States, per- 
haps. It occurs to me that it should not be in any of them. 
Page 12, section 7, provides: 

SEC. 7. No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise in- 
famous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a nd jury. or by 
information based upon an affidavit as may be prescribed by law, except in 
cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia when in actual 
service in time of war or gp a r; nor shall anyone be subject, for 
the same offense, to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb, nor shall be 
compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor to be 
deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 

I do not believe any man should be tried for his life upon in- 
formation. It is an innovation wherever it does exist on the 
common law and upon our system of jurisprudence. Whatever 
State may have it 1 their own constitution. That is 
all right. But that is no inducement to the Congress of the 
United States to adopt or ratify a constitution with that provi- 
sion in it. 

Mr. COFFEEN. It is generally found in the new State con- 
stitutions. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That may be true; but the general dis- 
position in this country to-day is to more and more disregard 
the rights of citizens. No man who has kept up with the history 
of the country will deny that if such a proposition had been 
stated twenty years ago—even ten years ago—it would be cried 
down by the country, that an officer or anybody else, by affidavit, 
can take a man up and try him for his life upo information. 
It is an outrage and ought not to be permitted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
that the people of Arizona formed this constitution, and they 
knew what they were doing and what they needed, and also to 
state further that this constitution has been before the House 
for more than a year—for nearly two years. 

Objection has been made to the bill on the ground that the 
pop tion of Arizona is not sufficient for statehood. At the 

ast census Arizona is reported to have had about 60,000 inhabit- 
ants, exclusive of Indians. This was far below the actual num- 
ber of white people then living in the Territory, and it is now 
estimated that thereare at least 100,000 people living in Arizona. 
They assemble there from nearly all the States in the Union, 
and are enterprising, progressive, and good citizens. This com- 
pen very favorably with the population of other States which 

ave been admitted. l 

I have, with some trouble, prepared a table showing the popu- 
lation of every State admitted into the Union as shown by the 
census taken next preceding the date of admission, and also the 
. as shown by the census next following the date of ad- 
mission. 
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The table is as follows: 
Zable showing date of admission of each State. the 


of admission, the population by the census taken nezt preceding the admission, 
tha population by the census next following the admission, the ratio of in- 
crense during decade of admission. 


©. |Popnlationbycen- 8 
zp sus next vious E 
pkt bi 
38 os 
88 5 F, 8 
123 s 5 2 25 
BES; 2 13 3 
S [EIS S = 
33, 000 85,154 271 85, 80 
33, 000! 61, 133 12, 544) 73, 1 200 
33,000 2 3, 35, 691| 9 195 
31, 000. 45, 023) 45. 60} 408 
35,000 34, 311 42, 245) 78, 923 100 
35,000 23, 890 630 24, 520. 2 178 500 
35,000 10,602 14, 704 31, 308) are 448| 140 
85,000 6:422} 2, 9, , 901}1, 312 
35,000 11. 781 12, 292) 53. 874 55, 162 350 
35, 000 227,735 960 228. 705/297, 1 r, 33 
40, 000° 998/10; 589! 6, 557114, 600,140, 4i 111 
47, 700 4, 717 30. 3888 77, 174/20, 97, 221 
47, 293) 31. 1 2 570 
70, 3128, 534! 51, 477 47, 203 40, 242) 87, 00 
70, 154,084 58, 588 212, 592} - 
70, 2, 924 — 43, 112/191, 881 345. 
70, 680) 30; 74% 196) 30, 945/30, 885 
-| Sept. 9, 93, 91, 63: 902 101,597 310 
May 11, 1858 | 93, 6, 30 6, 169, 730 
Feb. 14. 189 |. 93,4231 13, 18,294 52, 8 294 
. 27, 331/105, 39 017 348, 5 240 
RN Hoses 
Oct. 31. 1864 1 6, $12 6, 28. 66 520 
Mar. 1, 1887 127, 881 28, 696 28,778 122, 6 322 
Aug. 1, 1878 131.4 32, 39, 677) 191, 388 
2.1889 (13t, 36,09 33, 909 182, 20 
Nov. 2. 1889 131, 42 97, +, 215 98, 208 N27, 30 
1889 181, 67199 7 2 408° 
July 3, 1890 151,81 29, 013) 3, 5971 2 610 82, 182 
July 11, 1890 wua 19, 487 1, 20,789 50, St 
* Including all except whites. + Estimated. 


sixteen times larger ee Minnesota by the 
census next preceding its date of ad mission, and we also see that 
it is fifteen times greater than the population of Nevada by the 
census taken next p-eceding its date of admission. 

The taxable property in Arizona in 1891 was 828, 270, 486.28 and 
the actual value was estimated at about $70,000,000. 

The following railroads are now being operated in the Terri- 
tory: 


Miles. 

Southern Pacific of Arizona «4«é0c . 889 
ACIS TING ON MCN oa acca e oq gags een snnduosenewaswascdaapousdnaes 393 
New Mexico and Arizona N 87 
Prescott and Arizona Central 73 
Artrona and New Mexico. 41 
Art ona and Southeastern 36 
Central Arlzonnnnn 35 
ZD kk... 

c Gvekts Jas T I S cad Jot ues Suc paseeo Fee 1.082 


Arizona possesses some of the finest and most valuable forests 
in the world. I call especial attention to the famous Mogollon 
forest, which covers an area of 10,000 square miles, or 6,400,000 
acres, being, with probably one or two exceptions, the most ex- 
tensive body of timber in the known world, and it has never yet 
felt the stroke of an ax. The timber belt of Northern Arizona 
alone covers an area of 20,000 square miles, or 12,800,000 acres. 
In 1886 ties were sawed at Flagstaff for 1,500 miles of railroad in 
Old Mexico, and from this point great quantities of sawed lum- 
ber are yearly shipped into California and New Mexico, yet the 
fringe of this forest's mantle has not been torn. The pine grows 
tothe height of 150 feet, with a diameter of 5, 6, and 8 feet. It 

as straight as a die, and the first branches are from 50 to 

feet above the md. Theash, black walnut, and scrub oak 
are found in the lower yalleys and ravines. Besides these are 
the cottonwood, alder, cedar, manzanita, maple, me:qhite, wild 
cherry, and ironwood, the last a tree peculiar to Arizona: and 
Sonora. It is hard and brittle and takes a beautiful polish. 
When dry it om scarcely be cut with an ax, and has a specific 
gravity greater than water. It creates a furnace heat equal, it 

Said, to the best coke. 

The acting governor of Arizona, in the report heretofore re- 
ferred to, says: 

The principal kinds of timber used for fuel are pine, oak, juniper, and mes- 
and the supply is usually bountiful in all pA ected sor of the Ter- 


tory. The principal shipping point for lumber is the Atlantic 
and ad, in Northern Arizona. In this connection I 8 pond 
e — 


following communication from Hon. D. M. Riordan, 
zona Lumber Company at Flagstaff, whose Informa 


this subject can not be q 
ee eee which is just at hand, I beg leave to say 
(without having before me all the data necessary to complete accuracy), my 


and reliability on 


belief is that the pine-timber resources of this 


will be quite suffi- 
population we will have, near or remote, even with wasteful 
t methods, for at least one hundred and fifty years, but if 
properly conserved they can be made to furnish all the timber needed for 
8 this Territory can support for all ume to come. 

I base upon knowledge of the timber to this particular forest. 
The increase by is to-day vastly in excess of the quantity being re- 


mo’ 

Conservative judges and estimators of timber who have had greater ex- 
perience than I, place the quantity of timber on the Colorado plateau at 
about 8,000,000,000 feet. This includes the Coconino fo: but does not in- 
clude the forests of the White Mountains nor the timber in the Santo Osta- 
linas, Santa Ritas, nor in any other of the timber-covered regions of the 


Territory. 
The report the timber lands of Arizona is a wonderful 
exhibit of wealth. The Mogollon forests contain beyond ques- 
r that is attainable. 1887 the 


cient for 
and impro 


tion the most valuable tim 
governor made a report stating this forest to be equal in extent 
to the combined area of New Jersey and Delaware, larger than 
Massachusetts, and double the size of Connecticut. 

In concluding this subject it is enough to say that her timber 
alone will produce wealth enough to support a prosperous State. 

Agriculture is y becoming the princi industry of 
Arizona. It can be profitably maintained only by irrigation in 
the southern counties. Maricopa County has on the Salt River 
about 185 miles of canals, reclaiming a quarter million acres of 
the most fertile land in the world. On the Gila River, in the 
same county, there are some 90 miles of irrigating canals, re- 
claiming 50,000 acres. When the waters be economically 
used and the canals extended, these rivers will give 1,000,000 
acres to the productive area of the State. 

Yuma County has 125 miles of canals, reclaiming 90,000 acres, 
and has in course of construction one of the largest irrigating 
canals inthe Territory. There is 5 on {oot to take out 
an immense canal from the Colorado. south of Yuma, to reclaim 
vast bodies of fine lemon, orange, and fig lands. 

Pinal County, from the Gila and San Pedro Rivers, has over 


125 miles of i ing ditches. A storage reservoir has been 
pone tructed south of Florence with a capacity of 8,000,000,000 
gallons. 


Graham County has fully 80 miles of irrigating ditches, Cochise 


50, and Pinal probably as much. The twolast-named counties, 


however, are chiefly devoted tomining and stock-raising. When 
we co that vast canals have been constructed and 
great deserts reclaimed within the last few years, we can, per- 
haps. form an 1 idea of what the State of Arizona is 
destined to be. tothe agricultural products, reference is made 
to the annual reports of the governors of Arizona. 

Stock-raising has been remarkably developed, It is estimated 
that Arizona now contains about 20,000 horses, 150,000 sheep, 
and 250,000 cattle. 

Arizona is one of the richest mineral sections in America. 
Nota mountain range yet prospected that does not contain veins 
of the precious metals. Ore is found everywhere. Gold, silver, 
and copper mining is suecessfully pursi 

The report of the yield of gold and silver thelast year was put 
at 85,771,555, and this is far below the actual product. 

In addition to this is the great copper output, which, as far 
back as 1888, amounted to over 30,000,000 pounds a year. There 
is no limit to Arizona’s power to produce copper. The gold and 
silver output for the year 1891 been estimated as high as 
$8,000,000, and no estimates have fallen below $7,000,000. 

To conclude, Mr. Chairman, I think I am justified in saying 
that the condition in which we find Arizona shows that this 
Territory has every possible requirement for statehood. 

Imove that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House with favorable recommendation with the amendments 
adopted by the committee. 

Mr: GROUT. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] is recognized, and moves that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill back to the House with the amendments 
and with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE, chairman of the Committee 
on the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4393) 
to provide for the admission of the State of Arizona into the 
Union, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments and with the recom- 
mendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move the previous question 
upon the bill and amendments to engrossment and third read- 
ing and the final passage of the bill. 

The previous uestion was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendments. Ifa 
separate vote is not demanded, the vote will be taken on the 
amendments in gross. 


1893. 
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The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. EVERETT. Upon that 1 demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 187, nays 62, 
not vo 104; as follows: 
YEAS—187, 
Aitken, Cooper, Tex. Houk, Ohio Powers, 
erson, Covert, Hudson, ce, 
Alexander, Cox, Hunter, A 
Crain, hards, Ohi 
Arnold, Crawford, Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Tenn. 
Baker, Kans. Cummings, e+ a Robbins, 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, Kans. Kribbs, Robertson, La. 
Bankhead, Davey. Kyle, Russell, Ga. 
A vis, Lane, Sayers, 
Bell. Colo. De Armond, Lawson, Shaw, 
Beil, Tex. De Forest, Lester, Shell, 
perii ore, Linton, Sibley, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Lisle, Sim 
Blair, 2 Li Smith, 
Biand, Donovan, Lucas, Su: 
Boatner, Doolittle, Lynch, Somers, 
Boen, Dunn, ox. S à 
Bower, N. G. Dunphy. Maguire, Stall 5 
Bowers, Cal. Edmunds, Mallory, Stockdale, 
Branch, Ellis, Oregon Marshall, Stone. Ky. 
Bricks e Ma Swans 
Broderick Epes, MoCre ry, Ky S 
Š j eary, Ky. weet, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McDannold, 
Forman, cDearmon, ‘Talbott, Md. 
Bryan, Funk, McEttrick, * 
Bunn, Fyan, McKaig, Tate, 
Bynum, Geary, MeLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Cad Goodnight, MoN . 
admus, cNaguy, TTY, 
Campbell, Gorman, cRae, Tracey, 
Cannon, Grady, Meredith, Tucker, 
Capehart, Griffin, Moon. Turner, 
Pana A Mutchler. — 
tchings, 0. ashington, 
Causey, Hamm: O'Neil, Weadock, 
7. Hare, Outi Wells, 
Clark, Mo. Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Paschal, White, 
Cobb, Ala. Haugen, Paynter, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Mo. Hayes, Pearson, 8 
Cockrell, Heard, Pence, Wilson, Wash, 
Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. Pendleton, Tex. Wise. 
Conn. Hermann, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Coombs, Holman, Pickler, Woodard. 
Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss. Post, 
NAYS—®. 
Adams, Fletcher, Lacey, Reed, 
je Gillet, N. Y: ee Stephenson, 
very. et, N. 
Babcock, Gillett, Mass. arsh, Stone, W. A. 
Barnes, Grout, Marvin, N. Y. Strong, 
Bartholdt, Hainer, eCall, Tawney, 
Haines, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Boutelle, Hall, Minn. Meiklejohn, 8 
Brosius, Heiner, Mercer, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bundy, rt paia Milliken, Wadsworth, 
Hic! Morse, Walker, 
Cogswell, Hitt, Northway. arner, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, N. V. Payne. 
Cousins, Hulick. Perkins. Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell, Hull. Phillips, 
Everett, Kiefer, Randall, 
NOT VOTING—104. 
Abbott, Draper, Jones 5 
Apsley, Durborow, Joy, Reyburn. 
Bald s Ellis, Ky. Kem. Ritchie, 
Bartlett, Fellows, Robinson, Pa. 
Belden, Fielder, Latimer. k. 
Beltzhoover, — 5 Layton, on Son 
thian ood, ermerhorn, 
Funston, Londenslager, 
Brattan, Gardner, T, 
Brawley, Goldzier, Sherman, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Graham, McCulloch, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gresham, ell, Sipe, 
Burnes, G r. McGann, Sperry, 
Burrows, Harmer, McKeighan, Stevens, 
Caldwell, Harris, Meyer, Stone, C. W. 
Caminetti, Harter, Money, Storer, 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Montgomery, ín. 
Childs, Henderson, fowa Morgan. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hendrix, oses, anger, 
Com Hilborn, Murray, Waugh, 
Cooper, Ind. Hines, Neill. Never. 
Cornish. Hopkins, III. Newlands, Wheeler, III. 
Curtis, N. Y. opkins. Pa. Oates. hiting, 
Daniels, Houk, Tenn. Patterson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Denson, Hutcheson, Pigott, Woomer, 
Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Ray, Wright, Pa. 
Accordingly the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 
On this question: 


Mr. FIELDER with Mr. PIGOTT. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
353) for the admission of New Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 253) to enable the 
tion and State government, 
footing with the original States. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I want to inquire if that bill has 
been reported by any committee of the House? 

Mr. WH R of Alabama. It has been reported by the 
committee unanimously. 

Mr. REED, By a vote in open committee? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. By a vote in open committee. 
It was first reported by a majority of the gentlemen of the com- 
mnittee signing a pene authorizing a report, and afterwards in 
open committee that action was ratified and confirmed, and the 
committee unanimously voted to report the bill favorably. 

Mr. REED. When was that done? 
en WHEELER of Alabama. On the 2d or 3d day of Novem- 

nA 

Mr. REED. Which transaction took place on the 3d day of 
November? 

Mr. McMILLEN. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is impossible to hear what is being said 
by either of the gentlemen who are now addressing each other. 

Mr. REED. I have not ought this private interview. This 
is the work of the chairman of the committee Mr. WHEELEROf 
Alabama]. The chairman of the committee came over here to 
tell me about it, but I assure the House I did not seek any pri- 
vate information. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Out of respect for the distin- 
guished gentleman from Maine I approached his side of the 
House when I observed that his remarks were addressed to me. 

Mr. REED. I wish he would do it every time. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. W HEEL- 
ER] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill the title of 
which has been ae 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, with Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

Mr. WILSON of Abang Mr. Chairman, is there any 

on the Calendar for Oklahoma? 

r. PAYNE. How about Alaska? [Laughter]. 

The 5 to read the bill. 

Mr. ER of Alabama (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, as this bill is almost an exact copy of the language 
of the bill passed in the last Congress, Lask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Let us preserve at least a show of decency. 

Mr. WILSON of W. Let us occupy a little time in 
admitting States into the Union, at least by reading the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Evidently there is objection to this re- 
quest. The bill will be read. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The amendments recommended by the. committee were read, 
as follows: 

In section 2, line 21, after the word “ delegates,” insert the words ‘‘ Guada- 
lupe County, two delegates.” In line 23, after the word county,“ strike out 
the word “twelve” and insert the word ten.“ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move thatthe committee rise 
PE report the bill to the House with the recommendation that 

t do pass. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iask that the bill be reported by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will give 
his attention for a moment. General debate has not been dis- 
pensed with. and the bill must be read by sections. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not understand that there 
will be a desire for any extended panera debate. Iask thatthe 
general debate be considered as closed, unless some gentleman 
desires to address the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make a few remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will be 
recognized then. 


le of New Mexico to form a constitu- 
to be admitted to the Union on an equal 


re 
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[Mr. 1 8 withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, however trying the temptation 
to respond to the gentleman from 88 BINGHAM], 
Ishall not at this time be a party to any discussion that would 
divert this House from the consideration of the question that is 
before it. It would be an easy task indeed for anyone to dispose 
of such trivial objections as hive just been made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. I personally am amazed that a gentle- 
man who a few days ago, upon another and more solemn occa- 
sion, charmed the House while instructing it, should now, upon 
a measure which deals with matters of life and not of death; with 
things to come, not things that are past; with the treatment of 
questions concerning those who are to live and not merely the 
virtues of those who are dead and gone—I say I am amazed that 
the same gentleman should be so weak on this occasion who the 
other day was so strong; because this question is one that should 
have inspired his strongest thoughts and utterances. 

Mr. Chairman, it matters not what view I may have taken 
upon this floor in August last as to the political divisions upon 
the silver question. I agree with the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 

L] in his utterance to-day, that it is a pity that the sil- 
ver question should have been dragged in here by the gentleman 
from Ohio|Mr. HARTER]. It is a pity that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. 3 should have dragged in political consider- 
ations. If New Mexico, which has been standing knocking for 
admission to the Union ever since before the State from which I 
come, the proud Centennial State of the Union, was admitted, has 
been all the while and is to-day qualified as to her wealth and as 
tohercitizenship for membership in the Union, then, sir, nosuch 
trivial objections as those which have been urgedagainst her ad- 
mission should be considered for a moment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not entirely satisfied as to the status 
of affairs. Ihave voted for the admission of Utah. Ihave voted 
for the admission of Arizona. I stand here ready to vote for the 
admission of New Mexico. But I am bound, not only by my own 
wish but otherwise. There are other members who are bound 
as I am, and, if I may be permitted a moment of time, I can ex- 

lain more particularly what I mean. Last April there was held 
in the city of Caden, in Utah, a convention of delegates from 
the transmississippi country. There were represented there 
twenty-two different States. Iwas honored with a position on 
the committee on resolutions. That committee reported reso- 
lutions in favor of the admission of Utah, of Arizona, of New 
Mexico, and of Oklahoma. At that time we did not consider 
the political differences that seemed to have marked the course 
of the voters of those four Territories. 

Here within the last twenty-four hours, Mr. Chairman, I have 
found, as others have, that upon this side of the Chamber there 
are many members willing to admit Arizona and New Mexico 
if Oklahoma is to be admitted. We find upon this floor that 
Utah is 555 by a Delegate elected as a Democrat; Ari- 
zona by a Delegate elected as a Democrat; New Mexico by a 
Delegate elected as a Democrat; Oklahoma by a Delegate elected 
as a Republican; and so far as I am informed the party to which 
I belong, the People's party, casts no considerable vote in any 
one of those Territories. publican members hesitate to-da. 
upon this question because of the fear that when we have acte 
upon the measures now pending, when by the action of the House 

tah, Arizona, and New Mexico have been added to the list of 
States, a balk will be made, and there will be some hesitation 
and delay upon the side of the majority here. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that I should not repeat the substance 
or effect of private conversation; but I feel at liberty to say that 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, has within an hour assured a 
number of us that he and his committee stand as ready to report 
favorably upon the admission of Oklahoma, represented on this 
floor by a Republican Delegate, as the cummittee has been to re- 
port the bills on which we have acted. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. PENCE. I trust that is true, and I have no doubt of it 
myself; but it seems to me it would answer a good purpose—I 
trust the suggestion may not be considered unbecoming on my 
part—if the gentleman from Alabama, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, would speak to this House and give us some assurance as 
to what we may expect from him and his committee upon the 
Oklahoma bill. Personally I am favorable to the admission of 
all these Territories; but all of them means four: it does not 
mean three, one being left out. Personally I would like to hear 
from the committee, and be assured thata favorable report upon 
555 Oklahoma bill is to follow, regardless of political considera- 

ons. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order now; the general de- 
bate has not closed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I will make a statement in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. I presume 
he is aware that under our treaties with the five Indian tribes it 
would be impossible now to pass a bill for the admission of Okla- 
homa, There has been but one bill introduced for that purpose, 
and it came to the committee buta short time ago. It is a 
proposition to admit the entire Indian Territory, including the 
country occupied by the five tribes, and until the treaties with 
those tribes are modified and the consent of their council ob- 
tained, we can not pass a law in Congress for the admission of 
the Territory in that shape. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. When we acquired the title 
to Oklahoma did we not extinguish the Indian title? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But the bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma includes all the five tribes. The 
boundary of the proposed State is found in the second section 
of Mr. FLYNN’s bill. It is as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the State of Oklahoma shall be bounded as follows: On the 
north by the States of Colorado and Kansas, on the east by the States of Mis- 
souri and Arkansas, on the south by the State of Texas, and on the west by 
the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why can not the gentleman’s 
committee report that bill back with the five tribes left out? 
What have we to do with them? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We always like, in the Com- 
mittee on Territories, to consider the wishes of the delegate 
who introduces the bill; therefore, in conformity to his wishes, 
we are endeavoring to obtain the necessary authority which 
would enable us to report the bill in the form introduced by him; 
and we also desire to inform ourselves as to the wishes 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is the delegate from New 
Mexico here? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The delegate from New Mexico 
is not here. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then you are not considering 
his wishes at all in reference to the present bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, e are using our best en- 
deavors to conform to the wishes of the distinguished gentle- 
man who represents New Mexico on this floor. 

Mr. ON of Washi n. How do you know what his 
wishes are if he is not here? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabarma. We do know what they are; 
we have taken to ascetain his wishes. We have been in 
constant consultation with the gentleman who has charge of Mr. 
JOSEPH’S affairs during his temporary absence, and he assures us 
that Mr. JOSEPH desires the bill to be pressed to its final passage 
at as early a day as possible. In addition we have been in tele- 
Pe communicntion with him. The dclegate from New 

exico deserves great credit. He prepared{the report and se- 
cured the passage of the bill a year and a half ago. He reintro- 
duced the bill at the beginning of the first session of this 
Congress. He was a constant attendant at the meetings of the 
Committee on Territories. He prepared the able and valuable 
report upon the bill which I hold in my hand, and secured a 
favorable report upon his billin the language in which it was 
introduced. 

He is now sick; and we are now simply standing in his place 
to ask the passage of this bill in conformity with his wishes. 

We all hope to see him returned as a Senator from the State 
of New Mexico. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He is a member of the committee, and 
reported this bill. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, and he reported the bill 
now being considered. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Are you not holding back the 
bill for the admission of Oklahoma in order that it may include 
the Indian Territory in its 8 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The committee are not holding 
back the Oklahoma bill, and I feel justified in saying that the 
members of the Committee on Territories are unanimous in their 
desire toclothe Oklahoma with statehood at an early dayas prac- 
ticable. When first appointed chairman of the Committee on 
Territories [commenced a careful examination of the laws affect- 
ing this Territory. I found by the fifth article of the treaty of 
December 29, 1835, that the United States agreed that the lands 
ceded to the Cherokees by that treaty should, in no future time, 
without their consent, be included within the territorial limits 
or jurisdiction of any State or Territory. Iread from the United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 7, page 481: : 

Sore aea A 
theire —— — within the territorlal limits or jurisdiction of any 

tate or tory. 
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I also read in the same volume, page 368: 


Article XIV. The Creek country west of the Mississippi shall be solemnly 
guaranteed to the Creek Indians, nor shall any State or Territory ever have 
aright to pass laws for the government of such Indians. 


Tread from the fourth article of the treaty of August 7, 1856, 
United States Statutes, volume 11, page 700: 


The United States do hereby solemnly agree and bind themselves, that no 
State or Territory shall ever pass laws for the government of the Creek or 
Seminole tribes of Indians, and that no portion of either of the tracts of 
country defined in the first and second articles of this agreement shall ever 
be embraced or included within, or annexed to,any Territory or State, nor 
shall either, or any part of either, ever be erected into a Territory without 
the full and free consent of the legislative authority of the tribe owning the 
same. 


During the last Congress a law was enacted looking to nego- 
tiations with the five civilized tribes for the purpose of the ex- 
tinguishment of the national or tribal title to their lands, either 
by cession of all or a part thereof to the United States, or by 
the allotment of the same in severalty tothe Indians thereof, or 
by such other method as may be agreed upon, with a view to the 
ultimate creation of a State or States of the Union which shall 
embrace said lands. . 

The law upon this subject, which may be found in the Indian 
appropriation act approved March 3, 1893 (section 16), reads as 
follows: 

Sk. 16. The President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint three commissioners to enter into ne- 

‘otiations with the Cherokee Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw 
the Muscogee, or Creek, Nation, the Seminole Nation, for the pur- 
poss of the e hmentof the national or tribal title to any lands within 

t Territory now held by any and all such nations or tribes, either by ces- 
sion of the same or some part thereof to the United States, or by the allot- 
ment and division of the same in severalty among the Indians of such na- 
tions or tribes, respectively, as may be entitled to the same, or by such other 
method as may be agreed upon between the several nations and tribes afore- 
said, or each of them, with the United States, with a view to such an adjust- 
ment, upon the basis of justice and equity, as may, with the consent of such 
nations or tribes of Indians, so far as may be necessary, be requisite and 
suitable to enable the ultimate creation of a State or States of the Union 
which shall embrace the lands within said Indian Territory. 

The commissioners so appointed shall each receive a salary, to be paid 
during such time as they may be actually employed, under direction of the 
President, in the duties enjoined by this act, at the rate of $5,000 per annum, 
and shall also be paid their reasonable and proper expenses incurred in 
1 of the objects of this act, upon accounts therefor to be rendered 

and allowed by the Secretary of the Interior from time to time. That 
such commissioners shall have power toemploy asecretary, astenographer, 
and such interpreter or 1 as may be found necessary to the per- 
formance of their duties, and by order to fix their compensation, which 
be paid, upon the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, from time to 
time, with their reasonable and re expenses, upon accounts to be 
rendered as aforesaid; and may also employ, in like manner and with the 
like approval, a surveyor or other assistant or agent, which they shall cer- 
sy in writing to be necessary to the performance of any part of their 

uties. 


Such commissioners shall, under such regulations and directions as shall 
be prescribed by the President, throngh the Secretary of the Interior, enter 
upon negotiation with the several nations of Indians as aforesaid in the In- 
dian Territory, and shall endeavor to procure, first, such allotment of lands 
in severalty to the Indians belonging te each such nation, tribe, or band, 

tively, 8 be d upon as just and proper to provide for each 
such Indian a sufficient quantity of land for his or her needs, in such equal 
distribution and apportionmentas may be found just and suited to the cir- 
cumstances; for which p e. after the terms of such an agreement shall 
have been arrived at,the said commissioners shall cause the lands of any na- 
tion or tribe or band to be surveyed and the proper allotment to bed ted; 
and, secondly, to procure the cession, for such price and upon such terms 
as shall be agreed upon, of any lands not found necessary to be so allotted 
or divided, to the United States; andto make proper agreements for the 
investment or holding by the United States of such moneys as may be paid 
or agreed to be paid to such nation or tribes or bands, or to any of the In- 
dians thereof, for the extinguishment of their claims therein. 

But said commissioners shall, however, have power to negotiate any and 
all such agreements as, in view of all the circumstances affecting the su- 
ject, shall be found requisite and suitable to such an arrangement of the 
rights and interests and affairs of such nations, tribes, bands, or Indians, or 
any of them, to enable the ultimate creation of a Territory of the United 
States with a view to the admission of the same as a State in the Union. 

The commissioners shall at any time, or from time to time, report to the 
Secretary of the Interior their transactions and the progress of theirnegotia- 
tions, and shall at any time, or from time to time, if separate agreements 
shall be made by them with any nation, tribe, or band, in pursuance of the 
authority hereby conferred, report the same to the Secretary of the Interior 
for submission to Congress for its consideration and ratification. 

For the purposes aforesaid there is hereby bay Ty gg outofany moneys 
in the Treasury of the United States, the sum of 850, 000, to be immediate 


available, 
ovisions of this section nor the negotiations or agreements 


Neither the 
which may be had or made thereunder shall be held in any way to waive or 


impair any right of 3 which the Government of the United States 
has over or respecting said ian Territory or 88 thereof, or any 
other right of the Government relating to said Territory, its lands, or the 
people thereof. 

Approved March 3, 1893. 

The House is well aware that the President has appointed these 
three commissioners and that they are now negotiating with the 
five nations. Mr. FLYNN did not introduce his bill until Octo- 
ber 14, 1893, and I do not think it reached the committee until 
about October 20—less than two weeks prior to adjournment. 

The committee were at that time very busily occupied in con- 
sidering other bills, and I do not recollect that anyone ever ap- 

red before the committee with regard to the bill. I presumed 


r. FLYNN desired the bill to pass in the form that it was in- 
troduced, and I devoted myself to examining the matter and do- 


ing all I could to forward the wishes of those people and admit 
them into the Union. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is it not a fact that there is sufficient popu- 
lation in Oklahoma outside of those Indian tribes to entitle that 
Territory to statehood? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think so, reget are 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, whatis the objection toadmitting that 
part which is ready to come in? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. My colleague on the committee 
[Mr. SIMPSON]—and I am glad he is a member of our commit- 
tee will concede that the committee in all its actions has sought 
to consider the wishes of the Delegate and the people he Fep 
rans with regard to the admission of the respective Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Doss not the chairman of the committee 
know that that matter was up before the committee in the last 
Congress and that there is no possibility of getting the consent 
of those Indians to the admission of Oklahoma asa State? So 
that, if we postpone admission till the consent of the Indian 
tribes is obtained, this step will probably be postponed for 
twenty years to come. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman knows that 
within the last three weeks commissioners have been appointed 
by the President and sent out there, trying to negotiate with the 
Indians on this very subject. I do not think the gentleman is 
justified in his intimation that there is no possibility of success 
in this mission. 

Mr. REED. What sort of authority did this commissioner 

sess? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It was not a single commis- 
sioner. There are three commissioners, and they have the au- 
thority which was conferred upon them by a Congress of which 
the gentleman himself was a member. I think the RECORD will 
show that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] voted for the 
bill which created the commission and conferred the authority 
for the proposed negotiation. The act has been read to the 
House. I now ask that the bill be read by paragraphs. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
has been recognized. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I simply rise to protest against 
the line of eromen which has been pursued in the last few 
minutes, as well as to the questioning put by the gentleman from 
Colorado to the member of the Committee on the Territories who 
has charge of this bill, as to the probable future action of that 
committee. I want to say to the gentleman from Colorado and 
to the Committee of the Whole of this House, that with a clear 
and distinct Democratic majority on this side of the House, the 
precedents and the acts of the Fifty-first Congress will not be 
repeated by the Fifty-third Congress of the United States. [Ap- 
pan on the Democratic side.] No Territory will ba admitted 

to the Union as a State because of its political complexion. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We doubt it, seriously doubt it. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. HATCH. We will not shut out Oklahoma from a fair, 
honorable, and honest consideration of her claims to sisterhood 
oe) she has a Republican representative on this floor. [Ap- 
plause. i 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But will you admit it; that is the serious 
question? 

Mr. HATCH. You are asking a question now that you know 
is absolutely impertinent to this issue and unfair until we reach 
the consideration of the case and have all of the facts before us. 
ion MILLIKEN. It seems to me to be a very pertinent ques- 

on. 

Mr. HATCH. Not at all, You have no right to ask me or 
any other member on this floor how he will vote on the consid- 
eration of a proposition for the admission of Oklahoma; certainly 
not until her claim to sisterhood has been presented by a report 
of the committee made to the House and the facts laid before us 
in that way. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If my friend will allow a word just there. 
I will say that I would not have asked the questionif the gentle- 
man had not himself, in the opening of his speech, predicated the 
grounds on which he would vote. 

Mr. HATCH. No; the gentleman ismistaken. I did not lay 
any such predicate asthat, or state how I would vote, except to 
say that we would sustain the long and honorable record of the 
Democratic party. 

What I meant was that this House of Representatives, with its 
Democratic majority, would not settle and conclude this question 
from the standpoint of the Republican peny and the action 
taken by them always whenever they have been in power. 
We know that during the Fiftieth Congress, when the two Da- 
kotas, Washington, and Montana were admitted into the Union. 
an appeal was made to this House to include the Territories 
New Mexico, Arizona, and Utah, not because of their political 
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complexion, but because they presented as fair a case for admis- 
- sion as any State ever admitted into the Union since the origi- 
nal thirteen; and I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not 
now undertake, in his answer to the gentleman from Colorado, 
to state in advance or make any pledge that will be supposed to 
bind the consciences or the judgment of the majority in this 


House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to state that what 
I referred to was the feeling of the committee with reference to 
the matter as being favorable to the admissionof Oklahoma. I 
do not undertake to bind anybody. I simply stated it was my 
opinion that the members of the committee were favorable tothe 

sion of Oklahoma. That was, I think, the substance of my 
remark. 

Mr. HATCH. Do IJ understand from the remark made by the 
gentleman from Alabama that the committee hasalready passed 
on that question? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. The committee have not passed 
on it; but the gentleman knows that in the committee room, as 
a general thing, members discuss these matters amongst them- 
selves, and the impression conveyed is that they are favorable 
to the admission. 

Mr. HATCH. But J take it the committee, in their conversa- 
tions, will not undertake to bind themselves or this House when 
they come to a vote upon the proposition. I simply want it un- 
derstood, and clearly understood, that whatever is done in that 
regard is not to be considered as binding upon this House. We 
can not act until the facts are laid before us. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The remark I made in reply to 
the question was, in the presence of most if not all the members 
of the committee, and all apparently assented to it, and I think 
Iam correct. [Laughter.] ‘ 

A MEMBER. Is not Oklahoma all right?” 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not know whether Oklahoma is all right 
or not. I have not any report from the committee, and no evi- 
dence by which I can form an opinion or cast a vote as to 
whether she is ready, and ought to be admitted, or not. What 
I = against is the assumption that this shall be madea 
lobby, and that one of these Territories shall be tacked on to 

another. There is no lobbying about it. 

This Territory, New Mexico, has been, by all of the testimony 
that has been presented to this House for the past eight years, 
in full possession of all of the qualifications requisite for admis- 
sion into the Union, and it has been excluded heretofore simply 
because the Republicans have voted t it from a political 
standpoint. I do not intend that the gentleman from Alabama, 
or the gentleman from Colorado, for both of whom [havea high 

rsonal re „shall bind me by any pledge in advance as to 

w I shall vote on that Oklahoma question. 5 

I favor, Mr. Chairman, the admission of New Mexico because 
she oa to have been admitted years ago to statehood. When 
the O oma case comes before the House, I will make up my 
judgment and vote according to the information furnished by 
the committee in its report; and in that action shall be guided 
by my best judgment as to all of the facts in the case, and not by 
‘any question as to the political complexion of the Delegate from 
that Territory on this floor. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMPSON Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the Com- 
mittee on Territories in the last Congress, We hadanumber of 
delegations before that committee from what is now Oklahoma 
Territory, asking for statehood, and it was demonstrated beyond 
a doubt that there was no possibility of getting the consent of the 
Indian Nation to come in as a State; and the only way you will 

t Oklahoma admitted as a State is to admit her without the 

ve civilized Indian tribes. Atleast that is my belief. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Why did not you introduce a 
bill, then? 

Mr. SIMPSON. My belief is that such a course will meet 
with the approbation of the people of Oklahoma. She has suf- 
ficient population and wealth to-day, and I want the Democrats 

this House to prove their assertions are correct, that they 
have not advocated the admission of Utah, Arizona, and New 
Mexico on political grounds, but that they show that broad 
statesmanship which will admit the Territory of Oklahoma also, 
regardless of how her citizens will vote. 
r. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. SIMPSON] a question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Very well. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the gentleman has referred 

to the Cherokee Strip. Is the Cherokee Strip included in Okla- 


5 Mr. SIMPSON. It is now a part of the Territory of Okla- 
oma, 

Mr. BLAND.. Why not admit them both? 
Mr. SIMPSON. [Itis a part of the Territory of Oklahoma, 
which should be admitted as a State. 


Mr. BLAND. If you would introduce a bill for that, there 
would be a ood many of us who would vote for it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The bill will be introduced if the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories [Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] 
will pledge himself to-day to report it. [Cries of Ohl“ on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Is it usual to ask the chairman 
of the committee for such a pledge? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Tha is What we want. We want a guaranty 
from the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ask for a guaranty on the 
tariff, or something else. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This bill can wait until you re- 
port the Oklahoma bill. Iam in favor of admitting the Terri- 
tories, but I want them admitted on equal terms. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Wewantan understanding that the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma will be admitted as a State. That is what we 
want, and that is what we have got to have. 

In my mind, the Democrats should show that broader states- 
manship that lifts the party out of partisanship and shows that 
they are more desirousof making laws for the benefit of the 
ple than to secure party advantages. Besides, even if they 
should choose to movealong the lines which apparently give the 
most advantage to the party, it will not avail them to givestate- 
hood to New Mexico, which is populated by a race speaking an 
alien language, and ay statehood to Oklahoma, which is 
pled by the best blood of the American continent. Nor will it 
do for Republicans to raise objections to the admission of this 
Territory of New Mexico because they fear they might not vote 
the Republican ticket, nor will it do either to raise objections 
that they have not sufficient population or wealth. This is cer- 
tainly a new doctrine, that the possession of wealth should be 
the only claim for self-government. 

This is certainly anew doctrine in this Republic, . Thatis not 
the doctrine taught by the men whose blood and muscle made 
this a republic. I do not believe this doctrine reflects tle senti- 
ment of the people of New England to-day any more than it did 
in 1776. But let me say to those timid souls who can see no value 
in any proposition without it has the clink of coin and the ac- 
cumulation of wealth behind it, let me say to them to have no 
fear on that score; there will be in the near future both wealth 
and population in this Territory. The forces that are at work 
will furnish both. The same causes that have driven man from 
the place where he first saw the light of the world are yet at 
work, and will push him on to the end. 

It is said by scientists thit ages and ages ago there was a 
je pen climate in the northern regions. and that man, along 
with animals that only live and thrivein the temperate and 
ical climate, lived and inhabited that part of the eurth. But 
there comes a change. Suddenly down from the northern re- 
gions came the biting blasts of Arctic winter, and the air, so to 
speak, was frozen into ice. Glaciers formed and moved over the 
earth tothe south. Before this irresistible force man was driven 
to leave his former home and haunts, to find new 8 
to supply his wants. From central and western Europe, Scot- 
land, Scandinavia, Switzerland, and France they were driven 
forth to seek new habitations. But though the heat of the sun 
has long since melted the ice, and the grass is E bera and the 
harvests ripen where once was nothing but eternal winter, there 
is yet a powerful force that is ever pushing the human race on- 
ward to find new and unoccupied countries; not, however, on the 
same lines, but along the temperate zone, from east to west, they 
are being driven by another resistless power. 

Since prehistoric times populations have moved steadily 
westward, as De Tocqueville said, “as if driven by the hand of 
God.” But it was customiry in times gone by to lay all the 
blame on God for the misfortune of man; but a higher civiliza- 
tion has taught us that nearly all the ills he suffers are attribu- 
table to his own ignorance of the laws of God. 

This force, that makes him, like the ‘‘ Wandering Jew,” ever 
to be condemned to move onward, is generated by himself. 
It is the outgrowth of a bad system of land tenure, which allows 
one human being to hold such portions of the earth out of use 
and deny his fellow- man access to this great storehouse of wealth. 

Land monopoly, that has resulted in depriving manof the right 
to live upon land, his only home, has had the effect to push him 
from one end of the globe to the other, and in his flight he has 
been pushed forward with a steady and resistlessforce, asdid the 
glaciers push him from north to south, and his course has been 
marked by changes upon the earth’s surface almost as great as 
was that rde by the course of the mountains of ice. 

From India, Persia, Greece, Italy, Germany, France, Spain, 
Great Britain, and then to this t West, on from Plymouth 
Rock and Jamestown to the Golden Gate, like the star in the 


east which guided the three kings with their treasures west- 
ward until at length it stood still over the cradle of the young 


1893. 
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Christ, so the star of empire, rising in the East, has ever moved 
onward, until at last it has rested over what, to my mind, is the 
treasure-house of the world. I will insert as part of my re- 
marks an extract from a little book entitled Our Country,” 
by Josiah Strong, D. D., which sets forth the resources of the 
great West. He says: 


Of the twenty-two Statesand Territories west of the Miss only three 
are as small as all New England, Montana would stretch from Boston on 
the east to Cleveland on the west, and extend far enough south to include 
Richmond, Va. Idaho, if laid down in the East, would touch Toronto, Can- 
ada, on the north an l Raleizh, N. C., onthesouth, while its southern bound- 
ary line is long enough tostretch from Washington City to Columbus. Ohio; 
and California, if on our Atlantic seaboard, would extend from the southern 
line of Massachusetts to the lower part of South Carolina; or, in Europe, it 
would extend from London across France and well into S New Mexico 
is larger than the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Thegreat 
measurement of Texas is nearly equal to the distance from New Orleans to 
Chicago, or from Chicago to Boston. 

Lay Texas on the face of Europe, and this giant, with his head resting on 
the mountains of Norway (directly east of the Orkney Islands), with one 
palm covering London, the other Warsaw, would stretch himself down 
across the kingdom of Denmark. across the empires of Germany and Aus- 
tria. across Northern Italy, and lave his feet in the Mediterranean. 

Dakota might be carved intoa half dozen kingdoms of Greece; or, if it 
were divided into twenty-six equal countries we might lay down the two king- 
doms of Judah and Israel in each. 

Place the 50,000,000 inhabitants of the United States in 1880 all in Texas, 
and the population would not be as dense as that of Germany. Put them in 
Dakota, and the population would not be as dense as that of England and 
Wales, Place them in New Mexico. and the density of population would not 
be as great as that of Belgium. Those 50,000,000 might all be comfortably 
sustained in Texas. After allowing say 50,000 square miles for desert,“ 
Texas could have produced all our food crops in 1879, grown, as we have 
seen, on 164.215 square miles of land; could have raised the world’s su iy of 


cotton, 12,000,000 atone baleto the acre, on 19,000 square miles, 
have Aae reana for a cattle range a territory larger than the State of 
New Yor! 


Accounting all of Minnesota and Louisiana west ofthe Mississippi, for con- 
venience, we have, according tothe census of 1880, 2,115,185 square miles in 
the West and 851.865 in the Fast. That 18. for every acre east of the Missis- 
sippi we have nearly two and half west of it. But what of the ‘Great Amer- 
ican Dese: eee the map a lon ago? 
It is no and elusive; it recedes before advancing ci tion like the 
Indian and buffalo which onceroamedit. There are extensive regions, which, 
because of rocks or lava beds or alkali, or altitude, or lack of rain, are unfit 
for the plow, but they afford much of the finest inthe world, 
7 0 ae 1 aes 2 4 = normana: Useless 

tho muc e aggregate, is far less commonly supposed 

and in an ad with „ lands is almost insignificant. 
ountains, though once the home of the 
contains very little useless land. We have 


Great American Desert,“ really 
all heard of the Bad Lands of Dakota; but they comprise only about 
75,000 acres out of 94,528,000 in the territory, and even these 1 are an ex- 


cellent stock range. 

Mr. E. V. Smalley says: 

“Cattle come ont of the Bad Lands in the spring as fatas though they had 
been stall-fed all winter.“ 

The United States surveyor-general 8 

The proportion of waste land in the (Dakota), owing to the ab- 
sence of swamps, mountain overflowed and sandy tracts, is less than 
in any other State or Territory in the Union.” 

There are 20,000 square miles of “bad lands“ in Northwestern Nebraska 
richin wonderful fossils but economically worthless. It is often said that 
the Kansas lands near the Colorado border are alkaline; but Prof. Mudge. 
State geologist, says that. in fifteen years ot exploration, he has found but two 
springscon alkalies, and has never seen 10 acres of land in one = 
which has been injured by it. There is probably a little waste land in Kan- 
Sas asin Ilinois, The Staked Plain” of Texas is sometimes spoken of as 
a desert; but a Texan writer, who has lived there for years, says of it: 
“While it is true that this vast territory which we are deseribing is mainly 
a grazing country, it is also true that it abounds in fertile valleys and rich 
FFF as any in 
the nation.” at portion of the Staked Plain ” which is mountainous is 
rich in minerals. 

Driven from the pes east of the Rocky Mountains the Great American 
Desert seems to haye become a fugitive and vagabond on the face of the 
earth. It was located for a time by the map-makers in Utah, but being = 
secuted there, it fled to Arizona and Nevada. Ido not mean to imply 
there are no waste lands in Utah. Portions of the Territory are as worth- 
less as some of its people. There are some deserts, one west of the Great 
Salt Lake, which contains several thousand square miles; but thesurveyor- 
general of the Territory says: 

“Notwithstanding the opinion of many who deem our lands arid, desert, 
and worthless,’ these same lands under proper tillage uce 40 to 50 bush- 
els of wheat, 70 to 80 bushels of oats and barley, from 200 to 400 bushels of po- 
tatoes to the acre, and fruits and vegetables equal to any other State or 
Territory in quantity and quality.” 

There are vast tracts which can not be irrigated. but it has been discov- 
ered that by deep plowing these same lands, without artificial moisture, can 
be made to produce bountifully. The culture of these h lands was, the 
past year, thoroughly successful. Arizona has been considered a waste, and 
undoubtedly much land there is arid; but, on the other hand, there is much 
also which is wealth producing. Gen. J.C. Fremont, who as governor of 
the Territory for several years, exceptional facilities for infor- 
mation, in his official report in 1878. said: So far as my present knowledge 
poes O GEART AOA TODDI AEDO sie an area equal to that of 

tate of New Vork.“ And a writer in Harper's Magazine for March, 

1883, says: “It is estimated by competent autho: that, with irrigation, 37 
r cent can be redeemed for agriculture, and E 
it is that when the Spaniards first visited territory in 1526, they 

found ruins of cities and canals, whick indicated that it was once 
ee ee ee y 

There is more barren land in Nevada than in any other State or Territory 
of the West. ADe PORE SEDA R Ia DOE ong rey woe pce es 
ral. Nevertheless the surveyor-general of the State says: In our 

cereals and all vegetables flourish in 


one of the 


great stock- States of the Union. A good authori! that 
eventually one- of the State can e. s 
The area in which occur, here and there, most of the worthless lands of 


the West, is pyramidal in shape, the base extending along the Mexican line 


the well-set 
Territory. Kvenonthetops of the Rocky Mountains there is good pasturage; 
eyi mt end d Oreffie 


and the ranges ot the Cabinet and ur d’Alene Mountains is more valua- 
ble than an equal extent of arable land. 

Comparatively little of the Rocky Mountain region has been surveyed. In 
the absence of exact knowledge, therefore, we must rely on the estimates of 
survey or-generals, governors. and others who have had opportunities to form 
intelligent opinions concerning the available lands of the West. In some 
cases official reports of surveys have afforded accurate information; butin 
most it has been necessary to rely on estimates which pretend to be only ap- 
proximately correct. I believe they are temperate, and will prove to be 
rather under than over the truth. According to these estimates the ae 
west of the Mississippi embraces 785.000 square miles of arable lands, 000 
square miles which are useless, except so far as they are mineral lands. In 
weighing these figures several co erations should be borne in mind. 

1, Generally speaking, those best acquainted with the West make the larg- 
“2 Land often appears Wo nieas which experiment proves to be fertile. 

2. often a worthless whi t proves to 
For instance, the Great Columbia Plains“ of Eastern Washington. The 
soil, which varies from 1 foot to 20 feet in depth. is. except in the bottom lands, 
a very light colored loam, containing an unusually large percentage of alka- 
lies and xed acids. A few years ago, sowing wheat on that soil would have 
been deemed meet My away. but the experiment resulted in a revelation, - 
viz. that these 14,000.000 acres of peculiar soil are probably the best wheat 
fields in all the world. Other illustrations equally striking might be given. 
Rev. A. Blanchard, home onary superintendent for East Wyomingand 
Colorado, writes: Nothing is more ng than the material for sup- 
porting a population which continues to be developed in all this region of 
mountain and plain; a region which, twenty years ago, was considered an 
inhospitable desert, capable of supporting nothing but Indians.” 

3. Barren islands are eften rendered fruitful. ater is all that is needed 
to make most of our western “deserts” blossom as the rose. In 1842 twelve 
artesian wells were sunk in Tulare County, Cal., with astonishing results. 
They were found to flow from 2,000,000 to 18.000. 000 gallons daily; and where 
once were barren plains the fields are a succession of vineyards, orchards, 
and wheat flelds. Since then m of these wells have been sunk in Ari- 
zona, Nevada, New Mexico, and orado, Moreover, the rainfall seems 
to be increasing with the cultivation of the soil. It is also worthy of note 
that what rain there isusually falls in those months when it is most needed, 
and that there is little or none during harvest. 

Oftentimes all that a sterile soil needs is treatment with some mineral 
which nature has deposited near by. 

4. The arable lands in the Rocky Mountains are mainly in valleys which, 
like basins, have gathered detritus of the mountains forages. The scil is 
therefore vi deep and strong. yielding much more than the same area in 
the East; and in the Southwest two crops a year from the same soil are very 
con so that this land is equal to twice or three times the same area in 


e t. 

5. The above estimate of arable lands in the West does not include the tim- 
ber lands. a large proportion of which is of the finest quality. Of the 260,000 

uare miles of timber, 45.000 are in Texas. 26,000 in er 25. 

esota. Nearly one-half of the whole is in the Mississippi Valley, and a 
good deal of the remainder is on fine soil,so that it is reasonabie to infer 
that 1,000,000 square miles or more of this timber land would be arable if 
cleared, Moreover, much of the 645,000 square miles of grazing land will 
prove to be arable. W lore expect the arable lands of the West 
ultimately to reach 900.000 square miles and perhaps 1,000.000. 

6. A considerable portion of the 851.865 square miles east of the Mississi 
Is not arable. In New England. New York, aud Pennsylvania there are 94, 

1 5 miles of unimproved lands. 

tis a fair inference that in the old States, where land has l been in de- 
mand, so much would not remain unimproved unless generally pable of 
a Thronghout the many mountain ranges of the entire Appa- 
lac system there is much waste land and more that is not arable. In the 
absence of any exact data it would seem from the facts just given that there 
must be not less than 50,000 or €0,000 square miles of waste land east of the 
gre and twice as much that is not fit for the plow. 

This reduces the arable lands of the East to about 700,000 square miles as 
against 785,000 in the West, with the probabie eventual addition to the lat- 
ter of 100,000 or 200,000 more. For Srey axe in the East, bad as well as 
good, there is another in the West capable of producing food; and in addi- 
tion, a timber area as vast as all New England, New York, Pennsy! 


vania, 
West V. Ohio, and Indiana, And this, be it remembered. does not 
include the fieent timber lands of Alaska, which William H. Seward 
said would one day make that the ship-yard of the world. Andin 


addition to all this, the West has gra: lands 50,000 square miles broader 
than the total area of all the States east of the Mississippi, not above 
enumera‘ed. In i880 there were in the West 61,211,000 head of live stock; and 
those vast plains are capable of sustaining several times that number. The 
West. therefore, has I. C, O square miles of useful lands against $00,000 in 
the East—more than twice as much. 
Nor have we finished our inventory of western wealth. Its mineral re- 
sources are simply inexhaustible. The precious metals have been found in 
most of the States and Territories of our Western Empire. From the dis- 
covery of gold to June 30, 1881, California has produced 81.170.000. 000 of that 
metal, The annual product is now from eighteen to twenty-five millions. 
From 1863 to 1880 Idaho produced $90,000.000 of gold and silver, and Montana 
from 1861 to 1879 not less than #162,000.000. Intwenty years Nevada produced 
$448.545,000 of the precious metals. The production of Colorado d the 
twenty-four years preceding 1888 was #167,000,000. Her output for | was 
$27,000,000. In . power a single rich mine represents a t 
area of arabie land. For instance the Comstock Lode, in 1887, produced: 


thode few square rods on the surface in Nevada were as large as e corn- 
fields of New England, New York, Pennsyivania, Mic Ww: and 
Minnesota collectively. Rocky Mountain wealth, thousands of 


ble ulation. To-day easy makes regions populous and 
wi which once were uninhabitable: Even ifa blade of grass could not 
be to grow in all the Rocky Mountain States. that region could sus- 
tain 100,000,000 souis, provided it has sufficient mineral wealth to exchange 
for the produce of the Mississippi Valley. Quartz mines have been known 
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in the Rockies for years, which could not be worked without heavy ma- 


chinery. 
The ner chambers of God's great granite safes, where the silver and gola 
have been stored for to enrich this generation, are fastened with e 
locks set for the advent of the railway. The projection of railway systems 
into the mountains will rapidly develop these mines. For the year endin 


May 31, 1880, the United States produced 55 tons 724 pounds (avoirdupois) o 
gold, and 1,09) tons 398 pounds of silver. These huge be better 
ary car- 


per DADs, by considering that the gold sh inte five 
oads, while a of one hundred and nine freight cars of the usual capac- 
lity would be required ta transport the silver. 

t the precious metals constitute only a small part of the mineral wealth 
ofthe West. An eminent metallurgist and scientist has recently estimate! 
the entire mineral 8 of the region west of the pena ag for the 
year 1880, as worth 81,000, 000,000, and has given the items on which his esti- 
mate is based.“ This sum is equal to the value of five-elevenths of all our 
agricultural products of the same year. The West has upwards of 200,000 
square miles of coal measure, thirty-eight times the area of all the coal 
fields of Great Britain. Exce esota, coal has been found in every 
State and Territory west of the Mississippi. And not one is without iron. 
California has superior ores. The iron of Oregon is equal to the very best 
Swedish and Russian metal. Wyoming has immense deposits. 

The supply of Utah is enormous. It is found in some form in every county 
of Missouri. Iron Mountain and Pilot Knob are estimated to contain 500,- 
000,000 tons of the finest ore. There are 
ably Ly lapel pc tered and quality to any d its in the world. Lead is 
found in all the States and tories of the West, except Minnesota, Ne- 
braska, and the Indian Territory. In many of them the ores are rich and 
abundant. The 3 area in Missouri is over 5,000 square miles. 
The product of that State in 1887 was over 63,000,000 pounds. Nebraska and 
Kansas alone are without copper. Rich ores and native metal abound in 
what seem inexhaustible quantities. The deposits of salt are without com- 
putation. Besides salt springs and lakes which great quantities, there 
are beds of unknown depth covering th of acres. Sulphur also is 
ex ly abundant. 

In Idaho there isa mountain which is 85 per cent pure sulphur. A deposit 
in Louisiana, Gr tear r pure, is 112 feet thick. Nevada has borax enough to 
supply mankind. In oming there are lakes in which the deposits of sul- 

te of soda are from 10 to 15 feet in thickness, and almostchemically pure. 
ypsum a Texas has the largest deposits known in the world; 
“enough to supply the uriverse for centuries.” The Colorado River of 
Texas cuts its way through mountains of solid marble. In many parts of 
the R Mountains there are the finest building stones, ite, sand- 
stone, and marble, of all possible colors and shades, without end. It would 
be tiresome amply to enumerate the valuable minerals which swell the un- 
developed wealth of the West. 

If recent reports are correct, it is not denied even tin, the world's supply 
of which has hitherto been so limi Inconsiderable deposits have n 
found in several States and Territories; but Prof. Bailey, United States 
Geologist for Montana, states that in the 3 —— of Harneys Peak, he has 
found tin-bearing rock that can be quarried from the surface, that there are 
veins measuring more than 50 feet in width, which will average much bet- 
ter than those in Cornwall. He declares that there is enough to supply the 
world, and says that it is impossible to imagine this great body of ore ever 
being exhausted. If these statements are correct, the discovery is one of 
the most important of the 3 

The unrivaled resources of the West, together with the unequaled enter- 
prise of her citizens are a sure prophecy of superior wealth. ready have 
some of these young States outstrip’ older States of the East, as is seen 
by the following statement of wealth per caput according to the assessed 
valuation of property in 1880: 


great masses of iron in Texas, prob- 


The West is destined to surpass 8 stock- raising, 
eventually, in manufacturing. Al y 
mate, which Montesquieu declares ‘is the most powerf 
gives guaranty alone of future development.” 

Every advantage seems to be hers save only greater 8 to Europe, 
and if the East co: European commerce, the Golden Gate opens upon 
Asia, as yet to receive— 

“The Wealth of Ormus and of Ind,” 

and send her argosies to all the ports of the broad Pacific. Beyond a 
peradventure, the West is to dominate the East. With more than twice the 
room and resources of the East, the West will have probably twice the pop- 
ulation and wealth of the East, together with the superior power and infiu- 
ence Which, under proper government, accom them. The West will 
elect the Executive and control legislation. en the center of population 
crosses the Mississippi, the West will have a majority in the Lower House, 
and sooner or later the partition of her great Territories, and probably some 
of the States, will give to the West the control of the Senate. When Texas 
is as densely peopled as New England, it is hardly to be supposed her mil- 
lions will be content to see the 62,000 square miles east of the Hudson send 
twelve Senators to the seat of Government, while her territory of 252,000 
sends only two. 

The West will direct the policy of the Government, and by virtue of her 
preponderating poise and influence will determine our national char- 
acter, and therefore destiny. 


That we are to have another movement of the masses out to 
the unoccupied land is as certain as the rising and ebbing of 
the tide. For more than fifteen years there has been a steady 
flow of population to the cities. d 3 ris y tis 

nt of all other monopoly, has robbe e people of the 
Pealth and concentrated itin The hands of the few. 
. They have built cities, railroads, canals, all the magnificent 
palaces, yet they find themselves homeless and in a condition to 
perish, amidst plenty and abundance. They starve in the 
shadow of the storehouses bursting with plenty, and so it fol- 
lows that the tide that flows to the cities until the population is 
out of all proportion as distributing points for the agricultural 
community, it must again flow out to the rural districts. Man 


mining, and 
appears the superiority of her elt: 
of all empires, and 


naturally likes the society of his fellow-man, and it is only under 
the strongest pressure of poverty that he is driven out 
new country. 


to the 


Let me here insert one of the speeches made in Chicago 
recently before the Trade Assembly Convention in that city. 
Listen to the 3 the poor of Chicago, which is but a type 
of every large city in the country: 

We would wish to bid you welcome to city, but the truth 
not justify the assertion. $ Things are herons! they ¢ — Dat not e should 
be. We bid you welcome in the name of a hundred monopolists and o! fifty 
thousand wamps; here, where Mammon holds high carnival in palaces, 
while mothers are heartbroken, children are starving, and men are 100 
in vain for work. We bid you welcome in the name of a hunired thous: 
idle men; in the name of those edifices dedicated to the glory of God, but 
whose doors are closed at night to the starving and the poor; in the name of 
the ministers who fatten from the vineyards of God, forgetting that God's 
children are hungry and have no place to lay their heads; in the name of 
the pillars of the swea system, of the millionaires and deacons whose 
souls are endangered by their appetite for gold; in the name of the wage- 
workers who sweat blood which is coined into golden ducats; in the names 
at 2 ere aer ums and poorhouses packed by people crazed by care in 

We will show you exhibits of Chicago that were not shown at the Fair 
grounds, of her greatness and her weakness. To-night we will show you 
hundreds of men lying on the a te stone in the corridors of this very 
building—no home, no food—men able and willing to work, but for whom 
there is none. It is time for alarm—alarm for the continuation of a Goy- 
ernment whose sovereign States are delivered to_railway magnates, coal 
barons, and ators; alarm for the continuation of a Federal Govern- 
ment whose financial policies are manufactured in Wall street at the dicta- 
tion of the money barons of Europe. We expect you to take measures to 
utilize the franchise and to hurl from power the unfaithful servants of the 
people who are responsible for existing conditions. 

Now, one of the most potent causes of these conditions is ex- 
plained in the following extract clipped from a Chicago paper: 

The present site of Chicago was sold by the Indians for 3 cents an acre. 

the most valuable corner lot in the business part of the city as acri- 
terion, the value has increased 130,000,000 per cent. In 1830, when there were 
50 people scattered around Fort Dearborn, a quarter of an acre of land in 
what is known as the “ heart of Chicago” could have been purchased for 820. 
In the past sixty-three years there were only two years in which the city did 
not show an increase in population over the previous year. But there were 
thirteen years during thattime when this quarter of an acre of land showed 
a decrease in value, according to the real-estateappraisement. The greatest 
increase per cent recorded was in 1835, when it rose in value 400 per cent over 
the value of the previous year. With our latest knowledge of real-estate 
“booms "’ it is easy to picture the vision the owner must have had of the fu- 
ture glory of Chicago when he raised the price of his corner lot from #200 in 
8 $5,000 in 1835. To-day the lot is assessed at $1,200,000.—Real Estate Re- 

The only outlet, the only open road to safety, lies through im- 
migration to those new Territories where they can find unoccu- 
pied land, and let us hope that they will be the happy homes 
of millions of people; and let us also hope that, like the heat 
and light of the sun that melted the frozen ice in the paolo 
the sunlight of reason and brotherly love will so soften an 
civilize man that he will not then deprive his fellow-man of the 
right to live upon the land, and that the earth belongs to the 
children of men and should be held for theiruse. And as the 
means to secure this end, let us give them the right to govern 
themselves, through their admission as States into the Federal 
Union; and then under the glorious old flag, with its forty-eight 
stars, we will march forward and make a permanent and abi 
home for mankind. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask whether the mem- 
bersof the committee are to barter away the rights of the peo- 
pe in one section, as a benefit to those of another? I want to 

ow what we are discussing. I understood we were discussi 

the question of the admission of New Mexico into thesisterh 

of States. I find that a portion of the members of this House on 
my right want to drive a bargain, to find out whether we will do 
something else in consideration of their performing a duty pre- 
sented to them to act upon: I say now, with the highest estimate 
of the character and ability of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
SIMPSON], that he had no right to ask the question which he 
asked of the chairman of the Committee on Territories [Mr. 
WHEELER of Alabama], and the chairman of thatcommittee had 
no right to answer it, if I know anything about parliamentary 
law. It looks in the direction of a bargain: “If you will do some- 
thing for me I will do something for you.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like tostate to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. DUNN] that this bill for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico passed the House at the last session by a 
vote of 177 to 3, and I expect the bill to pass again by nearly the 
same vote. Everything said upon this subject has been in the 
presence of the gentleman. No bargain has been proposed, and 
the facts certainly show that no bargain is necessary to insure 
the passage of this bill; and if it was, I can assure the gentleman 
that I would not be a party to any such bargain. 

Mr. DUNN. Ihave the highest regard for the gentleman. I 
know something about his record in the late troublesome times 
through which this 8 pomen. His courage is undoubted. 
His wisdom may be assail matters of thiskind. Neither he 
nor any other man has a right to pledge a bargain that his com- 
mittee or any other committee will admit a State into the Union 
in consideration of votes given for the admission of New Mexico. 
I say we are right in asking for admission of New Mexico, or we 
are wrong. If we are wrong let gentlemen voteagainst thatad 
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mission, but do not let them force a bargain that we will do 
wrong for you if you will do wrong for us.” 

What is the condition of Oklahoma Territory? We do not 
know anything more about it than the man in the moon. It is 
in a chaotic condition. It is represented here on this floor, it 
is true, but it is composed of a mixed population, who do not 
know each other yet, nor where they came from, nor to whom 
they belong. An effort is being made here to force a bargain 
that before we admit a settled Territory which has long had an 
organized government, which has been for years knocking for 
admission, that before that Territory is admitted as a State, a 
bargain must be made with us, the small end of nothing whit- 
tled down sharp, the wind instrument of the politics of this 
country, that you must guarantee us that you will admit Okla- 
homa.’ 

Iam sorry that I have had to say this much. I have said it 
alter I have seen a chaotic mass gathering before the House, 
and bargaining away, as it were, the rights of the people. I 
hope we will proceed with the discussion of the admission of 
New Mexico; and there are enough Democrats here, all honest, 
and Democrats ought all to be honest if they are not, to deal 
with that question and leave out these people who are trying to 
make a bargain with us. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the 
committee fora very few minutes, to explain the condition of 
New Mexico and her right of admission into the Union at this 


Idesire to state, at the beginning, that the Delegate from New 
Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH], is detained from attending by reason of 
severe illness. He has been diligent for many years in serving 
her people on this floor, in urging the admission of New Mexico 
into the Union; and no man has ever served his constituents 
more faithfully in that respect than has the Delegate from New 
Mexico. I have received a telegram from him stating his ina- 
ability, on account of sickness, to be here; and in his behalf I 
ask this committee to consider this bill now and do justice to 
New Mexico and her people. 

In the Forty-third Congress, which was Republican in both 
branches, a bill passed both Houses, by large majorities, admit- 
ting New Mexico and Colorado into the Union; but the same 
bill did not pass both Houses. In the House of Representatives, 
in the closing hours of the Forty-third Congress, there was a 
general agreement among the members, upon both sides of the 
question of politics, that both these Territories should then be 
admitted into the Union. A motion to suspend the rules and 
admit Colorado into the Union wascarried by three or four more 
than the two-third vote required to suspend the rules. A simi- 
lar motion was immediately made in regard to New Mexico: and, 
notwithstanding that House was nearly two-thirds Republican, 
that motion only failed by two or three votes of the necessary 
two-thirds to give recognition to New Mexico at that time. 

It was then believed by everybody, or nearly everybody in 
Congress, that those two States should come into the Union to- 
getherin 1876; and Congress at that time, although both branches 
were Republican, had done everything it seemed possible to fur- 
ther the admission of New Mexico, the bill oie passed both 
Houses by a large majority, and nearly every Republican on that 
side of the House at that time voting in favor of New Mexico 
coming into the Union. But owing to the necessities of the 
closing hours of the session, when it required a two-thirds vote 
to pass it under a suspension of the rules, it failed. 

In the Fiftieth Congressa bill was passed by a large majority 
in favor of the admission of New Mexico into the Union. The 
Senate rejected New Mexico. A conference committee was 
called, and that conference committee was instructed by a vote 
of this House, on the motion of the gentleman from New York 
set Cox], to eliminate New Mexico from the bill and although 

ut few Democrats voted for the measure all the Republicans at 
that time voted to eliminate New Mexico from that bill. We 
believed then that New Mexico was entitled to be admitted into 
the Union, and after the House had instructed the conference 
committee, the committee promptly obeyed the instruction and 
brought in a bill admitting the two Dakotas, Washington, and 
Montana, and that Democratic House passed the bill in the clos- 
ing hours of the session, and it was signed by Mr. Cleveland be- 
fore the expiration of his term. 

The Fifty-first Congress, which was Republican in both 
branches, admitted the States of Wyoming and Idaho into the 
Union, neither of which States has one-half of he population 
that New Mexico has to-day and had at that time. On thisside 
we voted against the admission of those two States, for the rea- 
son that we believed that Arizona and New Mexico were equall 
entitled to admission, and desired that the four should be ad- 
mitted instead of the two. 

Mr. REED. That was making a bargain—that was proposing 
a bargain—— 
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Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

8 REED. That has been reprobated by the gentleman in 
the rear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was nota bargain. We offered no bar- 

ain, but we plead for justice; and justice was denied those two 
Territories. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
to ssk him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, we plead again for justice; we plead 
for justice which has long been delayed New Mexico. Wehave 
already admitted Arizona, and we ask that that justice be done 
New Mexico before the House adjourns. Let us admit New 
Mexico now into the Union, and do that which we should have 
done twenty years ago. [Applause.] [Cries of Vote!“ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, like the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. DUNN], I cin not see how the granting of 
the demand of New Mexico for admission to the Union should 
depend on what the Committee on the Territories may promise 
to do for Oklahoma. This certainly is not the time to discuss 
the claims of Oklahoma to statehood. In the last Congress it 
was clearly developed, and it has been still more clearly devel- 
oped in this Congress iy those acquainted with the condition 
of affairs in Oklahoma, that that Territory is not yet ready for 
statehood. The question does not depend on whether her people 
may vote the Republican or may vote the Democratic ticket. 
We really have no idea how they will vote, as they have had no 
opportunity to express themselves at the ballot box. Since the 
opening of the Cherokee Outlet aud the large increase of popu- 
lation the Territory of Oklahoma is to-day practically unformed. 

There is no telling as yet what new additions m y be made to 
her Territory. I let no man surpass me in my admiration of the 
pluck and energy of the brave men who have taken possession of 
Oklahoma. They are a fine type of the manhood of nearly all 
the Southern and Western States, and when theyand their Ter- 
ritory are ready for admission I will fight their battle with all 
my might. We must or should settle the qaran as to whether 
the In Territory is to become a part of Oklahoma before we 
consider the question of admission. To do that intelligently will 
require an alteration of the existing treaties with the five civi- 
lized tribes. I think that the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
ought to be combined and brought into the Union as one State. 
Taken together they will make one of the richest, most fertile, 
and desirable of all the Southwestern States. Indeed, taken sep- 
arately, either in time will make a good State. We can not, as 
matters now stand, compel the five tribes to abandon their 
tribal relations, take their landsin severalty, and accept citizen- 
ship in the United States. I believe all that will be accom- 
plished, however, in a reasonable time. I am willing to grant 
that, if reports be true, there is a sufficient population in Okla- 
homa to constitute a State and to be entitled to a Representative 
on this floor at the present ratio. Something else ides 
ulation is necessary for statehood. You must have sufficient 
taxable property to support the burden of State government. 

There is not, I venture to say, one farm in five in Oklahoma 
to-day to which the occupant has a valid title that would sub- 
ject his holding to taxation. There is nothing on which to base 
a State government as zot except the people who have gone 
there. There is no taxable property except town lots, railroads, 
and some personalty, so that they would be unable to bear the 
burden of statehood were you to put it upon them. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the amount of taxa- 
bi of New Mexico? 

r. WASHINGTON. It is over $60,000,000. 
a Mr. WILSON of Washington. The report says forty-five mil- 
ons. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about that. b 

Mr. BRETZ. 11 millions. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentleman from Indiana says 
sixty millions. My impression was that it was about àa hundred 
millions. As to population, New Mexico had by the last cen- 
sus nearly a hundred and sixty thousand people. She was con- 
sidered ripe for admission as far back as 1876, and, as the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has stated, a bill was passed 
by this House admitting her, and a bill admitting her should 
have been considered in the Fifty-first Congress, when the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and myself stood up in the 
Committee on Territories and foughtin season and out of sea- 
son in favor of her admission. With a population of over a hun- 
dred and fifty thousand at that time she was set aside, while 
Idaho and Wyoming, with not more than half the population 
and wealth, were brought in and “railroaded” through this 
House because it was thought that they would give the Repub- 
licans four more Senators and two Representatives on this floor. 

The Committee on Territories of the Fi(ty-first Congress posi- 
tively refused to consider the bills for the admission of Arizona 
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and New Mexico, and the only reason was Sey e one, that 
Arizona and New Mexico then had Democratic Delegates on this 
floor. Now, to-day, I say as a Democrat, that we will do justice 
by every Territory that is fit and ready for admission, 

Another reason that is urged in some quarters emon the ad- 
mission of New Mexico is that her population is a Catholic popu- 
lation, some are pleased to call ita foreign population, because 
many of the people are of Spanish descent and still speak that 
language. Lask in the name of high Heaven, how many years 
is a man required to be a resident of this country before he can 
acquire citizenship? The people of New Mexico who are of 
Spanish or Mexican origin are just as much citizens of the United 
States to-day as are the poopie of Kansas, or of Iowa, or of Ne- 
braska, who have come to those States within the last eight or 
ten years from various countries in Europe; nay, they are more 
s0, because {bora ed all the people of New Mexico of Mexican 
or Spanish descent were born in that Territory. All of them 
under 40 years of age were born citizens of the United States, 
all Who were residents at the time the Territory was acquired 
were guaranteed citizenship by the treaty itself. 

Mr. of Missouri. [want to ask the gentleman whether 
there has been any insinuation or charge made that New Mexico 
should ba rej ected from statehood, except in the report of the 
Republican majority of the Committee on Territories in the 
Fifty-first Congress? > 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In the Fifty-first Congress the Repub- 
lican majority made no report on New Mexico. They refused 
to consider the bill in committee even. If my memory serves 
me correctly, the Republican minority of the Committee on the 
Territories made a report in the Fiftieth Congress against the 
admission of New Mexico. I think Mr. Warner, from the gen- 
tleman's own State of Missouri, made that adverse report, 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. They refused to admit those people 
on the ground of their ‘worshiping crosses and idols.” 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In the Fifty-first CongressI know that 
in the committee such reasons were urged against the admission 
of New Mexico. And now, Mr. Chairman, as we have had so 
much said on the question of the peculiar faith or mode of wor- 
ship or belief of the people of Utah whoare called Mormons, and 
as so much has been said at other times in regard to the faith 
and religious practices of the people of New Mexico who belong 
to the Roman Catholic Church, I want to know whether a man's 
religion is to bə made a test of his fitness for citizenship in this 
Union? If so, let it be stated here and now, and let it go forth 
to the world. If religion is to be also a ty test, let it be so 
declared here and now. With her delightful climate, her im- 
meuse and as yet almost undeveloped mineral'resources, with 
her fertile agricultural lands—sufficient in area and productive 
8 to maintain 3 of more than 2,000, ple 
New Mexico only awaits the coming of statehood to put her in 
the front rank in the sisterhood of younger States. She is not 
lacking in schools and colleges. Her people are intelligent, in- 
dustrious, and thrifty, and before the steady stream of immigra- 
tion pouring into her borders the last vestige of the picturesque 
civilization of the dons and senbritas will soon disappear. 

There is every reason why New Mexico should be admitted, 
and not one why she should not be. She has wealth sufficient to 
sustain a State government. She has an intellicent, educated 
population, competent to maintain a State government, and nu- 
merous enough to entitle her toa Representative on this floor 
under the present apportionment. In the treaty with Old Mex- 
ico by which we acquired that Territory the faith and honor of 
this great Government was pledged that as soon asthe Territory 
and its people should reach the point where they were entitled 
to citizenship and statehood, statehood should be granted to 
them. Now, I ask you in the name of justice and honor to re- 
deem the solemn pledges of the Government given in the treaty 
of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, and allow the pow of New Mexico to 
enjoy all their rights as the citizens of a State of the American 
Union. aR liars 

Mr CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I voted with a great 
deal of pleasure toadmit Utah into the Union; I voted withagreat 
deal of pleasure toadmit Arizona; Iam going to vote witha t 
deal of pleasure to admit New Mexico. New Mexico ought to 
have been admitted ten years ago. It is a great outrage that she 
has been kept out so long. [Applause.] Having said this, I wish 
to make another remark or two. Some gentlemen here do not 
seem to know anything about Oklahoma; and the less they 
know the more they have to say. {Laughter.] Better act on the 
principle of Be sure you're right, then go ahead.“ That 
country is as fine a country as God Almighty in His infinite wis- 
dom ever made. In the Indian 1 e Oklahoma means 
Beautiful Country,” and it comes fully up to the definition. If 
you will admit what is now the Territory of Oklahoma and the 
remainder of the land which belongs to the Indians down there 


as one State, it will make as good a State as Iowa, as good a State 


as Illinois, as good a State as any other State except Missouri, 
which is the great imperial Sete of the Mississtp i Valley. 
[Laughter and appien Oklahoma is a land delightful to look 
upon—bountifully watered—abundantly wooded. 

One gentleman here—I forget who—talksabout the population 
of Oklahoma Territory being ‘‘inchoate;” that they do not 
know one another. Let me tell you thit they are American 
citizens, all; they are the adventurous spirits of all that Western 
country—Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Arkansas, 
and Texas, They are the same sort of men that laid the foun- 
dations of free government in all the Louisiana Purchase, in Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and Texas. They belong to the classof men such 
as old Sam Houston, who fought for liberty at San Jacinto, and 
such as Davy Crockett, Travis and the brave men who died 
at the Alamo in defense of American freedom. [Applause. 
An “inchoate” population, is it? Why, sir, take one hundre 
and fifty thousand Anglo-Saxon American citizens, place them 
in the middle of the preat African desert to-morrow, and in less 
than a week they will have a constitution and lawsand be living 
in peace and order under them. [Applause.] That is the dis- 
tinguishing characteristic of the race from which we sprang. 

Applause.| These Oklahoma people are flesh of our flesh and 
me of our bone. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I feel friendly to the people of Oklahoma, I 
have tasted of their salt, eaten of their bread, and drank at their 
springs. Ido not know whether that Territory is reidy to be 
admitted or not; I am not passing on that question. But I 
want to tell a Estern gentlemen something about that Ter- 
ritory. In 1890 J ran for Congress and was beaten [laughter] by 
a scratch. 

A MEMBER. You ought not to call him that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not say I was beaten by “ the 
Old Scratch,” but by a seratch. [Laughter.] Well, a fellow in 
that condition, just after he has been beaten—you have all been 
there and know how it is [applause]—feeis that he would like to 
go off for recreation and recuperation—hunting, fishing, and so 
forth. [Laughter. - 

A MEMBER. And a good deal of the so forth.“ (Laughter. | 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. More of the “so forth” sometimes 
than anything else. [Applause.] Well, I went down to Okla- 
homa and spent three weeks in that Territory; three of the hap- 
piest weeks of my life. Why, Mr. Chairman, the land down 
there is so rich that if they had it up in New Jersey, Maine, New 
Hampshire, or Vermon they wean sell it by the peck for seed 
[laughter] or use it as a fertilizer. [Laughter and applause.] 

One gentleman says there is nothing out there but people, and 
that therefore you must not admit Oklahoma. [Applause.] 
That is beautiful logic. [Applause.] Nothing but people! [Ap- 
plause.] 

What constitutes a State? 
Not high-raised battlement or labored mound, 
Thick wall or moated gate; 
Not cities 1 —.— with spires and turrets crowned; 
Not bays or broad-armed ports, 
Where laughing at the storm rich navies ride; 
Not starred and spangled courts, 
Where low-browed baseness wafts perfume to pride;— 
No: men. high-minded men; 
Men who their duties know; 


But know their rights, and, knowing, dare maintain; 
These constitute a State. 


e 

nd of such is the citizenship of Oklahoma. They say there 
is nobody out there but the ‘‘ people ;” that may be true: there 
is not much out there except the people and the land. But the 
land is rich: the people are brave. [Applause.] I slept one 
night out there in a dugout. I got lost. 

A MEMBER. That was a part of the so forth.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, it is not a part of the ‘‘so forth.” 
I want to tell you what kind of people live in dugouts out there. 
As I was saying, we got lost. It is the easiest in the world 
to get lost in a prairie country. 

MEMBER. When you are fishing! [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, when you are fishing! [Laugh- 
ter.] I made this kind of a proposition to the men who were with 
me—that the first place we came to that had two rooms we would 
call for accommodations to stay all night. The first habitation 
we met thus equipped was a tent and adugout. Well, I had an 
idea, such as some of you gentlemen have, that they were tough 
citizens out there. We drove up and made our request to stay 
all night, and they told us we could do so. We sat down to su 
per. They did not have very much to eat, but it was nicely 
cooked; it was well served, and they had napkins on the table. 
[Great laughter. | 
885 DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait till I finish this sentence. I 
decline to yield until I have done so. 
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The fact that there were napkins on the table led me into con- But I was proceeding to say that the gentleman from Illinois 


versation with the lady and gentleman who lived there. The 
man had served his country in the Army and wore upon his 
bre st a medal for heroic conduct, and the woman was as intel- 
ligent and refined a lady as any that live in the city of Wash- 
ington with all its palaces. [Applause.] Such are the people 
who live in dugouts in Oklahoma. They are an honor to any 
country. They are fit to have been the fathers and mothers of 
the Gracchi. {Applause.] 

Now I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey for his ques- 


on. 

Mr. DUNN. Are you in favor of admitting a State where 
they have nothing to eat? [Laughter.] 

CLARK of Missouri. Certainly you are not going to judge 
of a man’s character by what he eats. A man may have very lit- 
tle to eatand still be a good citizen. [Applause.] Good citizen- 
ship does not necessarily mean great riches and clipping coupons 
and eating terrapin and canvasback ducks, though some people 
seem to think so. [Applause.] And remember that they have 
had two harvests since then, and a harvest out there means some- 
thing. They raise 30, 40, or 50 bushels of wheat to the acre. 
They raise more stuff on one acre than can be raised on forty 
in Now Jersey. Talk about it being a poor country! Why, it is 
a country that raises the finest cotton that is protien in the 
United States. They took-the premium atthe World’s Fair for 
cotton. [Applause.] 

A MEMBER. Arkansas gotit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I donot know about that. I 
do not want to say anything against Arkansas; but if she gotit I 
think she must have hooked the cotton from Oklahoma. h- 
ter 


| 

Now, these folks go out there and subject themselves to great 
hardships in order to establish homes, because we are a home- 
loving and home-making people. They have schoolhouses, 
churches, and the beginnings of charitable institutions. [Ap- 
plause.] They take their rifles with them as a part of their 
accouterment. I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that if our 
country were in peril, if we were engaged in a general for- 
eign war with all of the nations of the earth, there would be 
more volunteer soldiers from Oklahoma, in proportion to the 
population, than from any other State in the Union, and they 
would be made up one-half of the old Union soldiers and the 
other half of the old rebel soldiers, and they would vie with 
each other to see who would fight the hardest for the American 
flag. [Applause.] Let no man, I do not care where he comes 
from, assail the 3 that go out into that wild coun- 
try and conquer the wilderness, making it blossom like the rose. 
[Applause.] God bless them! They are State-makers. After 
awhile your children will go there; it may be a good while, but 
finally after these hardy pioneers have smoothed the pathway 

ur children will be proud to be citizens of the great State of 

klahama that is to be. Applause. | 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman, and then I willconclude. Isay 
Ido not know whether I shall vote for the admission of Okla- 
homa or not. As far as I am individually concerned I would 
rather see the whole thing come in together. But of one thing 
= may be assure as that you live, and that is I am not going to 

ose an opportunity to so vote as to increase in this House, and 

in the other end of the Capitol, the power of the Trans-Mississippi 
country. [Applause.] That is the seat of empire in the near 
future. and that is my platform. [Applause.] 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, the discussion to which we have 
just listened in the last ten or fifteen minutes only illustrates 
more forcibly the wisdom of the question with which I begun a 
short time since. We have been told, sir, by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this Territory has been ready 
for admission for many years. 

Mr. HATCH. - Will the gentleman yield to a motion that the 
committee rise? 

Mr. PENCE. If it is agreeable to the committee. F 

Mr. HATCH. Ifthe gentleman yields I will make a motion 
that the committes rise. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I will not yield, being a friend 
entirely to the admission of New Mexico and Oklahoma, unless 
the gentleman from Alabama [Gen. WHEELER] suggests that it 
is the pepe thing to do. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think it is well that the de- 
bate should run on fora while yet. We are all interested in 
these speeches. 

Mr. PENCE Then I will continue. My own inclination of 
course would be to yield to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Missouri. But every word that has been uttered within 
the last half hour shows the necessity of some kind of a sensible 
understanding—a reasonable understanding—as to the individ- 
3 that have been made by members to each other on 

oor. 


[Mr. SPRINGER] told us that New Mexico should have been ad- 
mitted twenty years ago, and that her admission has been post- 
ned from time to time. That in itself is enough to fortify me 
in the determination that so far as 1 am concerned nothing shall 
happen to postpone for twenty years, or for ten years, the ad- 
mission of Oklahoma, if it is entitled to admission. I have no 
controversy with anything that has been suggested here, and I 
have no regret for having raised the question with the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, as to what was to be the ac- 
tion of that committee in these cases. I trust that every mem- 
ber of the House willagree that Lintended no impropriety what- 
ever; but I do believe that the inquiry has answered my purpose. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the general debate be considered as closed. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a single word 
as to the absence of the Delegate from Oklahoma—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 353, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr.Speaker, during the prog- 
ress of the debate to-day some little criticism was pissed as to the 
absence of the Delegate from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN]. Idesire 
to say he was here during a portion of the day, but was called 
home by the very serious illness of his child, and that is the 
reason he is not present. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen who have spoken on the bill for the admission of Ari- 
zona and the bill for the admission of New Mexico may be per- 
mitted to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEEL- 
ER] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen who have ken 
upon the bills for the admission of Arizona and New Mexico 
may extend their remarks in the RECORD. This applies to gen- 
tlemen who have addressed the House. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (at 5 o'clock 
and 22 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, December 16, 1893, at 12 o’clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees. delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows; 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 4416) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. George S. Greene, 
(Report No. 216.) 

9 — a bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late 
captain Twelfth n second lieutenant First Artillery, 
United States Army. (Report No. 217.) 

By Mr. SICKLES, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
3 for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana. (Report No. 
2¹8.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
4172) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz. (Report No. 219.) 

By Mr. BOWERS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
1133) to remove the charge of desertion standing against John 
W. Wacker. (Report No. 220.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters. (Report No. 221). 


—— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 3 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
ite consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

A bill (H. R. 4754) for the relief of Susan McCluskey—the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4709) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. McFarland, late of the United States Nayy—the Committee 
on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. s 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
aire Perce were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By . HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4764) to authorize additions to 


. 
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and improvements in public building at Davenport, Iowa to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. 
Louis River Bridge Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway 
Company to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the 
St. Louis River from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the vil- 
lage of West Duluth. in the State of Minnesota, to the most 
available point opposite, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstite and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 4766) to ascertain the 
number of Chickasaw freedmen—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. - 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4767) to repeal sec- 
tion 16 of the act making appropriations for the Army, approved 
July 15, 1870, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 4768) to provide for the stamp- 
ing of unstamped instruments, documents, or papers—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 4769) to amend sections 4756 
and 4757 of the Revised Statutes of the United States by substi- 
tuting the words appointed persons“ for the words appointed 
petty officers”—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4770) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge over the Arkansas River 
at or near Van Buren, Ark.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 99) for printing 
the history of colored troops in war—to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res.100) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution to authorize Congress to levya 
direct tax in proportion to the assessed valuation of all property 
sub ect to taxation in the several States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A resolution to amend clause 51 of Rule XI 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A resolution requesting the Secretary of 
the Treasury to transmit to the House certain information re- 
specting reciprocal commercial treaties or agreements made pur- 
suant to the tariff act approved October 1, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH (by request): A bill (H. R. 4771) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Maria McMurdie—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of 
Bernard J. D. Irwin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4773) to place re- 
tired Commander Frederick R. Smith on the retired list as cap- 
tain, United States 11 79 95 5 the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 4774) for the relief of Samuel L. 
Moore and Sons Company, of Elizabeth, N. J.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 4775) granting a pension to 
David Levy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 4176) to reimburse the Millert Found?y and 
Machine Company for money retained by the United States for 
failure to complete a contract within a specified time—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 4777) for the relief of William 
Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4778) for the relief of 
Ezra S. Havens—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 4779) for the re- 
lief of Catherine Holland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) for the relief of Thankful Robbins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 4781) to relieve Clifton Mc- 
Callister from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) to pension Mathias Reed—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4783) granting right of 
i through Government reservation—to the Committee on 
M x Affairs. 

r. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 4784) for the relief of Ber- 
nied Brennen, alias Berney O’Brine, removing the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) for the relief of John Scanlin from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MCRAE (by request): A bill (H. R. 4786) for the relief 
of Asa Townsend—to the Committee on Claims. d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) to pension Alexander Mackey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4788) for relief of William H. 
Crook—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 4789) granting an honorable 
r to Edward Drake to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 4790) to permit Agnes A. Niver 
8 bring a suit against the United States to the Committee on 


aims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4791) for the relief 
of J. M. Flanary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4792) grant- 
ing a pension to Eunice Taylor—to the Commitiee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4793) granting a 
pension to George W. Park—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Pittsburg Petroleum 
and Metal Exchange, of Pittsburg, Pa., against taking the duty 
off oil—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against the passage of the so-called Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in favor of legislation to impose penalties for unlawful in- 
terference with railroads—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of empio of labor, workingmen, and other 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of J. McCracken & Co., of Oregon, 
protesting against any reduction of tariff on lumber—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN (by uest): Petition of lithograph art- 
ists, engravers, and printers, for increase of tariff on lithographic 
work—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Detroit subordinate association of National 
Artists and Engravers’ Association, on same subject—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the American Philosophical 
Society, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the exam- 
ination and survey of the Atlantic coast ship canal, between 
New York Bay, Delaware Bay, and other 888 the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of citizens and workingmen of Frankford and 
vicinity of oer yen are Pa., protesting against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of Oregon lumbermen, against 
repon of tariff on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. : 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Resolution of the Thurman Club, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, preying for the putting of sugar, coal, wool, 
a iron ore on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Remonstrance of 125 workingmen and citi- 
zens of New Castle, Pa., against the passage of the Wilson bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of employers of labor, working- 
men, and other citizens of Southington, Conn., protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of manufacturers of tin and 
terne plates in the city of Chicago, protesting against the change 
from specific to ad valorem duty as pro d by the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Meas. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Protest and petition of the 
McCullough Iron Country and a number of citizens of North- 
east Cecil County, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOOREHIS of Ohio: Petition of John W. Ben- 
son, for removal of the charge of desertion, toaccompany House 
bill for relief of John Benson—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of 111 workingmen of the 
land Hardware Company, against the passage of the 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 16, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. f 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropria- 
tions for the Eleventh Census, submitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF COURT EMPLOYES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional esti- 
mates of appropriations for salaries of employes of the court- 
house, District of Columbia, submitted by the Attorney-General; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OCCUPATION OF PUBLIC LANDS, FORT MONROE, VA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, referring to House Executive Document No. 5, sec- 
ond session, Fifty-third Congress, and transmitting, for informa- 
tion, a copy of a apt sade prepared in obedience to orders of his 
‘Department upon the occupation of the public lands at Fort 
Monroe, Va.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL JUSTICES, SUPREME COURT OF OKLAHOMA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 288) to 
provide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, with Sen- 
ate amendments. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, [have examined the Senate 
amendments to that bill. They relate entirely to the phraseol- 
ogy of it, and I think they greatly improve the bill. I move to 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The motion of Mr. CULBERSON to concur in the Senate 
amendments was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills; which were severally read a firstand second time, referred 
to the committees named below, and ordered to be printed: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 43) relieving the employs of the Record 
and Pension Office who were injured in the Ford's Theater dis- 
aster from the operation of the law restricting the amount of 
sick leave with pay that may bə granted by heads of Dəpart- 
ments—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. R. 1138) to repeal so much of a proviso of an actenti- 
tled An act making appropriations for invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894 
and for other purposes,” and approved March 1, 1893, as relates to 
the payments of pensions to nonresidents, who are not citizens 
of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


i By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. PAGE, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for this day, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. JONES (at the request of Mr. TUCKER), indefinitely, 
on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BOATNER, until after the holidays, on account of im- 
portant business. 


FURTHER URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the further 
urgent deficiency bill. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to sw further urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the Pony, 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 


The motion was agreed to. 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the siate of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
now read. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Lask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it 
be taken up under the five-minute rule. I ask the attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I askif the gentlemen 
on the other side can agree upon a time for debate? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. J aminclined to think that possibly 
time might be saved if general debate should proceed a little 
while without agreement. So far as I am concerned, I think I 
ean certainly get through in less than an hour, but there are 
other members of the Committee on Appropriations and possibly 
other gentlemen who may desire a little time. There is no dis- 
position upon this side to delay the speedy passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman is frank about that; butcan not we agree upon two hours 
on a side? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam afraid I would be subject to 
criticism of my colleagues upon the side of the minority if i were 
to agree to that; buta little later on I think it will be indicated 
how much time we desire. I will cosperate with the gentleman 
in the speedy passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGEof Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois now take the floor, then, and commence the debate? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I thought the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky would commence the debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow me 
to make a suggestion, why not consider the bill up to the point 
on which there is to bs discussion and then let it be discussed as 
long as both sides desire? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to the sugges- 
tion made by the gentleman from Texas, that the bill be con- 
sidered now under the five-minute rule, except as to the item 
for special ex miners; and when that is reached consider it, or 
when the bill is otherwise completed except that item. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The gentleman is mis- 
taken as to the proposition. It only includes somuch as is prior 
to that partic’ rovision; that when we come to that pro- 
vision, then general debate may be had. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where does that come in the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It is about the fourth 


0. 
ba CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me that the whole bill 
might bə disposed of except the item under the head of Pension 
Office, on page 4, and then to have it considered by general de- 
bate and by consideration under the five-minute rule, as the 
House determines. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I prefer to not let the 
agreement go any further than up to that point. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not concede that there is an 
point in that. Many members will insist on amendments, an 
the re son I thought of assenting to the proposition was, there 
are to be some amendments in connection with the House thatI 
would be glad to then have out of the way. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I would rather not take 
the bill up in this way, because I can say v N it may leave 
the House without a quorum. I prefer to have these things left 
open, in the hope thereby of preserving a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We had better go on in the ordi- 
nary yi 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Very well. 

Mr. REED. That is satisfactory. I simply want to make the 
suggestion, as a member of the House. that it is impossible in 
matters of this kind to tell how much time ought to be taken in 
debate when we do not know what scope it may take. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this bill 


carries 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, there is so much confu- 
sion we can not hear what the gentleman is saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appeal to gentlemen on 
the floor to preserve order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. This bill carries in the 
aggregate $1,651.000. None of the items involve party divisions 
or ought to cause contention, and I sup none will be seriously 
e bora except the one about special examiners of the Pen- 
sion Office. 


r 
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Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Would it not be a good idea to have a recess until we can get 
some light? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee 
that he is informed by the proper officer that the order has been 
* and that the light be turned on in a moment. There 

something out of order about it, but it will be remedied in a 
minute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there is 
no item in it which may not be taken up by the committee under 
the five-minute rule and thoroughly explained in the five-min- 
ute debate. The only question which will be debated is the pro- 
vision in the bill which appropriates $200,000 for special exam- 
iners in the Pension Bureau. I do not desire to.anticipate that 
debate, The question is merely one of administration. ‘The 
Bureau is now expending about $160,000,000 a year. The chief 
of that Burean believes that it is to the interest of the Govern- 
ment, of the taxpayers from whom this money comes, of the 
claimants to whom payments hereafter have to be made if cer- 
tificates shall be granted, that this examination in the field shall 
continue, and if so, this sum is absclutely n 4 

It isasmaller sum than that which the Commissioner asks, but 
is sufficient, in the judgment of the committee toaccomplish the 
purposes which he desires to accomplish, and as this is a ques- 
tion of administration concerning so large an expenditure, and 
as the amount in itself is comparatively so small, [ presume that 
when the debate is over there will be no opposition to that pro- 
vision of the bill. The gentlemen of the minority desire to make 
it the reason—I will not say the excuse—for a debate Hoe the 
general conduct of the Pension Bureau, possibly upon the gen- 
eral subject of pensions, and, so far as Lam concerned, I reserve 
the remainder of my time to close the debate, and yield now to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who represents the 
minority on the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky has occu- 
pied five minutes and has fifty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would have been 
gratified if the beginning of the consideration of this bill could 
Ei gone over until Monday, but as the holiday recess is almost 
upon us, the gentleman in charge of the bill very properly de- 
sires it to be disposed of as early us possible. 

I do not know that there is anꝝ item of 8 contained 
in this urgent deficiency bill about which the gentleman from 
Kentucky and I disagree, so far as recommending the enactment 
thereof is concerned; and yet as a member.of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States—that great body which origi- 
nates appropriation bills for the public service under the Con- 
stitution and the precedents, it seems to me that we do well to 
Inquire a little touching the expenditure of the public money for 
e public service as it is covered by some of the items in this 
bill. iaw 

I believe.in inquiry upon the part of the House of Represent- 
atives touching the action of the Executive in the administra- 
tion of the law and the expenditure of appropriations from the 
public Treasury, and especially I have felt it to be proper to 
make such inquiry in connection with one of the items recom- 
mended in this bill in view of the following sentence from the 
Presidents message: 

Thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pension- 
ers. 


This sentence occurs in the message of the President to Con- 
submitted at the commencement of this session, and, as one 
of the items of appropriation in this bill runs to the administra- 
tion of the pension laws, I believe it to be apt and proper that 
We should make some inquiry to ascertain how this money is be- 
ing expended, what is proposed to be done with it, and whether 
with the appropriation of the sum here recommended should go 
additional sums, under additional safeguards, to remedy an evil 
which the President alleges to exist. And that nat ybrings 
us to inquire as to whether the President is mistaken in the 
statement which I have quoted from his annual message. 

The Committee on Appropriations, through its proper sub- 
committee, the gentlemanfrom Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
being chairman of it, and I representing the minority, have with 
our ited knowledge, been as vigilant as was practicable for 
two or three days in making this inquiry. We called before us 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and various chiefs of divisions. 
We asked many questions touching the administration of the law 
in connection with the Pension Bureau and the expenditure of 
money for the adjudication of pension claims, and gentlemen 
will find the answersof the Commissioner, in the shape of tables 
and documents, as well as statements upon examination and cross- 
examination, set forth in full in the report of the committee ac- 
companying this bill. Mr. Chairman. I undertake to say here 
and now that when the President of the United States submit- 


ted that statement in his annual message he was mistaken, and 
mistaken, as it seems to me, under eircumstances that should 
have prevented the Chief Executive of the United States, with 
all the means that he has to obtain knowledge, from falling into 
such an error. 

There are in the Pension Office, in round numbers, about two 
thousand employés. Counting the examining surgeons and other 
incidental employés there are, in round numbers, about ‘five 
thousand persons engaged in administering the law covering 
the adjudication of pensions. At the beginning of the examin- 
ation of the Commissioner of Pensions there was much of loose 
allegation of fraud or alleged fraud connected with pension 
claims, but it did not materialize on cross-examination. There 
are two hundred and thirty-five special examiners that have been 
engaged in examining into the merits of pension claims in the 
field, and, as I recollect, about a dozen of them were stated by 
the Commissioner to beengaged specially upon the investigation 
of alleged fraudulent certificates already 5 and supposed 
fraudulent claims that were pending. The Commissioner of 
Pensions, with his chief of this division, stated, as will be seen 
in the report, that the saving to the Government from these in- 
vestigations since the Ist of May last was something over a mil- 
lion dollars. Pe 

On cross-examination it appears that substantially all of that 
million dollars was counted as a saving because certain claims 
that never had been allowed, and never would have been allowed 
as the evidence fairly shows if they had not been specially ex- 
amined, were specially examined and rejected. And because 
they were specially examined and rejected, although they never 
had been allowed and in all probability never would have been 
allowed, these gentlemen come in and proclaim that they have 
actually sived the Treasury of the United States on account of 
these rejected claims over a million dollars. Upon close ex- 
amination it appears that the exact amount that was saved within 
the period indicated was, in round numbers, $31,000! 

Mr. DINGLEY. My calling will pardon me if I call his at- 
tention to the fact that even that aggregate of $31,000 includes 
the reductions as well as those cases in which there were frauds, 

Mr. CANNON ot Illinois. Certainly. . 

Now, we began to open our eyes when-we turned on the white 
lightof investigation und cross-examination. The Commissioner 
of Pensions came before_us, and the hearings show this remark- 
able fact—he stated in substance that there are no more frauds 
in this great Bureau which administers the payment of 8150, 
000,000 to $160,000,000 a year to over a million of people than 
there are in ‘the ordinary adjudications of cases in the courts 
throughout the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman quote that as the 

e of the Commissioner? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not; but I give the substance 
of hislanguage. I was glad that he stated it, and I have no 
doubt from the examination I have given in former years and 
this year to the administration of the law in connection with 
that great Bureau that it is absolutely true. Whom did the 
P ent consult, where did he gather his information, when 
he made that astounding statement in his message? His Com- 
missioner of Pensions does not say so: an examination of the 
records of the Pension Bureau ‘does not show it. 

In this connection I desire, however, tospeak of aclass of cases 
that legitimately came under inquiry in our investigation. In 
1590.we enacted a general pension law under which nearly 400,000 
names are now upon the pension rolls, the pensioners drawing 
pensions at an average, as I reco!lect it, of $113.75 a year. That 
legislation was enacted because the Congress of the United 
States believed that the time had come to recognize a great 
army of ex-soldiers who could not receive recognition under the 
law us it was prior to that time. It was just to provide for giv- 
ing pensions to multiplied and multiplied thousands of men who 
were entitled to such pensions for injuries received in the serv- 
ice—remember, in the service—but who could not make the 
technical proof required. 

Members understand how these claims were established. Each 
soldier has an official history; and if he was in a hospital he has 
a medical histo A large proportion of the soldiers of the late 
war had no medical history, were never in the hospital, but in 
fact received injuries in the wear and tear of theservice that, as 
age came upom them, did entitle them to relief under the law as 
it rh id to 1890, but they could not make the technical proof 
reauired. 

Then there was another class who had received injuries that 
were telling upon them from weakened nervous forces in 
fact from army service, since the close of the war. So Congress 
passed the act of 1890, under which nearly one-half in numbers 
of all the pensioners on the rolls to-day are drawing pensions at 
from $6 to $12 per month. 
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Congress enacted the law, but its construction and adminis- 
tration under our system of government is with the President 
of the United States. 

An unfriendly construction and administration of the law 
would not have met the intention of Congress or done justice to 
the soldiers. A liberal, patriotic, friendly construction and ad- 
ministration of the law was what Congress intended, the coun- 
try desired, and justice to the soldier required. Fortunately, 
Benjamin Harrison was President of the United States. His 
— es Administration was in harmony with the 1 ation. His 
Commissioner of Pensions, Gen. Raum, issued Order No. 164, 
which provided for the rating of the pensions, and which I now 


read: 
The following is a copy of Order No. 164: 


In regard to fixing rates of pensions under act of June 27, 1890. 


That all claimants under the act of June 27, 1890, showing a mental or phys- 
ical disability or disabilities of a permanent character, not the result of 
their own vicions habits, and which incapacitate them for the performance 
of manual labor, rendering them unable to earn a support in such a d 
as would be rated under former laws at or above 86 and less than 812, s 
de rated the same as like disabilities of service origin; and that all cases 
showing a pensionable disability which, if of service origin, would be rated 
at or above $12 per month, shall be rated at $12 per month. 

GRE B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


ee 


Approved October 15, 1890, 
Cyrus BUSSEY, Assistant Secretary. 


For a quarter of a century, under laws in force prior to that 
time, there had grown up a system of rating of pensionable dis- 
abilities equivalent to the inability of the claimant to perform 
manual labor. These ratings were a growth tested by the ob- 
servation and experience of the Pension Office for a generation, 
and these were the ratings that Gen. Raum adopted in issuing 
Order 164, subject only tothe restrictions of the law of 1890, that 
norating could be below $6 or over $12 per month. 

To illustrate, a soldier afflicted with herniaor double inguinal 
hernia which requires the constant wearing of a truss was rated, 
if of service origin, say at from $18 to $30 per month. Order 
164, construing the act of 1890, gave the claimant the maximum, 
or $12 per month. 

And these ratingsand thisconstructionof the law were known 
toall men. The constructionof the law wasahumane, it was a 
natural, a proper construction. If it erred at all, it erred in 
favor of the men who had served the country in the ranks for 
three years and over; because, as gentlemen understand, of the 
enlistments in the late war over 2,000,000 were for three years 
or longer. 

M . ENL O. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
knows who changed the construction of that law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. Who did? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, with the approval of Secretary Smith, changed the con- 
struction of the law. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I know exactly what the gentle- 
man is after, and I will come to it in a moment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, Iask the gentleman whether the construc- 
tion was not first made by Assistant Secretary Bussey before the 

inning of this Administration? 
. CANNON of Illinois. No. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I will show the gentleman that it was. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the case the gentle- 
man refers to; and I understand the claim that President Cleve- 
land, as an afterthought, seized upon to take a part of the curse 
oft of his Administration in the minds of the people. I under- 
stand that thoroughly, and I come tos of it now. 

This construction, given in October, 1890, wrote upon the pen- 
sion roll 400,000 names—names on the average as worthy as the 
average of other names on the pension roll. 

This construction of the law undor President Harrison was 
known by all men. Congress time and time again approved it. 
The Fifty-first Congress, of which I had the honor to be a mem- 
ber, and which ed the law, approved this construction by 
appropriating the money necessary to pay the pensions 
granted under it in both sessions thereof. Ay, more. Fifty- 
second Congress, witha Democratic majority of 140 in the House 
in both the first and second sessions thereof, approved this con- 
struction of the law by appropriating all the money necessary 
to enſorce it and pay pens ons granted under it. 

But that is not all, Mr. Chairman. Ihave here upon my desk 
the appropriation bill known as the pension appropriation bill, 
1 January to the then Democratie House, in which 
1 various amendments proposed changing the provisions of 
the law, and one amendment in substance revoking Order 164. 
The Democratic House of Representatives last winter would not 
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even consider the proposition that its Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommended, and that, along with other amendments, went 
out of the bill. cane 

So here is a construction given to a law running through a 
period of time between three and four years, 1 rg in by 
Congress: its reversal was attempted before the last Congress, 
showing the knowledge that Congress had derived upon the sub- 
ject, carrying first and last under this construction in round 
numbers seventy or eighty millions of dollars a year, and yet in 
the year of our Lord, 1893, in May last, with Grover Cleveland 
President, Mr. Smith Secretary of the Interior, and Mr. Loch- 
ren Commissioner of Pensions, we find that they made haste to 
reverse the construction of the act of 1890, made by Harrison’s 
Administration and mullify Order 164, notwithstanding the 
rights of all these men, almostfour hundred thousand in number. 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, such action of President 
Cleveland was an official mistake akin toacrime. But the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee says, by way of a question, if I did not 
know in the Weike case, so called, that Gen. Bussey, ‘acting for 
the Secretary of the Interior, last winter overruled and reyersed 
this Order 164. No, sir, he did not, Lanswer the gentleman. I 
have read that case closely, and inquired fully about it. My 
time will not allow me to read it to the House. It is held in 
that case in substance that ‘schedule or nominal rates” will not, 
under the act of 1890, be added together to make up a rate under 
said act, except as they may singly.or combined affect the claim- 
ant's capacity for manual labor. 2 

To illustrate, suppose a claimant is receiving 88 u month for 
rheumatism or other disability and applies for increase to $12 
under the law of 1890 on account of partial loss of the little finger 
at $2 per month, and some other similar disability for $2, the 
application would be rejected for increase under the decision in 
the Weike case. : 

It is perhaps well enough that I should give the facts in the 
Weike case, 

Weike drew a pension under the old law of 88 per month, 
granted before the enactment of the law of 1890 for rheumatism. 
After the act of 1890 he filed an application under it for urinary 
trouble as well as rheumatism, hoping to get an inerease over gs 
per month. The urinary trouble was not of sufficient severity 
to affect his ability for manual labor, and Commissioner Raum 
rejected his application. Weike appealed to. the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the Secretary affirmed the decision of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and dismissed the appeal. 

Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
$ Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I prefer to finish this talk 

rst. — 

Mr. ENLOE. It is just on that point. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For the gentleman knows if ‘you 
are broken in on you can not do justice to yourself or to anybody 
else. In all probability a minute later I will touch on the very 
point the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me when he has 
finished that talk, I should Iike to call his attention to some in- 
accuracies in his statement. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

I have stated, Mr. Chairman, the Weike case as well as I could. 
I do not pretend to be a very good lawyer, but I think I have 
stated the case fairly, I have read it carefully, and think I have 
given aà fair synopsis of it. Do you want further proof of it? 
With that refusal to cumulate nominal schedule ratings, the: 
administration of the Pension Office went right along from 
January to May until the present Commissioner came in under 
order 164 just as it always done 

Mr. E E. Right there 

Mr. LACEY. - Let me suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that in the Bennett case ho reference whatever was made to 
the Weike case as a precedent. 

Mr. CANNON of ois. Oh, yes, I will come to the Bennett 
case in a minute, 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to 
the language of the decision which he is referring to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now if my friend will take his own 
time and read that in his own time, he will add more light to 
this discussion than he otherwise would and for this reason: 
There is no decision ever made by a court but what somebody, 
somewhere, can pick out a sentence, as it is disassociated with 
the other sentences and the facts of the case, and give an appar- 
ently different meaning than the tenor of the whole case gives. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me right there, I 
do not desire to pervert the meaning of this decision, or to take 
the gentleman's time unnecessarily. He is quoting from the 
decision of the late Assistant Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Bus- 
sey, in which Mr. Bussey distinctly overrides order number 164, 
and issues a new order to the Commissioner of Pensions, direct- 
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ing him not to add together these minor disabilities under the 
act of June 27, 1890. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is the decision. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely,-just as I have stated it; 
but it does not revoke order 164; and my friend will bear me out 
in saying that he fails to state one very important point, namely, 
that the Weike case was rejected by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions in the ordinary administration of that office; that Weike 
and not the Government took an appeal, and that Secretary 
Bussey sustained the Commissioner of Pensions in rejecting the 
Weike claim. That claim was rejected, according to the ordi- 
nary practice of the Bureau, under order 164, and the decision 
was that you could not cumulate these nominal disabilities, like 
a little finger off and similar disabilities, adding them together 
for a rating under the act of 1890. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, will the gentleman allow me? I desire to 
ask if he does not know that that was exactly the decision made 
by Assistant Secretary Reynolds in the Bennett case? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not so. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, then, the gentleman does not understand 
the English language as I do. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have read the case known as the 
Bennett case, containing the decision made by the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, Reynolds, and I will speak of it ina 
few minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does he not decide the same principle exactly? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I believe we will both make greater 
headway if my friend will allow me to go on in an orderly way. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] will not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was the 
condition in May last, when Mr. Lochren became Commissioner 


of Pensions. hat happened then? A case known as the Ben- 
nett case, the claimant living in Indiana, went by appeal to the 
Secretary of the Interior. Gentlemen will find both the Bennett 


and the Weike cases in the appendix to the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

What was the Bennett case? In substance, as the Secretary 
rules upon it, a slight defect in the hearing of both ears, so he 
could not hear the tick of a watch an inch or two from the ears. 
In 1890 Mr. Bennett was rated under the law of 1890 at $l2a 
month, for the reason that prior to the act of 1890 slight deaf- 
ness of both ears was rated at $15 a month, and $12 was the maxi- 
mum under the act of 1890, Now, with great fervor Secretary 
Reynolds, on appeal, turns Mr. Bennett down and refuses him 
any rating whatever, and in turning him down he takes occasion 
to quote the law of 1890, to quote order 164; he reverses and nul- 
lifies order 164 as to all the 400,000 adjudicated cases under it 
and issues an order to carry out the reversal. 

Mr. AITKEN. Did he not refer to the Weike case? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not think he did; but I am not 
clear on that point. Now, the Bennett case has been quoted from 
one end of the country to the other. I have stated what it is, as 
it appears from the record. 

r. ENLOE. And misrepresented it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ido not think I have misrepre- 
sented it, T have not intentionally done so. My reputation in 
the House does not subject me to that imputation. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not mean that the gentleman himself has 
misrepresented it; but I say in being quoted from one end of the 
country to the other, it has been misrepresented in the news- 
paper press as a new decision, when in factit was only an affirma- 
tion of Secretary Bussey’s decision. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, my friend, if this infamous rul- 
ing, made under this Administration, had been made under the 
former one, after it had been in force for three years and rati- 
fied by Congress, with 400,000 men pensioned under it, [ would 
attack it with just as much vigor, whether Mr. Raum or Mr. 
Bussey made it, as I now attack it when Mr. Cleveland and Mr. 
Lochren made it. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is right. Go for Raum and Bussey. Bus- 
sey did it. 

Mr. CANNON-of Illinois. I do not go for them, because in 
this respect they are not guilty; your Administration is guilty. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, what else? Bennett is lost sight of. Poor devil; no, 
not poor devil: po man, humble and weak, away out in Sulli- 
van County, Ind. I hold a copy of the records from the files in 
the Bennettcase; and under the testimony of his neighbors,who 
are reported as unimpeached and unim hable, under the tes- 
timony of his family physician, under the examination as given 
by the medical board last spring in his neighborhood, Bennett 
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is entitled, J have no doubt, toa pension under the act of 1890, 
Humble man; that is true. Denied; that is true. N 

I can not dwell upon the discussion of one case, except as it 
illustrates the position ofall the rest. substantially. By the way, 
Mr. Bennett is 70 years old; served his country well in the late 
war; sunstroke; hard of hearing. The last medical report, mide 
this last spring, says: ‘‘Almost blind in one eye and the other 
defective from age;” trembly; affected with nervous prostra- 
tion, especially in the summer time. Seventy years old, and he 
is taken down ärst, last, and all the time refused any rating what- 
ever. T asked the Commissioner's views about it, and hope 
gentlemen will give me their attention. 

The Commissioner of Pensions (Mr. Lochren) thought Order 
164 was made in the teeth of the law of 1890. He had not 
heard anybody n its repeal, and was absolutely sur- 
prised when I modestly told him I did not agree with the change 
of construction of that law. In asking him about the Bonnett 
case (I had not the record at that time) I suggested that I had 
heard that Bennett was 78 years old. Quick as lightning, he 
came back and said his attention had not been called to it; he 
had never read the papers in the case. But,“ says he,“ in the 
practice in my Bureau, whenever it is shown that a man is 75 years 
old, I stop right there and put his name upon the pension roll, 
under the act of 1890, at the highest rate, 812 a month, with- 
out any proof whatever as to his inability to labor.“ Icommend 
the present practice of the Commissioner of Pensions Mr. 
Lochren) to the honest consideration of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that when applicants are 75 years old, he puts them 
on the pennon roll under the act of 1890, whether they are 
disabled in any degree for manual labor. 

3 EN LOE. Does the gentleman want me to make any re- 
ply now? 

ite. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, the gentleman in his own time 
can do so. Lonly wanted to call his pure mind to thit point. 
But here Order 164 is overthrown by this Administration and 
the adjudicated rights of 400,000 people, many of whom have been 
on the pension rolls for three years, are placed in jeopardy, many 
of them suspended, andothersdropped. And yet the very Com- 
missioner of Pensions that overthrew these rights, comes in in 
the next breath and tells us that his practice is, whenever any 
man who has a cliim is shown to be 75 years of age, he does not 
ask any other question as to his disability for manual labor or 
otherwise, but puts him on, not at $3, not at $6, but at $12 a 
month, the maximum under the law. 

Mr. ENLOE. Was not tiis man asking for $15 for deafness? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. e 

Mt. ENLOE. That was Bennett. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Bennett was rated at $12 a month 
in 1390. At that time the schedule rating for slight deafness 
for both ears under the old law was $15 a month, made by my 
colleague from Illinois [Gen. BLACK] while he was Commissioner 
of Pensions. Since that time, and b:fore this Administration 
came into power, when the Bennett case was pending, Gen. 
BLack's rating at $15 a month, under the old law, had been re- 
duced to $6. > 

Mr. ENLOE. Who did that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why, the Pension Office, under 
President Harrison did it. It may have been right or it may 
have been wrong; Iam speaking of it as a fact. But if the 
Pension Office, as now administered, in my judgment, appeared 
half as anxious to do justice to a poor man who defended the flag 
with his little all during the war as it is to posture in the news- 
papers and hunt up some excuss to talk about illegal pensions 
and toenable the President of the United States to denounce fraud 
upon that roll in thousands of neighborhoods that can not be 
found with a search-warrant, they would have done better justice 
and met with better approval of the people, North and South. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman object to the President de- 
nouncing the frauds on the pension rolls? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh,no. I believe in denouncing 
frauds. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what you are doing now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I object to the President of 
the United States, or to the gentleman from Tennessee, or to the 
newspaper press of the country, orany portion of it; picking out 
of a million cases one case, or one hundred cases, or one thou- 
sand cases, where they find fraud or mistake, and making that 
a ground for damning the whole pension roll in the minds of the 

ublic as fraudulent. [Applause on the Republican side.] And 
k objecting to that I am in the right, for even Commissioner 
Lochren, who is now administering the Pension Office, says, be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations, that the adjudications of 
pension claims are as honest as the transaction of important 
matters in the ordinary affairs of human life, and says, in sub- 
stance, as I stated awhile ago, that the transaction of the busi- 
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ness of that office is as honest as the transaction of business in 
the average courts of the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to call the gentleman's attention 
to the fact that he is 1 abies a Mr. Lochren. 

Mr. C ON of Illinois. No; I do not misrepresent any- 


body. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I refer you to page 18 of the report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. I asked him the ques- 
tion. I understand all about it, and the whole examination 
shows that I am correct. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, please give the Commissioner’s 
answer in his own words. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to his answer. 
Iam willing to putit in my remarks, but it would take three 
or four minutes to read it now. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will read for you. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is all right. Read it. So, 
Mr. Chairman, we now have Order 164 re%stablished by Com- 
missioner Lochren, provided the pensioner is 75 years old. 

Mr. MORSE. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to say 
that that may be the rule, but it is not the practice, for I have 
the case of a man 84 years old who has been suspended. 

Rae ENLOE. Probably he never was entitled to a pension 
at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam speaking now of what Com- 
missioner Lochren states to be his practice, and I commend that 
pem Whenever it appears that a claimant under the act of 

890 is 75 years old, I believe that, without further inquiry or con- 
troversy, his name ought to ba put on the pension roll under the 
act of 1590, Why? Because ninety-nine out of every one hundred 
men, 75 years of age, that have gone through the late war, are 
ie bags | weak, and, as a rule, the mind sympathizes with the 

That rule does justice in ninety-nine cases out of one hun- 
dred. So, too, Order 164 construing the act of 1890, revoked by 
this administration did justice in ninety-nine cases out of one 
hundred. 

Commissioner Lochren does not stop to ask whether the man 
who is 75 years old is wholly unable to work. Oh, no. He pre- 
sumes the disability to perform manual labor from the man's 
age; just as Gen. Raum presumed that the man who had ahernia 
and wore a truss was disabled to the extent of $12 a month, the 
rating under the law prior to 1890 being 318. And Commissioner 
R um did justice in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, as Com- 
missioner hren does justice in ninety-nine cases out of a hun- 
dred provided the applicants are 75 years of age. But, says 
somebody, Do you mean that every man 75 years old is unable 
to work?” No. 

There is my honored colleague, the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Bunpy. I want you to look athim. Heis76yearsold. I want 
you to put your hand upon his arm and feel the size andstructure 
of the muscles; I want you tolethim gethisgrip upon your hand. 
Tam 57, but I can not cotn ey nor can the average man of 57 
compete in physical strength, or mental strength either, with the 

entleman from Ohio, although he is 76. Take the case of Gen. 

ALMER, the Senator from my own State of Illinois. He served 
in the late war and he is now past 75 years of age. He could 
be pensioned under the act of 1890 to-day, without reference 
to whether he is able to perform manual labor or not. There 
would be no question asked him under the ruling of Commis- 
sioner Lochren. And yet Tray, Blanche, and Sweetheart, the 
whole pack, are opening upon the late Administration because 
it applied to all these cases a general rule in principle like that 
which Commissioner Lochren applies to one classof cases. Now 
I will drop that subject right here, for there are other matters 
that I want to talk about. 

I have in my hand a report of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Let me read an extract from it which will be found on page 7: 

Precedence is no longer given to cases under the act of June 27, 1890, but 
claims for pensions under the . pbn laws for disabilities of service origin 
are now adjudicated in their order where the evidence is complete. So far 


from holding back this class of claims, I think they should have precedence 
as being older and more meritorious. 


Now, what does that mean? No sane man can read it without 
reading between the lines an attack upon his predecessor for 
making claims under the act of 1890 unduly prominent and for 
not di ing of claims under the older law. 

Mr. ENLOE, Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question at this point? 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
thinks that as a matter of justice and right the soldier who is 
making a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, should be given 
preference over the soldier whose present disability had its 
origin in the service. The one case is that of an old soldier who 
is asking a pension for disability incurred in the service; the 
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other may be a ninety-day man who never heard a gun fired, 
who never incurred say disability in the service. 

-Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ithank the gentleman for his in- 
terruption, and when I get through with my answer I think he 
will know more than he does now. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hop 80. y 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The claimant under the old law is 
entitled to have his claim allowed when it is ready for disposi- 
tion, and the case is the same with cthe laimant under the law 
of 1890. The law knows no difference between these two classes 
of worthy men. 

Mr. ENLOE. Wasnot the gentleman insisting that the Com- 
missioner was wrong because he did not preserve a distinction 
between them? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman could contain 
himself till I finish a brief statement on any subject he would 
save my time and himself from discomfiture. 

Mr. ENLOE, I will save the gentleman’s patience by not in- 
terrupting him. 

i Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I meant to be courteous to the gen- 
eman, 

The force in the Pension Offics is now what it was twelve 
months ago. Mr. Lochren came in the Ist of May. He has had 
charge of that force, five thousand in number, for seven months. 
After several day's effort I did get a statement of how many 
claims under all the laws Mr. Lochren had adjudicated in his 
seven months from May 1 to December 1, as compared with the 
number of claims under all the laws, adjudicated during a cor- 
responding period of last year. Now I hope I have the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I did not know the gentleman wanted my atten- 
tion. I thought I had been giving him too much attention. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Lask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Illinois be allowed to continue until he 
finishes his remarks, without regard to time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am nearly through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] asks unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois may be extended indefinitely. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Ihave here a table of claims passed 
and claims rejected for seven months under each Administration 
which I will insert at the close of my remarks, one in 1892 and 
one in 1893, with substantially the same force. This table shows 
that Commissioner Raum issued 144,000 certificates in the seven 
months in 1892, while Commissioner Lochren issued 44,000, Do 
you catch on. 5 Mr. Raum did three and one-half 
times move work than Lochren has done. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman invited my attention a few 
moments ago. Will he now allow me to say something? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me to 
conclude this statement, then I will. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the geatleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will yield to the gentleman for 
a question. 

r. ENLOE, I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
is aware of the fact that when the act of June 27. 1390, was 
passed and the adjudication of those cises was begun, there was 
an arrangement between the office of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sionsand the War Records Office, by which nothing was necessary 
in most of these cases except to furnish the military record of 
the soldier, the papers being on file; so that cases could be adju- 
dicated five times as rapidly then as they can now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now behold how plain a tale shall 

ut that down Iam taking seven months of 1892 and compar- 

g the work done with that done in seven months of 1893. I 
have the tables here and I will put them in my remarks. 

Mr. ENLOE rose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Hold on a minute. This rapid dis- 
position of claims continued through March and largely through 
April last until Mr. Lochren came in and your party obtained 
full possession; and then it dropped off. But that is not all. 
ee LOE. Will the gentleman allow me a remark right 

ere? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, if it is on this point. 

Mr. ENLOE. I presume the gentleman wants, as I do, to get 
at the facts. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is what I desire. 

Mr. ENLOE. [understand the gentleman is criticising the 

resent Commissioner for not adjudicating cases rapidly enough. 

have called his attention to the fact that the facilities for ad- 
judicating those cases were much greater under the ormer ad- 
ministration than under the present; and the gentleman has 
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cited a ruling of the Commissioner which shows why that is so. 
The present Commissioner of Pensions takes up every case in 
its order, without regard to whether it isa claim under the old 
law or a claim under the new law. Therefore he must send 
many of these cases to the field, and their adjudication must be 
delayed. The cases under the act of June 27, 1890, had princi- 
pally been d of under the former administration. 

Mz. CANNON of Illinois. Notat all. The gentlemanis swift 
in his defense, but he had better get his facts. Commissioner 
Lochren substantially stated before our committee that under 
the law of 1890 he did not send cases to the field, and did not 
propose to do so; it was the old cases under the law prior to that 
tim 


e. 

Now, that is not all. How many cases were rejected during 
the seven months of Mr. Raum's administration, and how man 
during the seven months of Mr. Lochren's administration? 
have got it right here, the table, showing 88,000 rejections under 
Raum and 84,000under Lochren. Lochren kept up pretty well on 
the rejections, but Raum beat him 3 to 1 on the admissions to 
the rolls. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is very much to the credit of Lochren. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Is it? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Well, the gentleman is entitled to 
his opinion; but, ap g to the Amer.can people, I say it is 
not to his credit, and by that tribunal, the people of thiscountry, 
before whom this Administration and all of us must appear and 
answer, I think he will find a different verdict will be rendered. 

But that is not all. Lochren claims he desires to dispose of 
these badly neglected claims under the old law. How many of 
them did Commissioner Raum dispose of in seven months of 
1892? He disposed of 11,000 of these claims under the old law; 
that is to say, 11,000 Army and Navy old-law claims in the aggre- 
gate, while Commissioner Lochren disposed of 6,000. ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to suggest to my colleague, 
in justice to himself, that if he will look into the matter closely 
he will find that they skipped about here and there, taking up 
those cases which were easiest to adjudicate and settle. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. How do you know that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, Ihave referred gentlemen 
to the facts, that is all. 

Mr. GROUT. Is there anything in the examination which 
would justify that conclusion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; I deny that it is a fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what have we? A pension force to ad- 
judicate claims—and I will put it in the RecoRD—in round num- 

of 5,000 people, experts all, who have worked for the office 
for years, and yet they are doing but a little over one-fourth of 
the work that was done when somebody was in charge of the 
office that wanted to do justice to the soldiers and di of 
these cases. 

Now, I want to say one other word. In making my talk this 
afternoon I make it here just before the Christmas holidays 
rather than afterwards, and for a purpose. 

I want the attention of the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions on the other side of the House. When order No. 


164 was re at one stroke of the pen, they marked off —sus- 
nded—12,000 cases. Now, mind you, 12,000 men who were 
wing pensions were suspended from the rolls by virtue of the 
order, and to suspend that 12,000 men they examined between 
30,000 and 40,000 cases of out 400,000. Well, men began to kick 
all over the country. Democrats and Republicans; Democratic 
pensioners and Republican pensioners, the good people every- 
where said that is not fair, and they kept on kicking, and they 
kicked day after day and week after week until the 26th of Au- 
gust came around, and then a new light broke on Cleveland's 
Administration. 

There had been too much kicking. [Laughter.] So they turned 
about and modified Secretary's Smith’s order issued on the 26th 
ony of May, and said: In the future we will examine the cases, 
and where on the face of the claim the man is entitled to any 
rating at all, whether he has got too much or not, we will not 
suspend him until the case has been investigated,“ and then with 
a stroke of the pen they restored 9,000 men to the rolls. I tell 
you I believe in kicking. [Laughter]. I want in this discus- 
sion, setting down naught in malice, I want on each side of this 
House that the American Representatives shall kick and kick 
and kick at the policy of this Administration in this Pension 
Bureau until again a new light shall come upon them, and they 
shall do justice with vigilance to the men that have been en- 
titled to it for all of these long years. 

Now, somebody may ask whether I intend to attack the Pen- 
sion Office or not. No, I do not. But I do intend to attack and 
I do attack the atmosphere in that office. I attack it in the in- 
terest of honest claimants; it is 20° below zero there. [Laugh- 
ter.] There is a force that has been built up for a quarter of a 
century, a force that is so well trained that Commissioner Loch- 
ren told us on this examination that he never kept but fifty of 
them on the 1890 suspended cases, and expected to have less; 
that they were so well trained that each one could e of 
fifty cases a day, of the suspended cases, under the law of 1890— 
I mean cases that come up under the revoking of order 164. 
And yet you see how insignificant their work has been in com- 
parison to what it was under the former administration. 

Mr. Chairman, there are over 700,000 claims pending in the 
Pension Office, awaiting disposition. There are,in round num- 
bers, 400,000 allowed claims under the act of 1890, adjudicated 
under a construction of that law approved by Congress and the 
country, which are placed in jeopardy by the wrongful and un- 
friendly action of the present administration. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has all the force necessary to carry on s = 
ily and vigilantly his great work, đoing justice to both 
ant and Government. 

Let this Congress and let the country thunder about the ears 
of this Administration until new light shall dawn upon it, until 
it shall prosecute the exceptional fraudulent pensioner and cease 
using the cry of fraud as a cover under which it knifes honest 
claimants and casts suspicion upon a million pensioners to whom 
the country in great pirt owes its existence, and who are in 
truth and fact only receiving a part of that recognition which a 
grateful country is glad to accord them. 

I thank the committee for its attention. [Applause.] 


This is a statement made by the ‘Commissioner of Pensions before the House bina riations Committee of the business done 
, under ee 


in adjudicating 


pension claims in the Pension Office for seven months, in 1892. 


s Administration. The objectof 


its insertion being for comparison with the table which follows it, showing the like work done in the same period under Cleve 8 


Administration: 


Report of certificates issued, by months, classes, and laws, from May 1 to November 30, 1892. 
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5. Report of certificates issued from May 1 to November 30,1893, for seven months under Cleveland's Administration. 


This is a statement of pension claims rejected in seven months 
in 1892, under Harrison's Administration, for comparison with the 
number of claims rejected in like period under Cleveland's Ad- 
ministration in the next table: 


Summary rt of cases rejected from May, 1892, to November, 1892, inclusive, 
eee : : 


Old wars: 
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ccc Acc Sora gees G 12,417 
Act of June 27, 1890: 
POPS INR BVO scans stg asap eee de ea nope owen anmaninah eet ito 26,481 
SRSA VIA We sick omy . 2,339 
SE chee an sepa ai nie nies nn T A OA ANR 28, 820 


Additional to prior applications on file under former acts: 
Pending, 0: 

Rejected, o. 

Certified in 
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492 56 7, 054 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, this discussion grows 
out of a clause in the bill that is now pending before the com- 
mittee which appropriates $200,000 to the Bureau of Pensions 
for the purpose of keeping in the field what is known as field 
examiners. - 

The gentleman who has taken his seat, my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. CANNON of Illinois], has not for one moment 
challenged the propriety or the justice of this appropriation. 
He has simply endeavored to 5 the time allot to him 
by the committed in casting a shadow over the administration 
of the Pension Bureau, as well as the: President of the United 
States, and in attacking Secretary Smith and Judge Lochren 
for the revocation of Order No. 164. He begins by sa 
the President declares, ‘ thousands of neighborhoods ve 
their well-known fraudulent pensioners, and recent develop- 
ments by the Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to accom- 
plish pension frauds.” He appears to be dumfounded to find 
such an expression in the message of the President. Indeed, he 
appears to be astonished that either the President or anybody 
else should assert that this whole business ishoneycombed with 
fraud. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the 
members of the committee will turn to the Commissioner's re- 
port, on page 14, they will find these statements there: 


Money illegally withheld, recovered on instructions from criminal section 
— 1 . 1 mes cre the ty of the United States, 
oney 0 „recovered as rty of the 
and covered 2 57 the Treasury, $18,808, 62. sabia 
There is a total of $19,807.62 in that item. 


Of which, eee e for the United States in civil suits in- 


stituted through section, $1,861.67. 
Cases submitted for criminal prosecution during the fiscal year, 115. Per- 
sons arrested and bound over, 100; indicted, 145; convicted, 73; sentenced, 


60. Persons acquitted, 40. Cases nol prossed, 1. 

Then if the gentleman will take the balance of that page and 
the following page 15 of that report, he will find one aoe 
instance in the State of Virginia, where they have unearthed a 
lot of frauds in which they absolutely saved—not as the gentle- 


21 man from Illinois intimated on the other line, by not 1 


nsions, but by the revocation of fraudylent pensions that 
n granted and were being paid—$55,000 in one instance. If 
ou will go further and ‘take up the instance in New Mexico, the 
stance in Buffalo, New York, and many other cases, the gen- 
tleman will ascertain and this House can ascertain at once 
where Mr. Cleveland got his authority for making that asser- 
tion. - > 
There is no reflection in that assertion upon the honest soldier 
potting his pension. No man can construe the lan of the 
sident as a reflection upon the honest soldier who is entitled 
to his pension and is receiving it. It is remarkably strange that 
for twenty-five years and moresome of these fraudulent pension- 
ers have been on the rolls, and up to this day claim agents are 
daily adding to the roll fraudulent pensioners, and not until now 
has there been any extraordinary effort made to reach them or 
develop the existing frauds, so abundant as proclaimed by the 
President in his message. 
Mr. VANVOOREHIS of New York. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, Yes. r 
Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Do you not know that in 
1883 a list of all the pensioners was published in the new: 
of the country, inevery neighborhood, to find out whether there 
were any frauds? 
585 LIVINGSTON. What has that to do with this proposi- 
on? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You say no effort has 
ever been made to find them out. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. What kind of an effort was that? Iam 
asking about the Bureau. What has the Republican Adminis- 
trations, from 1865 down until now, done? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They caused that publication. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Was it not a Republican 
Administration that did that? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did what? , 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Published the entire pen- 
sion list, to see if anybody knew of any frauds or could discover 


any. 
Mir. LIVINGSTON. Well, the Democratic Administration is 
doing more, 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes; you are doing more by sus- 
panny lawful pensions, 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. We are not publishing lists in the news- 
pen that the farmers of the country do not read and that no- 
y else reads. We are sending examiners down into every 
neighborhood, and we are appointing men who understand their 
business, and we send them into asi? soldier's neighborhood, 
and if he has a just claim, he comes b:fore the examiner and 
submits such proof of his claim as can be scrutinized then and 
there by tle examiner. This is done with his neighbors and 
friends present, and not in some secluded office with a claim 
agent, who is by contract largely interested in his claim. The 
action alluded to by the gentleman from New York Mr. VAN 
VooREHIS]J, by a Republican Administration in publishing the 
names of all pension applicants.was entirely abortive, and nec- 
essarily so, for the reason that it a bag to be effective, one 
neighbor to become an informantagainst another. Information 
necessary to set up a fraudulent pension can not be obtained in 


that wey 

Ma. VAN VOORHISof New York. But we sent the names 
of every man, woman, and child all over the country, so that if 
there were ey frauds they could know it, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You did that in a wholesale way, and 
the gentleman must remember that what is everybody’s busi- 
ness is nobody’s business. The gentleman from IIlinois 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me for a moment? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not know how much time the gen- 
tleman desires. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I only desire to ask a ques- 
tion. Are you notentirely aware that under every Republican 
Administration these men have been in the field searching for 
frauds and examining cases, just exactly as the service is to-day? 

Mr. PICKLER. And that as many convictions were had as 
you have now? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. To some extent that is true, but no spe- 
cial effort had ever been made to develop frauds. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Then there have been some? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. The gentleman from Illinois put 
the question to Judge Lochren as to whether there were more 
dishonesty or fraud in the Pension Office than in the courts. 
Let me read the question and the answer: 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In connection with this Bureau, considering that 
the amount involved is $150.000,000 to $160,000,000 a year, is it not true, in your 
judgment, that honesty averages quite as well in that Bureau as it does in 
the ordinary adjudications throughout the country or the world? 

Here is the answer: 

Mr. LOCHREN. I think the old soldier is as honest as other men—quite as 
much 50. 

You can see that he did notanswer the question as propounded 
by Mr. CANNON, and he did not intend to answer it as pro- 
pounded, for his short service in the Bureau did not authorize 
an answer direct. The old soldier is as honest as other men.” 
Yet the fraudulent claim agents and pensioners are admitted to 
existin his answers to other direct questions touching this mat- 
ter. Mr. CANNON said: 

Once in a while dishonesty creeps into the courts and into all human af- 


Mr. LOCHREN. In all transactions which are human. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And yet, in the main, human transactions are 
honest. 

Mr. LOCHREN. That is true, I think. 


The general proposition and the general answer, and that is 
all there is in it. ; 

The great fault found with the Administration, Mr. Chairman, 
is that they have changed Order 164. Order 164 was based upon 
the act of 1890. I desire to call attention of the committee to 
the language of the act. 


SEOC. 2. That all persons who served ninety days or more in the military 
or naval service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion 
and who have been honorably discha’ therefrom, and who are now or 
who may hereafter be suffering from a mental or physical disability of a 

ent character, not the result of their own vicious habits, which in- 
capacitates them from the performance of manual labor in such a degree as 
to render them unable to earn a support, shall, upon making due proof of 
the fact acco: to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may provide, be placed upon the list of invalid pensioners of the 


United States, and be entitled to receive a pension not exceeding $12 
month, and not less than & per month, proportioned to the degree of inabil- 
ity to earn a support. ` 

Proportioned how? Now,here comes the whole gist of the 
question under debate: 

Proportioned to the degree of inability to earn a support. 

That is the exact language of the act of 1890. What was Mr. 
Raum’s ruling? It was to fix the pension in proportion to the 
accumulated causes of inability. Let me illustrate. If a man 
had lost a part of a little finger, that is no cause of inability to 
earn a support by manual labor. If he had lost one eye, that is no 
cause; but if he had half a dozen of these difficulties and of 
these wounds and losses, he added them all up together and 
brought them under the act of 1890, and pr him to the highest 
point the law allowed as to service origin under the old law, 
thus ignoring the act of June 27, 1890. That was his practice. 

Now, I do not believe there is a lawyer on the floor of this 
House on either side of the House that will take and read the 
act of 1800 and say that Mr. Raum’s practice was in harmony 
with it. The purpose of the act of June 27, 1890, was not to pen- 
sion soldiers or their widows for actual service, but in the many 
instances where ex-Union soldiers had become unable to earn a 
support by manual labor growing out of service rendered. This 
is evident from the language used in the act. Theactanalyzed 
is this. A soldier must have served ninety days or more, been 
honorably discharged therefrom, his disability. permanent, and 
not the result of his vicious habits, which incapacitates him from 
earning a support by manual labor, to be pensioned proportioned 
to the degree of inability to earn a support. 

Here is the Order 164 which contravenes this: 


IN REGARD TO FIXING RATES OF PENSIONS UNDER ACT OF JUNE 27, 18%. 


That all claimants under the act of June 27, 1890, showing a mental or phys- 
ical disability or disabilities of a permanent character not the result of their 
own vicious habits, and which incapacitate them for the performance of 
manual labor, rendering them unable to earn a support in such a de; as 
would be rated under former laws at or above $ and less than 812, shall be 
rated the same as like disabilities of service origin; and that all cases show- 
ing a pensionable disability which, if of service origin, would be rated at or 
above $12 per month, shall rated at 812 per month. 


Approved: 3 
GREEN B, RAUM, Commissioner. 
CYRUS BUSSEY, Assistant Secretary. 

Judge Lochren, in answer to a question propounded by myself, 
says: 

Order No. 164 was a palpable violation of both the spirit and the letter of 
the act of 1890 

And, notwithstanding the fact that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] asserted to the contrary, the same decision 
as to that order was made under President Harrison's Adminis- 
tration by Mr. Bussey, the Assistant Secretary. In the Weike 
case Mr. Bussey declared and ruled em haticall that Order 164 
was against the law. Ihave here his whole 8 ire to which I 
refer the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. The Bennet 
case shows how these cases were made up under the act of 1890 
by Commissioner Raum. I read from the statement of the medi- 
cal referee, Thomas D. Ingraham. He says: 

The inability of the applicant to perform manual labor was not taken into 
consideration at all. 

The gentleman from IIlinois says that Mr. Cleveland, Secretary 
Smith, and Commissioner Lochren made a mistake akin to a 
crime. Mr. Chairman, I know how hard it is for a Southern 
man, or for a Damocrat, whether from the North or the South. to 
touch this pension business in any shape, form, or manner with- 
out being criticised and suspected. 

The Secretary is a Southern man, yet an honorable man, with 
no intention to wrong Union soldiers or their widows. He was 
not, however, a rebel soldier. He was a boy at the time of the 
war between the States, and his only purpose was to execute the 
law of the land. The Commissioner of Pensions was, I under- 
stand, a Union soldier, and a very true and worthy one, and can 
have no incentive to rob or hinder a Union soldier in his efforts 
for apension. Mr. Cleveland is a Northern Democrat, from edu- 
cation and association bound to do justice to ex-Union soldiers, 
and yet these three m n, the gentleman from Illinois asserts— 
by what authority he conceals—have made a mistake akin to 
a crime ” in undoing Order 164. Why mike such an insinuation 
when the Kepublican Administration under President Harrison 
did the same thing? About a yeur ago some of my friends on 
the other side of the House, having often declared in my hear- 
ing that there was no fraudulent pensioner on the roll, that all 
the pensions granted were legitimate, I then, upon this floor, 
gave them some examples of fraudulent pensions; and the proc- 
ess of investigation that has gone on since the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration came into power has developed, as I mentioned a 
moment ago, an immense amount of pension frauds in Virginia, 
in Buffalo, in New Mexico, and in other localities, 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield for a question. 
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Mr. PICKLER. With all the pensioners that there are upon 
the rolls, and all this mass of fraud that you talk about and that 
are mentioned in the extracts from the Commissioner's report 
which you have given us, you succeded in getting just sixty 
convictions last year. That is the amount of this “honeycomb 
of fraud” that you have been talking about. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. The gentleman must remember 
that this examination has just begun, and before this Adminis- 
tration ends he will be surprised at the number of convictions. 
Many cases are still on the docket, and the courts are now sit- 
ting totry them. Only F we got news of a case where 
one person was convicted and sent to the penitentiary, and if 
the gentleman will wait a few weeks, a few months, or a few 
years, we will give him many hundreds of convictions. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; you roll every little case that you 
find as a sweet morsel under your tongue. When you do succeed 
in running down some fellow you make the most of it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But, Mr. Chairman, to come back to the 
point. The gentleman from Illinois makes the declaration that 
if this Administration had been half as anxious to do justice to 
the poor soldier as they were to give themselves newspaper no- 
toriety these troubles would not have arisen. Mr. Chairm m, 
the simple fact that Mr. Cleveland has referred to this matter 
of pension frauds in his message and the fact that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions asserts and specifies, and gives the names and 
numbers of fraudulent pensions, seems to have provoked this un- 
called for thrust at the present administration of the Pension 
Bureau. Ido not believe that there is a Democrat upon this 
floor, nor a Democrat in office under Mr. Cleveland who has ever 
had an idea (nor do I believe that Mr. Cleveland himself has) of 
obstructing a Union soldier or his widow in getting a pension who 
is legally entitled to it. 

I know this, that these special examiners, who are sent into the 
field, and for the continuance of whose work this appropriation 
of $200,009 is proposed in this bill, are engaged in a work which 
is not in the pecuniary interest of the Government, but is almost 
totally in the interest of the pensioner. A great majority of the 
pensioners are not able to make out their papers and present 
them in such a form as to conform to the requirements of the 
law and the rules and regulations of the office. There are 
three classes of cases which come to the office. The first is the 
class which embraces cases made out clearly, distinctly, and fully 
in compliance with the law and the rules and regulations. Then 
there is a much larger class of claimants who only know that 
they are entitled to some rating without having any definite 
knowledge asto what that ratingshould be. All thess cases are 
determined by the examiners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The ratings are determined by the surgeons, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, but they are based upon the evi- 
dence gathered by the examiners and by the evidence furnished 
to the Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are based upon a physical examination 
of the applicants. 

Mr. NGSTON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] complains because the present Commissioner is keeping in 
abeyance applications under the act of 1890, and largely giving 
his attention to claims arising under the old law prior to 1890. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend misstates me entirely. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iso understood your remarks. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What I claim is, that in the name 
of paying speciai attention to old-law cases, he is not paying at- 
tention to either class. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understood the gentleman differently; 
he is entitled, of course, to his correction. A 
$ — 85 CANNON of Illinois. My remarks will show that is what 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. But I desire to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that there are now pending under the old 
law 18,000 cases of soldiers claiming pension on account of disa- 
bilities of service origin; and I want to say in my place that 
prior to the administration of Mr. Lochren preference had been 
given to applications under the act of 1890. 

Let me state why this was done. It was for this reason, that 
under the act of 1890 there could be an increased rating. A man 
drawing pension for partial disability might obtain pension for 
total disability under the act of 1890, so that instead of drawi 
a pension of $12 or 815 a month he might draw $70 a month. 
do not blame the soldiers for making application in that way: 
nobody blames them. They took advantage of the act of 1890 to 
obtain an increase of their pensions; and they flooded the De- 

ent in Washington with their applications on that line. 

y brought their pressure to bear on Mr. Raum; he gave his 
attention to their claims—perhaps properly; I am not going to 
question that at all. But at the same time it is true that back 
behind those are 18,000 claims that have never been attended 
to—claims under the law for pensions of service origin. Mr. 


Lochren takes this view—and we believe the House will sustain 
him—that those men who actually received wounds or disabili- 
ties in the service, and who when twenty-seven years have rolled 
away are still without pension, ought to be herd first. 

The gentleman says that Mr. Lochren disposes of these pen- 
sion claims only about one-third as fast as Mr. Raum did. Well, 
I want to say to him, with all due deference to Mr. Raum and the 
administration of the office under him, that if the gentleman will 
visitthe Pension Bureau now and acquaint himself thoroughl 
with the system of doing business there and contrast it wit 
the method of hurry and fiurry under Mr. Raum he will find that 
there isa great deal more care in the examination of pensions 
now than there was prior to Mr. Lochren’s administration. In- 
vestigations are made now that were not made then. And as 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] said a moment ago, 
Mr. Raum had facilities for hurrying these matters through that 
Mr. Lochren has not. 

The gentieman from Illinois says that under the revocation 
of order 164 there were 12,000 suspensions, and “ that when peo- 
ple begañ to kick (both Democrats and Republicans: the order 
was changed, and changing the order put 9,000 pensioners back 
on the list.“ Now, the whole matter was simply this: Under 
order 164 these people had been pensioned. If the order went 
down, the pension necessarily went down with it. Whose fault 
was it? as it the Government's fault or was it the soldier's? 
Tt was in my opinion purely a matter of grace that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior modified 
that order so that the pensions should run where there was evi- 
dence of any rating whatever, instead of being suspended en- 
tirely. But there certainly was nothing wrong in the suspen- 
sion of these pensions. It is just what would have happened in 
a court of justice. Itis just what would have happened undera 
Republican Administration as well asa Democratic one. If this 
order had gone down the pensions under it would have gone 
down with it. 

The gentleman from Illinois says he does not attack the 
Bureau. but he attacks the atmosphere of the Bureau; the 
atmosphere of the Pension Bureau, it seems, is twenty degrees 
colder under this administration than under the former one. 
L wish to suggest to the gentleman that hot atmosphere is not 
always pure; and I invite his attention to this proposition, that 
if the atmosphere thereis twenty degrees colder it is forty de- 
grees purer. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that it has gone abroad that 
Mr. Cleveland and “the Secretary of the Interior and Judge 
Lochren and the Democratic party are all at war with the old 
soldier. I wish to say here and now that I think our Republican 
friends who make that assertion know better when they make 
it. Ido not believe [addressing the Republican side] that you 
believe it. You may have a kind of a lingering thought that 
we on this side have not as much sympathy for the Union soldier 
as you have. You may have an idea that those of us who were 
on the other side in the war would be perfectly willing that 
these pensioners should be dropped, whether entitled to pen- 
sions or not, if we could make our consciences clear of the result. 

But in my humble opinion there are very few intelligent 
Republicans in this country, much less on the floor of this House, 
who believe that President Cleveland, Secretary Smith, or Judge 
Lochren have acted illegally or in any manner endeavored to 
defraud or hinder the granting of pensions to those legally en- 
titled. I do not believe it; and I do not believe the country 
believes it. Itis true, however, that Mr. Cleveland stands dis- 
tinctly against the payment of fraudulent pensions; he ison rec- 
ord on that line since his first Administration, and wassoregarded 
by those who voted the Democratic ticket in the last cam Š 
Mr. Smith being under him and Mr. Lochren being a subòrdi- 
nate also. there is no questionin my mind that the President has 
said to them in some way or another, ‘‘These frauds ought to 
appear, and must appear if they exist.“ And, in my humble 
opinion, that is as faras the President has ever gone or ever au- 
thorized anybody else to go. * 

The 5 of the Bureau may be colder, as the gentle- 
man from Illinois has suggested. It may be rendered coldér 
by the fact solely that proper investigations have developed a 
wonderful amount of fraudulent processes and fraudulent pen- 
sions beneath. And this, I understand from the testimony of 
the Commissioner, is not chargeable in many cases to the sol- 
dier. It is chargeable to a class of pension agents—men who 
have gone over the country looking up every possible claim, 
whether just or unjust, righteous or unrighteous, and inducing 
thousands of people to make claims. All these fraudulent claims 
from Virginia came through one of these attorneys. 

It is the same thing in Buffalo; it is the same thing in New 
Mexico; and now why should our Republican friends hesitate to 
hold up the hands of the present Administration and endeavor 
to unearth these frauds that are being perpetrated throughout 


the 8 by these pension claim agents or attorneys? Is it 
not to the honor of the old soldier that he should have his pen- 
sion uncontam nated by such tions? 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
with his consent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

uestion. i 8 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think it is right, let me suggest, to 
charge the Republican party with any opposition to the effort to 
unearth frauds. The Republican ty will vote unlimited ap- 

ropriations to assist in making these efforts more efficacious, 
bones. and earnest to unearth fraud. But what the Republican 
ty docs object to is, under the pretense of unearthing other 
anik by preconceived, preconcerted, continuous efforts with- 
holding the pensions of honest claimants who are deprived of 
them without the shadow of right. That is what we believe. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me ask the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, in response to his interrogatory, how can you de- 
velop or unearth a fraud without in some way or manner injur- 
ing those really entitled under the law to their pensions? How 
can it be done? 7 5 

Mr. BLAIR. Simply by putting another force on that spe- 
cific duty. We should not object to the investigation of such 
claims in the administration of universal justice, or thwart them 
in any way, if it were not that the idea, apparently, isto prevent 
the allowance of any just claims by a pretense of unearthing 
frauds that do not exist. 

Mr. LEVINGSTON. The appropriation before the commit- 
tee is for thit very specific purpose—to send out examiners to 
investigate these cases and unearth the frauds. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow an tagnity? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 will yield for a question only. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only a question. You are making a broad 
declaration of fraud. Your Department have asked you, a com- 
mittee from this House, for $300,000 for that purpose. You have 
cut it down to $200,000—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, do not make a speech in my time. 
Please ask your question? 

Mr. BINGA . Iam coming toit. Isay they have asked 
you for $300,000 and you cut it down to $200,000. You declare 
that fraud exists. You claim that you want a thorough investi- 

ation. The gentleman says we are opposing an investigation. 

s not the gentleman know that during Cleveland's first Ad- 
ministration we gave $500,000 annually for this purpose? and now 
the gentleman says the Republican party do not want an inves- 

tion of these frauds! 

r. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
asked his question 1 could have answered it and gone along with 
my remarks; but I will answer him anyhow. ‘They asked for 
$309,000 and we gave them $200,000 with a distinct understand- 
ing that these men were to be kept in the field. Now since we 
have only four or four and one-half months between the two ses- 
sions of Congres we can supplement the remainder when it may 
be necessary, and the gentleman knows it just as well as Ido, for 
he ison the committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatdoes well enough in a question of for- 
tifications or matter of that kind; but we are not doing that kind 
of work unearthing fraud. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, it will do for unearthing fraud too. 
Thatappropriation will be sufficient to be used in that time, That 
was the understanding between the Commissioner and the sub- 
committee that made the investigation, that he could get the 
money he wants through a Democratic House whenever neces- 
sary and all that is necessary to develop the frauds. But what I 
complain of is that when we come to do honor and tribute to 
your soldiers who fought under the flag and t us—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘Your soldiers!” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON.” Yes, your soldiers. For I am speaking 
of them now in contradistinction to the rebels—if you please. I 
say when the Democrats core and undertake to do honor to your 
old Union soldiers, and ask your assistance to enable us to tear 
down the veil, if = and take away from them the contamina- 
tion and stain of dishonor that rests upon tne pension roll by 
fraud. you cry that it is opposition to pensio your Union 
soldiers, when you know as a matter of fact that there is not a 
word of truth in yourallegation. That is the complaint I make. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 


I will yield to the gentleman for a 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. 8 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. it not a fact that fraud is pre- 
sumed; that 3 pensloner who was ted a pension under 
the act of June 27, 1890, is presumed to be drawing it unlawfully? 


Don't you start out on that assumption? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No sir; not a bit of it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In other words, the mere fact 
that the party is drawing a pension is evidence of wrong? 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. No sir; not at all. Neither does the 
Democratic party in this House nor the Administration so con- 
sider it. But we do assert here,and the Commissioner asserts 
it, and the Secretary of the Interior in his reportasserts it, and 
the President of the United States tells us so in his message, 
that there is a wonderful amount of fraud connected with the 
whole business, and as Republicans and as friends of the true 
old Union soldiers who fought under the flag, why don't you 
stop it in honor to them and help to relieve them from the stand- 
ing disgrace and degradation and dishonor that the presence of 
these fraudulent peusioners necessarily involves? 

There stands aman [Mr. CoGSWELL] whom I h»ppen to know, 
and he would disdain to-day, and it would be disgusting to him, 
epo him in line with a man who wasa bounty jumper, Who 
had never seen service, who, though drawing a pension was. not 
entitled to it, either under the old law or the law of 1890; and 
every true Union soldier would feel humiliated as long as one of 
those men is kept on the rolls. Yet when we undertake topurge 
the roll, you come in here and throw in our way every posite 
let and hindrance that you can. s 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not at all—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me for a mọ- 
ment—— . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. DIN GLET. This is an extra appropriation of $300,000, 
over and above last year, for the force of pension examiners in 
Ko sh and, as the gentleman says, for the purpose of uproot- 

raud. 
. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This extra force has been in the field since 
May 27, and we know what has been accomplished during that 
tim 


0. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do not make a speech in my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. Isimply want to call the gentle- 
man's attention to the fact that from May 27 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I thought you were going to ask a 
question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam, after stating the facts. From May 27 
to November 1, 1892, there were 345 cases, under the investiga- 
tion of this force in the field, in which pensioners were dropped 
for fraud; while in this year, in the same time, with this large 
increase of force and spending a much larger amount, there 
have been only 388 cases, or oniy 35 more of persons dropped on 
account of fraud. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My friend and colleague has asked no 
question. He wanted to make a little speech and get it into the 
RECORD right here. I want to call his attention to this fact, if 
he will look to the letter furnished by Judge Lochren at the re- 
quest of Chairman DOCKERY, on page 2, he will find this state- 
ment: 

Special examiners in the fleld March 1, 1993, 102. 

n from the service and in the field, 32. 

Special examiners in the fleld June 30, 1893, 83; detailed, 88. 

Now, note that we are dropping the extravagant examinersand 
detailing from the Department men who are supposed to be more 
conversant and better acquainted with the work. 

Listen again: 

Average number in the field between July 30, 1893, and November 1, 1893, 
225, 107 special and 118 detailed. 

Now, while the Democratic Administration is adding to the 
field examiners it is doing so at less expense, from the fact that 
many of these men detailed only get to day $900, some of them 
$1,200, and some of them $1,400, and they only get their salary, 
as paid in the Bureau, with the $3 per diem covering their ex- 
penses added. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is true, how does it happen that with 
an increase of force of 50 per cent there is an increase of 150 per 
cent in the appropriations asked? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is because they are engaged in the ex- 
amining and unearthing of these frauds. [Derisive laughter on 
the nig wate side.) 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I understood you to say they were doing 
it with greater economy. * 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will you please look at the frauds that 
have been unearthed in Virginia and see the cost to the Govern- 
ment? Will you take the one instance that has attracted so much 
attention, where the man had been absent for twenty ye ws, and 
came back and his wife owned him as her living husband? That 
case is now in court. Look at the amount of money we are ex- 

nding to settle that one question, whether the man is agenuine 
Baton soldier or a fraud. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, the com- 
plaint we have to make in this matter is this: No one on this side 
of the House complains that any efforts are made in any direc- 


1893. 
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tion, or at any reasonable expense, for the purpose of uprooting 
fraud. What we do object to is that, under the guise of this, 
there is so determined an effort to create the impression that 
there are gigantic and wholesale frauds. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. When there are no facts to back them up. 

Mr. DINGLEY. When the examination thus far does not 
show that there has been any foundation for the statements 
made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Lou must make your speech in yourown 
time; and you can have the floor. À 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Maine that this is not the room of the Committee on Ap- 
Sip ganar and gentlemen must observe the rules of the House. 

e gentleman does not desire to be interrupted, he must not 
be interrupted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I first addressed the Chair, 
and the gentleman from Georgia allowed me to make the state- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman was going on witha 
dialogue, outside of the rules of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, if the gentleman from Georgia 
objects, I have nothing further to say. 

r. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say, once 
for all, that the Administration, with Mr. Cleveland, the Secre- 
and the Commissioner, and the Democratic members in 


this House and in the other end of the Capitol, and the great 


Democratic party all over this country, North, South, East, and 
West, will ask nothing at the hands of the Republican party 
but that in the future youstand by the law that you passed when 
in power, through a Republican House, through a Republican 
Senate, with a Republican President—your own act of 1090. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Under your construction of it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; under your construction of it. We 
will take the construction of Mr. Bussey, a Republican Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Interior, and stand on that with you. If 
you will agree with us we will meet you there. 

Mr. WI A. STONE. -There is a very grave miscon- 
struction as to Mr. Bussey’s construction. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. e will submit it to ten 12-year old boys 
in the public schools in Washington City, and take their con- 
struction of it, and stand on that. 

Mr. PICKLER. They would come nearer doing justice to the 
soldier than this Administration has. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Just such a remark as that must come 
from a very hollow head ora very bad heart. [Laughter.] 

A man may 

Says the act of 1890— 
be placed upon the list of invalid mers and be entitled to receive a pen- 
sion not exceeding 812 per month and not less than $6 per month. 

Proportioned how? Not the number of wounds received; not 
the number of impediments to labor and disabilities that have 
occurred after the service. That is your interpretation of it. 
That is Mr. Raum’s interpretation, and that is the interpretation 
we are after; and that is the interpretation that Mr. Smith, Mr. 
Cleveland, and everybody else in connection with the Pension 
Office is determined to put down. What is the law? : 

Proportioned to the degree of inability to earn a support. 


Now, under the act of 1890 every Union soldier is entitled to 
a pension just to the extent that he is disabled. Let me see if 
you can understand that. I want my Republican friends to under- 
stand your own law one time. If hecan work six hours in a day 
only, then he is disabled one-half. 

Mr. GROUT. Twelve hours work a day! 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then you ought to 9 that dis- 
ability with the pension mentioned in the law as the lowest 
amount, If he is disabled three-quarters, then you give him $8. 
If he is disabled totally the law prescribes his pension, and there 
is no chance of making any mistake about it. Now, gentlemen, 
why not stand on your own law; stand on a legitimate, fair con- 
struction of the law as expressed, if the English language can 

ress anything. 
yield the floor, Mr. Chairman, and whatever time is left I 
reserve. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question before he sits down. Hollow-headed and bad 
hearted as wemay be on this side—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Men forget to be gentlemen in the House of 
Representatives sometimes. Here is my question: 

Do you indorse the indiscriminate suspension of pensions that 
has been made by this Administration before the soldier has 


been notified of any charges filed against him? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. You heard my remarks; and I will re- 
peat them. 


Mr. PICKLER. You can answer it, yes or no. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. You can not frame a question and then 
frame a answer. You have not lived long enough for that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do you indorse the indiscriminate suspension 
of pensions by this Administration is cases of soldiers before they 
are notified that any charges are filed against them? = 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You have got my answer, and I will give 
it to you again. If these men claim pensions under the act of 
1890, under the rating as Mr. Raum has ruled in Order 164, and 
it was a wrong rating, when the order went down, necessarily, 
under the law, and in equity, too, if you please, the rating went 
down and the pension went down with it; and the poor soldier is 
to blame and not the Goverament. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all a matter of fact, as to what the 
disabilities were, but what is principally objected to was the de- 
nial of the right to be heard before these suspensions were made; 
and these suspensions are not all under the actof 1890, but there 
isa large number of suspensions under the old law. What do 
you do with them? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My answer wenta step further. I said 
that as soon as complaint was made, and wherever there was 
evidence of any wrong having been done, those people were re- 
instated, and 9,000 men and women were reiastated on the rolls 
as soon as the facts appeared. 


Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; that was the case after the back- ~ 


down. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There was no backdown at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, youindorse the theory that a soldier's 
pension should be suspended first and the question of his title 
to itshould be tried afterwards? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Nobody has indorsed any such theory, 
and nobody has promulgated any such theory. That is another 
of your grave charges against the Administration that has no 
foundation or truth in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Lrv- 
INGSTON] has five minutes remaining, which he reserves. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this discussion was somewhat un- 
expectedly brought upon the House on account of the presenta- 
tion of the urgent deficiency bill, but necessarily the debate must 
take a wide scope if we enter into the question of the suspension 
of pensions. The Administration, in taking possession of the Gov- 
ernment, made, I think, a mistake in assuming that the people 
of the country at the last Presidential election had given an 
order of about face” upon the pension question, and the Pres- 
ident made the mistake of carrying that supposed order from 
the people a little further down the line by saying “ about face“ 
to the Secretary of the Interior. and the Secretary communi- 
cated it to the Commisioner of Pensions, who in turn gave in- 
structions to the clerical force in the Pension Office to reverse 
substantially their action upon everything that had been done 
in Soe pren up to ere time. os: ee 

ince then the people, supposed authors of this command, have 
been partially heard from—I refer to the election of 1893—and 
I desire now to read briefly from an interview with ees Neal, 
of the State of Ohio, who wrote the tariff plank of the platform 
upon which the Democracy stood in the late Presidential elec- 
tion. I desire to read his views as to the action of the Admin- 
istration upon this pension question, and I commend it to the 
prayerful attention of gentlemen upon the other side of this 
chamber. He says: 

Itis absurd to claim that Ohio, at the last election, indorsed the McKin- 
ley law. The people were controlled other questions. Ninety-five per 
cent of all ch: in votes from the Democratic to the Republican party 
to the pension question, and for this the Administration 
at Washington was directly responsible. The action of the Pension De- 
partment in the matter of suspensions was utterly indefensible. 

The Democratic party, to regain the confidence of the old soldiers and pen- 
ios pansion law. giving © peasion to every honorably discharged. Union 
soldier. Such a law will forever take the pension question out of politics. 
The sooner it is passed the better. í 

The gentleman from [Mr. LIVINGSTON] does not speak 
in the same frame of mind, nor from the same standpoint, nor 
surrounded by the same influences as the defeated candidate for 
governor of the State of Ohio in the late election. I hold in my 
hand another interesting communication from the State of Ohio, 
a memorial presented to this body by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] a few days ago and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. I shall read only a portion of this docu- 
ment, but it will be found exceedingly interesting reading. It 
is written u the Cincinnati Enquirer letter heads, and is 
signed by W. A. Taylor, the recent candidate on the Democratic 
ticket for lieutenant-governor of the State of Ohio, who makes 
this protest from under the majority of eighty and odd thousand 
that was heaped upon him in November last. Other defeated 
Democratic candidates are still to hear from. I say that I shall 
read only a part of this document, because a part of it attempts. 
to reflect upon the Republican v, and I do not care to incor 
porate that in my remarks. ghter.] 
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To the House of Representatives in Congress: 

Your memoralist leave to represent that the cruel and unjust treat- 
ment of some fifteen hundred pensioners in the State of Ohio during the 
months of June, July, A’ t, and September. 1893, whereby ape were ma- 
liciously, unjustly, and unlawfully deprived of their ons for along period 
of time. demands at the hands of your honorable y aà thorough and search- 
ing investigation by a committee sent to the State of Ohio, so that the victims 
may not beinconvenienced in appearing as witnesses, and their accusers may 
be compelled to appear and disclose the motives that prompted them in fili: 
the charges upon which the suspensions were recommended by the Federa 
oficials charged with the duty of reporting to the Department of the Interior 
at Washington the true facts in each case referred to them by the Depart- 
ment. If such an investigation be ordered and the seal of secrecy be removed 
from the charges filed with the Department and the reports thereon of medi- 
cal boards an vere examiners of the Pension Bureau, your memoralist 
expresses the belief that the following, among other things, will be disclosed: 


He here calls attention to the fact that they do not have ac- 
cess to the records of the Pension Office. He proceeds: 

1. That the Government has been placed in a false and cruel attitude by its 
accredited and authorized agents and representatives. 

2. That the Pension Bureau was deceived into this false attitude by a con- 
spiracy of such audacity and magnitude as to stagger belief. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, it will stagger belief. 

8. That the charges upon which the major portion of these suspensions 
were made were a part of that conspiracy, and made as a part of it, and the 
suspensions were recommended by the duly authorizeded agents of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, without investigation. or a desire to investigate the true charac- 
ter of these charges, and for thesole of oringing the Government and 
its administration into disrepute, and to serve purely partisan ends. 

By this he means to imply that these charges were made 
against fifteen hundred old soldiers in the State of Ohio by Re- 
publicans; that through Republican officials in the Pension 
Office the pensioners were 9 886 and that by this means 
these old soldiers were induced to add their votes to the mag- 
nificent majority that was piled es for Maj. McKinley last No- 
vember. It does stagger belief, Mr. Chairman, that the Repub- 
can party should adopt such a method, making charges of this 
kind in order to bring the old soldiers into trouble. 

It reminds one of the story of the man who married the daugh- 
ter of his enemy, and being asked why he did so, said it was to 
bring his enemy’s family into disrepute. [Laughter.] In other 


words, the Republican party, it is claimed, has gone into the 
business of ing charges with reference to the Pension Office 
in order to bring the Pension Office into disrepute. 


The memorial goes on to say that the Republicans in the State 
of Ohio made use of this cruel and inhuman treatment toward the 
old soldiers and with the most deadly results to the Democratic 
party. And smarting under this, the memorialist winds up with 
aprayer. And itisinteresting to hear a prayer from Ohio from 
the Democratic party: ; 

Your memorialist believes that the honorable House of Representatives 
owes it to the public honor and to the sovereign justice of the Government 
of the United States to cause the most searching investigation to be made in 
the premises to the end that hereafter no citizen shall have his rights jeopar- 
dized and the Government shall not be brought into contempt and disrepute 
to serve the ends of a political party. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WM. A. TAYLO: 
A Citizen of Ohio. 

Now, this memorial shows how this system may be abused. 
That a great political party, carrying out a conspiracy that 
staggers belief, should have made such charges as to result in 
the unwarranted and unfair suspension of 1,500 old soldiers in a 
great State, so as to politically revolutionize that State, making a 
transfer of so large a number of the voters from one side to the 
other, and that this can be done through a system of special ex- 
aminers which is commended to the favor of this House by the 

entleman from Georgia—that such wromg can be done ought, 

t seems to me, be evidence enough to show this House that the 
whole system of special examination upon secret charges ought 
to be trodden under foot. 

Mr. Chairman, in the old days, in Venice they had what was 
called The Lion's Mouth” into which in the dead of night 
charges were dropped s 58 755 any citizen of the republic. Upon 
such charges he was called up for trial in secret, and condemned; 
and the ultimate overthrow vf that republic was caused by such 
abuse of power. Yet the proposition now of the gentleman from 
Georgia is to make a “‘lion’s mouth” of 3 post-office box 
into which every scoundrel may drop his unauthorized charges, 
may drop his venom, and that then a special agent shall, acting 
thereon, go around and seek grounds for suspension and cancella- 
tion of the pension, and thus perpetrate such a wrong as Mr 
Taylor of Ohio says was perpetrated in his State within the 
last few months. 

It is not proposed, Mr. Chairman, to provide additional ex- 
aminers under this bill. The bill proposes to take out of the 
Pension Office and start upon a duty of secret investigation 
through the country a large force of men who are to-day upon 
the rolls of the Pension Office as clerks, and who are to be trans- 
ferred by asingle detail from the position of clerk in that office to 
-that of special examiner in the field. Three hundred thousand 
dollars is asked for that purpose in addition to $225,000 already 
yoted. Three nundred thousand dollars, assuming the rate of 


payment to be $3 a day as proposed, would provide for one hun- 
dred thousand days’ service in the field. 

We know, Mr. Chairman, how this system has worked. We 
know with what indignation it has been received everywhere— 
this secret piling up of charges followed by putting in the field 
eee employed for the purpose of hunting up causes for dis- 


Somebody not very long ago senta ‘‘ commissioner paramount” 
to a foreign country charged with the duty of coming back and 
reporting that that country ought not to be annexed and that a 
queen should be restored to her throne. Now it is proposed to 

end out two or three hundred ‘‘commissioners paramount” all 
over the United States, inspired with the purpose of finding out 
how many pensioners can be dropped from the rolls. They are 
not dropping off fast enough. Over 33,0U0 of them went down 
into their sacred graves within the last year. But that is not 
rapid enough for the present Administration. 

Mr, Chairman, it seems to me it is time for this House, the 
Democratic side of it particularly, to rise up and rebuke the Ad- 
ministration upon this question. By a unanimous vote the other 
day the action of one ‘‘commissioner paramount” was rebuked 
by calling upon the Administration for certain papers. There 
wasa unanimous vote on both sides of this Chamber, anda unan- 
imous vote of the other House of Congress. The same method 
of doing business is on discussion before us here to-day; and it 
would be well for the Democratic party in this Chamber to say 
that they wish to return to the more wholesome action of Gen. 
Black, the former Commissioner of Pensions. 

This proposition in the bill to appropriate $200,000 additional 
to the $225,000 already appropriated is an attempt to enlarge a 
system of espionage that has already worked great hardships 
and has met with condemnation at the hands of the people. 

Another remarkable suggestion is found in the report of the 
Commissioner on page 5. He calls for $2,000,000 for next year’s 
payment of his local Democratic medical boards, On page 4 it 
appears that last year only $888,233 was used for that purpose. 
Only one explanation can be made of this demand, i that is 
that the 5 Administration, when it gets its new boards all 
organized, intends to send every invalid pensioner in the countr: 
before them for a new examination. We may well be excu 
in looking. with a very close scrutiny at all the suggestions com- 
ing from this source. 

It is not Commissioner Lochren that we complain of here. He 
only speaks as he is ee to; he only does as he is bidden. 
The Secretary of the Interior is the great man of the Chief 
Executive; and the Commissioner of Pensions is only the great 
min of the Executive’s great man. And with all this hostility 
to the Union soldier, which permeates every action in the De- 
partment of the Interior, we find the Executive backing it up. 

It is true that the Pension Office has been recediug—slowy, by 
degrees, step by step—from the first advanced position taken b 
the Commissioner of Pensions in the revocation of order 164. 
Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to call your attention to one of the 
orders made in pursuance of the order revoking 164. I read 
from the action of the medical referee, who, under instruction 
of Secre Smith and of the Commissioner of Pensions, estab- 
lished a new line of ratings after the repeal of order 164. He 
says: : 
y [Circular.] 

MEDICAL DIVISION, PENSION OFFICE. 


In the matter of 15 cases under the act of June 27, 1890, the following 
directions will serve as landmarks only and will be subject to such varia- 


tions as in the particular case may be Ge nea 
The 4 will be $12, $10, $8, and 88. e ratings of $12 will be allowed 
only in the following cases: 


1, In cases where the claimant is clearly disabled from performing any 
effective manual labor, 

2. In loss of either hand or arm. 

3. In total deafness of both ears. 

The minimum rate shall be allowed for a disability equivalent to anchylosis 
of elbow joint, If there are two or more disabilities demanding a rate of $6 
the rating of $8 shall be allowed, and for two or more disabilities each de- 
manding arate of $8 the rating of $10 shall be allowed; but two or more disa- 
bilities each demanding a rating below $6 shall not be added to make a 
minimum rating, and such cases shall be rejected. 

All specific ratings as published in the book of instructions have no appli- 
cation in adjudicating claims under this act. 

THOMAS FETHERSTONEHAUGH, 
Medical Referee. 


It is true that this absurd order has since been revoked in the 
face of much just criticism. 

Step by step with dogged obstinacy have these rulings been 
modified or withdrawn. 


Notice the wording of thisremarkable order. If thereare two 


or more disabilities demanding a rating of 86 each, the rating 
shall be $8. Under this Administration, Mr. Chairman, twice 
6 makes 8, when the question is the rating of a Union soldier’s 
nsion. And if there are two or more disabilities each demand- 
ga rating of $8, the rating shall be 810. Twice 8 makes 10 
under this Administration. And if there are two or more dis- 
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abilities demanding a rating below 86, these disabilities, one, 
two, three, four, or five, shall not be counted to make a rating 
of $6, but the cases shall be rejected altogether. Now does not 
this show on the part of gentlemen who are administering this 
charitable, just, and simple law for the benefit of the defenders 
of the country, a condition of mind that calls upon this House 
for its condemnation? 

This House represents the country, and let the country’s rep- 
resentatives calla halt upon all illiberal action against its defend- 
ers. And it is true that in both Houses bills are pending for the 
revocation and taking away of this assumed right on the partof 
the Commissioner of Pensions to suspend any claims without ex- 
amination or notice. 5 À 

It is contended, Mr. Chairman, that there was a great mistake 
made in the original action of Assistant Secretary Bussey and 
Commissioner Raum on this question; that the law of 1890 should 
be construed upon a different system from the former laws, and 
a different method of rating pensions adopted under it. If I 
were to grant that, even for the sake of argument, which I do 
not, we must recollect that 377,000 of these soldiers’ claims have 
already been allowed, and the pensions rated under that law. 
It has been judicially considered by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and the Secretary of the Interior, and for years past that 
construction has been approved both by the House and Senate 
in appropriating moneys to pay pensions thus granted. 

Is it possible, I ask then, that these men whose unsettled 
claims were filed at a later period, and who were a little more 
unfortunate in being able to furnish the record evidence of their 
cases to be passed on, that because they have not been put on 
the rolls during Mr. Harrison’s Administration they should be 
Sroupel altogether and left out in the cold and the 377,000 al- 
ready on the rolls be permitted to remain and draw their pen- 
sions without question? Two-thirds of all the claims have been 
already disposed of, and the balance are simply pending unad- 
judicated, and the Secretary of the Interior now changes the 
method, the entire policy of adjudication, and adopts a different 
rule, overturning the action of his predecessor and taking away 
the right to the pension which may have already accrued, 

Now, let me ask, is the new law susceptible of the construc- 
tion adopted in the Bennett case? Is it fairly construed in the 
various orders and rulings of the Department since the decision 
of that case? I think not. In the first place, it is true that we 
have a large number of statutes on the question of pensions. In 
all of these statutes the word disability“ is used, or ‘‘ pension- 
able disability; and that was considered and construed to mean 
disability from manual labor. It makes no difference whether 
aman isa lawyer or a doctor or a preacher, if he is disabled 
under those laws, under the construction that has been given to 
them, it is a disability from manual labor. That was looked 
upon as the test or the basis of the claim. 

Following up the first statutes on this subject we have aspe- 
cific rate provided for the loss of an arm, a specific rate for the 
loss of a leg, another for the loss of an eye or both eyes, a specific 


rate for the loss of hearing, and various rates for other grades of | li 


disability. Following that upin its order we find the statute fix- 
ing the rates where nospecial rates are provided. Section 4699 
of the Revised Statutes provides: 

The rate of $18 a month ma oportionately divided for de, t 
disability for Which section 22552 makes no provision. N 

Here is a general rating of $18 a month which may be divisi- 
ble. That has been divided into eighteen different parts; eigh- 
teen-eighteenths, a dollar representing one-eighteenth; andfrom 
1873 down to 1890 the Secretary of the Interior has adopted a 
construction of the word ‘‘ disability“ and the rating therefor, 
construing what the word meant, and that disability was rated 
not in reference to the ability of the claimant to earn money with 
his brain, but his disability to earn money or a subsistence by 
manual labor. That was the law when theact of 1890 was passed; 
and the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions simply adopted that method of rating in carrying out the 
provisions of the act of 1890. Those who are present in the com- 
mittee to-day who were members of the Fifty-first Congress know 
very well the object and purpose of that law. 

It was claimed by many on the floor of the House, and it wasa 
matter of common observation by the press and by the soldiers 
throughout the country, that there were thousands, yes tens of 
thousands of claims on file where the proof of the service origin 
could not be arrived at,and the law was passed by which the fact 
of disability should be accepted without reference to where, when, 
or how it was contracted. That would relieve the Departmentof 
the examination of that class of claims, and it was understood by 
all that it simply took away the necessity of bringing in proofof 
service origin. 

A great proportion, however, of the claims that have been 
suspended are the claims of men whose disability was due to 


service origin, who by reason of the lapse of time, by reason of 
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the death of their comrades, were unable to prove up the ori 

of the injury. Under this law not long ago a constituent of mine 
whose comrade, the only witness of the event, had died, put in 
aclaim for being shot while on picket duty. His comrade be- 
ing dead he could not make the proof required by the office. 
He made application, under the new law, and the Department 
garon asked him to prove that the gunshot wound from which 

e suffered was not the result of his own vicious habits! 

Such technical method of construing this law has givena wide- 
spread feeling all through this country that justifies Mr. Tay- 
lor and Mr. Neal of Ohio in their charge that the pension 
question was a potent factor in the election held there last month. 

The President, however, says: 

Thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pension- 
ers, and recent developments by the Bureau establish appalling conspiracies 
to accomplish pension frauds. 

He who accuses ail men convicts only himself is anold maxim 
which I commend to the Executive. 

I appeal to every honorable gentleman upon the floor of this 
House to say whether that is true of his own neighborhood. 
Has his neighborhood, or any part of his neighborhood, its well- 
known pension frauds? 

By the silence of the gentlemen who are sustaining the Ad- 
ministration upon this question, by their silence now and b 
their silence during this debate, the President will be convicte 
of making an incorrect statement. There seems to be an im- 
pediment in his veracity, when we get to the pension question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Heiscorrect as to my neighborhood, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. How many cases do you know of? 

Mr. PICKLER. What are their names? We want to run 
them down. 

Mr. LACEY. How many do you know of? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It does not make any difference about 
the number. He is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. We are talking about a tremendous number 
“thousands of neighborhoods.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not know about that. 

Mr. LACEY. How many neighborhoods in your district? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not know. I have only got one 
neighborhood. 

r.LACEY. He hascited only one neighborhood in Georgia. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let him give the name. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have him give the number in 
3 because we want to sit down upon them on this side of 
the House as well as on the other. Just give one out of the 
thousands and I will ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Lrv- 
INGSTON] if he has brought this case to the attention of the 
Pension Office, as it is his duty as a Christian gentleman and a 
statesman to do? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, and I did it on the floor of the 
House in the last Congress. I think the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. LACEY] was present. 

_Mr. PICKLER. Oh, that was a charge against some Repub- 


can. 
Mr. LACEY. My friend says this is an old case that happened 
in the last Administration, and that he gave notice of that in 
the Fifty-second Congress on the floor of the House. Here we 
have this enormous number of black cats run down to a single 
one, and it is in a dark cellar. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, I had a hundred of them. 

Mr. LACEY. Nowwehave ahundred men in buckram. Did 
you give notice of the hundred men on the floor of the House or to 
the Commissioner of Pensions? Well, Mr. Chairman, what con- 
stitutes fraud against the Pension Office in Georgia may have a 
little different color from what constitutes fraud in Illinois and 
and in Iowa. It may be that my friend looks upon every man 
who claims a pension for helping to put down the rebellion as a 
fraud in fact and a fraud in law. > 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Down in our country it is like the small- 
pox. It has broken out on everybody's face. You can not tell 
who is and who is not. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman says it is like the Sail poa, in 
Georgia. Now, what the old soldiers complain of is this: In 
1864 the boys were marching through Georgia, while in 1893 
Georgia is marching through the boys. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] That seems to be the difference, Mr. 
Chairman. I am glad to see that thus far nobody has seen fit to 
come forward to champion the cause of the Secretary of the In- 
terior except his old neighbor, who does it no doubt outof kind- 
ness and out of charity. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I call the gentleman’s attention to 
this: As a matter of fact, every man living in Georgia, without 
reference to his Union or Confederate war record, who fought 
in an Indian war, Cherokee or otherwise, over in Florida or in 
any other Indian war for thirty are or his widow if he is dead, 
gets a pension, without any disability? 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, and there is notone single fraud on 
the list, not one. > 

Mr. PICKLER. How do you know? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You have not tried to find any there, and 
you do not want to find any. 

Mr. LACEY. It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, to convince my 
distinguished friend from Georgia that a man who fought in the 
Black Hawk war, in the Seminole war, or in the Mexican war— 
particularly in the Mexican war, which has often been classed 
as a Democratic war—it is impossible to satisfy him that any 
man who comes under that law could be guilty of fraud. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LA- 
cCEY]submit to an interruption right there? 

Mr. LACE. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I happen to know of a soldier of the 
Mexican war who was suspended along with the others, by the 
order you have been discussing. That was a case in my district. 

Mr. PACEY. I will ask my friend from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] if that is not the worst outrage he has heard of lately? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No: I think there were several pensioners 
of the Indian wars suspended under that rule; several in my 
State and several in the Southern States, suspended all at the 
same time. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, is a pension a vested right? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Right upon that point. How is it 
possible that under the order revoking order No. 164 a pen- 
sioner on account of Indian war in Georgia should be 2 
when his service for thirty days entitles him, and if he is dead, 
his widow, to a pension; and the same thing as to the pensioners 
of the Mexiean war? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. When thero were ten 
times as many pensioners as there were Indians on the other 


side. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me for 
a suggestion? 


Mr. LACEY. I will always yield to my friend from Tennes- 
see. I always know where he is on the question of ions. 

Mr. ENLOE. There seems to be some difficulty in the minds 
of gentlemen over there about coming to the conclusion it is 
possible for a man to get on the pension roll fraudulently. I 
suppose that might answer the question as to the case in r- 

Maybe he never was entitled to a pension. 

Mr. LACEY. I have doubt, Mr. Chairman, that there have 
been fraudulent elaims. I have nodoubtfraudulentclaims have 
been unearthed under this Administration and under the last 
Administration. I am not here pleadingfor fraud or defending 
fraud; but I am here prepared to say that this wholesale charge 
of “ thousands of neighborhoods,” this wholesale charge against 
the old soldier, as a class, that he is a fraud, a thief, anda scoun- 
drel, is unworthy of the gentleman who has ben indulging in 
it, whether by direct charge to that effect or by innuendo. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my friend that this is to 
let the investigation go on? 

Mr. LACEY. What I complain of is this. He says that he 
wants to withdraw hundreds of clerks from the Pension Office, 
where they are now engaged in conneceion with the adjudication 
of elaims. He wants to turn the currentof beneticence, and he 
wants to turn the currentof kindness that was directed in that 
way by Cong ess, and that has flown in that direction for the last 
thirty years in ap uninterrupted stream. He wants to drag the 
entire force to the outside, seeking for frauds, and going around 
constantly looking for something to charge against Union sol- 
diers, instead of seeking to do justice to the claims blockaded 
there by the thousands. - 

It is not desired that the 124,000 claims passed u favorably 
by Commissioner Raum in seven months should be held up in 
contrast to the 44,000 decided by the present Commissioner un- 
der the present rules in a like period and under the present in- 
fluences. If I might ar the simile of my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. CN NON], under the present low temperature in the Pen- 
sion Office; ” it is a chilly day when a Congressman goes to the 
Pension Office now looking up the rights of an old soldier. He 
will look to the left as he goes in and see piled up in the corridors 
six cords of papers, and if be asks a messenger what are these 
piles of papers, the messenger will tell him, These are claims 
of old soldiers undergoing review.” They are being examined 
again to see whether or not they were wed incorrectly and 
to see if they are not fraudulent. 

The Commissioner comes before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and tells them that he has fifty men who work upon 
cords of papers, and that they dispose of a thousand of them a 
day. Three hundred and seventy-seven days will yet elapse be- 
fore the 377,000 shall be overhauled, and thus far there has been 
a suspension of about one-third of all claims that have been ex- 
` amined under the adoption of the new rule. 


I noticed that enormous pile of papers when I first went to the 
Department during the special session. I passed there the other 
day and I found the same pile looming up, awaiting the action 
of the medical gentlemen, the referees, who are going through 
them and granting motions for new trials when no such motion 
had ever been made. And as fast as they are being disposed of 
others are being carted out, and the whole of the work of the 
previous Administration is being passed under review, and the 
present Secretary of the Interior and his Commissioner, acting, 
as I believe, under the direction of the Executive and not mere y 
through any malice of their own, are engaged in the work of 
overturning the action of their predecessors. 

Now, in the case of Noble vs. Railway Company (146 United 
States), where the Secretary attempted to reverse a ruling of 
his predecessor, Mr. VILAS, in regard to rightof way for a rail- 
way, the Supreme Court of the United States decided that the 
action of the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the 
action of the Secretary of the Interior in matters of that kind 
give a vested right that can not be taken away by a change of 
administration. As great an authority as William Wirt, At- 
torney-General of the United States in 1825, decided thatan Ex- 
ecutive could not review the acts of his predecessor. (Opinions 
of the Attorney-General, volume 2, page 8.) A decent respect 
3 requires that the action of a predecessor should 
stand. 

When the people, in 1892, were voting for Benjamin Harrison 
or for Grover Cleveland, did they understand they were grant- 
anes new trisl upon the pension question? 

id they understand that they were giving authority to Mr. 
Cleveland to pass in review before him all of the acts of his pred- 
ecessors upon this question; that all that had been settled and 
determined, all upon which the old soldiers had been relying 
with absolute confidence, looking upon their pension certificate 
as a sacred instrument, as an annuity from the Government of 
the United States, a Government that knew not dishonor—did 
the peopie who voted for Grover Cleveland understand that they 
were opening up this whole question anew, and allowing him to 
overturn the action of Grant and Garfield and Arthur and Ben- 
jamin Harrison? Surely not. And the fact is si t that 
we find no defense of his course among the old soldiers upon the 
other side of this Chamber, God knows how they happened to 
join the Democratic party laughter], but there are many of them 
over there; yet we have no defense of the Administration upon 
this question from them, and I believe that we shall not have any. 

So far the Administration, in this matter, has been compelled 
to rely upon the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON], in 
whose community he has told us that he knows of one hundred 
false and fraudulent pensioners. In his speech, however, he 
mentioned only four different neighborhoods, Norfolk, New 
Mexico, Buffalo, and a place in Iowa which he did not name, 
Lime Springs, and now again he mentions a place in Georgia. 
The ‘‘ thousands” of u fer po where these fraudulent pen- 
sioners were to be found come down to five! Themen in buck- 
ram were not more uncertain figures than these people that we 
have had deseribed here so eloquently as the “thousands” of 
fraudulentpensioners. And in the Iowa case, to which reference 
has been made, those claims have been suspended simply because 
the claimants happened to have . attorney who 
had been guilty of fraud, or who was charged with fraud in other 
cases. 

‘The office fixed upon that attorney or claimed to have fixed 
a him fraudsin other eases. I donot know whether the 
charge was rightfully or wrongfully made: his case is yet to be 
tried, and I do not want toprejudge it. Butthey claim to have 
fixed upon him some frauds in connection with this pension busi- 
ness, and for that reason they took up the whole list of that 
man’s cases and s nded them all without notice; took them 
by wholesale and at one fell swoop wiped them from the face of 
the books, leaving the claimants the right to come in and prove 
their cases over again upon a rehearing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, let me ask the gentleman this 
question: If that attorney was guilty of such fraud as has been 
charged, was it not legitimate and proper for an officer who 
bad sworn to do his Hine d to the country to suspend action on all 
cases presented 1 

Mr. LACEY. Wich all due deference to my friend from 
Georgia, a man may sometimes hire a bad lawyer, and if I were 
a litigant I would not want to have the Supreme Court grant a 
new trial in my case because I had happened to employ a man 
that they did not like, or against whom charges were made. 

Mr. GSTON. That is not the question. Let me state 


the question A 
Mr. LACEY. I understand your question fully, and I will fol- 
low it up. We have in this casesaveral hundred frauds charged. 


At Norfolk 231 are charged, and there are several cases in lowa 
that were granted through the agency of the attorney in ques- 
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tion. Ishall not name him because I have heretofore under- 
stood him to be an honorable man and, as I have already said, 
I do not wish to pre-judge his case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are about a thousand in the first dis- 
trict of Minnesota. 

Mr. LACEY. My friend says that there are about a thousand 
cases of this atiorney’s suspended in the first district of Minne- 
sota, and those cases, I suppose, like the others, have been sus- 
pended simply because the claimants had happened to employ 
this attorney. Now, it seems to me that the fair way would have 
been to have served notice upon these pensioners, and given 
them an Opportunity to show cause before suspending them. It 
is not a very pleasant thing for an old soldier who has lived in 
community for years to have it go out that his pension has been 
suspended. It casts a shadow upon him. It is like the case of 
aman indicted by a grand jury upon false and fraudulentevidence. 
Later he is acquitted upon trial, or a noile prosequi is entered, 
but still he has suffered a great wrong. He has incurred dis- 
grace which he may feel keenly and yet have no adequate re- 
dress. 

But here we have a great Department of the Government 
charging a man, not with any suspicious act of his own, but 
dropping him without authority, dropping him maliciously, 
dropping him without notice from the pension rolls, and casting 
upon him the hardship of getting through a Minnesota or Iowa 
winter in some sort of way the best he can without the pen- 
sion on which he has been relying; and this is done simply be- 
cause he happened to employ a certain lawyer to present his 


case. 

Mr. PICKLER. And without any assurance as to when the 
applicant will ever have a hearing. 

i Mr. LACEY. And that lawyer not proven guilty of any of- 
ense. 

Mr: LIVINGSTON. Who is to blame for the employment of 
that fraudulent lawyer—the soldier or the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. Neither of them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh! 

Mr. LACEY. The Government did not employ him. The 
attorney went before the Secretary of the Interior and asked 
permission to practice in that Department. The Secretary re- 
quired him to get the certificate of a judge of a court in the 
neighborhood in which he had lived, certifying him to be an 
honorable, capable, and upright man. Then he had to be in- 
ducted foals into office, just as a practicing attorney has to 
do in the Supreme Court of the United States. He had to be 
thus authorized and empowered to present these claims. Yet 
my friend from Georgia, in his zeal and anxiety to strike down 
an old soldier somewhere, saysif a man has thusrunthe gauntlet 
and got into the Pension Office as a practicing attorney it is all 
right to strike down the claims presented by that attorney 
Rep eman some one or two or three of the claimants may 
have been guilty of fraud with his assistance in the procurement 
of their pensions. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is it not the fact that this attorney bore a 
ASS reputation and that there was no reason for assuming that 

e knew Pe ie of the fraudulent character of any claims? 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill say that this attorney has borne an un- 
impeached gy Seber I sincerely hope will be able to show 
not only the honesty and integrity of the claimants whose cases 
he has presented in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
but also his own honesty. When there is simply a charge of 
crime, it is a severe thing on the floor of this House—in a great 
body like this, where the highest privilege prevails, where a 
charge can be made without proof,and where the member mak- 
ing the charge =. go out free from any action or question else- 
where as to what he has said on this Hoor—I say it is a severe 
thing to thus charge a man with crime and to assume that be- 
cause an offense is charged upon him, it has been proved against 
him, and that his clients should suffer as well. 

How many of these fraudulent elaims were there at Norfolk? 
The Com ioner reports 231. Yet we have those cases pa- 
raded with great editoriis in every Democratic paper that has 
been standing by the Administration 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, and if they had gone on they would 
have cost the Government $350,000. 

Mr. LACEY. The Norfolk frauds were unearthed by Com- 
missioner Raum; and his successor in office comes in and finds 
this charge as a kind of Maverick” wandering around, and he 
brands it and claims it as his own discovery. Itisassumed that 
all these men would attain a certain expectancy of life: and in 
Sae way the Administration is credited with a saving of 8350, 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not admit that Commissioner Raum 


ever discovered at such thing. 
the Administration sent over to 


Mr. LACEY. e other da 
Baltimore somebody to sit at the post-office window and watch 


when the soldiers came there to get their vouchers and pension 
drafts. The postmaster at that office was instructed to deliver 
none of those papers except to the pensioner in poon; and de- 
tectives were placed at the windows to watch. Astheseold men 
came up—blind, lame, halt, disabled—and as the old widows 
marched up to the window and called for the papers, the pen- 
sion detectives stood there to take their names and to make ex- 
aminations as long as they would make if challenging a voter, 
to determine how many of these pensions were fraudulent. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. LACEY. Let me finish this remark before you inter- 
rupt me. That matter was followed up; and the newspapers 
were full of accounts of the Baltimore fraud.” It was pro- 
claimed that another one had been added to the thousands of 
neighborhoods” infected by fraudulent pensions; that Baltimore 
had joined the procession with Norfolk and with New Mexico, 
New Mexico which you are about to admit into the Union with 
all this fraud hanging to her skirts. But when the matter came 
to be looked into, how many of those pensioners were fraudu- 
lent? A silence so deep and dense that you could feel it fell 
pe the Pension Office, and we have not heard another word 
about the “ Baltimore frauds” which were paraded with so 
much unction by the Commissioner immediately after this sup- 
pon discovery. The mare’s nest which he thought he had 

ound, turned out to be no mare's nest at all; there were no eggs 

in it. So that Baltimore can claim now that she is not one of 
the thousand neighborhoods.” She can exclaim “Thou canst . 
not say I did it.” 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know where the gentleman gets 
his information about the completion of the investigation at 
Baltimore? 

Mr. LACEY. I get it from the wonderful silence of the Bu- 
reau. No hen ever clucked and cackled so loudly over a new- 
laid egg as the Pension Office does when it finds or thinks it has 
found that some old solder has been guilty of fraud, And when 
the Baltimore fraud was discovered we heard all of this noise 
and fuss throughout the country. The papers were filled with 
it all over the land, but they have been singularly silent for the 
last three months. á 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to call theattention of the country to the 
fact that the gentleman is manufacturing opinion. Heis not 
basing his argument on information. Does the gentleman know 
anything about the facts? 

r.LACEY. May Lask my friend from Tennessee, who has 
iven so much of his distinguished time and attention to the 
ension Office in the last three years, if it is true that they 
discovered any pension frauds in Baltimore when they got 
through with their investigation? 

Mr. ENLOE. They have not got through. 

Mr. LACEY. They have not got through. Ah! Well, when 
will they get through? 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, when we give them this money. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, give them this money and they will find 
frauds enough if you pay them to doit. There is no question 
about that. That is just what I complain of in regard to the in- 
creased number of men to be sent out to hunt up and find out 
fraud. I know that many of the men sent out will be friends to 
the soldiers. There is no doubt of that. There will be honor- 
able, intelligent, and worthy men who will be sent into the field 
to perform this duty. But they understand very well what the 
are sent for, and they know that their rating in the office w 
depend on the fraudulent cases they find and report on, not on 
the honest men that they can find, but on the number of dis- 
honest ones that they may discover. 

Like another Diogenes, they will 43 around night and day 
with a lantern, not for the purpose of hun up honest me 
but t to find some dishonest ones, and their own rating wil 
be made in the Department on the basis of the reports they 
make, That is the trouble about the matter. Every clerk in 
the office has his special rating, and a certain nuraber of cases 
are given to him for allowance or disallowance. They are ex- 
amined, when he makes his report, by his superiors, and if the 
claim that he recommends for allowance should be disallowed 
then he gets a discount or his rating is cut down like a boy at 
school for answering a question wrong. 

If, on the other hand, he disallows a case and that is sustained 
by ths office he is rated higher in his class, and they ha reat fr 
= = way of getting the views of their superiors and follow- 

them. : 

hey necessarily echo the sentiments of those who review and 
approve or disapprove of their action. Bach clerk wants his 
own rating to be good with his They know what 


is expected of them. There is an odor about the offices in Wash- 
ington, an atmosphere, as my friend from Illinois suggested, but 
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certainly an odor that permeates the entire office, and you can tell 
who is in power by the action of the men in the office. 

Mr. PICKLER. Especially in the Pension Office. 

Mr. LACEY. They sneeze when the Commissioner takes 
snuff, and the Commissioner uses Administration snuff. And so, 
Mr. Chairman, when you find a change of Administration, when 

ou find a change of method, when you find a change of policy, 
it goes clear through every man’s work in that Bureau or Depart- 
ment. And those men who go out on this business as employés 
feel that if they are to stand well with the chief of the division, 
with the Secretary, with the Commissioner, the head of the 
Bureau or the Executive they must find as many frauds as possi- 
ble, if they have to manufacture them. 

Mr. BALDWIN . I wish to ask the gentleman this question. 
I am informed that it is true the records in the Pension Office 
show that an Ohio regiment that seryed one hundred days dur- 
ing the war has 614 of its members on the pension rolls. Now, I 
will ask the gentleman if there is not a slight suspicion of fraud 
there? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BALDWIN. And it there is not neęd for an investiga- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. There is not. It is not an unreasonable condi- 
tion. Let me show the gentleman why. I was in the Army 
twice. First for about seven months. And I believe you, Mr. 
Chairman [Mr. 8 took me prisoner, or helped to; at least 
some ol your men did. I was taken sick, was discharged, and went 
home and got well. If I had remained in the service I should 
have died or been in a pensionable condition to-day, which I am 
not. But I was discharged, went home, and got well. After- 
wards I reénlisted for three years, and served for that time with- 
out sickness. 

Now every member here who has been in the Army knows 
very weil that the first hundred days is the trying ordeal in a 
soldier's life. The first three months of any man’s service in 
the Army is the hardest of his life. Why, Waterloo closed a 
hundred days’ campaign. That was all there was of it. And the 
hundred-day men were largely boys, young fellows, well-grown 
children, and they were taken from their mothers’ arms. Yes, 
we robbed the cradle and the grave both for hundred-day men 
and they were sent to the field, and as a matter of course, being 
tender and unaccustomed to such hardship, they suffered most. 
Out of a thousand men in one regiment, six hun of them are 
in their graves, and Helena’s hills are planted thickly with 
graves of men from the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty- 
seventh Iowa regiments, who did not serve longer than a hun- 
dred days, most of them being prostrated by the hardships of 
war not being, so to , acclimated. ; 

Mr. BALDWIN. e gentleman is indulging in sentiment. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all; I am indulging in fact. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Were I engaged in this discussion, I should 
try to p asidesentiment. I should get down to business, strictly. 


Now, the privations and hardships of the soldiers were not so 
i I say that as a soldier who suffered perhaps as many 
Barashine and privations as most soldiers. Now, I beg of the 
gentleman to throw aside sentiment. 
Mr. LACEY. Throw aside sentiment! 
Mr. MILLIKEN. And patriotism! 
Mr. LACEY. Let us throw aside patriotism! Well, Mr. 


Chairman, I do not agree with my friend. I do not believe we 
should forget sentiment. In fact, the pension laws are the out- 
growth of justice on the one hand, and of a patriotic sentiment 
upon the other. [Applause on the Republican side.] Iapprove 
of that sentiment, and it is a sentiment that we can afford to 
teach to our children; and every dollar that is paid to a pen- 
sioner of the late war is an object lesson, an object lesson to the 
boys who are growing up, who see the men who fought against 
the Union cause hobbling around without any pensions, and who 
see the men who fought for the flag drawing stipends from the 
Government, and rewarded. It is a good sentiment, and we 
must not forget it. We must not forget the motive, the pur- 

and the charitable aim that the various Congresses have 
fad in view when they the laws upon this question. 
Whether they were Democratic or Republican, they have been 
nearly uniform in their action. 

And let me say to you, Mr. Chairman, that there have been 
no truer friends of the Union soldier in this House than many 
of the men who wore the gray, men who learned in the face of 
danger and of battle to respect their opponents. We have had 
some of the most earnest and persistent defenders of the Union 
soldiers from the Confederates, who have been members of this 
body in past times. Mr. Chairman, I regret to see my friend 
from Georgia * LIVINGSTON] in his zeal to set himself right 
with the Administration after the tremendous slip that hemade 
on the silver bill, now joining hands with the Administration 
upon the pension + Sapa hoping thereby to make himself per- 
fectly solid with the powers that be 


Perhaps I ought not to criticise his motives. No one should 
do that. Many of our Confederate friends upon the other side 
are the best friends of the Union soldier. After capturing Union 
soldiers anid divided their bread with them. After captures on 
the other side the first thing they commenced to do was to divide 
what they had, and I believe the distinguished roughrider from 
Alabama [Mr. ‘WHEELER has always been a true friend of the 
Union soldier upon the floor of this House, and I want to give 
him credit for it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will you allow me to say one 
word? You said in the North they had to tear soldiers from 
their mother’s arms. In the South that never occurred. They 
went willingly, and their mothers, God bless them, said: ‘Go 
and do your duty.” Lappian on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LACEY. I think I neyer made the statement which the 
gentleman attributes to me. IfI did I will take it back. I say 
that both in the North and in the South there was a feeling 
among the mothers that I can not, at my presenttime of life un- 
derstand. I can not understand how those mothers could give 
up their boys on both sides; but I know it was charged that in the 
South the cradle and the grave were robbed in order to fill the 
last conscription. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Governor Brown of Georgia said it. 

Mr. LACEY. I am told that Governor Brown, of Georgia, 
made use of that expression. 

Mr. PICKLER. There were a large number of deserters on 
that side, all the same. 

Mr. LACEY. At the present hour it seems that service 
against the flag counts for more in the minds of the people of the 
South than service under the flag does in the localities that loy- 
ally supported the Union inthe late war. In this Congress there 
are 59 Confederate soldiers in the House and 23 in the Senate. 
On the other hand there are 54 Union soldiers in the House and 
12 in the Senate. Less than one-third of the Union was engaged 
in this revolt, and yet there are 16 more Confederate soldiersin 
Congress than there are of those who fought for the Union. 
This is not well. I would exclude no man from public place be- 
cause of the choice of the wrong side in that struggle. 

I recognize the fact that there is an inverted kind of patriot- 
ism that puts the State ahead of the nation, and this misguided 
patriotism led our Southern brethren to place their State above 
the nation, and to fight against the Union on the ground that 
the State was their country. I recognize the high excitement 
of those days, the bitter prejudicés that inspired the young and 
brave men who took the losing side; and I recognize the feel- 
ings that actuate their friends and neighbors in standing by 
them. Butwhilstservice under those circumstancesis forgiven, 
and may well be forgiven, it is a national misfortune for service 
against the flag to be recognized as a valid recommendation to 
public trust. It should be content to be forgotten as well as for- 
given. And yet it is evident to-day that Confederate service 
is not merely forgiven and forgotten, but is remembered and re- 
garded as worthy of national reward in and of itself and on its 
own account. 

This is not right, and its moral influences are bad for the fu- 
ture. That in twenty-eight years after the war is over, one 
out of every six members of the House of Representativesshould 
have served in the rebel army, and one out of every four of the 
United States Senate should have served against the Govern- 
ment, shows that while the Unionists are ready to forget the 
war, those who took the other side recall it most earnestly. 
Denunciations of those who are upon the pension roll are freely 
indulged in, and leaders on the Democratic side make the state- 
ment that the pension roll must be cut down. Thegrimreaper, 
death, is carving with his sickle keen, but he does not reduce it 
fast enough for these people. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to enter ny po against this attack 
upon the Union soldier. WhenA.J.Smith with his army corps 
marched from Mobile, Ala., to Montgomery, in 1865, as the corps 
went by a plantation two dogs came rushing out and barked at 
them, and a kind-hearted little girl called out to her mother: 
Mother, come quick, the dogs are going to bite the army.” 
She wanted to protect them. The boys laughed at the little 
girl, and went marching by with their drums beating, their 
colors flying, their guns over their shoulders. They were not 
afraid of the dogs, or of anything. They were young, vigorous, 
and brave. They marched on to Montgomery. That was at a 
time when the shell of the Confederacy was crumbling, and the 
war was about to be over; but to-day, Mr. Chairman, those men 
are no longer young, they are no longer vigorous. They areno 
longer able in all cases to protect themselves. They need pro- 
tection in many instances. Let us say, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, that the dogs shall not bite the army; that we will 
protect them here and now by our votes. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I was just thinking, as the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] concluded his remarks, that I had 
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not witnessed any more pitiable spectacle in this House than the 
alleged line of defense upon which he entered for the ex-Union 
soldiers. I did not know, until I heard those who champion the 
cause of the old soldiers to-day, and who claim that this bill is an 
attack upon them, that there was a real Union soldier who would 
stand up and vindicate pension frauds, or would object toany in- 
vestigation which sought to develop them. I do not believe 
that such self-constituted champions represent the ex-Federal 
soldiers. This question of pensions is a great question. The 
Pension Bureau is the greatest bureau in the Government. It 
disburses nearly one-third of the revenues of the Government. 
It holds out the greatest temptation to the cupidity of men who 
seek to get money by illegitimate means. It is absolutely nec- 
essary that the Government shall stand upon the defensive and 
protect its Treasury while it 8 the deserving pensioners 
against association with fraud. If the Pension Bureau does not 
strangle fraud, then fraud will strangle the Pension Bureau and 
with it the a 

Lam astonished that gentlemen think it proper to attack an 
appropriation to maintain the integrity of a bureau which dis- 
burses such vast sums of money, and which employs an army of 
5,000 persons in its operations. This seems to have been made 
the occasion to go into a general political discussion in criticism 
of the pension policy of the Administration. 

Now, if the criticisms. passed upon the Administration were 
just, I would not open my mouth in its defense. I am not here 
to seek any party advantage in a discussien of this question. I 
believe that in dealing with the appropriation of money for the 
payment of pensions and for the investigation of frauds in the Pen- 
sion Office we ought to treat it as a business proposition and dis- 
cuss it from a business standpoint. 

It looks yey strange to me that a gentleman should rise in 
his place on this floor and say: Mr. Chairman, I am not a de- 
fender of or an apologist for fraud,” and yet spend his time in 
hurling rocks at those who are seeking to unearth the fraud 
and to punish the criminals who have committed fraud against 
the Government. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] seems 
to me to occupy a very unenviable attitude. While he says he 
is no apologist for or defender of fraud, he stands in the attitude 
of an accomplice. A man who goes out to commit a burglary 
usually carries a friend with him who stands guard for him while 
hecommits the burglary. The gentlemanstands in the attitude 
of keeping thé dog away until the house is looted. 

Tam not astonished that a man who is drawing a pension in 
violation of law should object to any investigation. No honest 
man can object to it. A criminal hates a detective. There is no 
more odious sight to a criminal than an officer of the law. The 
lawless hate and despise those who 1 law, order, and the 
good of society. That is all natural, but it seems strange to me 
when a proposition is made for an appropriation of money to in- 
vestigate frauds that have been committed in the Pension Office, 
that gentleman rise up here, gun in hand, to attack the Admin- 
istration, because the Administration is seeking to investigate 
these frauds. Exposing fraud and punishing those guilty of 
crime is paraded to the ented as hostility to the soldier. Iam 
astonished that a gentleman who cares for his reputation should 
arise in his place here and say that it is a hostile act to the hon- 
est pensioner of this country for the Government to investigate, 
expose,and punish those who have fraudulently obtained p aces 
on the pension roll. Every patriotic man ought to favor it. 


THE WEIKE CASE. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in 
his speech took occasion to arraign the Administration because 
it revoked order No. 164. T called his attention then, and I call 
it now to the fact that the decision in the Weike case, made by 
Assistant Secretary Bussey, and the decision in the Bennett case, 
made by Assistant Secretary Reynolds, donot differ one particle 
so far as the principle laid down is concerned. I will ask the 
Clerk to read the decision in the Weike case, so that this House 
may clearly understand what it is. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


I return herewith the papers in the case of Henry H. Weike, who is receiv- 
a pension under certificate No. 478173, on account of rheumatism and re- 


8 disease of heart. 

al 8 all rheumatism was filed April 4,1887. In 
April, 1890, the claim was allowed for rheumatism and resulting disease of 
heart at 82 month from April 4, 1887, and 88 from February 26, 1890. 

October 26, 1890, he filed an application for increase and rerating, and Feb- 
ruary 24, 1891, he filed an application under the act of June 27, 1890, all 
disability from trouble, dyspepsia, habitual constipation, and rheu- 
ma which rendered him partially unable toearna support. Bothclaims 
were rejected, from which action an appeal was taken. 

The reports of medical examinations and the other evidence in the case 
failed to show that any error has been committed in ra the disability 
resulting from rheumatism. The rejection of the claim for increase and re- 
rating is, therefore, affirmed. 

‘The report of a medical examination had since the application under the 
act of June 27, 1890, was filed, recommendsa rating of Ee hteenths (#8) 
for rheumatism, and four-eighteenths (#4) for disease of the organs, 
but does not show the existence of any of the other disabilities alleged. The 


latter disease is not shown to be the result of vicious habits, and the disa- 
bility resulting therefrom may, consequently, be taken into consideration 
in fixing the rate of pension under said act. 

Conceding that $8 is the correct rate for the disability resulting from rheu- 
matism. the question arises, is the claimant necessarily entitled to a higher 
rate because another disability is shown to exist? In other words, when 
more than one disability is involved should the rate which would bs allowed 
. the old law for each disability be added to the others to de the 

otal rate? 

The following order (No. 164) was, with the sanction of the Department, 
issued by you October 15, 1890: 

“That all claimants under the act of June 27, 1890, showing a mental or 
physical disability or disabilities of a permanent character, not the result of 
their own vicious habits and which incapacitate them for the performance 
of manual labor, rendering them unable to earn a support in such a degree 
as would be rated under former laws at or above $5 and less than #12, shall be 
rated the same as like disabilities of service origin; and that all cases show- 
ing a pensionable apres Seale if of service origin, would be rated at or 
above 812 per month, shall be rated at 812 per month.” 

The forego order has governed iret gation of your Bureau in the mat- 
ter of rates under the act of June 27, 1890, since the date of its issue. It ap- 
pears, however, that said order, as understood by the Department when ap- 
proving it, may have been misconstrued by your Bureau so far as it has been 
your practice to add the separate nominal and schedule rates allowed for 
several disabilities in arate under this act. 

This has resulted by reason ofthe fact that it has been your practice under 
the old law to combine these rates where the total does not exceed seven- 
teen-eighteenths. The question as to the correctness of that practice is not 
now before the Department fordecision. It is deemed proper to state that 
the De ment. in approving said order No. 164, did not intend that small 
rates should be added together, as, for example, three or more rates of two- 
eighteenths in order to make a rate under the provisions of said act. A man 
may have two or more 22 afflictions, either one of which, considered 
singly, entitles him to a N rate under the old law, and yet in the aggregate 
they may not disable him for the performance of manual labor to a much 
greater 5 than either of them existing alone. Or he may have one se- 
rious disability and one or more slight disabilities, the latter of which do 
not have any appreciable effect upon the degree of incapacity for manual 
labor occasion y the former. 

The basis of rates under the act of June 27, 1890, is inability io earn sup- 
port by reason of incapacity for manual labor due to a permanent mental 
or physical disability not the result of vicious habits. In determining 
whether an applicant is entitled to a rate under said act for the character or 
were een eee the only question is: Is he, from the causes in- 
volved—be they one or many—disabled for the performance of manual labor 
to the extent represented by the fractional rate of six-eighteenths. If so, he 
is entitled to the minimum rate of %. And so on until the maximum rate 
of $12 is reached. 

It is directed that the views herein Sy e be observed in future adjudi- 
cations of claims under the act of June 27, 1800. (Decisions of the Secretary 
of the Interior in appealed pension claims, volume 6, 1892, pages 193, 194.) 


Mr, ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, that decision was rendered by 
Assistant Secretary Bussey under the Harrison Administration. 
It was a Republican decision and it överturns order No. 164. I 
want to call particular attention to a portion of it. The Secre- 
tary refers to order No. 164, and says: The foregoing order has 
governed the practice of your Bureau in the matter of ratings 
under the act of June 27, 1890, since the date of its issue.” Then 
ho goes on and says, The basis of ratings under the act of June 
27, 1890, is inability to earn a support by reason of incapacity for 
physical or mental labor due to a permanent mental or physical 

isability not the result of vicious habits.” He says that it is not 
proper to add the minor disabilities together for the purpose of 
making a rating, and he directs the Commissioner, in future ad- 
judications upon the cases arising under the act of June 27, 1890, 
not to add the minor disabilities together as a basis for rating. 
Now, that is exactly what Assistant Secretary Reynolds decided 
in the Bennett case. The ingenious gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. CANNON] ignores the fact and launches his wild criticisms 
at this administration for adhering to the principle laid down in 
the Weike case. The only difference between the two cases is 
that Mr. Reynolds formally revoked order 164, while Mr. Bussey 
simply directed Commissioner Raum to conform in his future 
rulings to the principle that, under the law, these minor disa- 
bilities should not be added together for the purpose of deter- 
mining the rate at which pensions should issue under the act of 
June 27, 1890. 

Mr. Chairman, that disposes entirely of that portion of the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. age lng which 
he arraigned this Administration upon that point. The gentle- 
man from Illinois is simply a defender of Raum. Mr. Bussey’s 
decision was correct, and he knew and Commissioner Raum knew 
what the law was when they were putting 377,000 names on the 
rolls under the act of June 27, 1890, prior to the decision in the 
Weike case. They put those men on the rolls in disregard of 
the law. Mr. Bussey never saw the light upon this question 
until just before he retired from office. He was wilfully blind. 
Raum first opened the doors and let in for political purposes 377,- 
000 pensioners. Many of them were pensicned in violation of 
law. The action of the Department in many of those cases was 
entirely in contravention of the law. After they got them pen- 
sioned and used them at the polls, and their party was defeated, 
they turned around and locked the door. Secretary Bussey then 
says that the rulings of the Pension Bureau heretofore have 
been wrong, and that henceforth they must conform to the law. 

What is the attitude of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] here? He is criticising this Administration because it is 
administering the law as it was construed by Assistant Secre- 
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tary Bussey under the Administration of President Harrison, 
instead of sei Raum’s rulings. When the gentleman was 
on the floor I called his attention to the fact that this action of 
the Bureau had been misrepresented all over this country for 

litical purposes, and I affirm it is misrepresented in thedebate 

re by gentiemen on the other side of the House for the same 
purpose. No lawyer would risk his reputation on the assertion 
that there is any difference in the principle laid down in the 
Weike case by Bussey under Harrison, and in the Bennett case 
by Reynolds under Cleveland. 

NO DISCRIMINATION AGAINST VETERANS, 

Now, having disposed of that question, I invite attention to 
some otber criticisms we have heard in this debate. One is the 
criticism upon Commissioner Lochren because he does not give 
a preference to pension claims arising under the act of June 27, 
1890. I charge that there was fraud, that there was e em 
that there was bribery used for the purpose of rately g vors 
in the Pension Office under the former administration. I charge 
that orders 149 and 151, which enabled pension attorneys here 
to press forward these claims at the expense of the old law 
claims, were boughtand paid for by George E. Lemon, a pension 
attorney in this city, who has made himself a millionaire out of 
the 5 he was able to secure in the Pension Office for the 
claims which herepresented. Thisadministrationrevoked those 
orders and eve y claimant on an equal footing. To that 
the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. ee ed yee 

In answer to his challenge to show , I will say that 1 
could pile up the evidences of fraud here until no gentleman in 
this House could stand up before an in t audience ac- 

uainted with the truth and deny the fact that the Pension 
a has been honeycombed with fraud and eee for 
years pest. Here are two volumes of testimony of more than 1,000 
es taken before a committee of the House in the Fifty-second 
gress, showing that the Commissioner of Pensions was in col- 
lusion with pension attorneys, that he was not only misinterpret- 
ing the law in order to get men on the pension roll, but that he 
was in collusion with pension attorneys for the purpose of de- 
frauding the Government of the United States, at the same time 
disgracing the pension roll. 
r. TAWNEY. Does the report to which the gentleman re- 
fers show that the old soldiers were guilty of those frauds? 

Mr. ENLOE. No true and honest soldier was ever guilty of a 
fraud. There are men in this country claiming to be soldiers 
who are knowingly the beneficiaries of fraud, and there are men 
on the pension rolls to day who committed perjury for the pur- 
pose of getting on the rolls, and there are men who now seek to 
conceal these frauds. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not a fact thatthe two volumes of testi- 
mony taken by that committee to which the gentleman refers, 
and of which I believe he was the moving spirit, were thought 
of so little importance by the Democratic majority of this House 
that they have refused the gentleman a hearing upon the sub- 
ject ever since that report was brought in. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, Mr. Chairman, that is not the fact. Iam 
sure that the gentleman does notdesire to misrepresent, 

Mr. PICKLER. It never has been discussed in the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes it has. I have discussed it here pretty 
freely in the past, and the gentleman tried to break the force of 
the discussion at that time, as he does now. The trouble with the 
gentleman is that when it comes to a matter pipen fey * 
sions his memory becomes faulty and his mind is so blinded by 
prejudice that he can not see or recall plain facts. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am alittle radical. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Isay this Commissioner did right; that if 
there is any class of soldiers in this world whose claims are enti- 
tled to preference over thoss of other soldiers it is the men who 
went to thefrontand received disabilitiesin the line of duty; and 
it was wrong for Commissioner Raum togive preference to men 
who wentoutand served perhaps but thirty days—men who never 
went to the front, never saw a Confederate battle flag,and never 
smelt the smoke of battle. Lam there ore astonished that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from IIlinois should come back into this 
House, and on this floor in the discussion of an appropriation bill 
stand up before the country and attack the present Commissioner 
of Pensions, a gallant Union soldier, because he hasseen proper in 
the administration of the law to give the old soldiers who re- 
ceived their dis bilities in the line of duty an equal showing with 
the thirty days men. 

2 PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me another ques- 
m? ; 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. ‘ 

Tue CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ee 
Poe ENLOE. I will have to yield to the inevitable. [Laugh- 


Mr. PICKLER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. Go ahead with your question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he has 
ever heard any of the Republicans on this side during any Con- 
gress criticize Mr. Cleveland's former Commissioner of Pensions, 
Gen. BLACK? 

Mr. ENLOE. Gen. Black is not on trial. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why is it we are criticising the present Com- 
missioner, while we did not criticise Mr. Cleveland's former Com- 

M O I li 

r. E I suppose your tical necessities are greater 
now than they were formerly. 8 

Now, I want to go a little farther in regard to those criticisms, 
It is said here that the Administration has nobody to defend it. 
I am under no special obligations to the Administration. I bear 
no commission to make defense for it. It needs no defense for 
what it has done in this matter; and if it should need defense for 
any Hing, it would be that it has not gone far enough and fast 


enough in digging up these frauds, 
RERATING FRAUDS. 
Why, sir, I have right here a list of cases which ought to be 
attended to at once; and if I were the Commissioner of Pensions 


I would have it done. Here is the recotd of an investigation 
made by Secretary Noble, or by a commission appointed for that 
purpose by his order, and it shows over 3, cases, many of 
which were improperly and Wagy rerated. That abuse has 
never been corrected. That was a fraud, and before Commis- 
sioner Tanner retired from office it got to be a bold robbery of 
the publie Treasury through a combination of officials in the 
Pension Office. That fraud ought to be righted. It cost the tax- 
payers several millions of dollars. Who will defend that? 

ore than that; when I was conducting the investigation be- 
fore the Raum committee in the Fifty-second Congress, I had oc- 
casion to know something of the complaints throughout this 
country about the frauds existing in erent localities. Ido 
not know what the information of the President may be as to 
the existence of frauds in the different neighborhoods; but I do 
know that while the committee was prosecuting that investiga- 
tion my correspondence from old soldiers all over this country 
brought to my attention alarge number of neighborhoods where 
there were frauds, and frauds by the wholesale. I could not get 
the committee to go away from Washington to investigate those 
frauds. I could not get the committee to summon the witnesses 
here, that they m ght be examined before the committee. I was 
advised, during that investigation, of the fraudsat Norfolk, Va., 
at Baltimore, at Boston, at Troy, and Buffalo, New York, and 
the frauds in Iowa and New Mexico. There were charges of 
fraud in Kansas and in Tennessee, and in many different locali- 
ties throughout the country. If those charges are followed up, 
it will be shown that the President is not in error in saying that 
there is frand in hundreds and thousands of neighborhoods in 
this country. Thank God we have a President who has the 
courage to tell the truth. 

But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] complains that 
the Pension Office does not adjudicate casesfastenough. Well, 
sir, the Commissioner is doing prety well. He is adjudicating 
them as fast as he can do it honestly and fairly. Complaint 
is made that he has rejected a 1525 many cases. That shows 
that he has been making honest investigations and adopting an 
honest interpretation of the law. If the gentleman’s standard 
of efficiency should prevail, the min who would not look even at 
a single fact recited in a case would stand at the head of the list 
for promotion. The man who would pass cases through without 
examination would be promoted for the best record in 
that office. Iam not in favor of that sort of official efficiency. 
I want these cases thoroughly investigated. I want every sol- 
dier in this country who is honestly entitled toa pension to have 
it: I want him to have all that he is entitled to under the law; 
but I do not want a single man upon that pension roll who is not 
entitled to a pension, and I believe that every such{man on the 
roll isa disgrace to it. 

I furthermore believe that there isnot an honest Union soldier 
or any other man in the land, who is not a political juggler play- 
ing on the stage for political effect, who does not, from the bot- 
tom of his heart, want to ses every man dropped from that roll 
who is not honestly and rightfully entitled to be there, 


WE WILE: FURNISH THE PROOFS. 


But, you say, there are no evidences of fraud. I say we have 
abundant evidence, and the work is only begun. We have not 
more than broken through the crust yet. Before the four years 
of this Administration expire we will be able to furnish gente- 
men on this floor and elsewhere with specific instances 885 0 
to satisfy the most radical infidel of the wisdom and the jus 


of the policy of investigation. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman al- 
low an interruption? 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘1 will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Lon admit that a fraud 
should be proved, not presumed? 

Mr. ENLOE. Icertainly do. But we will furnish proof 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Let me get through. 
My question is this: Would you charge any claimant whose 
claim had been allowed by a judicial oilicer—for he acts judi- 
cially when he presides over the Pension Bureau and decides 
on these claims—is fraudulent, unless some one made a specific 
charge to Fo pe effect, and substantiated the charge by satisfac- 
tory proof? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think possibly if I had commenced the admin- 
istration of the Pension Bureau as Commissioner Lochren did, I 
would have pur-ued the line of policy in that regard which has 
governed the Bureau since the establishment of the pension 


system. 
ir. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But you do not answer 
my question. 

r. ENLOE. Lam going to answer it. I say he did exactly 
what every other Commissioner did before him, when he sus- 
pended cases where he believed, or had reason to believe, that 
they were N allowed, and in doing so he ordered an in- 
vestigation: just as the practice had been before. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. The gentleman is not re- 
ferring to what I asked him. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, wait a moment, I will come to it. If the 
pensioner was improperly on the roll, the Government suffered 
no further loss than it had sustained up to the time of his sus- 


pension. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But that is begging the 
question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will you wait until I get through, and you can 
put it again if I do not answer it satisfactorily. f 

If the man was properly on the roll no wrong was done to him 
by suspension that was substantial in its character, because he 
resumed his pension after clearing his title right where he left 
off. He did not lose a cent by the investigation. That was the 

ctico under every former administration of the Pension 
ureau. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You are in favor, I pre- 
sume, of a roving commission to go around and find out frauds, 
or manufacture taem? 

Mr. ENLOE. Lam in favor of continuing the practice that 
has always nominally prevailed in the office, of investigating and 
punishing fraud. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Then 
roving commission to hunt up supposed frauds: 

Mr. ENLOE, Very well; if the gentleman will interrupt me, 


let him go on. 
You have a precedent 


you believe in a 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
in the hunt for witches in England a century or more ago, when 
the English Parliament employed Mathew Hopkins as a witch 
finder, just as you want to employ two or three hundred fraud 
err oe to hunt up supposititious cases of frauds committed by 
pensioners. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is that all? [Laughter.] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And your song is like 
that of Mathew Hopkins, who went about repeating: 


And und revolted witches out? 
And has he not within a year 
Hanged fourscore of them in one shire? 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman from New York feels 
better now. If I had had that on my stomach and had gotten 
rid of it I would feel better, too. [Laughter.] 

But I resume my argument, Mr. Chairman. Iam not so cer- 
tain but what it is right, when a pension has been granted asol- 
dier, that it should not be suspended where the fraud is not 
manifest until it has been investigated and shown that he is not 
entitled to it. I do not know but what I am willing to follow the 
Indiana statesman on that question. I mean the distinguished 
Indiana statesman. I understand that there are some distin- 
guished statesmen from Indiana not on this floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN. Some of them are. ughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I am sure of that, but those to whom I allude 
are not on this floor. I understand some distin, ed states- 
men from Indiana are going to antagonize the pension policy of 
this Administration. I have seen such a statement in news- 
paper press. I am astonished that anybody from Indiana should 
want to criticise the administration of the Pension Bureau. 
There never has been a State in the Union that has received 
pened consideration in the matter of pensions than the State 


I donot pretend to say that she did not send out many soldiers, 
and good ones, and that she is not entitled to fair and equal con- 
sideration. I do say that she has been favored by every Admin- 


istration in that line. She has been the penne pet. Ido not 
know whether or not this Commissioner is making a discrimi- 
nation. I believe he isnot. Perhaps the charge the gentlemah 
from Illinois brought against him may be the gravamen of his 
offense to Indiana; that is, that he has not discriminated in favor 
of any soldier or class of soldiers, nor in favor of any State. 

Commissioner Lochren will lift the Pension Bureau above the 
level of a debasing. demoralizing, and corrupting political ma- 
chine, Ido not believe that pensions will ba given as bribes to 
voters under his administration. It has been done, but the honest 

ple of this country have ordered a change. Special exam- 
ers will not be sent out to bribs pension attorneys to manufac- 
ture testimony and commit perjury to blacken the character of 
a member of Congress who dares to expose dishonesty. That 
was done in Indiana during the last administration. The present 
Commissioner has not shown favoritism to anybody. He stands 
for justice and equality before the law. 

If he is to beassailed for enforeing the law by the distinguished 
statesmen who have been out to Indiana and made speeches de- 
claring their purpose to attack him, or by anybody here, I for 
one stand ready to defend the action of the Commissioner of 
Pensions. 

Mr. Chairman, I will take up my line of argument again. The 
penenie „Where do you find any evidences of fraud?” 

have a nw of cases here that have been investigated, and 
Icould furnish other similar cases until the record of them would 
burden even the indulgent publisher of the CONGRESSIONAL 


The list I give will perhaps temporarily appease the appetites 
of the gentlemen on the other side who want names cases. 
I think I can repeat the dose as often as they get hungry enough 
to require it. 

LIST OF CASES. 


Here is a small installment to which I invite your attention. 
isoce only a guere porien an Sme and I could ee 2 
larger if necessary, but y cite these cases as samples of many 
of a similar character: 

Widow's certificate No. 94592, widow's original No. 370013, 
Laura Ann Gregory, now Huggins, Samuel Gregory, F, Thirty- 
sixth United States Colored Norfolk, Va.: Widow's 
claim filed Jan’ 15, 1867, alleging soldier killed September 
29, 1864, at Deep tom, Va. ificate issued May 16, 1867, 
at $8, from September 29, 1864. In February, 1874, special ex- 
amination showed that pensioner, on January 24, 1867, had re- 
married one William Reid, and she was dropped from the rolls. 
September 12, 1889, Laura Ann Gregory, now Huggins, again 
2 gs widow of Samuel Gregory, the soldier, swearing that 

had not been remarried up to 1880: The original 
for some cause, not having been discovered the latter claim was 
admitted, and she was pensioned from date of soldier's death to 
August 5, 1880. There is abundant evidence to show remarriage 
to Reid in 1867, both by verbal testimony and by record. Sep- 
tember 8, 1893, case submitted for prosecution fer perjury. 

Certificate No. 332445, Penelope Ives, now Barbar, James M. 
ives, D, First North Carolina try, Blount Creek, Beau- 
fort County, N. C.: Subsequent to filing of claim and before al- 
Jowance the claimant remarried, but in executing voucher for 
first payment and voucher for quarter endin 8 1892, 
she swears she has not remarried. September 7, 1893, submitted 
ior prosecution for N 

Certificate No, 8261, Indian war, Sarah Welch, widow of Wil- 
liam Welch, Pansey, Henry County, Ala.: Submitted for prose- 
cution of John T. Welch, under sections 4746 and 5418, Re- 
vised Statutes, United States. Evidence shows that said John 
T. Welch forged the names of William Pierce and N. J. English 
» a materjal affidavit and forwarded the same tọ the Pension 

ureau, 

Certificate No. 555183, Robert Powell, D, Third Tennessee 
Mounted Infantry, Link, Tenn.; original No. 1016086, Tilman 
Giles alias Robert Powell, D, Third Tennessee Mounted Infan- 
try: Submitt-d September 7, 1893, for prosecution of claimant 
for perjury in attempting to obtain two pensions covering same 

riod, 

P Certificate No. 658656, Francis Coker, C, Second California 
Infantry; original No. 738000, Francis Coker alias George W. 
Abbott, F, Filth United States Artillery: Submitted for prose- 
cution Se ber 6, 1893, for perjury and false claim. Coker 
testified that he was not in any other service than Company C, 
Second California Infantry, but subsequently filed a claim alleg- 
ing service in Company F, Fifth United 55 su 
sequent to his disc e from Company C, Second California 
Infantry. Evidence from the War Department, and other evi- 
dence, shows them to be one and the same person. 
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Certificate No. 342177, David Cornelius, father of Tobias Cor- 
nelius (and others): C. A. Martin, Kendall Creek, Pa. Submit- 
ted for prosecution September 4, 1893, for extorting an illegal 
attorney fee of $140. 

»Certiticate No. 863759, Henry Boyakin alias Henry Boyd, San 
Francisco, Cal.: Submitted for prosecution August 29, 1893, for 
ae false affidavits in support of his own claim for 10 

idows original No. 482687, invalid original No. 663866, 
Rachel Rose, now Cage, Claiborne Rose: Andrew Lott, Wayside, 
Miss. Forgery of affidavits and numes of witnesses, as well as 
the justice of the peace before whom they purport execution. 
Held by United States commissioner, August 14, 1893, in $500 
bond for next term of court. 

Certificate No. 10486, Henry Duffee, 1110 Locust street, Cam- 
den, N. J.: Submitted for prosecution August 17, 1893, for per- 

jury. In affidavit executed January 24, 1891, swears that he has 
not been in the military or naval service since September 16, 
1864; whereas he served from February 8, 1864, to February —, 
1865, on United States steamship Clyde, and from March 5, 1866, 
to July 13, 1866, under the name of Henry Gilmore, on United 
States steamship Chattanooga. The perjury is material, in that 
by means of it he secured payment for a period during which he 
was already in the service and receiving pay from the Govern- 
ment. 

John crete Amsterdam, N. X.: Submitted for prosecution 
August 15, 1893, for forgery and filing false claim in the case of 
Eliza Van Buren, widow of John, original No. 524236. Facts 
show that claim is false. Claimant married soldier subsequent 
to of act of June 27, 1890. Marriage certificate altered 
to make date of marr: appear as March 21, 1871, when in fact 
the marriage occurred March 21, 1891, and the identifying wit- 
nessesare fictitious. Charged, that the defendant committed the 
forgeries. 

Eugenia F. Etheridge, Princess Anne Court-house, Va. S:ub- 
mitted for 3 August 14, 1893, under sections 4746, 5418, 
5421, and 5438, Revised Statutes, United States, in claim of Ann 
Brockett, widow of John, original No. 12621. Defendant filed 
claim for Ann Brockett, as said widow, September 17, 1892. De- 
fendant added to affidavits of three witnesses, only one of whom 
was sworn. Examination shows that all the evidence in the case 
is worthless and afflants have no knowledge of contents of afi- 
davits. 

Mattie Mattingly, widow of John, certificate No. 376636, Lou- 
isville, Ky.: Submitted for prosecution August 15, 1893, under 
sections 5392 and 5438, Revised Statutes, United States. Feb- 
ruary 20, 1892, defendant filed declaration, swearing that she 
was the legal widow of the soldier. Certified copy of marriage 
license shows that soldier was married to Mildred Bradley, Sep- 
tember 11, 1877, and his marriage to claimant was barred. 

Mary Jones alias Mary Scott et al., all of Little Rock, Ark.: 
Submitted for prosecution August 5, 1893, for perjury and mak- 
i alse claim in case of widow's certificate No. 361412, Mary 
Jones alias Mary Scott, widow of Blount Scott, Company G, One 
hundred and thirteenth United States Colored. phe Evi- 
dence shows that claimant was never married to the soldier, but, 
on December 3, 1867, was married to Sampson Jones. All parties 
held under bond for appearance. 

Charles Priess alias Charles Price, and W. C. Mann, West 
Virginia: Arrested for false personation and forgery of three 
pension checks in the pension claim of Charles Price, certificate 
No. 405000. Examined before United States commissioner, and 
bonds for grand jury. 

Julia Shannonhouse et al., Norfolk, Va.: Submitted for prosecu- 
tion August 5, 1893, under section 5392, Revised Statutes United 
States. Claim of Julia Shannonhouse, widow of Monroe Shan- 
nonhouse, Company I, Thirty-fifth United States Colored Troops, 
No. 410221. In declaration claimant swears she is the widow of 
soldier, who died March 8, 1881, and thatshe has not remarried; 
and repeated this allegation in affidavits of July 19, 1890, and 
August 5, 1890, supported by joint affidavit of William H. Sel- 
den and Joseph Sawyer. In fact, she was married to William 
H. Selden September 12, 1887. 

Mariano Gonzales, Corrales, Bernalillo County, N. Mex.: 
Forgery in claim No. 1000081, Aliandro Martinez. Defendant 
confesses. Held in bond of $1,000 for the grand jury. X 

Dr. Charles G. Duncan, Socorro, N. Mex.: Held in bond of 
$3,000 for grand jury, August 16, 1893, for making and forward- 
ing! false certificate in case certificate No. 801150, of Juan José 

vez. 

Ella E. Roe, or Williamson, 403 East Adams street, Syracuse, 
N. V.: Submitted for prosecution August 3, 1893, under sections 
5392 and 5438, Revised Statutes United States. Facts: Edward 
J. Williamson and Ella E. Roe were married September 10, 
1867, and divorced October 10, 1881. Soldier filed claim in 1883, 


and died in 1890. Defendant executed declaration, No. 480589, 
to complete invalid claim, swearing she was his widow. 


John McGrew, 450273: Presented a false claim for pension. In 
default of bail defendant in dail at Parkersburg, W. Va. 

Sam. Adkinsand Lexce Belmy, Alabama: Submitted for prose- 
cution July 31, 1893, under sections 5439 and 5392, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. Declaration filed March 10, 1892, 
signed Lexce Belmy, and executed by Sam. Adkins. Proof shows 
that Lexce Belmy, true name Lexer Belmer, served in Company 
E, One hundred and thirty-sixth United States Colored Troops, 
and died fifteen or twenty years ago. Falsely personated by his 
brother, aided by Sam. Adkins. 

Harriet Harris, widow of Jesse Harris, Company L, Tenth 
United States Cavairy, certificate 249147, Arkansas: Submitted 
for prosecution July 29, 1893, for perjury and presenting false 
claim. Claimant pensioned from November 21, 1882, at 88, and 
March 19, 1886, and thereafter at 812. Evidence proves that she 
was married to Jack Eppa November 26, 1884, which she now 
confesses. Held in bond for grand jury. 

Joseph and John Bailes, Putnam, W. Va.: Indicted for mak- 
ing false and fraudulent evidence in claim of Isabella Vaughn, 
mother of Stephen Vaughn, certilicate 314212. 

James C. Rice, Breckinridge, Mo.: Submitted for prosecution 
July 19, 1893, under section 5438, Revised Statutes of the United 
States. Certificate 5781, Mexican war, and 22805. James C. 
Rice and Solomon Bacon. Proof shows James C. Rice was never 
a Union soldier or in the Mexican war, but is falsely personating 
Solomon Bacon, Company C, Fifteenth United States Infantry, 
Mexican war, who is already in receipt of a pension. 

Harry Laughlin, Athens, Ohio: Submitted for prosecution 
June 24, 1893, under sections 5392 and 5438, Revised Statutes of 
the United States. Facts: Harry Laughlin, of Ohio, who was 
never enlisted, personated his nephew of the same name, an IIli- 
nois man, and applied for pension August 7, 1891, as Harry 
Laughlin, Company K, One hundred and ninety-second Ohio 
Volunteer Infant Certificate 639052. 

Jennie Best, Minnesota, original No. 436126: Submitted for 
rosecution June 28, 1893, under sections 5392 and 5438, Revised 
tatutes of the United States. Facts: July 10, 1890, she applied 

for pension as widow of Nelson Best, swearing that she had not 
remarried since the death of the soldier, which occurred July 
14, 1876. Proof shows that she was married December 31, 1880, 
to R. H. Gardner, at Waterloo, Iowa. 

Perlina Amsdill et al.: Submitted for prosecution June 17, 1893, 
under sections 5392 and 5438, Revised Statutes United States. 
Facts: In declaration, widow’s certificate No. 362022, the de- 
fendant, Amsdill, swore that she was the widow of William 
Amsdill, the soldier; that she married him December 18, 1868; 
and that her former husband was dead before that time. Two 
witnesses swore with her that they well knew her former hus- 
band; that he died about April 14, 1868; that they saw his re- 
mains after death and attended his funeral. Proof shows the 
statement is false. 

Amanda Lebo, now Thomas, widow of Spencer Lebo, Com- 
pany C, Fifty-seventh United States Colored Troops, certificate 

o. 393362: Submitted for prosecution June 20, 1893, of Charles 
and Amanda Thomas. Evidence presented for the claimant 
shows that claimant and Thomas were not married until May 12, 
1892; whereas the public records of Pulaski County, Ark.. show 
that bai were married May 20, 1868. Both held in bonds for 
grand jury. 

N. ano 8 widow of Andrew Patterson, E, Ninety-ninth 
Pennsylvania Infantry, certificate 253893: Submitted for prose- 
cution July 16, 1893, of Nancy Kinkaid, 1221 South Twenty-first 
street, Philadelphia, Pa., under sections 5392, 5393, 5418, and 
5435, Revised Statutes United States. Pensioner died March 23, 
1893. May 24, 1893, defendant, her daughter, personated her 
mother and, accompanied by two witnesses, presented herself at 
the Philadelphia agency, swore that she was the widow of her 
father, and received the payment dus on the certificate by check 
drawn in her favor as the pensioner. Indicted. 

Mary Tate, widow of Ben Tate, K, Fifty-seventh United States 
Colored Troops. Submitted for prosecution June 10, 1893; Ma 
Tate alias Patrick et al. Pensioner filed claim as widow of sol- 
dier September 11, 1888, swearing that she had not remarried 
since his death, J uly 15, 1864. Claim allowed on her testimony 
and that of codefendants, Each subsequent quarterly payment 
supported by same evidence. Proof shows she remarried July 
30, 1871. Held in bond for grand jury. 

Charles Lewis, Kansas City, Kans., B, Twelfth United States 
Colored Heavy Artillery, original invalid 1001690: Submitted 
for prosecution June 2, 1893, of Charles Lewis, alias Charles 
Smith, under sections 5438 and 5392, Revised Statutes United 
States. Facts: Charles Lewis, of Kansas City, falsely A anh ars 
ated Charles Lewis, of Lexington, Ky., the soldier. Held in 
bond for grand jury 

Jackson E. McCoole, Cleveland, Conway County, Ark.: Sub- 
mitted for prosecution June 1, 1893, under sections 5418 and 5421, 
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Revised Statutes United States. Facts: Evidence tends to show 
that in claim, old war, Company C, First United States Cavalry, 
he forged additions in favor of his claim to affidavits filed in sup- 
port of it. Held in bond for grand jury. 

Rebecca Kramer and R. S. Yost: Sections 5392, 5438, 5421, and 
4746, Revised Statutes United States. Facts: Rebecca Kramer, 
widow of Henry H. Kramer, widow's certificate No. 286654 (B, 
Forty-seventh ennsylvania), remarried March 19, 1893. Her 
child Ellanora died July 29,1892. _Pensionerswore every quarter 
that Ellanora was living, and on May 4, 1893, swore that she had 
not remarried. Yost certified under seal of office that he swore 
Abraham Green and Edward McGrady, when in fact he did not. 
Rebecca Kramer held in bonds (8500) for grand jury. 

Mary Long, widow of John Long, G, First United States Col- 
ored Cavalry, certificate No. 277445, Norfolk, Va.: Section 5392, 
Revised Statutes United States. Facts: Claimant filed declara- 
tion November 26, 1888, alleging that soldier died June 6, 1886, 
of catarrh of head contracted in service. Proof shows that his 
death resulted from amputation of leg, which was injured while 
working as a laborer on the docks at Norfolk, Va. 

John Miller, Vincennes, Ind.: Section 5392, Revised Statutes, 
United States. Defendant filed claim January 25, 1889 (Invalid 
Vt., No. 613294), as of John Miller, Company E, One hundred and 
forty-third Indiana Infantry. Claim allowed June 13,1891. In- 
vestigation shows that he is not the soldier, and that the true 
John Miller lives at Adyeville, Ind. Submitted for prosecution 
May 22, 1893. 

Rachel Davis, Pulaski, Tenn.: Submitted for prosecution May 
18, 1893; sections 5392 and 5438 Revised Statutes, United States. 
Defendant filed declaration as widow of Robert, alias Edmund 
Davis, Company G, One hundred and eleventh United States 
Colored Troops. Widow's certificate 195892 issued, allowing $8 
per month and $2 per month for alleged minor child. Investi- 
gation shows that her husband Robert is not identical with the 
soldier Edmund, and that the minor child claimed for is nota 
child by either Robert or Edmund. 

Rosetta James, widow of America James, certificate 276889, 
Norfolk, Va.: Sections 5392 and 5438, Revised Statutes, United 
States. Proof shows that pensioner married Nixson J. Johnson 
March 31, 1891. License to marry and return of record. Held 
under bonds. 

George W. Dyer, Tacoma, Wash.: Submitted for prosecution 
April 27, 1893, for embezzlement of ward's funds. Defendant 
was the guardian of Nicholas Strike, Company A, First Minne- 
sota Infantry, invalid certificate, No. 11347. He converted to 
his own use $875 of his ward’s funds, substituting in final ac- 
count $600 worth of worthless mining stock which he had charged 
to pensioner. 

ane James et al., Norfolk, Va.: Submitted for prosecution on 
May 18, 1893, for perjury and subornation of perjury in filing 
false claim. Jane James is widow of Richard James, Company 
H, Second United States Colored Cavalry. Inclaim No. 415921. 
filed declaration July 19, 1890, alleging that she was soldier's 
widow, and had so remained ever since his death; which, as 
facts, were repeatedly sworn to by the other defendants. Inves- 
tigation shows that claimant was remarried to Edmund Reddick 
in 1885, and is recognized by him as his wife. Held in bonds for 
grand jury. 

Saliie A. King, 23 Maple street, Nashville, Tenn.: Submitted 
forprosecution May 11, 1893, under section 5421, Revised Statutes, 
United States. Defendant,as guardian of the minorsof John 
Brown, Company H, Twelfth United States Colored Infantry, 
claim No. 372412, filed affidavits in the claim purporting to be 
made and signed by certain affiants before R. H. Page, justice of 
the peace and notary public. Investigation shows that these 
affidavits were all executed and signed by defendant before R. 
H. Page, and that she afterwards erased her signature and sub- 
stituted the names of the affiants. Held for the grand jury in 
bonds of $1,000. 

E. C. Mosely, jr., et al., Little Rock, Ark.: Submitted for pros- 
ecution May 4, 1893, for perjury, subornation of perjury, and 
forgery, in claim widow’s original No. 414985, of Martha Benton, 
widow of Thomas Benton, Company B, Twenty-ninth United 
States Colored Infantry. Facts: Soldier died July 3, 1866. Claim- 
ant remarried June 29, 1867, to James Hickey, and again January 
28, 1883, to Harmon Scruggs. In her application filed February 
11, 1890, she swears that she has remained the widow of soldier 
Thomas Benton to the 3 date. E. C. Mosely, jr., reiter- 
ates the fact of continued widowhood in affidavit filed November 
10, 1891. Claim supported by affidavits of Ephraim and James 
Cooper. All affidavits prepared by E. C. Mosely, jr. All par- 
ties held in bonds for gens jury. 

Lemuel C. Reeves, Burlington, N. J.: Submitted for prosecu- 
tion May 3, 1893, for forgery, in presenting false claim in the case 
of invalid certificate No. 438851, Austin n Compay E, 
First New Jersey Infantry. Facts: Pensioner died May 11, 189. 


July 20, 1889, widow applied for accrued pension due soldier, 
and then herself died August 23, 1889. Reeves, attorney, wrote 
pension agent relative to fee, and was advised that widow had 
not been paid, and fee could not be paid until she executed her 
voucher and check was sent her. Defendant thereupon pre- 

red affidavit and signed witness’s name to same, fo g 

t with fictitious marriage certificate, and the claim was allowed 
and his fee paid. Indicted June 21, 1893. 

William Ward et al., Norfolk, Va.: Submitted for prosecution 
May 2, 1893, under sections 5392, 5393, and 5418, Revised Statutes 
United States, Facts: Hayward Tucker, Company C, Thirty- 
seventh United States Colored Infantry. Soldier died in service, 
October 21, 1865. Alameter Tucker, widow's claim No. 258624, 
filed January 14, 1880, but failed to complete claim and after- 
wards died. Minors’ No. 398291, filed June 3, 1889. Mother in 
1885 drew bounty and pay due at date of death of soldier. April 
11, 1891, Amy Tow, No. 508802, filed as mother of soldier. Proof 
shows that she was induced to personate the mother of soldier 
by William Ward, who also induced illiterate witnesses to make 
affidavits in the claim. 

Henry Billingsly, Isaac Haskett, and Samuel Clark: Sections 
5438 and 5392, Revised Statutes United States. Facts: Henry 
Billingsly falsely personated Henry Wilson, Company K, First 
United States Colored Heavy Artillery, and surreptitiously ob- 
tained his discharge, obtaining pension certificate thereon, No. 
566157. Haskett and Clark committed ee in support of Bil- 
lingsly’s case. All indicted July 14, 1893. nvicted and sen- 
peeks, Bas 17, 1893. 

Ben. C. alias Samuel M. Vannover: Section 5438, Revised Stat- 
utes, United States. Defendant falsely personated his brother, 
Samuel M. Vannover, Company E, Two hundred and ninth Penn- 
sylvania Infanty, invalid original No. 1118811. Defendant was 
never enlisted in the service of the United States. Arrested, 
admits guilt, and inculpates George B. and George W. Carley, 
who promised to aid him in his claim. 

John Smith, Mayflower Plantation, Louisiana: Sections 5414 
and 5435, Revised Statutes, United States. Defendant charged 
with receiving checks in five pension cases and fraudulently in- 
dorsing the name of the pensioner thereon and cashing the same. 
In default of $1,000 bond, sent to jail to await action of grand 


jury. 

: Herbert L. Miller, Brighton, Mass.: Submitted for prosecu- 
tion oy 25, 1893, under section 5486, Revised Statutes, United 
States Facts: Defendantappointed guardian of Jackson B. Baker, 
Company H, First Massachusetts Infantry, invalid certificate 
No. 10153, on May 8, 1889, and has regularly drawn the pension 
since thattime. Pensioner an inmate of insane hospital at Wor- 
cester, keptentirely at Governmentexpense. Defendant admits 
that he has used his ward’s money, about $3,000, in his business. 

Ellen Hyland and Dennis Ryan, Dakota Territory: Submitted 
for prosecution April 25, 1893, under sections 5392 and 5438, Re- 
vised Statutes, United States. Claimantas widow of Robert Hy- 
land, Company G, Seventh United States Infantry, filed declara- 
tion, original No. 517651, June 13, 1891, alleging that her hus- 
band died of injury of left side and disease of lungs. Proof shows 
that soldier’s death was caused by lightning and that claimant 
and her attorney, Dennis Ryan, were acquainted with that fact. 

Mary Keys Morris, widow of Henry Keys, Company G, First 
United States Colored Cavalry, widow’s original 551925, Prin- 
cess Anne Court-House., Va. Submitted for prosecution April 
19, 1893, under sections 5392, 5421, and 5438, Revised Statutes, 
United States. Claimant filed herclaim, alleging that she was 
the widow of soldier, who died January 10, 1880, leaving four 
minor children. These 9 were all witnessed by her 
codefendants, Mrs. E. F. Etheridge and Dr. R. C. Perkins, of 
the same post-office. Special examination shows that soldier 
died in 1885, leaving no minor children. Claimant admits guilt, 
and incriminates the other defendants. 

Eliza Ward, Mrs. Eugenia F. Etheridge, Wilson Parsons, and 
John Ward, Princess Anne Court-Hcuse, Va.: Submitted for 
rosecution April 17, 1893, under sections 5392, 5393, 5421, and 
40, Revised Statutes, United States. Defendant Eliza Ward 
falsely personated Ann Waters, widow of James, Company G, 

First United’ States Colored Cavalry, No. 559967. Filed c 
September 9, 1892, swearing that she married soldier in 1852 and 
lived with him until his death in 1865. Her affidavits were tested 
by the codefendants, Mrs. Ethridge preparing the whole claim. 
Evidence shows that Nancy Waters, widow of soldier, died in 
1886. All defendants bound over for the grand jury. 

Alvira Stanfield, now Wilson, Little Rock, Ark.: Submitted 
for prosecution April 20, 1893, under sections 5392 and 5438, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. Defendant tiled claim July 
3, 1890, widow’s certificate No. 311240, as widow of Thomas 
Stanfield, alleging that she had not remarried since the death 
of her husband, Thomas Stanfield, Company K, Fifty-fourth 
United States Colored Troops, October 1, 1868. Examination 
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shows that she remarried Alexander Wilson January 19, 1873. 
In default of bond, defendant in peniten: awaiting trial. 

Henry Carter alias Henry Harris alias Barrett alias 
Ellis Harris, 313 Washington street, Vicksburg, Miss.: Sub- 
mitted for prosecution April 10, 1893, for perjury and false 
claim. The defendant falsely personated Allen Harris, Com- 
pany K, Forty-seventh United States Colored Infantry, filing 
original invalid 696784. Proof shows that the soldier died Octo- 
ber 3, 1874. Defendant confesses that he is not the soldier; 
never served in the Army by that name, and was never called 
by that name until two years ago, when W. T. Bowman, of 

icksburg, Miss., began to fix up his pension claim; that he 
never knew a man named Allen Harris; does not know any man 
in Company K, Forty-seventh United States Colored Troops, 
who lost an arm, and never heard of Robert Crane, a codefend- 
ant, who testified for him in the claim, until two years ago, 
when Mr. Bowman began to fix up his pension claim. Defend- 
ant’s wife, Amanda, swears that she has lived with him from 
years before the war; that his name was Henry Carter at the 
time of the war, and she has never heard him called Allen or 
Ellis Harris until the last two or three years, during which he 
has been working for a pension. 

Pheebe Compton, Richard Hanna, Terre Haute, Ind.: Suo- 
mitted for prosecution April 10, 1893, for perjury. Facts: Phoebe 
Compton on July 21, 1886, filed her declaration (widow's certifi- 
cate No. 272068) as widow of Benj Compton, Company F, 
One hundred and thirty-third Indiana Infantry, alleging that 
she had notremarried. On July 15, 1890, she filed declaration 
underthe act of June 27, 1890, reiterating that statement. Cer- 
tifieate issued and pension was paid. Special examination shows 
that she was married to one John Reed, at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
six or seven years after the death of the soldier, more than fif- 
teen years ago, Also, proof shows that she was advised and 
es by e n 85 * 11 

John Morganson, Siloam Spr ,Ark.: Forgery in his pension 
claim, original invalid No. 319520, as of Gompany K, Fitts seoond 
Indiana Volunteer 3 Indicted May 18, 1893. Convicted 
June 5, 1 93, and sen 4 

C. Ostrander, Barnstable County, Mass.: Forgery in her 
claim aswidow, Navy certificate 6841, of Archilaus H. Ostrander, 
United States Navy. Confession of guilt, conviction and sen- 
tence, in April, 1893. 

William K. Markham, W. C. Markham: Submitted for prose- 
cution March 25, 1893. for perjury. William H. Markham, as 
claimant, invalid original, No. 476301, as of Company E, Fifty- 
second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, in declaration alleged the 
loss of a finger by accidental pistol wound in August, 1864. His 
son. the codefendant, by affidavit corroborated that statement, 
Proof shows that he lost the finger at Evansville, Ind., in a saw- 
mill, about 1881. 

Leonard T. Eastman, guardian of Alfred P. Eastman, Com- 
pany G, Twentieth Michigan Infantry, insane, invalid certifi- 
cate, No. 111343, Scott City, Kans.: Submitted for prosecution 
March 21, 1893, for embezzlement. Proof shows that the guard- 
ian embezzled about $9,000 of the soldier’s money. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to refer to what the gentleman 
from Iowa Mr. Lacey] said about the frauds at Baltimore. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me another ques- 
tion before he leaves that branch of the subject? 

Mr. ENLOE. I am not going to leave that branch now. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would be glad to ask my question now, if 
the gentleman will permit. I understood the gentleman, in an- 
swer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooRHIS], to 
say he wus in favor of sending out these special agents and ex- 
aminers through the country and reéxamine every case that is 
on the pension rolls. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, the gentleman did not understand me 
correctly. I did not say that. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the gentleman’s position? What 
cases ought to be examined? 

Mr. ENLOE. All cases where the office has reason to believe 
there is fraud. 

Mr. PICKLER. What kind of reason? 

Mr. ENLOE. Charges. 

Mr. PICKLER. Charges by whom? 

Mr. ENLOE. On information. 

Mr. PICKLER. A letter from somebody? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Simply ona letter? 

Mr. ENLOE. A letter, or a statement of a member of Con- 
gress, sa; I know a man who is drawing a pension who is 
not entitled to it, and I want an examiner to investigate it.” 

Mr. PICKLER. It has always been the rule to do that. 

Mr. ENLOE. If you 13 duty in that respect, I 
NN doubt you would i y finda case of fraud in your 
own district. 


Mr. PICKLER. That has always been done, under every Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. ENLOE. Why, then, are you cutting up about it? 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the necessity for extra force? 

Mr. ENLOE. Because of the extra number of frauds that 
Commissioner Raum and your party put on the pension rolls, 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not a fact that you want to go into 
every neighborhood, and try to run down some poor old soldier 
and take his pension away from him? 

Mr. ENLOE. No honest man is afraid of an officer who is 
Pa ae a 

t. onest men’s pensions are being s ded 
and that is not fair. sj f ‘ 

Mr. ENLOE, Will the gentleman wait a moment? The state- 
ment has been made here by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] and by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], that 
this Bureau started out by . these cases, but that the 
afterwards restored the men whohad been improperly 3 
They charge the Bureau with doing wrong in suspending cer- 
tain pensioners, and then they aresorelyaggrieved use those 
men were restored by the Secretary’s order. They regret very 
much to see a Democrat do right. It is aspectacle which to the 
Republican eye, I suppose, is somewhat refreshing, because it 
is 3 they can see any right in the action of a Democratic 
0 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I believe the gentleman made a reference to myself? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes: I did. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman does not want to 
misrepresent me? 

Mr, ENLOE. Certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I said that by virtue of the public 
indignation there were 9,000 pensioners restored who been 
wrongfully 1 e, and that there ought to have been 3,000 
more, in my judgment, restored who were not restored. 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose the gentleman will give credit to the 
Commissioner of Pensions for the intention to discharge his duty 
in that regard. Whether that was a concession to public clamor 
or not I am not here to say. So far as I am concerned, if I had 
been the Commissioner of Pensions, and I had issued an order 
to suspend these cases, and I had believed that they were on the 
rolls in violation of law, they would have been suspended to-day, 
and until every one of them had been investigated, unless my 
superior, the Secretary, had intervened. 

Mr. PICKLER. No doubt you would suspend all of them. 

Nr. ENLOE. I have no objection to the gentleman indulg- 
ing in side remarks. Iwill not be diverted by them. I wo 

do what I believed to be my duty. and [ believe that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions has done the same, I believé he isan 
honest man, and I believe he is a fearless man. I believe he is 
making an honest Commissioner of Pensions. I do not agree 
with him about everything. He did not do a great deal that I have 
wanted done. There are a lot of men in that offlee whom I would 
turn out if [had the power. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, I will address myself to the Baltimore cases, to which 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] referred. 


BALTIMORE FRAUDS. 


For several years periodical complaints have reached the 
Bureau touching irregularities and frauds in connection with 
3 claims in Baltimore. From time to time attempts have 

made to reach the core of the evils, but the adverse com- 
binations have been so powerful as to often defeat the aims of 
justice. Over 7,000 pensioners are actually or nominally resi- 
dents of Baltimore. Gradually the business of executing vouch- 
ers and cashing checks has passed into the hands of attorneys in 
that city, who have often likewise been the sole custodians of the 
certificates of the pensioners. Thousands of vouchers executed 
in the offices or bureaus of certain attorneys found their way to 
the pension agent, giving as the address to which checks should 
be sent the office number of some particular attorney. Over 
2,000, for instance, were so addressed for the iast quarterly pay- 
ment to the office of a single attorney in Baltimore. When the 
checks are sent from the agency, although the post-office regu- 
lations forbid the delivery of a pension agent's letter to any per- 
son other than the joner, or A member of his family duly 
authorized, yet they have been customarily delivered to the at- 
torneys in question. 

These checks are deposited in bank to the private account of 
the attorneys, and they check out the sums necessary to pay the 
pensioners, reserving for themselves such advancesasare alleged 
to be due them, plus a charge for executing thé vouchers, and 
for cashing a check drawn on the United States assistant treas- 
urer. Quite recently it was resolved to refuse delivery to the 
address of attorneys, and 


nire the pensioners to apply in person 
for their mail, identifying 5 


emselves properly, or else to supply 
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their bona fide address as householders or residents. Soradical 
a step as this invited the indignation of the interested attorneys, 
who besought the Postmaster-General to direct the delivery of 
the pension mail to them as addressed. Small wonder thatsuch 
anxiety existed, when it is understood that a single one of these 
attorneys derives a yearly income of nearly $:,000 from the 
mereexcution of pension vouchers and cashing of pension checks. 
But the Postmaster-General en orced the law, and the post- 
office authorities at Baltimore conformed thereto. The result 
was that for several days the pensioners were obliged toidentify 
themselves at the general delivery, and receive their checks in 

rson, as it was competent for the Commissioner of Pensions, 
under the law, to direct that they should do, whenever in his 
opinion their interests demanded it. 

Now, I will not go further with that except to say that so far 
as this part of the work about which the gentleman complains 
is concerned it was intended for the protection of the pension- 
ers in Baltimore against the imposition of pension attorneys who 
held their checks, who received their money and who gave them 
out of it what they saw proper to give. From the investigation 
that has already been made by the Departmentit has been shown 
that there are people there drawing pensions who do not know 

he amount of pension they receive and do not see their pension 
certificates once in a year, and some have never seen them. 

Mr. BRECKIN. RIDGE of Kentucky. You mean their pension 
checks? 

Mr. ENLOE. No; their pension certificates. The check is 
delivered to the attorney. and the attorney cashes it and charges 
8 cashing it, and then pays them whatever he sees proper 
out of it. 

The regulations established under sanction of law, require 
that the pensioners shall produce their certificates when they ex- 
ecute their vouchers. Yet this experienceat Baltimore showed 
that the rule was wholly disregarded. 

The safeguard intended to protect againstimposition was thus 
broken down; and there was no adequate means of showing that 
the pensioners were alive, or that they had actually executed 
their vouchers at all. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Are we to understand that 
these pension checks, the checks by which the pensions are paid, 
are not drawn to the order of the pensioners? 

Mr. ENLOE. They are drawn to the order of the pensioners, 
but an attorney, acting under their authority, has been regularly 
receiving these checks, depositing them in bank to his credit 
and collecting the amount, and then requi these pensioners 
to stand at the front of his office until after nightfall to receive 
the pittsnce which he gave them out of their pensions. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In the information a 
have, out of which you are reading, is there any assertion t 
any one ot these pension checks has ever been indorsed by power 
of J 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no information upon that. I suppose 
they show any the checks that they are properly indorsed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is there any intimation that 
any one of these checks was cashed fraudulently? 

Mr. ENLOE. It can not be cashed fraudulently. It is a check 
of the Government. If properly indorsed there can not be any 
fraud in cashing. There may have been fraud in the indorse- 
ment, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Has not the pensioner the 
right to indorse his check? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not time to go into every detail on this 
subject to furnish the gentleman all the information he seeks. 
Iam only giving the line of investigation in Baltimore, in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will you take the page and 
the charges that you are reading from 

Mr. ENLOE. You wait until I get through and probably you 
will have intelligence to comprehend. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I doubt it very much. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I do, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. So far as that is concerned, 
have you announced one solitary thing that is illegal? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; it is not legal to take a pension certificate 
in pledge for the payment of a debt or a loan. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. You have not any proof that 
that has been done. 

Mr. ENLOE. How do you know that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. At least you have notdeliv- 
ered it up to date. 

Mr. E E. I say thatthe Pension Office has abundant proof, 
and if the gentleman wants it he can get it there. = 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Ido not think the Pension 
Office has it. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit a 
question? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will. 
Mr. LACEY. Inasmuch as this matter that he is e 
is quite voluminous, will he inform us whether, when it is all ex- 
amined, it shows any fraud on the of the pensioners them- 
selves or whether the whole matter does not turn finally upon 
frauds against pensioners? 

Mr. ENLOE. T want to tell the gentleman that because I 

tify his desire for information to some extent, I am not going 

to follow it up ad infinitum. Here is one , the case of a 
woman 30 years of age, who presented herself to receive a'pen- 
sion as the dependent mother of a soldier who died im 1862, and, 
as it appeared, she had executed the vouchers for some years on 
the representation that the true pensioner, her mother, had been 
bedridden during all that time. Now, this shows how it would 
be possible under such a system to divert the pension money 
from the proper pensioner, and how sinuses not identified for 
the purpose of receiving letters or of receiving a check could 
have been put on the pension rolls fraudulently and could have 
drawn such pensions indefinitely. 

ere ores es Does that report disclose the name of that 
party 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not disclosed here, but you can get it at the 
Pension Office. 

Now, there has been some talk about the frauds at Norfolk, 
Va., and I want to give the House a little outline of the work 
that has been done there. 


NORFOLK FRAUDS. 

For several years periodical complaints of violation of the pen- 
sion laws at Norfolk, Va., have come to the Bureau. 

On May 5, 1893, a commission of six examiners was sent to that 
city to make investigation in the cases that required it. 

It was found that one W. R. Drury, a pension attorney, had 
been in the habit of imposing false testimony as well as false 
declarations on the Bureau, and mulcting pensioners out of large 
sums of money for alleged service rendered in prosecut 
claims. In fact, it appears that out of the proceedsof this busi- 
ness Mr. Drury had purchased a truck farm and built three 
dwelling houses. Investigation developed the fact that the dec- 
larations filed by him were void in many cases. The witnesses 
were mythical, the seal was illegally used, the jurats were false, 
and in not a few instances the nominal claimants knew nothing 
of the existence of their applications. Asa resultof the work, 
the commission recommended that two hundred names be 
dropped from the rolls for invalidity of the declarations, and 
advised prosecution in more than thirty cases. 

A considerable number of indictments have resulted i 
Drury, and as he was abetted in his schemes by one B. A. Rich- 
ardson, jr., indictments have likewise followed against him for 
conspiracy and the making of false certificates. Nor did the 
work of the commission end here, for other prosecutions followed, 
directed against the various local attorneys and subagents, and 
in various cases against claimantsand witnesses, Personsstand- 

high in social circles have been found to have instigated 
frauds of the mostaudaciousnature. Iwill not give their names, 
because indictments against them are triable at the approaching 
term of court at Norfolk. Any Representative who is curious 
enough to inquire can, if authorized to do so, obtain the fullest 
ny ils respecting these frauds from-the dockets of the Pension 
ureau. 

Norfolk seems to have been a perfect hotbed for maturing all 
imaginable schemes to outwit the United States; and the vigor- 
ous action on the part of the Bureau has had a most salutary 
effect in that community. 

Examination shows that in 167 cases recommended to be 
dropped from the roll by the commission, there was paid to the 
pees under the act of June 27, 1830, the sum of $54,074.43, 

he future payments, likely to accrue on these certificates, cal- 
culated from life-insurance tables of probable expectancy of 
life, amount to $343,260.39. Including all admitted cases in 
which Drury figured in any capacity, the commission estimates 
that the Government has paid out $150,000; that pending claims 
a ln in which the declarations are fraudulent and invalid, 
will save the Government at least another $100,000; and that the 
entire future expectancy of all cases handled by Drury amounts 
to, say, $650,000, 

The supervising examiner having this work in charge in his 
report says: 

After five weeks’ work in Norfolk, I am convinced that the country is 
honeycombed with fraud, in which the methods of Drury an on 
every notary and attorne ving 


claims but when the checks and vouchers came to 
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This state of facts was known to exist at Norfolk during the 
last Administration, but the eyes and ears of justice in the Pen- 
sion Bureau were closed, though the hand of authority seems to 
have been always open palm upward. Hence all thissquirming 
under exposures of fraud, corruption, and perjury. Hence all 
this labored effort to belittle the work of the Bureau. Hence all 
this masquerading as the friend of the soldier. 

(NoTE.—Since the delivery of these remarks Eugenia F. Eth- 
ridge, white, has pleaded guilty in the Federalcourt at Norfolk, 
Va., to seventeen indictments for pension frauds, and Ella Eth- 
ridge, colored, has been convicted of perjury in pension cases.) 

Mr. Chairman, I will state right here, lest I should forget it, 
that there never was a more iniquitous piece of legislation en- 
acted than the act of July 1, 1890, which authorized declarations 
to be made in pension cases before justices of the peace and no- 
taries public. That legislation opened the door wide to fraud, 
and it has resulted in more fraud than any other single act that 
has been passed by Congress. 

The influence of that legislation will be found running through 
these cases wherever fraud has existed all over the country. It 
will be found that in many cases the witnesses have never ap- 
peared before the men who have attached their jurats; that the 
witnesses have never seen the justice of the peace or the notary 
public; that men’s affidavits and declarations have been filed 
which were made out in batches of twenty and thirty at a time, 
and in the absence of the witnesses certified by the justices and 
notaries. When the regular pension appropriation bill comes 
up I nope to get that law repealed. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Have youfound anybody 
who justifies any such conduct as that? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not found anyone who attempts to jus- 
tify it by direct methods, but I have found gentlemen here 
throwing rocks at those who are exposing these fraudulent prac- 
tices. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No; not such practices as 


those. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, what sort of frauds would you defend? 
What objection have you to the special examiners going into the 
field in the line of their duty? The law presumes that every of- 
ficer does his duty until the ai pt Bag provon, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. you want me to an- 


swer? 

Mr..ENLOE. Yes; next week; not now. Leughter.| Now, 
Mr.Chairman, I want to call attention to the New Mexico cases. 
There has been much fraud practiced there, and I want to give 
some idea of the character and extent of it. 


NEW MEXICO FRAUDS. 


In the Territory of New Mexico an anomalous condition of 
things was found to exist. The military and medical history 
supplied by the War Department developed the fact that ina 
very large percentage of claims from that Territory the soldier’s 
descriptive list varies from the description in the certificate of 
medical examination. In some instances a difference of eight 
inches exists in the height of the person. Difference of age 
likewise was found, sometimes being as much as fifteen years be- 
tween the man examined and the man described by the War De- 
partment. In this way the question of identity, going to the 
very substance of the claims, necessarily was raised. 

1 the military and medical histories received from 
the War Department show, in over 12 per cent of the claims 
flled from that Territory, complications of venereal diseases. 
These represent only a part of those who have a record of treat- 
ment. The majority have no record of treatment for any cause. 
A large number of claims under the act of June 27, 1890, are 
based upon disabilities which present in their pathological sug- 
gestions a diathesis based on specific diseases. 

In illustration of the methods resorted to in 5 these 
claims to the Bureau, it may be remarked that P. A. Marcellino, 
of Socorro, N. Mex., acted as subagent in over 200 claims. In 
all of these cases the claimant’s post-office was given as box K,“ 
Socorro, N. Mex.; which box was rented by Marcellino. By this 
means he obtained ar aes of all correspondence relating to 
the claims. Not only did he forge evidence in Suppor of these 

is possession 
through the use of box “K,” he forged the signatures and in- 
dorsements of the pensioners, and obtained and converted to his 
own use the proceeds of such checks, This practice likewise 
extended to bounty claims, He himself has pleaded guilty on 
lin: Fen hag counts charging him with various offenses con- 
nected with these claims, and is now undergoing penal servi- 
tude therefor on a seven-years sentence. 

In the face of such facts, and in the light of the d evi- 


dence against him, it is a serious question as to how far other 
claims that have passed through his hands are tainted by fraud. 
Marcellino is not the only attorney who has drawn large quan- 


tities of mail to his hired box. Not less than ten other attor- 
neys have ce the same practice. Remembering the trans- 
actions of Marcellino, through the use of box “K,” the neces- 
sity is apparent for a careful examination to determine whether 
the box address in these instances has been used as a cover for 
improper practices. 

To show the reckless manner in which claims have been pros- 
ecuted in New Mexico, it may be noted that out of 214 claims 
filed by Marcellino 10 of the claimants are deserters, 44 are not 
on the rolls at all, 8 had no service, 1 was cashiered, 1 reported 
killed in action, and 2 were never discharged, making 66 in all. 
Of 148 soldiers (whose claims were filed by him) found on the 
rolls, only 21 have record of treatment in service for any cause ; 
and of these 43 per cent were treated for venereal diseases. 

Moreover, it is shown by competent proof that certain post- 
masters in New Mexico, not a few in number, have acted as 
agents for these claims, in violation of law, and have the great- 
est interest in the allowance of the claims. Even the examin- 
ing surgeons appointed as the trusted officers of the Govern- 
ment have been drawn into the scheme for pushing claims at 
all hazards against the United States. One such examining 
surgeon has been found to be the subagent of a Washington at- 
torney. In regard to the examinations made by another exam- 
ining surgeon, the high ratings uniformly recommended by him 
and his failure to notice in his certiticates the contributory 
agency of venereal disease, though a large number of applicants 
examined by him have a record for the same, is well calculated 
to cast grave doubt upon all work by him in connection with 
these claims and to render it unsafe for the Pension Bureau to 
continue the adjudication of claims on his certificates. 

Another examining surgeon in New Mexico is to-day under a 
bond of $3,000, for the approaching term of UnitedStates court, 
for prosecuting pension claims in violation of law, and upon 
charges of making false certificates for the guidance of the Bu- 
reau in adjudications. For instance, acting with Marcellino, he 
would at some time examine persons who desired a pension, yet 
could not aver any particular disability. Fora moneyed consid- 
eration this examining surgeon would make an examination 
and formulate a certificate setting up certain disabilities as the 
basis foraclaim. Such claim being then filed, when the Bu- 
reau, in ignorance of the design, directed an examination of the 
man to determine whether he really suffered from the disabili- 
ties claimed, and whether they were due to vicious habits, in- 
stead of conducting said examination in good faith, he simpl 
made a duplicate of his sometime voluntary examination, and, 
giving it a date to correspond with the order from the Bureau, 
sent it forward to be relied open in settling a claim for pension. 

These combined facts led the Bureau to organize a commission 
to proceed to New Mexico for the purpose of testing the claims 
filed, so that the work of adjudication might safely proceed and 
the agents of crime be exposed and D So widespread 
and deep were the vices attached to the claims from New Mexico 
that the Government could not rely upon any evidence supplied. 
Accordingly, over 1,600 claims were submitted to the commis- 
sion for thorough investigation. The commission included a 
picked and trained force of special examiners, six in number, 
specially equipped for intelligent, thorough, and impartial in- 
vestigation. And because upon sufficient evidence it was shown 
that the Bureau could not rely upon those who had been trusted 
as its examining surgeons, there was added to the commission a 
special medical board, selected from the skilled physicians con- 
nected with the medical referee's office of the Bureau itself, and 
who were acquainted with the Spanish language. The work of 
this commission has demonstrated the wisdom of its formation. 
A very large percen of the claims examined are such as must 
be rejected for invalidity of the instruments of evidence or upon 
the question of general merits, In others, no pensionable de- 
gree of disability is found to exist; and in yet others, want of 
honorable discharge or vicious habits; and the work of the com- 
mission is not yet ended. ~ 

It is not deemed expedient to state by name who are the offend- 
ing postmasters, surgeons, and attorneys, inasmuch as proceed- 
ings in the court of the United States, begun or contemplated, 
might be embarrassed thereby. Bvt the evidence is in the 
knowledge of the Bureau and can and will speak for itself. 

Tt will be of the greatest interest, in this connection, to note 
some of the advantages to the United States resulting from the 
work of this commission froma pecuniary standpoint, as serving 
to illustrate the necessity for ample appropriations to maintain 
an efficient corps of traveling examiners for the better informa- 
tion of the Bureau in adjudicating claimsfor pension. Between 
July 10, 1893, when the commission began its work, to the 31st 
of August, 1893, the special examiners engaged took 1,250 depo- 
sitions,and rendered reports in 231 claims, at a total cost of 
$2,298, being an average cost of $9.94 for each report. The 
medical examiners, during the same period, made 263 physical 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


301 


examinations of pensioners and applicants, at an expense of 
$674.65, an average cost for each physical examination of $2.37. 
It costs the Government ordinarily $6 for the first five examina- 
tions made by a board, and $3 for each above five, not more than 
twenty, examinations to be made daily. At this rate it would 
have cost the Government $1,518, or thereabouts, to make the 
263 examinations in the usual way, showing a saving of 8843.35. 

In addition to this, the amount of future payments saved to 
the United States is worthy of attention, which, on the basis of 
the American table of mortality, will mount up to the large sum 
of $113,996. 


By a report from the commission, of recent date, the results of their work 
thus far may be summed up as follows: 


TABLE A. 
al cases: 
F AA ⁵ĩ» ñꝗU T — — — 27 
— — — on legal grounds sne cons en een sense ncee 104 
Rejection on medical grounds t 27 
Certificate cases: 
Continuance and resumption of payment 43 
Mereiginen. é 
on leg: Cu | GRE ie =e Se — 
8 on — 8 —T—T—T—TTC—T—T——— — ae 
Miscellaneous, criminal, and preliminary reports. — 8 
Dota soo EA VAAAPTVTVTTTTVTVTTTTTTFVTr—T—T——T—T—T—T—T—T—— E 231 
TABLE B 
Estimated 
No. of | saving to 
cases. United 
States. 
ection for invalidity of declaration 39 808, 518 
ection on ground of no disability, the former medi- 
cal examination stating that the applicant was dis- 
8 Grom rola om pround tat pensioner is not 8 aiie 
m rolis on at pensioner is noi 
VV 32720 T 12 20, 124 
Reduction, the disability not being as great as reported 
by the examining surgeon..........-...-.....---------+-- 1 1,044 
Disability not due to service, act of Juiy14, 1862, claim 1 1,592 
Applicant not in United States service—sent a substitute. 1 1,968 
ondependence of widow cw. . S T 1 1,792 
Widow remarried prior to filing, act of June 27, 1890, : Ag 
0 E A mann seeenperdaes 
No title—dependent father’s claim, the mother suryiv- ; 
No titie—dependent mother’s claim, widow surviving... 1 1,212 
M..... added 67 113, 996 


These figures and facts speak for themselves, and need no com- 
ment. s 

The Commissioner of Pensions, in his statement to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, says: 

The amount of actual saving in these 231 cases is included in thestatement 


of total savings: $1,130,259. 
to the United States is worthy of attention, 


The amount of future sa’ 
and a computation, based on the American tables of Matt in 67 of these 


cases, indicates a future saving to the Government of 

The number of cases reported to date is 656 (nearly ten times the number 
on which the above estimate is based), and for that number the amount of 
future savings should reach $1,139,950, To this amount should also be added 
the amount of actual savings included in statement of actual savings from 
May to December 1, 1893. 

It should be remembered, too, that there are 1,448 claims of this character 
still pending investigation. 

- x INDIAN TERRITORY FRAUDS. 

But 1 will add a little more to the history of fraud. Even the 
semicivilized Indian out in the Indian Territory has found out 
that Uncle Sam has ahighway that leads to the Treasury through 
the Pension Bureau, and heis trying to imitate his white brother; 
and in this instance, it appears, with very fair success. 

It appears that one Thomas Bear, of Fort Gibson, Ind T. 
succeeded in securing appointment as subagent for a firm o 
Washington attorneys, and in that capacity he has sent to 
them about 200 pension claims. Being a Creek Indian him- 
self, he was unable to speak the Cherokee language, and in his 
business with the Cherokees used an interpreter. In drawing 
up claims for pension he says he fixed the dates of marriages, 
births, and deaths from information derived from the parties 
appl ying, but admits that where they were unable to tell any- 
thing definite about it he fixed the dates the best he could, al- 
though he knew nothing personally as to thefacts. He admits 
that he fixed such dates often in declarations and affidavits, be- 
cause he knew the papers must show dates or no pension would 
be allowed; and it was not his intention to file for people 
who would get nothing. It seems that two certain persons were 
usually present when he drew up papers for pension claimants, 
and they generally acted as identifying witnesses. However, 
he wrote their names and made their cross-marks to the papers 
and did not ask them to touch the pen; and he is unable to say 
whether they knew all the people to whose papers their marks 
appear. He admits that these two men are to receive something 
for their services, 


After "completing his work,” as he calls it, he took the papers 
to the clerk of acertain court, when, as Bear says, the clerk 
would write his name to the papers and put his seal on them, not 
requiring claimants or witnesses to be present, and no person 
swore to any of the papers! All that the clerk required before 
applying the seal to the papers was that the claimants’ and wit- 
nesses’names be written, and their cross-marks made to each 
paper; and if omitted in any instance, Bear says that at the direc- 
tion of the clerk he would write the names and make the marks, 
and the seal would then be affixed. This clerk has since died. 
But, as appears by Bear's statement, the clerk's brother was his 
deputy, whose signature many of the papers bear. But none of 
the papers bearing his name were sworn to by claimants or wit- 
nesses! But this is not all. It appears that in the absence of 
the clerk, Bear would go to the clerk’s office, take the seal, and 
apply it to the papers he prepared, and write the clerk’s name 
to the papers, and in some ceses put his name on them as wit- 
ness to cross-marks of identifying witnesses whose names were 
written on the e He ve he does not know how many 
such papers he fixed up, but“ there were a good many,” includ- 
ing also fee agreements for $25, prepared in the same manner. 

And these spurious declarations and affidavits were sent by 
him to the Washington attorneys to be filed before this Bureau, 
braces their knowledge, as he avers, that the papers were not 
genuine. 

The average mind will doubtless be struck at once by the fer- 
tility of resources of this untutored child of the forest—a s 
cies of unsophistication so artful and well contrived, as to ae: 
liberately defraud the United States out of many thousands of 
dollars, with an unblushing effrontery that is almost Napoleonic 
in its daring. 

This serves to illustrate some of the methods by which the 
United States has been defrauded and compelled to pay out 
large sums of money on spuria proofs. There are abundant 
evidences pointing to the fact that Bear’s tactics have been em- 
ployed by many pension attorneys throughout the United States. 

he untutored child of the forest has discovered that the pro- 
arp of love for the old soldier is the best possible cloak for 
ud. 

I want to go a little further and refer to the cases out in Iowa 
which have been mentioned by my friend from that State. I 
peene that these cases have given him some trouble and that 

is constituents are complaining that their pensions have been 
8 nded. I will give a brief outline of developments out there 
in the investigation by the Pension Office. 

ere the hammer fell. 
. ENLOE. Iwould like to have the indulgence of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for a few minutes more. ` 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I move that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York[Mr. VAN 
VoorRHIs] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Tennessee may have ten minutes more in which to conclude his 
remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. Let him have time enough to finish. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 


THE IOWA FRAUDS. 


Mr. ENLOE. As far back as 1888 or 1889, complaints began 
to reach the Pension Bureau that George M. Van Leuven, jr., 
of Lime Springs, lowa, was practicing irregularities in connec- 
tion with the preparation and 8 of pension claims. 
These complaints have multiplied from time to time until it be- 
came evident that a searching investigation was made necessary. 
A skilled and reliable examiner was directed to proceed with an 
investigation, and in June of 1893, the results of a prelimi 
survey were laid before the Bureau. The practices discl 
were of a most astonishing character, showing a system of action 
that clouded every claim that had passed through the medium 
of this attorney, even if it did not effectually impeach the integ- 
rity of all instruments of evidence on which claims had been 
prosecuted or allowed. 

Mr. Van Leuven has for many years been doing a large pen- 
sion business. He, perhaps, had pending when this informal in- 
vestigation began upwards of a thousand cases, including claims 
for increase. His reputation for success and his assiduous meth- 
ods of soliciting business have tended of late to largely increase 
hisclientage. It was most natural therefore that the attempt of 
the Government to elicit the truth in respect of his practices and 
their effect upon 8 or adjudicated claims should create 
much comment. e general understauding of the public be 


confined to a proceeding against him for violation of a Fede 

statute regulating fees in pension claims, it was thought in cer- 
tain quarters that the strong efforts on behalf of the Pension 
Bureau to elicit facts were an invasion of a citizen’s constitu- 
tional rights, and some of Mr. Van Leuven’s friends denounced 
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such efforts as highhanded ou , and threats of damage suits 
were freely indu! in by him and bis adherents. 

It was not consistent with public policy nor the interests of 
justice to unveil immaturely to the public eye the real facts re- 
vealed in the progress of a most conscientious and painstaking 
investigation. But that they were of a most alarming character 
will be appreciable to anyone who reflects upon them. 

In view of the fact that this investigation is yet. progressing, 
and that the fruits thereof will be likely to receive considera- 
tion before the United States grand jury. shortly to convene, it 
would be manifestly injudicious to expose now the proofs of tur- 
pitude that the Government is in possession of. Yet it can work 
no injury to state ina general way that it has been developed 
in proof that a deep-laid and systematic oone pisao has been un- 
earthed, the effect of which is to show that if the United States 
has not been betrayed by those upon whom it was bound to rely, 
it has not been for want of deliberate intent on their part to that 
end. It was a part ol Van Leuven’s plan, and necessary to his 
success, that he should control certain important boards of ex- 
amining surgeons in the region in which he operated. This he 
did by skill and artifice, through the secretaries of such boards, 
obtaining at last such ascendancy that he not only was able to 

repare the way for such examinations and ratings as he desired, 
Put even causing the original certificates of the examining boards 
to be submitted to him at his office before the same were trans- 
mitted, as they should have been, to the Pension Bureau, by the 
secretaries of 8. 

Not only was this a palpable violation of the regulations con- 
trolling examining boards, but it accomplished two results that 
were vicious and illegal. It enabled Mr. Van Leuven to take 
copies of the certificates, which he preserved in his private 
files, thereby unauthorizedly possessing himself of the confi- 
dential informationof the Bureau; and, worse still, by means of 
this knowledge it enabled Van Leuven to suggest such changes 
as he desired made in thecertificates the ves, which changes 
were effected, not through the disclosures of the medical ex- 
aminations, but nee upon the direction or suggestion of Mr. 
Van Leuven. No reflecting mind can fail to discover the peril 
and vice of such a system, whereby the fountains of reliable in- 
formation were poisoned at their very source, causing the Gov- 
ernment to expend large sums of money not upon the findings 
of fact, but upon the unauthorized desire of a claims attorney, 
formulated through the medium of officers who were sworn to 
a faithful areal of a high public duty, and who were receiv- 
ing pay from the United States for the very service by means of 
which the Government was misled and deceived. 

Claimants were induced to ask for orders to appear before 
thess very boards, in almost every instance, and were advised 
and required to pay over sums of money, amounting in some 

es to as much as $50, upon the unde ing that it was for 
the boards, in consideration of special benefits to be expected. 
It is painful to read the conf us of men who were, step by 
sep rawn into the power of Van Leuven, until they were wholly 
at his mercy. And it is not surp. that one of them wept 
bitter tears as he sketched the progressive steps by which he 
was bound in the toils. Claimants were notified as to what and 
how they should answer the interrogatories of the agents sent 
to investigate their claims, and these advices were based upon 
and made to conform to the matter contained in the certificates 
that lay in the private archives of Mr. Van Leuven. 

It is not proper to expose the proofs on which these statements 
rest. But they will into the treasury of public knowledge 
through the annals of the courts; and the public willstand aghast 
at the magnitude of a system that was specially devised to pil- 
lage the public Treasury: a system rendered all the more danger- 
ous and deadly because of the high social standing of the agents 
through whom such purpose was effected; the far-reaching effect 
of which has made it unsafe to adjudicate any of the many claims 
passing through these instrumentalities, withouta searching in- 
vestigation in every instance and a careful test of such as have 
already been admitted and passed to payment. 
oe illustrations found in these wholesale conspiracies are not 

one. ; 

Every species of crime known to the pension laws has been 
employed in the frantic scramble for pension payments. The 
individual cases are perhaps not less fruitful of ay A Satz than 
the wider spread conspiracies. They embrace persona- 
a E forgery, and all of the offenses on the statute 


The Van Leuven cases in Iowa are the casesof which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa[Mr. Lacey] complains because they have been 
8 ded. I ntain that the facts as developed by the Pension 
0 show that every one of these cases which through 


the hands of that attorney and through the hands of those boards 
is tainted with a suspicion of fraud, and that they ought to be 
investigated before any more money is paid on them. 


THE FAMOUS NEWBY, ALIAS DAN BENTON, CASE. 


There is another celebrated case to which reference has been 
made; that is, the Newby, alias Dan Benton, case. This case arose 
out in Illinois, at the town of Carmi, I believe. A man by the 
name of William Newby volunteered from that town, went into 
the army, and fell in battle at Shiloh on the 6th of April, 1862. 
His wife had been drawing a pension for thirty years. An ex- 
convict from the State of Tennessee, named Dan Benton, went 
over to the town of Carmi, from which his family originally 
came. He had been raised there and was familiar with all the 
surroundings. He knew enough about everybody in that neigh- 
borhood to be able to claim that he was the soldier Newby, who 
had been for thirty years dead. 

Although he was twenty years younger than Newby, he went 
into that community and presented himself as the long-lost sol- 
dier. Newby had been identified by his comrades when he fell 
on the battlefield and was buried at Shiloh. Newby had blue 
eyes, Bentondid not. But this fraud from the penitentiary went 
into that community and was so successful in his fraudulent per- 
sonation that some of the people actually formed a Newby or- 
ganization and raised money to defend the man when he was 
tried in court for attempting to perpetrate a fraud on the Goy- 
ernment by applying for a pension under the name of William 
Newby. Heclaimed for injury to the head and resulting insanity, 
and if successful would have received about 820, 000 in arrearages. 

Mr. FUNK. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
knows how many witnesses testified in that trial that this man 
was really Newby? Does he know that Newby’s own mother, his 
wife, and two brothers so testified, in addition to many other 
witnesses? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will answer the question. 

Mr. COX. Ifmycolleague will yield for me a moment, I would 
like to answer this question. I wish to say that I was in the 
court-house in my town when this man, who made application for 
this pension, was convicted of horse-stealing. 

Mr. FUNK. You suppose him to be the same man. 

Mr. COX. I knew the man. 

Mr. FUNK. But 150 other persons say that he is not the man 
you say he is. 

Mr. COX. He lived not 2 miles away from me. 

Mr. FUNK. But Leite the testimony of numerous witnesses 
who were brought up in the same neighborhood. 

Mr. COX. Ido not know what those people may have testi- 
fied: but I saw him convicted of horse-stealing; and I knew the 
man, because he lived within 2 miles of my residence. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, this is a very peculiar case. It 
is a very celebrated case. It will go down in the pension history 
of this country as the Tichborne case has gone in English his- 
oe : sce this man is a greater fraud than was the Tichborne 
claimant. 

Mr. FUNK. -Well, it is pending in the Supreme Court is it 
not? 

Mr. ENLOE. It is pending in the Supreme Court, but a jury 
of honest citizens in the town of Carmi decided that he was a 
fraud, notwithstanding; and I assume that the jury acted hon- 
oy on the facts presented to them. 

r. FUNK. Has the gentleman ever heard of any other such 
cases where juries have decided, and on an appeal the Supreme 
Court has reversed them? 

Mr. ENLOE. That is not the question here. 

Now, further, Mr. Chairman, there were sixty witnesses for 
the Government who testitied in this case. There was in the 
neighborhood of $20,000 dependent on the verdict of the jury. 
I would rather trust to the verdict of twelve honest men, four 
of them I understand being Grand Army men—I say I would 
rather trust to their verdict to dispose of a case of that kind 
than a self-constituted organization which seems to have been 
gotten up to swear Newby’s case through. 

Mr. FUNK. I suppose that was an organization of fraud,” 
his mother, brothers, and his near neighbors? That was a fraud- 
ulent organization, was it? 

Mr. ENLOE. His brother and sister testified that it was not 
pene: And it was shown that Dan Benton was a complete 

raud—— 

Mr. FUNK. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentlemanfrom Tennessee yield? 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FUNK. I want to say to the gentleman that I am per- 
sonally acquainted with ten different men, that I consider as rep- 
utable as any gentlemen seats in this Hall, who claim 
that they have known this man from childhood and swore posi- 
aide ea the stand that it was Newby. They are, I say, as or 
utable as any gentleman who occupies a seat on this floor. Yet 
the man comes here and says that itis an “o 


zed 
"on the part of the old soldiers to rush the case ugh. 
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Mr. ENLOE. I never said that. Idid not say the old soldiers 
had gone into an organized fraud; though some may have done it. 

Mr. FUNK. Well, you endeavored to convey that impression. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. If the gentleman will get out of my 
time now I will proceed. I did not say that old soldiers had gone 
into the fraud. : 

Mr. FUNK. You intimated as much. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, you were not in it, I suppose? 

Mr. FUNK. No,sir; I was not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; just let me proceed now. 

I say that the Government brought sixty witnesses and proved 
this man’s career. They traced Dan Benton for twenty. years 
through the penitentiaries and poerhouses where he was known 
as Rickety Dan“ down in Tennessee. He had a family in 
Tennessee and they were all Rickety Dans. This man Newby 
had a family and there were no Rickety Dans in his family. 
All of these facts were proved by reputable witnesses on the 
stand. The old soldiers and comrades of William Newby who 
buried him at Shiloh were witnesses for the Government. 

Mr. FUNK. So zee say: but notwithstanding that fact there 
is another sido to the question. 

Mr. ENLOE. In answer to the gentleman’s excitable wrath 
I will just refer him to the decision of the jury, and if he sees fit 
to do so let him impeach the verdict of a jury of his own State. 

Mr. WISE. Wi ee genoa allow me an interruption? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. I would like to state in reference to this Newby 
case that I read the statement of the surgeon of his regiment, 
who said that he was with him when he died and saw him die, 
the real Newby. He saw him when he was wounded and saw 
him when he died. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all there is in this 
case. The fact is plain that it is a stupendous fraud. I intend 
to address myself to a criticism at this point if I can have the at- 
tention of the House for afew moments. Criticism has been 
made of the Pension Bureau because it spends so much money 
rainy pray cases of that kind. Here isa case with 200 wit- 
nesses in it, acase involving $20,000, and if it had not been in- 
vestigated, notwithstanding the expense involved, this“ Ricket, 
Dan” from the penitentiary of Tennessee would have mule 
the public Treasury to the extent of $20,000, and he would have 
been living in luxury in Carmi to-day, dishonoring a dead sol- 
dier and disgracing his name. 

I say it was right to expend the money, and we want to fur- 
nish enough of it to continue just such investigations to their 
legitimate results. It is an isolated case, we may be told. But I 
could stand up here and bring to light from the records of the 
Pension Office case after case, day after day, until gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber would ery out Hold, enough.” 

Mr. FUNK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have only a minute. 

Mr. FUNK. It will not take a minute to make the inquiry and 
it can be answered yes or no. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; be brief. 

Mr. FUNK. Have you never known any similar case to the 
Dan Newby case, where there was mistaken identity? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have known of a great many cases of false 
personation, and that is what this is. 

Mr. FUNK. Do not you know that there have been three or 
four similar cases to this that have been brought to the atten- 
tion of the courts and the public? 

Mr. ENLOE. There have been a number of cases tried for 
false personation. This is not the first one. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be indulged a moment longer 
my time has been taken up—I am aware of the fact that this 
business of false personation, this business of loaning out official 
seals to be attached to affidavits of witnesses, this business of 
taking affidavits of witnesses by the wholesale, and carrying 
affidavits to a notary public who has never seen the witnesses 
and who could not Tdentity them, is being carried on all over 
2 country, or it was being done under the former Adminis- 

ation. 

I investigated some of those pension attorneys. There was 
one out at eka, Kans., who filled that country with fraud, 
and yet he could not be disbarred under the former Administra- 
tion. There was one at Buffalo, N. V., William Bowen Moore, 
having a similar record, and if that man does not land in the 
5 it will be because he does not get his deserts. 

Mr. S SON. Is the gentleman referring to the Kansas 


Mr. ENLOE. No; the name of the Kansas man was Legg. 
He was at Topeka. His record was steeped in fraud. This man 
at Buffalo is William Bowen Moore, who was indicted under the 
former Administration, and his case was to be tried before the 
Federal court, but the former Commissioner of Pensions not only 


refused to disbar him, but instructed she special examiner to 
dismiss the case against him. I hope he now have achance 
to face an honest jury of hiscountrymen. 

There is another species of fraud, all too common in practice. 
Congress, with a view to protecting both the Government and 
the pensioner from fraudulent design, enacted on April 18, 1884. 
alaw to punish whosoever, falsely assuming to be an officer 
ae 3 shall extort thereby any money or other thing 
of value. 

The class of adventurers who fatten upon the credulity of ex- 
pectant pensioners is very large, and the Pension Bureau has 
fastened the proofs of guilt on many of this ilk. 

Only a few days ago the arrest of one Charles Tarr alias Dr. 
Charles H. Woods was effected for violation of this act. Pass- 
ing through the western counties of Pennsylvania as an itiner- 
ant physician, he represented that he was especially commis- 
sioned by the Pension Bureau, at an annual salary of 31,800 and 
his expenses paid, to examine claimants for increase of pension 
with a view to putting them upon the sick list” of the Bureau, 
alter which they would receive a liberal allowance for their sup- 
port during the balance of their lives. Inevery case he exacted 
the payment ofa sum of money for what he called a ‘docket fee.” 

These men are adventurers of the most unscrupulousclass. In 
one such case the offender, when taken, had just concluded a 
most powerful sermon at a camp-meeting; and when arrested 
resisted, and drawing a pistol seriously wounded the marshal 
who served the process. As their efforts are bent almost wholly 
to the injury of pensioners or claimants for pension, the Bureau 
has atall times lent the effective help of its trained examiners 
to i and punish these human leeches, who set the law at 
naught. 

There is no need to multiply further instances to show that the 
frauds with which the Bureauis concerned are neither technical 
nor constructive, but actual and flagrant. The bestevidenceon 
that point is the evidence which the trial dockets of the courts 
of the United States afford. 

Between April 1 and December 16 of the ee peer: the pro- 
ceedings taken at the instigation of the Pension Bureau shoe 
as a result 137 arrests, 197 indictments,and 105 convictions. 

This furnishes data of the most convincing kind to show that 
this Administration is attacking fraud in its stronghold; and 
that the Bureau of Pensions is a most efficient agent to that end. 

Instead of meriting rebuke and cavil and censure, it should 
enlist the hearty sympathy of every patriot, and especially of 
those who respect the rights of the deserving soldier. Instead 
of hampering the operations of such a Bureau, they should be 
enlarged and greater facilities afforded to put into effective force 
the laws that so severely punish those who seek to debauch jus- 
tice and ruthlessly plunder the public Treasury by means of cor- 
ruption and fraud. 

e remedy is simple and plain. Give larger appropriations 
to aid the Bureau in its operations. Already the operations of 
its she psd avail to save the country, in five months’ time, almost 
a million dollars, in round numbers. With enlarged appropria- 
tions and greater force we may safely look for such a saving of 
the public money as will give lasting credit to the promise of 
ue Administration to reform abuses and administer the laws in 

onesty. 

In addition to the saving of more than $1,000,000 already ef- 
fected, the Bureau has under investigation a large number of 
cases tainted with fraud, and yet the work has only commenced. 
I call attention to the following statement of the Commissioner 
to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Number of cases pending investigation ter ad 1,1893, in which fraud is alleged 
or cus 


ed. 


aThis investigation is 
ceed in extent the New M 


I repeat that it is not my purpose to unjustly uphold this 
Admini peee D, a z 3 —— defend i in anything 
wrong; t to e necessary approp. 
investigate pension frauds, and to purify the iaa roll; and I 
dare assert that every honest Union soldier and every honest 
bee aed in 2 oy will applaud the oe 

e Congress o nited States for t. . 

[Here the hammer fell.] W er 


in its preliminary stage. It will,no doubt, ex- 
investigation. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] is recognized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will yield to a motion that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Before the committee 
rises, I would like to make an arrangement with gentlemen on 
the other side as to the amount of time to be consumed. We 
have now had four hours and a half of debate, equally divided. 
If this bill does not get into the Senate pretty promptly it can 
not be passed before the holidays, and certain bureaus will be 
put to great trouble aboutit. I have no desire to force the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to speak this afternoon. I 
know it is Saturday, and he is tired. I would like to make an 
arrangement by which the debate can be limited on Monday, 
and I make what it seems to me is a very liberal proposition. I 
propose an hour and a half on a side. e have had four hours 
and a half, equally divided. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, I would say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that it seems to me this urgency 
deficiency bill ought to pass during Monday's session. An hour 
and a half on a side for general debate, it seems to me, ought to 
be satisfactory. There will then be a little time for debate un- 
der the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The difficulty about that is, there are four 

ntlemen who have asked for half an hour each, including the 

hour I intend to occupy. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Suppose you have an 
evening session. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. We can not get aquo- 


rum. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Possibly we might go on to-night. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would prefer not to speak to-night. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Morse] might take half an hour to-night. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Very well, I make that 

roposition to the gentleman from Illinois, that the debate shall 

limited to an hour and th uarters on a side, and that the 

gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] shall occupy so 
much time this afternoon as may be agreed upon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In addition to that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. No; I will make this 

roposition: That we shall have an hour and a half on a side on 
1 and that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] 
may oceupy half an hour this afternoon, which time shall not 
be counted. z 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts have half an hour this evening, and then that there be an 
hour and a half on a side for general debate on Monday. That 
is satisfactory. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it has 
been agreed between myself on the one side and the gentleman 
representing the minority on the other, and I now ask unani- 
mous consentof the committee tomake the agreement valid, that 
debate shall continue for half an hour this evening, to be occu- 
pied by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], and 
that on Monday there be three hours of debate, to be equally di- 
vided between the two sides, the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 
CANNON] controlling an hour and a half for the minority, and I 
to control an hour and a half for the a hated 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the bill be open for 
amendment then? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It will. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts be 
recognized for one-half hour this evening and that debate be 
closed after three hours on Monday, to ba equally divided be- 
tween the two sides, under the control of the gentleman from 
Kentucky Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] on the one side, and on the other 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Is there objec- 
tion? After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. nad 

Mr. MORSE, I wouldlike to say at the beginning, I have here 
in connection with what I desire to say quite a number of sus- 
pended pension cases whichI do not desire to take the time of 
the House to read, but I ask unanimousconsent to print them as 
a part of my remarks without reading them. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent now to print certain suspended pension cases 
in connection with his remarks. Without objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much space will that require? 

Mr. MORSE. Not much. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much? 

Mr. MORSE. Notmuch; I can not tell exactly. 


Mr. SPRINGER. How much? 

5 MORSE. I can not answer the question definitely. Not 
much. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not want to object, but I do desire to 
know how much Hag it will occupy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. MORSE. I will have to take the time of the Hous: to 
read them, then. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Can not my colleague indicate about how 
much it would take? 

Mr. MORSE. About half a dozen pages of typewriter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not amount to anything. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the conclusion of the gentlemin’s re- 
marks the Chair will submit the request again. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, not enough has been made of 
the soldier vote, sons of veterans, and their relatives and friends 
in bringing about the tremendous cyclone which buried the Demo- 
eratic party atthe last election in six or seven great States of 
the Union. On Monday, September 25, I stood in my place on 
this floor and uttered these words: 


Mr. I have not the slightest doubt but when the loyal and 
patriotic ‘or of this country are heard from in the coming election they 
will rebuke the Administration for its un kind, unjust, and unpatriotic con- 


duct towards these defenders of the , and toward the men who s 
to the defonse of the country when the life of the nation h tremb in 
the balance, and who saved us, a nation among the mations of tba earth. 

This sentence was prophecy, Monday, September 25; it was 
history on the evening of Tuesday, Novemter 7. 

It is in order here and now to present some facts connected 
with this business of purging the pension roll, which have come 
to my knowledge. 

THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE. 


In his message to Congres at the opening of the regular ses- 
sion in December, the President makes this astounding state- 
ment—‘‘thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known 
fraudulent pensioners.” Is that statement true? If soit is capa- 
ble of being proved. Lrepresentadistrict having a large soldier 
constituency. Ilive in a town of 4,500 inhabitants that sent 
many of her bravest and best sons to the war, and quite a num- 
ber of the survivors draw pensions. Ido not know among them 
one single fraudulent pensioner. I am a member of the same 
Grand Army pos! with them, and have a personal acquaintance 
with every one of them. 

There are forty-two towns and cities in my district, and four 
times as many hamlets and villages; and I stand in my place, as 
far as my districtisconcerned, and throw that charge back tothe 
President of the United States, and say that itis a slander upon 
the Union soldiers of my district, and that it is not true. 

There are 356 members on this floor, representing a similar 
constituency. Do you, gentlemen, know thousands of fraudu- 
lent pensioners in the communities you represent? If so, stand 
up on this floor and tell us the names. 

Isay that charge is a libel upon the men who went to the 
front and periled their all that the Republic might live, when 
some men stayed at home or sent a substitute, and in one case 
allowed him to die in the poorhouse after he got back. 

At the Republican State convention, held in Boston Saturday, 
October 7, to nominate governor and other State officers, and 
one of the most harmonious and enthusiastic conventions ever 
held in Massachusetts, the following resolution was unanimously 
adopted on the subject of pensions: 

We have been assailed in the t by o 
that we were too liberal to the soldices of The Union, We 2 — 
charge from that source an unexampled honor. 
Surely no such accusation will ever be made 


toattemp the repeal of the 
seek to accomplish by 


against them. Too cowardly 

msion laws which they have denounced, they 

tration what they dare not do by . emer 

They are strik hundreds of individual cases from the rolls. ey take 

away the pension of widows under the pretense that they will look into them 

aft tosee if they were honestly granted. They execute the pensioner 
first and try him afterward. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be noted that the excuse for the present 
policy of the Pension Bureau is that it is a desire on the part of 
that office to make the pension roll a roll of honor,” and to 
eliminate from it unworthy and illegal pensioners. 

Now, I am certain if Congress and the country were assured 
that the Administration was honest in this profession the policy 
would receive the indorsement of the country. There is no dis- 
position on the part of the patriotic men or of the soldiers them- 
a to countenance or tolerate fraud or a pension obtained by 
fraud. 

And no one will go 5 than myse in any necessar 
legislation to guard the Pension Bureau from dishonest, Megat, 
and unworthy claimants. 

But I think that it is not dificult to show that the policy of 
the present 3 entirely beyond this, and under 
the garband pretext of eli ting fraud and making the pen- 


sion roll a roll of honor” it has stricken down and suspended 
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pensions to which the applicants were clearly entitled under the 
W. 


And the same charge, I am satisfied, can be sustained by over- 
whelming evidence which I have in my possession, and which 
has been sent to me from all parts of the country since the Com- 
missioner gave my recent correspondence with his Bureau to the 


ress. 
8 I confess that it is not an eony problem in the present business 
situation to do exact justice to the taxpayer and the soldier. And 
it has been well said by a patriotic gentleman “that we need both 
patrioti-m and patience in considering the different phases of the 
subject.” 

The consideration of this subject is in no way confined to dol- 
lars and cents. A successful attempt is being made to degrade 
the pensioner and to make light of his service, and to deny his 
patriotic service to the country. 

No man is more interested in the integrity of the pension roll 
than the soldier himself, and he can be relied upon to expose 
dishonesty. 

The argument that because a man is suffering from wounds 
or disabilities contracted in the service is able, in spite of such 
wounds or disabilities, to earn a livelihood, therefore he is not 
entitled to a pension—I say that such an argumentas that is fal- 
lacious, unjust, and will not receive the indorsement of the 
country. 

If asoldier must be a pauper before he can draw a pension, 
then the pension system had better be abolished altogether and 
the soldier made a town or State pauper rather than a national 


uper. 
PAL! this talk about the pension roll as a roll of honor” is a 
mere blind, and is not honest; it is used to cover hostility to the 
soldier. 

This talk of the Democratic party about pension reform is a 
part and parcel of their talk about tariff reform; the former 
means death to the soldier and the latter means free trade and 
death to the great manufacturing interests of the country. 

The cry of pension reform does not come from the friends of 
the soldier or from the men who fight him in the open. The 
men who stood up to be shot at for $13 per month had no thought 
of a pension or pecuniary reward for their service. 

Their loyalty and patriotism may be dimmed by aspersion and 
by charges of base and sordid motives for a time, but history 
will do justice to their honor and unselfish patriotism. 

The Pension Bureau certainly presents a strange spectacle. 
In addition to this expenditure in the field the employes of that 
Bureau have been turned from the legitimate business of ex- 
amining pension claims and passing upon the merits of the claims 
to the most extraordinary business of what is called“ purging 
the pension roll.” 

Numerous illustrations have already been given as to what 
thatis. Take notica that $200,000 have already been spent for 
this purpose, of investigating pension claims, and now the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior calls for two hundred thousand 
more, making near a round half million expended in the purg- 
ing” and roll of honor” business. 

‘ake notice that this money would go a long way in paying 
the little 36, $8, or $10 per month that these spies have suc- 
ceeded in taking away from the poor pensioner. 

Where is the legal authority for such an expenditure for such 
a purpose, namely, reviewing and undoing the official adjudica- 
tion of his predecessors. 

This Administration appears to be a law unto itself. It ut- 
terly failed and refused to enforce the Chinese exclusion act, it 
hauled down the flag in the Sandwich Islands, the Secretary of 
the Treasury fails to buy the silverauthorized by the act of Con- 
gress. Andnowcomes the Secretary of the Interior, and asks for 
pen to bə expended in what he calls ‘‘ purging the pension 
ro dd 

Public buildings voted by the Fifty-first Congress, and for 
which the money has been appropriated and set aside, so far as 
I can learn are all at a dead standstill, nothing is being done on 
them, certainly not in my section of the country. All of which 
is very unsatisfactory to the ple of this country. 

And, Mr. Speaker, what a howl would have gone up from the 
Democratic papers and speakers for the nonenforcement of some 
of these laws if the tables were turned and Benjamin Harrison 
was President and the Republicans were in control of this body. 
Why, I submit that this Chamber would have echoed and re- 
echoed with denunciation of a Republican Administration that 
had been guilty of so overriding the laws of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that incompetency and imbecility 
mark the Administration at every point. In the Treasury De- 

rtment, Secretary Carlisle undoubtedly precipitated the panic 

y an authorized interview, in which he said it might be nec- 
essary to pay the Government’s obligations in silver. 
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That moment the cable flashed his words across the ocean, 
and the return of our securities and the panic began. Had he 
said instead that the Government would sell 8500, 000, 000 worth 
of bonds, if necessary, to maintain the parity of the metals, there 
would have been no return of our securities and no panic. The 
Urited States Treasury is bankrupt and empty, and, worse than 
that, there will be a deficit for the current year of $75,000,000. 

Incompetence and blundering, or worse, mark every act of 
the State Department. The conduct of our affairs and negotia- 
tions with the Sandwich Islands by the President, Secretary 
Gresham, and Paramount Commissioner Blount have made us the 
laughing stock of the world. The Secretary of State, in a letter 
on thesituation given to the press, before communicating the facts 
to Congress, gave the country and the world clearly to understand 
thatthe Army and Navy would be used by our Government to put 
the dissolute Queen back on the throne from which all the in- 
telligent people of those islands had removed her. Mr. Willis 
was sent there with instructions, we suppose, to put this procla- 
mation in execution; but after examining the situation and see- 
ing the strength of the Provisional Government, its army and 
defenses, the message which he must have sent to the President 
makes us think of the inquiry of the man, “ Who struck Billy 
Patterson?” Andtheendisnot yet. Allthisin painfulcontrast 


with the wise and far-reaching statesmanship and foreign di- 


plomacy of Benjamin Harrison. 

Incompetency and a want of patriotism and loyalty mark the 
administration of the Interior Department and the Pension Bu- 
reau, as has so fully been set forth in this debate. It has been 
truly said that the thermometer was 20° below zero for loyal men 
and soldiers of the Union in the Pension Bureau. 

Inshort, ten months’ of completecontrol ofaildepartmentsofthe 
Goventment has fully demonstrated the utter incompetency of the 
Democratic party tomanage the great Treasury Department, the 
State Deparment, the Interior Department. As a party of ob- 
struction and destruction the Democratic party is a success; as 
a party of action and construction, a miserable failure. And as 
the result, business is prostrate, factories are closed or running 
on part time, with reduced help and reduced wages. The home 
market for our agricultural products is largely reduced; gaunt 
hunger and want stare thousands of our countrymen in the 
face * consequence of the Democratic control of the Govern- 
ment. 

Could there be an election in this country to-morrow, could 
the people speak at the ballot box once more now, they would 
not only rebuke the Administration for its unjust and unpatri- 
otic administration of the Pension Bureau, but there would not 
be a bubble on the water above the place where Cleveland, Re- 
trenchment, and Reform” went down. 

There can be no prosperity until the country is returned to 
the patriotic, the protection, and the financial policy of the Re- 
publican party. And may Almighty God in his infinite mercy 
hear the ery of our distressed brethren and speed that day. . 

Referring to the matter of secret spies of the Pension Bureau 
visiting soldiers under guise of friends, and inducing them to. 
make statements to be used against them, and to deprive them 
of their pensions, attention is asked to the following petition. If 
what is alleged in this petition is true the officers of the Gov- 
ernment responsible for it deserve the execration of all patri- 
otic and just men: 

On September 15 Senator CULLOM presented in the Son ite a 

tition signed bya large number of ex-so!ldiers, resid. nts of 

iinois, alleging that they were beset by detectives of the Gov- 
ernment, traveling in disguise, secretly co perating with those 
who have been distinguished by their antipathy for thos2 who 
fought for the flag. It is alleged that these spies, witk friendly 
E visit the homes of pensioners, and with the basest 
risy and fawning deception seek to find some clue to fur- 
nish information tothe Pension Office to deprive old veterans 
of their pensions. The petitioners ask prevention against the 
methods of Government officers who seek to brand pensioners 
as perjurers and criminals without the right of being he:rd in 
their own defense, and to be shielded from the false and base 
imputation of those high in power wh» szek to discredit and 
dishonor the Union soldier of the late war, and to be protected 
in their old age from the severity and bitterness of purty and 
political persecution. 

General Raum, former Commissioner, in a discussion of the 
legal right of an Executive to review the acts of his predeceszors, 
shows that the decisions of the United States courts and the 
Opinions of eminent lawyers have been against such a cont-ntion, 
and he concludes by saying with regard to Secretary Hoke 
Smith’s arbitrary action: 

Ihave no hesitation in saying that such a pro’ecding has no warrant in 


law, is contrary to the Wall- established usages of th> Government and isa 
gross usurpation of authority. 
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THE COUNTY OF THE PENSIONER IS NOW GIVEN. 


Under the decision of the former Commissioner of Pensions, 
when the list of pensions granted was furnished to the press, 
the residence of the pensioner was withheld, for the very good 
reason that it let loose on him a horde of pension claim agents, 
many of whom are thoroughly honest and reliable men, some 
of them unfortunately are not, and the latter wrote the soldier 
ina way to make him dissatisfied with the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment. 

This rule of Commissioner Raum has been abrogated by the 
present Commissioner, and he goes one better, and he gives not 
only the State, town, or city, but he gives the county as well— 
Worcester, Mass., for instance, a city of 84,000, has added to it 
Worcester County; Lowell, Middlesex County; Brockton, Plym- 
outh County; Boston, Suffolk County. 

Tam at a loss to understand what this addition is for. The 
only explanation that I can possibly see is that the list of pen- 
sions granted is so ridiculously small that it is necessary to 
somehow or other pad the list, especially since the whole force 
of the Pension. Bureau hus been turned from the legitimate busi- 
ness of examining claims to that of unearthing frauds and re- 
viewing the decisions of the former Commissioner. 

Mr. PER of Indiana. I will ask if you do not know the 
reason given by Commissioner Raum for not giving the resi- 
dence of the p nsioner, when applied to by newspaper reporters 
for the information, was that it was for the protection of the 
Washington claim agents; for as soon as the pensioner’s name 
was given other claim agents at once wrote him for his business, 
and that the agents here complained that it was troublesome to 
them to have their business thus interfered with. 

Mr. MORSE. That was not the reason given to me for the 
action of Commissioner Raum, and, as he isa gentleman of honor 
and integrity, I do not believe it. I would like to ask what 
earthly use it would be to give Worcester, Worcester County, 
when that is a city of 84,000 inhabitants? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. There is no occasion for publish- 
ing the list of allowances if you do not give the State, county, 
and post-office of the claimantwhose claim is allowed. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the Chair state how much time I have 
remaining? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If it is a bit of news, it is of inter- 
est to the pensioner to know whether he is the John Smith 
whose claim is allowed or it is some other John Smith. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eleven minutes re- 
maining. 
i Mr. MORSE. I can not yield further, as my time is so lim- 

ted. 

In further reply to the gentleman from Indiana I say the evi- 
dent reason for the Sonate ai the case of large cities 
such as I have given is to pad the list, as not unfrequently the 

yublished list of pensions granted gives only two, three, or six 
a great State like Massachusetts, and without the wadding 
of counties it looks very small. 

Tho following clipping cut from the National Tribune, a paper 
published in this city, is pertinent and germane to this discus- 
sion. The pension roll is large, but the war was the greatest 
war of all history: fe 

THEY FORGET. 
xpress at the size of the pension roll forget the 
immense magnitude of the s o for national salvation. 

They forget that it represents the bodily disabilities incurred in the long- 
est, the greatest, and the bloodiest war in modern history. 

They ae that over 2.000.000 men fought for four long years, during which 


time the ə and cannon were not silent for a single day; that more than 
2,000 battles took place, many of them the bloodi st ever known; that 125,000 
men were actually shot dead on the field; that 360.000 died from disease po 
duced by the hardships of asoldier’s life, and nearly 500,000 were more or less 
severely wounded the missiles of the enemy. 

They forget that means more hard tigh was done and more lives 


lost than in all of the armies of Europe put toge in the last seventy-five 


years. 
lf they would remember these — they would be astonished that the 
pension roll is not much larger than it is. 

Proportioned to the number of men, and the amount of fighting done by 
them, the on roll of the United States is really much smaller than that 
of any na in Europe. 


_ The following illustrates one of the suspended pensions, or 
pare frauds, unearthed by the Commissioner of Pensions, re- 
erred to by the President in his message: 


The people who o; 


~The Toledo Biade says on the tomb ot an old man in Willow Cemetery | 


nigh that city should be inscribed: 


HOKE SMITH, 
September 3, 1808. 


The old man was of Compa: 
years of age, and had a wife. sole dependence was his on, and that 
was cutoff. He is said to have been worried to death by the loss. He could 


not work any more. The Blade remarks: 
„Before he could get that pension again, he must take weeks, perhaps 


in, 
| perhaps. 
H. Second Ohio Heavy Artillery, and was 88 My 


months, or even 


to go over and collect all the evidence possible from 
and his innocence, the high court of the Confed- 


oe 
de so he despaired and dled. 


“Died at the of hile fat * 
tariy sti 2 age of 83, w men in office were haggling over his quar. 


Here is another illustration: 


— 


HANOVER, MAss,, October 16, 1898. 

Poel ni In my great trouble I write to you, hoping you can give me 
lam one of the many soldiers who have had their pensions s ed. 

Tam an old man, all used up with rheumatism and suffering with a bad 
hernia, which latter E received while in the service. I can not doa day's 
bat re ape er ber Sets on the town for help. 

o sen wo avits since sus on. As m. 

nearly exp red I am feeltng Racin DR. x stale Gaye have 

Hoping you can assist mẹ, 1 remain, yours, respectfully. 


Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE, M. C., S PORNE: 
Washington, D. C. 


TAUNTON, MASS., October 13, 1898. 
My DEAR Sm: I want to say a few words on what the Department has 
asked me todo. “You are required to make a statement of the treatment 
ofa soldisr who was wounded and taken to Andersonville while there.” I 
answered the Department that the question was outrageous, I knew noth- 
ing of treatment they received there. But of the few who survived their 
è of woe was enough to deter anyone that was human from asking such 
a question. My very biood boils with rage to such infamous procedure. 
Thosepoor wounded soldiers who fought and saved the country to be treated 
like dogs is too bad; too bad, It seems as though it will not long continue 
by a just God. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
S. P. HUBBARD, M. D. 
Hon. ELIJAH A. Mons x. M. C. 


The above letter is from a prominent and reputable physician 
in my district, who was himself a soldier in the Army. He is 
justly indignant atan inquiry addressed to him in regard to the 
condition of a man who served time in Andersonville. He takes 
it for granted, and claims thatthe Pension Bureau should know 
that any man whoescaped that living hell would of necessity have 
disabilities that would entitle him in his old age to a pension. 

The following quotation from a letter received from an emi- 
nent citizen of Philadelphia, a learned lawyer, jurist, author of 
law books, and an ex-judge, is self-explanatory and in point, and 
expresses the sentiment of the country: 


The suffering patriots who have been physically injured in the service of 
their country, and whoare now 3 8 by their country’s sery- 
ants, will soon be heard in their vindication. ** Who dare strike a tribune 


of Rome?” a 
F. CARROLL BREWSTER, 
214 West Washington Square, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Hear what the Grand Army boys say: 


HEADQUARTERS COLLINGWOOD Post, No. 76, G. A. R., 
Plymouth, Mass., October 4, 1398. 

DEAN SIR AND COMRADE: That you may have additional evidence in your 
endeavors to show the injustice of the Pension Department in their treat- 
ment of veteran soldiers, we have a case of one of the members of this t. 
It is that of the quartermaster-sergeant, Arthur S. Byrnes, who, dra a 
oe an #12 per month, under the act of 1890, has been suspended without 
no n. 

His case is one of the plainest and clearest of his deserving it, and all in 
town are indignant about it, as it shows that the plea of fraud in his case 
cannotbe sustained. The account published in the Old Colony Memorial in 
this case is a true statement, and indorsed by all. 

Isend thisto you 4 a unanimous vote of this post. 

* 


I am, yours, in C., and L., 
W. B. ALEXANDER, Adjutant, 
Hon. E. A. MORSE, Washington, D. C. 


The soldiers of the country are cautioned against making ap- 
lication for increase. It is made a pretext for canceling or re- 
ucing what little pension they already have, as the following 


letter will show: 
TAUNTON, MASS., October 9, 1893. 


Month under the general law, claim 
No. 616764, and under act ot June 27, 1890, of $8 per month. for malarial poison- 

and bronchitis. Two years ago I had muscular rheumatism very bad, 
under doctor’s care two months, and have had nine attacks since for a short 
time. My attorney advised me to apply for increase; I did apply, and was 
ordered before a medical board. 


DEAR SIR: I drew a pension of $t 


must I do to get the $H? Llooked for a voucher for Sion the 4th of Ag 


y later. 
I owe over $10) for doctors’ bills and $75 for undertaker's bill. Iam work- 
seven hours a day and it takes all for to live on. 
f. never vote the Democratic ticket, and that was why I was rated so low, 


nsion was sent ms April 13, 1891, both the same day and date. 
ours, truly, 


A. M. GOVE, 
Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 
To Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE, M. C. 
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The following correspondence is self-explanatory: 
GOODELL, Hancock Country Iowa, October 7, 1893. 


DEAR Sin: I see that youare raising your voice for honorable treatment 
for the old soldiers. wish to tell you the treatment I have received 
from the present A: tion, The Išth of July, 1893, I received notice 
that my pension was suspended during medical examination and was or- 
ip de os report myself for examination before ths Mason Clty board, which 

obey’ 

I know that the sworn report of that examination. if itcould beseen, would 
show that the disabilities which drew the pension before do exist. 

On the 10th of September I wrote to Mr. Lochren a letter requesting him 
to let me hear the result of it, but he refused to even reply. What I hate the 
worst is to be branded as a perjurerand a fraud. as am the only man in the 
county that [ have heard of that has been suspended. 

Why he selected me as his victim is whatI Would like to have him explain. 
The number of my certificate was 503852, and I kuow thatit was not obtained 
through fraud or ary and to be classed as such is rather humiliating. 
I have written to Hon. J. P. DOLLIVER, the Congressman from this district, 
about it, and hope that the combined efforts of the fair-minded men in power 
will have the cour: to stop such usurpation of power and hatred. 

It puts me in mind of hisiliustration of the twelve apostles, as he said there 
was one Judas Iscariot; very appropriate, very. 

Anil if you succeed in getting a committee appointed to investigate he 
way he conducts the department, I wish you would hand this letter to the 
committee, as he will not answer a soldier who was re discharged 
from the United States service. I will have to wear the brand that he has 

atized me with; but ever hoping for your success, I remain yours, a 
private in C,“ One hundred and seventy-fourth Volunteer Infantry. 


T DE KALB WHITE, 
Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE, M. ©., 
Washington, D. C. 


The first notice that many of the pensioners receive that their 
ion has been stopped is from the agent when they go to draw 
their little stipend, as the following will show: 


WEYMOUTH, Mass., September 9, 1993. 

CONRADE: I was very much disappointed last Thursday when L went to 
the Pension Office after my pension to learn for the first © that my pen- 
sion was suspended. [have received $$ month, and expected to get it 
then. Sei the only one here that I have heard of what has had his pension 
suspended, 

Lapplied for an increase two years ago, and was examined last year, and 
since the present Commissioner took office I have been examined and 
have heard nothingfromit. My disability I clatm was a sunstroke which 
I received in the service, and the examining board examined the lower part 
9 for the sunstroke Please excuse my writing to you, but lam 
80 ppointed I want to give vent to somebody. I shall be 72 years old 
the loth day of November next, if T live; it will take about that time to 
starve me, I guess. 

Now, at yon can help me get what I think belongs tome, I should thank you 
very mu 

Yours, in F., C., and L., 


Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE, 
Member of Congress. 


I suppose I may be pardoned for adding the vote or resolutions 
of Post 13, of Massachusetts, I have received which are compli- 
mentary to myself. 

Iam in receipt of similar votes and resolutions from numerous 
posts of the Grand Army of the Republic in diferent sections. 


FLETCHER WEBSTER Post, No. 13, 
DEPARTMENT OF MASSACHUSETTS, G. A. R., 
Brockton, Mass., September 28, 1893. 

DEAR SIR AND.COMRADE: At the last regular meeting of this t it was 
voted that the adjutant express to man ELIJAH A. MORSE the 
a lation of this post for his earnest. efforts in behalf of the pensioners 
of this Government.” 

My dear comrade, what more canIsay? Tue above vote not only e 
8 of this post, but the sentiments of thousands in your district 
at home, 

May God bless you and yours for your noble stand for justice, truth, and 
temperance in the nation’s capital. 

Sincerely yours, in F., C., and L., 


OLIVER HOUGHTON. 


JOSEPH R. + REACH, 
Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE. y X 
The following is a sample of hundreds, if not thousands, of pri- 
vate letters I have received: 
MILFORD, N. H., September 27, 1893. 


My DEAR Sm: I deem it a pleasure as well as a duty to assure you of my 
highest appreciation and gratitude for your able and manly defense of the 
m laws of 1890. 1t is a matter of vital import to thousands of worthy 


veterans in all oo the country. 
Respectfully, 
. HEMENWAY, 


W. W. 
Tate Captain, Lighteenth Massachusetts Volunteers. 
Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE. 


The following cases of suspended pensions are illustrations of 
many more, and justify my charge that that action of the Com- 
missioner in these and thousands of other similar cases is illegal, 
unjust, a usurpation of authority, and a violation of the laws of 
the country. 

I send to the Clerk's desk and ask him to read these cases as 
far as my time will allow. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Certificate No. 538417, Frank Dunn, Ferry, Mich., 8 A. Second New 
York Mounted Rifles: Was receiving $3 per monih for chronic diarrhea and 
Sciatica. Had claim. pending for increase and additional disease of heart, 
catarrh, and trouble with head. of William C. Wells, M. D.: 


“Known claimant eight years; often treated him for catarrh of head for 


ysr two years; never saw him without head tied up on this account, 
olly disabled.“ Affidavit of P. H. McGahn: “During past two years 
claimant has been unable to be out winter or summer without wraps around 
head by reason of catarrh.” Suspended July 1, 1893. 

Certificate No. 615769. George Alerback. Company C. One hundred and 
tenth Penusylvania Volunteers: Was pensioned at $8 per month for rheu- 
ma iam and piles. Had claim penting for increase ani additional disease 
of heart and 8 debility and disease of lungs. Furnished testimony of 
physician and neighbors showing disability, and not due to vicious habits. 


5 X pany C, Third 
Mich Light Artillery: Was drawing a pension of $3 per month for dis- 
c 


Certificate No. 772330, Frederick Yahn, Rockford, Ohio, Company M, Third 
Ohio Cavalry: Was pensioned at 88 per, month for 2 to eyes and chronic 
diarrhea. Had claim pending for increase and addi’ 
heart and nervous system and varicose veins of rigat leg. Furnished aM- 
dayvit of Dr. W. C. Cole. who had known the claimaat for seventeen years, 
examined him, and found him to be almost a total physical wreck. Also 
testimony of physician and neighbors in original claim, showing wholly 
disabled. Suspended July 1, 1803. 

Certificate No. 106003, Edwin R. Beach, Bradner, Ohio, Company K, Seventy- 
second Ohio Volunteers: Was receiving $6 per month for injury of right 
hand and catarrh. Was formerly pensioned at 83 under general law for 
disease. of Tesptrato fects of "grip," rheumatiom, dyspepsia 

ase resp! ry organs. effects “grip,” rheumatism, dy: a, 
chronic — hea. piles, varicose veins, and dro of both legs, SOA ADANAN 


hundred and forty-fourth Ohio Volunteers: Was. receiving 
rheumatism. Had claim — for increase and additional, viz, disease of 


kidneys, I er and heart 
davit of J. H. Alford. M. D., was furnished describing disabilities, “ which 


hundred and seventy-fourth Ohio Volunteers: as pens onog at 8 per 
month for left incomplete hernia. Had claimpending for disease of throat, 
deafness, catarrh, disease of lungs, and heart rheumatism, paralysis of left 
side of body and face, and general debility. Furnished afidavit of Dr. P. A. 
a 38 188 claimant at least two-thirds disabled for labor. Suspended 

uly z 

Certiticate No. 587816, e Keven Rushmore, Ohio, Company H, One 
hundred and thirty-sixth Ohio Volunteers: Was pensioned (rate unknown) 
for varicose veins of left lez, pharyngitis, and disease of heart. Had claim 
pending for increase and additional, viz, varicose veins of right leg, catarrh, 
dyspepsia, disease of kidaeys, rheumatism, vertigo, and general debility. 
Furnished testimony of Dr. A. Page, showing incapacity for manual labor. 
Suspended June 28, 18838. 


Mr. MORSE. I have many more similar cases, but my time 
does not admit my presenting them. 

Finally, I believe I have established the charges with which I 
began: dest, tht great injustice is being done the soldiers; sec- 
ond, that the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Pensions is overriding the law and assuming legislative as well 
as judicial prerogatives. 

I renew my request that I may be allowed to incorporate the 
balance of these cases of suspension in my remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much? 


t 
Mr. MORSE. There are only two remaining on the Clerk’s - 


desk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

me Honan was agreed 5 1 

he committee accordingly rose; an e ‘er Mn Pes 

sumed the chair, Mr. Hatton chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the commit- 
tee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 4763, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. _ 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. TYLER, for five days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. LAPHAM, for ten days, on account of sickness. 
at oi HAINER of Nebraska, on account of sickness. in his 
To Mr. MuRRAY, until after the Christmas holidays, on ac- 
count of important private business. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. ; 
The motion was agreed to. 
Andaceordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


onal, viz, disease of, 
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DECEMBER 16, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4794) to promote 
the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) to regulate enlistments in the Army of 
the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H.R. 4796) supplemental to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of additional ground 
in Newark, N. J., adjoining the custom-house and post-office 
building, and for the improvement thereon and the erection of 

additions thereto,” approved March 1, 1888—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4797) to remove ob- 
structions from the streets of the city of Washington—to the 
Conimittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill H. R. 4793) to indemnify the sender 
of registered domestic mail matter lost or destroyed in the mails 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPEHART:.A bill (H. R. 4799) to provide for hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts of the United States at Hunt- 
ington, in the district of West Virginia—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 4800) to amend the record of 
H. H. Gule, Company G, Fifth New York Infantry, and Company 
A, Permanent Party, Fort Wood, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4801) for 
the relief of Dr. John R. Hall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 4802) for the relief of Philip 
Milbauhr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of E. 
A. Givens, sr., Arcadia, La. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4304) granting an 
honorable discharge to Abraham Trout—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4805) to provide pension to 
Rph E. Summers for services in the Oregon Indian wars—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4806) for the re- 
hef of Andrew Gray—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief 
of Solomon Weese —to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of John MeGee—to the 
Committe? on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) for the relief of George Turner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 4810) granting a pension to 
Joh 1 V. French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 4811) granting a pension to 
Mar; Trimble, the crippled, helpless, and destitute daughter of 
Benjamin Trimble, late of Nevins’ Independent Battery, Light 
Artillery, Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) granting a pension to George Van 
Vliet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) restoring Sarah J. Thompson, late 
Sarah J. Wilson, to the pension roll—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) granting a pension to Mary E. Boyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 4815) granting a pension to Annie E. Heth- 
erington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 4816) for the relief of Lewis 
Miller Bennett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 4817) for the 
benefit of S. Collier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Stone, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) for the relief of James Sexton—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief of Granville Allen to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) for tha benefit of Levi Hooper to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. £522) for the relief of Thomas Stone’s heirs— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) for the relief of B. F. Bryant—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


ae MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4824) for the relief of Mrs. 
R. ndon Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill H. R 4825) for the relief of Emmart, 
Dunbar & Co.—to the Commi twe on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4826) for the 
relief of Patrick Daly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) for the relief of Sallie M. Fletcher—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) for the relief of Tabitha Stephens—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WELLS: A bill (H. R. 4829) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to liquidate and pay certain claims 
against certain of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in Wiscon- 
sin—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Papersfor the claim of Maria McMurdie— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: Petition of the Frank- 
fort Typographical Union, No. 164, in favor of Senate bill 1136— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petitions of merchants. dealers, and 
jobbers in playing cards, protesting against putting a tax on 
playing s—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the employés of the Standard 
Plate Glass Company of Butler, Pa., against change of tariff du- 
ties on plate glass—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

Also, p2tition of the employés of the Pittsburg Plate Glass 
Company of Creighton, Pa., against change in tariff duties on 
plate glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
William Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the employés of Stinson 
Brothers, carpst manufacturers, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 85 citizens of 
Clinton County, Pa., against a reduction of the tariff on leaf to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Assembly No. 9783, Knights of Labor, against 
areduction in the trriff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGNER: Petition of employés of manufacturers of 
mother-of-pearl shell butions, against the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting 

ainst placing a tax on playing cards—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. à 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of John Scanlin to remove the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Miry arane to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against her husband—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Hibbard Spencer, Bartlett & Co., 
and 13 other firms of Chicago, against the charge of specific du- 
ties to ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., against the 
assage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Jeans. 

By Mr. SHELL: Petition of Agnes A. Niver, for leave to bring 

suit against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Brief; stamp duty on conveyances made be- 
tween October 1, 1862, and October 1, 1872—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Protest of Warwick Iron Company and 
other employers of labor, workingmen, and others, of Pottstown, 
Pa., against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Affidavit to remove the 
charge of desertion against Thomas D. Wagnon—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of I. L. 
White and 1,052 others, employés of the Merrick Thread Com- 
p:ny, of Holyoke, Mass., against the passage of the so-called 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of John D. Waish and 543 others, em- 
ployés of the Hadley Thread Company, of Holyoke, Mass., 
against the e of the so-called Wilson tariff bili—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 


f 
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SENATE, 
MONDAY, December 18, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. { 

STEPHEN M. WHITE, a Senator from the State of California; 
HENRY M. TELLER, a Senator from the State of Colorado, and 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, a Senator from the State of Nebraska, ap- 

in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Cierk, announced that the House 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 288) to provide 
for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pu 8. 

The mess ge also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for completion 
of title to certain lands disposed of under act of Congress ap- 
proved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory thereto, 
and supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the Dona- 
tion act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on 
said lands; 

A bill (H. R. 73) supplementary to the act of Congress approved 
January 28, 1879, entitled! An act defini the manner in which 
certain land scrip may be assigned and located or applied by 
actual settlers, and providing for the issue of patents in the 
name of the locator or his legal representatives; ” 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States; 

A bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the admission of the State of 
Arizona into the Union, and for other purposes: 

A bill (H. R. 4810) to improve the methods of accounting in the 
Post-Office Department, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 97) donating two obsolete cannon 
to the cities of aie ony and Pittsburg, Pa.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 98) to pay the officers and em- 
ployés of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec- 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1893, on the 21st day of 
said month. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1021) to grant the right of way 
to the Kansas, Oklahoma Central and Southwestern Railway 
Company through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, 
and iy other purposes; and it was thereuponsigned by the Vice- 
President. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

A message in writing was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

Mr. HARRIS. The message from the Presidentof the United 
States ought to be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, with accom- 
panying documents. The Secretary will read the message. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 

MESSAGE, 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

{n my recent annual message to the Congress I briefly referred 
to our relations with Hawaii and expressed the intention of trans- 
mitting further information on the subject when additional ad- 
vices permitted. 

Though I am not able now to report a definite change in the 
actual situation, Lam convinced that the difficulties lately created 
both here and in Hawaii and now standing in the way of a solu- 
tion through Executive action of the problem presented, render 
it proper and expedient that the matter should be referred to 
the broader authority and discretion of Congress, with a full ex- 
planation of the endeavor thus far made to deal with the emer- 
gency and a statement of the considerations which have gov- 
erned my action. 

I suppose that right and justice should determine the path to 
be followed in treating this subject. If national honesty is to be 
disregarded and a desire for territorial extension, or dissatisfac- 
tion with a form of government not our own, ought to regulate 
our conduct, I have entirely misapprehended the mission and 
character of our Government and the behavior which the con- 
science of our people demands of their public servants. 

When the present Administration entered upon its duties the 
Senate had under consideration a treaty providing for the an- 
nexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the territory of the United 
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States. Surely under our Constitution and laws the enlarge- 
ment of our limits is a manifestation of the highest attribute of 
sovereignty, and if entered upon as an executive act all things 
relating to the transaction should be clear and free from suspi- 
cion. Additional importance attached to this particular treaty 
of annexation, because it contemplated a departura from un- 
broken American tradition in providing for the addition to our 
territory of islands of the sea more than 2,000 miles removed 
from our nearest coast. 

These considerations might not of themselves call for interfer- 
ence with th- completion of a treaty entered upon bya previous 
Administration. But it appeared from documents accompany- 
ing the treaty when submitted to the Senate, that the owner- 
ship of Hawaii was tendered to us by a Provisional Government 
set up to succeed the constitutional ruler of the islands, who had 
been dethroned, and it did not appear that such Provisional Gov- 
ernment had the sanction of either popular revolution or suf- 
frage. Two other remarkable features of the transaction nat- 
urally attracted attention. One was the extraordinary haste— 
not to say eee, cha ec all the transactions con- 
nected with the treaty. 

It appeared that a so-called committee of safety, ostensibly 
the source of the revolt against the constitutional Government 
of Hawaii, was organized on Saturday the lith day of January; 
that on Monday, the 16th, the United States forces were landed 
at Honolulu from a naval vessel lying in its harbor; that on the 
1īth the scheme of a Provisional Government was perfected, and 
a proclamation naming its officers was on the same day prepared 
and read at the Government building: that immediately there- 
upon the United States minister recognized the Provisionai Gov- 
ernment thus created; that two days afterwards, on the 1 th ay 
of January, commissioners representing such government sail 
for this country in a steamer especially chartered for the occa- 
sion, arriving in San Francisco on the 28th day of January, and 
in 1 oe on the 3d day of February; that on the next day 
they had t 
another on the 11th, when the treaty of annexation was practi- 
cally agreed upon, and that on the 14th it was formally concluded 
and on the 15th transmitted to the Senate. Thus between the 
initiation of the scheme fora Provisional Government in Hawail 
on the 14th day of January and the submission to the Senate of 
the treaty of annexation concluded with such government, the 
entire interval was thirty-two days, fifteen of which were spent 
by the Hawaiian commissioners in their journey to Washington. 

In the next place, upon the face o/ the papers submitted with 
the treaty, it clearly appeared that there wus open and undeter- 
mined an issue of fact of the most vital importance. The mes- 
sage of the President accompanying the tresty declared that 
“the overthrow of the monarchy was not in any way promoted 
by this Government,” and in a letter to the President from the 
Secretary of State, also submitted to the Senate with the treaty, 
the following passage occurs: 

At the time the Provisional Government took possession of the Govern- 
ment buildings no troops or officers of the United States were present or 
took any pirt whatever in the proceedings. No public recognition was ac- 
corded to the Provisional Government by the United States minister until 
after the Queen's abdiction and when 2 | were in effective possession of 
the Government buildings, the archives. the treasury, the barracks, the po- 
lice station, and all the potential machinery of the Government. 

But a protest also accompanied said treaty, signed by the 
Queen and her ministers at the time she made way for the Pro- 
visional Government, which explicitly stated that she yielded 
to the supreme force of the United States, whose minister had 
caused United States troops to be landed at Honolulu and de- 
clared that he would support such Provisional Government. 

The truth or falsity of this protest was surely of the first im- 
portance. If true, nothing but the concealment of its truth 
could induce our Government to negotiate with the semblance 
of a government thus created, nor could a treaty resulting from 
theacts stated in the protest have been knowingly deemed worthy 
of consideration by the Senate. Yet the truth or falsity of the 
protest had not been investigated. 

I conceived it to be my duty therefore to withdraw the treaty 
from the Senate for examination, and meanwhile to cause an accu- 
rate, full, and impartial investigation to be made of the facts at- 
tending the subversion of the constitutional Government of 
Hawaii, and the installment in its place of the Provisional Gov- 
ernment. I selected for the work of investigation the Hon. 
James H. Blount, of Georgia, whose service of eighteen years 
as a member of the House of Represenatives, and whose expe- 
rience as chairman of. the Committee of Foreign Affuirs in that 
body, and his consequent familiarity with international topics, 
joined with his high character and honorable reputation, seemed 
to render him peculiarly fitted for the duties intrusted to him. 
His report detailing his action under the instructions given him 
and the conclusions derived from his investigation accompany 
this message. 


eir first interview with the Secretary of State, and 
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These conclusions do not rest for their acceptance entirely 
upon Mr. Blount’s honesty and ability as a man, nor upon his 
acumen and impartiality as an investigator. They are accom- 
pene by the evidence upon which they are b „which evi- 

ence is also herewith transmitted, and from which it seems to 
me no other deductions could possibly be reached than those ar- 
rived at by the commissioner. : 

The report, with its accompanying proofs, and such other evi- 
dence as is now before the Congress or is herewith submitted, 
justifies in my opinon the statement that when the President 
was led to submit the treaty to the Senate with the declaration 
that the overthrow of the monarchy was not in any way pro- 
moted by this Government,” and when the Senate was induced 
to receive and discuss it on that basis, both President and Sen- 
ate were misled. 

The attempt will not be made in this communication to touch 
upon all the facts which throw light upon the progress and con- 
summation of this scheme of annexation. A very brief and im- 

rfect reference to the facis and evidence at hand will exhibit 
t3 character and the incidentsin which it had its birth. 

It is unnecessary to set forth the reasons which in January, 
1893, led a considerable proportion of Americanand other foreign 
merchants and traders residing at Honolulu to favor the annexa- 
tion of Hawaii to the United States. It is sufficient to note the 
fact and to observe that the project was one which was zealously 
promoted by the minister representing the Uni ed States in that 
country. He evidently had an ardent desire that it should be- 
come a fact accomplished by his agency and during his ministry, 
and was not inconveniently scrupulous as to the means employed 
to that end. 

On the 19th day of November, 1892, nearly two months before 
the first overt act tending towards the subversion of the Ha- 
waiian Government and the attempted transfer of Hawaiian 
territory to the United States, he addressed a long letter to 
the Secretary of State in which the case for annexation was 
` elaborately argued,on moral, political, and economical grounds. 

He refers to the loss to the Hawaiian sugar interesis from the 
operation of the McKinley bill, and the tendency to still fur- 
er depreciation of sugar 8 unless some positive meas- 
ure of relief is granted. He strongly inveighs against the ex- 
is ing Hawaiian Government and emphatically declares for an- 
-nexution. He says: In truth the monarchy here is an absurd 
anachronism. It has nothing on which it logically or legiti- 
mately stands. The feudal basis on which it once stood no 
longer existing, the monarchy now is only an impediment to 
good government—an obstruction to the prosperity and prog- 
ress of the islands.” 

He further says: As a crown colony of Great Britain or a 
Territory of the United States the government modifications 
could be made readily and administration of the law se- 
cured. Destiny and the vast future interests of the United States 
in the Pacific clearly indicate who, at no distant day, must be 
responsible for the government of these islands. Under a ter- 
ritorial government they could be as easily governed as any of 
the existing Territories of the United States.” * * Ha- 
waii has reached the of the ways. She must now take 
the roud which leads to Asia, or the other which outlets her in 
America, pee her an American civilization, and binds her to 
the care of American destiny.” He also declares: ‘* One of two 
courses seems to me absolutely necessary to be followed, either 
bold and vigorous measures for annexation, or a ‘customs union,’ 
an ocean cable from the California coast to Honolulu, Pearl Har- 
bor perpetually ceded to the United States, with an implied but 
not expressly stipulated American protectorate over the islands. 

“I believe the former to be the better, that which will prove 
much the more advantageous to the islands, and the cheapest and 
least embarrass in the end to the United States. it was 
wise for the United States through Secretary Marcy thirty-eight 
years ago to offer to expend $100,000 to secure a treaty of annex- 
ation, it certainly can not be chimerical or unwise to expend 
$100,000 to secure annexation in the near future. To-day the 
United States has five times the wealth she possessed in 1854, and 
the reasons now existing for annexationare much stronger than 
ah were then. I cin not refrain from expressing the opinion 
with emphasis that the golden hour is near at hand.” 

These declarations certainly show a disposition and condition 
of mind which may be usefully recalled when interpreting the 
significence of the minister’s conceded acts or when considering 
= E of such conduct on his part as may not be ad- 
mitted. 

In this view it seems proper to also quote from a letter written 

the minister to the Secretary of State on the 8th day of March, 
1892, nearly a year prior to the first step taken toward annex- 
ation. After stating the possibility that the existing Govern- 
ment of Hawaii might be overturned by an orderly and peace ul 
revolution, Minister Stevens writes as follows: Ordinarily in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


r 


DECEMBER 18, 


like circumstances, the rule seems to be to limit the landing and 
movementof United States forc-s in foreign waters and do on 
exclusively to the protection of the United States legation and 
of the lives and property of American citizens. But as the re- 
lations of the United States to Hawaii are exceptional, and in 
former years the United States officials here took somewhat ex- 
ceptional action in circumstances of disorder, I desire to know 
how far the present minister and naval commander may deviate 
from established international rules and precedents in the con- 
tingencies indicated in the first part of this dispatch.” 

oa minister of this temper full of zeal for annexation there 
seemed to arise in January, 1893, the precise opportunity for 
which he was watchfully waiting—an opportunity which by 
timely ‘‘deviation from established international rules and pre- 
cedents” might be improved eee accomplish the great 
object in view; and we are quits prepared for the exultant en- 
thusiasm with which in a letter to the State Department dated 
February 1, 1893, he declares; ‘‘ The Hawaiian pear is now full 
ripe and this isthe golden hourfor the United States to pluck it.” 

As a furthor illustration of the activity of this diplomatic rep- 
resentative, attention is called to the fact that on the day the 
above letter was written, apparently unable loager to restrain 
his ardor, he issued a proclamation whereby in the name of the 
United States” he assumed the protection of the Hawaiian Is- 
lands and declared that said action was taken pending and sub- 
ject to negotiations at Washington.” Of course this assumption 
of a protectorate was promptly disavowed by our Government, 
but the American flag remained over the Government building at 
Honolulu and the forces remained on guard until April, and ps See 
Mr. Blount’s arrival on the scene, when both were removed. 

A brief statement of the occurrences that led to the subver- 
sion of the constitutional Government of Hawaii in the interests 
of annexation to the United States will exhibit the true com- 
plexion of that transaction. 

On Saturday, January 14, 1893, the Queen of Hawaii, who had 
been contemplating the proclamation of a new constitution, had, 
in deference to the wishes and remonstrances of her cabinet, re- 
nounced the project for the present at least, Taking this re- 
linguished purpose as a basis of action, citizens of Honolulu 
numbering from 50 to 100, mostly resident aiiens, met in a pri- 
vate office and selected a so-called committee of safety, com- 
posed of thirteen persons, seven of whom were foreign subjects, 
and consisted of five Americans, one Englishman, and one Ger- 
man. This committee, though its designs were not revealed, 
had in view nothing less than annexation to the United States, 
and between Saturday, the 14th, and the following Monday, the 
16th of January—though exactly what action was taken may not 
be clearly disclosed—they were certainly in communication with 
the United States minister. 

On Monday morning the Queen and her cabinet made public 
proclamation, with a notice which was specially served upon 
the representatives of all foreign Governments, that any changes 
in the constitution would be sought only in the methods pro- 
vided by that instrument. Nevertheless, at the call and under the 
auspices of the committee of safety, a mass-meeting of citizens 
was held on that day to protest pene the Queen's alleged ille- 

al and unlawful proceedings and purposes. Evef at this meet. 

g the committee of safety continued to disguise their real 
purpose and contented themselves with pees the passage 
of a resolution denouncing the Queen and empowering the com- 
mittee to devise ways and means to secure the permanent 
maintenance of law and order and the protection of life, liberty, 
and property in Hawaii.” 

This meeting adjourned between 3 and 4 o'clock in the after- 
noon, On the same day, and immediately after such adjourn- 
ment, the committee, unwilling to take further steps without 
the codperation of the United States minister, addressed him a 
note representing that the public safety was menaced and that 
lives and property were in danger, and concluded as follows: 
We are unable to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore 
pray for the protection of the United Statesforces.” Whatever 
may be thought of the other contents of this note, the absolute 
truth of this latter statement is incontestable. When the note 
was written and delivered, the committee, so far as it appears, 
had neither a man nor a gun at their command, and after its de- 
livery they became so panic-stricken at their position that they 
sent some of their number to interview the minister and re- 
quest him not to land the United States forces till the next 
morning. 

But he replied that the troops had been ordered, and whether 
the commiitee were ready or not the landing should take place. 
And so it happened that on the 16th day of January, 1893, be- 
tween 4 and 5 o clock in the afternoon, a detachment of marines 
from the United Stites steamer Boston, with two pieces of artil- 
lery, landed at Honolulu. The men, upwards of 160 in all, were 
supplied with double cartridge belts filled with ammunition and 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. - 


311 


with haversacks and canteens, and were accompanied by a hos- 
ital corps with stretchers and medical supplies. This military 
monstration upon the soil of Honolulu was of itself an act of 
war, unless made either with the consent of the Government of 
Hawaii or for the bona fide purpose of protecting the imperilled 
lives and property of citizens of the United States. 

But there is no pretense of any such consent on the part of the 
Government of the Queen, which at that time was undisputed 
and was both the de jacto and the de jure Government. In point 
of fact the existing Government instead of requesting the pe 
ence of an armed force protested against it. There is as little 
basis for the pretense that such forces were landed for the se- 
curity of American life and property. If so, they would have 

been stationed in the vicinity of such property, and so as to pro- 
tect. it, instead of at a distance, and so as to command the Ha- 
waiian Government building and ce. . Admiral Skerrett, 
the officer in command of our naval force on the Pacific station, 
has frankly stated that in his opinion the location of the troops 
wasinadvisable if they were landed forthe protection of Ameri- 
can citizens whose residences and places of business, as well as 
the legation and consulate, were in a distant part of the city, but 
the location selected was a wise one if the forces were landed for 
the purpose of supporting the Provisional Government. ~ 

If any uet to life and property polling for any such martial 
array had existed, Great Britain and other foreign powers in- 
terested would not have been behind the United States in activ- 
ity to protect their citizens. But they made no sign in that di- 
rection. When these armed men were landed, the city of Hon- 
olulu was in its customary orderly and peaceful condition. There 
was no symptom of riot or disturbance in any quarter. Men, 
women, and children were about the streets as usual, and noth- 
ing varied the ordinary routine or disturbed the ordinary tran- 
quility, except the landing of the Boston’s marines and their 
march through the town to the quarters assigned them. Indeed, 
the fact that after having called for the landingo! the United Stites 
forces on the plea of danger to life and property, the committee 
of safety themselves requested the Minister to postpone action, 
expcsed the untruthfulness of their representations of present 
peril to life and property. 3 

The peril they saw was an anticipation growing out of guilty 
intentions on their part and something which, though not then 
existing, they knew would certainly follow their attempt to over- 
throw the Government of the Queen without the aid of the 
United States forces. 

Thus it appears that Hawaii was taken possession of by the 
United States forces without the consent or wish of the Govern- 
ment of the islands, or of anybody else so far as shown, except 
the United States minister. 

Therefore the military occupation of Honolulu by the United 
States on the day mentioned was wholly without justification, 
either as an occupation by consent or as an occupation necessi- 
tated by dangers threatening American life and property. It 
must be accounted for in some other way and on some other 
ground; ane its real motive and purpose are neither obscure nor 

to seek. 

The United States forces being now on thescene and favorably 
stationed, the committee proceeded to carry out their original 
scheme. They met the next morning, Tuesday, the 17th, per- 
fected the plan of temporary government, and fixed upon its 
principal officers, ten of whom were drawn from the thirteen 
members of the committee of safety. Between 1 and 2 o'clock, 
by squads and by different routes to avoid notice, and hav- 
ing first taken the precaution of ascertaining whether there 
Was any one there to oppose them, they proceeded to the Goy- 
ernment building to proclaim the new government. 

No wien of opposition was manifest, and thereupon an Amer- 
ican citizen began to read the proclamation from the steps of 
the Government building almost entirely without auditors. It 
is said that before the reading was finished quite a concourse of 
persons, variously estimated at from fifty to one hundred, some 
armed and some unarmed, gathered about the committee to give 
them aid and confidence. This statement is not important, since 
the one controlling factor in the whole affair was unquestionabl 
the United States marines, who, drawn up under arms and wi 
ertillory in readiness only 76 yards distant, dominated thesitua- 


n. 

The Provisional Government thus proclaimed was by the terms 
of the proclamation to exist until terms of union with the 
United States had been negotiated and agreed upon.” The 
United States minister, pursuant to prior agreement. recognized 
this Government within an hour after the reading of the proc- 
lamation, and before 5 o'clock, in answer to an inquiry on behalf 
of the Queen and her cabinet, announced that he had done so. 

When our minister recognized the Provisional Government the 
only basis u which it rested was the fact that the committee 
of safety in the manner above stated, declared it to exist. 


It was neither a government de facto nor de jure. That it was 
not in such possession of the Government property and agancies 


as entitled it to recognition is conclusively proved by a note 
found in the files of the legation at Honolulu, addressed by the 
declared head of the Provisional Government to Minister Stev- 
ens, dated January 17, 1893, in which he acknowledges with ex- 
pressions of appreciation the minister's recognition of the Pro- 
visional Government, and states that it is not yet in the possession 
of the station house (the place where a large number of the 
Queen’s troops were quartered), though the same had been de- 
manded of the Queen’s officers in charge. Nevertheless, this 
wrongful recognition by our minister placed the Government of 
the Queen in a position of most perilous perplexity. 

On the one hand she had possession of the palace, of the bar- 
racks, and of the police station, and had ather command atleast 
500 fully armed men and several proe of artillery. Indeed, the 
whole military force of her kingdom was on her side and at her 
disposal, while the committee of safety, by actual search, hid 
discovered that there were but very few arms in Honolulu that 
were not in the service of the Government. In this state of 
things, if the Queen could have dealt with the insurgents alone, 
her course would have been plain and the result unmistakable. 
But the United States had allied itself with her enemies, had 
recognized them as the true governmentof Hawaii, and had put 
her and her adherents in the position of opposition against law- 
ful authority. She knew that shecouldnot withstand the power 
of the United States, but she believed that she might safely 
trust to its justice. 

Accordingly, some hours after the recognition of the Provi- 
sional Government by the United States minister, the palace, the 
barracks, and the police station, with all the military resources 
of the country, were delivered up by thé Queen upon the repre- 
sentation made to her that her cause would thereafter be re- 
viewed at Washington, and while protesting that she surren- 
dered to the superior force of the United States, whose minister 
had caused United States troops to be landed at Honolulu and 
declared that he would support the Provisional Government, and 
that she yielded her perio to prevent collision of armed 
forces and loss of life and only until such time as the United 
States, upon the facts being presented to it, should undo the 
action of its representative and reinstate her in the authority 
she 3 as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 

This protest was delivered to the chief of the Provisional Gov- 
ernment, who endorsed thereon his ackowledgment of its re- 
ceipt. The terms of the protest were read without dissent by 
those assuming to constitute the Provisional Government, who 
werecertainly charged with the knowledge that the Queen instead 
of finally abandoning her power had appealed to the justice of 
the United States for reinstatement in her authority; and yet 
the Provisional Government, with this unanswered protest in its 
hand, hastened to negotiate with the United States for the per- 
manent banishment of the Queen from power and for a sale of. 
her kingdom. 

Our country was in danger of occupying the position of having 
actually set up a temporary government on foreign soil for the 


urpose of uiring through that agency territory which we 
fad wrongfully sabi its possession. The control of both sides 
of a bar acquired in such a manner is called by a familiar 


and unpleasant name when found in private transactions. We 
arenot withouta precedentshowing how scrupulously we avoided 
such accusations in former days. After the people of Texas had 
declared their independence of Mexico they resolved that on the 
acknowledgment of their independence by the United States 
they would seek admission into the Union. Several months after 
the battle of San Jacinto, by which Texan independence was 
E assured and estabiished, President Jackson declined 

reco it, alleging as one of his reasons that in the circum- 
stances it became us to beware of a too early movement, as it 
might subject us, however unjustly, to the imputation of seeking 
to establish the claim of our neighbors to a territory with a view 
to its subsequent acquisition by ourselves.” This is in marked 
contrast with the hasty recognition of a government openly and 
concededly set up for the purpose of tendering to us territorial 
annexation. > 

I believe that a candid and thorough examination of the facts 
will force the conviction that the Provisional Government owes 
its existence to an armed invasion by the United States. Fair- 
minded people, with the evidence before them, will hardly claim 
that. the Hawaiian Government was overthrown by the people 
of the islands, or that the Provisional Government has ever ex- 
isted with their consent. I do not understand that anymember 
of this Government claims that the people would uphold it by 
their suffrages if they were allowed to vote on the question. 

While naturally sympathizing with every effort to establish a 
republican form of government, it has been the settled policy of 
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the United States to concede to people of foreign countries the 
same freedom and independence in the management of their 
domestic affairs that we have always claimed for ourselves; and it 
has been our practice to recognize revolutionary governments as 
soon as it became apparent that they were supported by the 
people. For illustration of this rule I need only to refer to the 
revolution in Brazil in 1889, when our minister was instructed 
to recognize the Republic so soon as a majority of the people of 
Brazil should have signified their assent to its establishment and 
maintenance;” to the revolution in Chile in 1891, when our min- 
ister was directed to recognize the new Government ‘‘if it was 
accepted by the people;” and to the revolution in Venezuela in 
1892, when our recognition was accorded on condition that the 
new Government was ‘‘fully established, in ssion of the 
power of the nation, and accepted by the aop e.” 
As I apprehend the situation, we are brought face to face with 
the following conditions: 
The lawful Government of Hawaii wasoverthrown without the 
drawing of a sword or the firing of a shot by a proce:severy siop 
of which, it may safely be asserted, is directly traceable to an 
dependent for its succəss upon the agency of the United States 
acting through its diplomatic and naval representatives. 
But for the notorious predilections of the United States minis- 
ter for annexation, the committee of safety, which should be 
called the committee of annex tion, would never have existed. 
But for the landing of the United States forces upon false pre- 
texts respecting the danger to life and property the committee 
would never have exposed themselves to the pains and penalties of 
treason by undertaking the subversion of the Queen's Govern- 
ment. 
But for the presence of the United States forces in the imme- 
diate vicinity and in position to afford all needed protection and 
support the committee would not have proclaimed the Provi- 
* sioual Government from the steps of the Government building. 
And finally, but for the lawless occupation of Honolulu under 
false pretexts by the United States forces, dnd but for Minister 
Stevens’ recognition of the Provisional Government when the 
United States forces were its sole support and constituted its 
only military strength, the Queen and her Government would 
never have yielded to the Provisional Government, even for a 
time and for the sole purpose of submitting her case to the en- 
lightened justice of the United States. 
Believing, therefore, that the United States cou'd not, under 
the circumstances disclosed, annex the islands without justly 
incurring the imputation of acquiring them by unjustifiable 
mathods, I shall not again submit the treaty of annexation to 
the Senate for its consideration, and in the instructions to Min- 
ister Willis, a copy of which accompanies this messigs, I have 
directed him to so inform the Provisional Government. 
But in the present instance our duty does not, in my opinion, 
eni with refusing to consummate this questionable transaction. 
It has been the boast of our Government that it seeks to do jus- 
tice in all things without regard to the strength or weakness of 
those with whom it deals. I mistake the American people if 
they favor the odious doctrine that thera is no such thing as in- 
ternational morality, that there is one law for a strong nation 
and another for a weik one, and that even by indirection a 
pirang power may with impunity despoil a weak one of its ter- 
ritory. 
By an act of war, committed with the participation of a diplo- 
matic representative of the United Statesand without authority 
of Congress, tie Government of a feeble but friendly and con- 
fiding people has been overthrown. A subst:ntial wrong has 
thus been done which a due regard for our national character as 
well as the rights of the injured people requires we should en- 
deavortorepair. The Provisional Government has notassumeda 
republican or other constitutional form, but has remained a mere 
executive council or oligarchy, set up without the «ssent of the 
people. It has not sought to find a permanent basis of popular 
rid igh and has given no evidence of an intention todo so. In- 
deed, the representatives of that Government assert that the 
people of Hawaii are unfit for popular government and frankly 
avow that they can bs best ruled by arbitrary or despotic 
power. 
The law of nations is founded upon reason and justice, and the 
rules of conduct governing individu l rel.tions between citizens 
or subjects of a civilized State are equally applicable as between 
enlightened nations. The considerations thatinternational law 
is without a court for its enforcement, and that obedience to its 
commands practically depends upon good faith, instead of upon 
the mandate of a superior tribunal, only give additional sanction 
to the law itself, and brand any deliberate infraction of it not 
merely as a wrong but as a disgrace. A man of true honor pro- 
tects the unwritten word which binds his conscience mo:e scrupu- 
lously, if possible, than he does the bond a breach of which sub- 
jects him to legal liabilities; and the United States, in aiming to 
maintain itself as one of the most enlightened of nations, would 


do its citizens gross injustice if it applied toits international re- 
lations any other than a high standard of honor and morality. 
On that ground the United States can not properly be put in 
the position of countenancing a wrong after its commission any 
more than in that of consenting to it in advance. On that 
ground it can not allow itself to refuse to redress an injury in- 
flicted through an abuse oF power by officers clothed with its 
a a wearing its orm; and, on the same ground, if 
a feeble but friendly state is in danger of being robbed of its in- 
dependence and its sovereignty by a misuse of the name and 
borer of the United States, the United States can not fail to vin- 
icate its honor and its sense of justice by an earnest effort to 
make all possible reparation. 
These principles apply to the present case with irresistible 
force when the special conditions of the Queen’s surrender of her 
sovereignty are recalled. She surrendered not to the Provi- 
sional Government, but to the United States. She surrendered 
not soia and permanently, but temporarily and condition- 
ally until such time as the facts could be considered by the United 
States. Furthermore, the Provisional Government acquiesced 
in her surrender in that manner and on those terms, not oniy by 
tacit consent, but through the positive acts of some members of 
that Government who urged her peaceable submission, not merely 
to avoid bloodshed, but because she could place implicit reliance 
upon the justice of the United States, and that the whole sub- 
ject would be finally considered at Washington. 
Ihave not, however, overlooked an incident of this unfortu- 
nate affair which remains to be mentioned. The members of the 
Provisional Government and their supporters, though not en- 
titled to extreme sympathy, have been fed to their present pre- 
dicament of revolt against the Government of the Queen by the 
indefensible encouragement and assistance of our diplomatic rep- 


effort to rectify the wrong committed some regard should be had 
for their safety. This sentiment is strongly seconded by my 
anxiety to do nothing which would invite ei‘her harsh retalia- 
tion on the part of the Queen or violence and bloodshed in any 
uarter. 

In the belief that the Queen, as well as her enemies, would be 
willing to adopt such a course as would meet these conditions 
and in view of the fact that both the Queen and the Provisional 
Government had at one time apparently acquiesced in a refer- 
ence of the entire case to the United States Gorernmeat, and 
considering the further fact that in any event the Provisional 
Government by its own declared limitation was only “ to exist 
until terms of union with the Unite l States of America have 
been negotiated and agreed upon,” I hoped that after the assur- 
ance to the members of that Government that such union could 
not be consummated I might compass a peaceful adjustment of 
the difficulty. 

Actuated by these desires and purposes, and not unmindful of the 
inherent perplexities of the situation nor of the limitations upon 
my power, I instructed Minister Willis to advise the Queen and 
her supporters of my desire to aid in the restoration of the status 
existing be ore the lawless landing of the United States forces 
at Honolulu on the 16th of Janvary last, if such res oration could 
be effected upon terms ghee as for clemency as well as justice 
to all parties concerned. The conditions suggested, as the in- 
structions show, contemplate a general amnesty to those con- 
cerned in setting up the Provisional Government and a recogni- 
tion of all its bona fide acts and obligations. 

In short, they require that the past should be buried, and that 
the restored govenment should reassume its authority as if its con- 
tinuity had not been interrupted. These conditions have not 
proved acceptable to the Queen, and though she has been in- 
formed that they will be insisted upon, and that, unless acceded 
to, the efforts of the President to aid in the restoration of her 
government will cease, I have not thus far learned that she is 
willing to yield them her acquiescence. The check which my 
plans have thus encountered has prevented their present tion 
to the members of the Provisional Government, while unfortu- 
nate public misrepresentations of the situation and exaggerated 
statements of the sentiments of our people have obviously in- 
jured the prospects of successful Executive mediation. 

I therefore submit this communication with its Bonen panging 
exhibits, embracing Mr. Blount's report, the evidence and st. 
ments taken by him at Honolulu, the instructions given to both 
Mr. Blount and Minister Willis, and correspondence connected 
with the affair in hand. 

In commending this subject to the extended powers and wide 
discretion of the Congress, I desire to add the assurance that I 
shall be much gratified to codperate in any legislative plan which 
may be devised for the solution of the problem before us which 
is consistent with American honor, integrity, and morality. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, December 18, 1893. 


resentative. This fact may entitle them to claim thet in our 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of three papers ac- 
company. the message, the instructions of the Secretary of 
State to Minister Willis, dated October 18, November 24, and 
December 3. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
permit the Secretary, before complying with that request, to 
read a list of the documents which come with the message, so 
that we may understand what is here? 
aent CHANDLER. I yield for that purpose, if there is sucha 

t. 

Mr. HOAR. I e ee the Secretary can give a summary of 
the documents which come with the message. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States in response 
to a resolution of the Senate, which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


copies of all inst: — peer to the tive diplomatic and naval rep- 
resentatives of the United States in awalian islands since the 4th day 
of March, 1881. touc the matters ed in the resolution. 


It has seemed convenient to include in the present communication to the 
Senate sopia of the dipiomatic correspondence concerning the political con- 
dition of Hawaii. prepared for transmission to the House of Representatives 
in response to a later resolution passed by that parks the 13th instant. 


CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, December 18, 1892. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, unless someone wishes to have all 
the accompanying documents read, I ask for the reading of those 
which [ have indicated. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the list of documents ac- 


company ing the message read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 


The SECRETARY. List of papers. First 

Mr. HOAR. I will waive my request until after that of the 
Senator from New Hampshire has been complied with, and the 
elerks can then get the list reog: 

Mr. MITCH of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from 
New Hampshire whether it would not be better to read the in- 
structions to Mr. Blount first, and take them in order. 

Mr. HALE and others. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The parore indicated by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MR. GRESHAM TO MR. WILLIS. 
[No. 4.—Confidential.] 


EPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, October 18, 1893. 

Sm: Supplement: the general instructions which you have recsived 
with Tegan to your official duties. it is necessary to communicate to yon, in 
confidence, special instructions for your guidance in so far as concerns the 
relation of the Government of the United States towards the de facto gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands—— 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what the motion is in regard 
to the reading of those pem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Carolina that there is no motion pending. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] called for the read- 
ing of certain papers transmitted by the President with the 
message which has been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it not be just as well to have those 
communications printed? Why delay and waste the time of the 
Senate in reading them? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
oea a the reading of the papers, and no objection has been 

terposed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I unierstand,and I appeal to the Senator just 
to allow them to be printed. I have no objection to their being 
read, bu. — 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state 
that it would take a long time to print all the documents which 
have been transmitted with the message. My eye has rested 
upon three very shortcommunications which I think it would be 
useful to the Senate to hear read at this time; but if Senators 
prefer to have all the accompanying papers read, of course will 
withdraw the request that those three shall be read. However, 
I know these communications the Senate will wish to hear, and 
as mer contain substantially the instructions given by the Secre- 
tary of State I think they ought to be read in open Sen tte. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to the let- 
ters being read, so far asI am personally concerned. The only 
point I make is that it is an unnecessary consumption of time; 
that is all. I do not desire to have them all read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would not take five minutes to read 
those I have indicated. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to saya single word. All these 


papers ought to be read together, or else none of them except 
the message itself should be read. The rest should be ordered 
to be printed. I do not think it fair at all thata Senator should 
pick out certain portions of the communications, aside from the 
message, in order to have them read atthis time. They should 
stand together. The communication the President made to us 
has been read, and if it is the sense of the Senate to hear more, 
we should hear all; if not, we should publish the message and 
accompanying documents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the- 
Senator from Indiana to call for the reading of the accompany- 
ing documents? 

Mr. VoORHEES. No, sir; I do not. I object to the readi 
unless it is the sense of the Senate, but I am not going to 
for it; it must be expressed in some other way than upon a re- 
quest of mine However, I shall object to the reading of gar- 
bled extracts and excerpts that suit the occasion. I do not ask 
for the entire reading, but these papers shouid be published as 
accompanying documents, as is usually the rule. hat I object 
to is the reading of excerpts here and there, spots and places. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state tothe Senator 
from Indiana that the request of the Senator from New Ham 
shire was that certain papers which he indicated . 
No objection having been interposed, the Chair ordered them to 
porian and the Secretary had commenced to read the papers 

or. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I must beg pardon of the Chair; I was not 
aware that the eee proceeded to that stage. I did not 
know that consent had been implied and that the reading had 
commenced, or I would have objected sooner. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but a few moments to read the 
payers which have been specified. 

Mr. BUTLER. I happened to be absent from the Chamber 
in the cloak room at the moment when the reading of the papers 
was commenced, and when I came in I simply made the inquiry 
which I did of the Chair and an appeal to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. Now, if it is in order, andlhave a right to make 
an objection, I shall object to the further reading of the letters; 
and I would accompany that with a motion to refer the message 
with the accompanying documents to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and that they be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will not do that. These in- 
structions to Mr. Willis we have been waiting for with great 
anxiety, and there is an intense desire on the part of Senators 
to know what those instructions were. The President has sent 
in the instructions, and now the simple request is that those in- 
structions may be read. It will not take five minutes. 

Mr. FAU ER. I ask the Senator from Maine whether all 
the papers will not be published by to-morrow morning, and 
then the basis for the instructions will also be published, so that 
we can see the basis and the reson for the instructions them- 
selves. 

Mr. FRYE. But the President has given us, and it has been 
read to-day, the full basis of all those instructions. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In substance. 

Mr. FRYE. Very carefully drawn, too; as ably as any advo- 
cate could have done it. It seems to me there ought not to be 
an objection to the reading. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not object to the country knowing ev- 
erything that has been communicated, but I submit that the 
reading is a waste of time, that is all. 

Mr. RYE. It will not take five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to every- 
thing being given tothe public; but, as the Senator from Indiana 
has suggested why the accompinying documents should be gar- 
bled and a part read and not all, I can not understand. I shall 
insist upon my objection. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina al- 
low me? In viewof the statement which the two Senators have 
made that apparently there is an attempt to have read in the 
Senate garbled extracts, I think it wise that I should state what 
led me to select these three documents. 

I went to the desk and asked that I might see the package 
which accompanied the President's message. I found that it 
contained a large amount of matter, much of which I thought 
had been rady printed and given tothe public. I noticed, 
however three short communications which constituted, the in- 
structions given by Secretary Gresham on th2dates numed, Oc- 
tober 13, November 24, and December 3, the day before Congress 
met, which I saw could be read in five minutes; and therefore I 
indicated those as documents which I thought might very well 
be read to the Senate. I made no invidious selection. I se- 
lected those which I thought the Senate would want to hear. 
It seems to me that either all should be read or that at least 
these three should be read, and that no good is to be accom- 
plished by the Senator from South Carolina in opposing the read- 
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ing of these three short documents, which contain the sum and 
substance of all the people of the country at this time want to 
know and which they now wish to know very much. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire whether the other documents, the reading of which 
he did not call for, have not been all or nearly all printed before, 
and discussed by the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It occurred to me that they had. 

Mr. HOAR. So only the reading of the new ones is asked for. 

Mr. CHANDLER, ji may be mistaken about that, but I knew 
these had not been made public, and therefore I selected them. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose simply for the Barpo of suggesting 
that the President's message is always read, and every prece- 
dentis against reiding the accompanying documents. Now, 
let the message go to the appropriate committee with the ac- 
companying documents. There need be no delay. That com- 
mities can determine which of the accompanying documents 
shall be printed and go to the public. One day is not going to 
be very prejudicial to the great interests of this country or to 
any individual. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely desire to say in reply to what has 
fallen from the Senator from New Hampshire that I think he 
and the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senate and the 
whole country will survive until to-morrow, when perhaps these 
documents ean be printed. I have not the slightest objection 
that everything in connection with the Presidents message and 
the Hawaiian matter from beginning to end shall be given to 
the public. I have no such motive as that. Ihave no desire to 
suppress anything, but I merely made the motion in the interest 
of what I thought was good, practical common sense, economy of 
time, ete. 

Now, I renew my motion to refer the message with the ac- 
companying documents to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest to the Senator to change, if he makes 
it, to one to print and refer. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood that the reading of the 
papers had commenced at my request and by unanimous con- 
sent. The Senator from South Olina interrupted the read- 
ing with a suggestion, which I was glad to hear; but it seems 
to me that now the reading should proceed under the order 
which had been made before the Senator rose. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before this matter away, I desire 
to say in justice to myself that I had not the slightest concep- 
tion or knowledge—I could not have had—of what the Senator 
from New Hampshire desired to have read. It was not because 
it was one thing or another that I objected, but on the ground 
stated so well by the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. Harris], I 
knew that every precedent of the business of the Senate was 

ainst such a proceeding. and I did not hear, I could not hear, 
wis the Senator from New Humpshire indicated as desiring to 
have read. It is not because I want to suppress the reading of 
anything. Of course it is not. We s be ready not merely 
5 read and heard and read ourselves, but we shall be ready 
to consider all these questions before the American people. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I rise toa point of order. It strikes me 
that under the usages of the Senate these papers can not be read 
except on motion and the action of the Senate by a majority vote. 
In reference to the question whether the reading by the Secre- 
tary had been begun, I desire to say that the Senator from South 
Carolina, at the very moment the Secretary commenced 
the document called for by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
rose and addressed the Chair, and the Secretary had not pro- 
ceeded over two or three lines before the President of the Sen- 
ate recognized the Senator from South Carolina, and he made 
the objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from West Virginia al- 
low me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of that statement I withdraw the 
claim that the reading shall proceed under the announcement of 
the Chair, and cull the attention of the Chair to Rule XI, which 
is pertinent to the suggestion which the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has just made. Iam willing to have the case disposed of 
under that rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read Rule XI. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RULE XI. 
OBJECTION TO READING A PAPER, 
When the reading of a paper is called for, and objected to, it shall be de- 
termined by a vote of the Senate, without debate, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule, the Chair—— 
Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays on the question. 


right of any Senator to move that the 


Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Chair will reeall the fact that 
dur the extra session, lately closed, the question of the con- 
struction of this rule arose in the Senate, there seemed to 
be an almost unanimous consent that the decision of the Chair 
at that time was correct, and that the rule applies to papers 
which are in the nature of public documents. A public docu- 
ment can be read at the desk on the vote of the Senate; a paper 
not a public document can not be read at the desk, under Rule 
XI, if it be objected to. That seems to me to be the distinction. 
If unanimous consent is asked and objection is made to the read- 
ing of any part of these communications, I submit that it is the 
aper be read notwith- 
standing the objection, and it is within power of the major- 
ity to order its reading. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the rule announced is the rule the Chair 
adheres to, and the Chair, under Rule XI, submits to the Senate 
the question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to say, in justice to the views I 
myself take of the rule, that I suggested in the remarks I made 
that the paper could only be read on the motion of aSenator and 
by a vote of the Senate. The construction of the Senator from 
Nebraska is, I think, clearly correct. The only objection I have 
to the reading of the papers is that I think we ought to send all 
the papers to the public at the same time. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is entirely mistaken when he is under the im- 
pression that the ers e e the message have al- 
ready been published. Many of them refer back to a period 
anterior to those which have been heretofore published. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia- 


mentar 0 8 

Mr. BUTLE 1 ayy if the motion to commit does not 
supersede the motion which is now about to be submitted by the 
Chair? I have a motion pending to refer the message and the 
accompanying documents to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and that they be printed. I inquire if that does not take 
precedence, under Rule XI, of the motion just submitted? 

Mr. MILLS. I desire on that subject to call the attention of 
the Chair to Rule XXII, which reads: 


777 BO SARC HERE DS Renee but— 
o adjon: 


rn, 
ourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall ve to 


To proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

e tea 

To ne to a 

To 8 Say Seats 

There is now a subject being considered by the Senate, I do 
not care what the subject may be or what stage it may have at- 
tained in the consideration of the Senate, it is pending, and that 

nding question is the question made by the Senator from New 
5 ire to proceed to the reading of a paper. The Senate 
has a right to adjourn pending that motion, or to fix a date to 
which it will adjourn, or to Ə a recess, or to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, or to commit the whole sub- 
ject to a committee, all these motions having precedence of the 
other motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Texas is mis- 
taken. A motion has not been made by me thata paper be read; 
but I called for the reading of a particular paper in connection 
with the President's messa e Chair has stated that under 
Rule XI the question whether it shall be read or not, it being 
objected to, is to be submitted toa vote of the Senate. Í respect- 
fully suggest to the Chair that the motion to refer without read- 
ing ought not to intervene upon that transaction. How can the 
Senate know whether it wants to refer the paper or not until it 
determines whether or not it will have it read? The question 


Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, suppose, pend- 
ing the sig Sil or motion, whichever it may be, of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, I move that the Senate take a recess, can 
anybody doubt that thatis inorder? If I move that the Senate 
arisen: can anybody doubt that that is in order? If I move, as 
the Senator from South Carolina has moved, that this matter 
should be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, Rule 
XXII says thut motion takes „ of the motion to read. 
Thare can be no doubt about it. 

Mr.MILLS. Mr. President, thestatement made by my friend, 
the Senator from New Hampshire, does not change the condi- 
tion. He says he did not make the or Sete the rules do make 
the motion, whether he made it or not. en a bill is pending 


Is not upon a motion, but upon a rule. 


before the Senate, it may ba toengross, 2 Dora to ARET 
e puts it; it may be 


but the Chair puts the motion because the r 
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to commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole, and the Chair 
puts that motion, and it goes to the Committee of the Whole; it 
may be to go out of Committee of the Whole into the Senate: no 
one makes that motion; the rulesalready provide for the motion 
and makes the motion. The Chair simply puts the motion be- 
cause parliamentary law requires the motion to be put and pre- 
scribes the motions and the order in which they shall be made. 

The Senate was proceeding under the motion made by the 
rules, whether it was made by a Senator or not, to the considera- 
tion of this question, and pending the consideration of the ques- 
tion, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] made a 

rivileged motion having precedence of that of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], which is to commit: and it 
has precedence of every other motion except those motions 
enumerated, us my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS} says, 
in the same rule and giving precedence to them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that under 
Rule XI no motion is necessary in order that the sense of the 
Senate may be taken in regard to the objection of the Senator 
from South Carolina to the reading of the paper; it is a matter for 
the Senate to determine; and pending the vote, the Senator 
from South Carolina moves to commit to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. That the Chair holds to bea privileged ques- 
tion, and the Chair wil! submit that question to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that isa debatable question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I inquire of the Chair if the question is 
debatable? 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is debatable, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that it would 
be best for the Senate dnd for the country that these instructions 
should be read at this time. I can not conceive of any reason 
why Senators should object. The Senator from South Carolina 

uts his objection distinctly upon the ground of the want of time. 

beg to say to the Senator that he has himself occupied more 
time upon the floor than would have been required for the read- 
ing of all the papers for which I called. 

The message of the President, which has been read at the desk, 
contains a stitement that he has not yet been able to restore the 
Queen of Hawaii because the conditions that there should be a 
general amnesty and a recognition of all the bona fide acts and 
obligations of the Provisional Government were not acceptable 
to the Queen. The President distinctly states that this is the 
reason why he has accomplished nothing. 

I believe that the three papers, for the reading of which I have 
asked, the instructions of Secretary Gresham to Minister Willis 
of Oztober 18, the instructions of November 24, and the telegram 
of December 3 will show to the Senate and to the country that 
the reason that the President's plan of restoration miscarried 
was not because the Queen was not willing to accept the con- 
ditions of amnesty anda recognition of the acts of the Provisional 
Government. but because she could get no assurance that the 
Army of the United States should be used to restore her to the 
throne and to maintain her upon the throne. 

I think, Mr. President, that the instructions, when they are 
read to the Senate, will prove that the President has been inac- 
curate when he attributes the failure of his policy of restoration 
solely to the refusal of the Queen to grant amnesty to the mem- 
bers of the Provisional Government. I think that the Senate 
will have no doubt about the inaccuracy when we see those in- 
structions. I think the Senate will also discover that there has 
been a disingenuousness, to say the least, upon the part of the 
3 in dealing with the Provisional Government of Ha- 
Ww 

It appears that the President expected when he signified his 
decree that the Queen should be restored and the Provisional 
Government destroyed, that thereupon there would be a uni- 
versal acguiescence in his decision, and that when the commu- 
nication wus made known to the Queen of the intention of the 
President, the Queen was not merely unwilling—if she was so 
unwilling—to grant amnesty to the members of the Provisional 
Government, but was convinced that she could not be restored 
and could not be maintained upon the throne without the Army 
of the United States. Therefore it becomes material to know 
what the instructions were which were given by the President 
to Mr. Willis as to the use, if any, which should be made of the 
soldiers of the United States. 

If it should turn out that Mr. Willis was instructed that if the 
Queen asked whether or not the soldiers of the United States 
could be used to place her upon the throne and to keep her there, 
she should be told that the President had no authority to use the 
Army for that purpose without the consent of Congress, but if the 
Provisicnal Government asked the very same question, whether 
or not the troops would be used to effect the restoration, that 
Government should be told, not as the Queen would be, that the 
Army would not be used without the consent of Congress, but 


that the President felt bound to exert all his constitutional 
powers to effect the restoration—if, I say, these should turn out 
to be the exact instructions, then I submit that the President 
has disingenuously, at least, treated this subject in his message 


to Congress, and that he has not stated the case fully and exactly 
and literally as it exists: that is to say, that the failure to carry 
out the plan of restoration was not because the Queen would not 
grant amnesty to the members of the Provisional Government, 
und all persons who aided in establishing it, but because she 
could not get the assurances from Mr. Willis that the soldiers 
of the United States would be used to place her upon the throne 
and to maintain her there after she had been thus restored to 
her royalty. 

Mr. President, these are points upon which the country needs 
to be informed at the earliest possible moment; upon which the 
Senate needs to be informed at the earliest possible moment; 
and why any Senator should object to having the exact and lit- 
eral instructions of the Secretary of State, representing the 
President, to Mr. Willis read at the Secretary’s desk, when they 
are so brief that they could have been read and could have been 
known to the Senate and could have gone tothe country half an 
hour ago, it is impossible for me to conceive, unless the Senators 
who make the objection fear the effect upon the country of the 
disclosures in some of these papers which are now unread and 
unpublished upon the table of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
Hampshire knows that that paper of instructions is now in the 
press, in type; that it has been flashed all over the country, and 
the insinuation that anybody is trying to suppress it is not 
worthy of the Senator or anbody else, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not E that the facts are as the 
Senator states. I think this is a most anomalous proceeding in 
the Senate of the United States. I never yet heard an objec- 
tion made to the reading of a public paper upon the table of the 
Senate which could be read in five minutes; and I am at a loss 
to understand why the Senator from South Carolina, the Sena- 
tor from Indiana, and the Senator from West Virginia are so 
determined that these three brief papers, which tell this whole 
story, shall not be read from the Secretary's desk of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President — 

Mr. FAULKNER. As the Senator from New Hampshire re- 
ferred to me, I would ask him, before he takes his seat, if he has 
ever known any Senator to get up on the floor of the Senate to 
request the reading of only portions of a paper accompanying a 
President's message, to the exclusion of all others? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes,over and overagain. Senators have 
goze to the desk when there were bulky communications and 

ve asked that particular papers which contained the point of 
the whole case should be read. That has been done repeatedly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would ask the Senator further, whether 
we may not as to whether those thres papers contain 
the entire point and the basis of the message of the President? 
It was for that reason that I objected. I am willing that the 
Senate shall sit here and have every paper accompanying the 
message read, but I am unwilling that the Ssnator from New 
Hampshire, or any other Senator, shall select from the docu- 
ments which accompany the message of the President a few, and 
then have the others postponed until to-morrow. 

I desire to say further that the Senator knows that there is no 
suppressing of any information. The Senator knows that he can 
now ask for the reading of all the papers. 

Mr. HOAR, I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
rises to a question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
ape, has not been recognized by the Chair as entitled to the 

oor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia that the Chair had recognized the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I yield to my friend from West Virginia 
with entire pleasure, having asserted my right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam under great obligations to the Sen- 
ator from Massachus tts for his extreme courtesy. It is not 
very often that the Senator from Massachusetts yields to any- 
one. [Laughter.] I feel that he has, therefore, bestowed upon 
me a distinguished personal courtesy, for which I extend him 
my sincere thanks. F: 

. HOAR. The Senatoris talking very well indeed so far, 
anà I am glad to hear him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was interrupted in the remarks I was 
making. I only rose for the p of addressing an inquiry 
or two to the Senator from New Hampshire, and was by his an- 
swer led off into other remarks. 

I would simply say in conclusion that if the Senate desires to 
sit here and hear all the documents read which accompany the 
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President's message, so far as I am concerned I am willing to 
have those documents read; but I shall not consent, as a mem- 
ber of the Senate, to a partial reading of the accompanying 
documents, andI think it not according to the unive custom 
of the Senate, and therefore hove the Senate will sustain the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina to commit. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose not to take part in this discussion, but 
only to call the attention of the Senate and of the Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber who have raised this proposition, 
to a fact which I think probably they have not ascertained, and 
I should like the attention of the Senator from South Carolina 
and of the Senator from Indiana. . 

All the matter which accompanies the President's me: e, as 
I understand, consists in old or naw public documents which have 
been printed and I think are entirely known to the Senate and 
to the public, except the three short matters, the reading of 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has asked for, which 
come inin manuscript. Theyarenew. The Secretary thought 
they would take five or six pages of our ordinary print, but I 
should not think they would take more than four, certainly not 
more than five or six. , ET 

I quite agree that Senators would be entirely right in rising 
and saying that they would not tolerate the picking out from a 
document certain matters which, taken alone, might make a 
one sided case, but should insist on reading the whole. That, 
however, is not this case. 

It is the case of a message, to which there are attached printed 
documents in 7555 to the Hawaiian question, coming down 
from President Harrison's time, some twenty or thirty in num- 
ber, including Mr. Blount’s report, which has been in our hands 
in print for three or four weeks. What the Senator from New 
Hampshire asks, however, is simply somenew additions to our 
present information, contained in manuscript, the chief one being 
the instructions to Mr. Willis, which, as I said, would not make 
more than three or four pages, and vould have been read in five 
minutes and perhaps in three. That is all there is of it. Does 
the Senator think it is worth while to have a discussion about 
such a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be pardoned an additional suggestion, 
those experienced parliamentarians on the other side will under- 
stand, if the motion of the Senator from South Carolina to refer 
the message and accompanying documents to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations comes up, I can debate that motion, or the 
Senator from New Hampshire, or any other Senator, and the 
Senator debating it can read as a part of his remarks the instruc- 
tions to Mr. Willis; so that we are not discussing a question of 
any practical importance anyway. 

At. VOORHEES. I think ae that we are magnifying a 
matter which might have passed along without such attention 
being drawn to it. The Senator from New Hampshire, how- 
ever, rose, and without explaining what he had in mind or to 
what part of the accompanying documents his suggestion re- 
lated, called for the reading of two or three papers. We could 
not very well hear on this side, and he did not point out the 
character of what he desired to have read. I confess, had [known 
that it embraced simply the instructions to Mr. Willis, so far as 
Iam concerned. although the rule is the other way, I should not 
have made an objection. 

But there has been so much temper and feeling and partisan 
bias exhibited on this subject, and so much, if Senators will 
pardon me, of unfairness, as I conceive, that the bwe attempt of 
a Senator on either side of the Chamber proposing to pick out 
certain parts to have read, contrary to all the prec dent; of the 
Senate, contrary to its usages, at once excited my opposition, and 
I fell back immediately upon the rule, as Senators on the other 
side would have done if the situation had been reversed. This 
much it is proper to say. 

So far as suppressing information is concerned, that is utter 
nonsense. The instructions to Mr. Willis are now being pub- 
lished in all the afternoon newspapers. It is only because I 
thought a step of unfairness was sought to be taken to the prej- 
udice of the message, that I took the ground that the accompa- 
nying documents should all be published or all be referred with 
the message; and that is a fair construction, in my judgment. 

So far as the accompanying papers are concerned, the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts is that many of them 
have been published heretofore. Thatis a matter of course, be- 
cause the scope of the Senator’s resolution went back to 1881, I 
think. If the papers have already been published and are sub- 
ject to criticism, why did the Senator ask for their republica- 

on in this form? I do not want to be critical or hypercritical. 

Mr. HOAR. I desired to get them all together. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As the Senator suggests, the only good 
reason was that they should all be put together in thisform. . 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it is partly that 


and partly because there might have been instructions in former 
Administrations since 1881, which were then deemed confidential 
and not made public. My resolution was that, if the President 
deemed it not incompatible with the public interests, he should 
send in all the instructions since 1881. I understand he now 
ee in, and in the very printed documents in which they 
existed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know nothing about that. I inquire, Mr. 
President, what is the question before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], to commit the Presi- 
deut’s m e and accompanying documents to the Committee 
on Poreiga Relations. 
prea ALLISON. Ifthe Senator from Indiana is not occupying 

e floor 

1 VOORHEES. I yield to the Senator from Iowa with 
P 


easure. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON, I only wish to say a word upon this subject. 
I take it for granted, of course, that the message and accompany- 
ing documents will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations and printed. I confess some desire to have read at the 
Secretary's desk the brief documents to which our attention has 
been called, and I think it has been the uniform custom—I will 
not say the courtesy of the Senate, because that seems to be 
rather an old phrase and somewhat in disrepute—but ithas been 
the uniform usage of the Senate when a Senator asks for the 
reiding of a document or a paper, if it is not a long paper and 
will not oceupy much time, to have that paper read. That has 
been the usual custom. 

I remember very well at the last session when the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] was making a most elaborate argu- 
ment upon the public question we were then discussing and had 
spoken for soms hours, he sent to the Secretary’s desk a lon 
document, being a letter addressed by a gentleman in Missour 
to another gentleman in Missouri, and asked that it be read. 
Objection was made that it was not within the rules of the Sen- 
ate; and thereupon under Rule XI the question was submitted to 
the Senate and by a large majority—I remember that I voted 
with the majority because I believed where a Senator desired 
to have a paper read which was in his opinion of public impor- 
tance, that the Senate should allow it to be read at the time— 
and I think every Senator upon the other side of the Chamber 
voted to have that paper read, which occupied a half hour. 

Thave not seen these papers, except to glance at them casuall 
atthe desk, and [am sure that they can be read in ten minutes. It 
is now said by the Senator from Indiana that these papers are to 
be printed in the evening newspapers, and that if we will all 
wait until we receive the 5 o'clock edition of the Washington Star 
we shall have here an . reading what the public 
will have read two or three hours in advance. 

I submit to the Senate that these are documents of great mo- 
ment, especially the instructions of the Secretary of Stave, under 
the direction of the President, to a minister who went to Hawaii 
upan a delicate and important public mission, in which the peo- 
ple of the United States are greatly interested. If I were Sec- 
retary of State and a request were made in this Chamber for the 
reading of an important document, written by me, of instructions 
to my minister, I should think, as a matter of courtesy to me as 
Secretary of State, the document should be read here. 

I 5285 now, after all that has been said about it, that what- 
ever there is on this subject shall be disposed of by unanimous 
consent, that the three papers referred to may be read, and if 
afterwards any injustice appears to have been done for the rea- 
son that some other paper is not read, Lam willing, for one, to 
sit here and listen to the reading of that paper a I think 
justice to all concerned requires that. Therefore I hope before 
the reference is made that the papers referred to may be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have said over and over 
again, and I now repeat, that there is not a syllable ora word or 
a line in those papers which I desire to suppress and keep from 
the public. That is all, as the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES] says, idle nonsense. The mere intimation or suggestion 
by anybody that I desire to suppress anything is simply non- 
sense. I do not think that I can use any milder term. 

I have said that my objection to reading the papers was that 
we all know the Senator from New . [Mr. CHANDLER] 
very well; we understand perfectly well his tactics in politi- 
cal matters. If hecan get the advantageof a political adversar: 
by garbling a report ora communication, we know perfectly well 
that he will do it. If the Senator from New Hampshire had 


stated what the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has just 
stated, Ido not know that I should have interposed any objec- 
tion, but the Senator from New Hampshire gets up and se’ects 
certain papers from the accompanying documents submitted by 
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the President, and asks that wey be read, and the universal 
suspicion is that that Senator some object, some nigh-cut 
that he wants to take on the President or the Democratic party. 
That is a fact, and we all know it. 

The Senator says that he is surprised that anybody should ob- 
ject. I do think that Senator ought not to be surprised at it. 

e knows perfectly well that we have to be on the lookout for 
him all the time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I beg right 
at this point to thank him for the compliment he has just paid 


me. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is entirely welcome to the com- 
pliment, I assure him; but it is a fact all the same. I have not 
a single eee of objection to reading the papers. The only 
question [ had was as to the economy of time. 

Mr.CULLOM. Then let the papers be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave not yielded the floor yet. I want to 
submit a few more brief remarks. 

I think, in common fairness to the President and common fair- 
ness to the Secretary of State, that if any pors in connection 
with these three documents, the reading of which has been re- 
quested, affect them in any way they ought to be read, and I 
searcely think that anybody will charge the Senator from New 
Hampshire with any desire to be guilty of a ins courtesy to 
the Secretary of State or the President of the United States. 

If the Senator from Iowa had made that request, I might have 
suspected that his desire was to indulge in the utmost courtesy 
to the Secretary of State and to the President, and that no other 
motive actuated him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for that. 

Mr. BUTLER. That, I have no doubt, would be universally 
conceded on our side. If the Senator from Iowa desires to have 
the papers read, if the Senate can afford to stand it, I have not 
the slightest objection to having them read, butit is alittle sur- 

rising to me that the impetuosity of the Senator from New 
RN the Senator from Massachusetts, and the Senator 
from Iowa can not be restrained until to-morrow morning. I 
think the country will survive whether these papers are read or 
not. The anxiety, the earnestness, and the assiduity with which 
those Senators are following up this question is praiseworthy, 
and I commend them for it. It is an indication that the times 
are improving, that they want to sustain the present Adminis- 
tration, and give it all the courtesy and consideration which any 
Administration has received. So, with that view, and with the 
assumption that that is the object, that they are trying to pro- 
tect the Secretary of State and the President, I shall withdraw 
my Objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] tocommit, the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] asks unanimous consent for the reading of 
the papers indicated. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi ob- 


jects. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from 1 will kindly 
yield to me a moment, I wish to say in reply to the Senator from 
South Carolina that we are happy to be informed on this side of 
the Chamber that whenever we wish to accomplish a partisan 
object slyly and without suspicion. it behooves us to put forward 
for that purpose the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. [Laugh- 
ter.] For my own part, I shall gladly agree to his leadership 
whenever a partisan purpose is to be slyly accomplished. 

But, Mr. President, I beg to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina why it should be assumed in this case, of all others, that I 
was actuated by a partisan motive? Tho Senator must know 
that for three months during the extra session I was humbly 
following the lead of President Cleveland and the Senator from 
Indiana |Mr. VOORHEES]. |Laughter.] Did I act in good faith 
on that occasion? I thoughtI did; I tried todoso; and I trained 
with the President of the United States and the Senator from 
Indiana to the best of my ability. I only regretted that upon 
the ae then pending we did not find with us, sustaining 
the President and the Senator from Indiana, the Senator from 
South Carolina. [Laughter.] I am afraid the Senator from 
South Carolina was influenced by other than a motive of high 
Oe duty when he dissented from the recommendations of his 

resident and the recommendations of the Democratic chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. 

I trust when we again make a fight for sound money in the 
Senate, actuated thereto by a message of President Cleveland 
and under the distinguished lead of the sound-money Senator 
from Indiana, the Republicans on this side of the Chamber will 
be able then to ally with themselves the Senator from South 


Carolina. 
Why this talk about partisanship upon this question of Hawaii? 


Did not the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] the other day 
with high-sounding sentences, declare that he was incapable o 
being induenced b . in discussing a question of for- 
eign affairs, and di he not then undertake to speak for the 
Democratic sideof this Chamber, and did we not all on this side 
of the Chamber realize that the Democratic party were utter! 
incapabie of taking a partisan view of a question of foreign ak 
fairs? [Langhter.] 

Mr. President, the announcement of the Senator from Dela- 
ware that such was the noble and magnificent position of the 
Democratic party on the Hawaiian question, struck deep into 
the hearts of the Republicans upon this side of the Chamber, 
and since then we have been equally imbued witn the desire that 
the, Hawaiian question should be aaps of without the slight- 
est partisanship. Therefore, I think the Senaior from South 
Carolina was unwarranted in singling me out for denunciation 
on the ground that I am seeking, when asking to have these 
instructions read at this time, some partisan advantage of the 
President, whom I su pones so constantly and so loyally upon 
the silver question. e President of the United States is nec- 
essarily dealing with this question in a nonpartisan way. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator imagines for one instant that 
what I said was in the form of denunciation, I desire now to 
apologize to himin the most unqualified manner, and I now ex- 
tend to him my aig ween apology for the slightest suspicion 
that I intended to denounce him in any way. I will say now to 
that Senator, since the announcement of his nonpartisan patri- 
otism has been made, it has sunk very deeply into my heart. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am glad that I have been able to teach 
a lesson to the Senator from South Carolina. That lesson is 
this, that upon matters of this kind connected with foreign rela- 
tions he should follow the distinguished Senator from Delaware, 
who has announced, presumes by authority and after consul- 
tation with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is the 
able chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that this 
question of our relations with Hawaii shall be treated from a 
nonpartisan standpoint. I regret that the Senator from South 
Carolina for a little while found himself imbued with a partisan 
spirit and desired to attribute partisan motives to others. I 
hope now that he will reverse 

Mr. BUTLER. I apologize, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That he will reverse himself and resume 
his judgment, and hereafter we shall be sure that he deals with 
questions of foreign affairs without partisan spirit, as we all 
know, in the height of his statesmanship, he deals with every 
public question—without the slightest regard for political par- 
ties, [Laughter.] 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, Ido not know what the prece- 
dents of the Senate are in reference to the matter now before us 
but I do know what is just and right. Here is a case attempted 
to be made against the President. He sends in, in accordance 
with a resolution of the Senate, his message with the documents 
called for by the resolution of the Senate, and we have here, I 
think, a very unjust, not to say unprecedented state of affairs. 
When the message is read, of a large number of documents ac- 
companying it twoorthree are selected for the purpose of being 
read and the great mass are not to be read. I say it is just, 
right, and fair, when we go into the reading of the documents, 
that the whole case shall be put before the Senate and before the 
country, and not a part of it. I object, therefore, to the reading 
of these selected papers unless all are read, because, as I have 
stated, when a case is put before the country and before the Sen- 
ate the whole of it ought to be put before the country and the 
Senate, and not a part of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, just one word in response to 
the suggestions made by the Senator from Mississippi. I asked 
unanimous consent that these three papers might be read at the 
desk. As I understand the situation in which we are placed at 
this moment by the rules of the Senate or by the suggestions 
made on the floor, the Senate passes a resolution requesting the 
President of the United States to furnish to us certain docu- 
ments and papers. The documents and papers in response to 
that resolution are sent to the Senate. They are here on our 
table in the possession of the Senate. I think by all parliamen- 
tary rules, certainly by all proper parliamentary rules, unless 
some Senate rule intervenes, I have the right as a Senator on 
this floor to have every paper read respecting the subject sent 
here by the President in pursuance of the resolution of the Sen- 
ate. But I do not ask that all the papers shall be read. 

Now, is it possible that under our rules, when papers are at the 
desk called for by us, we are to be forced to vote for their refer- 
ence to a standing committee of this body without knowing what 
they contain and without having the privilege of an investiga- 
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tion and examination of them? Is that a part of the system of 
rules we have adopted in this body? 

The Senator from Mississippi says he objects toa partial case. 
Iseek to make no case. Here isa long message from the Presi- 
dent dealing with this question and stating th it he submits with 
his message certain papers, specifically ailuding to the instruc- 
tions sent to Mr. Willis, our minister at Hawaii. Is it possible 
that that is not an important question and a distinct question? 
Are we to reid all the testimony, all the statements by Mr. 
Blount through the months of April, May, June, and July, his 
communications, his letters, his cross-examinations, his state- 
ments to the Sacretary of State? Are we to be required to listen 
to all those at the desk in order that we may have the brief, 
confidential instruction, now for the first time sent to the Sen- 
ate, given by our Secretary of State to his minister? ; 

I submit, Mr. President, that if the rules of the Senate require 
us to submit to that they surely should be dispensed with so far 


I move that the three documents indicated be read at the desk 

nding the question of reference to the Committee on poe 
Relations. in order that, for one at least, I may know what the 
instructions contain. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It strikes me that a motion to refer has 
precedence of the motion of the Senator from Iowa. I under- 
stood that the Senator from South Carolina had withdrawn his 
motion, and although I do not agree with his attitude in with- 
drawing it, yet I propose to follow the members of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations on this side of the Chamber, even when 
I do not agree with them, as they have special charge of this 
particular matter: 

Mr. MILLS. The Chair has ruled that a motion to commit 
has precedence of a motion to read, and for the Senator from 
Iowa to make his motion again is to go behind the ruling of the 


Chair. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the rules of the Senate require that a 
document which is in our possession must be referred to a com- 
mittee and ordered to be printed without a Senator knowing 
wht it contains. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, 
I will ask for correct information from the Chair whether the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina has been withdrawn. 
Though I do not agree with the attitude of the Senator from 
South Carolina, yet he is a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and I propose to follow the members of that commit- 
tee on this side. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not advised that the 
mo ion of the Senator from South Carolina to refer the Presi- 
dent’s message, with the accompanying documents, to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations has been withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRE Does that motion include the printing of 
the m a und accompanying documents? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It includes the printing, Pend- 
ing the motion of the Senator from South Carolina, the Senator 
from Towa asks unanimous consent that the three papers indi- 
cated by the Senator from New Hampshire be read. To that 
request the Senator from Mississippi objects? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. The motion of the Senator from South Carolina 
being pending, to commit the papers to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, I call for the reading of the three papers which 
the Senator from New Hampshire asked to have read, and which 
are included in the motion to refer. I desire that my call, if it 
be objected to, be submitted to the Senate under Rule XI for its 
vote. 

Mr. STEWART. Without debate. 

Mr. CALL. I should like tosubmit a single suggestion to the 
Senate. The fifth clause of the seventh of the Senate pro- 
vides as follows: 

$o 
nia other — —j 5 3 Prelate . 
resentatives, and any question pending at that time shall be suspended for 
this purpose. 

Isubmit what does the term to lay before the Senate“ mean? 
Does it mean the announcement that am e or a document 
has been received from the President of the United States, or 
does laying before the Senate mean such a presentation of the 
subject as will inform the Senate what isin the message? In 
my judgment it can not be laid before the Senate unless there 
be a presentation in some form of the substance of the communi- 


cation. 
Mr. HOAR. On the vote of the Senate, if the question shall 
be 1 to a vote, I call for the yeas and nays, 

. MILLS. I make the point of order that the call by the 
Senator from Massachusetts for the reading of the papersis con- 
sideration. It is the consideration of the subject, and the rule 
says that pending the consideration the motions specified shall 
have precedence in the order in which they stand arranged. A 


as making such a discrimination is concerned. 


motion to commit has precedence of a motion to consider the 
subject in any of its aspects, whether to read a paper, to makea 
speech on it. toamend it, or to do anything else with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Chair that I do not 
deem myself to be making a mo ion under Rule IX. My right 
st nds just as if a motion were pending under that rule to com- 
mit a bill, and I should ask that the bill be read for information 
before the vote is taken to commitit. These papersare the sub- 
ject of the pending motion. There is a motion to commit and a. 
motion to print certain papers, and on that motion, to use the 
language of the rule, I cail for the reading that we may know 
whut we are voting upon, and what we are to commit, and what 
we are to print. [conceive that the special rule (which was not 
intended to compel the Senate to submit to the reading of volu- 
minous documents) is that, asincident to the various motions set 
out, the Senate shall know by having read what it is acting upon. 
On that point I ask the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. MILLS. I will test the argument of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Suppose a bill were pending and the question 
were the engrossment of the bill, and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts should call for the reading of the bill, and then a Sena- 
torshould move toadjourn. Which would have precedence, the 
needing Of the bill or the motion to adjourn? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly a motion to adjourn or to 
take a recess. 

Mr. HOAR. All admit that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But wien the subject is under considera- 
tion whether a paper shall be referred, and a call is made that 
the paper, the reference of which is to be submitted to a vote 
of the Senate, shall be read, is not that the highest question of 
privilege? 

Mr. MILLS. Then the Senator begs the whole question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task the Senator from Texas if it is not 
the highest kind of a privileged question, whether the paper 
shall be read. 

Mr. MILLS, All these questions are privileged. The motion 
to adjourn is a motion of the highest privilege of the body. The 
reading of a paper is the consideration of the subject. If the 
Senator admits that a motion to adjourn may be put to the Sen- 
ate in preference to the reading, then he admits all the other 
motions provided for in Rule XXII. It would certainly be in 
order 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me at that point? 
The reason why Ido not admit it is because the reading of a 
paper is expressly provided for by the rule. The question shall 

decided without debate whether the paper shall be read. 

Mr. MILLS. But Rule XXII says that when any question is 
pending, whether it is that a paper or any other part of a mes- 
sage shall be read, then certain motions shall have precedence. 
One is that the Senate shall adjourn; another that it shall fix 
the day to which it shall a heap and another is to commit the 
whole subject, without reading soy. papers, to the committee, in 
order that the committee organized by the parliamentary body 
may investigate the subject and bring it back to the Senate on 
a report, and enable the body to consider it more intelligently. 
I hold that the motion of the Senator to demand the readi 15 
not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator give us any rule? 

Mr. MILLS. Rule XXI. ¥ 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought before I left the Chamber a moment 
ago that the Chair understood me to have withdrawn my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. So I have been informed. I withdrew the 
motion to commit, in view of what had been said by the Senator 
from Iowa, and J so stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does theSenator from Iowa renew 
his request? 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Iowa renews his 
request for the reading of the paperi indicated by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Is there objection? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not object, because it is the view of 
the Senators representing the Committee on Foreign Relations 
that that request should be granted. In my judgment Ido not 
agree with the committee, but I shall not object to unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.CALL. I want to say before this action is taken thatun- 
der the provision of the rule itis very clear to me that the Chair 
can ER before the Senate a communication from the. Presi- 
dent without presenting to the Senate information as to what 
the matter is. What does laying before the Senate mean, in the 
sense of the rule? Does it mean presenting a subject in such 
form that the Senate can not know whatitis? Surely not. It 
is not laid before the Senate in the sense of the rule unless it is 
presented insuch form that the Senate may know what it is. 

Then the rule goes on to say thatany motion shall besuspended 
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to allow the President of the Senate to lay before the Senate a 
communication from the President. If these words do not mean 
the reading of the matter or the presentation of the substance 
of it, then they are idle, they mean nothing. There is no sense 
in laying papers before the Senate in such form that the Senate 
can not understand the matter;and the rule makes that a ques- 
tion of privilege. The message has been laid before the Senate 
by the Presi dent of the Senate under that clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none. The papers 
indicated will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MR. GRESHAM TO MR, WILLIS, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, October 18, 1893. 
[No. 4.—Confidential.] 


Sm: Supplementing the general instructions which you have received 
with regard to your official duties, it is necessary to communicate to you, in 
confidence, special instructions for your guidance in so far as concerns the 
relation of the Government of the United States towards the de facto Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Tne President deems it his duty to withdraw from the Senate the treaty of 
ahnexation which has been signed by the of State and the ts 
of the Provisional Government, and to dispatch a trusted representative to 
Hawaii to impartially investigate the causes of the so-called revolution and 
ascertain and report the true situation in those islands. This information 
was needed the better to enable the President to discharge a delicate and 
8 pubiic duty. 

he instructions given to Mr. Blount, of which you are furnished with a 
copy, point out a line of conduct to be observed by him in his official and 
personal relations on the islands by which you will be guided so far as they 
are applicable and not inconsistent with what is herein contained. 

It remains to acquaint you with the President's conclusions upon the facts 
8 in Mr. Blount's reports and to direct your course in accordance 


The Provisional Government was not established by the Hawaiian 
ple, or with their consent or acquiescence, nor has it since existed with their 
consent. The Queen refused to surrender her powers to the Provisional 
Government until convinced that the minister of the United States has 
recognized it as the de facto authority, and would por inne defend it with 
the mili force of the United States, and that resistance would precipi- 
tate a bloody conflict with that force. She was advised and 1 by her 
ministers and by the leaders of the movement for the overthrow of her Gov- 
ernment that if she surrendered under protest her case would afterwards be 
fairly considered by the President of the United States. The Queen finally 
panin i yielded to the armed forces of the United States. then quartered in Hon- 
olulu, relying upon the good faith and honor of the President. when informed 
of what had oceurred, to undothe action of the minister and 
and the authority which she claimed as the constitutional sovereign of the 
Hawatian Islands. 

After a patient examination of Mr. Blount's the President is satis- 
fied that the movement against the Queen if not instigated was encouraged 
and suppor by the representative of this Government at Honolulu; that 
he pro im advance to aid her enemies in an effort to overthrow the 
Hawaiian Government and set up by force a new government in its place, 
and that he kept this promise by causing a detachment of troops to be landed 
from the Boston on the 16th of January and by the Provisional 
Government the next day, when it was too feeble to defend itself, aud the 
constitutional government was able to successfully maintain its authority 
areon any threatening force other than that of United States already 


The President has therefore determined that he will not send back to the 
Senate for its action thereon, the treaty which he withdrew from that body 
for further consideration on the 9th day of March last. 

On your arrival at Honolulu you will take advan of an early oppor- 
tunity to inform the Queen of this determination, known to her the 
President's sincere regret that the reprehensible conduct of the American 
minister and the unauth presence on land of a military force of the 
United States obliged her to surrender her sovereignty for the time being 
and rely on the justice of this Government to undo the flagrant wrong. 

You will, however, at the same time inform the Queen that when rein- 


stated the President expects that she will pursuea ous course by 
granting full amnesty to all who spe eet in the movement against her, 
uding persons whoareor have officially or otherwise connected with 


the Provisional Government, depriving them of no right or privilege which 
they enjoyed before the so-called revolution. All obligations created by the 
8 3 poke due course of ip eigen tration should be assumed. 
a secured the n's agreement 
gio, which it is believed you willspeedily o 
xecutive of the Provisional Government and his 
dent's de of thequestion which their action and that of the Quven 
devolved upon him, and that they are expected to promptly relinquish to her 
her constitutional authority. 

Should the Queen decline to pursue the liberalcourse suggested, cr should 
the Provisional Government refuse to abide by the President's decision, you 
will report the facts and await further directions. 

In carrying out these general instructions, you will be guided largely by 
your own good judgment in dealing with the delicate situation. 

Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 


nie Mr. Gresham to Mr. Blount, confidential instructions, March 
i MR. GRESHAM TO MR. WILLIS, 
[Telegram sent through dispatch agent at San Francisco.] 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, November 24, 1893. 

The brevity and uncertainty of your ms are n will 

insist upon amnesty and recognition of obligations of the Pro Gov- 

ernment as essential conditions of restoration. All interests will be pro- 

moted by prompt action. 

W. Q GRESHAM. 


MR. GRESHAM TO MR. WILLIS, 
[Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF SPATE, Washington, December 8, 1898. 


Your > which was answered by steamer on the 25th of November 
seems to call for additional instructions. * 

Should the Queen refuse assent to the written conditions, you will at once 
inform her that the President will cease interposition in her behalf and that 


while he deems it his the consti- 
tutional government of the islands, his on will 
depend upon the Queen’s unqualified agreement that al) obligations created 
by the Pro Government ina or. course of administration shall be 
assumed, and upon such pledges by her as will prevent the adoption of any 
measures of proscription or punishment for what has been done in the past 
by those sett: up or supporting the Provisional Government. The Presi- 
pent feels that by our interference and what followed we have in- 
curred responsibilities. to the whole Hawaiian community, and it would not 
be 2 to go one party at the mercy of the other. 

Should the Queen ask whether if she accedes to conditions active ste 
will be taken by the United States to effect her restoration or to main 
her authority thereafter, you will say that the President can not use force 
without the authority of Congress. 

Should the Qneen accept conditions and the Provisional Government re- 
fuse to surrender, you will be governed previous instructions. If the 
Provisional Government asks whether the United States will hold the Queen 
to fulfillment of stipulated conditions you will say the President, acting 
under dictates of honor and duty as he has done in endeavoring to effeci 
restoration, will do all in his constitutional power to cause observance of the 
conditions he has imposed. 

GRESHAN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the messaze of 
the President, with the accompanying documents, will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign tions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Has a motion been made to that effeet? 

Mr. VILAS and others. No, 

Mr. HOAR. I make that motion. I move that the message 
and accompanying documents be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOLPH. Printed and referred. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that they ba printed and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and I desire the motion under 
the rule to go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands: R 

A bill (H. R. 69) 3 Umitations of time for completion 
of title to certain lands d of under act of Congress ap- 
proved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory thereto 
andsupplemental thereto, and commonly known as the donation 
act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupantson said 
lands; and 

A bill — R. 73) nd ee to the act of Congress approved 
January 28, 1879, entitled An act defining the manner in which 
certain land scrip may be assigned and located or applied by act- 
ual settlers, and providing for the issue of patents in the name 
of the locator or his legal representatives.” 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories: 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States; and 

A bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the admission of the State of 
Arizona into the Union, and for other purposes. 

The joint resolution H. Res. 97) donating two obsolete cannon 
to the cities of Allegheny and Pittsburg, Pa., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4610) to improve the methods of accounting in 
the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes, was read 


to endeavor to restore to the sov: 
further efforts in that 


twice by its title. 
72 5 ICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that an 
appropriation of $400 be included in the urgent deficiency appro- 
peanas bill for traveling expenses for inspector of furniture 
or public buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PASCO presented petitions of Frank E. Saxon and 15 
other business men of Hernando County, of J. M. Barco and 16 
other business men of Levy County, and of J. M. Fleming and 
25 other business men of Citrus County, all in the State of Flor- 
ida, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a 
term of the United States circuit and district courts at Ocala, 
Marion County, Fla.; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the 
of the so called Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER, presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, S. C., praying for the estublishment of a 
navy-yard at that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
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Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of soldiers of the late 
war, citizens of Fairfield, Washingtonville, Madison County. 


Washington Court-House, Chicago, Centerton, Bryan, New 
Richmond, Rutland, and Scioto and Pike counties, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for an investigation of the Pension Bu- 
reau; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present a memorial of several thousand iron 
miners in the mines of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin, and 
the memorial of John Cailson and several hundred iron miners 
at Ely, Minn., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty 
on iron ore, representing that they are out of employment, and 
that the mines in which they formerly worked are closed. I 
move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) Press 
Feeders’ Union, praying for Government ownership of telegraph 
and telephone lines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Nashville (Tenn.) 
branch of the Journeymen Stone-Cutters’ Association of North 
America, praying that the Government of the United States be- 
come the owner or take control of the telegraphic system of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of A. Steffen, a tobacco 
manufacturer of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against a re- 
duction of the duty on Sumatra and other leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, presented a petition of lithog- 

rapbers of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for an increase in the duty 
on lithographic plates from 25 per cent ad valorem to 50 per cent 
ad valorem; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 163, 
of Superior, Wis., praying for the establishment of a govern- 
mental telegraph system; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Port Townsend, Wash., stating ‘‘ that acommercial necessity 
exists to have a suitable life-saving station established on the 
Pacific coast between Cape Flattery and Destruction Island,“ 
and praying that an appropriation be made for that purpose; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Savannah (Ga.) 
Cotton Exchange, praying that anappropriation be made for an 
examination of the old inland route between Savannah and 
Wrights Rivers, in the State of Georgia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Sumter County (Ga.) Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, praying for the enactment of legislation increas- 
ing the circulating medium; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Colum- 
bus, Ga., praying relief for corporations and others using evi- 
dences of indebtedness as a circulating medium during the re- 
cent unprecedented stringency and financial depression; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Macon, 
Ga.. of the Board of Trade of Savannah, Ga., and of the Georgia 
Bankers’ Association of Macon, Ga., praying relief for banks is- 
suing clearing-house certificates during the late financial strin- 
gency; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2246) for the appoint- 
ment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and measures in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 968) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer 
of weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ 
Home, reported it without amendment. i 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committes on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S.1113) to release and 
turn over to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. Au- 
gusta certain property in the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with an amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, trust, 
and releases of land in the District of Columbia, and for other 
l reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. ` 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill S. 1267) authorizing the at- 
torney for the District of Columbia and his assistants o adminis- 
ter oaths and affirmations, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751, in the 
city of Washington, D. C., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1086) to close alleys in square No. 751, in thecity of Wash- 
ington. D. C., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 356) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to reserve from sale certain land in the abandoned Fort 
Cummings military reservation, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


FORT BRIDGER MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CAREY. I am directed by the Committee on Pyblic 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 165) to provide for the 
disposal of the Fort Bridger abandoned military reservation, in 
the State of Wyoming, to report it with an amendment, and I 
ask unanimous consent that it may be considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That all publiclands now remaining undisposed of within 
the abandoned military reservation in the State of Wyoming known as the 
Fort Bridger military F made subject to disposal under 
the homestead law only: Pro That actual occupants thereon upon the 
ist day of July, 1892. shall have the preference right to make one entry not 
exc ag one quarter section under existing laws if qualified, which shall 
include their respective improvements: Provided further, That any of such 
lands as are occupied for town-site purposes and any of the lands that may 
be shown to be valuable for coal or minerals shall be dis: of as now pro- 
vided for lands subject to entry and sale under the town-site, coal, or mineral 
land laws, respectively. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was to add 
at the end of the bill the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall reserve from 

1, under the provisions of this act, any lands included in said reser- 
vation which may have heretofore been used for cemetery purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed forathird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. BERRY. I desire togive notice that t-morrow morning 
immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the bill known as the bill to repeal the 
Federal election laws, for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
upon it. . 

po BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1293) to relieve Benjamin 
F. Church from the charge of desertion; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1294) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Benjamin Hartley; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE of California introduced a bill (S. 1295) to reim- 
burse the Statesof California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys 
by them expended in the suppression of the rebellion: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1296) for the relief of Andrew 
Gray: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1297) fixing the limit of in- 
debtedness which may be incurred by Salt Lake City; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1298) to remove from the 
rolls of the Army the cha of desertion against Neil Patton, 
late of Batte „Second United States Artillery, and to grant 
grant him an honorable discharge; which was read twice by its 
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title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1299) for the relief of John 
B. Roach and William F. McPherson, executors of John Roach, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. $ 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to introduce another bill, and in view 
of the importance of the subject-matter of the bill I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be read at length. 4 

The bill (S. 1300) to provide funds for immediate use in reliev- 

want and destitution throughout the country was read the 
first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Whereas want and destitution among the poor and unemployed people is 
advertised in the newspaper press of the country; and 

Whereas it appears that there is urgent need of money to relieve the dis- 
tress occasion: y such want and destitution; and 

Whereas it appears further that the distress has reached a degree beyond 
present ability of local arrangements to properly relieve; and 

Whereas Congress has heretofore 8 relief in cases of pressing emer- 
gencies in the several States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc. That in the name and on behalt ot the people of the United 
States, the Secretary of the 8 hereby authorized and required to 
deliver to the presidents of the boards of national relief commissioners of 
the several States herein authorized to be appointed, the several amounts 
of money and in the manner hereinafter prescribed. 

SEC. 2, That whenever, within ten days after the approval of this act, the 
shall certify to the President of the 

d States that there is, within the limits of such State or Territory, dis- 
tress among the poor and unemployed e le; that such distre-s exis 
among and affects large numbers of people who are, by reason of their pov- 
erty, unable to help themselves; that such distress bas reached a point beyond 
the capacity of present local 5 to adequately relieve, or that if 
funds have provided for relief purposes they have been exhausted or 
are not available for immediate use in the impen 


pornon of any State or Territo 
nite 


oners to re- 
ed by this act, the firstnamed of such commis- 
sioners to act as dent, the second as treasurer, and the third as secre- 
tary of the board of national relief commissioners for the cular State 
or Territory, and he shall thereupon notify the Satta the 8 of 
said appointments. The members of sald board shall take the usual oath of 
office and the treasurer shall execute a bond in the sum of 8100, 000, to be ap- 
proved by the United States district attorney for the district in which the 
capital of the State or Territory is located, conditioned for the faithful 
discharge of his duties and that he will openly account for all moneys 
intrusted to him under the 3 of this act. The oaths of the com- 
missioners and the bond of the treasurer shall be filed in the office of the 
clerk of said district court, The commissioners shall immediately meet at 
the capital of the State or Territory and organize. On notice from the said 
Uni States district attorney and the governor of the State or Territory, 
in a joint communication, that the board of national rellef commissioners 
is duly organized as required by this act the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause to be delivered to the treasurer of said board one-fourth part of the 
aggregate amourt of money herein allowed to such State or Terri , and 
he shall notat any time pay or deliver to such officer more than such one- 
fourth part unless the governor, at the end of thirty days after such pay- 
ment, shall certify that the distress continues and that more money is re- 
quired to relieve it, in which case another one-fourth part of saidaggregate 
amount may be forwarded, and so, on like certificate by the governor thirty 
days after each pament another one-fourth part may be sent until the ag- 
gregate sum isall paid: Provided, That the aggregate amount allowed to 
each State or Territory shall not exceed 81 for every ten inhabitants of such 
State or Territory as shown by the census of 1890. 

Src. 3. For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act the sum 
of 26,300, or so much thereof as may benecessary, is hereb: RIES riated, 
and the said amount shall be provided as follows: First. the silver dol- 
lars now in the Treasury, and not covered by certificates outstanding, shall 
be used; and if these be not enough to supply the whole amount required, 
second, the Secretary of the Treasury s immediately cause to be coined 
from any silver bullion now in the Treasury standard silver dollars enough 
to make up the whole amount. 

Src. 4. That the several boards of national relief commissioners are 
hereby authorized to turn over to duly authorized officers of municipalities 
and of private relief organizations, in the several counties, cities, and towns 
of their respective States and Territories, such portions of the moneys in- 
trusted to them by this act as they may deem best to make the provisions 
of this law most effective. 

SEC. 5. That the nembers of said boards of national relief commissioners 


ceive and apply money 


and all other persons n in the distribution and application ot 


the funds herein provided shall, for the purposes of this act, be deemed and 
held to be officers of the United Staves, subject to be dealt with as such in 
case of fraud, embezzlement, or theft. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the bill may be laid on the table tem- 

rarily, and to-morrow as soon as the Senator from 55 

ERR VI has concluded his remarks, or as soon thereafter as I can 
get the floor, I shall submit some remarks on the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1301) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Hiram Somerville; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 1302) to establish the boun- 
daries of the Yellowstone National Park, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1303) for the relief of the Over- 
ton Hotel Company, of Memphis, Tenn.: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1304) to make Commo- 
dore William P. McCann, of the Navy, a rear- admiral on the re- 
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tired list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1305) to amend an act re- 
lating to the incorporation of certain corporations within the 


District of Columbia. approved October 1, 1890; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
0 umbia. 


Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 1306) to establish a port of 
delivery at Bonners Ferry, Idaho; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1307) to 
rohibit horse-racing in the District of Columbia between the 
st day of December and the Ist day of April, each succeeding 

year, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1308) for the relief of Sim- 
eon Motz, Nathaniel Robbins. and William J. Sloan; which 
bd tond twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1309) to provide for the 
. government of foreign countries and places acquired 
x A treaty or otherwise; which was read the first time by its 

tle. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the bill read at length. 
The bill was read the second time at length. and referred to 

the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the United States shall acquire dominion 
over any foreign country or place, by treaty of annexation or otherwise, the 
President of the United States, with the advice and consent of the Sena 
may appoint a governor for the same and a legislative council, to consist o 
any number of persons not less than five nor more than twenty-five, whose 
acts shall be subject to revision orrepeal by Congress; and, unless the trea 
of annexation or cession shall otherwise provide, said governor and counc: 
shall constitute and conduct a provisional government for such country or 
place until Congress shall otherwise provide by law. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1310) for the relief of Alfred 
M. Burnham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1311) for the relief of George F. 
Rider; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1312) for the relief of 
the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to loan the Columbian caravels 
to the American National Red Cross, Incorporated; which was 
3 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a pins resolution (S. R. 47) concern- 
ing the appropriation for the introduction of a water supply to 
thestation of the United States Fish Commission in Lake County, 
Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EXTENSION OF MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE. 


Mr. HARRIS. Some days ago a joint resolution proposing to 
extend Massachusetts avenue through the Naval Observatory 
grounds was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. Lreferred the joint resolution to the Secretary of the Navy, 
and he sends me a communication and the draft of a bill in re- 
spect to the Naval Observatory grounds that I think important. 
I therefore move that the communication be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. MARTIN, it was 

Ordered, That Mr. J. A. McCreary, of Emporia, Lyon aoe f Kans., have 
leave to withdraw from the files all documents and paues ed by him to 
accompany Senate bills Nos. 1816 and 1817, introduced during the Fifty-second 
Congress, subject to the rules, 

On motion of Mr. HUNTON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers rela! to the claims of the stockholders of the 
Seaboard and Roanoke Railroad Company be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on . 


ADDITIONAL SENATE MESSENGER. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed to 
employ an additional messe ata salary of $1,440 per annum, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, until othe: provided for. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury bedirected to transmit to the 
Senate a list of the judgments of the Court of Claims rendered since March 
4, 1893, on which there has been no appeal, and the time for appeal has ex- 
pired. 
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GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution, which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number al- 
ready ordered by law, 15,500 copies of the fourteenth annual report of the 
Director of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preced- 
ing volumes of the series, of which 3.500 shall be for use of the Senate, 7,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the 
Geological Survey. 


MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask its 
consideration, if that is according to the rule. Iam not quite 
certain whether I have a right to do so or not, 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senale (the House of ta span concurring), That a com- 
mittee to consist of three Senators to 59 — by the President of the 
Senate, and three members of the House o tatives to be appointed 
by the Speaker, be whose duty it shall be toexamine into and report 
upon the present condition of the Maritime Canal of Nicaragua, now being 
constructed under a charter granted by the Co of the United States 
and under concessions granted by the States. of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
and the prospect of the compietion of said work under the control and with 
means to be raised by the said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, and 
such other matters connected with the construction and control of said 
canal as may better enable Congress to determine what legislation, if any, 
is proper and necessary for the Bar omen of the general welfare of the 
peopleand Government of the United States. 

2. Said commi tee may hold its sessions during the sessions of eng Sees 
at any place in the United States, and may proceed to Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica and there conduct the exuminations required by these resolutions, and 
the expenses of said committee incurred on port po of the Senate shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, the expenses incurred on 
pd got of the House of Representatives shall be paid out of the contingent 
of said Ho 


8. Bald Jett 8 shall choose its chairman and appoint a clerk and 
stenographer, and a sergeant-at-arms, who shall have, respectively, an al- 
lowance of $5 per diem while in the service of the committee. and said com- 
zea shall report upon the matters committed to them by these resolu- 
t 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution will have to go the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the question in my mind. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will so hold. The con- 
current resolution will be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to make an inquiry on that 
point. The suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee is true in 
respect of a resolution passed merely 3 of the Senate. 
All resolutions passed by authority of the Senate which incur 
expenses imposed upon the contingent fund of this body must of 
course go to that committee. This is a concurrent resolution, 
and I wish to inquire whether that does not make a difference. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg leve to suggest to my friend from 
Alabama that any resolution, whether a Senate rasolution or a 
concurrent one, that makes a charge upon the contingent fund 
of the Senate is required by law to go to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Then perhaps I am in error. I was quite 
uncertain and mentioned the fact that I was uncertain about it 
at the time the resolution was introduced. However, I should 
like to say a few words upon the resolution. 

The Con of the United States finds itself now in an atti- 
tude in reference to the Ni n Canal which requires in 
good faith to its own people and in good faith to all the gov- 
ernments of the world that we should determine whether we 
intend to take any legislative steps for assisting the canal project 
or not. It may not be the judgmentof Congress that the United 
States ought to be in anywise connected in the way of financial 
support with the construction of the canal, or it may be that the 
e of Congress is that we ought to take the subject up and 
badoo its patrons and benefactors to the extent that we should 
have the control of it. I mean, of course, the actual and finan- 
cial control; I do not mean the political sovereignty over the 
country where the canal is to be constructed. 

But it is due to the Maritime Canal Company, which has spent 
about six or seven million dollars in the construction of the work; 
it is due to the yeople of the United States, and particularly to 
the people of the Western coast of the United States, that this 
line of communication shall either be adopted and executed by 
Congress, with all convenient and economic speed, or else that 
we shall at once announce our intention not to do this thing, and 
not to interfere with it, so that the company, chartered under 
our laws, can go abroad or come to the people of the United 
States or the States of the American Union and obtain funds for 
the building of the canal as a private enterprise and conduct it 
hereafter without any interruption from the Congress of the 
United States. 

What I desire to do, asa friend of the canal, is to have the 


subject disembarrassed of the difficulties with which it is con-. 


tinually contending. I believe that, notwithstanding the strin- 
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gency of the times, the great difficulty in raising money upon 
securities of any kind, if Congress had never interposed an ob- 
jection and had never undertaken to legislate upon this subject 
at all, the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, under the great 
powers and beneficial advantages we have given it in the char- 
ter, and under the encouragement of the Governments of Nic- 
Araua and Costa Rica, with the assistance, of otber governments 
of the world {which in the absence of assistance from us they 
have a perfect right to render, would today have been ina 
career of decided prosperity. It would have been working along, 
and would have commended itself to the world as an institution 
which was really established in the public faith and confidence 
and would work out in spite of all opposition and all embarrass- 
ment. 

Tsay this, Mr. President, because of the enormous advantages 
which must inure to the holders of the stock of the Maritime 
Canal Company whenever the canal is completed. We have but 
one example to which we can reer of an international character 
to sustain and support the proposition which I am now advanc- 
ing, and that is the example of the Suez Canal. That was not 
built by a government, it was built by priret enterprise, as- 
sisted by the Khedive of Egypt, but most la. gely out ot the funds 
of the people of France, who subscribed to the securities of that 
company, taking its bunds, ete. But it haseventuated in Great 
Britain buying up the interest of Egypt in the canal and mak- 
ing a vast amount of money, four or five fold the money they 
put into the canal. It has been completed and is now being 
duplicated—thatis to say, enlarged to double its former size—and 
the income from it is something that is wonderful, connected 
with such a vast investment. There is poet no investment 
approaching it in magnitude in the world that yields an income 
so great and so steady and so perfectly secured. 

herefore I feel authorized to say, upon the example of the 
completion and prosperity of the Suez Canal, that if the canal 
across the Isthmus of Darien were built through Nicara 
(which is now the only place where a canal is possible, accord 
to the consensus of the opinion of the whole civilized world), ft 
would be one of the most profitable investments to be found in 
the reach of the enterprise of financial men in the world. So 
I argue, indeed I conclude, that if the United States Govern- 
ment had not interfered in anyway with this matter that canal 
would have gone on prosperously. 

But at the same time the burden of it upon the people of the 
United States would have been something enormous. Congress 
made an effort to relieve the people of the United States from 
this very heavy burden by taking up the subject and proposing 
to advance the money for the purpose of building the canal, so 
as to bring the cost of construction down to the lowest dollar 
possible, and so that in profits upon the stock of the 
canal we could save to the people of the United States and of 
course to the people of the rest of the world a dollar and a half 
or two dollars a ton upon all the merchandise that might pass 
through the canal back and forth. 

The proposition here was to get control of the enterprise 
(which, so far as we are concerned, was in its financial features 
at least a private enterprise) and work it for the benefit of the 
people of the United States so as to make it cost them as little as 
possible, und thereby get as low a rate of toll as possible. That 
was the effort in Congress, but we have had much opposition, 
and doubt, and distrust, and difficulty about the matter. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the Congress of the United 
States interfering with this matter any farther exo pt upon a 
conclusive determination of the two bodies that they intend to 
take it up and dispose of it. If we do not intend to assist in 
building the c2nal, in the name of conscience let us take our 
hands off it, so that the men who have invested their money in it 
and who have the credit, as they believe and as I believe, to build 
the canal, may go along and doit. The people of the United 
States want this connection between the two oceans. The peo- 

le of the world want it. The progress of this age demands it. 

t is the grandest work that has ever entered into the eg 0 
tion of the human mind. But it is not a recent conception. It 
is 150 years, or perhaps 200 yearsold. It has been going through 
the thought of statesmen in various countries for more than a 
centu y. yes, for more than two centuries, and has always re- 
ceived the approval of the most sedate minds that have ever at- 
tempted to investigate it. 

The object of my resolution is to enable a committee of Con- 
gress, to be composed of three gentlemen from each House, to 
go down there. I will not be one of them, bechuse owing to 
present circumstances it is impossible_for me to go upon such a 
mission, but there are other gentlemen who are willing to go. 
They can there determine what is the present condition of 
work on the canal and the prospect of the work and examine 


into every fact connected with it of every kind and character, 
political, 


financial, and commercial, and come back and make 


1893. 
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their report to the two Houses of Congress. Then we shall be 
pre to enter determinately upon the questi n whether we 
will.or will not take part in the building of the canal. That 
is the flest question to bə settled. After we have determined, 
for instance, that we will build the canal, the question as 
to the mode of construction, the measures by which we can 
secure the Treasury of the United States, and by which we can 
realize to the people of the United States the reduction of 
the tolls upon the canal, are all matters of detail about which 
the two Houses can veryreadilyagree. There is no danger of our 
oing wild about it atall. We can take this measure upafter the 
Ben ste and House hive concluded that it is their duty to build 
the canal and dispose of the details, I think, without any serious 
difficulty whatever. > 
My friend, the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], and myself 
were invi ed before a committee of the House of Representatives 
the other day to express some opinions and give some informa- 
tion that we were supposed to have upon this question. The 
roposition of which I um now speaking originated in the other 
Hosio with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
I understand that they have made a unanimous report to that 
body of some kind, 1 do not know precisely what, but favorable 
to the sending of a joint committee of the two Houses to Nica- 
ragua; and I thought that it was my duty perhaps, as a friend of 
the measure, to introduce this scheme in order that it might un- 
dergo amendment if necessary, and, at all events, consideration. 
Lask that the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, if they appreciate the value of this matter as I think it de- 
serves to be appreciated, will take up the resolution as soon ps 
possible and report it back, because if the committees can ba 
raised they yo ght to go immediately and avail themselves 
of the holiday recess, so that their absence from Congress will 
not be a very long one. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. President, on Monday last I intro- 
duced a bill proposing to give authority to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture for the destruction and extermination of the new agri- 
cultural pestwhich has in recent years taken possession of many 
acres of Western land, known as the Russian thistle or Russian, 
cactus. I requested that the bill then lie on the table and gave 
notice that to-day I would call it up and submit some remarks 
thereon. I ask that the Secretary may read the bill for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1237) providing for the destruction and extermination of thenoxious 
Epai weed known as saltwort or Russian thistle or cactus. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized 
and directed to employ competent agents, not exceeding ten in number at 
any one time, whose duty it shall be, under instructions from the Secretary 
of aie ute ee to make examinations and investigations, at such points as 
may by him be deemed necessary, and to report to him with respect to the 
existence of the noxious plant or weed known as saltwort or Russian thist e 
or cactus in any of the States or Territories of the Union,.and upon receipt 


the said agents to em- 
the 


upon the pu 28 
its . to adjacent States or Territories or communities. The com - 
pensation of said agents shall be at the rate of $6 per diem, with all necessary 
expenses, while engaged in the actual performance of their duties, and the 
compensation of persons employed in the work of destroying and extermi- 
rer the thistles as aforesaid shall not exceed 82 per diem for adult males 
and p diem for females and for males under 14 years of age. 

SEC. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to prepare 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the speedy and ef- 
fectual destruction and extirpation of all saltwort or Russian thistle or 
cactus, as.aforesaid, and to certify such rules and regulations to the execu- 
tive authority of each State and Territory and invite said authorities to co- 
operate in the execution and enforcement of this act. 

Sec. g. That the sum of 1,000,000, to be immediately available, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 5 out of any moneys in 
3 not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the provisions 
0 sac 

Sro. 4. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall annually to Con- 

at the commencement.of each ‘session, a list of the names of all pa 
sons employed, their sex and age, and submit with such report an itemized 
statement of all nditures under this act. and give full particulars of the 
means adopted carried into effect for the destruction and extermination 
of all saltwort or Russian thistle or cactus in the various States and Terri- 
tories wherever found; also to report concerning the extent.and manner of 
State cobperation. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, this isa new subject, 
especially new to Congress, but it is by no means a new ques- 
tion. There is ample precedent for such legislation in the act 


of 1884, known as the pleuro-pneumonia act. I have had con- 
siderable hesitation in offering this measure, because I know 


there isa general aversion to what is known as paternalism, and 


that it will bring up the oid question between national author- 
ity and State authority. However, after a personal investiga- 
tion of the magnitude of the thistle pest and the trouble that it 
is giving the farmers of the West, and after exam ning all the 
reports which have been made upon it by officials sent out 
from the Agricultural Department. I concluded that there is but 
one way by which it may be eradicated and driven out of the 
agricultural sections of the West, and that wee I have provided, 
I believe, in the bill which has just been read. 

As I have said, there is but little known concerning this new 
agricultural pest. I find in the report of the Secretary of Agri. 
culture for 1891 but a very brief reference to it, which I will 
read. The Secretary says: 


The variety Tragus is not known to be native in this country, but its home 
is in Russia, and it has more than likely been introduced from that country 
either with forage seed or brought over in some way by emigrants. 

However it may have become introduced in the West, one thing is certain, 
and that is that it is rapidly sprea ling and threatens to be one of the very 
worst weeds with which the farmer will have to contend. It has already 

ained.a strong foothold in North and South Dakota, extending eastward 

to Minnesota and Wisconsin. and is common in northern Nebraska, and 
has beenrecently detected along railroad tracks near Denver, Colo. 


I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] to 
the fact that it has invaded his State and is doing a great deal 
of damage, as I shall show by reports from the Secretary as I 


roceed. 
7 I haye read about all the reference to this pest in the Report 
of the Secretary of Agriculture for 1891. I find in that report 
also a letter from the president of the Dakota Irrigation Com- 
pany, dated October 28, 1891, addressed to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. I shall read a brief extract from that letter. The 
writer says: 


This obnoxious weed has become so formidable in some portions of the 
State, notably in Scotland, S. Dak., where the Russians formerly settled, that 
many farmers are driven from their homes on account of it, A man who 
was there some time ago states that farmers were leaving their land by the 
dozens, simply because of this evil. As to the soil it affects, the plants are 
found in different soil, but thrive best in high. dry places, railroads being the 
favorite position, and the poorer the soil the more vigorously it grows. It 
is also found growing abundantly in cultivated elds, springing up among 
crops that are being cultivated, especially in wheat fields, but not as much 
in cornfields,as there they have a chance to kill the weeds as fust as they 
start. It is never found in low, wet places, and very seldom on the unbroken 

The weed is similar to the old-fashioned tumble-weed. and as it has 
millions of seeds. apy field where one of these plants has grown will be lit 
erally covered with the seeds. 

From the best authority I can obtain, there is no question but that the Rus- 
sians brought the seed to thiscountry. It is claimed that the tender plants 
make feed for stock; I have noticed that cattle and sh eat them 
when the weeds are very young, but the plant grows quickly and in a short 
time the stalk becomes hard, and then nothing will touch it. It is becoming 
a very serious question with our farmers how to free their land at this time, 
and unless some method is devised to stop its growth or exterminate it a 
great many acres will become valueless in a very short time. 


In the Report of the Secretary of Agriculture for 1892 I find 
this reference to the Russian thistle, which may be considered 
additional to what I have read from the report of 1891. The 
Secretary says: 


The Russian thistle grows best on high, dry land. The plants are less 
numerous and robust in wet than in dry seasons, not because they can not 
stand wet weather, but because they aremore crowded by other plants. The 
thistle appears to grow well in alkaline and no aline solls. 
The absence of trees and fences, the 8 winds, and the methods of farm- 
ing followed in the Northwest are parti ty favorable to its distribution 
and growth. The poy of growing only a few very profitable crops has 
induced the farmers to up a larger area than they can work well. 

Wheat is sowed over acre after acre, sometimes merely drilled in on the 
furrow, or even on unplowed stubble land. Where whole sections and even 
townships form one continuous wheat field, an acre here and there so grown 
up to weeds as not to be worth harvesting, does not seem to be of much im- 
portance; but it is in such places that the principal development of thistle 
seeds for the succeeding year takes place. 9 the spring or early 
summer is especially favorable to the growth of the Russian thistle, since it 
then obtains a thorough foothold in July, and, being able to stand dry 
weather better than other plants, takes complete possession of the 


In addition to this I find in a publication from the Department 
of Agriculture known as Farmers’ Bulletin No. 10, dated 1893, a 
report on this subject. This, I will say, was written by a gen- 
tleman who went to the West to inthe! res the Russian thistle 
and came back and made a re to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, which is very lengthy. Ishall only read passages from it 
which indicate the growth and the extent of the pest. The 


writer says: 

It will take ion of a field to the exclusion of 3 else, and it 
draws from land a large amount of nourishment that might otherwise 
go to make useful plants. In these ts it merely partakes of the prop- 


respec! 
erties of all weeds, e t that it 8 and multiplies more ra „and 
hence takes more s$ — mare eee p ais 
Some of its characteristics render this thistle much more trouble- 
some than other weeds. Itis armed with spines quite as sharpand much 
str than those of common thistles, Because of these it is difficult to 
drive horses through a field where the plants are abundant. In some sec- 
27 5 ind it necessary to bind leathers about the horses“ legs 
while 


* * + t * * * 
find it almost impossible to get 5 enough to keep the 


‘Thrashers 
spines „ et thin enough to wor 
‘The Russian thistle r tumbleweed on the je, and in 
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fire to stacks and buildings. 3 
them to be blown over by the force of the wind, are sometimes carri 
into the groves on tree claims, making it impossible to cultivate. * + + 
When large and well developed they.are bulky and „ ma it very dim - 
cult to run harvesting machinery or even a plow, On railro es they 
prevent the growth of grass and other plants that would keep the from 


The Russian thistle originated in Eastern Europe or Western Asia. It has 
been known in Russia many years and has quite as bad a reputation in the 
wheat regions there as it has in the Dakotas. It was introduced in Bon- 
homme ies S. Dak., about fifteen years ago. Reports differ as to the 
method of its introduction. There is little doubt, however, that it was first 
brought there in very small quantities in which was im from 


against wire fences, causin 
and 


Europe. * * * The few plants grown from the foreign grew, pro- 
duced seed, and increased slowly and almost unnoticed until about six years 
ago (1886). 


$ $ kd * * * * 


The Russian thistles are most wonderfully adapted for spreading and cover- 
ing new territory. As tumbleweeds they are carried for miles by the wind, 
scattering seeds as they go. By this means alone they often advance 5 or 
10 miles in a single season. Single stray weeds may doubtless be blown 
much farther. The general advance is in the direction of the prevailing 
winds or the most frequent high winds, but the shifting breezes beat the 
plants about and seed all the area occupied. In many localities where afew 

lants were first seen four or five years ago every spot of land where the sod 
bes been broken is now occupied. On every badger burrow and overfed spot 
in the prairie; on every T: e, railroad embankment, fire-break, and neg- 
lected garden; on every field of early-plowed land or stubble may be seen a 

tch of thistles. The seeds are not here and there, as with Eastern weeds, 
t they are everywhere. The few plants introduced four or five years ago 
have seeded the land for miles in every direction. 

Plants are carried long distances on therailroad: ase ty $ is by stealing rides on the 
brake-rods and on the engines. They are alsoc: in the bedding or earth 
on stock cars. The seed is carried in fiaxseed to considerable extent, but in 
none of the other grains raised in the West. 

Whenever the plants or seeds thus carried by man are dropped they make 
new centers of growth, from which they may be scattered to the surround- 
ing country by the wind. They grow larger and more abundant some years 
than others; but even during their off years they keep on spreading over 
new territory. 


Here is an estimate made by the writer of this report of the 
damage done by the pest in 1892. He says: 

In the badly infested area more than 610,000 acres are devoted to wheat- 
raising. The average loss on this land that may be attributed to the Rus- 
sian thistle alone can not be less than 5 bushels per acre, and 3,200,000 bushels 
of wheat at the minimum price of 50 cents per bushel— 

That was the farm price last year. Since then the Sherman 
act has been repealed and now the farm price is about 40 cents— 
indicates a loss to the farmers of the two Dakotas of $1,600,000, The loss in 
other crops, the injuries caused by the spines and the fires caused by the 

lants jumping flrebreaks will bring the total loss to something more than 
$200,000 for the year 1802. 

Here is a loss to agriculture in the Western States of upwards 
of $2,000,000 in one year. 

I called upon the Secretary of Agriculture recently and had 
compiled at the Department an estimate of the loss for the year 
1893, by way of contrast, showing the extent and growth of this 
weed. The estimate is as follows: 


ESTIMATE OF DAMAGE CAUSED BY THE RUSSIAN THISTLE IN 1893. 
About one-tenth of thecorn crop of the two Dakotas has been dam- 


at least | per cent, causing a loss of una0nninnMnnn 85, 000 

Fully ae of the oats crop been damaged 10 per cent, a 190 800 

ß 5 
The flax crop in many places has been a total failure, and the dam- 

age to the entire crop is not less than 33} per cent, a loss of....... 600,000 
About 10 per cent of the wheat in North Dakota and about 75 

cent of that in South Dakota is wn in the infested area. e 

damage to wheat in this area is fully 20 per cent, a loss of 3, 000, 000 
The dam: to potatoes and other crops, and to farm machinery 

and siete. and due to fires carried by the thistles is at least 200, 000 


The damage in Iowa and Nebraska 


000 

Making a total loss of $4,395,000 for the present year. If the 

pest continues to spread, as it certainly will unless effective 

measures are taken fo destroy it, it will soon cover the wheat 

fields of all the Western States. In five or six years, if it is not 

checked, the States of Iowa, Minnesota, Kansas, Nebraska, and 
North and South Dakota will be completely overrun with it 

I have one other item of evidence to offer in connection with 
what I have already read. It is from Prof. H. L. Bolley, botan- 
ist of the Government experiment station of North Dakota. He 
thus speaks of the thistle in a recent special bulletin: 

Ofits damaging capabilities I need only note that entire fields of large 
area may be seen into which it would be extreme cruelty to force a team, 
because of the large size, density, and thorny nature of the brush. Within 
the area of its distribution In South Dakota (most of that portion known as 
the James River Valley) many farms are being abandoned, the cactus hav- 

taken full possession. 

m Lisbon to Bageley. and southward from these two points, there may 
be seen many fields which in the spring gave We of a good yield of wheat. 
At this date the ground is occupied by a solid mass of cactus brush; and there 
was no harvest. Three years ago farmersin that region were hardly aware 
of the existence of such a weed, but were at times interested in a few stray 
ones tumbling across the prairie. Sixteen years the weed did not exist 
in the Dakotas; yet in 1892 Government officials es ted the damage upon 
wheat land alone as being $1,600,000. 

This report was made by a gentleman who is on the ground 
and who has observed the growth and spread of the t e. 

Having thus reviewed the reports of the Department of Ag- 
riculture with respect to the thistle for the years 1891-92, I now 
submit a brief review of the most recent information on the sub- 
ject. The following memorandum is furnished by Mr. Coville, 


in charge of the division of botany of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. It is from information 1 7 petaron by Assistant 
Botanist Dewey, who has done all the field work in connection 
with the Russian thistle. Mr. Dewey returned from the affected 
districts only a few days ago. The history of this terrible plague 
is thus brought down to date. It was prepared especially at my 
request, to be used in connection with the data already submitted: 


In September and October, 1892, a field agent was sent by the United States 
Department of Agriculture to investigate the da done by the Russian 
thistle in North and South Dakota. A report of this investigation was sub- 
sequently published as Farmers“ Bulletin, No, 10, of the artment of 
Agriculture, giving a map of the area infested at that time by the weed, an 
estimate of the damage caused by it,and an account of some of the methods 
which might be used to stop its progress. The information brought out in 
this bulletin would have done a great deal toward enabling the people of 
those States to repress the Russian thistle, if it had been widely dissemi- 
nated among them, and if they had been impressed by State or national leg- 
islation with the danger of the weed with which they had to deal. 

In November of the present year the same region was examined by the 
same feld agent, and the facts brought out are such as to cause the greatest 
ap, rehension regarding the future of wheat-growing in these and adjacent 
States. The rapid spread of the weed is indicated by a mapshowing its dis- 
tribution at the present time compared with its known distribution in 1892, 
both these naye being based on data brought together by the United States 
Department of Agriculture. 


The map referred to is on exhibition in the Chamber. The 
green background represents the area covered by the thistle in 
1802, the red indicates the spreading of the thistle in the year 
1892. It will be seen by reference to this map that the thistle is 
found as far South as the north line of Kansas, and as far North 
as the Dominion line. It also a pecs asfar West as Wyoming, 
and as far East as Milwaukee, W It is only a question ot time 
when it will extend from ocean to ocean, and from Texas to the 
North Pole, unless checked, and checked without delay. 

Mr. Dewey then goes on to give the history of the weed in the 
United States. He says: 


In 1873 it was first introduced in Bon Homme County, S. Dak., in flaxseed 
brought from Russia. Four years later Yankton County was invaded. Ten 
years after its first introduction it was spread to Hutchinson, Douglas, and 
Charles Mix, the tier of counties to the north and west. 

In 1888 it was first noticed in many new localities and probably fresh seed 
was introduced in some of the Russian flax flelds in the northwestern part 
of South Dakota during that year. Since 1888 the pest has been rapidly cov- 
ering all the region infested, and at the same time has been spreading to 
new localities, so that now it is really troublesome over an area of 25,000 
square miles, equal to half New England, and it has become scattered but 
has not yet become really troublesome over an additional area of at least 
phe information recetved by the Department of Agricult the pres: 

e Information rece! e ment o culture up to the 
ent time shows that the w is scattered over seventy-five counties in the 
States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Iowa. and Wyo. ; that the average damage done by it in the region is ap- 
roximately 20 per cent of the entire crop; that in the seventy-five counties 
“+ 2 the weed positively occurs about two-thirds of the land is infested 
yit. 

The agencies by which the seed is transported to new areas are principally 
in fiax and wheat seed, by transportation on trains and by the wind. It is 
also carried about by families moving from one t to another, and by 
thresh machines trave from farm to farm. The damage thus far done 
is probably slight in com m With the amount which may be expected in 
the future, if we estimate the damage on the basis of the rapidity with which 
the plant spreads, and the fact that in the areas already infested by it, it is 
annually causing AN damage per acre. From some localities reports 
— 5 been received that the entire crops were rendered worthless by this 
wee 

The problem of eradication in the counties now infested is a problem of 
the greatest difficulty, requiring the expenditure of a large sum of money, 
and the active coöperation of the abitants, together with a carefully 
arranged and executed plan of work. X 

Many diferent means to check the progressof the weed have already been 
suggested by the Departmentof Agriculture. Among theseare late summer 
fallowing, early fall plowing, burning, and pasturing it with sheep. None 
8 methods have, however, any efficacy if they are not universally ap- 
plied. 


In this connection Senators will understand that it is useless 
for a single farmer or 0 Serene of farmers to undertake 
to rid their land of the thistle while any other number of farmers 
neglect to do so, because the winds will simply carry the seeds 
over the lands which had been protected ag tit. Theresult 
is the next year the industrious farmers will have as great a crop 
of thistle as their neighbors who failed to take proper precautions, 
So it must be apparent that any move against this enemy must 
be made all 2 the line simultaneously and by some precon- 
certed measure adopted, I believe, as it should be, by Congress, 
and under rules coming from the Secre of Agriculture, be- 
cause the States are simply powerless to deal with it. On ac- 
count of the present low prices of grain all over this country 
the farmers can not afford to add another single dollar to any 
acre which they cultivate. They are now putting every dollar 
of money and every hour of time they have into the prepara- 
tion of their lands for their crops year after year, and the ne- 
cessity of expending any amount on their farms in addition to 
the usual expenses incident to the raising of crops would sim- 
ply drive them out of business. 

The report of Mr. Dewey concludes as follows: 


With regard to the further spread of the weed, the test emphasis 
should be placed upon the question of pure seed of flax, and other 
cro So important a matter is this that it is almost necessary that State 
and national legislation should be enacted making obligatory the inspection 
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ot all seed exported from the ſufested area. If such were nad been in vogue The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be soreferred, in 


when the Russian thistle was first introduced into United States, it 
would have been easily exterminated, and no more single important item 
in dealing with the weed can be suggested than this. 

Mr. President, the closing . of this report gives a 
very fair illustration of the damage which is being done, and I 
again call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to this para- 

raph, because it pertains to the ravages of the Russian thistle 
fh his State. 

Inthe single county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa, it is estimated 
that the da done by this weed during the season of 1890 was 3 
none; in 1891, $2,000; in 1892, $10,000, and in the present season, 250,000. 

This is in one county in Northwestern Iowa. 

The amount of damage indicated in this estimate is not so alarming as the 
rate of increase which it shows. The damage to the crops was much greater 
during the present year (1893) than in the previous year (1892), but owing to 
the difference in the price of n the increase does not 6 so large as 
it really is. The damage in 1892 was estimated at $2,000,000. This year it is 
estimated at 81.39 000, showing an increase of $2,395,000 in spite of the de- 
creased prices and decreased crops due to other causes. 

Mr. President, I have been at considerable pains to collect 
everything I could concerning this plant, and consider that I was 
very fortunate a few days ago in making the acquaintance of a 
distinguished Russian scientist, who is now traveling over the 
United States, and is at present in this city, and who gave me 
much valuable information. I refer to Prince Galitzen, who is 
a member of the Russian Geographical Association, and also a 
member, I believe, of the agricultural society of the province of 
Pultava, in Russia, and himself a large landowner and agricul- 


turist. 

Prince Galitzen tells me that four years 
Russia, he passed through the southwestern on of Siberia, 
and there found stretches of this thistle for five or six hundred 
miles in the most fertile parts of that country. It had driven 
every farmer out of thatsection. Healso tells me that the Rus- 
sian Government, which has been engaged in the great work of 
irrigation and putting in large irrigating ditches in southwest- 
ern Siberia for some years, has abandoned the project chiefly on 
account of the thistle. He states that the pest has overrun the 
country largely in the provinces of Ural and Kieff, which com- 
prise the most fertileagricultural region in Russia, and that the 

t farmers are simply fleeing in terror before it. 

He has had no report from there since he left concerning the 
pest, but has no doubt that by this time the Russian Govern- 
ment has concluded to take hold of it, and assist the local gov- 

‘ernments in driving it out, or, at least, attempting to do so. He 
says the local governments are utterly powerless to cope with it, 
and we can well understand that with the condition of the farm- 
ers to-day all over this soniy and the low stage of the ex- 
chequers of the various States of the Western country, the seat 
of agriculture in this country and the t breadbasket of the 
world, they are unable to cope with it alone, because it must be 
attacked all aJong the line simultaneously on every spot of land 
where it is found. 

Of all the pests of agriculture of which I have ever heard, in 
my judgment, this is the worst, and in fact I believe it exceeds 
in its power for destruction all others put together. 

The chief reason why the Government of the United States 
should take hold of the matter is that in sections where it is 
most prolific, where it is doing the iene amount of damage, 
there is yet a very large area of unclaimed land; in other words, 
public domain, and I know from personal observation that on the 
public lands in many parts of my State the thistle has taken 
complete possession, and they have become the breeding ground 
for it. 

We can well understand how futile it is for any farmer to at- 
tempt individually to keep it out of his fields, when those fields 
are surrounded by the thistle on the public lands and on the 
abandoned farms. In such places it thrives most prolifically. 
Another reason why Congressshould act, it seems to me, is that 
the seed of the thistle was brought to this country by immi- 
grants, and the immigrants came here under the provisions of 
treaties and laws that camefrom Congress. In this respect it is 
in the same category with cholera, pleuro-pneumonia, or any 
oinar orea disease, against which Congress legislates without 
question. 

Mr. President, in view of the importance of agriculturein this 
country, when we consider the fact that agriculture is the basis 
of our industries, indeed the corner stone, and we may say the 
structure itself, of the Republic, it seems to me that it is the 
duty of Congress to take action respecting this terrible scourge 
to the greatest of all our great industries. I simply occupy the 
time of the Senate this morning for the purpose N fore 


ago, when he left 


it the information which I have gathered in order that Senators 
may have a compact document hereafter to which they may re- 
fer in considering this question. 

Lnow move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 


the absence of objection. 
PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, were it not that the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has given notice that he desires to 
address the Senate to-morrow, and also the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEFFER], considering that so much time has been occupied 
in the morning business, I should be disposed to defer thespeech 
of which I gave notice some days since until some other day, 
but, although it may bə tiresome to the Senate, I think Is 


roceed. 

p I ask that the resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution referred to by 
the Senator from Oregon will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. MORRILL 
on the 7th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That spar of the President's message relating to the tariff, 
internal revenue, income tax, together with that relating to those who, 
it is said, after a hard le for tarif reform, are solemnly pledged to it, 
be, and hereby are, refe: to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH Mr. President, upon the second day of the late 
special session of Congress, immediately after the receipt of the 
President’s message, in which he attributed the then depressed 
condition of our industries and our finances to the operation of 
the Sherman law, I embraced the opportunity to dissent from his 
views, and to very briefly state that, in my judgment. tie con- 
shen, Mop which had brought disaster to our industries, 
which had closed our factories and mills, which had thrownour 
laborers out of employment, which had forced collections, made 
money scarce, and caused the suspension and failure of our 
banks, and the falling off of the revenues, was the same cause 
which had always, during the whole period of our national ex- 
istence, produced similar di us effects in this country, viz., 
the threatened abandonment of the protective system, the fear 
of hostile tariff legislation; and I then asserted, what I now re- 

t, that the only real prosperity this country has ever enjoyed 

as been under the protective system, and that all business and 

financial reverses that have overtaken our people can be directly 

traced to the abandonment, or the proposed abandonment, of 
the protective policy. 

There have been periods of comparative prosperity, owing to 
conditions in Europe or in our own country growing out of wars 
or failure ofcrops,which created a more favorable and more profit- 
able market than usual for our surplus agricultural products, 
and helped to prevent ruinous competition of fore roducts 
with our domestic manufacturers—periods during which a mod- 
erate protection to American industries was sufficient to make 
them moderately prosperous. But the fact remains, as is fully 
demonstrated by our experience for more than a onori that 
labor, being the source of all wealth, national and individual 
prosperity can only be secured by such protection to domestic 
industries as will PA employment to American labor, so that 
all our people shall be engaged in the creation of wealth. 

Being in favorof the measure so long before the Senate for 
the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, and 
being desirous of securing an early vote upon it, not because I 
regarded it as the source of our troubles, or supposed its pas- 
sage would greatly relieve our prostrate industries, but because 
I believed the continued purchase of silver bullion was contrary 
to sound financial principles, and therefore if persisted in must 
eventually impair the credit of the Government and at the 
same Se eens diminish the purchasing power of our silver 
currency—during the discussion, as I was about to say, I con- 
tented wyn with briefly dissenting from the claim made by 
the President and the political majority in Congress that our 
business troubles resulted from the operation of the Sherman 
law, promising that when that measure should be disposed of, 
and there was a suitable opportunity to do so, I would undertake, 
by reference to our history, to show that our business and finan- 
cial depression should have been expected from, and was the 
na and logical resultof the success of the Democratic party; 
a success that curried with it the control of the executive branc. 
of the Government and of both branches of Congress, thus 
placing that party in a position to carry into effect its pledge to 
overthrow the protective system and to enact a tariff for reve- 
nue only, like those of 1833, 1846, and 1857. 

What has happened has been predicted by Republican kers 
for years, if the Democratic party should secure control of the 
executive and legislative departments of the Government. 
The men who managed the great industries of the country saw 
the South again in the absolute control of the Democratic 
party. They were admonished also by Mr. Cleveland's free- 
trade message of 1887; by the passage through a Democratic 
House of the Mills bill; by the attitude of Democrats in both 
branches of Congress in recent years; by the action of the Demo- 
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cratic national convention of 1892 in substituting the radical 
Neal resolution for the moderate resolutions on the tariff re- 
ported by the committee on platform, that the South has not 
changed its attitude on the tariff since South Carolina declared 
protective laws to be unconstitutional and null and void, and 
that if the United States should attempt to force the tariff laws 
within her borders she would destroy the Union. 

Actuated by the instinct of self-preservation, these managers 
and promoters of American industry and enterprise paused to 
see where the threatened blow would fall, and dimini their 
products, getting rid of their surplus and forcing collections, 
made ready for the threatened storm. Every industry, every 
calling, felt the shock, and the wheels of our great industrial 
system were stopped. To properly trace the history of protec- 
tive legislation in this country, it is n briefly to allude 
to the causes which led to the separation of the colonies from the 
mother country and to the adoption of the present Constitution. 
THE CAUSES WHICH LED THE COLONIES TO DECLARE THEIR INDEPENDENCE 

OF THE MOTHER COUNTRY. 

Among all the causes which alienated the colonies from Great 
Britain, the most potent was her persistent policy of refusing, 
hindering the colonists from making for themselves the things 
they needed; of suppressing by hostile legislation every attempt 
in the coloniesat manulacturing, even the most ordinary and nec- 
essary articles; a policy intended for the purpose of making the 
inhabitants of the colonies producers of raw materials for English 
markets only, and wholly dependent on Great Britain for the 
manufactured articles theyconsumed. Time will not permit me 
to enumerate the various hostile acts of the British Parliament 
to suppress and destroy manufactures in the colonies. They are 
familiar to every student of American history. The system of 
pa vee was complete. It extended to almost everything the 
colonists undertook to make for themselves. In pursuance of 
this policy the ship bui and the shipping interests of the 
colonies were destroyed by the British navigation act. 

These many actsof oppression, calculated to make thecolonists 
entirely dependent upon the mother country, and which were 
only aggravated by every attempt to obtain redress, produced 
great discontent among the col ts; and when Great Britain, 
not content with them producers of raw materials for 
the British markets, and consumers of British manufactures 
only, sought to replenish her treasury by internal taxation in 
the colonies, and by customs duties on importations of foreign 

s forced upon them by British policy, the discontent ripened 
to resentment and open rebellion. The story of the stamp act 
and of the tea party in Boston Harbor are familiar. Itwascom- 
mercial tyranny against which the colonists rebelled. It was 
commercial freedom which they sought, and it was to obtain 
this that finally, driven to desperation and willing to hazard life 
and honorin the struggle, they declared their political independ- 
ence of the mother country. 

The commercial policy of Great Britain, and causes which led 
to the formation of a new constitution, were discussed by United 
States Senator Dickerson, of New Jersey, on January 23, 1832, in 
a powerful speech in the Senate upon the tariff question, from 
which I quote the following. He said: 


The want of a power to protect the great interests of commerce, naviga- 
tion, a; ulture. and manufactures, all of which rest upon the same basis, 
led to the call of the convention which formed our Constitution. Without 
the power to 1 ope? these greatſinterests. no Constitution would have been 
formed, and if that power were taken away, dissolution would inevitably 


ensue. 
rigid restric- 


another statute,hatters were restrained from 


* * * a + $ $ 
OImmediately after the establishment of our independence Great Britain 


we were held together, not united. by the old confederation till our country 
was on the brink of ruin. It will not be time t to examine the plans 
and schemes adopted in Great Britain, and which she is still p in 
part to get possession of our commerce and na’ tion, to prevent the 


commerce of the American States, puts the policy of Great Britain on these 
subjects in a clear point of view 

In page 255, he — 5 “Nothing should be done to court the attention of 
foreigners to participate in a trade of which our Skill in manufac- 
ture, our capital as merchants, our spirit ot and many other cir- 


cumstances 
monopoly. if we are consisteat and understand our own situation as 
great as. of the American trade is still in the power of Great Britain 


A ships for us is holding out a premium for the emigration of our ship- 
wrights, together with the various industrious classes connected with ship- 
buliding, tothe country where timber and iron abound, and where, conse- 
quently, shipbuil may be carried on to the greatest advantage.“ 

The unsettled condition of the American States since the preliminaries of 
peace were ratified, and the turn of affairs there, which t have been well 
foreseen, by no means justify any gratuities on the part ot this country Great 
Britain), which in the ut state of can notafford sacrifices. 
We have only to let the confusion of the new States settle as they may without 
tro ourselves aboutthem. If acommercial treaty were as much to be 
wished, as it certamly is not during the present ferment, there is no power 
with whom it could be made with any certainty of being carried into effect. 
But it is plainly impossible to make a commercial treaty with the American 
States without giving them some valuable privilege for which they have pre- 
cluded themselves from making arly adequate return. 

The treaty of ence and subsequent acis, opened the ports ot Great Britain 
and [reland to them, in the same manner as their ports were opened to us, 
when they repealed their restraining laws. A brisk trade has already begun, 
and it is unnecessary to prove on which side the advantage is—between the 
traders who ask for credit or the traders who give it. “Every accountfrom 
America says that British manufactures are selling at a considerable profit, 
while other Euro can not obtain the firstcost. Every day's ex- 
poruo shows that this country, from the nature and quality of its manu- 

‘actures, and from the ascendency it has in commerce, ill com- 
mana 3 . T trade. likely 2 
t Is said t mode of doing business to prevail, particularly in 
the Southern provinces, will 8 denominated a wholesale trade, to be 
carried on by European, or rather British, merchants, who will form connec- 
tions at home and carry out cargoes of assorted goods to be sold by 9 —.— 
age unopened to those who retail, and who will receive in return within the 
ear from the American merchants the produce they may collect, which will 
shipped off by the British wholesale merchants. T is the species of 
trade that British subjectsshould wish to pursue. Without being concerned 
in retailing goods, they should en lea vor to monopolize the suppliesin whole- 
sale to country merchants. This will enable them to deal to a t extent 
with half the hazard formerly experienced, and it will, besides, give them the 
sole command of the s. business. 

It is not probable that the merchants will choose, in the new state 

of affairs to fix their and 


may rather adopt the expedient y agents 
or partners with wholesale cargoes, to be sold to merchants who may not 
have credit here; and they may be very safe while their creditors are on the 
Spot ready to compel punctuality, and 
This line of commerce, although 
timately be more advant 
money will not, as formerly, be sunk in debts. The returns 
certain and less liable to those disa ts which prevailed whenevery 
5 9 lan or Lord Shemeld toengross 
great ent upon t us to 
the . ofthis country, is auction system as now Car- 
ried on in the city of New York, where seven-eighths of the business is in the 
hands of tse apa of British merchants and manufacturers. 

In page 276, Lord Sheffield says: “It is certain that the confusion of the 
American States can now only hurt themselves. = must pay Eropa in 
the best manner they can for cl: articles. for w. 
not likely to have the credit they while in more settled circumstances. 
If one or more States should prohibit the manufactures of any 


“The British man ures found their way bhi ete of the country 
during a most rancorous war, and the most strenuous rican manufac- 
ackn: that no imposts or excise laws will for a long time be 
Inthe meantime, and at all times, Britain will have 


either happen, some stout be alir: 
and-between the latter and the would completely 
commerce of this mighty continent.” 
Tne views of Lord sheffield were realized. Great Britain could not cause 


t them into immediate collision and conflict with each other. 
New York and Pennsylvania laid duties upon foreign imports; the duties 
were paid in the cities of New York and Sea: and went into the 
treasuries of those two States. New Jersey derived supply of those im- 
ports through those two cities, and of course paid taxes to the amount of 
the duties upon such imports, not into a common treasury for the benefit of 
the United States. but into the treasuries of New York and tvania for 
their exclusive benefit. This was a burden which noth but force could 
oblige any State to bear. New Jersey. sooner than su è to this t 
and oppression of her sister States, abandoned every idea of protec her 
industry, ani made Perth Amboy a shad pory 

‘This measure was calculated completely to defeat the objects of New York 
vania, and as completely to answer those of Great Britain. 
Similar conflicts took place between other States. which were attended with 
similar results. And it became evident that the power to regulate com- 
meree must be vested in one General Government, or that a total disso! 
tion of the Union must take place. Agriculture was neglected for want of 
amarket, commerce ; even our coasting trade was in the hands 
of foreigners, and the manufacturing establishments, which had grown u 
during the war, were everywhere abanidonsdindespair. All this Lord Shef- 
field had clearly foreseen, The remedy for these evils was the convention 
that formed the Constitution of the United States; this Lord Sheffield had 
not foreseen. 
By the Constitution of the United States, Congress shall have power to 
regulate commerce with f nations, among the States, and with the 
Indian tribes. Under this general power, Congress may permit foreign 
tions to participate in our carrying trade, or they may prohibit them. 

= * = > + + * 

It is now well 1 ory not ae e I —.— z any 

countryconsists in finding profitable employment for tizens or sub- 
ot who to labor, this can not be done 


and Pennsy! 


na 


jects country are willing $ 
without directing that labor to the great objects of agriculture, commerce, 
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navigation, and manufactures. No nation can become great or rich by agri- 
culture alone: none by commerce, navigation, and manufactures alone. A 
small part of the population of a thickly settled country can till all the lands 
of that n the residue must be idle if no other employment is af- 
forded them. they engage in commerce and navigatian, these caa employ 
but a very few in comparison with the whole; and unless they engage in 
manufactures, at least for themselves, a considerable portion of the people 
must remain idle for want of employment. 

Where the population is not dense, a small engaged in agriculture 
can produce all that the residue want: and if they have no for market 
for their produce, as is the case withthe grain-growinz States in Union, 
rae ee mie of the — would be idle. In fact, the wealth and prosper- 
a of this country depends upon the vigorous pursuit of all those brancaes 
of industry. 

* * * * 2 a + 

Wecan now interpret the golden dreams of those who think to seize the 
occasion of the extinguishment of the public debt to prostrate the protec- 
tive system, when, as they fondly believe, Great Britain will manufacture 
for us to the amountof many millions beyond whatshe does now, wnen there 
will be no refusal on the part of this country to take foreign manufactures, 
et when there will be no limit to the consumption of American cotton in 

urope. 

These dreams will never be realized. The protective system may be de- 
stroyed; pro y to the amount ot millions may be sacrified ani avandoned; 
the whole in lustry of the grain- growing States may be paralyzed; a scene 
ol distress may prevail over the land, such as we have never yet witnessed; 
but the British, the French, and the Dutch will buy no more cotton than 
they want. and so much they will have, for to that extent it is more valuable 
tothem than gold. 

Great Britain makes war upon our manufactures with a perseverance that 
is without a parallel, and refuses to take the pro luce of the Eastern, West- 
ern, and Middle States. These States have no defense against this sys.em 
but to exclu le as far as they can the manufactures of Great Britain by sub- 
stituting their own. 

? * è $ $ * * 

There is an article now going the rounds of the Southern papers, which, I 
fear, expresses the exasperate feelings of a portion of the South, I hopea 
small one, against the other sections of the Union. Tue article is headed 
„A call toarms.“ The author continues: Thecrisisis now coming on when 
our politicians—I mean our po ularity hunters—will discover that none but 
Wh pinapas will prevail” 1 far it is to bs hoped he is right); but he 

With the public de t must inevitably goits offspring, the Ameri- 
can system. There will be a hard sti for it. The United States Bank. 
the sugar-planter, the fron-master, and the Lowells and Appletons will die 


Thisis quoted from the United States 2 of the 10th of this month, 
taken from the Richmond Inquirer. How the United States bank became a 
tof the American system, said Mr. D., I know not. All the stockholders 
Europe, and in the Southern States, are enemies of the protective system 
of this country. But leaving the bank out of the question— the s r 
lanter, the iron master, and the Lowells and the Appletons, will die ate 
ès, they will die hard—in the language of the Senator from Georgia, they 
will die in the last ditch. But their struggle for life will be here—in the two 
Housesof Congress. To the majority they submit—they will neither threaten 
nor resistthe laws. 

But whit says the Senator from South Carolina upon this subject? He 
does not sound a beat to arms, but he anticipates with raptures the moment 
of the extinction of the public debt, as it will, in his opinion, remove the 
foundation of the protectivesystem. This. he exclaims, isthe great national 

bilee! Now. now is the time for action! We have reached Mount Nebo! 

e stand upon the top of Pisgah, and shall we perish in the ht of the 
Promised Land:“ Moses perlsned there. and was buried inthe of Moab, 
and no man knows his sepulchre unto this day. If by this sed land is 
meant the abolition of the protective system. the destruction of the manu- 
fact establishments of the Western. and Hastern, and the Middle States, 
the wastipgof peer’ tothe amount of millions, and the dooming to poverty, 
wretchedness, and misery, thousands upon thousands of our worthy, indus- 
trious, economical, and laborious citizens, then I do most fervently pray that 
the honorable Senator may never pass Mount Pisgah, nor riot in this land 
of promise, but that he may long remain in the land of Moab, till he shall 
reach a good old age, even the age of Moses, if it shall please Heaven, and 
that it may be said of him at his last day, that his eye was not dim, nor 
his na! force abated.“ 

From an address issued by the Harrisburg convention of 
farmers and manufacturers, in 1827, I quote the following: 

Chatham, the illustrious Chatham, the great friend of political rights, had 
no idea of permitting a feeling of in crating ipl Boag e eee 
no willingness that our fathers sho ascertain their own strength: and 
for these reasons it was that he said. America should not be allowed to 
manufacture a hob nail“ with his approbation. By these severe and selfish 
rai he intended to kepus hitched up to the car of England’s king. 

s was the Spain print e on which the Mother country acted. The 
ernors, and judges, and soldiers, and clergy, and all others, sent hither 
the pay of the king, were instructed to encourage us in hewing wood and 
cultivating the earth, and in sending all our raw materials home,“ and to 
the establishment of work shops or the manufacture of any- 

thing which could be supplied by importations. 

The declaration of political independence was made good by 
sacrifices and sufferings, by deeds of patriotism and heroism, 
which fill a brilliant page in the world’s history, and are a source 
of pride to all Americans. During the eight years of the Rey- 
olutionary war our trade with Great Britain wascut off, and trade 
with other countries made so difficult and hazardous, that the 
people were largely thrown upon their own resources for what 
they consumed. Asa result, many manufactories of the articles 
in common use were started and success:ully conducted. The 
spinning wheel, the loom, the forge, the tannery, the shoe shop, 
the cabinet shop, and kindred industries, furnished employment 
for the people, and became sources of wealth: and, in spite of 
the t ex of the war and the loss of the labor of those 
engaged in it to protective industries, the country experienced a 
degree of prosperity previously unknown in its history; a pros- 
perity trace ble to the inability of foreign countries to supply 

necessities of the colonists and the necessity which forced 
their production at home. Peace came at last. The independ- 
euce of the colonies was assured. They supposed that with 
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peace and independence nothing but prosperity awaited them; 
but they soon found that their complete emancipation required 
the adoption of a policy which would protect them against the 
undue competition of the products of other countries and thus 
foster and protect domestic industries. 

A PERIOD OF FREE TRADE. 


The Continental Congress having no power to impose duties 
on imports and to regulate commerce with foreign countries, the 
country, from the time peace with Great Britain was declared 
until the passage of a tariff act by the First Congress after the 
adoption of the present Constitution, practically enjoyed free 
trade. It is true that one or more ot the States in which the power 
to impose duties upon imports was vested im a low duty 
on imported goods, inadequate for the protection of domestic in- 
dustries; but other States did not im duties upon imports, 
and there was nothing to prevent goods entering the ports of one 
State free of duty from being carried into other States. This 
period is the only one of absolute free trade that this country 
ever had, and it is both interesting and instructive to note the 
results. If we can draw useful lessons from experience it would 
seem as though our experience under free trade during this pe- 
riod should help to guide us in the matter of tariff legislation 


to-day. 

The country was speedily flooded with British goods; large 
shipments of foreign manufactures were also made to the United 
States from almost every country of Europe. Many of the goods 
were not adapted to our necessities. Merchandise was imported 
in such quantities that there was not store room for it; and we 
are told by writers of that day that quantities of merchandise 
15 upon the wharvesunhoused for many days. Our industries, 
which had thriven during a long, desolating war, were de- 
stroyed. The people bought largely of foreign goods. All the 
specie in the country was sent abroad to pay for importations; 
The power of the people to pay for goods was exhausted. The 
surplus of foreign goods was so great that the prices fell in many 
instances far beiow thecost of production in the country of their 
manufacture. Domesticindustries were ruined; property would 
not sell for enough to pay taxes; labor was unemployed; bank- 
ruptey was universal, and discontent prevailed everywhere. 
There was loss of confidence between man and man; despondency 
suspicion, and desperation seized men’s minds, and the general 
discontent soon ripened into riots and insurrections. 

An armed force surrounded the houses of assembly at Exeter, 
N. H., and held the assembly prisoners until the mob was dis- 
persed by the militia. Mobs made a tumult in Connecticut, but 
were overawed bythe vigilance and promptnessof the governor. 
In Massachusetts the discontent ripened into Shay’s rebellion. 
Three western counties of North Carolina declared their inde- 
pendence and set up an independent State called Franklin. A 
conspiracy was formed in the county of Washington, Va., for 
the purpose of becoming a partof a new State. The Connecticut 
settlers at Wyoming rose in insurrection against the State of 
5 proposed to form a State of their own. Forced 
into idleness and starvation the universal suffering of the 
ple threatened not only the pee and safety of the land, but 
seemed to indicate that our forefathers were incompetent for 
self-government and to foreshadow the failure of our experi- 
ment of republican government. The fathers of the Republic 
were alarmed 
i Washington wrote to David Stewart November 19, 1786, as fol- 

ows: 

However d A 
waar e ine g Rate tate 
the superstructure is tottering to its foundation, and without heip bury 
us in its ruins. 

He wrote to Edmund Randolph, November 19, 1786, as follows: 


Our atlairs seem to be drawing to an awful crisis; it is necessary. therefore, 
that the abilities of ev man should be drawn into action in a pubiic line, 
to rescue them, if possible, from impending ruin. 


And to John Jay, a letter from which I quote the following: 


Wnat as, g changes afew years are capable of ucing! Lam told 
that even respectable characters speak of amonarchical form of government 
without horror. From g proceeds s and thence to acting is 
often but a sfngle step. 

Speaking of this period of free trade, Hildreth, the historian, 
in his history of the United States, says: 


£ 0 agreements and 
the war had created and fostered. Immediately after the peace the country 
had been flooded with imported goods and debts had been unwarily con- 
tracted, for which there was no means to pay. The imports from Great 
Britain in the years 1784 and 1785 had amounted in value to 330,003,090, while 
the span thither had not exceeded 89,000,000. The lawyers, whose fees 
were thought enormous and who were fast growing rich from the multi- 
ont Son suits with which all the courts abounded, were with no 
very favorable eyes by the mass of the citizens, impoverished by the same 

wealth. bund of dis- 
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The community, from these various causes, was fast divided 
into two embittered factions of creditors and debtors. The cates of 
the public debt, with at a great discount by the officers and others to 
whom they had been given, were fast accumula in the hands of a few 
speculators able to wait for better times. With the example of the old tenor 
paper before their eyes, an opini gained ground among the ple, op- 
pressed by taxes to meet the interest on these debts, that the holders of cer- 
titicates E Aa were only entitlo. to receive what they had paid—an 
opinion which tended to still further depreciation. Others of the debtor 
pey had more extensive views. Stop and tender laws were called for, and 

some States were or New issues of paper money were demanded, 

which, by their — 8 tion, might sweep off the whole mass of debt, public 
and vate. Such issues were made in New York and Rhode Island, in 
which latter State John Collins had just been elected governor. The Rhode 

Island paper soon depreciated to 8 for 1. Laws were enacted to enforce its 

circulation; but, though similar to those formerly recommended by Con- 

gress to support the credit of the Continental money. —＋ were now gen- 
erally denounced as oppressive and unjust, and obtained for Rhode Island 
an unenviable notoriety. 

Even those States which issued no paper money were far from enjoying a 
sound he abe The excessive importation of foreign goods had drained 
the country of specie. The circulating medium consisted principally of 
Treasury orders on the State tax collectors and depreciated certificates of 
State and Federal debt. Even among hoss in favor of meeting the public 
liabilities by taxation there was a lack of agreement as to the way in which 
taxes should be raised. The excessive importation of foreign goods and the 
co: uent 8 upon domestic manufactures had diminished a good 
deal of the old prejudice against customs duties. A party had sprung up in 
favor of raising a large part of the public revenue in that way, thus reviving 

the old colonial schemes for the protection of domestic iadustry by duties 
upon foreign goods. This. however, 3 L over merchants as in- 
jurious totheirinterests. They came fo as the e pions of free trade, 
and insisted upon the old system of direct taxation. A large part of the 
peopleseemed quite disinclined to submit to either method. 

The weakness for some years so evident in Congress had begun to extend 
to the States. Not only was the idea in circulation of e into two 
or three confederacies, but some of the principal States seemed themselves 
in danger of splitting into fragments.— 465, 466, 467, and 468, vol. 3. 

I could continue this description of the condition of the 
country under free trade with similar quotations from all the 
contemporaneous writers of that period, but this quotation will 
suffice. A recent writer, after citing numerous authorities con- 
cerning the condition of the country during this period, sums 
up the case as follows: S 


cher Sanni so far presented establishes conclusively the following 

1, That only very low duties on imports (scarcely to be d ed by the 
name of restriction) were levied by any State, and that these duties were 
rendered nugatory by the counte) laws and practices of other States. 

2 That in consequence the system of free trade with foreign nations ex- 
isted with hardly any impediment whatever. 

3. That the country was inundated with the influx of European and 
Asiatic merchandise. 

4. That manufact 


establishments in the Confederation were per 
prostrated, or utterly ‘oad. 


ned by the overmastering competition from a 
5. That an exhaustive drain of for export speedily followed, until 
the American people, from New Hampshire to Georgia, were left almost 
ar pene Sane teal *. 5 to a frightful d 
. operty, and personal, de a egree. 
7. Thatin the absence of ability to engage in legitimate enterprises, a 
craze for speculation seized upon the community, mainly taking the form of 


traffic in public and private securities. 
the courts were crowded with suits, 


8. That bankruptcy became ral, 
the oe overflowed with debtors, the lawyers fast acquired wealth by the 
multiplicity of fees, and the farms, houses, and mal property of the un- 
fortunates were sacrificed to clear off trifling ob tions. 

rr even necessary taxes often could not be collected without a levy 
an e. 

10. Thatrelief was sought in stay laws, installment of debts, property-ten- 
der acts, suspension of the operation of the courts, emission of paper money, 
and various like expedients. 

11. That all the supposed palliatives served only to intensify the universal 


tress. 

12. That the movement of events was steadily from bad to worse until per- 
plexity and foreboding became the predominant feel of the time. 

13, That the parent cause of this brood of evils was the free-trade system, 
which Soe succession of cumulative consequences, to greater and still 
greater ties. 

Need I add anything more to depict the deplorable condition 
of the country during the only period in its history when for- 
eign importations came into the country free of duty? 

As is always the case in times of business depression and dis- 
tress, many people clamored for relief ks fees Sos they de- 
manded the issue of kapei money, stay laws, the scaling down 
or 3 of public obligations. The poorer classes ar- 
rayed themselves against their more fortunate neighbors. The 
very foundations of human society were weakened, and security 
for life, liberty, and property was largely destroyed. At last, 
however, the people began tolearn the true cause of all their 
calamities, and came to understand that in order to restore and 
maintain prosperity, domestic industries must be protected from 
undue foreign competition; and from then on the sentiment in 
favor of astronger government, with power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign countries, and to protect American indus- 
tries, grew day by day. 

THE MOVEMENT FOR A STRONGER GOVERNMENT WITH POWER TO PROTECT 
AMERICAN INDUSTRIES. j 

At Mount Vernon in March, 1785, a movement for a stronger 
government and more perfect union was born. The movement 
at first was for a convention, to be composed of delegates from 
the States, to be appointed by their Legislatures. Its object was 
to devise some measure, under the Articles of Confederation, for 
the regulation of commerce, with a view to the protection of 


domestic industries and the augmentation of the power of Con- 


gress to deal with the question. The movement originating 
with hirer ae received the indorsement of Virginia by the 
adoption by the Legislature of that State in January, 1786, of a 
resolution calling for a convention of the States and by the ap- 
pointment of delegates. 

A majority of the States appointed delegates to the conven- 
tion, which met at Annapolis, Md., in September of that year; 
but as it was attended only by representatives from five of the 
States, being a minority of the States, the convention adjourned 
without other action than a report that adequate provision for 
the regulation of commerce could not be made under the Articles 
of Confederation, and a recommendation to Congress for the call- 
ing of a convention to frame measures by which the powers of 
Congress might be enlarged. Congress acted upon the recom- 
1 called a convention, which met at Philadelphia 
n Muy, $ 

The present Constitution was the result of their deliberations. 
Theconvention wascomposed of deiegates appointed by the Legis- 
latures of the States. The new Constitution was not to be a 
league or compact between the States, but was intended to be 
the work of the people of the United States, not the mere expres- 
sion of the voice of the States, and its submission to the people 
for approval or disapproval was provided for. Congress sanc- 
tioned the propad constitution, and it was submitted to the peo- 
ple for ratification; and when it had been ratified by the requi- 
sitenumber of States the power to regulate commerce and protect 
domestic industries was taken from the States, and, with the 
imposition of a duty corresponding to the power, conferred upon 
the Federal Government. 

POWER TO PROTECT AMERICAN INDUSTRIES THE MOST IMPORTANT FEATURE 
OF THE NEW CONSTITUTION, 

The most important provision of the new Constitution was the 
provision conferring on Congress the power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, between the State3,and with Indian 
tribes. The power of Congress to protect American industries 
and American labor by imposing duties upon importations of 
foreign merchandise was made a corner stone of the new politi-. 
cal fabric. 

THE PEOPLE REJOICED AT THE PROSPECT OF RELIEF TO OUR SUFFERING 
INDUSTRIES, 

n The adoption of the Constitution and its ratification by the 
States were celebrated by publicrejoicings and street es in 
the principal towns. The people understood that chs larportant 
provision of the new Constitution was that conferring upon Con- 
gress the power to regulate commerce, and they rejoiced because 
they confidently expected the new Government would provide 
protection to home industries, and by thus giving employment to 
domestic capital and domestic labor would be e prosperity 
to the sonneg, The adoption of the Constitution changed the 
situation and 15 the condition of the country. Coufidence 
was inspired. Hope took the place of despair. Courage suc- 
ceeded despondency. Discontent subsided. Public order pre- 
vailed, and business, without waiting for legislation under the 
new Constitution, began to revive. All classes looked forward 
to the Government under the more perfect union for security for 
their investments and for protection to their labor. Improve- 
ment in every department of industry was manifest, I could 

uote from many of the public writers of that day in confirma- 
tion of this statement, but I will content myself with quoting 
fromthe History of the United States, by Tucker, the following: 


The country, now buoyant with hopes, in proportion to the dangers it had 


recently escaped, and the evils it even then encountered, looked forward with 
impatience to the meeting of the first Con, under the néw Constitution. 
The officers of the Army who had not e sale of their unsatisfied e 

saw in the new Government, provided as it was with unlimited powers of 
taxation, the prospect of justice from their country. The other public cred- 
itors, who were generally people of property and influence, looked for ward 
to have their claims doubled or even quadrupled in value. The merchant 
and mene eer confidently expected protection from the discriminating du- 
ties and navigation laws of other countries: and even the small manufac- 
turing class hoped for the encouragement of a 1 impost. The agri- 
cultural class, without looking for any immediate benefit from legislatio 
expected to share in the general perity and to profit by an improvemen 
of the markets, both foreign and domestic. In the cities, especially, where 
these benefits were more fully appreciated, there were pompous and costly 
demonstrations of the general joy. 


CONGRESS RESPONDED TO THE WISHES OF THE PEOPLE. 


When Congress met petitions from tradesmen and mechanics, 
praying the early attention of Congress to the encouragement 
and protection of American manufactures, were presented. 
Within a week from the time aquorum was obtained in the House 
of Representatives, James Madison brought forward the subject 
of the tariff. The first act of the session was an act providing for 
official oaths of officers under the new Government; and the very 
next act passed by a Congress composed largely of the men who 
had been delegates to the Constitutional Convention, was a tariff 
act, the preambleof which was as follows: j 


Whereas it is for the support of the 9 the discharge 
of the debts of the United States, and encouragement protection of 
eo that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
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that the very first Congress secured to the nayigation of the United States 
that which has been from that time to this the great foundation. not onl 

of preference, but of monoply—the whole coasting trade of the Union; oe 
the ship’ hts of America enjoy that monopoly to the present day, and I 
hope they oy it forever. k at the coasting trade of the United 
States, 89 Yast its extent. It is entirely confined to American ship- 


But how did Congress treat these petitions from the cities of New York 
and Baltimore to extend protection to the mechanic arts? It granted them. 
It yielded it. And, except a formal act for taking the oaths, the very first act 
passed by 888 to secure the coasting trade and protect the me- 
chanic arts by ating duties, and thus carry out the clear and, ac- 
cone to historical testimony, the most manifest object of the Constitu- 

on. 

Senator Rufus Choate, than whom there never was a more 
painstaking member of the Senate, March 14, 1842, said: 

And who in that assembly of men—many of whom sat in the Convention 
which framed the Constitution, all of whom had partaken in the discussions 
which preceded its adoption—breathed a doubt on the competence of Con- 
gress to receive such petitions as these and to t their prayer? I con- 
ceive" (said the most eloquent of the eloquent, Mr. Ames), I conceive, sir, 
that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial necessity more 
than any other cause. The want of an eficient government to secure the 
manufacturing interest and toadvance our commerce was long seen by men 
of judgment, and pointed out by patriots solicitous to promote our penera 


This act, with this preamble, was approved by President 
Washington. I cite these things to show not only that all 
classes believed authority had been conferred upon Congress 
to protect American industries, but that they regarded this pro- 
vision of the Constitution as the keystone of the political fabric. 
THE DECLARATION OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION OF 152 

THAT PROTECTION IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

I might leave this proposition here were it not for the declara- 
tion of the Democratic pnyin its last national platform,that pro- 
tection is unconstitutional. This remarkable declaration was 
adopted by a two-thirds vote of over nine hundred delegates, 
and appears to have been indorsed by a majority of the voters of 
this country in the election of President Cleveland. It was re- 
served to the Democratic party in 1892 to declare that the men 
who advocated, previous to the adoption of the Constitution, a 
stronger Government, with power to protect American indus- 
tries; that the men who succeeded in having a convention called 
for the professed object of conferring upon Congress the power 
to re te commerce with foreign countries, that thereby Amer- 
ican labor might be protected, and that the men who framed the 
Constitution tad failed in the great object they had in view; 
that all the distinguished men who controlled public affairs at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and for thirty years 
afterwards, were mistaken in their interpretation of that instru- 
ment; that the men who composed the first Congress were either 
mistaken as to its true interpretation and meaning or made haste 
to violate its provisions by passing an act—the second act of the 
Congress—for the protection of American industries and reciting 
in its preamble that it was intended in part for that perpos, 
It was reserved, I say, to the Chicago Democratic national con- 
vention of 1892, more than a hundred gan after the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, to declare that Washington, who po 
sided over the Constitutional Convention, and whosigned the first 
act of Congress passed pursuant to the power to regulate com- 
merce, and hiscontemporaries and great associates in the Conven- 
tion were spoons of its true meaning. No further evidence is 
needed of the construction placed upon the Federal Constitution 
by its framers and the fathers of the country than their official 
acts. But extracts from the speeches of some of the great states- 
men of the country will be N I present some quota- 
tions from the speeches of Daniel Webster on this question. 
Everyone knows that upon all public questions Mr. Webster, the 

under of the Constitution, never spoke until by examination 
and consideration he could speak advisedly. In a speech to the 
citizens of Buffalo in June, 1833, he said: 

The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of for- 
eign labor, so far at least as NN handicraft productions, is 
known historically to have been one designed to be obtained by estab- 
lishing the Constitution. 

In an address delivered in Pittsburg, July 8, 1833, he said: 


Gentlemen, it is an historical truth, manifested in a thousand ways by the 
public and public meetings of the times, that the necessity of a 
gen and uniform impost system, which, while it should provide revenue 
to pay the public debt and foster the commerce of the country, should also 
encourage and sustain domestic manufactures, was the leading cause in 
producing the present National Constitution. Noclass of persons was more 
zealous for the new Constitution than the handicraftsmen, and 
manufacturers. 


Ina h before the Whig convention at Andover, Novem- 
ber 9, 1843, in discussing this question, he said: 


There are two propositions to which I invite your attention; 

1. has power to lay duties of impost, No State has this power. 
This is a most important consideration. 

2. Before the adoption of the Constitution, and while the States could lay 
impost duties, several of them had laid such duties with discriminations 
ponor intended to foster their own products. They now can do no such 
thing. It must accordingly be done by Congress or not at all. 

Now the power of 8 18 to te commerce, And in all English 
history, all our own history, down to the Revolution, and to the time of 
the adoption of the Constitution, importation of some articles was encour- 
aged, and of others discouraged or prohibited, by regulations of trade. The 

tion of trade, therefore, was a term of well-known meaning, and did 
eee the duty or object of discriminating, with a view to favor home 
p uctions. We find this to have been so, from the time of the Tudors and 

tuarts down; and in ee Gaon the opinion I have stated was held by Otis, 
Adams, and the other t eminent men of the Revolution. * * * 
The whole history of the country from 1783 to 1788 proves this. That his- 
is as important as that of any period of our national existence. We see 
in it the then infant States struggling under a load of debt incurred in the 
Sacred cause of the Revolution, struggling under the extinction of com- 
merce and prostration of manufactures, and struggling allin vain. These 
— uced that strong disposition which prevailed from 1784 to 1788 to 
establish a uniform system of commercial re; tions, and extends also all 
proper encouragement to manufactures. 


At Albany, August 27, 1844, he discussed this question in the 
following terms: 


welfare.” But I have more to say before I have done on the pi of 
that Congress, and leave them for the mt. In the meanwhile I submit 
to you that the proof is complete that the people who adopted the Constitu- 
tioa, universally and without a doubt, believed that it embodied this power, 
It was for that they received it with one wide acclaim, with tears of exulta- 
tion, with ceremonies of a ous cance, befitting the dawn of our 
age of pacific and indus glory. Even those who feared its imperial 
character and its other powers, who thought they saw the States attracted 
to its center and absorbed by its rays, did not fear this power. 

And now, sir, I wonder if, after all, the people were deluded into this be- 
lief! I wonder if that heroic and eee generation of our fathers, which 
had studied the controversies and gone through the tasks of the Revo- 
lution; which had framed the Confederation, proved its weakness, proved 
its defects; which had been trained by a long and dreary experience of the 
insufficiency of a nominal independence to build up a diffused, and massive, 
and national ae: if the trade laws of foreign governments, the com- 
binations of foreign capitalists, the necessities of foreign existence, are al- 
lowed to takefrom the native laborer his meal of meat, and from his children 
their school, and depress his standard of comfortable life; which had been 
trained by experience, by the discussions of its ablest minds, in an age of 
extraordinary mental Kny; and yetof great morality, sobriety, and subor- 
dination, peculiarly favorable to the task—trained thus to the work of con- 
sonang a new government, I wonder if such a generation were deceived, 
afterall! I wonder if it was not living water, that which they a ge they 
saw gushing from the rock, and sparkling and swelling at feet, but 
only a delusive imitation, struck out by the wand of an accursed enchant- 
ment! No, sir; no man who believes that the ones of this country were fit 
to govern themselves—fit to frame a Constitution, fit to judge on it, fit to ad- 
minister it—nosuch man can say that the belief, the popular belief in 1789, 
of the existence of this power, under the circumstances, is not absolutely 
conclusive proof of its tence. 

And then, in addition to this, how do you deal with the fact that all the 
framers of the Constitution themselves, as well as every public man alive in 
1789, and Sre 3 intelligence of the country, supposed they had inserted 

wer 
not those who made it know what they had done? Consider! their 

eminent eral character, their civil discretion, their preparation of much 
study yet more experience of arduous public affairs for the task; their 
thorough uaintance with the exis systems, State and national, and 
with ped ay c mind and opinions of the day; the Jong, patient, and solitary 
labor w. they bestowed on it; the immediate necessity im on them 
of explaining and def: it to the country—in view of if you find 
them unanimously concu: in ascribing t paer to the instrument, is 
it not the transcendentalism of unbelief to doubt? Dowe really think we 
are likely to understand their own work now better than they the day 
they finished it? 

ell, sir, we have satisfactory evidence that the members of the Conven» 
tion went, all of them, to their graves in the belief that the Constitution 
contained this power. Mr. Madison’s opinion I have read. We have it on 
unquestionable authority that Mr. Gallatin has repeatedly said that, u 
his entrance info political life in 1789, he found it to be the universal opinion 
of those who framed the Constitution, and those who resisted its adoption— 
the opinion of all the statesmen of the day—that Congress possessed the 
power to protect domestic industry by means of commercial regulations. 


What a spectacle was presented to the country and to the 
world by the Democratic convention of 1892, when Watterson 
and Neal and their associates assumed to know more about what 
the Constitution meant than Washington, Madison, and their 
compatriots, who framed it in the midst of great national peril, 
business depression, and financial disturbances, for the express 
purpose of securing relief to the country, and who in Congress 
gave it a practical construction; more than the great expounder 
of the Constitution, Webster; more than the able, scholarly, 
8 and brilliant Choate; and after more than one hun- 

red years of legal and legislative construction declared that pro- 
tection is unconstitutional. Well may an American citizen, pre- 
ferring his own country to foreign countries, his own country- 
men to foreigners, contemplating this 8 and I might 
almost say treasonable declaration of the Democratic party and 
the subsequent success of the party, tremble for his country and 
almost despair of its future prosperity. 

Mr. President, if I deemed it important to do so, [ might con- 
tinue the discussion of the constitutionality of protection by 
quoting from historians, statesmen, and the press of the times, 
and the debates in the Constitutional Convention, to show thatit 
was the inability of Congress to regulate foreign commerce and 
to protect domestic industries that brought the country to ruin, 
2 discontent, and insurrection, and that it was this 
same inability that came near ea our experiment of self- 
government a failure, and that this defect was the cause of 


Did Congress deny its power? Did it say that it could not bl ve 
them this protection, unless it should happen to be incidental? Did tesa 


apply it to our own apoen but God forbid that, in doing so, we should 
e same time? Were these petitioners told that they 


a universal demand for a stronger government, with power to 
regulate the importation of foreign demand that re- 
sulted in the ating of a Constitutional Convention. I might 
also produce authorities to demonstrate that the framers of ihe 
Constitution, in language which from long use had a well-under- 
stood meaning, undertook to confer upon Congress the power to 
regulate commerce and protect domestic industries, and believed 
they had done so; that the people everywhere understood that 
this had been done, and looked to Congress for the speedy 
exercise of the power; and that during all our history legisla- 
tion has se A upon the assumption that this power exi-ted: 
but I noi prolong this discussion, as it will answer no prac- 
ticable purpose. 

The statesman who will, in the face of the facts of history, as- 
sert that protection to American industries and American labor 
is unconstitutional would not be convinced though Washington 
should rise from his grave and declare that the intention oi the 
framers of the Constitution in adopting the clause authorizing 

to regulate commerce with foreign countries was to 
enable Congress to protect American industries. Ephraim is 
joined to his idols; let him alone.” 

I might follow the course of tariff legislation from the age 
of the first act and show how our prosperity was affected thereby, 
until the puma of the more pronounced protective legislation 
of 1816, 1824, and 1828; but time will permit me to discuss only 
the more impo-tant tariff acts and their influence upon the na- 
tional prosperity. 

I will say, ina word, that the adoption of the new Constitution, 
conferring upon Congress the power to r commerce, and 
the legislation of Congress which followed for the protection of 
domestic industries, rescued the country froma condition of uni- 
versal bankruptcy and suffering, from discontent, insubordina- 
tion and violence, and restored comparative prosperity, revived 
industries, gave employment to labor, made republican govern- 
ment possible, and placed the young Republic on a firm founda- 
tion. The contrast afforded by these two chapters in our history, 
between commercial slavery and commercial freedom, between 
free trade and protected industries, between ruin, bankruptcy, 
and discontent and pio are comfort, independence, and con- 
tentment, is as strong as between midnight darkness and 
noonday brightness. 

THE IMPROVED CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY UNDER THE NEW CONSTITU- 
TION AND PROTECTIVE TARIFF LAWS. 

The improved condition of the country under the new Consti- 
tution and protective tariff laws and the position of e e 
upon the tariff 8 is shown by the following extracts 

message to Congress. In his firstannual message of January 
9, 1790, he said: 
The advancement of agricuiture, commerce, and manufactures by all 
proper means will not, I trust, need recommendation. 

In his second annual message, President Washington congrat- 
ulated Congress on the favorable prospects of public affairs an 
abundant harvest and flourishing . r pub- 


lie credit, and increased revenues. In his message, 
he said: ; 
Your observations, in ve situations, will have satisfied you 


ture, manufactures, commerce, and navi- 


of the va ont state of 
gation. tracing its causes, you will have remarked, with particular 


pleasure, the ha) effects of that revival of confi lence, public as well as pri- 
vate, to which tution and laws of the United States have so emi- 
nently contributed. 


In his fourth annual message he felicitated Congress on a 
‘continuance of the national prosperity generally,” and said: 

The prosperous state of our revenue has been intimated. 

In his sixth annual message he said: 


ty of 
our which 
it seems destined, with the deepest ALIAN do I announce to you that d! 

your recess some citizens of the Uni 

an insurrection. 


He commenced his seventh annual message in the following 
terms: 


I trust Ido not deceive myself while I indulge the persuasion that I have 
never met you at ae eee when, more than at present, the situation of 
our public affairs has afforded just cause for mutual congratulation. 


And later on, after referring to the condition of Europe, said: 


Our favored country, happy in striking contrast, has enjoyed general tran- 
quillity—a — — the more satisfactory because maintained at the ex- 
poe of noduty. Our 3 commerce, and manufactures 

yond example, the molestation of our trade (to prevent a con 
of which, however, pointed remonstrances have been made) being over- 
balanced by the aggregate benefits which derives from a neutral position. 
9 advances with a celerity which, exceeding our most sanguine 

ons, proportionate mr stre and resources, and 
a our — sora ty. 
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President Washington commenced his eighth annual message 
as follows: 


. situation ot our country since I had last the 
pleasure ot you, I nd ample reason for a renewed e on of 
that gratitude to the Ruler of the verse which a continued of pros- 


perity has so often and justly called forth. 

In the same message he said: 

Congress have repeatedly, and not without success, directed their action 
to the recognition of manufactures, The object is of too much consequence 
. their effort. iu every way which shall appear 

THE TARIFF OF 1816. 

From the time the first tariff act for the protection of Amer- 
ican industries was passed by the First Congress to the pass ige 
of the tariff of 1816, a number of acts were passed imposing duties 
upon imports, and designed ‘for the protection of domestic in- 
dustries, all of them affording encouragement to such industries, 
but none of them adequate to afford full pro.ection. The time 

uired to transport merchandise from Europe to this country 
and the cost and risk of transportation afforded considerable 
protection to our industries, and on that account lower duties 
were sufficient for their protection than are to-day required with 
improved means of transportation, while the profitable markets 
for our surplus agricultural products atlorded European 
wars and the stimulus to our m inufactures im by our war 
with Great Britain all aided in giving this country a consider- 
able prosperity under . low duties. 

President Madison, in his message to Congress December 1, 
1815, recommended encouragement to the manufacturing inter- 
ests. He said: . 

Under circumstances giving a powerful impulse to nga erotic e} indus- 


it has made a us a progress and exhibited an efficiency which jus- 
tify the belief that protection not more than is due to the ente: 
ci whose interests are now at stake, it will become at an early not 
only safe occasional competition from abroad, but a source do- 


mestic wealth and of even external commerce. 


At the Fourteenth Congress, which assembled December 4, 
1815, and was in session until the 30th of April, 1816, a new 
tariff law, imposing increased duties upon importations, was en- 
acted. The intention of those who favored the new law was to 
establish a system co seme to Américan manufactures. 

Mr. Calhoun opened a speech in the House of Representatives 
on April 4, 1816, by saying: 

The debate heretofore on this subject has been on the degree of protection 
which ought to beafforded to our cotton and woolen manufactures, all pro- 
fessing to be friendly to those infant establishments and to be willing to ex- 
tend to them adequate encouragement. 

Again, in the same speech, he said: 


Coming, as he did, from the South, having in common with his constitu- 
ents no interest but in the cultivation of the soil, in selling its products high 
and buying cheap the wants and conveniences of life, no motive could bo at- 
tributed to him but such as were disinterested. 


Again, discussing the necessity for protection to our manufac- 
turing industries, he said: 


rary 
had extended so rapidly during 
requisite surplus ca) 


and workmen dis and turn to 
try would sustain a great loss. Such would, no 
doubt, be the fact to a considerable extent if not protected. 

Mr. Clay, in the same debate in the House on the 25th of 
March, said: 

We all know that now is the time for encouragement, and that the do- 
mestic manufacturer has to struggle more at the endof a war, and at that 
moment the greater aid is necessary to support home against foreign com- 


And— 
t protecting manufactures 
Poe pas rh rrara made reo at 9 
and thereby to produce an independence of foreign countries. 

Mr. Lowndes said in the same debate 

That he believed the manufacture of woolens,and particularly of blank: 
ets, required a decided present encouragement. 

But the duties imposed by the act of 1816 were insufficient to 
afford adequate protection to many manufactures which had been 
built up during the war, and the excessive importations of for- 
eign goods caused by our low tariff and the depression of prices 
in Great Britain soon prostrated and destroyed them. 

THE BUSINESS AND FINANCIAL DEPRESSION OF 1819. 

The termination of the commercial advantages enjoyed by 
England during the Europem war, and the cessation of the vast 
war expenditures by Great Britain, revolutionized the industrial 
system of England in 1819, greatly reduced the prices of com- 
modities, and reacted on the industrial condition of the United 
States. The New England Stites suffered from excessive bank 
expansions, from the loss of their foreign market and of their 
domestic market for provisions, which wur and the prosper- 


t even 
be im; 


1893. 


ity of our industries had created. Farmers suffered from a ruin- 
ous fall in the poo of their commodi and manufactures 
were undersoid by ioreign goods sent out by lish manufacto- 
ries for the purpose of crushing the rising manufacturing est ab- 
lishments in the States. 

The attention of all classes was directed to Congress for relief, 
and meetings were held in the Northern States in favor of an 
increase of the tariff, The farmers of the country, anxious to 
secure a market for their products, were zealous advocates of 
protection to American industries. On September 27, 1819, a 
convention of delegates from nine States of the Union assembled 
at New York to urge upon Congress better protection to Ameri- 
can industries. The favorable effect of the legislation of 1816 is 
shown by President Monroe’s first annual message, transmitted 
to Congress December 2, 1817, the opening paragraph of which 
is as follows: 

At no period of our political existence had we so much cause to felicitate 
ourselves at the prospsrous and happy condition of our country. 

And later snid: 


Our manufactories will require the continued attention of Congress. The 


capital employed in them is considerable, and the know. required in 


te Fee ear and fabric of all the most useful manufactures is most val. 
Their preservation. which depends on due consideration, is connected 
with the high interests of the nation. 

When his third annual message was sent to Congress, Decem- 
ber 7, 1819, the changes in Europe resulting from a cessation of 
wars, industrial depression in England, and the deprecia- 
tion of the value of manufactured articles, enabling them to be 
penar preg e into the United States. had so affected our 

dustries and 


isturbed our finances that the condition of the 
banks and of the industries of the country were discussed in the 


message. 

This portion of the message is exceedingly interesting and in- 
structive. It reads almost like a description of our recent busi- 
ness and financial disturbances. It shows that cheap material 
and cheap labor will not secure industrial prosperity, that finan- 
cial disturbances follow business disturbances, and that undue 
eompetition from foreign manufactures was the cause of business 
and financial disasters of that period. He said: 

The great reduction in the price of the articles of domestic 
ex. which has occurred during the present year, and the consequent fall 

the price of labor, Wege favorable to the success of domestic man- 
ufacture, have not shielded them against other causes adverse W imal pie 
perity. The primary embarrassments which have so deeply aff the 
eommercial interests of the nation, have been no less adverse to our manu- 
facturing establishments in several sections of the Union. 

The great reduction of the currency, which the banks have been compelled 
to make in order to continue ents, and the vitiated character of 


pecuniary necessary to 

selves of the advantages resulting from the reduction of the prices 
materials and labor, have compelled the banks to withdraw from them a por- 
tion of the capital heretofore advanced to them. The aid which has been re- 
fused by the banks has not been obtained from other sources; owing to the 
loss of individual confidence from the failures which have recently occurred 
in some of our principal commercial cities. An additional cause of the de- 
of these establishments may probably be found in pec em- 
assments which have recently —— those countries with our 


Their man ‘or the want of a ready and table market at 
home, have been shi by the manufacturers to the United States, and in 
many instances sold at a price below their current value at the place of 
manufacture. Alth ce may, from its nature, 
tem CCCCGCTC gonna Pomc ig yet Ape 
effects. Uniformity in the demand and price of an article is desir- 


It is deemed of great importance to give encouragement to our domestic 
manufactures. In what manner the eyiis adverted to may be remedied, and 
how far it may be practicable in other respects to afford to them further en- 
couragement, pa: ue regard to all the other great interests of the na- 
tion, is submitted to the wisdom of Congress. 

No adequate relief to our embarrassed industries was provided 
by the next Congress. The time was mainly occupied in the dis- 
cussion of the slavery question; and to meet a deticiency of rev- 
enue a loan of three millions was authorized, which was made. 
But, notwithstanding this loan of three millions, when the next 
Congress assembled the Treasury was empty and a floating debt 
of four millions was to be provided for. Again the adoption of 
measures which would have at once revived our industries, pro- 
duced presperity, and filled the Treasury was postponed. A 
loan of five ons was authorized. Appropriations for forti- 
fieations and for the Navy and the Army, and for other pur- 
poses, were greatly reduced. Again the slavery question was 
the all-absorbing topic. To show the condition of the country 
during this period I will quote from speeches in Congress dur- 

the tariff discussions of 1824: 

aoa Martindale, of New York, in the House, February 24, 1824, 
I rise under viction of the vast im: of the of 
the bill upon eas table “an = utter ren se Seater toa 8 
cussion of them. But. sir, my great anxiety those es should 
finally prevail. and that they should now prevail. believing. as Ido that the 
condition of the country imperiously demands their adoption, and my con- 

joushess, too. sir, that that country on this expects that every 
man should do his duty, have determined me to make an attempt to over- 
dimaence and approach the discussion of this most mo- 
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„sir. inasmuch as it is 


mentous subject. It is a subject deeply interest: 
commencement of a newsystem of policy, fraught with principles which 


ble and most salutary consequences. and inasmuch 
the Government which locks seriously and 
ely to the 8 of the native prouuetions of the country. 

This sys em. sir, is to bring into existence from our own soil and from the 
labor of our own countrymen that which would not exist without it, and in 
addition tothat which we now nce as a substituce for what we buy. It 
looks through the medium of mechanic and artisan to the it can 
reach him in no other way: it can protect him no other way. Unless Igreatly 
mistake character of the bill. and labor under so strong a delusion that 
Iam led to believe a lie, it is fraught with manifold and lasting blessings to 
our common country. 

* s $ è 2 e + 

T propose to inquire, sir, if there be any evils under the pressure of which 
this nation suffers. Is full employment provided by the nature and distri- 
bution of our occupations for every class or community? Do none stand 


the 
must produce 


idle because no man hireth them? not the agriculture of the country 
languish and the laborer stand still because, ond the supply of food for 
his own family. his produce perishes on his or his fields lie waste and 


faliow, and because his accustomed market is closed against him? It 
does, sir. From sar section of this extended country we hear complaints 
of poverty and individual distress. From the North, fromthe East. and from 
the West—in all directions, sir, but from the cotton- growing sections—hun- 
dreds of petitions and memorials have reached us, pouring forth the loud 
voice of supplication and prayer for some measures of protection and relief. 

These have ed from the of our country, from the indus- 
trious mechanic, from the farmer as well as from the manufacturer. And 
will gentlemen Ng eed that these complaints are feigned and canseless? 
Our own personal knowledge excludes the supposition. Let each member 
of this committee take the circuit of his district (excepting — 47 l the highly 
favored commercial and cotton- growing districts) and inquire ually 
of his 9 and manufacturing constituents: Sir, are you clear of 
debt, if not, have you the means of payment? Have you a ready 
market for all the surplus pr duce of your farm to the utmost ability of 
your farm to produce by the labor you can command: Do you keepas 
sheep as your farm can sustain, and can you sell the wool they produce? 
your farm to the culture of flax and hemp, and if so, where can you 
Und a market? Theanswers theseseveral questions will receive would show 
the accumulated and various distresses of constituents. 

There is, sir, apne po and deep distress in this country. We are notin 

condition that some gentlemen would fi 

distress presses harder u: the farmer 
ufacturer, I know, sir, than upon any other class of our fellow-ci izens. The 
reason is obvious. While the was rich in 
his importations for the farmers’ produce what may 
phatically the golden days of commercial perity,”’ the farmer was con- 
suming these importations to the extent of his ability to purchase. He did 
not even then become rich. W his produce commanded an unex- 


agricultural ih ae of 
ing the labors of the farmer with abundant crops, enabi sustain 
for the time habits of expense and indulgence to which he had not been ac- 


cu 3 

But this day of unclouded prosperity was soon to be overcast. The years 
of plenty were soon to be succeeded by years of dearth and famine. The 
European markets were closed against the articles of food with which our 
farmers had been accustomed to supply them; and thus they were suddenly 
deprived of the means of savisfying an unabated demand for foreign manu- 
factures. We suddenly discovered the defective ion of our com- 
munity. We now found ourselves a nationof mere farmers and merehants, 
producing our own food, to be sure. but dent on the merchant for 
our clothing to a vast amount. with almost every article of do- 
mestic convenience without the adequate means of pure them. For- 
eign nations no longer stood in need of our fond; they uced a suf- 
ciency for their own use. But we needed their manufactures and could not 
supply them ourselves. This showed at once a defective distribution of the 
labor of the community. We were incapabie of satisfying our own wants 
from our own resources. Clothing and domestic utensils are as necessary 
as food, and we can supply but one; and that one wecan supply to ten times 
the amount of the 


Mr. Clay, in the House, Wednesday, March 31, 1824, said: 


In casting our eyes around us, the most prominentcircumstance which fixes 
our attention aud challenges our deepest regre 
whieh pervades the whole country. It 


ports of native produce; by the depressed and redu 
navigation: our : 


commerce; by ps 
ich ee inter, Pratl barns and barn-yards for the want of a market; 
by the ution of the circulating medium: the 1 


consequent reduction of the of labor; by the ravenous t 
publie situations, not for the e of their honors and the performance of 
their public duties, but as a means of private subsistence; by the reluctant 


resort to the perilous use of paper money; by the intervention of le 
tion in the delicate relation between debtor and creditor; and, above by 
the low and depressed state of the value of almost every description of the 
whole mass of the of the nation, which has,on an average, sunk 
not less than about . 

This distress of the 


pervades every part nion. class of society; all 
feel it, though it may be felt, atdifferent places, in diferent degrees. It is 
likethe atm Which surrounds us—ali must inhale it, and none can 
escapeit. In some places it has burst upon our ple without a single mit- 
ting circumstance to temper its severity. others. more fortunate, 
ht alleviations have been ex in the expenditure of the public 
revenue and in other favoring causes. 
* * s 0 0 s * 

What, I would ask, is the cause of the unhappy condition of our 
country, Which I have faintly depicted? It is to be found in the fact that, 
during almost the whole existence of this Government, we have shaped our 
industry, our navigation, and our commerce in reference to an extraordi- 
nary warin Europe, and to foreign markets, which no longer exist; in fact 
that we have depended too much upon foreign sources of supply, and ex- 
cited too little thenative; in the fact that. whilst wehavecultivated, with as- 
siduouscare, our foreign resources, we have suffered those at home to wither, 
in a state of neglect and abandonment. 

* — * e * * = 

The greatest want of civilized society is a market for the sale and exchange 

of the surplus of the produce of the labor ofits members. This market may 
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exist at home or abroad, or both, but it must exist somewhere, if society 
ospers; and wherever it does exist, it should be competent to the absorp- 


Hon of the entire surplus of production. It is most desirable that there 
should be both a home and a foreign market. But, with respect to their re- 
lative superiority, I can not entertain a doubt. The home market is first in 
order, and paramount in importance. The object of the bill under consid- 
eration is to create this home market and to lay the foundations of a genu- 
ine American policy. It is opposed, and it is incumbent upon the p: 

of the foreign policy (terms which I shall use without any invidious intent) 
to demonstrate that the foreign market is an adequate vent for the surplus 
produce of our labor. But is it so? Foreign nations can not, if they would, 
take our surplus produce. If the source of supply, no matter of what, in- 
creases in a greater ratio than the demand for that supply, aglut of the mar- 
ket is inevitable, evenif we suppose both to remain perfectly unobstructed. 


0 * $ s s$ + + 


I would trouble the committee with only one other quotation which I shall 
make from Lowe, and from hearing which the committee must share with 
me in the mortification which I felt on perusing it. The author says: It 
is now above forty years since the United States of America were definitely 
separated from us, and since their situation has afforded a proof that the 
benefit of mercantile intercourse may be retained. in all its extent, without 
the care of governing, or the expense of defending, these once regretted 
provinces.” Is there not too much truth in this observation? By adhering 
to the foreign policy, which I have been discussing, do we not remain es- 
sentially British, in everything but the form of our Government? Are not 
our interests, our industry, our commerce, so modified as to swell British 
pride, and to increase British power? 

* s$ 4$ 0 * 2 = 
Sir— 


Said Mr. Webster, in the House April, 2, 1824— 


the object of the bill before the committee is to aid the industry of thecoun- 
try dy adjus' the proportions of the several branches to the state of the 
country; to the introduction and progress of manufacturing industr: 

by relieving it from the pressure of European competition: to sustain agri- 
culture by providing a domestic market for provisions and raw materials, 
and to secure a permanent and increasing commerce by E the mate- 
rials which are necessary to sustain it. e uce of industry is the nutri- 
ment of commerce; and our shipping can not for any length of time exceed the 
number which that will sustain. 

Peace in Europe has cut off the carrying trade and diminished our com- 
merce in provisions, and the future prosperity of our foreign commerce is 
involved in the success of our domestic manufactures. However desirable 
it may be to cherish and 80 t a branch of national indus- 
try, it wouid be delusive to expect it to thrive and prosper without employ- 
ment. 

The power of regulating its intercourse with other nations belongs toevery 
independent government, It may admit the productions of other countries 
or exclude them. It may admit them freely or under what modifications it 
may deem prope The only way in which domestic manufactures can be 


aided is 6 og yet of duties; and this power in the distribution of 
authority between the General Government and those of the States is allotted 
beg tn , and they have complete sovereignty over the subject. 

W. 


ers in such manner as will be most ucive to the interests of the country. 
* * * $ * * 


It is not the density of population in the country, but the collection of peo- 
ple in towns and villages that facilitates a division of labor and furnishes a 
sufficiency of hands, and a market that will support a diversified industry. 
There is no certain rule, but the one before stated; when production ex 8 
consumption, and a portion of the people are without occupation for want 
of employment, the period has arrived when a division of labor has become 
3 This rule is certain, simple, without ambiguity, and admits of 

application. 


uni 

The d tion or employment of the surplus population, is a proper sub- 
ject of legislative regulation: This involves no interference ea private 
rights, and no violation of the freedom of industry; the object phd gia dep 
. for those who have none, whose industry is repr by the 
pe si or interfering industry of other nations, and which nothing short of 


y 
not be denied that it is the auy of government to exercise its pow- 
è 


tive interference can relieve. 
no graria of our manufactures is as effectually perna by the moral 
ts imposed by the superior advantages of those countries with 
whom we have a free and regular commercial intercourse, as if they were 
under legal restrictions, and no power less than that of the nation can con- 


trol those obstacles. 

This is an important branch of public policy; it is the true foundation of 
political economy, the d. of national wealth; every system that is not 
erected on this foundation rests on the sand. 

The interference of Government to secure employment to this class of the 
Longa is absolutely neceseary to render the nation industrious. In- 

ustry will always be in proportion toits reward. If a farmer has no market 
for his surplus productions the supply of his own wants will be the measure 
of his exertions; and if there be no foreign demand for the surplus produce 
of the country the industry of thenation will be limited to the suppiy of the 
nation. The want of a market for surplus productions, as effectually im- 
its the exertions of industry, as if the 523 was liable to the 
licensed plunderer, as is now the case in key. Whether the 8 
the farmer perishes on his hands or is taken from him by force the 
industry is the same. 

Itis the policy of Government to provide objects for the occupation of 
all the citizens. The general prevalence of industry among the great mass 
of the people is indispensable to good order, peace, and domestic security; 
to prevent idleness, pauperism, and crime, and all those mischiefs which 

result from an unoccupied and necessitous population. 
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The United States since they were independent have, until recently, found 
it their interest to continue the policy that was imposed on them by Great 
Britain while colonies; they have devoted themselves almost exclusively to 
agriculture, and have exported their provisions and raw materials, and 
exchanged them for the manufactured goods of other countries, and chiefiy 
for those of Great Britain. 

While the war in Europe continued the demand for our provisions created 
an active industry and gave employment to all our citizens. The perce in 
Europe, by enabling those countries to augment the products of agriculture 
has destroyed tne demand for our provisions, and has left us without a mar- 
ket for our surplus productions, or with a very limited one; many articies 
of agricultural produce can not be sold for the costof production. Thishas 

‘al agricultural industry; the farmers have contracted their opera- 


ect on 


Goon and diminished the number of their hands. 
improved land has fallen, and become the most unprofitable subject for 
the investment of capital. The whole estimate of real estate in New York 


fell 18 per cent under the advantage of a vast 1 from 1815 to 1821. 
Many, who a few years since purchased their farms on credit, have been 
obliged to sell them at a sacrifice. In many cases of partial payments, farms 
have been sold for less than the sum for which they were pe, a and 
the owners are ruined. The uncertainty of a market for the productions of 
agriculture forbids purchases on credit, and a large class of industrious cit- 
izens are without any certain or constant means of employment. 

Our manufactures are excluded from our own markets as well as from 
those of other countries by the superior advantages of British manufatur- 
ers. Their industry lan: hes, and many of them are thrown out of em- 
ployment as well as the farmers; many of our forges are abandoned; facto- 
ries erected at great expense are shut up; many flouring mills are idle, and 
many vesselsare lying at our wharves for want of freight. The number of 

upers, especially that class which require only occasional relief, is rapidl 

creasing. The i nee paupers in New York increased from 1815 to 1555 
from 8245. 000 to 8470. 000. 

Permanent paupers to the whole population in England are in the ratio of 
1 to 22; in Pennsylvania, of 1 to 265; Delaware. of 1 to 227; in New York, 
of 1 to 220; in Connecticut, of 1 to 150; in New Hampshire, of 1 to 100; in 
Massachusetts, of 1 to 68. 2 

Perseverance in our present condition will increase and aggravate these 
evils. It isthesettled policy of the manufacturing nations of Europe to de- 
rive the means of subsistence from their own soil, and without a market for 
our surplus productions, or a division of labor by the introduction of new 
2 of industry, a portion of our population will be without employ- 
men 


Senator Dickerson, of New Jersey, May, 1824, said: 


Thatsome radical change in our system of agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce is required is incontestably proved by the distressed condition of 
all those branches of industry. Toapply theremedy is the business of Con- 


gress. 

The prosperity of a nation can be only secured by fostering and protect- 
Ing its industry. The whole secret of national wealth consists of finding 
profitable employment for all who are willing todevote themselves to labor. 

* kd 2 è $ $ 2 

The importance of protecting industry applies more forcibly to the United 
States than to any other country. With a vast extent of fertile country, 
under various climates, producing nearly everything that our wishes or ne- 
cessities require, if weare not prosperous and happy, it must be because we 
do not rely upon our own resources, but depend upon fore nations for 
those supplies which nature has placed atourown doors. By the policy here- 
tofore adopted we suffer Europe to prescribe the laws which regulate the 
prosport; or rather adversity, of this country. To this may be attributed 
the distress which has prevailed in almost every section of the United States 
for the last eight years. 

0 0 s 0 n * * 

In the last eight years we have imported for our own consumption more 
than one hundred millions worth of manufactures, which we might have 
made and ought to have made for ourselves, while a large portion of our 
population have remained idle for want of employment. 

» 2 2 * $ $ * 1 

Manufactures can not succeed unless capitalists can be induced to vost 
their capital in establishments necessary for those purposes. It is in vain 
tocall upon our population not engaged in culture to work at manu- 
factures when no capitalist will employ them. It is in vain to call upon the 
capitalist to invest his money in manufactur establishments when such 
investment would probably result in the loss of his capital. If the capitalist 
could compel the people to work at as low a rate of wages as is given in Eu- 
rope we could succeed; but men will not do that unless famine is s 
them in the face, which will not be the case in this country for some centu- 
ries to come—when our population shall begin to press upon subsistence. 

The capitalist must be enabled to derive a reasonable profit upon his in- 
vestment, giving a reasonable price for labor, or he will reserve hismoney, 
the value of which is enhanced by the distress of the country, 

TARIFF ACT OF 18%. 


Congress was at last brought face to face with the necessity of 
affording protection to our industries, and providing the neces- 
sary revenues tosupport the Government by increased duties upon 
imports; and to do this the tariff act of 1824 was . As 
has always been the case when a protective tariff law has been 
enacted, our languishing industries at once revived, new indus- 
trial establishments sprang into existence, providing employ- 
ment for labor, supplying also a market for agricultural prod- 
ucts; money became plenty; the Treasury, no longer depleted 
and well-nigh bankrupt, contained in its vaults an ample and gen- 
erous supply of funds; in short, the nation entered upon an era 
of prosperity such as this country had never before enjoyed. 

could multiply proofs almost without limit to show the great 
and beneficial effect of the tariff of 1824; to show that new life 
was infused into every branch of industry, thatagriculture, com- 
merce and manufactures alike flourished, that labor was em- 
ployed, that wages improved, that everyone was prosperous, and 
the Treasury was full. President Adams, in opening his annual 
message of December 6, 1825, said: 

In taking a general survey of the concerns of our beloved country, with 
reference to subjects interesting to the common welfare, the first sentiment 
which impresses itself upon the mind is of gratitude to the omni nt Dis- 
penser of all good for the continuance of the blessings of Provi- 


dence, and especially for that health which, to a usual extent, has prevailed 


within our borders, and for that abundance which, in the vicissitudes of the 


seasons, has been scattered with profusion over our land. 


In his second annual message, of December 9, 1826, he said: 


With the exceptions incidental to the most felicitous condition of human 
existence, we continue to be highly favored in all the elements which con- 
tribute to individual comfort and to national e In the survey ot 
our extensive country we are generally to observe aboies of health and re- 
gions of plenty. 

In his third annual message he said: 

The e of the soil, the exchanges of commerce, the vivifying la- 

bors of human . combined to mingle in our cup a portion of 


oyment as! and liberal as the indulgence ot Heaven has, perbaps, 
„TC of man on earth. FE 


1893. 


In his fourth annual message he said: 

If the enjoyment in profusion of the bounties of Providence formsa subject 
for mutual gratulation and grateful acknowledgment, we are admonished 
at this return of the season, when the representatives of the nation are as- 
sembled to deliderate upon their concerns, to offer up the tribute of fervent 
and grateful hearts for the never-failing mercies of who ruleth over all. 


And later, in the same message, he said: 


The condition and prospects of the revenue are more favorable than our 
most sanguine expectations had anticipated. 


President Jackson, in his first annual message, said: 

In communicating with you for the first time, it is to mea source of un- 
feigned satisfaction, callingfor mutual gratulation and devout thanks toa 
benign Providence. that we are at peace with all mankin that our 
country exhibits the most cheering evidence of general welfare and pro- 
gressive improvement. 

Later, in the same message, he stated his position upon the 
subject of protection, as follows: 


The agricultural interests of our country is so essentially connected with 
every other, and so superior in importance to them all, that it is scarcely 
necessary to invite to it your B pode spond attention. Itis principally as man- 
ufactures and commerce tend to increase the value of agricultural produc- 
tions, and to extend their application to the wants and comforts of society, 
that they deserve the fostering care of government. 


Speaking of the revenues, he said: 
The state of the finances exhibits the resources of the nation in an aspect 
highly flattering to its industry and auspicious of the ability of the Govern- 
ment in a very short time to extinguish the public debt. 


In his Maysville road veto of May 27, 1830, President Jackson 
said: 
As long as the encouragement of domestic manufactures is directed tona- 
tional ends, it shall receive from me a temperate but steady support. 
THE TARIFF OF 1828. 


The increase of duties by the act of 1828 was not made without 
a general demand for increased protection by the manufacturing 
States. Conventions of farmers and man turers were held, 
and Congress was besieged with-petitions for adequate protec- 
tion to American industries. A general convention of agricul- 
turists and manufacturers, and others friendly to the encour- 
agement and se ee of the domestic industry of the United 
States, assembled at Harrisburg, Pa., July 30, 1827, composed 
of delegates from Connecticut, Delaware, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylva- 
nia, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia; and after a five-days 
session, adopted an address to Congress praying for increased 
protection to American producers, more especially to wool and 
woolen manufactories, 
This address, which was prepared by a committee of the 
ablest members of the convention, is a masterly production, cov- 
, ering the whole question of the tariff, and is worthy of a careful 
perusal by the statesmen of to-day. 1 quote from it as follows: 


The principle of protecting the domestic industry has been adopted in 
most nations, and exists wherever a prosperous ple are found. ithout 
it misery must prevail; and no more thana e of happiness beyond that 
which pertains to savage life, can be e men being clothed in skins 
and having their homes as if in dens andcaverns. There are natural causes 
of soil, climate, and condition why these things should be, as well as many 
incidental or artificial circumstances that bear upon them, and also some- 
thing which may be called a value in human life that must be 
This is the cost of subsistence, and forbids freedom of trade.” 

Thereis no ulation inthe proposition. It is a fact that a man in France 
may be as well subsisted for one-half less than a man in nd; that a 
Spaniard does live on food u which an Englishman would nearly perish, 
and that an East Indian would starve out a Spaniard on the same supplies. 
We of persons performing labor, or, in other words, producing value. 
It is important, then, that these parties can freely exchange commodities. 
The operation of natural causes or determingble habits would enrich the one 
and beggar the other. 


The address thus refers to the fact that some persons have re- 
cently denied the power of the United States— 


To perform the natural operation of protecting the national industry, as 
practiced by nearly every other civilized nation, as indispensable to the pre- 
servation of its own existence; and it is asserted that this power had been 
exerted from the beginning, and that the preamble of the first act passed 
under the new Constitution for raising reyenue recited that the act was 
necessary for the encouragement and protection of manufactures. 


Attention is called to the fact that the commerce and navigation 
of the United States had been protected to the utmost extent to 
which protection might go. That heavy discriminating duties” 
on imports and tonnage were levied—the coasting trade prohib- 
ited to foreigners; reciprocity was always demanded, and re- 
striction met with restriction at every step. And continuing: 


But what American heart is not warmed when the result of this decisive 
protection of commerce and navigation is presented to view, which has 
raised up our tonnage to be secon ay to that of Great Britain; which has 
caused the starry banners to be displayed with honor from the burning 
line to the icy barriers of the north and south; which has demonstrated the 
momentous truth, a truth worth all the sophisms of the old and newschool 
of amalgamated economists, that protection, or even prohibition, has no 
necessary relation to the cost of articles to the consumer, seeing the proud 
factis that we excel all nations in the celerity, certainty, and cheapness of our 

tion; the foreign, through protection; and the coasting, by prohi- 


respected. 


bition. 
The discussion in Congress of the tariff bill of 1828 is both in- 
teresting and valuable. I submit a few extracts: 
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Mr. Mallary of Vermont, in the House, March 4, 1828, said: 


Manufacturers, we all know, are constantly accused of being governed by 
sordid and selfish views. They are charged with hostility to all other 
classes of the ple. They are held up to observation as a body of iron- 
handed monopolists. From whom dothese accusations come? Theseverest 
are from a few seaboard merchants and foreign agents. A numerous 
of American merchants, dist hed for their wealth and talents, are 


among the warmest and ablest advocates of the American policy. 
Sir, a country like the United States, where all may en m what 
employment they choose, there can never be a monopoly by any y of man- 


ufacturers. The extent of the country, the favora 8 eveywhere 
afforded, the industry and enterprise of the people, will always be a safe- 

ard against the least danger. You might as well maintain that the farm- 
ers are monopolists, the mechanics are monopolists, as to lay the same 
charge against the manufacturer. 

But, sir, I maintain that the tendency of protecting domestic manufac- 
tures is to prevent a most dangerous and powerful monopoly, a momyed. 
aristocracy that would be resistless, overwhel q ; 

I mean, distinctly, the mercantile interes! on the seaboard. If this na- 
tion, great and extensive as it is and will be, was composed of farmers and 
merchants alone, what would be the consequence? The seaboard would be 
the place of exchange for domestic and foreign productions. This would 
be effected at a few points favored by nature. Profits and gain would, from 
necessity, be confined to afew. The farming interest must sustain all the 
charges and mses of tra rtation of its productions—heavy, bulky— 
while the me t would at all times secure to himself his reward, hat- 
ever may be the sacrifices and losses of the farmer. On the seaboard, thexe- 
fore, all the moneyed capital of the nation would concentrate, The interior 
would be in dependence, debt, and bondage. 

I am not insensible to the importance of foreign commerce. But that 
alone never did, and never can, make a nation of extensive territory pros- 
perous. History ved the fact. To be sure, large cities have sprung into 
existence by trade. Nations, or states ng small domain like Ven- 
ice and Genoa, may have become rich and powerful by foreign commerce. 

A country as extensive as France, or Germany, or Russia, or the United 
States never could have wealth, competence, ani the ordinary comforts of 
life universally distributed without the aid of domestic manufactures. 
There might be a Hanseatic League of cities, rich and powerful, sho de- 
fiance to the proudest monarchs, while the countries which supported them 
would remain poor, d and miserable. 

There might be a rich and flourishing Dantzic, with wretched Poland in 
the rear to sustain it. ‘ 


Mr. Wright, of New York, in the House, March 10, 1828, said: 
And here, sir, it is my duty to premise that it has been my object, andI 
believe it to have been the object of the majority of the committee, to frame 
a bill which should have in view the protection of the leading interests of 
the country. I have 1 pce that in all laws having a reference to the pro- 
tection of the domestic indus: of this country, culture should be con- 
sidered the prominentand nating interest. This I have considered the basis 
— 7 which the other great interests rest, and to which they are to be con- 
dered as subservient, Still this is not to be considered as entitled to po 
tection exclusive of the manufacturing interest. Ido not believe that alaw 
which would be injurious to manufacturers would be beneficial to agri- 
culture; but I do believe that peonon to manufactures should be given 
with express reference to the effect upon agriculture, and that no protection 
can be wise or consistent with the policy of this Government which has not 
for its object to add strength and r to this great and vital interest of the 
country. The same may said of the commercial interest, as it also is 
only subservient to the great interests of agriculture. 


Mr. Barnard, of New York, in the House, March 17, 1828, said: 


Manufactures have kept very exact pace with civilization. And the his- 
tory of commerce itself is little else than the history of the progress of man- 
ufactures. Jn that age of the world when manufactures were little known 
that company of Ishmaelites coming from Gilead, bearing spices, balm, 
and op going to carry it down to Egypt,“ I dare say, thought them- 
selves driving a very extensive and profitable trade. The commerce of the 
celebrated commercia: cities of Italy were never so flourishing as when they 
became manufacturers to su ply the necessities of the Crusaders in the holy 
wars. Theprosperity of Eat commerce is dated from the encouragement 
which was given to the English manufacturers, and at this day is almost 
wholly —— upon them, either directly or indirectly, for its successful 
prosecution. 


Under the tariff act of 1828, anew impetus was given to Ameri- 
can industry, resulting in increased prosperity, increase of in- 
dustrial wealth, and a full Treasury. 


THE CAUSES WHICH LED TO THE REPEAL OF THE ACTS OF 19i AND 1823, 


President Jackson, in his third annual message, said: 
Among hs happiest effects of the improved relations of our Republic has 
been an increase of trade, producing a 88 increase of revenue 
beyond the most sanguine expectations of the asur, 

And later: 


A modification of the tariff which shall produce a reduction of our reve- 
nue to the wants of the Government and an adjustment of the duties on im- 
ports, with a view to equal justice in relation to all our national interests, 

+ + is deemed to be one of the principal objects which demand the con- 
sideration of the present Congress. 


This portion of the President’s message was referred in the 
House to the Committee on Manufactures, which, as well as the 
Committee on Ways and Means, had b2en selected with a view 
to the modification of the tariff. Mr. Adams of Massachusetts 
chairman of the Committee on Manufactures, on the 23d day of 
May, 1832, reported a new tariff bill. Mr. McDuffie, chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, had previously reported 
a radical tariff bill to meet the views of the ultra free-trade ad- 
vocates, and had submitted a report denouncing the tariff laws 
and the protective system as taxing the South for the benefit of 
the North. 

Mr. McDuffie having forced on the discussion of his bill in the 
House, on June 1 the first section of the bill was struck out by a 
vote of 81 yeas to 41 nays, 

The Adams bill, after a protracted and heated discussion, passed 


y Department. 
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the House by 132 yeas to 65 nays; and d the Senate July 
9 by 32 yeas to 16 nays; and was approved by the President. 

This act wasa very liberal concession to the South. 1t provided 
for a great reduction of the revenue, and considerably reduced 
the duties upon articles which came into competition with articles 
of domestic manufacture. It was sup: t would be received 
by the advocates ol free trade and by the dominant party in 
Sovth Carolina asat least a temporary settlement of the disturb- 
ing question of the tariff; but those who had yielded their own 
views on the subject toconciliate the Southern discontents were 
disappointed. The day after the passage of the act the repre- 
sentatives of South Carolina who favored nullification as a 5 
for their supposed grievances met at Washington and adopte 
and published an address to the people of South Carolina, the 
concluding sentences of which were as follows: 

They will not pretend to suggest the appropriate remedy, but after ex- 
pressing their solemn and delioerate convi-stion that the protective — 1 5 — 
must now be regarded as the settled policy of the country, and that all hope 
of relief from Congress is irrecoverasly gone, they leave it to you, the sov- 
ereign power of the State, to determine whether the Ats and liberties 
which you received as a precious inneritance from an illustrious ancestry 
shall liè tamely surrendered without a struggle, or be transmitted un- 
diminished to your posterity. 

Following this address, meetings were held in South Carolina 
at which the triff act T pat passed was denounced. Those who 
attended them were pledged to support the State government in 
measures to resist the enforcement of the tarif laws, and the 
people were urged to opposition to the General Government. 

Notwithst nding the exertions of the respectable, law-abiding 
pore ol the community, the discontents secured a majority in 

th houses of the Legislature. As soon as the complexion of 
the Legislature was known, Governor Hamilton convoked it. 
Immediately after assembling on October 22, 1832, a bill was re- 
ported and pass d authorizing a convention to meet at Columbia 
on the 19th of the following month of November. Without going 
into details, it is sufficient for my purpose to state that the con- 
vention passed an ordinance declaring all ucts of Congress im- 
ing duties on imported goods, and more es the laws 

of May 19, 1828, and July 14, 1832, to be absolutely null and void 
within that State, and declaring it to be the duty of the Legis- 
lature of the State to pass such laws as would be necessary to 
carry the same into effect from and after the following February. 

This ordinance concluded with the declaration that any at- 
tempt on the part of the United States to reduce the State to 
obedience, or to enforce the revenue lawsotherwise than through 
the civil tribunals, would be deemed inconsistent with the con- 
tinuance of South Carolina in the Union, and the people of that 
State would proceed to organize aseparate and independent gov- 
ernment. A copy of the ordinance was officially transmitted to 
President Jackson by the governor of South Carolina, The Leg- 
islature met when the convention adjourned, and passed the laws 
required by the ordinance. Acts were authorizing the 
governor to call the militia into service to resist any attempt by 
the General Government to enforce the revenue laws, to accept 
volunteers, to call out the whole military power of the State. and 
provision was made for the purchase or arms and munitions of 
war. The Union was imperiled. The existence of the Govern- 
ment was threatened. Federal action became imperative. All 
the available military forca of the Government was ordered to 
assemble at Charleston, and a sloop of war was sent to that port 
to proteet the officers of the Government in the performance of 
their duties. 

8 Jackson, in his annual message of December 4, 1832, 
said: 

It is my painful duty to state that in one quarter ot the United States 
opposition to the revenue laws has arisen to a height which threatens to 
thwart their execution, if not to endanger the integrity of the Unim. 

And on the 11th day of December, 1832, he issued a lama- 
tion abounding in patriotic utterince$, appealing to the people 
of South Carolina to retrace their steps, and announcing his de- 
termination to execute the laws and to preserve the Union by 
all constitutional means. I quote from that proclamation the 


following: 
Look on this picture of happiness and honor and say, we, too, are citizens 
of America. lina is one of these proud States; her arms have defended, 


her best blood has cemented this happy Union. And then add, if you can. 
without horror and remorse. this happy Union we will dissolve; this ure 
of peace and prosperity we will deface; this free intercourse we inter- 
rupt; these fertile tields we will deluge with blood; the protection of that 
glorious flag we renounce; the very name of Americans we discard. 

And for waat, mistaken men! for what do you throw away these inestim- 
able blessings—for what would you exchange your share in the advantages 
3 eee ee 
dream interrup loody conflicts your neighbors, and 
pendence ieaders could succeed in establishing a 


contending 
But the dictates of a high duty oblige me solemnly to. 
can not succeed. 

The laws of the United States must be executed. I have no discretionary 
power on the zubject—my duty is emphatically pronounced in the Constitu- 
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tion. Those who told you that you might paoar prevent their execution 
themselves. They know 

could alone prevent the execution of the laws, and 
know that such opposition must be . Their is disunion; 
5 Are 


you à 

gators of the act be the „ their heads be the dis- 
honor, but on yours may fall the punishment—on your unhappy State will 
inevitably fall all the e vernment of 
your country. 

It can not accede to the mad project of disunion, of which you would be 
the first victims. Its First Magistrate can not, if he would, uvoid the per- 
formance of his duty. The consequence must be fearful for you, dis 
to your fellow-citizens here, and to the friends of good goverament throngh- 
out the world. Its enemies have beheld our prosperity with a vexation they 
could not conceal; it was a ebe refutation of their slavish doctrines, 
and they wil: point to our discord with the triumph of 3 joy. 

Itis yet in your power to disappoint them. There is yet tosbow that 
the descendants of the Pinckneys, the Sumters, the Rutledges, and of the 
thousand other names which adorn the pages of your Revolutionary history, 
will not abandon that Union, tosupport which so many of them fought and 
bled and died. Iadjure you, as you honor their memory; as you love the 
cause of freedom, to which they dedicated their lives; as youp: the peace 
of your country, the lives of its best citizens, and your own fair fame, to 
retrace your steps. 

Snatch from the archives of your State the disorganizing edict of its con- 
vention; bid its members to reassemble and promulgate the decided expres- 
sions of your will to remain in the path which alone can conduct you to 
safety, prosperity. and honor; tell them that, compared to disunion, all 
other evils are lizht, because that brings with it au accumulation of all; de- 
clare that you will never take the ficid unless the star-spangled ot 
your country shall float over you; that you will not be stigmatized when 
dead, and disbonored and scorned while you live, as the authors of the first at- 
tack on the Constitution of your country! Its destroyers you can not be. 
You may disturb its peace; you may interrupt the course of its prosperity: 

oumay cloud itsreputation for stability, but its tranquillity will berestored, 

ts prosperity will return, and the stain upon its national character will be 
transferrec andremain an external blot on the memory of those who caused 


the disorder. 
The threat of unhallowed disunion, 


of the conflict you force upon the 


Fellow-citizens of the United States! 
the names of those (once respected) by whom it was uttered, the array of 
military force to support it, denote the approach of a crisis in our affairs, 
on which the continuance of our un led ty, our political 
existence, and perhaps that of all free government, may depend. The con- 

uncture demanded a free, a full, and explicit enunciation. not only of my 
tentions, but of my principles of action; and as the claim was asserted of 
aTight by a State to annul laws of the Union, and even to secede from 
it at pleasure. a frank exposition of my opinions, in relation to the origin 
and form of our Government, and the construction 1 give to the instrument 
by which it was created, seemed to be proper. 

Having the fullest confidence in the justness of the legal and constitu- 
tional opinion of my duties which has been expressed. I rely with equal 
confidence on your undivided sapere? in my determination to execute the 
laws, to preserve the Union by all constitutional means, to arrest, if pos- 
sible, moderate, but firm measures, the ty of a recourse to force; 
and if it be the will of Heaven that the recurrence of its curse on 

m our land, that it 


support of your Government depends the 8 the great —— it 
involves, whether your sacred Union will be preserved. and the blessing it 
secures to us as one people shall be tuated. Noone can doubt that the 
unanimity with which decision will be expressed will be such as to in- 
spire new confidence in republican institutions, and that the prudence, the 
wisdom, and the courage which it will bring to their defense will transmit 
them unimpaired and invigorated to our children. 

I have thus fully presented the condition of the matter of the 
attempted nullification of South Carolina at the time Con- 
gress met in 1832 to show the attitude of the South upon the 
tarif question; to show that a dissolution of the Union was first 
threatened on account of the tariff and by the advocates of free 
trade, and for the purpose also of showing the causes which in- 
fluenced some of the friends of protaction at that Congress to 
favor the compromise act of 1833, by which the protective polic 
was striken down, and the country plunged into bankruptcy an 
ruin, and great distress brought upon the people. 

As I proceed, it will appear that South Carolina did notstand 
alone in her hostility to the tariff laws, but that such hostility 
ex ended generally throughout the Southern States, and that it 
continued until those States attempted to secede and destroy the 
Union; that it was one of the causes which, when the South 
could no longer control the Administration and Congressional 
legislation, led to the rebellion. Thishostility to the protective 
policy exists in the South to-day; and it is this fact, connected 
with the success of the Democratic party, dominated as itis by 
the South, that has produced the prevailing widespread disaster 
to the industries of the country. I will incorporate in my re- 
marks extricts from some of the more important speeches de- 
liveredin the Senate and the House during the discussion of the 
tari T bill of 1832. 

Mr. Clay, January 11, 1832, in the Senate, said: 

It forms no part of my present purpose to enter into a consideration of 
the established policy of a —— in the convictions, and d. 
seated in the affections, of a large majority of the people of the United States, 
it stands self-vindicated, in the general prosperity, in the rich fruits which 
TTT all prosperous and power- 
ful nations, present and past, and now in that of our own. ‘Nor do I think it 
necessary to discuss that policy on this resolution, Other gentlemen may 
think tly. and may choose to argue and assailit. If they do, I have 
no doubt that. . the Senate, members more competent than I 
am will be ready to and support it. 

* + * * * * * 
this the first tion which ts itself is, whether 
TTT 
plus in the Treasury, for the purpose on among the 
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of such asur- 


several States. I think not. If the collection, forthe 


interest whilethe mon theunnecessary 
therefore, be unwise. ected. from one portion of the 
and given toanother, 3 If it is to be given to the 
in their corporate capacity, to be used by them in their public 

1 know of no principle in the Constitution which autho 

Government to become such a.collector for the States, nor of any pre principle 
5 ety which admits of the States becoming such recipients 
of gratuity the General Government. 


Mr. Hayne, in the Senate January 16, 1832, stated the South- 
ern position on the tariff, and foreshadowed the attempt of South 
Carolina to nullify the laws. He said: 


The gentleman from Kentucky set out with the declaration that he did 
not deem it u to offer any arguments in favor of the American sys- 
: ‘that the protecting po! stands self-vindicated; that it has scat- 
ts over the whole land, and is sustained ‘py th the experience 
of all-powerful and prosperous nations.” 

Sir, we meet these positions at once E on our that the 
3 system stands tere yates our own aeon Soy the desola- 

which has followed in its train, and discontents it has produced— 
condemned by the experience of all the weld, and the almost unanimous 
opinion of enlightened men in modern times. And now, having fairly 
joined issue with the gentleman, we micht put ourselves upon the coun- 
try. and submit the case without argument; nor should I have any fears for 
the result if the issue was to be tried and decided by an impartial tribunal, 
free from the disturbing influence of popular prejudice and delusion, and 
the strong bias of interests, personal, . and ee 


* * + * * 


calculations of interest, but is founded in much nobler im ps 
C00 pa Enpa D bave ne t usan easier way of relieving 
ekp from this oppression. It wanted but the will to have supplied our- 
selves with every e embraced in the protective system, free of duty, 
Without any other participation on our part thana simple consent toreceive 


them. 

But. sir, we have scorned in a contest for our to resort to 
open and fair means to maintain them. The 5 with which we 
entered into this business is akin to that which was kindled in the bosom o 
our fathers when they were made the vict ms of 8 and if it has 
not displayed itself in the same way it is because we have ever cherished the 
strongest feelings of confraternity toward our brethren, and the warmest 
and most devoted attachment to the Union. If we have been in any d 
divided among ee in this matter, the source of that division, let 


gentlemen be e eee n 
as to 75 true character of 3 ression, as ‘x — et x of 
of redress. parties have for years past been looking o this 
for the fulfillment of their ho or confirmation of their fears. 


the 
And God grant that the result may be auspicious. 


Mr. McDuffie, May 28, 1832, said: 


Free trade is the great doctrine of politicalreformation in modern times; 
itis to the commerce the social condition of nations what the reforma- 


to the ere extremities 2 the earth. and nd the Christian and the 
anthropistwill joyfully concur anticipating the blessed period when, 
. EU ere the nations of the earth may 


8 to the peculiar circumstances in which she has been 
aced. and not because she claims to have more or 


in the van of Virginia and 
North Caro . — in to 8 ulation, furnish a comparatively 
small amount of the exports upon w the protecting 

operates. has been ae ts in another 
contest with 


e system 
with com y suffering older planting States will be 
utter! But they have too much sagacity not to see that when the 
tide of ruin shall have Mitchel dno away the States which stand first in the march 
of the oppressor, they to be the next victims. 

South Carolina, then, soir tae the common battle of all the Southern 
States. She threw herself into the breach asa forlorn hope, when all the 
auspices were against her; and, whatever may be the result of the contest, 
I cannot but regard her destiny as a ha and glorious one. Nothing ele- 
vates the character of a people to so hig: 7 
for liberty; and 1 do not SUA iy moment a spot 
lobe where the spirit of freedom is higher 2 
no vulgar ambition 


Ours, to be is cates which le, be anc ero with the imple- 
sure, isa notto 
a the aa 


ments of war, but by the sov: ve. and the teenie 
of the States. South Carolina ic fully aware of the has 
assumed ofthe peril she mustencounter; but no tobject can be ac- 
complished without great sacritices. Had it nat been heroic spirit of 
Leonidas and his immortal th at Thermopyle 
for the common cause of the light of Grecian might have 

2 forever, and the or ly changed. 
. tails in the struggle she 


aden Tahaan ok Maine, January 30, 1832, said: 
© of the Senate ind not the Senator from South ; — — 
Protect cur and 


the power of Congress to ‘manufactures, 
an opinion thata State might annul the acts of the Federal Government. 


And alth: the fewsentiments which he utteredon the subject came in at 
the close o remarks, and seemed rather as an afterthought, yet, as he 
has — them in the speech, I can never let doctrines so dangerous 
paes without my decisive disapprob tion. Here € frienå of the Consti- 
on should be upon the w. he shouli “cry oud. and spare not.” 
1 we should repeat again and again; here there should be line u 
line, and precept upon precept," And though my little bark has been pelted 
and shattered by the storms and tempests which invest the N 
t into the 
to save the 


Iwill venture to launch 
ean contribute sught 
N of my country. from the 3 to n it is exposed. 
ka 


And wie ink 3 5 to govern. And 
What is a rule? Itisalaw. We all remember when, in our incipient studies, 
we —.— taught that a law was a rule of civil conduct, Tibed by the 
ower of a State, command: 


are. to all pe and purposes, laws. To rezulate commerce, therefore, is 


ence is irresistible, and that. unless the regulation of commerce includes 
that of the exchange of its objects, it is noth.ng but an abstraction. 

But if I am wrong in this the Constitution has failed of its design. It orig - 

inated in the want of power to reciprocate the favor, and retaiiate the < 
juries of foreign nations on this very subject of trade. This power of 

ourown manufacturer was urged as the chief reason for its adop' acy 

Some States had, notwithstanding the Articies of Confederation, undertaken 

to g resolution: treaties. Congress on the 13th of April, 1787,came to the follow- 


assembled, for theterm of fif- 
years. with po proni bit any goods from being imported into or 

exported 8 any of the States, in vessels belonging to or na hrs by the 
gecot any power with whom the United States have not formed any 
treaties of commerce; and also, of adnan gent subjects of any foreign 
State, etc., unless authorized by treaty, from import into the United 
States any goods, ete.. which are not the produce or manufacture of the do- 
poten pc ae sovereign whose subjects they are. (5 Marshall’s Washing- 


The idea of compelling Great Britain to relax somewhat of the rigors of 
her 3 by opposing it with ihr Vie equally restrictive seems to 
have taken Ad., 69.) 
an also, note Mr. Adams's. „recommending that Congress should have 

wer: 

“Phe Boston petitioners request that the numerous impositions of the 
pada, autor eee exports of these States Bae fe forthwith contra- 

vened by similar expedients ORDI pail (Id., 

The Pennsylvania memorial, after stating — other nations will not 
be restrained by any apprehensions, as long as the power remains 8 
with the States, of being met ty any consistent and effectual restrictions 
our part, prays Co: to recommend to the Seos 8 
ee = eg ea of the United States.” 

n. in a letter toa friend in Great Brin. — states: They 
8 e] — see the 8 necessity of a general controlling 
power ane ne their respective assemblies to grant it to Con- 
gress.” 

Again; Ido not see that we can long exist as a nation without 
somewhere a power which will pervade the whole Union in as energe 
8588 of the State governments extends over the several 

tes— ) 

8 as has been contended, that the Federal power of taxation were 
to be confined to duties on imports, itis evident that the want of being able 

to command other resources would freque be tempted to extend those 


wer ig 


clare themselves 4 to concede to the Federal Govecimenk a - 
Our manufactures ae 8 great object which has received no encour - 


agemeat dy manufac and never 
r =x — nr on foreign tures, they can, 
The question is, have thess been encouraged? Has ss been able, 


Congre: 
by national laws, to prevent the importation of such foreizn commodities 
asare T EER E EE E nese we (Mr. Dawes of Mr. El- 
Uot's Debates, volume 1. page 76.) 
Mr. Pierce (opposed to the Constitution) was afraid the impost would be 
taxation. (Id.. 9 


5.) 

in EENES this amendment, remarked re 
the 2 — of this country were always to be in a state of 
ifthe amendment were only a temporary expedient, the provision might 
consist with A SAES tote but, at a future day, an enlarged population will 
render us a man people, the im» osis will then I 
and the public wants wills reper for new sources of revenue. (Id., 303.) 

George Mason opposed the power to lay direct taxes. (2 Entiot, page 


64.) 
i 2 . Direct taxes will only be recurred to for great purposes. 
Sg Money can not be 8 


7 dimond im- 

posts, 1t is mou tett py tae poopie. But nodnaiened Sires Stee power at 
x 

Mr. 9 f answered — that direct taxation was unneces- 
nden commen fled against direct taxation because the impost and 
back lands were sufficient. (Id., 22.) 
Mr. MADISON. Ladmit that the will increase until tion 
becomes so a re ene } 
Mr. SPENCER of North Carolina. I woma give them the power of laying 


imposts, and I would give them the power to lay and collect. excises. Icon- 
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fess that this is a kind of tax that I would with great reluctance agree to ex- 
ercise. But it is obvious that, unless such excises were admitted, the public 
burden will all be borne by those of the community which do not 
manufacture for themselves. (3 Elliot, page 77.) 

Mr. Wilson of Pennsylvania: The future collection of the duties and im- 
posts will, in the opinion of some, een the necessity of having recourse 
to internal taxation.” (3 Elliot, p 289.) 

Mr. Wilson again, on the samo subject: It is not an important object to ex- 
tend our manufactures and our commerce. (Jd. 282.) 

Mr. Martin, of rere Aree proposed in the convention for fo: the Con- 
stitution that req tions should precede directtaxation. (4 ot, Yate’s 


Massachusetts convention ratified the Constitution, and proposed among 
other amendments that Congress donot lay direct taxes but when the moneys 
a from the imposts and excise are insufficient for eee exigen- 
cies, nor then until Congress shall have first made a requisition upon the 
States. (4 Elliot, 210.) 

South Carolina: The General Government of the United States o t 
never to impose direct taxes but where the moneys arising from the duties 

— and excise are insufficient for the public exigencies, nor then 
until Congress shall have made requisition upon the States. (4 Elliot, 214.) 

New Hampshire in nearly thesame words. (Id.) 

New York nearly the same. (Id., 218.) 

Rhode Island: No direct taxes without previous requisition, nor without 
the consent of three-fourths of the States.“ (Id., 225.) 

In the preamble of the act of the 22d July, 1789, the reason of that tariff is 
alle; * be to pay debts and protect domestic manufactures. (1789, first 
session. 

To compos atemporary system [of revenue] intimeto embrace the spring 
importations, Mr. n presented a scheme of im which had been 
recommended by the former Congress and had alre received the appro- 
bation of a majority of the States, to which he added a 3 Tor a 
tonnage duty. Mr. Fitzsimmons, of Pennsylvania, moved to enlarge the 
catalogue of specific duties to include those calculated to encourage the pro- 
ductions of our owncountry and protect our infant manufactures, and others 
tending to operate as sumptuary restrictions upon articles of luxury. But 
though the propriety seemed to be admitted, yet the time was thought insuf- 
ficient for a permanent and extensive plan. (5 Marshall, 190.) 

Mr. Madison consented to subjoin the amendment pie anes Mr. F. and 
it was received. But a difference of opinion arose on the blanks as to 
particular articles; and no inconsiderable degree of watchfulness was dis- 
covered lest those States which were more populous, and whose manufac- 
tures were in greater pr should lay protec: duties. whereby the 
industry of one part of the Gnion would be encouraged by premiums charged 
on the labor of another part. Jd. 191. 

On the tonnage question, Mr. Madison supported the affirmative, that we 
ouas to have vessels enough to answer all the p of our commerce, 
to form a school for seamen, and to lay the foundation of a navy; and if 
this were a burden on some parts of the Union they ought to bear it for the 
public good. Jd. 192. 

You see. then, sir, after the Constitution was adopted and put in opera- 
tion, what was the oped macy, “po it by those who contributed to its for- 
mation and adoption. The very t public general law, approved on the 
memorable 4th of July, 1789, bore upon the face of it its design to protect do- 
mestic manufactures, If the Constitution has been violated the enormity 
was committed by its framers and adopters by the very first act which they 
did after their votes to support it, and thus, too, on the gloriousanniversary 
of our independence. Its death wound was inflicted at its birthday, wan- 
tonly inflicted; there was no mistake, no plea of ignorance to shelter them; 
the protection of manufactures stood in g capitals bap get on 
its front. And, strange to tell, that from that e down to 1 though we 
had had protection upon protection, and had experienced a partisan warfare 
in which the combatants were violent and vindictive, and not overfastidious 
about their weapons, not a lisp was uttered of this us tion, nor the least 
pretense of the unconstitutionality of a protective 8 

Sir, I put these historical facts tall the ents made, or to be 
made, I care not how ingenious, subtle, or powe Washington, Hamil- 
ton, Madison, and a host of others, who e this same Constitution, could 
not have mistaken its design in this respect; and they either were right in 
the exercise of this power or willful and wicked 3 

Sir, it is most certain that if revenue must be the chief object of an impost, 
itis excluded from every other pursuit, as well as the protection of manu- 
factares. How, then, could the ee act be justified? How could the 
famous resolutions of Mr. Madison, of 1794, discriminating against nations 
having no commercial treaties with us be justified? Now let us see what 
have been the Executive opinion and practice on this subject. 


WASHINGTON’S INAUGURAL ADDRESS, 


“The advancement of agriculture, commerce, and manufacture, by all 

poe ber will neni trust, need . Jean not —5 

ating to you the expediency of giving e encouragement! 
as Well to the introduction of new vee inventions from abroad as to 
the exertions and skill in producing them at home.” 

Was this for revenue? 

Mr. Jefferson’s report of 23d of February, 1793, made pursuant to a resolu- 
tion of the House of the 14th of February, 1791: 

“Where a nation imposes high duties on our productions, or prohibits 
them altogether, it may be proper for us to do the same by theirs, first bur- 
dening or excluding those productions which they bring herein competition 
with our own of the same d, imposing on them duties lower at t, but 
heavier and heavier afterwards, as other channels of supply open.“ 

Not for revenue, surely. 

Message, November, 1804, he submits: 

“Whether the great interests of agriculture. manufactures, commerce 
and navigation can within the pale of your constitutional powers be aided 
in any of their relations.” 

Nothing of revenue inall this. 

Again, An immediate prohibition of the exportation of arms and ammu- 
nition is submitted to your consideration.” 

Nor inthis. 

M e of December, 1808: 

“gi we suppress the Nga and give thatadvantage to foreign over do- 
mestic manufactures?” 

Mr. Madison's message, December, 1810: 

“Although other objects will 2 
a ion of them can not but be well bestowed on the just and sound policy 


still at . under the impulse of causes not permanent, and to our navi. 
gation the 
3 of fo! ‘overnments.” This, too, is protection. 


the clause of the titution which declared that shall have 


| ad to te commerce with foreign nations, and among the several 
tates, and with the Indian tribes, the word commerce comprehends 
“navigation;” and a power to regulate navigation is as expressly granted 


as if that term had been added to the word commerce.“ (Gibbons vs. Og- 
den, 9 Wheat., 189-193.) 
Exceptions from a power mark its extent. (Id., 191.) 


intercourse botwoon the United States and foreign Ii fag, aa senna te 
m the s and foreign nations, and amu: e 
several States. (Jd., 193). $ 

8 2 z — oom e in 3 may be eign to its ut- 
m b. a as no other ons than such as are prescribe’ it bi 
the Constitution. (Jb., 195.) 7 

It is the power to prescribe rules by which commerce is to be governed. 
It seems to imply in its nature full power over the thing to be ted, and 
necessarily excludes the action of all others that would perform the same 
operations on the same thing. (Jb., 209.) 

Sir, unless the United States have au ultimate, effectual decision and de- 
termination of conflicts between State and Federal power, the Constitution 
is a misnomer. A constitution of government and no power to govern with- 
out the consent of the constituent? Legislative authority to make laws, to 
be executed only at the will of those on whom 1770 axe to operate! Juticiary 
and executive power, to be met and opposed with effect by those from whom 
these powers emanated? A government containing in its constitution a 
revolutionary principle which can destroy it? And yet this dominated a 
government. Palpable absurdity. Your confederation was a “perpetual 
league,” and its energies would be exerted upon the different R t onl 
by advice or actual force—war. The name and nature ofthis was changed, 
and we have a Constitution conferring legislative, judiciary, and executive 
powers as absolute upon those matters on which they are designed to act 
as such powers can be. 

Lam aware that, at times, States have attempted to put on airs and set up 
their own against Federal opinions. But they have always been in the 
wrong and were compelled to retract. 


+ + * $ + * ka 


But, sir, agriculture has been specially protected. Of this I do not com- 
plain; far from it. It is the first, the great interest—the foundation of all 
the rest. The earth is to us what the mother is to thechild—our best nurse, 
our dearest and kindest friend; and although she sometimes frowns on us 
in her storms, her blasts, and her pestilence, yet she again smiles in her 
gentle breezes, her refreshing showers, and ge Sunshines: and when we 
arrive at the evening of life and need repose, she kindly receives us to slee 
inher bosom. But, metaphor aside, I would speak practically to pract 
men. And I aver that no nation ever did more for agriculture than the 
United States has done. Indeed, none ever had the means. Wecommenced 
as the great landholder. The public lands were pledged to pay the public 
debt; but this was but a consideration. The pi object was 
settlement, cultivation, wealth, strength—an extension of civilization and 
an augmentation of the means of happiness. 

Every facility given to the 2 pag of these lands was a premium on ag- 
riculture. * It was b so much agricultural capital into the 
market at a reduced price. It, to be sure, diminished the value of this kind 
of capital already invested by 88 the market, and it diminished 
the revenues of the capital by increasing the production. 

* * = * $ * $ 


eat. burntitdown. Itis not stated that he was governed by the anti- 
tariff mania, nor what induced the incendiary to perpetratethecrime. But 


live out of doors, because houses would not succeed at all. 

This anecdote might lead to a train of thinking upon the subject of a cer- 
tain class of population, which I choose to exclude; and. when the Senator 
is disposed to be merry at the expense of New England, and sneer at our 
‘wooden ware and notions,” instead of retorting, I will join in the laugh. 
It is true, our “ wooden ware,“ our elegant cabinet work, not excelle by any 
in the world, does not adorn the parlors, drawing-rooms, bedcham bers, and 
even the churches, of the rich and the favored South. Weare, in this sense, 

our “hewers of wood.“ if not your “drawers of water.“ But of one 

assured, we do not intend to hew your wood ordraw your water for noth- 
ing. We intend tobe apan, and well paid, for it, And, as to our “notions,” 
“I that New England notions will bear comparison with any other 
notions whatever. 


ive me your food andraiment, and your 
money, too, and make mecontented with it in the bargain; and, in considera- 
tion thereof, I will consent that you ra be and starve. Sir, I have a smali 


dut they belong not to New England. 

On the 2d of February, 1832, Mr. Clay contrasted the condition 
of the country during the period prior to the tariff of 1824 and 
during the period which followed the act of 1824, in the follow- 


ing graphic language: 

Eight years ago it was my painful duty to present to the other House of 
5 an une xagge picture of the general distress pervading the 
wholeland. We must all yet remember some of its frightful features. We 
all know that the people were then oppressed and borne down by an enor- 
mous load of debt; that the value D at oy was at the lowest point of de- 
pression; that ruinous sales and s. ces were everywhere made of real 
estate; that stop lawsand relief lawsand paper money were adopted to save 
the people from impending destruction; that a deficit in the public revenue 
existed, which compelled Government to seize npa and divert from its legit- 
imate object the appropriation to thesinking d to redeem the national 
debt; that our commerce and navigation were threatened with a complete 
paralysis. In short, sir, if I were to select any term of seven years since the 
adoption of the t Constitution which exhibited a scene of the most 


I have now to perform the more pleasing task of exhibiting an imperfect 
sketch of the ting state of the unparalleled prosperity of the country. 
On a general survey we behold cultivation extended, the arts flouris 4 
the face of the country improved, our people fully and profitably employed, 
and the public coun’ exhibiting tranquillity, contentment, and happi- 
ness. And if we descend into particulars, we have the agreeable contem- 
plation of a people out of debt; rising slowly in value, but in a secure 
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and salu a ; a ready though not extravagant market for all the 
surplus cased cians of our industry; innumerable flocksand hers browsing 
ana gambolling on ten thousand and piains covered with rich and ver- 
dant Our cities expanded and whole villages springing up, as it 
were, by enchantment; our exports and imports increased and increasing; 
our tonnage, foreign and coastwise, swelling and fully occupied; the rivers 
of our interior animated by the te gta under and ligh of count- 
less steamboats; the currency sound and abundant; the public debt of two 
wars nearly redeemed; and, to crown all, the paoe treasury overflowing. 
embarrassing not to find subjects of taxation, but to select the 
objects which shall be liberated from theimpost. If the term of seven years 
were to be selected of the greatest prosperity which this ple haveenjoyed 
since the establishment of their present Constitution, it would be exactly 
that - — 117 seven years Which immediately followed the passage of the 
ofl 

This transformation of the condition of the country from gloom and dis- 
tress to brightness and prosperity has been mainly the work of American 
legislation, fostering American industry, instead of allowing it to be con- 
trolled by foreign legislation, cherishing foreign Industry. The foes of the 
American system, in 1824, with great boldness and contidence, predicted: 
First. The ruin of the public revenue, and the creation of a necessity to re- 
sort to direct taxation. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hayne], 
I believe, thought that the tariff of 18:4 would operatea reduction of revenue 
to the large amount of eight millions of dollars. Second. The destruction 
ot our navigation. Third. Thedesolution of commercial cities. And fourth. 
The augmentation of the price ot objects of consumption, and further decline 
in that of the articles of oure rts. Every prediction which they made has 
failed—utterly failed. Instead ofthe ruin of the public revenue with which 
they thensoughtto deter us from the adoption of the American system, we 
are now threatened with its subversion, by the vast amount of the public 
revenue produced by that 3 Every branch of our navigation has in- 
creased. As to the desolation of our cities let us take, as an example, the 
condition of the largest and most commercial of all of them, the great North- 


ern capital. 
> 0 * $ 2 + 2 


Thus, sir, has this great system of tection been gradually builtystone 
upon stone, and step by step, from the 4th July, 1789, down to the present 
period. In every stage of its p ess it has ved the deliberate sanction 
of Congress. A vast majority of the ple of the United States has ap- 
Oved, and continues to approve it. Every Chief Magistrate of the United 
tates, from Was ton to the present, in some form or other, has given 
to it tne authority of his name; and, however, the opinions of the existin, 
President are interpreted south of Mason and Dixon's line, on the nort 
har | are, at least, understood to favor the establishment of a judicious tariff. 
e question, therefore, which we are now called upon to determine is not 
whether we shall establish a new and doubtful system of policy, just pro- 
posed and for the first time nted to our consideration; but whether we 
shall break down and destroy a long-established system, patiently and care- 
fully built up and sanctioned, during a series of years, again and again, by 
the nation and its highest and most revered authorities, And are we not 
bound deliberately to consider whether we can proceed to this work of de- 
struction without a violation of the public faith? The people of the United 
States have justly supposed that the policy of protecting their industry 
t foreign legislation and foreign ustry was fully settled, cede a 
ngleact, but by repeated and deliberate acts of Government, performed at 
distant amt, mg intervals. In full confidence that the policy was firmly 
and unchangeably fixed, thousands upon thousands have invested their cap- 
ital. p a Vast amount of real and other estate, made permanent es- 
tablishments, and accommodated their industry, Can we expose to utter 
and irretrievable ruin this countless multitude without justly incurring the 
reproach of violating the national faith? : 


Senator Ewing, of Ohio, in the course of a speson in the Sen- 
ate, on the 17th day of February, 1832, describing the effect of 
the tariff of 1824 on the farming interest, said: 


The state of things which I have dwelt upon somewhat at large was that 

of our whole country in 1823-21, It was in the situation of the farmer, with 
his ten boys, who could find employment but for eight; and such. more espe- 
cially, was the situation of the Middle and Western States. The low state to 
which our farming interest was reduced, the low price to which our fine 
lands and the products of lands had sunk, produced unexampled pecuniary 
distress, and called aloud for relief, Our statesmen were not slow in discov- 
ering the cause of the evil and in applying the remedy; hence their united 
support of the tariff of 1824—the merit of which I claim for them—for the 
Middle and Western States; and will not agree that it shall be transferred, 
as a subject of either praise or blame, to New England. 
The effects anticipated from the tariff were such as have, in fact, followed 
it; and which, it is fair to say, resulted fromit. Men and capital were 
transferred from culture to manufactures. In those sections of the 
Union,as New England, in which the land is poor and unproductive, and 
which abounds in capital, and is thickly peopled, their manufactures, 
which had once been prostrated by a ruinous competition, revived, and 
new ones were, to a vast extent, established. The competition of their 
labor and their capital was withdrawn from the farming interest, and that 
section of the Union, instead of ee her mite, as before, to crowd 
and glut the market of the large Atlantic cities, with the products of agri- 
culture, herself thereafter furnished the best and most certain market for 
the rich products of the West. 


Senator Dallas of Pennsylvania concluded a speech in the Sen- 
ate February 29, 1832, as follows: 


It there be any—certainly there are none upon this floor—who seek to dis- 
tract the peace and dissolve the bonds of our federative Government, who 
would put at hazard, in pursuit of temporary projects, or to induige ambi- 
tious aspirants, the repose and institutions of the Republic, who contem- 

te e and revolution, I beseech such men to extend their forecast- 

g vision invo the future, and to confront posterity. Let them be warned 
by anticipating the judgment of that tribunal. The excitements of the day 
may be gratified; they may delude themselves into the belief that they are 
labo: to vindicate the Constitution, or to uphold the principles of human 
liberty, but if they recklessly involve the American ple in the horrors, 
uncertainties, and fatal eo uences of civil war, and of violent disruption, 
Saeed Goer be content to ve, as a merited reward, an immortality of 

etestation. 

Their 8 and paltry pretexts will be forgotten; their refined discrimi- 
nation theory, and their high-wrought declamation will be forgotten; 
even their virtuous passions cease to extenuate their offense; and all 
posterity, struggling in vain to recombine the elements, and to rebuild the 
edifice of our great and glorious and happy Confederacy—amid the desola- 
tion of 3 conflicts, and in the darkness of sectional bondage —will 
doom t to loud, deep, and everlas' execration. Let no sir, seek 
elevation or renown at the price of the National Unionand tranquility, He 
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will never find it. „he must rank, dur life, among the few out- 

casts whom we have yet engendered; and if he achieve his country’s ruin, 

when dead, the burning lava of universal hatred will roll hiss: over his 

ve; and, though like the aspiring youth who fired the Eph dome,“ 

e should acquire fame, it will be the fame of bitter and boundless abhor- 
rence. 


Mr. Crawford of Pennsylvania, in the House May 29, 1832, said: 


Our countrymen had, what is always found in company with character and 
honor, firm hearts, determined to redeem their situation, and conform, as 
far as might be, their habits and pursuits to their new condition. B 
to their efforts economy and industry, it is to this much abused system thai 
we are mainly indebted for a prosperity that has resiized the dreams of the 
visionary, and overgone the calculations of the most sanguine. It is impos- 
sible to look upon the picture which the country north, east, and west, and 
a het of that south of us, Tee for the gratification of the mental ey 

thout shrink from the idea that so much competency, and comfort, aod 
happiness are to be destroyed, that the fountains of so much of all that is 
desirable are to be dried up, which only require to be kept open to furnish a 
stream of abundance and . useful occupation, and an adequate 
reward for it, which are the elements of individual and collective felicity. 


Mr. Appleton of Massachusetts, in the House, May 30, 1832, 
said: 


It must be apparent, Mr. Chairman, that the question of the tariff, as con- 
nected with the bill on iroun table, and the accompanying report of the Com» 
mittee on Ways and Means, so eloquently explained and enforced by the 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina, the chairman of that co t 
assumes a character altogether new in this House. Itis not a question o 
the general expediency of a system of 8 domestic manufactures; 
itis not a question of modification or improvement of the tariff; it presents 
the naked question, whether a system of protection, founded on impost du- 
ties is at war with theeternal principles of justice, and should consequently 
de abandoned? * * + A 

Under these circumstances, let me ask is South Carolina prepared to 
abandon the Union, and meet the horrors of a civil war, on the strength of 
the theory of the gentleman from South Carolina, for a nonenity—a mere 
abstraction—a figment of the brain? Iam aware the excitement of South 
Carolina is no mockery. I agree with the gentleman that it isnot the spirit 
of vaporing; but I believe it, to use his own works, “an arrant delusion, as 
antisocial as it is unjust.“ A fearful responsibility rests somewhere! 

As to the honorable gentleman from South Carolina himself, it were little 
to say he is sincere; he is even beyond enthusiasm. I can attribute to him 
on this subject nothing short of downright fanaticism. I apply this word 
in the conviction of its truth, and in the spirit of charity. o can have 
attended to the spirit of his whole address, without perceiving that his own 
mind is made up? Who can have noticed the kindling of his manner when 
he spoke of "glorious rebellion;” his piekare of the p rity of South Car- 
olina in a state of separation; of the glorious harvest which free trade would 
furnish her; and not perceive that nothing short of the influence of fanati- 
cism could have so wrought upon him, unless one could attribute to him 
the unholier motive of a criminal ambition? 

Sonth Carolina prosperous, separated from the Union! Her population 
doubled in ten years! What but infatuation can think so? What will free 
trade do for her? All the ports of the United States are as free now as they. 
can befor foreign trade. Every article of foreign merchandise can be bough 
and sold in them for exportation, free ot duty. In the language of the gen- 
tleman himself, I say to him, it is time to pause. For Heaven's sake pause! 


Mr. Davis of Massachusetts, in the House, on the 6th of June, 
1832, made a speech, which is valuable for its recital of the 
causes which brought about protective legislation, as well as an 
argument against the doctrine of secession. He said: 


Imust beg leave. if the committee will bear with me, to draw their atten- 
tion to things forgotten, to go back into matters of history connected with 
the 2 ot this Government. It has been said, history is philosoph 
teaching by example. Whatever may be thought of this as an aphorism, it 
is unquestionably true that rod fect is better than theory, and that our 
san edge is greatly improved bythe lessons of wisdom which lie in past 


es. 

Whoever will examine our colonial history will not fail to learn that one 

of the great causes of discontent among the colonists and of complaint 
tthe mother country was that she fettered the industry of the colo- 
8 . distinguished statesman said, America shall not manufacture a 

0 0 

So jealous was England ot her own interests, so watchfulof the pr rity 
of her manufactures, that she was unwilling we should shoe a horse without 
driving the nailsforged byher labor, She lived up tothis policy; compelled 
us to trade with her; boasted that we took her surplus goods, the orts and 
ends of her manufactures, such as no other people would buy; and that the 
trade greatly enriched her. This was all true; but it made our fathers al- 
most as pooras the aborigines whom they had displaced. This unequal 
condition could not exist, and it by and by created discontent, which brought 
on the Revolution; the colonies were severed from the mt country, and 
the people of these States supposed themselves to be independent. They 
looked upon themselves as detached from Great Britain, and all other gov- 
ernments acknowledged them to be So, and such was the fact de jure, but de 
facto they were still miserably dependent. and continued so until ex- 
tricated themselves in the manner I shall point out. 

The war terminated in 1783, and the country, by its t efforts, sacri- 
fices, and privations, was naked and destitute. This well known, 
peace was scarcely ratified before Great Britain emptied her warehouses of 
goods and poured them into this country. They were everywhere sold and 
the people everywhere became indebted, under the expectation that the prod- 
uce of the land would pay. But in this were deceived; for Great Brit- 
ain then pursued the same policy as now; she would buy nothing she could 
produce, Corn, wheat, beef, pork, butter, and cheese were shut out of her 
markets by high duties; and the consequence was that a scene of desolation 
and distress ensned which beggars description. The pressure of vate 
and public debt became so grievous as to be intolerable. The peor’ could 
not extricate themselves from the meshes in which for countries had 
entangled them by regulating trade, while this country no power to 
countervail such regulations, Their cattle, their farms, the whole fruits of 
a laborious and economical life, were swept away under judicial process to 
ae debts, because, as labor had no value, 22 nad next to none. 

Was borne as long as a brave, resolute, an tient people could en- 
dure it; but when there seemed no alternative left but imprisonment for 
debt and starvation, they were wrought into madness, and began toinquire 
whether this was the fruit of the liberty they had achieved; and in this 
scene of discontent and dismay, that last and fearful remedy, rebellion, fol- 
lowed in one of the States at least. The people, in their despondence, of- 
fered open resistance to the courts, because executions came from that 
source: and they sought to overcome the process by which their property 
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was swept away, because they were unable to reach the real cause, and ap- 
ply an eficient remedy to the real evil. It was soon seen that this violence 
and bloodshed. endangered the liberties of the le, while it ut no 
relief from embarrassments. It was plain that debtscould not be with- 
out the fruit of labor could be turned into money. It was a 
that foreign countries had, by their regulations of trade, taken it out of our 
hands, and imposed such onerous conditions in favor of their own labor 
that we could not live under them. We hadnoregulations; it was, in every 
sense of the expression, a period of free trade such as is now earnestly 
It Was a period of dismay and distresssuch as had never 
this country. 
How does this contrast with the picture of happiness which the glowing 
tons of the advocates of free trade in House have described? 
Can we learn no wisdom from the calamities of that period. Or are we 
anxious for a repetition of thosescenes of bankruptcy and ruin? 

But let us see what the statesmen of that day thought and did to extricate 
themselves from the fatal embarrassments which besetthem. They compre- 
hended the cause of disaster; they saw that while they had no power to make 
general salutary regulations of foreign trade, other nations availed them- 
seivesof that circumstance to make regulations in favorof themselves, both 
oppressive and unjust toward the people of this country. They saw that 
such a state of things was equivalent to viel. to other powers the sole 
authority to legislate in matters of trade, and binding themselves to abide 
the provisions of such laws however injurious. They saw it differed but 
little from a state of colonial oondage, for Great Britain had at once so ar- 

the matter that she took more than all the profits of American labor. 

The remedy for evil was obvious. These se regulations could only 
bo controlled by countervailing regulations, securing to our citizens bens - 
fits and advantages which would be an equivalent. This was the only rem- 
edy which could extricate the people from the net in which they were en- 
tangled; the only mode by which they could be relieved from British mono 
oly; for the right of foreign countriestomake and maintain their laws d 
not be denied. Great exertions were therefore made to arrange a system of 
counteracting measures. The old confederation was, however, a mere 
league entered into by the States for belligerent p and was in nore- 

t ada to the relations of peace. It confer: no power to regulate 
foreign: countries or among the States. The consequence was 
that these matters were left to be managed by the several States, and some 
levied duties and made regulations of one kind, some of another, and some 


made none, 

This state of $ was intolerable, and to obtain a system more efficient. 
and beneticial, application was made by Congress to the States for a grant 
ot power for this purpose by the Legislatures, but It was withheld by some 
—— by —— with qualifications so variant and confli that it 

not be exercised. Though the exertions to attain to this object had 

been great and powerful, yet the failure wasso compete that all hope of suc- 

cess in that way was abandoned, and the most wise and us statesmen 

began to look to a constitution forming a general government with larger 

as the only remedy which could restore harmony and rg apa to 

à people aud weary with contention. A proposition was made for a con- 

vention fur that purpose. It was held, and the instrument which now forms 

the basis of this Government was framed, and having been sent to the peo- 
ple Was ratified, and went into effect in 1789. 

I now ask the attention of the committee to the doingsof the first Congress. 
It met, and many of the members had been membersof the convention which 
framed the Constitution. The first act passed. after providing for oaths of 
officers, had a twofold object: first. to restore public credit; and, second, to 
— a American industry. And. lest there should be misapprehension 
as to this, the purposes of act are distinctly set forth in the preamble. 
Can anyone pass these facts through his mind, and find a lingering doubt as 
to the objects of forming this Government? Cananyonereview this history 
and then affirm that the principal object in giving a power in the Constitu- 
tion to regulate trade was not to coun’ foreign regulations and to aid 
American labor? But. sir, it is not my pi to enter into a discussion of 
the constitutional power. I have spoken of that on a former occasion, and 
my pose now has been to glance only at the historical facts, for they 

no argument to aid them. 

What, permit me to ask, was the result of this wise policy? I can not do 
more ample justice to it than by quoting: the of a distinguished 
friend at a public festival“ the dead corpse of public creditsprang u its 
feet. The effecton business was everywhere instantaneous and equally sur- 
prising. There was no interim between a state of deep, sullen depression and 
one of vigorous, laughing prosperity. This act. which laid the foundation of 
the great American policy, infused the vital principleinto the drooping, dis- 
heartened spirits of all lavorers. It restored a discontented community to 
tranquillity, and caused peace and happiness to this widespread 
country; and from that day to this no people on earth have been blessed 
with such continued and eminent prosperity. It there be any parallel it has 
peer peer A and my observation. What a contrast between free 
trade 


po 5 — But to understand the wonderful vigor and 
pome of industry when and tected in its pursuits, let us fol- 
ow this historical ing a little 


er. 

The Constitution went into o ion under all the load of Revolutionary 
debt which had been d ; and the expenses of another war, amount- 
ing probably to $150,000,000, have been defrayed. This protecting act, and 
those which followed by strong duties, threw the whole navigating interest 
into our hands; we made and sailed our own vessels; it excluded all foreign 

Vessels from the coasting trade; restored the fisheries to a better condition: 
did much for the mechanic arts and many kinds of manufactures: and re- 
stored the wiole country to sucha vigorous state of healthful action, giving 
to all employment aud good wages, thatthe people of no nation have been 
so well fed, clothed, lodged, and felt so little of public burdens as the people 
of the United States; and now, sir; we have arrived at a period when the 
last remnant of public burden is about to be removed under the silent and 
<_< operation of thissystem of public poner, which has been attended with 
wonderful success that it seems ost to work by miraculous power. 

Sir, is not this a nt season for joy, for mutual congratulations, for out- 
pouring of thankful hearts, for gratitude to Heaven for blessing with signal 
success the efforts of the Governmentto makea free. happy. enlightened peo- 
e? And yet, what are we talking about? With these auspicious results 
fore them, gentlemen are questioning the tuity of this Government; 
they endeavor to weaken our conudenes in it; y talk boldly of disunion. 
Wat ingratitude! What of the blessings of Heaven! It is the 
last topic which should find a p in the patriotic heart. It is a baleful 
deadly poison dashed into our cup which is overflowing with joy. sir, I 
have the power to express the sentiments which fill my mind. I can not 
give utterance to my surprise (and gentlemen will pardon me when I say 
ae incredulity) when I hear them, at a crisis like this, talk of the o on 
of this Government. Ientreat them to escape for a while from 


gloomy reflections. to contemplate the success of this Govern- 
ment: to behold the — 3 the happiness, it has 
everywhere diffused. 


It has not, it is true. created kings or ; it has failed, indeed, to sat- 


net es at hopes of the ambitious; but it has not failed of the o b 
tor it was created; it has made a moreenlightened, happy 


people 


any other system of polity. I lament that the fervor, the glowing ardor, th 
un zeal, the eloquence, which | witness om this floor; is ne besten ‘ems 


toward the 
nysical and moral stren; 


g $ s 0 + * 
Idesire the attention of the committee upon this subject, in its connecti: 
with the public policy of this Government. It involves momentous wer. 
siderations, on waich 3 destinies of our free institutions. The labor 
of the United States is divided into two kinds, free and slave. The latter is 
not labor, in the strict sense in which we employ the term. but the operation 
of capital, the same as we see it in horses and oxen. Slaves work not for 

emselves, and have nothing to hope or expect ond the coarsest of food 
and clothing, and a hovel for ashelter. How widely different the objects of 
a freeman! He labors for himself and he aspires to objects beyond physical 
want. He aims atsometbing higher than food, raiment, and lod: He 
lifts his hopes to those moral and intellectual attainments whi ualify 
him to become a free, enlightened, indepe dent citizen. capable of appre- 
ciating the value of arepnodlican government, and main it by a dis- 
creet exercise of the elective franvhise, Every voter is identitied with and 
constitutes aporia of this Government; and nothing is morecertain than 
that it will fall when the voters become too poor to e lueate their families 
too poor to be enlightened themselves—too poor and debased to care whether 
8 freemen or slaves. ; 

Sir, the laborer in this country—he who has no capital save the hands 


, economy, intelligence, and a fair fame, make him a 
pianin society a tower of strength to his Government. It is theearn- 


Wages you lessen his means to become a useful citizen, and this course ma 
be pursued until wages are as low as they are in Ireland: and then we shail 
have a people like the wretched potato population of that country. If the 
laborer is obliged to retrench expense use you reduce his pay, he will 
first spare his moralcomforts, because physical wants are more urgent than 
moral. His family will cease to be educated, schools and churches will be 
diminished, and we may then look for that vice and pro which the en- 
emies of manufactures and the mechanic arts have hithe: searched for in 
vain. Sir, I hope never to see the day when this Government shall be so un- 
wise as to tear away the foundations on which it rests; when this nation 
Shall disregard its peace and happiness by trafficking away its great moral 
power in an experiment upon England, tosee if she can not be made topur- 
chase a few bags more of cotton, and to sell us calicoes a cent or two in the 


yard cheaper. 

Sir, let us not, in such a rash and foolish experiment, to gratify the insati- 
able avarice of the greedy planters. barter away the most precious of God's 
gifts—that lofty, many spirit of independence which swells the bosom of 
the free, enlightened laborer. Let his t continue to be filled with gratl- 
tude that he can 2 depend on his own hands to supply the means of ob- 
taining the moral and physical comforts of life. Such a. laborer leans not 
on the rich for bread, nor does he look to the poorhouse as his ultimate 
home, but carries forth to his daily toll a proud consciousness that he can 
d safely on hisown hands; that the dependence between him and the 
rich is mutual, and as necessary to the one as to the other. 


Mr. Evans, of Maine, in the House, June II, 1832, said: 


Mr Chairman, that the protective policy has contributed very much to the 
present prosperous and happy condition of this country, seems to me to 
scarcely admit of doubt. e honorable member from South Carolina Mr. 
Mitchell] has ag Lari “ When was it not prosperous?” Sir; I think it was 
not prosperous during the period which intervened between the termination 
of the late war and the protective act of 1824. In that interval, as the gentle- 
man himseif declared. ail the manufacturing interest which, under the in- 
fluence.of stern necessity, had grown up during the war was prostrated. 
Our navigation went abroad as before, but only to meet rivals where it had 
been accustomed to tind employers. 

The plains of Europe, which for a quarter of a century had been furrowed 
only by the massy wheels of artillery, now opened their bosoins to the im- 
peona of husbandry, and the sickle reaped its treasures where, for that 

ong period, the faichion and the bayonet only had garnered in their dread- 
ful harvests. Our agriculturists sent their eee abroad. but only 
to find producers where they had formerly found consumers. The conse- 
quence of this state of affairs everybody remembers, Commerce and avi- 
tion languished; manufactures were destroyed; culture was at its 
owest depression: wages low; labor unemployed; 
ficed; bankruptcy. dismay, and desol; 


ages. Agriculture unds 
ne — = g rices; commerce — oe are aadi) 4 ped 
„an a great degree prosperous. Population is rapidly multiplying. 
Towns and vil aires are springing up on the margins of ail our rivers and 
streams, and in the interior of the country, and great public improvements, 
connecting the whole country 8 are rapidly constructing. The con- 
dition of the psovi is wonderfully improved. The means of education are 
enjoyed and improved by the children of those who in their day had none. 
The physical and moral energies of the whole country are exerted to make 
ita great, and wealthy, and happy nation. Surely no man can look abroad 
over this land without beholding everywhere the signs of visible improve- 
ment, of great success, of extended 2 > 
The honorable gentleman from Tennessee. [Mr. Bell] has said that these 


were “vulgar evidences ” of national ENE ty. Hedid not inform us what 
are to be considered as refined they “vul: or not, no man 
can mistake them. They are palpable to the senses. e see them; we feel 
them; we hear them. and we can not them. The gentleman very 


correctly remarks that we should not look at individuals, or cular 
towns, or districts, or States as evidence of the general Pasig eis ut should 
cast our eyes over the whole Union to observe the welfare of the whole. This 
is unquestionably the duty of every statesman. But, sir, national wealth 
and prosperity are only the aggregate of individual wealth and prosperity. 
Where these are generally dif: and extensively enjoyed. it is not a very 
“vulgar” evidence of public prosperity—of national strength. * * è 


Mr. Doubleday, of New York, in the House, June 11, 1832, 


Icome, then, Mr. Speaker, to the conclusion that the Federal Constitution 
is a compact between the different States of this Union, as sovereign States; 
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that as nocommon arbiter has been appointed, each State, in the exercise 
of its inherent sovereignty, has a right to judge for itself of the infractions 
of the Constitution and of the mode measure of redress, and conse- 
quently the t to resist or defend itself against unconstitutional and ar- 
Ditrary power by the Federal Government or any of its departments; that 
this right is to be exercised under the deep and solemn responsibility of pro- 
ducing disunion or civil war; that when a State has determined to resist 
the measures of the Federal Government. whether it be a law of Congressor 
a decision of the Supreme Court. the Federal Government. if it resolves to 
enforce its measures. acts under the same deep responsibility, in which the 
of the other States wilt participate unless they instruct their agents 
their Representatives here) to repeal or desist from the prosecution of the 
bnoxious measures; and finally, that if the State assuming this attitude 
will not yield, and the Federal Government persists, there must either be a 
dissolution of the Unionor anes fe to the sword. Ourreliance that we 
never be reduced to this extremity is ona rigid adherence to the Censtitu- 
tion and that spirit of conciliation and concession in which the Constitution 
was formed. 


Mr. Denny, of Pennsylvania, in the House, June 12, 1832, said: 


The true question, notwiths all that has been said and although it 
has been called a delusion," is, 8 we prefer the productions of foreign 
labor and foreign countries to the productions of our own citizens and of 
our own country? Spall we protect and foster the industry of our own cit- 


izens, or shail we 3 it to be destroyed by an unequal and unfair com- 


laborers and you infii country. 
corresponding benefit upon the sores country. That community isaiways 
the most prosperous in which there is full employment of labor. Those are 
wise. measures of a government which add to the means of employing in- 
n and equally wise are those which tend to preserve or protect the 

uctive industry of the country from the injurious operation of foreign 
regulations, from ruinous and unequal contest with foreign industry, and 
from a desperate competition with foreign bankrupts or foreign pauper 
labor in our own market. Such a policy is wise, itis dictated by sound sense, 
by the eee principle of self: preservation. and is pursued by every intel- 

t nation. 

bor must find something to operate upon; it isin the power, and it is 
the duty of a wise government to aid in giving such a direction to labor as 
shall best promote the interests of the country; and those interests axe best 
promoted when the labor of the citizens is judiciously 9 — 415 the 
resources of the country. Strictly speaking, it may be said that basis 
of the wealth and power of a nation consists inits internal resources, phys- 
ical, moral, and intellectual: these mutuaily aid each other. Physical re- 
sources call for, invite the exercise of, and furnish employment to, the intel- 
lectual and moral energies of a people intrusted with them. These intel- 
lectual and moral energies are stimulated to devise new modes and facili- 
ties for judiciously and most advantageously develoving the physical re- 
sources, so that the nation shall derive from them in the fullest manner all 
the benefits which they are calculated to confer. Unless the nation avails 
itself of these resources the possession of them is of no account. * + + + 


Mr. Choate of Massachusetts, in the House, June 13, 1832, 
said: S 
Upon the whole. sir, I submitthatit has not been ascertained since 1824 or 
1828, that no further protection is necessary, nor thatthe proposed degree 
of reduced proiection is all which is necessary. 

Weil, sir, — it been ascertained that protection is unavailing and inex- 

— it being now discovered. to be impossible to introduce domestic mann- 
tures by such means at all, or at least without great and disproportionate 
expense? Let it be premised that it is only four years since the system was 
consummated, Even if you date back from 1824, it is quite too short a time 
to develop the fair action of a complex policy like this, He is a bold states- 
man, and that isa bold party and a bold Administration, which will say that 
the result of such an t has demonstrated that this kind of indus- 
try can not beengrafted upon the stock of the masculine morality, ener- 
tichabits. the skill, perseverance, and 5 ofthis people. However 
system had ted. nobody could say it failed on a fair trial and 
therefore should be abandoned. 

But I go further. L ask every member ofthis committee, if even the brief 

and in some respects unfavorable experiment which has been made does not 
ove conclusively that this seed issown on good ground, and that, although 
— ia but in the blade and the green ear. it will s10ot higher and b forth 
of full corn in the ear a hundred fold. You have not overrated the ca) ties of 
oo country nor erred in your vision of her greatness. We ses far enough 
know that whatever of wealth, power, enjoymsnt, and aggrandizement 
a diversified, preserving, rewarded, intellectual industry will bestow upona 
nation is already within our grasp, Wesee far enough to know that the 
same great power of the social world which reared which upholds the 
ee ee England's ocean throne will carry us up also to the same 
dazzling elevation, and cover us over, in the fulness of time, with the same 
brightness of glory. Sic tibi etiam itur ad astra. 

Gentlemen say, however, that they admit you cahintroduce and establish 
manufactures by a protective policy, but it will cost too much. The price 
paid by the consumers of the country is too high. and the remuneration 
which we anticipate is too remote and too inadequate. Sir, this does not 
come to the point. Youexpected ip would cost something thus to introduce 
Manufactures when you adopted this pce You expected a temporary en- 
hancement of prices to the consumers, and you look forward to a tul- 
timate national compensation, overbalancing this sacritice, cas your 
bread upon the waters to receive it again after many days.’ 

The true question is this: Has it been proved, by the experiment of these 
eight years, that it will cost more than you e: to establish manufac- 
tures by a pro policy? Do prices stand higher, or is domestic compe- 
tition less enterprising and successful. or have manufactures thriven more 
feebly than you anticipated, rendering it probable that you will be forced to 
give, not too much for the whistle. but more than you meant to give. Sir. 
the reverse of all this has happened. The friends and foes of the system 
have alike beendisappointed by its splendid and 8 Prices have 
fallen from some cause, competition is crowded and 


bold, and manufac- | 


tures have multiplied themselves, if it so pleases the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. ‘* beyond the dreams of avarice ™ or of enthusiasm, 

Has the experiment proved that the successful introduction of manufac- 
tures, by aid of this kind of legislation, works out in any way an overbalance 
of national injury? Does it operate.to diminish revenueor to depress trade, 
navigation, commerce, and agriculture, and the wages of labor? Do the 

at cities wither under this curse? Does the country wither under it? 
it ben to develop antirepublican and aristocratical influences in our 
society? No. str. The gent:eman from Tennessee himself that the- 
eye of man never reposed upon a more soothing spectacle of general enjoy- 
and prosperity than that which this whole land—excepting only, what 
except, Southern region of misery—this moment presents. 
Thrice happy, if we but knew our ha 
Bas at said, kpbs prst e ub SARINE 55 at length — pi EN 
t the system. d a new fact, xe ou ot your p! 
and requiring you to retrace your steps? Sir. it should Ye borne in mind 
thatthe Government settled this against a very divided publico) 
and therefore tne continuance of such a divided opinion ought to be cau- 
tiously received, as a reason for receding from it. Ido not know that in 
1824 the weight of opinion was not against the protecting tariff. Theliterary 
press of this country and of „the professed and perhaps sincere - 
sentiments of British statesmen given out in Parliament about that time, 
the whole navigating and commercial interests, the united East-and South, 
some of the first abilities of the day in Congres3, encountered by great abil- 
ities, it is true, on the side; these were against it, and yet it was 


urge this anticipated continuance of I supposing it were undimin- 
i which 80 saan | interests have 


—— to its passage. The press, the N the voice of the Northern States, 
Maryland, of East Tennessee—everything proves it. + 


Mr. Burges of Rhode Island (in the House, June 16, 1832) took 
the floor. 


He commenced by saying that government and laws were established in aid 
of human labor, and that these aids were given to labor that, by its opera- 
tions, human wants might be supplied and the condition of the human race 
improved? Not only laws and government, he said, but institutions for de- 

well as machinery and were 

of labor; and all men, whether emp! fur- 

8 in using all these, were alike workingmen. fellow-la rs to- 
gether in ths great field of national toil, where every man is interested, and 
each one expects to be a sharer in the harvest, whether abundant or scanty, 
of national production. They all labor, not merely that they may accumu- 
late, but that they may consume; not by avarice to store up, but, by the 
blessing of God, to enjoy the fruits of t! labor. 
= 
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y this purchase, rs of whatever may have adorned hu- 
man ingenuity or effort in all the walks of letters, and art, whether 
useful or ornamental. Can we by the vile incantation of money down 


on the 
mament of the 


divine rhapsodies of Homer, Virgil, Milton? Then is he truly, according to 
his own showing. the producer of these incomparable works. One-sixth 
part of the annual labor of some faithful slave, a single bag of cotton, has 
made this man of miracles the great author of all those works which have 
given immortality to men bo'h n the ancient and modern world! Did any 
oneof us. waileat theschools, aimire any of these once the divine productions 
of antiquity: and are we now at timeslighted up by scintillations from their 
holy fires? Why. sir, all this is mere darimess before the brilliancy of this 
wonder of our age; who, by the Te agency of a solitary slave, has really 
become the very incarnation of all the poong and eloquence of all time. 

8 eis truly a sublime discovery. 
issolve under it. The very mules of 
the West, sent down in droves and sold in South Carolina, acquire a new 
paternity by that sale, and thenceforth are 9 of those planters 
who hasethem. Still more wonderful, this very man who.achieved 
very made cotton and exchanged it. not for books. but for slaves, 
he would not be a maker of poetry and orations, but, in the place of litera- 
ture he would dono more than make slaves. 


THE COMPROMISE. ACT OF 18%. 

When Congress assembled, President Jackson,in his fourth 
annual message, discussed the tariff and recommended that it 
should be dealt with so that none could complain of injustice. 
Referring to the arguments of the opponents of a protective 
tariff, he said: 

ti i h blie declares it not 
ee aaa hed bn Ee al lato ol 


and, 3 3 onal 3 Pa) 
are, a greai degree, e and may 
view of tha considerations which led to the adoption: 
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ot the tariff system; but they are, nevertheless, important in enabling us to 
review the subject with a more thorough knowledge of all its bearings upon 
the great interests of the Republic, and with a determination to dispose of 
it so that none can, with justice, complain. 


It was evident, as soon as Congress convened, that the final 
contest concerning the protective policy was about to be waged, 
and that the policy of the Government, as evidenced by the acts 
of 1824 and 1828, was to be reversed; not because the country did 
not prosper. under a protective tariff, but at the demand of the 
South; that while the Administration, by vigilance and firmness, 
had quelled for the time being the incipient rebellion in South 
Carolina, the legislative department was to allow the Govern- 
ment to bə coerced into a course admittedly detrimental to the 
prosperity of thecountry. The Secretary of the Treasury urged 
upon Congress a reduction of duties. The portion of the Pres- 
ident’s message relating to the tariff was referred in the House 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, of which Mr. Verplank, 
of New York, was chairman. 

Although the tariff billof the previous session had been passed 
with the hope of satisfying South Carolina, and, as we have szen, 
by a large majority, it was now evident that to conciliate the 
South the protective policy was to be abandoned. On the 27th 
of December a tariff bill was reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

It would be profitable to trace, in this connection, the proceed- 
ings of Congress concerning the thre1t of South Carolina to pre- 
vent the execution of the laws of the United States within her 
borders, and the disoussion of the proposed tariff legislation, but 
it is only my present purpose to show that the act known as the 
compromise act of 1833 wis to conciliate the South, and 
on account of the hostility of that section to the tariff system. 

The abandonment of the protective policy at the behest of the 
South was not made without a protest, and the doctrine of nulli- 
fication was ably discussed and forcibly denounced. Senator 
Poindexter of Mississippi, on the 19th of February, 1833, com- 
menced a speech as follows: 


I can not hope that any effort of mine will operate to arrest the action of 
this body; but the people whose future peace and happiness and ever, 
dear to them is involved in the issue of this great struggle may find in the 
investigation of this subject the means of arriving at proper conclusions in 
relation to it. I feel the responsibility of the position which I occupy. 

I know how vain it would be to indulge the belief that, with the simple 
weapons of reason and of truth, I could overcome the dumb eloquence of 
num so forcibly e in this Hall, arrayed in solid phalanx to carry 
into effect purposes of desolation and blood, which can neither be mistaken 
nor obviated save only by the deleterious results which may be felt in all 
theirfury by a reaction on the heads of those who have contributed to put 
this ball of civil discord in motion. Under such discouraging circum- 
stances I must be permitted to say that my views of this momentous ques- 
tion will be addressed to the calm and dispassionate consideration of a free 
andenlightened pepe. who alone can control the movements of this Goy- 
ernment; and I wish it to be distinctly understood that I expect not, hope 
not, and mean not, to make an impression within these 

The theory of nullification, so freely denounced, and so much deprecated 
by honnrable Senators who have preceded me in this debate, it is not my 
purpose at present to examine. en consolidation and the total prostra- 
tion of the last vestige of State sovereignty is made the desideratum on 
which alone the Union can be perpetuated, I mean not to cavil about the 
remedy by which so great an evil may be averted. If, sir, I am left to 
choose between a total overthrow of the happy system erected by the wis- 
dom of the patriots who framed the Constitution, and some efficient remedy 
to maintain it, I will not hesitate in the course which duty and patriotism 
80 plainly indicate. 


Mr. Clay, who was known as the father of the protective sys- 
tem, introduced in the Senate the bill which was to doom the 
ee system to a lingering death. His excuse for so doing 

give in his own words. 

On February 12, 1833, speaking on the proposed modification 
of the tariff, he said: 


When I survey, sir, the whole face of our country, I behold all around me 
evidences of the most gratifying prosperity—a prospect which would seem 
to be without a cloud upon it were it not that through all parts of the coun- 
try there exist great ions and unhappy distinctions, which, if they 
can bly be relieved and reconciled by any broad scheme of legislation 
adapted to all inlerests, and regarding the feelings of all sections, ought to 
be quieted; and, leading to which object, any measure ought to be well re- 


ceived. E 

In presenting the modification of the tariff laws which I am now about to 
submit, I have two great objects in view. My first objectlooks to the tariff. 
Iam compelled to e the opinion, formed after the most deliberate re- 
fiection and on a full survey of the whole country, that, whether rightfully 

„the tariff stands in imminent danger. If it should even be 
preserved during this session, it must fall at the next session. By what cir- 
cumstances and through what causes has arisen the necessity for this change 
in the policy of our country I will not pretend now to elucidate. Others 
there are who may differ from the impressions which my mind has received 
upon this point. however, to a variety of concurrent causes, the tariff 
as it now exists is in imminent danger, and if the system can be preserved 

ond the next session it must be by some means not now within the reach 
of human sagacity. 

The fall of that policy, sir, would be productive of consequences calamitous 
indeed. When I look to the variety of interests which are involved, to the 
number of individuals interested, the amount of capital invested, the value 
of the buik erected, and the whole arrangement of the business for the 
prosecution of the various branches of the manufacturing art which having 
8 g up under the 5 care of this Government, I can not contem- 
plate ay evil equal to the sudden overthrow of all those interests. History 
can produce no parallel to the extent of the mischief which would be pro- 
duced such a disaster. The, repeal of the edict of Nantes itself was 


comparison with it. ‘That condemned to exile 


ruin a great number of persons. The most respectable portion ot the 
lation of France were condemned to exile and ruin by that measure. tin 
my opinion, sir, the sudden repeal of the tariff 8 bring ruin and 
destruction on the whole people of this country. ere is no evil, in my 
= equal to the consequences which would result from such a catas- 
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If there be any who want civil war, who want to see the blood of any 
tion of our countrymen t, I am not one of them; I wish to see war of no 
kind; but, above all. do Í not desire to see a civil war. When war begins, 
whether civil or foreign, no human foresight is competent to foresee when, 
or how, or Where it is to terminate. But when a civil war shall be lighted upin 
the bosom of our own happy land, and armies are marching, and commanders 
are their victories, and fleets are in motion on our coast, tell me, if 
youcan—tell me, if any human being can tell its duration? God alone knows 
where such a war end. In what state will be left our institutions? In 
what state our liberties? [want no war; above all, no war at home. 
Sir, I repeat, that I think South Carolina has been rash, intemperate, and 
tly in the wrong; but I do not want to disgrace her, nor any other mem- 
r of this Union. No; Ido not desire to see the luster of one single star 
dimmed of that glorious Confederacy which constitutes our political sun; 
still less do I wish to see it blotted out, and its light obliterated forever. 
Has not the State of South Carolina been one of the members of this Union 
in days that tried men’s souls?“ Have not her ancestors fought alongside 
our ancestors? Have we not,conjointly, won together many a glorious bat- 
tle? If we had to go into a civil war with such a State, how would it termi- 
nate? Whenever it should have terminated, what would be her condition? 
If she should ever return to the Union, what would be the condition of her 
feelings and affections? What the state of the heart ot her people? She has 
been with us before, when her ancestors mingled in the — of battle, and 
as I hope our terity will mingle with hers for ages and centuries to 
come in the ted defense of liberty, and for the honor and glory of the 
Hie Ido not wish tosee her degraded or defaced as a member of this 
eracy. 


Mr. Clay, on February 25, 1833, said: 


The friends of free trade insist that duties should be laid in reference to 
revenue alone. The friends of American industry say that another, if not 
paramount, object in la them should be to h the consumption 
of foreign and increase t of domestic products. 

= = s 3 s * a 

All that was settled in 1816, in 1824, and in 1828 was that protection should 
be afforded by high duties without regard to the amount of the revenue 
which they might yield. During that whole period we had a public debt 
——2 absorbed the surpluses beyond the ordinary wants of Govern- 
men 

0 s 0 $ 0 * * 

Mr. President. I want to be perfectly understood as to the motives which 
have prompted me to offer this measure. I repeat what I said on the intro- 
duction of it, that they are, first, to preserve the manufacturing interest; and 
5 to quiet we pooped: 5 3 the 8 eraon to be in the 

atest danger; an eve it can be placed on a better and safer founda- 
kon at this session than at the next. 
* s s kd $ * * 

No, Mr. President, it is not destruction, but preservation, of the system at 
which weaim. If now assail it, we Have not created them. I have 
sustained it upon the stro’ t and clearest convictions of its expediency. 
They are entirely unalter Had others who avow attachment to it sup- 
ported it with equal zeal and straightforwardness. it would be now free from 
embarrassment; but with them it been a seco: interest. I utter no 
complaints—I make no reproaches. I wish only to defend myself now, as 
heretofore, against unjust assaults. Ihave been represented asthe father 
Ss this pream, and I am Chara yn an 1 5 my 
offspring. ave never myself any such intimate relation to 
it. I ere ees cherished fe with paternal fondness, and my affection is 
undiminis 


But in what condition do I find this child? It is in the hands of the Phil- 
istines, who would strangle it. I fly to its rescue, to snatch it from their 
custody and to yas it on a bed of security and repose for nine years, where 


it may grow and strengthen, and become acceptable to the whole ple. 1 
behold a torch about being applied to a favorite edifice, and I would save it, 
if possible, before it was wrapt in flames, or at least rve the ous 


furniture which it contains. I wish to see the se ted from the 
politics of the country, that business men may go to work in security, with 


some p t of stability in our laws, and without everything being staked 
on the issue of elections, as it were on the of the die. 
$ + $ * 4 * * 


If we adjourn without any permanent settlement of the tariff in what pain- 
ful suspense and terrible uncertainty shall we not leave the manufacturers 
and business men of the country? All eyes will be turned with trembling 
and fear to the next session. rations will be circumscribed, and new en- 
terprises checked; or. if othe ruin and bankruptcy may be the conse- 
quence. I believe, sir, this measure, which offers a reasonable guaranty for 

anency and stability, will be hailed by practical men with pleasure. 
e political manufacturers may be against it, but it will command the ap- 
probation of a large majority of the business manufacturers of the country. 


ae Davis of Massachusetts, in the House, February 25, 1833, 


lam greatly surprised at the sudden movement made in this House. One 
short hour ago, we were collecting our papers and putting on our outside 
garments to go home, when the gentleman from Kentucky rose and proposed 
to send this bill toa Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union with 
instructions to strike it all out and insert, by way of amendment, an entire 
new bill, formed upon entirely different principles; yes, to insert. I believe, 
the bill which the Senate now have under consideration. This motion was 
carried; the business has passed through the hands of the committee, is now 
in ce Same, and — a Scy E 3 * 3 ano me 
upon the engrossmentof the o that Was nota y arrange- 
— 55 could one hour ago have credited this? 

We have, I believe, been laboriously e for eight weeks upon this 
topic, discussing and amend the bill which has been before the House. 
Such obstacles and difficulties have been met at every move, that I believe 
var little hope has of late been entertained of the passage of say oa, 
a gleam of light has suddenly burst upon us; those that Hopes 
seemed suddenly to see their course; those that halted. dou „ hesitated, 
are in a moment made firm; and even some of those that have made an im- 
mediate abandonment of the protective system asins qua nonof their appro- 
bation of any legislation, seem almost to favor this measure. 

* * * * $ * s 


Peacemakers, mediators, men who allay excitements and tranquilize pub- 
lic feeling, should above all considerations study to do it by means not of- 
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fensive to thé contendi 
wound than the one which is healed. Sir, what is demanded by thuse 


parties, by means which will not inflict a d > 
a 

threaten the integrity of the Union? An abandonment of the American 
stem, a formal renunciation of the right to protect American industry. 


is is the! age of the nullification convention. They declare they re- 
gard the abandonment of the principie as vastly more important than any 
other matter; they look to that, and not to an abatement of duties without 
it; and the gentleman from South Caro ina [Mr. Davis], with his usual 
frankness, told us this morning it was not a question of dollars and cents; 
the ener: they regarded not, but they 8 a change of poner: They 
demand the pound of flesh, with the unyielding obstinacy of Shylock; and 
they require this House to apply the knife nearest to the heart; and shall 
it be cutaway? Is it patriotic? Is it harmonizing public feeling? Is it sav- 
ing the Union to drain out the life blood? What is this bill? I will not say 
it goes at once to such extremities, but it seems to me to contain a principle 
which works an unqualified abandonment of the protective policy, unless 
. than we have 4 right to look for shall take place in our con- 

onl. - ` 
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What will be the effect of this bill? The protection will be diminished from 
had to year. This will check the operations of capital; it will, I fear, stop 
vestments, if it does not crush that enterprising, valuable class of young 
men who have entered upon business, relying upon their industry and ca- 
Dacity to carry them forward. They are in debt, and I fear timid creditors 
may fall upon them. Business then will be ponghi to a stand at any rate, 
if bankruptcies ensue, will be diminished. This is precisely what 
some interested in manufacturing are selfish enough to desire, for they have 
money; wages will be cheaper if a portion of the mills cease to run and no 
new ones are erected, and the capitalists will by this means, in the end, gain 
more by a diminution in the competition in business and the reduction in 
wages than they will lose by the reduction in duties. 

But, sir, this is a policy founded in such naked selfishness; itis built up so 
manifestly at the ee) sn of those who have small capital, and of the la- 
borers; it is so hostile to the first principles of protection which invite the 
free investment of capital from all quarters, that goods may be made cheap 
by the competition and the public be thus benefited, that no friend of Amer- 
ican labor can give it his 9 on that ground. It may answer for a 
time the purposes of a few, if it operates as they anticipate; but should this 

ve so, it will be an unanswerable argument with the public for disapprov- 
of it, for the causes which will make the measure Valuable to some will 
make it injurious to the public. . 
r, Ican vote for no bill which abandons protection. I think this 


it conta: 


Mr. E. Everett of Massachusetts, in the House February 25, 
1833, said: 


He considered the bill, as originally reported in the Senate, as a total, an 
absolute abandonment of the protective system after 1842—at best, it was 
but a lease to the manufacturers for seven or eight years, or, perhaps, more 
Reopen, speaking, a notice to wind up their concerns within that time; their 

estruction was slow, but sure. The existing protection was to go down, 
down, from year to year, until the end of the term, when the ting es- 
tablishments were to be abandoned by the Government. He said the exist- 
ing establishments, for new ones could not be expected. Prudent capitalists 
would not venture in a sinking concern. 

About the same time was given that was allowed the bank to wind up; and 
Were theirs. a mere money business, they would have less reason to com- 
pan; but, unfortunately, their capital was fixed, and must be sacrificed. 

tories and machinery were of no value unless in operation. The owners 
of flocks were not in a much less hopeless condition. He repeated that the bill 
as originally laid on their tables, abandoned the protective policy. It reduced 
all duties to the same level, 20 per cent. Even the principle of discrimina- 
ting duties was abandoned. In its present form, he admitted that principle 
was faintly perceptible. 


r Burges, of Rhode Island, in the House, February 26, 1833, 


I protest against this measure, continued Mr. Bur, because, like that 
which has been stricken out of the bill to make room for its insertion, it pro- 
poses to provide for the wants of the Government, but does not propose to 
make auy provision for the wants of the nation. It calls on the people for 
money to feed that Government, and at the same time takes away that pro- 
tection of their labors by which the people have hitherto been enabled toieed 
themselves. Not less than 1,715,000 white workingmen are ann em- 
ployed in the agricultural, mechanic, and manufacturing labor of the East- 
ern, Northern, and Western States of this Union. 

t part of these men thus emp oyed in mechanic and manufacturing 
labor denend on that part of them employed in agricultural labor, in the 
same and other States, for a market for their fabrics; and a supply in re- 
turn of food—of corn, wheat, flour, beef, pork, and other provisions—amount- 
ing annually to more than $27,000,000. They also look to them, and to other 
producers in many of the States, for a further market for like fabrics; and 
expect in 1 8 ot their lands and mines, equal to $15,000,000 
in amount ann y. ose employed in the farming and mineral laborsof 
these States look to such as are 5 in these mechanic and manufac- 
turing labors for this market for their products, and therein for their supply, 
by this exchange, of those various manufactured fabrics annually to this 
great amount. 

By the destruction of this mechanic and manufacturing labor, men em- 
ployed in agriculture, whether on theirown lands,or farming the lands 
of others, must lose that market; and not only lose their annu: supply’ ot 
those fabrics heretofore purchased in it, but their annual production left on 
their hands for want of a market, must, to this amount, annually be 
utterly lost to them. For in no other market of the world could they sell 
ae tufs and provisions, their wool], their lead, their iron, and 
8 
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How do the provisions of this bill insure the destruction of that system? 
By the utter abandonment of even the very principle of discriminating, 
counterval. „or protecting duties of impost on imported goods, wares, 
and merchandise. At the end of ten years these duties, Mat Ja. the whole 
arean of imposts, are to be reduced to 20 per cent ad valorem, and to 

at that rate upon all imported commodities, such as are produced in 
ourown country, by our own domestic industry. 
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This evil will fall on the whole country, and will be a just retribution for 
the cruel and unrelenting ruin which this profligate measure will have 
brought on the many hundreds of thousands of free, white workingmen, 
now employed in the mechanic, manufacturing and agricultural labors of 
thefree States. When the domestic manufacturers, the owners of the mills 
and machines, by the working of which those men now earn their bread, and 
that of their families; when these owners tind they must surrender a tenth 
part of their protection—a tenth part of the impost, over and above 20 
cent of the whole, they will call on their workingmen to surrender a 
tenth part of their wages, or to leave their employment. 

When will this first call be made! In the very dead of the next winter, 
when they and their families must perish or have employment. It will be 
repeated annually at that season. They will surrender rather than hear 
their children cry for bread when they have none to give them. This de- 
mand on labor for a reduction of wages will be repeated once a year, just as 
often as this bill makes a like reduction of the rate of that impost by which 
cept eat r labor and capital are now protected. Attheendofteny: 
when the whole protection is taken away, the wages of labor will be redu 
to20 per cent ofits present amount. What a consummation of what ascheme! 


Mr. Stewart, of Pennsylvania, in the House, February 26, 1833, 
on the tariff, said: 


That he was oppores to all further legislation at this time on the sub- 
po of the tariff. This Congress had already acted upon the subject. We 
ve 2 one law, and are functus oficio. If the act of the last session, 
passed with so much unanimity as a final adjustmentof this vexed question, 
is a to be disturbed, let it be by other hands; let us not be driven by a 
handful of nullifiers into a repeal of our own legislation before it has gone 
into effect, and before anyone can foresee whether its operation is to be 2 
eficial or injurious. If we degrade ourselves by such an act of inconsistency 
the world can assign but one reason for our course, and that will be that a 
majority of 2to 1 have been compelled to surrender their own deliberate 
me ment to the threats of a few nullifiers, thereoy recognizing and estab- 

ishing nullification, not only as a peaceable but as an efficient and constitu- 
tional remedy, proclaiming to the world that the United Statesis nota Gov- 
ernment but a thing to be governed by the passions, whims, and caprices of 
each and every State in this Union. 
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Some gentlemen, however, indulge the hope that whatever is now sur- 
rendered will be recovered hereafter. This, he feared, was a vain Rope 
But why pass an act destructive to the best interests of the country, with 
the hope that those who come after us will re it? Will such an excuse 
as this satisfy our constituents? Willit satisfy our own convictions of pub- 
lic duty? But we are told by others that our successors will do worse; that 
1 —4 destroy the whole system; that they will entirely repeal the act of 
1 We are therefore called upon to destroy this act, to murder our own 
offspring, lest it might perish x other hands, to cut our own throats to 

vent others from doing it. ‘Sufficient for the day is the evil thereof.” 

t us live while we can. If the country must be destroyed, let the sin rest 
upon other heads, Let us doright, and leave the responsibility of doing 
wrong to others. 

$ + * a 0 * $ 

But, sir, if this precedent is to be now established by yielding to the de- 
mands of nullification; if the Constitution and laws of this Union are to be 
canceled by the South Carolina ordinance; if the legislation of Congress is 
to be repealed at the peso of every State in the Union; if our Govern- 
ment, established at the expense of so much blood and treasure, is thus to 
be overthrown and destroyed, I for one said Mr. S., shall escape the sin 
the ibe fy ese oy vo against this bill. 

If, sir, the effect of the adoption of this measure shall be (as he be- 
lieved it would) to sap the foundations of the national prosperity, destroy 
millions of capital, and throw thousands of industrious people out of em- 
teh eg A if its effects should be to reduce to the level of the paupers of 

ngland the free and now prosperous labor of the country, to grind down 
alike the wages of the farmer and mechanic, to exhaust our currency, and 
spread poverty, wretch far and wide over this now prosper- 
ous and happy land, his constituents, to whom he was much indebted, 
should never have it in their power to say to him, “You contributed to 
bring this ruin upon us,” 


Senator Sprague, of Maine, on the 26th of February, 1833, made 
aspeech, which for force and argument deserves a place among 
the great speeches made in Congress. He said: 


This new school in e teaches that the several States have, by the 
Constitution, only de egated certain powers, which each may resume at 
3 Tue United States have the power to declare war. but each State 
the reserved right to annul it, and be herself at peace. The United 
States may make treaties, but each State may, ad libitum. revoke this au- 
thority and terminate the compact. Express prohibitions are im 
Cy the States; they may not declare war, make treaties, coin money, emit 
bills of credit, pass ex post facto laws, or those impairing contracts; and yet 
3 State has reserved the right, at any moment, to cast off all these pro- 
Hons. 

Sheis fettered, indeed, but just so long only as it may be her sovereign will 
and pleasure! And actually to throw of all these restraints, to resume all 
these powers, is not revolution—it is legal, peaceable, constitutional remedy! 
It is pursuant to the Constitution, within its scope; and the State is still a 
member of the Union! The United States, the titution, and the Goy- 
ernment, it is said,are but agents, a mere e et. of delegated powers; 
yey the . may be revoxed, the bart gs on terminated, and the Consti- 

ution and Government remain! It will be no revolution! Can anything 
be more preposterous? 

Sir, we all admit the original inalienable right of man, individually and 
collectively, to resent oppression, to overturn and destroy government, 
when, by perversions and corruptions, it has become subversive of the ends 
for which it was instituted. But this is the primary right of force, of revo- 
lution. of rebellion, by which government is overthrown and subverted. It 
is not pursuant to the law of the land; it is above and beyond it; it is in de- 
fiance of oppressive legislation. Can the destruction of the Government be 
lepat? Can the annihilation of the Constitution ba constitutional? 

che distinguished member from South Carolina [Mr. Calhoun] has re- 
ferred to the danger to which their slave property mizht be exposed if his 
doctrines be not established. Will he permit me to warn him of the renter 
danger of n securities of the Constitution? Let him beware 
how he appeals from the plain stipulations of that instrument to the ori 
and enable rights of man. Let him not lead the way in a course of rea- 
soning which points directly to the 1 by what means one-half of the 


human u the soil of South Carolina are held in absolute dominion 
as property by the other—how their natural and sovereign rights have been 
cloven down, transferred to their masters. Be not wise beyond what is 


written. Abide by the Constitution; that is your best and highest security, 
From that solemn compact we will not depart. We have no inclination to 
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disturbit, nor to refine away its guarantees: they are the work ot our fathers, 
and let them be forever sacred. 

We have witnessed much controversy as to the origin of the Constitution. 
In my judgment, it is the work of the pom of the several States, acting as 
separate communities. It was drafted by a convention and proposed to the 
States; but until their adoption it was a mere proposition. an unexecuted 
instrument having no efficiency. The ratification by the people of the sev- 
eral States imparts all its ty. They, ha all power, could make it 

that they pleased. The people of and Maryland, for ex- 

one mass, to amalgamate, to become, as 

their 8 9 form- 
e comm ; or they might make 
here between these 

such extent or degrees of 


by 
a 


a league, 


lative power. 

Such being my view of the fundamental law of this nation. Ian notrecog- 
D arrest and repeal the legislation of se pep 1 
dare not old my support from a measure which seems essen to the 
maintenance of the Government and the Constitution. If the Legislature 
of the nation should refuse to — and vindicate them at such a crisis, 
they must fall, and their autho it be prostrated, I fear, forever. I could 
not forget the past, nor shut pte en the fact that the present alarming 
extent and threatening form of tance and deflance have been consequent 
upon the tolerated practical nullification of the State of Georgia. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina nearest tome „ Miller] has assured us that 
such is the fact. Attempts have been vai made to find a distinction be- 
tween the two. In principle they are identical. 

Iregret that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Forsyth], in his endeavor 
to render his defense of the one consistent with his condemnation of the 
other, has deemed it necessary to the Supreme Court of the United 
States—to pronounce the reasoning and argument of one of its most im- 

tant decisions to be unworthy the lowest county court in any of the 
tates. Ican assure the tleman that the country regards it far other- 
wise, and that the most us and gifted minds deem it one of the most 
powerful uctions of the wonderful intellect of the revered chief of that 
augusttribunal. If, inthe inscrutable ways of Providence, our institutions 
are destined to be subverted and leftinr by the convulsions of revolu- 
tion, that decision, and other kindred constitutional opinions from the same 
mind, will remain to after splendid and enduring monuments 
of intellectual and moral greatness, and. the broken columns and classic 
remains of Athens and Palmyra, be the wonder and admiration of succes- 
sive ages. 
The time has arrived when the progress of nullificati 
union surrendered. The 


pebbles; beautiful 


twenty-four pigmy 
ts, instead of one gigantic and noble original! 

The triumph of that doctrine dissolves the Union. It must be so regarded 
pd foreign nations; it is almost so even now. Already have the exultations 
of the oppressor and the laments of the philanthropist been heard beyond 
theAtlantic. They have looked with fear and hope, with wonder and delight 

titul constellation in our western he 


and 

troubled air, singly and 

the world in rayless t? Shall the 

flag of our common country, of our nation, w: has waved in 

honor upon every sea—the guardian of our common rights—the herald of 

our common glory—be severed and torn into twenty-four fragments; and 

our ships display for their protection but a tattered rag of one ot 
its 9 


The gentleman Calhoun] declares emphatically that this is a question 

of liberty or ppn agn 1 ee it. In my conscience I believe it. If this 
Union be dissolved, despotism is the ultimate result. It 8 no pro- 
phetic vision to see how it will be accomplished. Draw the line where you 
will. wars, frequent, inevitable wars, ensue, Border nations have been 
considered natural enemies. History is a little more than a record of their 
contentions. Human nature is not changed on this side of the ocean. In- 
deed, there is hardly a nation, in age or continent, which has given more 
unequivocal proof. of devotion to tary achievement and a spirit of mar- 
tial adventure than tbe e of these United States. 

Their having been once ds, so far from venting or restraining, 
would but aggravate their mutual animosity. e sweetest substances be- 
come the most acrid by perversion. Fraternal feel: corrupted or per- 
verted, sive new bitterness and intensity to hatred and revenge. We have 
already two wars with Great Bri who once held toward us a — 
rental relation; and who can doubt that they would have been more fre- 

thad we been separated only by an imaginary line? The different sec- 
ma of the country, arrayed in armseach tthe other, would knowno 
bounds to their mutual exas on. We should be told. in relation to the 
slave population, what the tish Parliament were with respect to the 
Indian sa that they were arms which God and nature have into 
our hands. It would, indeed, be asacrilegious abuse of that hallowed name 
but the argument would prevail; a se war would be kindled. 

Relentiess and flendlike would be let loose to r: with un- 
bridled license; and violence and havoc, conflagration and devastation, 
‘would ensue—the horrors of which could be depicted only by the imagina- 
tion of a Milton or a Dante. It would seem that the severe regions of the 
North wonld have less toapprehend from hostileinvasions. Southern chiv- 
alry, even if not in nisition for the defense of their own sunny lands 
would find little to in them to arctic expeditions. Would they come to 
our soil and more clime, to our rock · bound shores and snow- 
ca) ? Would they penetrate a dense and tee: population of 

y. laborious and unyiel freemen—ev: valley a opylæ and 
every hill a Bunker's—where “friends may a welcome, foes a 


nature the region of strength. It has been so from the 
of the Huns, to Platoff, hetman of the Cossacks. The 


Nort 
South. any 
disaster and defeat is death. It this Union shall be severed free govern- 
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ments will for a while, perhaps, exist upon its fragments. But on both 
sides of ... nef yin gd et laces and 
0 


tly exposed. Stand 
occupy these fortifications, and to repel the formidable danger of 
ion, are the necessary consequences. 
spirit will be sagen ee excited and military ambition univer- 
One obtain success and advantages in war 
2 0 must give additional strength to the Execu- 
‘will resort to the same expedient to regain their pre- 
erance and the weaker will then concentrate all their power in the 
of one man, that it may be wielded with the most efficiency for their 
protection. Imminent danger of destruction and the primary law of self- 
preservation will silence the voice of liberty; civil power will be submerged, 
5 . ee wave its horrid resistless ncepter over the rums 
of the ablic. 

This Union isnot only the citadel of our liberty, but the depository of the 
hopes of the humanrace. He who shall be its destroyer will go down to fu- 
ture associated, indeed, with its founder, the Father of his country 
but with a contrasted immortality. No halo of glory will surround his 
brow, but on his head will gather the hissing curses of all generations— 
horrible as the snakes. of Medusa. He will stand on the highest and black- 
est eminence of infamy—the detestation of mankind. If he meet not a 
traitor's death he will a traitor’s grave, over which there will be no re- 
quiem but the of the and the execrations of the good. His 
monument be of human „upon foundations upper A th human 
blood. However high may have been his elevation, his be like that 
of Lucifer; and like him, sinking into his bottomless and boundless habita- 
tion of darkness and woe, he may exclaim— 


Hail! horrors, hail! 
And thou, profoundest hell, 
Receive thy new possessor!” 


Senator Robbius, of Rhode Island, March 1, 1833, in a speech 
in the Senate, said: 

The bill carries with it the idea that the protective 
self, gfe to be 
— dep 
fairs and 


is an evil in it- 
recated and not to be tolerated fora moment, but to 
namely, the evil of a sudden overthrow of the great 
„und to be tolerated only fora few short 


give an to those establishments to wind af- 


effects, es t goes out from the professed friends, or some of them, 
of the po with its great champion at their head. It must repress the 
spirit of adventure; it must depreciate the value of those establishments; 
it must arrest the progress of the business at the t where it now is; no 
more capital will be invested in it, and the capital already invested will be 
withdrawn as far and as fast as it can be. e tide will have reached its 


Such an idea tagon tothe country, I think, must be pernicions in its 
peciail as 
CY, 


languishing state must ensue, for we all know 
hand when not seconded and invigorated by the impulses of the heart. 


THE EFFECT OF THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


The South prevailed. The protective system was stricken 
down. The act of 1833, as passed, provided for a gradual reduc- 
tion of duties; but almost diately after its passage its dis- 
astrous effects began to be felt, The rity of the country 
was checked, and business depression and financial enc, 
increased until the final culmination in 1837. May 10, 1837, 
the banks of the city of New York suspended. The suspension 
of the banks of Albany, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Providence, 
Hartford, Boston, and the banks in every portion of the country 
followed. The Legislature of New York on the 16th of May au- 
thorized the suspension of the banks of that State for two years. 
A reliable author described the industrial embarrassment of the 
period as follows: 

tw: 
—. grt on gee prep 


the mercantile classes, and were felt in all commercial towns of the Unt 
States, and especiall 


houses in 
. In Boston 
six months. 


A great pressure was brought upon President Van Buren 
to call a special session of Congress. A committee, appointed 
by a mass meeting in the city of New York, came to Wash- 
ington to urge upon the President the importance of convok- 
ing Congress in extraordinary session. They presented an ad- 
dress to him, in which the condition of the country was graph- 
ically described, an epitome of which was published in the press 
of the day, as follows: 

Under a of the of confining their declaration 
within moderate they affirmed t the value of their real estate had, 
within the last six months., depreciated more than forty millions of dollars; 


that within the two months there had been more than two bun- 
in extensive — — 479 that within 


eir warehouses had, within 
a fallen in value at least 30 per cent; that within a few weeks 
not less t twenty thousand individuals, depending upon their daily labor 
for their daily had been discharged by their employers because the 
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fallen on a community heretofore so active, so enterprising, and prosperous; 
the rulers, they declared, had produced a wider desolation than the pesti- 
lence which depopulated our States, or the conflagration which laid them in 


The President was, at last, compelled to act, more by the con- 
dition of the revenues than on account of the distress of the 
ople, and issued a proclamation on the 15th of May convok- 
Congress on the first Monday of September. The following 

is the opening clause of the proclamation: 


t and weighty matters, cl 


grea the consideration of the 
i United States form an extrao 
m. 


occasion for the con- 


President Van Buren, however, ignored the true cause of the 
business depression and financial troubles, and refused to make 
such recommendations as, if made and acted upon, would have 
relieved the general distress. He said, among other similar ex- 
pressions: 

To avoid every unnecesssry interference with the of the citizens 
will result in more benefit than to adopt measures w. could only assist 
limited interests, and are eagerly, but perhaps naturally, sought for under 
the of temporary circumstances. therefore, I refrain from sug- 

to any specific plan for regulating the ex of the 
country, relie mercantile embarrassments, or interfering the ordi- 
ony operations of foreign or domestic commerce it is from convictions that 
such measures are not within the constitutional providence of the General 
Government, and that their adoption-would not promote the real permanent 
welfare of those they might be designed to aid. . 

Again he said: 

Ideeply regret that events have oceurred which uire me to ask your 
consideration of such serious topics. I could have wished that in making 
my first communication to the assembled representatives. of my country 
had nothing to dwell upon but the history of our unalloyed prosperity. 

The tenor of this message, as can be easily seen, promised no 
relief to the public; and the special session, which continued 
forty-three days, enacted no legislation which to any consider- 
able extent relieved the business of the country; and when Con- 

convened in regular session, the President informed it 
that: 


The industry and prudence of our citizens are gradually relieving them 
from the pecuniary embarrassments under which portions of them have 


However, these embarrassments had not disa 
years later; for in the opening portion of his thi 
sage, he said: 

The ravages of fire and disease have painfully afflicted otherwise flourish- 


— portions of our country. and serious emburrassmenis yet derange the trade 
many of our cities. 


The condition of the country during this period is shown by 
the following quotation: 
Mr. Young of Kentucky, in the House, June 19, 1846, said: 


Great as the prosperity of the country had proved under the tariff of 1824, 
it was not suffered to last. The Southern States refused to obey the law. 
The infamous doctrines of nullification were broached and sedulously prop- 
agated, until at length our happy Union was seriously threatened. han 
it was that psarna: and eminent statesman, who deserved so richly the 
honorable title of the father of the American system, consented to sacrifice 
hisown o toavert the horrorsofcivil war. With a sublime modera- 


two 
annual mes- 


tion he tempe 
ai See — f the promise written in tears and 

— uences o comm) were 

flood Hence 837. 


ful 
againrevived. General prevailed, and suits were multiplied, until 
the business of the country was so prostrated that it was no longer worth 
while to sue. As to its practical use and enjoyment, property became vame- 
less. Notwithstanding thehigh which had prevailed in 1824 and 
1825. when the revulsion of 1837 came, all were found to be in debt. Asa 
misery, many of the Western States passed relief 


This 
operated in some to vent the general ruin which would oth 
Bus if American labor tad been protected in due time, no 


Similar quotations from authors and statesmen might be mul- 
tiplied, but it is unnecessary. It is an historical fact, which no 
one will 3 that the general distress brought upon the peo- 
ple by the abandonmentof the protective system, and by the op- 
eration of the compromise act of 1833, was so great, and their ap- 
peals to a Democratic Congress for relief were so fruitless, that 
a political revolution took place which elected Gen. Harrison 
and placed the Whigs in power. The condition of the country 
was such, in the judgment of President. Harrison, as to demand 
the assembling of Congress in extraordinary session. 


THE POLITICAL REVOLUTION OF 130 AND THE WHIG TARIFF OF n. 


At the Presidential election of 1840 the Democratic party, 
which had controlled the Government for twelve years, was he 

nsible by the people for the universal business depression 

and financial disturbances and the widespread distress. The 

revailing condition of the industries, the derangement of the 

Kansas, and the suffering of the people were rightfully attrib- 

uted to the striking down of the protective policy, and the peo- 


ple decreed the retirement of the Democratic party from power 
and placed the Whigs in control of the Administration and of 
both branches of Congress. And although Mr. Tyler, who upon 
the death of President Harrison succeeded to the Presidency, 
grievously disappointed his party in regard to the tariff question 
as well as other questions, in 1842 an act was increasing 
duties upon imports and discriminating in favor of domestic in- 
dustries. 

Mr. Tyler was nominated for Vice-President froma sup ne- 
cessity of choosing a candidate for Vice-President from the South, 
after the nomination of Gen. Harrison, and without much atten- 
tion to his principles or his political character. If it had been 
supposed that he would have succeeded to the Presidency, it is 
not likely he would have been nominated. 

President Tyler justly subjected himself to serious criticism 
by accepting the nomination from the Whig party, and after- 
wards deserting the party when he accidentally succeeded tothe 
Presidency. His Administration was popular with neither Whigs 
nor Democrats. It was a bitter disappointment to the Whigs. 
The majority in Congress in political accord with the new Adin: 
istration was 7 in the Senate and about 50 in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Congress, convoked in special session by Presi- 
dent Harrison before his death, assembled May 31 and adjourned 
September 13. 

The time of Congress was mainly occupied in a struggle with 
the President over bills to incorporate a bank, which caused the 
alienation of the Whig party from the Administration and the 
loss of all confidence between them. But several important acts 
were passed, among them an act relative to duties and draw- 
backs By this act a large number of articles placed on the free 
list by the act of 1833 were subjected to a duty of 20 per cent. 
At the second session of the Twenty-seventh Congress, which 
met December 6, 18H, and continued until August3l, 1842, a new 
tariff law was passed, by which ample provision was made for 
the public revenue and protection afforded to American manu- 
factures and other branches of national industry. This bill re- 
ceived the approval of President Tyler, although he had pre- 

returned, with his veto, two different tariff bills, the 
first being a provisional revenue bill, vetoed on June 29, the 
other, vetoed August 9, being substantially the bill finally ap- 
proved. erep g that it provided for the distribution of the 
proceeds of the public lands. 


THE BENEFICIAL RESULTS OF THE TARIFF OF 1842. 


The proofs of the immediate: beneficial results: of the protec- 
tive tariff of 1842 are abundant. President Tyler, in his third 


annual message, said: 


We have new cause for the e 


of our gratitude in the preserva- 
— 2 —— of our fellow with 


and local e 


up its fruits te the labors. husbandmen, the renewed activ- 
which has been to commerce. for the revival of trade in all its 
branches, for attendant the for 


rewards: upon: mechanical arts, for con- 
tinued growth of our population, and the rapidly reviving prosperity of the 


whole country. 

This prosperity continued; and in his fourth annual 
he said, in proof of the beneficial effect of the tariff of 1842 
upon the credit and finances of the country: 


The credit of the Government, which had experienced a temporary em- 
barrassment, has been —— hly restored. Its coffers which, fora season, 


and manuf: 
have once more revived; and the whole country exhibits an aspect 
perity and happiness. Trade and barter, no longer governed by a wild and 
= 11 SOE SERE UOOA betas Sa A509 
wth of our cities in every direction bespeaks most strongly the favorable 
Secumetances by which we are surrounier. 


Senator Evans of Maine, January 23, 1844, speaking concern- 
ing the compromise act, said: ‘ 
Now, one of the good effects of the act.of 1842 was to settle the market—to 
an end to that uncertainty which created fluctuations of prices. 


regular full 4 
tarifflaw anticipated; and, whether by the operation of that law or not 
whether admitted or denied to be from that cause—the fact. was undeniable, 
— — witioes the — 
ous ever, are gro out ucer 
injured by the reduction. si 

Another thing that resulted from these causes was, that the home demand 
for agricultural productions was increased as the operatives in manufac- 
tories increased in the ability to become consumers. The agricultural pro- 
ducers were actually beginning already to feel the beneficial effects of the 
tariff Jaw of 1842. 

= = = = 2 s * 

He could tell the Senator from South Carolina that his wish that his 
State should be left to herself could not be accomplished. She was apart- 
ner in this Union and had entered into. a compact for a general government, 
from which she could not now be allowed to retire. 


Again, February 5, 1844, Senator Evans said: 


He would now ask, What was the state of the country previous to the year 
184° Why, with all our immense imports and seeming national 
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Government was forced to borrow money to go on, business declined, the 
shipping interest was neglected, and the country was going rapidly into 
ruin; but after 1824 the protective system gave a new impulse to ee 
mess revived; and after 1828 things wore still a better aspect, and continued 
to do so until the compromise act reached its lowest point of oe 
came another change; foreign articles increased, while the home fa de- 
creased, in price; there Was norevenue; commerce declined, and the coun- 


not then known as an article of 2 it is since that 
become a staple of the country. e views of Adam Smith were not enti- 
tled to the fullest credit. 


s kd s $ * * 


The view which had been offered of the benefits to acerue to the South from 
a dissolution of the Union, if offered as an illustration, was, he considered, 
a most unhappy one, and could only be viewed in a favorable light by men 
(if any could be found) possessed of more zeal, but much less discretion, 
than the honorable Senator. He (Mr. McDuffie) had painted in mostinviting 
colors the happiness that the proposed Southern confederacy would enjoy 
when freed from the shackles of the Government of the Union, and career- 
ing onward, under the direction of some form of separate legislation. He 
had permitted his i tion to dwell on the unexampled prosperity that 
was, under a dissolution of the Union, to bless his section of the country, 
quite regardless of what (if his views were correct) the result would be to all 
other portions of the States. He had the gored not to hold forth on any 
wrong that a disruption of the Union would t on our common country: 
but he described glowing colors the gron advantages, the unbounded 
wealth, and indescribable improvement which such disruption would con- 
fer on one part of the broken confederacy. 

Allthese great advantages, he panier the South would gain by sever- 
ance from the Union. e Southern confederacy would, under self-govern- 


ment, outrival the Hesperian gardens, and be blessed with tual verdure 
and eternal spring; become the depository of unbounded wealth, the land of 
unparalleled happiness—free from political convulsions, proof against na- 


tional earthquakes, no possibility of being involved in war, but ever blessed 
with smiling peace. 


= * s $ $ kd 2 


To those who, under the influence of discontents more than 
real, would venture toattempt the carrying on of such a visionary scheme 
as that of forming separate confederations founded on homogeneous inter- 
ests, he would recommend the study of that portion of mythological history 
which records the adventure of him who, but for one day, attempted to drive 
the charlot of thesun. They would find that his life was the forfeit of his 
temerity. Whoever attemptsthe dismemberment of this Union will live 
only in the re es of mankind; he may live in history, but it will not be 
on the page where are inscribed. the names and deeds of the good and wise 
and great, the benefactors of mankind; but on that page where are recorded 
the names and acts of those who were the authors of civil discord and na- 
tional calamity. He did not believe any portion of the South desired such 
results, He believed that they felt, with the people of the North, that all 
were bound ther in one common cause, as one community—one nation. 
As such, we had achieved independence, renown, and an asce 122755 un 
leled in soshorta time. To preserve these we must preserve the Union which 
has conferred such blessings. 


Referring to the effect of the tariff of 1842, Mr. Evans, July 14, 
1846, said: 


But the tariff of 1842 is to be overthrown. The fierce and bitter denuncia- 
tions; the outpouring of all sorts of opprobrious epithets directed 7 17 
the existing law, aim the purposes of its ts. Well, why is itto 
be overthrown? is a question surely worth a moment's consideration. 
Has the tariff of 1842 accomplished that which its friends and advocates and 
supporters promised it would accomplish? Has it failed in the fulfillment 
of any single object which was designed togain? Hasit yielded an adequate 
revenue? Has it restored public credit public confidence? All we 
promised, this we pledged ourselves to achieve. And how were our 
promises and pledges met? 

Why, tlemen, then on the other side—and I see many of them still 
here—ridiculed our professions and pro: . They predi agreatdecline 
in the revenue. They predicted destruction to our commercial interests. 
They predicted all manner of evil. It was maintained that we would not be 
able to obtain the loans necessary to on the Government—for the 
Treasury was then so impoverished that the Government was under the 
necessity of borrowing twelve or fifteen millions—and I recollect that one 
gentleman contended very zealously that we should be obliged to give #100 
eln 3 tne} thorizing the 1 d not a dollar could 

we the law autho e loan, and not a do could we 
get at any rate until this revenue bill was passed. Then, sir, money enough 
could be obtained and at a lower rate of interest than that authorized to 
yon The public credit advanced at once and continued to advance until 

e stocks of the United States reached, I think. a maximum of about ll5or 
116 and at that sold rapidly after the enactment of this law, because every- 


body saw that we had a system which would enable us to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, to pay the interest ctually and the principal when it became 
due. Look, then, at the wor! of the act of 1842. It not go fairly into 


er tor several months it was enacted. It can hardly be said 
that it was fairly in 8 till the 3 spring—the spring of 1843, 
About that time we changed the commencement of the fiscal year, so that 


showing an increase of about a million. In the third year (just ended one 
1846) the net amount was $26,311,864, according to the best computati 


on 
could make, for the statements are quite contradictory. By the papers re- 
the amount is set 


ceived this morning from the Secretary of the 


down at $23,681,915. Thus is shown a constant increase, but an increase - 


marked by an extraordinary uniformity. 


The following extract from a speech made by Mr. Johnson of 
Tennessee in the House January 31, 1844, shows the acrimony 
with which the discussions in Congress were conducted. Mr. 
Johnson referred to the death of President Harrison as follows: 

Tam not superstitious, but I do believe the Almighty does now and then 
manifest His power in various ways, as in olden time; like the case of Saul 
of Tarsus, when journeying from Jerusalem to Damascus, he was struck with 
blindness, Weread also of Herod addressing the people upon a certain day 
set apart for the purpose of receiving honor, such as was due only to the 
Soprema Being; and all the people shouted, and said his voice was like the 
voice of a god; and the angel of God smote him, and he was eaten of worms, 
and gave up the ghost. Sometimes we see the power of God manifested 
in tempests, in the agitation of the mighty deep; sometimes we see His in- 
dignation flashing forth in the forked lightning; sometimes He sends forth 
a baleful comet, emitting from its fiery tale pestilence and death. 

I might refer to instances in modern times; I might refer to the occur- 
rences of 1840, when a most extraordinary excitement pervaded the com- 
munity; when reason was dethroned and confusion and profanity reigned 
paramount; when hard cider and coon skins were substituted as the very 
emblems to be used with all the sacred rights of the Ho Communion; when 
men were diverted from the worship of the true and living God, to honor 
with whom they had succeeded in elevating to the highest pinnacle of hu- 
man ambition, and whom the Almighty, m the nang ans, of His power, struck 
as a star from its sphere, down to the level of the tomb. 

Igive this as an tance of divine interposition. May we not trace it 
somewhat further? Who knows what might have been the result of his ad- 
ministration of the Government? Who knows but God expressly inter- 
posed to set an obstacle in the way of the accomplishment of those mighty 
calamities which would, peradventure, have been produced under his ad- 
ministration of the Government—the abolition of slavery and the dissolu- 
tion of the Union? 


At the Presidential election of 1844 the Democratic 
successful. James K. Polk was elected President and George M. 
Dallas Vice-President. The people were deceived, at least in 
some sections of the country, into the belief that the Democratic 
party, if restored to power, would not disturb the Whig tariff of 
1812. The rallying cry in Pennsylvania was, Polk and Dallas, 
and the tariff of 1842.” 

THE TARIFF OF 1846, 

Reversing entirely the policy of the previous Administration 
upon the tariff, the principal recommendation of President Polk 
in his first annual m e was fora revision of the tariff of 
duties on imports, with a view toa reduction of the rates of du 
and a consequent withdrawal of the protection to industry af- 
forded by the tariff of 1842. 

With the election of a Democratic President, the Democrats 
secured a majority in both Housesof Congress, and the recommen- 
dation of the President was promptly adopted by Congress. A new 
tariff bill, on a plan drawn up by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Walkef, was enacted, after a protracted discussion, by a 
vote of 114 to 94 in the House, and by 28 to 27 in the Senate. On 
a motion to discharge a committee to whom the bill was re- 
ferred for amendment, the Senate was equally divided, when 
Mr. Dallas, the Vice-President, gave the casting vote in the 
affirmative, and the bill was paaa to take efect December 1, 
1846. The tariff of 1846, while called a revenue tariff, was not 
such a tariff as is now advocated by the Democratic ty. 
Under it discrimination was made in favor of American 5 
tries. Under the tariff act of 1842 the average rate of dutiable 
articles was 337% per cent. Under the act of 1846 it was cut 
down to 2673; per cent. 


ANOTHER DEMOCRATIC DEFEAT. 


Again, in 1848, as in 1840, while Democratic division made 
Whig succession possible, the action of the Democratic party in 
repealing the Whig protective tariff act of 1842 and passing the 
tariff for revenue act of 1846, contributed to its defeat, and E p 
to bring about the election of Taylor and Fillmore, the W ‘i 
candidates for President and Vice-President. That it was we 
understood that the protective policy had again triumphed at 
the polls is sufficiently evidenced by the inaugural address and 
the first message of President Taylor and the subsequent mes- 
sages of President Fillmore. 


RESTORATION OF PROTECTIVE DUTIES RECOMMENDED BY PRESIDENT TAY- 
LOR. 


In his inaugural address President Taylor said: 


It shall be my study to recommend such constitutional measures to Con- 

as may be necessary and proper to secure encouragement and protec- 

tion to the great interests of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, to 

improve our rivers and bors, to vide for the speedy extinguishment 

of the public debt, to enforce a strict accountability of all officers of the 
Government, and the utmost economy in all public expenditures. 


= oe first annual message, sent to Congress December 4, 1849, 
e said: 


I recommend a revision of the exis 
basis which may augment the revenues. 


ty was 


tariff. and its adjustment on a 
do not doubt the right or duty of 


Congress to encourage domestic industry, which is the great source of na- 
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tional, as well as individual wealth and prosperity. T look to the wisdom 
and patriotism of Congress for the adoption of a system which may place 
home labor at last on a sure and permanent footing; and by due encourage- 
ment of manufactures, give a new and increased stimulus to agriculture, 
and promote the development of our vast resources, and the extension of 
our commerce. Believing that to the attainment of these ends (as well as 
the means of augmentation of the revenues to the prevention of frauds) a 
a of specific duties is best ponpen I strongly recommend to Congress 
the adoption of that system, fixing the duties atrates high enough to afford 
substantialand su t encouragement to our industry, and at the same 
time so adjusted as to insure stability. 


Vice-President Millard Fillmore, upon the death of President 
Taylor, succeeded to the Presidency. Upon the question of the 
tariff he pursued the policy of the Whig party, as marked out 
Dy his predecessor; but the wantof a Whig majority in Congress, 
and an unfortunate division of Whig members over the slavery 
question, rendering a return to the protective policy impossible. 
The act of 1846 was therefore continued in force, causing large 
importations of foreign merchandise, the prostration of our in- 
dustries, and the constant drain of gold from this country to pay 
the balance of trade against us. 

In his first annual message, President Fillmore, discussing the 
tariff, said: 


I therefore strongly recommend a modification of the present tarif, 


which has prostrated some of our most important and necessary manufac- 
tures, and that specific duties be imposed, sufficient to raise the requisite 
revenues, and making such discrimination in favor of the industrial pursuits 
of our own country as to encourage home production without excluding 
foreign competition. 


In his second annual message he effectually disposed of the 


arguments that low duties upon imports will increase the de- 
mand for our agricultural products abroad in the following lan- 


guage: 
The policy which dictated alow rate on foreign merchandise was Monga 
by those who promoted and established it, would tend to benefit the farming 


population of this country by increasing the demand, and raising the price 
of agricultural products in foreign markets. The foregoing facts, however, 
seem to show, incontestably, that no such result has followed the adoption 
of this policy. On the contrary, notwithstanding the repeal of the re- 
strictive corn laws of England, the foreign demand for the products of 
American farmers has steadily declined since the short crops and conse- 
quent famine in a portion of Europe have happily been replaced by full 
crops and acomparative abundance of food. 


How conclusive is this to show that our foreign market de- 
pends upon the world’s supply and demand, on the character of 
the crops throughout the world, and is not affected either by 
protective or revenue duties. In the same message, alluding to 
the production of gold in California, he said: 


The production of gold in California for the last year seems to promise a 
=e supply of that metal through that quarter for some time to come. 
This large annual increase of the currency of the world must be attended 
with its usual results. These haye been already partially disclosed in the 
enhancement of prices, and the rising spirit of speculation and adventure, 
3 overtrading as well at home as abroad. Unless some salutary 
check shall be given to these tendencies it is to befeared that importations ot 
foreign goods beyond a healthy demand in this country will 1 to a sudden 
drain of the precious metal from us, and most disastrous consequences to 
the business and capital of the American people. 


In his third annual message he said: 


Without repeating the arguments contained in my former message in 
favor of . protective duties, I deem it my duty to call A at- 
tention to one or two other considerations affecting this subject. The first 
is the effect of large importations of foreign goods upon our currency. 
Mostof the gold of fornia, as fast as it is coined, finds its way directly to 
Europe in payment for goods purchased. In thesecond place, as our manu- 
facturing interests are broken down by competition with foreigners, the 
capital invested in them is lost, thousands of honestand industrious citizens 
are thrown out of employment, and the farmer, to that extent, is deprived 
of a home market for the sale of his surplus products, 

In the third place, the destruction ot our manufactures lea ves the foreigner 
without competition in our own market, and he consequently raises the price 
of the articles sent here forsale, as is now seen in the increased cost of iron 
imported from England. The prosperity and welfare of every nation must 
depend upon its productive industry. The farmer isstimulated to industry 
by finding a ready market for his surplus products, and benefited b. 
able to exchange them, without loss of time or expense of importation, for 
manufactures which comfort and convenience require. is alwa; 
done to the best advantage where a portion of the community in which he 
lives is engaged in other pursuits. 


PRESIDENT PIERCE REVERSES THE POLICY OF HIS PREDECESSOR, AND URGES 
A STILL FURTHER REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 

Again, at the Presidential election of 1852, the Democratic 
party was successful, and the Democraticidea of the tariff question 
prevailed. President Pierce, in his first annual message, said: 

The second of the above-mentioned objects— 


The application of the revenue to the discharge of the pub- 
lie debt and the reduction of the revenue— 


that of the reduction of the revenue, is of great importance, and the plan 

suggested by the Secre of the Treasury, which is to reduce the duties on 

certain articles, and to add to the free list many articles now taxed, and 

especially such as enter into manufactures and are not largely, or at all, 

produca in this country, is commended to your candid and careful con- 
eration. 


In his second annual message of December 4, 1854, he said: 


The report of the Secretary of the Treasury presents a series of tables 
showing the operation of the revenue system for several successive years, 


and as the general principle of reduction of duties, with a view to revenue 
and not protection, may now be regarded as a settled policy of the country, 
I trust that little difficulty will be encountered in settling the details of a 
measure to that effect. 


In his third annual message, he said: 


It is now generally conceded that the purpose of revenue alone can justify 
the imposition of duties on imports: that in readjusting the import duties 
and schedules, which eee require essential modifications, a de- 
parture from the principles of the present tariff is not anticipated. 


Again, in his fourth annual message of December 2, 1856, he 
said, after referring to the revenues: 

These considerations will justify a reduction of the revenue from customs 
so as not to exceed forty-eight or fifty millions. I think the exigency for 
nen ee is imperative, and again urge it upon the consideration of 

THE REVENUE TARIFF OF 1857. 

In . at the second session of the Thirty-fourth Con- 
gress, a tariff bill was passed to carry out the recommendations 
of the President. It passed the Senate by a vote of 38 to 8, and 
the House by 124 to 71. Existing rates of duties were consider- 
ably reduced. The reduction upon distilled spirits and cordials 
was 60 per cent. Duties upon most manufactured articles of 
wool and iron were reduced 6 per cent. Wool, costing not more 
than 20 cents per pound, unmanufactured brass and copper, tea 
and coffee, dyestuffs, prints and spices, books, and apparatusfor 
schools and public institutions, and other articles were placed 
upon the free list. This act went into force July 1, 1857. The 
effect of this reduction of duties upon articles coming in hig) 
tition with similar articles produced in this country was the 
same as had been produced by all previous tariff legislation which 
dur in whole or in part had removed protection from our in- 

ustries. 

The very moderate prosperity we had enjoyed under the tariff 
of 1846, and in consequence of conditions vos which had 
afforded us an unusually profitable market abroad for our sur- 
plus products, the expenditure by the Governmentof large sums 
to carry on the Mexican war, and the great yield of gold by the 
mines of California was destroyed. Our Treasury was depleted; 
our industries were suspended; our public works stopped; labor 
was deprived of employment, and the country was plunged into 
bankruptcy and ruin. Poverty and distress were universal. Al- 
though, as I have said, the new tariff act only went into effect 
on the Ist of July, 1857, the great financial crash of 1857 almost 
immediately followed, and by the 2d of December following, a 
pe of five months and two days, the condition of the country 

ad become so alarming as to require a Democratic President to 
present it to Congress in the most graphic language, and this 
most disastrous condition of our industries, our finances, and our 
revenues continued as long as the Democratic party controlled 
the Government. 

A DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENT COMPELLED TO CALL THE ATTENTION OF CON- 


GRESS TO THE ALARMING CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY, PRODUCED BY 
FREE-TRADE LEGISLATION. 


President Buchanan, in his first annual message, alluded to 
the then condition-of the country in the following language: 


In the midst of unsurpassed plen'y in all the productions of agriculture, 
and in all the elements of national wealth, we Ind our manufactories sus- 
ded, our ee works retarded, our enterprises of different kinds aban- 
oned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and re- 
duced to want. The revenue of the Government, which is chiefly derived 
from duties on imports from abroad, has been greatly reduced, whilst the 
appropriations made by Congress at its last session for the current fiscal 
year are very large in amount. 


In his second annual message he again refers to the unsatis- 
factory condition of the country, and in attempting to give the 
causes, said: 


The ople were obliged to restrict themselves in their purchases to arti- 
cles of prime necessity. In the general prostration of business the iron 
manufacturers in different States probably suffered more than any other 
class, and much destitution was the inevitable consequence among a great 
number of workmen who had been employed in this useful branch of indus- 
try. There could be no supply where there wasnodemand. Topresent an 
example—there could be no demand for railroad iron after our magnificent 
system of railroads, extending its benefits to every portion of the umon 
had been brought to a dead pause, The same ge have resul 
from similar causes to many other branches of useful manufactures. It is 
self-evident that where there is no ability to purchase manufactured arti- 
cles these can not be sold, and consequently must cease to be produced. 


And subsequently, discussing the financial condition of the 
country, he said: 


In connection with this subject it is proper to refer to our financiat con- 
dition. The same causes which have produced pecun: distress through- 
out the country have so reduced the amount of imports from foreign coun- 
tries that the revenue has proved equate to meet the necessary ex- 

of the Government. To supply the 8 Congress, by act of 

ber 23, 1857, authorized the issue of $20,000,000 o asury notes; and 

TERS inadequate, they authorized, by the act of June 14, 1858, a loan 
of 820.600, ed to the payment of appropriations made by law. 

Ni advise that we should go on increasing the national 

ex of the Government. This would be a most 

policy. In case of war our credit must be our chief resource. at least 

for the first year, and this would be greatly impaired by having contracted 
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impulse to our reviving business. 


In his third annual message, sent to Congress December 19, 
1859, referring to the fact that, from the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, it was probable there would be a deficiency 
of revenues, and advising against further loans, he said: 


Should such a deficiency occur, as I a I would recommend that 
the necessary revenus be raised by an increase of our present duties on im- 
ports. 


In his last annual message, sent to Congress the 3d of Decem- 
ber, 1860, he said: 

It is now quite evident that the financial interests of the Government will 
require a modification of the tariff during the present session, for the pur- 
pose of increasing the revenue. g 

On March 3, 1859, the last day of the Congress, President Buch- 
pa sent to Congress a special message, from which I take the 
following: 


An imperative sense of duty compels me to make an appeal to 


Congress to 
preserve the credit of the country. This is the last day of the present Con- 
gress, and no provision has yet been made for the payment of appropria- 
tions and to meet the outstanding Treasury notes issued under authority 


of law. 
From the information which has already been communicated to 


can people, who are a 
pre matny people, will be disgraced by the omission, on our part, todoour 
uty. 


These recommendations for increased duties upon imports, 
forced from a Democratic President by the condition of our in- 
dustries and our finances, are remarkable when it is remembered 
that the Democratic party, then and now, deny that the then 
distressed condition of the country and the condition of the 
Treasury were caused by the tariff for revenue only of 1846 and 
1857; and have even gone so far as to allege that the country 
prospered under and in consequence of that legislation. 


A REVIEW OF THE TARIFF LEGISLATION PRIOR TO 1861 

Reviewing the history of tariff legislation prior to 1861, humili- 
ating as the fact is, the act of 1833, by which protection to our in- 
dustries was gradually removed, was d at the behest of the 
South, enforced by the threat of disunion. Henry Clay, who had 
been an eloquent and constant advocate of the American system, 
explained his course in proposing a compromise by referring to 
the treasonable threats of South Carolina, and by saying that if 
the friends of 3 did not then yield to the demand for a 
modification of the tariff, that at another Congress the opponents 
of the system would be re enough to destroy it. 

It appears that the tariff legislation of 1824 and 1828, under 
which the country enjoyed an era of prosperity unexampled in 
our history, during which every industry flourished, everyone 
was employed, individual and national . assured, and 
the Treasury was overflowing, was overthrown at the command 
of Southern slaveholders, who emphasized their command with 
treasonable threats; overthrown because also of the fears of the 
friends of the protective system, who, to appease the South, 
abandoned their principles by making unreasonable concessions. 
The disasters to the industries of t untry which followed 
the compromise act of 1833 produced a political revolution, 
brought thé Whigs into power, who, in 1842, enacted a protect- 
ive tariff, which started the country again on a career of pros- 
perity, revived old industries, started new ones, and furnished 
employment to laborers. Upon the accession, however, of the 
Democratic party to power, at the demand of the South, a Dem- 
ocratic Congress again in 1846 struck down protection; and the 
een of maintaining a tariff for the protection of American 

bor and American industries did not again prevail until the 
ee ee paei came into power. 

t was not until after the enactment of the act of 1828 that the 


Southern opposition to the tariff assumed importance. Mr. Cal- 
houn, as we have seen, had favored the tariff of 1816, with the 
avowed pu of protecting American manufactures, but he 


now changed his position. It had become apparent that manu- 
factures could not be conducted with slave labor, and, therefore, 
could not be established or profitably maintained in the South, 
and that protection hel to build up the industries of the 
North. The politicians of the South followed the lead of Calhoun. 
From that time forward hostility to the protective tariff and the 
extension of slavery became the leading principles of the politi- 
cal creed of the Southern Democracy. The Southern hostility to 
the tariff prodnced the nullification acts of South Carolina, and 
threatened the dissolution of the Union. 


i THE CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY FROM 1946 TO 1801. 

The period from 1846 to 1861 is cited by the advocates of a 
tariff for revenue only as a prosperous por od under a tariff for 
revenue with incidental protection. here were exceptional 
causes which prevented our industries from feeling at once the 
fulleffect of the changes in the tariff; and the sup prosperity 
of the country has been greatly exaggerated. From 1847 to 1861 
the balance of trade against us was more than $431,000,000, and 
there were but two years in the whole period when the balance 
trade was in our favor. 

Under ordinarycircumstanees the country could not have paid 
this balance for a single year without producing great financial 
as well as business derangement. But the discovery of gold in 
California and the great yield of that metal from 1848 to 1860 
enabled us to pay the balance of trade against us. We were, 
however, thereby deprived of the beneficial effect of the great 
production of gold, and Europe received in exchange for her 
products almost the entire yield of our mines. 

The large importations of foreign goods under the tariff of 
1846 not only prevented the development and prosperity of our 
manufactories, but the foreign market for our agricultural prod- 
ucts was not greatly increas d on account of our larger importa- 
tions. The Englishcorn laws were repealed in 1816. The Mex- 
ican war caused the 5 among our people of many mil- 
lionsin excess of the ordinary expenses of the Government. The 
famine in Ireland and the revolutions in Europe followed in 1848, 
which so disturbed the industries of Europe that exportations to 
the United States were limited, while nae, pee demand was 
created abroad for our surplus agricultural products. 

From 1846 to 1861 we exported only 65,440,173 bushels of wheat. 
while during a single year, the year 1872, under protection, we 
exported 72,000,000 bushels—6,000,000 more in a single year than 
the aggregate exports of the entire fifteen years under a reve- 
nus tariff. In each of the years 1880, 1831, 1882, 1885, 1887, and 
1891 we exported more wheat than we exported during the 
whole period from 1846 to 1861 under the Walker tariff. Mr. 
McKinley, in a public speech at Beatrice, Nebr., May 2, 1892, 
stafed that— 

Weexported in a single year more wheat than was exported from 1790 to 


1861 
1 ong 1 in a single year than during 
I can not do better in discussing the causes which contributed 


to our very moderate prosperity for the ten years succeeding the 
tariff of 1846, than to quote the utterances of one of our most 
distinguished statesmen, from a speech made by James G. 
Blaine at New York City during the Presidential election of 1888. 
He stated the causes which contributed to postpone the culmina- 
tion of the disastrous effects of the tariff of 1816, as follows: 

THE EVIL DAY PUT OFF BY SPECIAL CAUSES, 

Great a felt d. and Democrats 
„„ fe rae oa A T 
country. The onists expected that bad results would be visible 
within a year, but an extraordinary series of incidents, or accidents, if you 
please, tponed the evil day. Coeval with President Polk's approval of 
the tariff bill came the declaration of war with Mexico. That led to a de- 


Government g 

to ali departments of trade by these 
great famine occurred in Ireland. That led toan altogether unprecedented 
export of breadstuffs, and that, of course. brought large shipments of money 
from 3 Batore the effect produced on our trade by the famine had 
ceased the European revolution of 1848 began, and trade and manufactures 


had existed in Europe. 
THEN CAME THE DISCOVERY OF GOLD, 

While these causes were in full operation and were producing a us 
effect upon our prosperity the whole country was electrifie1, at the close of 
the year 1848, by the tidings that gold had been discovered in California, 
which we had acquired only a few months beforefrom Mexico. The precious 
metals flowed to us in rich streams from the Pacitic Slope for the next six 
years and opened avenues of trade unknown before. It drew young and 

orous men by hundreds of thousands from the older States, and gave to 
metro of the continent, the city of New York, an impulse 
the like of which it had never experienced 

It was a historic e 
the beginning of i 


before. 
h in the advancement of the country, and when, at 
the output of gold showed sof decline, a Euro 


war supplied fresh stimulus to the trade of the United States. The ee 
leading powers of Europe, as powers were then reckoned, and. France 
and Russia. in a giants’ contest on the shores of the Black and 


the confusion which resulted throughout Europe for the next two and a half 
ears afforded a rich harvest for the United States. Peace came in 1856. 
spindles and wheels and looms, the forges and factories and furnaces of 
Great Britain and France were set going with renewed energy. The seas 
were once more unvexed ani Russia poured forth her grain in the markets 
of western Europe to compete with the shipments from America. 
RESULTS OF DELUSIVE PROSPERITY. 

The last of the causes which has contributed toou: prosperity in these ten 
years of happy accident was at an end and its course had so deluded our 
people with the Democratic fallacy that a low tariff leads to as 
surely as a protective tariff, that in the spring of 1856 Congos a brief 
tariff act lowering the duties still farther, and the United States set forth to 
depend upon its own en es, with a tariff that brought it directly in 


competition with the low-priced labor of Europe. We were no longer 
tained by extraordinary acciden 


sus- 
some b Uke war, or famine, or revolution 
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abroad, or the discovery ot vast deposits of the precious metals at home. I 
need not tell the result, The panic of 1857 came upon the with 
crus and disastrous effect. Every interest was ted, anda o- 
cratic ent, within a year from the end of thelast of the extraneous 
causes that helped was compelled in his message to Congress to portray 
the disastrous condition of the country in as strong colors as even protec- 
tionists would have painted. Mr. Buchanan said: N 
plenty in all tue eiements of national wealth, our 
ded, our public works are retarded, our private 
ds are abandoned, and thousands of useful labor- 
loyment and reduced to want.“ 
And that was the downfall of the famous tariff of 1818. When left to stand 
alone it stood just one year. The people had not sufficiently heeded the tre- 
ous influence of accidental causes I have-cited, and mistakenly be- 
ed that the ten years of prosperity were due to a low revenue tariff. 


I will add the testimony of one more witness as to the effect of 
the tariff act of 1846 on our industries and the es of labor. I 
reada letter from William Welch to the Boston Herald of Octo- 
ber 5, of the present year: 

TARIFF AND WAGES—LABOR WORKED SEVENTY-TWO HOURS A WEEK FORTY- 
SEVEN YEARS AGO AND FOR LESS MONEY. 
HOPEDALE, MASS., October 5, 1898. 


manufacturers have sus 
enterprises of different 
ers are thrown out of © 


To the Editor: 

In your issue of September 27 are a few lines headed Its Tariff Record.” 
Among other things the article says: 

Let it now make the Democratic tariffs of 1846 and 1857 its model, and re- 
new the achievement which compelled enthusiastic praise from even the 
strongest of its political opponents.” 

Iwas about 12 years ot aze in 1545 and worked in a cotton millin Rhode Is- 
land, and received N a week for doffing. The w. paid in the cotton mills 


at that time were fully 50 per cent lower than for the same work to-day. 


Back boys received $1.25 a week; mule spinners did not a 87 per wi 
Weavers on four looms did not average over $3.50 per week. was a very 
overseer who received over $9 a week. mechanics could not earn 


Over #8 a week. Card stri only received 58 cents a day, and they were 
men; card ders from to % a week. We all worked seventy-two 
hours a week. The best flour was $7 a barrel at retail. Sugar was at least 
one-third dearer than now. Prints were 12 cents a yard, and ev in 
clothing was equally as high. 

These wages and prices continued till 1857, when nearly all the mills shut 
down and there was little work to be had. Soup houses were established 
in the cities, and in the towns mill 2 were assisted by the town. In the 

g ot 1858 business looked a little brighter and the factories began 
to start. Our wages were reduced 25 per cent. change 
till about the second year of the war, since which time wages have been 
W and people have had better food and better clothing than ever before. 

‘ers receive on an ngs Sage a wesk, back boys from $3 to . and 

mule spinners earn from $11 to $15, and some even more. Weavers av 
over 86 per week, and overse rs 83.50 a day 
command, or have until within a few months, 82.50 a vo 
3 a day, and card grinders from 0 to 810.50 per wi 

hours a week in Massachusetts and do in the other Provisians, 
3 and in fact everything, is at least 40 per cent lower than in 1846 
and 1857. 

Can it be that the Herald wants the laboring e to be reduced to the 
condition they were in 1846 and 1857? Such w: seem to be the case by ad- 
vocat ing a return of the tariff which brought about such a distressful state 
ot affairs. Iam at a loss to understand how the Herald, of which I have 
been a reader for many years, and which has aja po epee Tair in its dis- 
cussions of public matters, should advise a state of affairsso deplorable as 


that ot 1846 and 1857. 
> WILLIAM WELCH. 
OUR INDUSTRIAL SYSTEM AT THE MERCY OF FREE TRADERS. 


How long the South, if it had been less aggressive on the 
slavery question, could have controlled the Democratic party 
and the Government, and have maintained a tariff for revenue 
only, with a selfish regard for the cotton-planters of the South 
and a total disregard for the welfare of the free laborers of the 
North, whom the slaveholders contemptuously called mud 
sils,” is uncertain; it, however, not only determined to maintain 
a tariff which would prevent the development of the Northern 
States and the ipl pan of the laboring classes of the North, 


There was no er 


but it determined also to maintain the system of slavery and to 
force its extension into the Territories, to require the ure 
and return of escaped negro slaves by the people of the North, 


inst their convictions of right. e time came, however, 
when the South could not control the Northern contingent of 
the Democratic party upon the subject of slavery. 

The party then divided; and the of liberty and protec- 
tion, the party i aig to the further spread of slavery, tri- 
umphed, and Abr Lincoln became President of the United 
States. Then that portion of the Democratic party which so 
long had controlled and shaped its destinies saw that thescepter 
of its power had departed and it attempted to destroy the Union. 
Grave Senators who had taken an oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States conspired against the Government, 
ars ree their offices, and joined the Confederacy. 

Officers of the Army and of the Navy, educated at pe ex- 
pense, living off of its bounty, and under moral and legal obli- 
gations to maintain its honor, glory, and integrity, deserted the 
service of the Government to join the ranks of traitors. States 
— resolutions of secession. The flag was fired upon. The 

nion was imperiled. President Buchanan asserted that there 
was no power under the Constitution to suppa rebellion. The 
Republican party came into power. President Lincoln was in- 
augurated, and announced his intention to enforce the laws and 
maintain the Union. He called for volunteers, and from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific a wave of patriotism swept the North, 
gathering up the men who had been sneeringly called the mud 


sills” of society, and hurried them to the defense of the national 
capital and of the Union. The war on one side was waged for 
the preservation and extension of slavery, for free trade, Tor 
55 labor, for a system which degraded labor and lowered 
the standard of manhood: on the other, for freedom, the Union, 
and for protection: for the system which dignifies labor and ele- 
vates and ennobles the laborer. 

The senior Senator from Connecticutsome time agoinaspeech 
in the Senate said, substantially, that in the great contest which 
followed there could have been read between the stars and bars, 
as they floated at the head of the Confederate forces, the words 
“Slavery and free trade;” and between the stars and stri 
upon the of the Union, as it was borne by the boys in blue 
to victory, the words Liberty and protection.” The cause of 
liberty and protection triumphed, the latter to be overthrown 
again in 1892 by the installation of the Democratic party—the 
same Democratic party as of old, in complete control of the 
South, dictating the tariff policy of the country, administering 
the beneficence of the Government, and measuring out the 
gratitude of the nation to the men who risked their lives and 
imperiled their health to put down the rebellion. 

he Republican party came into power with an empty Treas- 
ury, with an impoverished country, under a ravenue system 
which neither protected American industries nor furnished suf- 
ficient revenue for the economical conduct of the Government; 
when the Government was without credit, and when our bonds, 
drawing 12 per cent interest, sold in the markets of the world at 
17 per cent discount. When treason stalked openly in the land, 
the National Capital was in jeopardy, the Union on the verge of 
dissolution, the Navy scattered, our arsenals plundered, the 
Treasury robbed, the whole Government service poisoned with 
treason, without money, without credit. without a Navy, with- 
out an army or munitions of war, the Republican party took 
control of the Government. It manned the ship of state, with 
President Lincoln at the helm, and with courage, with loyalty 
tothe Union and republican institutions, with a belief in the 
justice of its cause, with confidence that in the end right would 
preyail, with hope and patience and determination, it entered 
upon the gigantic task of preserving the Umion and of restoring 
the industries of the country. It raised immense armies, it pro- 
vided a navy, it raised the funds n to carry on the war, 
it subdued the rebellion, and preserved the Union. 

Butit did more. Tho ostile armies traversed and re- 
traversed portions of the Union destroying industries and prop- 
ore devastating the country, though millions of men were 
withdrawn from industrial and productive pursuits to engage in 
destructive and a warfare, though hundreds of thousands 
of lives were freely offered asa sacrifice upon the country’s altar, 
though thousands of millions of dollars were expended to sup- 
port and maintain an army and navy, it brought prosperity out 
of ruin and disorder. It started the wheels of industry. It gave 
em ent to labor. It established the credit of the Govern- 
ment. It paid immense sums in the reduction of the public debt. 
It brought about a period of prosperity which, with slight in- 
terruptions consequent upon the inflation of the currency and 


the return to e 3 continued for nearly a third of a 
century: a od of progress in all that makes a nation great 
and powerful and its people prosperous and happy, such as was 
never before witn in any country. 

It Adopted a policy which has healed the industrial wounds 
caused by the war, which has brought every portion of the coun- 


try into closer relations of trade and commerce and mutual in- 
terest, which has caused the civilization which three-quarters 
of a century ago rolled across the Alleghanies to sweep over the 
Mississippi Valley and over the greatplains and the Rocky Moun- 
tains, to find its western barrier only in the Pacific Ocean; which 
has caused the continent to bespanned by a network of railroads 
reaching every productive quarter, and the once American des- 
5 oe converted into e a fe e intelligent, 
an py people, and to be carved up into w , prosperous, 
and populous States of the Union; which has cn d great mer- 
cantile and manufacturing centers to grow up in every portion 
of the Union, giving profitableemployment to millionsof Ameri- 
can citizens, and by domestic compe n to decrease the cost of 
living by decreasing the price of many of the necessities of life; 
which has caused the capital, the skill,and the energy of the 
North to invade the South to open mines of useful metals, to 
3 and mills, and secure the prosperity of that sec- 
on. 
THE DISASTROUS RESULT OF THE DEMOCRATIC VICTORY OF 182. 
After nearly a third of a century, during which, with the ex- 
ception of one Presidential term, and then there wasa Republican 
majority in the Senate, the Republican party was in control of 
the Government, the Democratic party secured control of both 
branches of and elected the Chief Magistrate of the 
Nation. In its national convention it was demonstrated that the 
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South was in control. The recy wae committed by its 
platform to the ultra Southern view of the tariff; and the same 
causes which in 1841 induced President Harrison to convoke 
Congress in extraordinary session, forced Mr. Cleveland to call 
aspecial session of Congress, stating as the reason for doing so 
the following: 

Whereas the distrust and apprehension concerning the financial situa- 
tion which pervades all business circles has already caused great loss and 
damage to our ple, and threatens to cripple our merchants. stop the 
wheels of manufacture, bring distress and privation to our farmers, and 
withhold from our workingmen the wage of labor. 

Note the parallels in our history. It will be seen that by Dem- 
ocratic control of the Government, and the control of that party 
by the South, by the passage of the compromise act of 1833 under 
threats of disunion, the tariffs of 1824 and 1828 were stricken 
down, our industries were destroyed, the public revenues dimin- 
ished, our finances demoralized, and the country brought to a 
condition which produced a political revolution and made Gen. 
Harrison President, and that within less than two weeks after 
his inauguration the condition of the country induced him to 
issue a proclamation convoking Congress in special session to 
consider the weighty questions of the condition of the revenue 
and finances of the country.” 

The Democratic party has come into power again, and, wedded 
to free trade, unwilling to be convinced by the great object les- 
sonour presentindustrial condition affords thatits tariff theories 
are wrong, denies that the Democratic success and the threat 
of free trade has stricken down our great industrial fabric, and 
deprived millions of our citizens of that employment necessary 
to secure their daily bread; and blind and obtuse as they ever 
have been when dealing with financial questions, our Demo- 
cratic friends ransack history, and draw on their imaginations 
for causes to account for existing conditions. But the fact will 

o down in history to future generations that at the time of the 
ast annual message of President Harrison the country enjoyed 
a wonderful degree of prosperity. Every department of human 
industry flourished. Every forge and loom and spindle was in 
operation, labor everywhere was employed, and the country was 

vancing with unabated rapidity in its grand march of civiliza- 
tion and of individual and national prosperity. 

As time advanced the extent of the calamity which had over- 
taken the cause of protection became apparent; it was found 
that not only had the Democratic party elected a President and 
secured the control of the House of Representatives, but that 
the Senate, which under the previous Administration of Presi- 
dent Cleveland, being Republican, had prevented the passage of 
the Mills bill, would be controlled by the Democrats, and that 
there was nothing in the way of the Democzatic aged carrying 
into execution the threat and promise contained in its platform 
to destroy the protective system. When this startling fact was 
fully realized the wheels of progress were immediately stopped. 
The mills, the furnaces, and the factories were closed. Ever 
business industry began to prepare for the coming storm. Busi- 
ness operations were curtailed. Collections were forced. Con- 
fidence wasshaken. Labor was thrown out of pest ae (ran banks 
failed, and bankruptcy and ruin everywhere prevailed. 

The contrast between the general prosperity prevailing under 
the Harrison Administration and the business and financial dis- 
tress which followed the succession of the Democratic party in 
November last, is admirably shown by the following extracts 
from President Harrison's annual message in December last, 


and the message of President Cleveland transmitted to Con- 
ress, convened in extraordinary session on the 8th of August 
ast. 


Openingof President Harrison's mes- 
sage to Congress, December, 1892. 
In submitting my annual message 

too I have great satisfaction 

in being able to say that the general 
conditions affecting the commercial 
and industrial interests of the United 

States are in the highest degree fa- 

vorable. Acomparisonof the exist- 

ing conditions with those of the most 
favored period in the history of the 
country will, I believe, show that so 


Opening of President Cleveland's 


3 to oe eight months 
later, August, 1893, 


The existence of an alarming an! 
extraordinary business situation, in- 
volving the welfare and prosperity of 
all our people, has constrained meto 
call together in extra session the peo- 
ple's representatives in Congress, to 
the end that, through a wise and pa- 
triotic exercise of the legislative düt: 
with which they are solely ch 


high ad of prosperity and so | present evils may be mi ted and 

gie a diffusion of the comforts of gers threate the future may 
fe were never before enjoyed by | be averted. 

our people. 


Is not the case complete? Does not our history 9 
prove that we have always or under a protective tariff, 
and that when the protective policy has been threatened or 
stricken down, individual and national prosperity has been de- 
stroyed? 

IS THE PROTECTIVE SYSTEM RESPONSIBLE FOR THE INEQUALITIES OF 

WEALTH? 

Our Democratic friends delight to contrast the wealth of the 

New England States, of New York and Pennsylvania, and other 


old States where manufactures flourish and where great centers 
of trade exist, with that of thenew States of the Union and that 
of the Southern and Western States, which are almost exclu- 
sively devoted to agriculture, and to argue from the comparison - 
that inequality of wealth is caused by unjust legislation—by leg- 
islation which promotes the interests of the few instead of that 
of the many. This is a superficial view of the subject. 

If our friends would advance further into the subject the 
would find that this inequality is mainly the result of 8 
causes and is capable of a satisfactory explanation. The wealth 
of the New England States, of New York, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, and other manufacturing States has been actumulating 
for two hundredyeurs. Much of it had been accumulated when 
all the States of the Northwest were still a wilderness, without 
a trace of civilization. It represents the accumulations of labor 
for more than two centuries. Wealth invested, money loaned 
out at interest, constantly produces wealth, so that the yearly 
accumulations of these old States, with their great manufactur- 
ing industries and moneyed corporations, represent not alone 
the wealth created by the labor for the year, but also the in- 
crease for vast amounts of property representing the accumula- 
tions of the product of labor in past years. 

These great centers of trade in these older States have, from 
natural causes, become the great fields of financial operations, 
the Mecca of the successful business men of every portion of the 
Union. The great railroad corporations, no matter where their 
roads are located, have their principal offices in New York and 
Boston, or some one of the great Eastern cities; and the princi- 
pal and interest of their bonds and dividends on their stocks are 
made payable there. 

The great trust companies are also located and controlled in 
the great money centers. The great life and fire insurance 
companies, with their accumulated capital, are located there 
also; und as the profitable field for capital and the operations 
of great business enterprises is where capital is accumulated 
and business men congregate, all the great enterprises of the 
country are naturally drawn to these great moneyed business 
centers, -If a mine of the useful or precious metals is discovered 
in one of the Rocky Mountain States, the discoverer forth- 
with goes to New York or Boston to endeavor to interest capi- 
tal for the development of it, or for the purpose of selling it; and, 
if it is successfully worked, it is generally by a corporation lo- 
cated in some Eastern city and by Eastern capital. 

If arailroad is projected to furnish the means of transporta- 
tion to some remote section of one of the Western or Southern 
States, the aid of Eastern capital is sought, and the road, if 
built, represents Boston, New York, or Philadelphia capital. If 
a great irrigation ditch is to be constructed for the develop- 
ment of 3 in the arid regions, appeal is made to East - 
ern capital to carry on the enterprise. If by some good fortune a 
citizen of one of these Western or Southern States secures wealth, 
he naturally drifts East; and though he maystill continue to 
conduct business in the State he leaves, he becomes a resident 
of New York or Boston, and helps to swell the aggregate wealth 
of one of those cities. 

While the New England and the other Eastern States have 
a population which has inherited the accumulated wealth of 
two hundred and fifty years, and its wealth is constantly in- 
creasing by the natural and legitimate income derived from its 
investments, and the natural and constant flow of capital to 
the money centers from every quarter of the Union, the pop- 
ulation of the new States of the Northwest is composed 8 
of men who have left the older civilization of the East to become 
pioneers upon our western frontier; either young men who have 
not inherited wealth, and who were dependent for a livelihood 
upon the daily labor of their hands, or older men who had unsuc- 
cessfully struggled to acquire a competence in the older States, 
or who, beginning life with a competence, had been overwhelmed 
with adversity, and, in advanced years, turned to the newer 
States or Territories to find a home upon the public domain. 

These new States, wealthy in the possession of an intelligent, 
enterprising, industrious citizenship. have not the accumula- 
tions of preceding generations. Their location and advantages 
do not draw to them the great moneyed establishments of the 
Union, and their accumulations of wealth by a natural law are 
constantly drawn to the great money centers. The yearly ac- 
cretions of their wealth are mainly from the rewards of labor. 
Their citizens, as a rule, settled there without means. If the 
wealth of the East had not followed them, and been distributed 
by the much-abused loan agencies, they could not, in many in- 
stances, have provided themselves with shelter and the imple- 
ments of husbandry. Ifthey have given mortgages then these 
mortgages are evidences of prosperity. They show that their 


condition has been so improved that they have property which 
is good security for loans. The mortgages represent improved 


1893. 


farms, modern mplements of shusbandry, modern homes, 
churches, and schoolhouses. By means of money secured on the 
security of these mortgages, day laborers have become inde- 

ndent farmers, certain means of livelihood secured, and homes 
or families created where contentment and comfort reign. 

Everyone who had carefully considered the matter knew that 
the census investigation would show just what it did establish— 
that mortgages, especially upon farms, are, in the main, evi- 
dences of prosperity. They represent the purchase price of 
farms by young men, the purchase price of lands which prosper- 
ous farmers have added to their original farms, the cost of val- 
uable improvements upon farms, to add to their productiveness 
or the comfort of their owners. They represent improved labor- 
saving machinery; and when they are not evidences of p er- 
ity they represent in most instances money squandered in idle- 
ness and dissipation. Ninety-five per cent of all the mortgages 
in this country represent and were the means of the improveđ 
condition of the mortgagors. í 

The continual talking about the unequal distribution of wealth, 
and the causes to which it is attributed by a class of poopie in 
- this country not wany called ‘‘calamity howlers,” and the 

continued falsifying of the facts, has for its object the creation 
of dissatisfaction with existing conditions, the rendering of per- 
sonal and property rights insecure, the weakening of the respect 
of our citizens for law and order, the sapping of the foundations 
of republican government. The prosperous and wealthy are 
not alone concerned in the maintenance of law and order and in 
the prosperity of the country. The laboring, dependent classes, 
above all others, are interested in maintaining a stable govern- 
ment, in the maintenance of the laws which provide protection 
to all citizens alike, whether rich or poor, in such protection to 
capital as will secure its active employment in the great indus- 
tries of the country which give employment to labor. 

Discussion of propositions for legislative enactments to show 
their effect upon the condition of the people is legitimate and 
desirable; but I denounce the man who, for the purpose of ad- 
vancing his own personal interests or the interests of his party, 
appeals to the prejudice of a class and seeks to array one class 
of citizens against another and to mislead the people by false 
statements, as an enemy to his country, deserving no better fate 
than that which has rt be overtaken men false to their coun- 
try, men willing to sacrifice the country for a little temporary 
personal or party savaria Concerning such a man we may 
ask, in the language of Addison: 

Is there not some chosen curse, some hidden thunder in the stores of 
Heaven, red with uncommon wrath, to blast the man who owes his great- 
ness to his country’s ruin? 

THE CONDITION OF FARMERS AND LABORING MEN UNDER REPUBLICAN RULE 
WAS NOT AS BAD AS REPRESENTED. 

I need not rely upon Republican testimony to show that the 
condition of the farmer and laborer has been constantly im- 

roving for the last e The junior Senator from 

exas was chairman of House Committee on Ways and 


Years. 


Silver, per fine ounce. 
Gold value of silverdollar, 
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Means in the Fiftieth Congress and prepared and reported in the 
House the tariff bill which bore his name and secured its pas- 
sage through the House. He is justly considered one of the 
most intelligent and able advocates of a tariff for revenue only. 

In his able speech in the Senate recently in favor of the re- 
peal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law he presented 
a table showing the decline in prices of the products of the agri- 
culturist and of articles consumed by farmers and iaborers, which 
clearly shows that whatever the causes have been the decline of 
prices of articles consumed by farmers and laborers has been 
very much greater than the decline in the prices of agricultural 
products. At the same time he declared, what every one knows 
is true, that wages had constantly increased during the whole 
pre under consideration. Ithas rarely been my good fortune 

discussing a question to draw from an opponent so conclusive 
an argument to support my conclusions as this presentation of 
the junior Senator from Texas affords. 

Noone will question the accuracy of the figures presented. The 
only question upon which there can be a difference of opinion is 
as to what is the cause of the great decline in the price of arti- 
cles of necossity. It will be observed that nearl the articles 
named in the table which farmers buy are dutiable articles, and 
thatin the brief period of twenty years these prices have de- 
clined 50 per cent and in some cases 75 per cent. 

This table proves that domestic competition in the United 
States, which can only be induced under protection from foreign 
cheap labor products, has been and is still forcing down the prices 
ofdomestic products. This decrease in prices occurred under a 
protective tariff. 

Our free-trade friends endeavor to account for this decrease 
and for the prosperity of the country in general by attributing 
it to every other possible cause. They are compelled to admit 
the fact of the great prosperity of the country, and when they 
are unable to account for it they say the country prospers in 
spite of bad legislation. 

The showing made by the Senator from Texas as to the prices 
of articles produced by farmers and the prices of articles con- 
sumed by d em applies with double force to show the improve- 
ment in the condition of the laboring classes not engaged in 
agriculture. While, asstated, wages have constantly increased, 
the prices of articles consumed by them, including agricultural 
products, have greatly decreased. The Senator said: 


Ihave constructed a table which I present here for the consideration of 
the public. I have taken the prices of silver from the report of the Director 
of the Mint. The prices of cotton, corn, wheat, bacon, lard, pork, beef, but- 
ter, cheese, and tobacco I have taken from the Statistical Abstract. These 
are the articles which the farmer sells. Then Ihave taken the articles which 
ths farmer buys. Some of them are from the Statistical Abstract and others 
from the report of the Committee on Finance; the freight rates are from 
Poor's Manual, a standard authority on railway matters. The articles which 
the farmer buys are refined sugar, nails, iron, coffee, tea, sheeting, drilling, 
shirting, s d prints, print cloth, quinine, goblets, window glass, under- 
shirts. ginghams, carpets, per, and molasses. I have also included steel 
Aarh poa ht rates. All these articles have fallen since 1873, as is shown 

y the e. i 


Prices of certain products from 1878 to 1891. 
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Prices of certain products from 1878 to 1891—Continued. 
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Average reduction in ten farm products, 26,1, 


This table shows that from 1873 to 1891. silver fell 26 
corn 6, wheat 30, bacon and hams 14, lard 25, pork 24, 
cheose $1, and tobacco 19. These are the articles which 


cent, cotton 53, 
f 27, butter 32, 
farmers sell. The 


efited. When we average the articleshe voya we find that the decline is 55.4 
percent. He has been benetited by the fallin prices, but the decline in sil- 
ver has had nothing to do with it. — 


or 1,412 yards of 
sheeting, or 1,330-yards of drilling. or 970 yards of 2 or 1,653 yards of 
things 
junds of „ 5} tons of pig iron. 
0 nds of 2 nails, 1 e a 
_ Bheeting, 1,560 yards of drilling, 910 yards of shirting, 1,666 yards of prints, 


ards of 338 of s 583 
Sol Sagar Eolo pais of mal yard 
unds of re sugar. unds o yards o 

of drilling. 526 yards of shirting, 933 yards of standard 


in 1873 289 
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Articles that farmers buy. 
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Average reduction in nineteen other products, 55.4. 


One hundred bushels, of wheat. in 1873 would buy 590 gallons of oil, 1,176 
pounds of refined sugar, 2,509 coms of nails, 1, yards of sheeting, 94 
yards of drilling, 611 yards of 1.28 of standard prints, or 1,840) 
yards of print cloth: while in 1891 it would buy 1,328 ms of oil, 1.631 
pounds of retined po oan . pounds of nails, 1,342 yards of sheeting, 1,453 
Faras 18 cake x = yards of shirting, 1,550 yards of standard prints, or 2.784 
7 0 0 

From these figures, and maybe extended to other articles, it is clear and 
conclusive that the decline in prices has given all farm products a greater 
D And yet it is urged that oponing our mints to the un- 

ited coinage of silver will restore its price of 1873: and as all products. 
have fallen through pure sympathy with it. they will still sympathize with 
it and rise to their prices of 1873.. If they did. ths farmers wo be ruined: 
If he is oppressed now, he would be confronted with bankruptcy if one-half 
or one-thind of the purchasing power of his products should be away. 
and that would be the effect of arestoration all around of the condition oi 
1873. In that year the freight rate per ton par mile was 2 cents; in 1801 the 
freight rate per ton per mile was .929 of 1 cent, and 81,210,154.523 tons were 
moved i mile by all our railroads, for which, at the rate of .929 of I cent, they 
received as freight charges 8754, 185,910, 

If the opening of the mints to free coinage is to restore the price of silver 
and all other articles to the rate of 1873, then that freight would cost 3 
203.000. And that is much more than twice tne sum that was paid in 189 
Did silver bring these freight rates down? Then to restore silver isto carry 
back the freight rates to 1873. 

WHILE THE COST OF ARTICLES CONSUMED BY LABORING MEN HAS GREATLY 

DECREASED IN RECENT YBARS THERE RAS BEEN A STEADY RISE IN WAGES. 


The United States Department of Labor recently collected for— 
the use of the Senate Com nittee on Finance, the wage rates in 
the United States for the period from t849 to 1391, inclusive, a 

riod of 52 years, the rates being taken from actual piy rolls. 

einvestigation exteaded to almost every class of laborers, 
and from the information thus obtained the course of wages can 
be told with certainty. i T 

The general result of the investigation is stated in an article 
by Hon. Caroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, in the Forum 
for October last. In this article the wages paid toa great many 
classes of laborers are stated for the periods of 1840, 1830, 1866, 
and 1891. A statement of the rates of wages is made for 1866, 
because, owing to the conditions growing out of the war of the 
rebellion, the in lation of the currency, and the depreciation of 
our piper, there was.a great increase in the rates of wages be- 
tween 1560 and 1863. 

Assuming wages in 1860 to be represented by 100, the investi- 
gation shows wages in 1840 would be represented by 87.7 as com- 
pared with 185); that in 1888 they stood at 152.2 as compared 
with 1860, and in 1891 they had increased to 163.6; that isto say, 
wages had increased in this country since 1880, under Republi- 
can rule and the protective system, 68.6 per cent. 

These statements are supported by quotations of wages of 
skilled and unskilled workmen at the periods mentioned, taken 
from actual pay rolls in such a manner as to leave no doubt of 
theiraccuricy. Laborers in 1891 received gold or its N 
which certaialy has greater purch sing power thin legal ten- 


der notes hid in 1366, 86.6 higher wages than in 1860, and dur - 

ing the same period, as we have ssen, the prices of articlss con- 

sumed by laborers decreased. upon an average of 55.4 per cent. 
The distinguished Senator from Texas, in the speech already 
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referred to, discussed the subject of wages, and I quote from his 
speech as follows: 


Mr. President, the wages of labor in this country and all over the world 
for a hundced years have been tending upward. They are higher to-day 
than they have at any time in the past, and the wage earner, in what- 
ever occupation . is deeply interested in the preservation of a 
standard of values as fixed and immovable as itis possible to make it. A 
few years our friends on the other side ot the Chamber directed the Com- 
mittee on Finance to make an investigation and report to this body the 
movement of and prices fora number of years. They took the year 
1860 as a basis compared it and other years with 1890. Taey intendedto 
use these in their tariff battle of 1802. They intended to show that 
8 jain Ys par prices had been falling, and the credit was due 
toa protective E 
When that time comes I will discuss with them the conclusions to be drawn 
from these facts. It is enough here to state the facts. Taking 1880 as the 
basis and calling it 100, the rate of wages increased to 1864 to 125.6 or 25.6 per 
cent, and to 1890 to 160.7 or 60.7 per cent. In 1860 and 1890 there was a gold stand- 
ard, and in 1864 a depreciated pape standard. W: went up in four years 
25.6 per cent, but the money whic! was only the instrument 
which enabled him to procure the neeessaries of life, and while it went up the 
ladder a few rounds, the necessaries of life that his wages had to buy tosus- 
tain himself, his wife, and children, had ascended the rounds of the ladder till 
they were lost in the clouds. The annual average wages of la in manu - 
factories in 1860 was $238.95. The average monthly was $24.08, in gold. 
In 1864 it was 26.6 higher, or 88/21 in paper, and in 1590 it was 60.7 per cent 
higher than in 1860, and was 888.69 in go Now taking the official prices 
given by the Bureau of Statistics and the Finance Committee, the result is 


shawn by the following table: 
i Purchasing power of wages of labor. 


1890. 


Monthly wa 
pus ges. 


Standard sheeting, per 


888 25 1 
25 — —— 53. 57 & 41 602 
Bleached s per 
ees T 15.50 48.35 62 10. 64 363 
Standard prints, per 
ca series a pag 9.50 33.25 90 6.00 645 
Print cloth. per yard. 5.44 23.42 129 2,95 1,311 
Om nails, per pound 3. 13 7. 85 385. 1.86 O77 
Refined sugar, per pound 10.00 240 30. 00 10¹ 4.00 859 
New. Orleans molasses, 
gall 53. 00 45 150.00 20 40. 00 128 
o coffee, per 18.00 185 30. 00 84 18. 50 209 
Tea per po 65.00 37| 130.00 23 25.10 154 
Tieking, per y: 17. 00 14i 70. 00 43 12.00 322 
Matches, per 48.00 50 100. 00 30 27. 00 104 
15. 00 160 88. 00. 34 11.00 351 


WHO ARE THE TRUE FRIENDS OF THE FARMER AND LABORING MAN? 


The men who are constantly endeavoring to make the agri- 
cultural and laboring classes dissatisfied with their condition, 
and who seek to array them against the . and 
wealthy classes, are not the true friends of the far mer and labor- 

man, There will not be in this country a general distribu- 
tion of the wealth of the country per capita. The Government 
is never going to issue money for gratuitous distribution. There 
never will come a 5 wealth will cease to be the product 
of labor useful'yemployed. The prosperity of every class of our 
citizens is intimately connected with the prosperity of every 
otherclass. A blow aimed at the manufacturing classes will fall 
heaviest upon the agricultural and laboring classes. My sym- 
pathies are with the great army of laborers. A considerable 
portion of my life has been spent upon the farm and at hard 
manual labor. All that I have, or have accomplished, is the re- 
sultof hard work. I have no use for a man who despises labor 
and will not work. > 8 

All my life I have advocated those measures which I have be- 
lie ved to be in the interest of the masses. I attached myself to 
the Republican party because it was opposed to slavery and in 
favor of free labor; because it was in favor of protecting Ameri- 
can labor; in favor of providing the means of general education 
and making American citizens free, intelligent, and independ- 
ent. The Republican party abolished the system of labor 
which tended to degrade labor in this country and has sought to 
dignify and to protect labor. It provided homes to American 
citizens by the homestead law. It has sought by the protective 
policy to provide employment for all who are willing to work. It 
secured to settlers the means of reaching our vast publie do- 
main and provided them with the means for transportation of 
their products to market. It has, when in control of Congress, 
been constantly legislating in the interest of the laboring man. 
It has reduced the number of hours in a day's work upon pub- 
lic works. It has . against the importations of coolies; 
and t the coming to our shores of laborers under contract. 
It has established a Department of Agriculture to impart useful 
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information to the people, to make costly experiments for their 
benefit, to distribute seeds and new varieties of fruits, vegeta- 
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bles, and grasses, for the protection of fruits, vegetables, and 
grasses from insects and blights, and for the prevention of dis- 
eases among domestic animals. It has provided for meat in- 


spection, and successfully labored to secure the introduction of 


our products abroad. It has provided for the improvement of 
waterways,andtheregulationand control of railroads to cheapen 
transportation. 

If the time would 
tion of legislation 


rmit, I might greatly extend the enumera- 
ngress has enacted in the interest of the 


laboring and producing classes. I have, in this body, supported 
every measure in my judgmentcaleulated to benefit laboring men, 


sometimes even measures concerning which I feared the power 
of Congress to enact was doubtful. ere have been visionary, 
impracticable schemes advocated in this body, in the alleged in- 
terest.of the laboring classes, which would not have benefited 
any class of our citizens, and would have brought nothing but 
disaster and ruin upon every class, which I have not favored. 

Standing as I stand to-day, opposing a policy fraught with 
misfortune and dire disaster for the laborer, adistinguished man, 
long since gone to his reward, used this language—language 
which I emphasize and adopt: 

I have been, and I am for ste St that will guarantee to the labo 
classes that happiness which I in my youth saw them enjoy. and which 
with them. If the laboring class be to perish, 
whole nation. 

And so say I. 


You can notreduce the laborer to a state of starvation and degradation 
without also destroying national prosperity, 


HOW AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS ARE BENEFITED BY A PROTECTIVE TARIFY, 


Upon the question still discussed as to the effect of a protect- 
ive tariff on agriculture, T find inexamining the proceedings of 
the Senate of March 19, 1824, a valuable report from the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, submitted by its chairman, Mr. Van 
Rensselaer, for a unanimous committee, from which I quote. It 
shows that at that early day the fact that protection to home 
industries through undue foreign competition iessened compe- 
tition inagriculture, and created a home marketforagricultural 
products, and thusbenefited farmers, was well understood. This 
re is found on page 1857, volume 2, first session of the 
Eighteenth Congress. The quotation is as follows: 

The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred the resolution of 
the House of Representatives, instructing them to inquire if an increase of 
the duty now established by law. on any article of forei owth or manu- 
facture, will befor the interest of the turist, and be any such 


article, to name the same, together with the additional amount of the duty 
which they deem beneficial to the agricultural interest, respectfully submit. 


the follo report: 
of your committee whatever increases the con- 


I say, the 


anent and certain and above the reach 

of restraining and prohibitory duties of foreign hostility; and when the 
home market can be increased in its.demands, without.diminishing in a 
r degree the foreign cons tion, it would seem wise and prudent to 
romote its extension by every rational means witain the sphere of legis- 


consider the increase of duties on many foreign articles 
now imported into the United States would promote the agricultural pros: 
perity ofthe nation. A portion of lation engaged in manufacture would 
depend on the farmer for subsistence, and create a more perfect 
and profitable division of labor than now exists. A. new market would be 
opened and a newdemandcreated for all the raw materials which new manu- 
facturers would consume. It can not be denied that if all the manufactured 
articlesnow consumed by the people of the United States were, manufac- 
tured within the bounds of our country from the raw materia! furnished b 
ourselves the value ot our lands would be increased and the profits of ~ 
Demand and oe 


nece 8 


y calculated to unfold 
our agricultural resources a spirit of emulation and industry would be dit. 
fused over the land, a vast and active system of internal exchange would 
rise. up. the e of transportation in heavy articles would bein a 
measure caved: and, in fact, that which should be ardently wished for in 
every agricultural country, a home market, would appear; this, too. would 
prove a market at once Various in point of . but sure, steady, and 
unchanging. The policy. the caprice, the selfishness, and the hostility of 
other nations could not affect it. On this point, therefore, the committee 
can not entertain any doubt. The extension of domestic manufactures, de- 
pending on the production of such raw materials as can be found in this 
country, must increase the demand and consumption of those materials, and 
of comrse secure a new and ready market. 


THE STOCK ARGUMENTS OF FREE TRADERS. 


The two stock arguments made by the advocates of free trade 
are, first, that of unrestricted trade, the right to buy where we. 
can buy cheapest; and, second, the securing of a. wider market 
for our exports. I have, on several occasions, discussed these 
propositions at length in the Senate, and shown their fallacy; 
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and I do not care at this time to 5 what I have heretofore 
said. It is sufficient to say that to buy where we can buy cheap- 
est, that is, to buy goods abroad for home consumption with the 
privilege of bringing them into this country free of duty, is for 
consumers in this country to avail themselves of the poorly paid 
labor of Europe and the pauper labor of Asia, to prefer the wel- 
fare of foreign manufacturers and foreign laborers to our own; 
to stop the manufacture of things we need in this country and 
to depend upon foreign countries for them; to take employment 
from our own people to give it to foreigners; to reduce the stand- 
ard of wages in this country to the standard of wages in other 
countries. 

All history shows that no nation can be prosperous which 
does not protect its own industries and its own citizens and, as 
far as possible, doitsown work. The junior Senator from Texas, 
in his able speech upon the bill to repeal the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act, ridiculed the idea that protection tended to 
reduce the price of products, and used the oft-repeated asser- 
tion, that adding to the price of a commodity does not cheapen 
it. But it has often been shown that the duty upon dutiable 
articles is largely borne by the foreign producer; and, without 
discussing the proposition at length, I assert that domestic com- 
petition does reduce prices; that when, by aduty on aforeign 
commodity, which places American manufactures upon an equal- 
ity with foreign manufactures, industries are built up, home 
competition is induced, and the skill, the enterprise, the en- 
ergy and inventive genius of our people very soon reduce the 
price of the commodity to the lowest figure consistent with rea- 
sonable returns to capital invested and fair wages to labor, and 
often, indeed generally, the price is reduced far below that of 
the article at the time the protective duty was im d. 

Let those who wish advocate the interests of England, of 
China, and India, and prefer the welfare of foreign laborers to 
that of American citizens. For myself, I prefer the interests of 
my own country to those of any foreign nation, and the welfare 
of American citizens to that of the pauper class of Europe, the 
ryots of India, and the coolies of China, I want nothing I con- 
sume (and no true American does)cheaper than it will be manu- 
factured under sharp competition, consistent with fair returns 
to capital and fair wages to labor, bya nation of seventy-six mil- 
lions of people, the freest, most enlightened, and most energetic 
in the world. 

That domestic competition under a protective poney does re- 
duce the price of commodities, if proof is needed, is shown by 
our own experience. The table presented by the Senator from 
Texas, in his speech before referred to, shows a great deprecia- 
tion of prices, not only of agricultural products, but of manufac- 
tured articles, fora series of years. This table, coming from so 
prominent a member of the Democratic party, and so distin- 
guished an advocate of a tariff for revenue only, is worthy of 
carefulconsideration. It shows that under the protectivesystem 
in this country the price of everything consumed by the laborer 
has greatly decreased, while wages have constantly increased. 

Now, let me examine, for a moment, the argument that free 
trade would give us a wider market for our surplus products. 
The assertion is constantly made that if we do not buy of foreign 
countries they will not buy of us. I have, on former occasions, 
called attention to the fact that we do not buy of any foreign na- 
tion; that is, of the government; and no foreign nation buys of 
us. Our foreign commerce is carried on by individuals, and is 
regulated, like all commercial transactions, by selfish interests, 
If an importer is about to purchase goods, he does not stop to in- 
quire whether the balance of trade Is in our favor or against us, 
or what the tarifi laws of other countries are. He buys where 
as can 1 what he wants cheapest, and pays for his purchases 

th gold. 

If 5 wheat merchant in Liverpool wants a cargo of wheat, he 
does not care what dutiesare levied on British productsin Amer- 
ican ports, but buys his wheat where he can e quan- 
tity and quality considered, whether what he buys is the prod- 
uct of our western prairies or of the Argentine Republic, whether 
it has been raised by Russian serfs or by Indian ryots. If ex- 
change were carried on between nations only, or by barter, that 
is, by the exchange of products ouly, there might be something 
in the proposition that if we do not buy of foreign countries we 
can not sall to them. But foreign trade is not a system of bar- 
ter. Gold is a tool of international commerce and the universal 
oe of value and the medium in which balances of trade are 
settled. : 

Our own experienceshows that the balance of trade with other 
countries may be largely in our favor for years and the balance 
be received in gold. Our experiences with other countries, 
Brazil for instance, shows that we continue u large foreign trade 
although the balance of trade may be, for many years, against 
us. The balance of trade between the United States and Brazil 
has been for years against us to the extent of about $50,000,000 
perannum. The fact is that other countries buy of our products 


every year all they needfor consumption. They would continue 
to do so if they could buy as cheaply_of us as elsewhere, even 
though we were to build a Chinese wall around this country to pre- 
vent the importation of foreign products. And if we were to ad- 
mit everything produced in foreign countries free of duty these 
same foreign countries, or rather the inhabitants of these coun- 
tries would not buy a dollar’s worth of our productsunless these 
products could be purchased upon the most advantageous terms, 
or their necessities compelled them to purchase. 

We might adopt free trade, and our wheat, corn, cotton, pork, 
and beef would still be compelled to compete in the markets of 
Europe with the products of every other country under the sun 
Peet by cheap lands and cheap labor, and their price in 

ndon would be fixed, as it now is in London, in gold, by the 
universal law of sup ly and demand. Mr. President, there 
never was a greater fallacy than that free trade would give us a 
wider or better market for our agricultural products. It would, 
on the contrary, drive millions of men now engaged in manufac- 
turing to agricultural pursuits, resulting in increased production 
and depreciated prices. 

WHAT FREE TRADE MEANS. 


Free trade does not mean that custom-houses are to be abol- 
ished and no revenue collected by duties upon imports, but it 
means a tariff system similar to that maintained by Great Brit- 
ain, a system of tariff for revenue only: duties laid upon articles 
which do not come into competition with domestic productions, 
and the free admission of articles which do come into competi- 
tion with articles of domestic production. It means, first, that 
goods manufactured in foreign countries shall be admitted into 
this country free of duty if the condition of the revenues admits 
of it. It means that the half-starved, underpaid and unem- 
ployed millions of Europe shall be given work which under a 
protective tariff would be done by American laborers, enabling 
these American laborers to live comfortably, to educate their 
children, and become independent. It means that the pauper 
laborer of India and China shall be brought into direct competi- 
tion with American workingmen. It means either the closin 
of our mills and factories or that the return for capital inves 
in manufacturing industries shall be reduced to the rate of in- 
terest in the old countries, and that the wages of our working- 
men shall be reduced to the starvation wages of laborers on the 
eastern hemisphere. 

In a word, it means leveling down in this country of the con- 
dition of American laborers to that of the ignorant, half- 
starved, half-clothed masses of the countries of Europe and Asia. 
It means that the wheels of progress shall stop; that the devel- 
opment of our resources shall cease; that the prosperity we have 
enjoyed under Republican rule shall be „ 

he disastrous effect of threatened free-trade legislation has 
not been confined to manufactures or the particular interests 
directly affected by legislation or threatened legislation. All 
the industries of the country are inseparably connected, and all 
have suffered and will suffer alike; and if mills and factories are 
closed by tariff legislation, the idle operatives will crowd into 
other employments, producing competition and‘overproduction, 
low wages and low prices. If the manufacturer is forced to 
take small and continually decreasing profits upon his invest- 
ments, investors in all other industries will receive smaller 
profits. If laborers in manufacturing industries are forced to 
submit to reduction of wages laborers in all other industries 
will be compelled to submit to asimilar reduction. The success 
of the Democratic party and its control of Congress renders the 
repetition of the Democratic action in 1833 possibie, and, so far 
as human foresight can tell, inevitable. 

THE INDUSTRIES OF THE PACIFIC COAST IN JEOPARDY 


If some evil genius, determined to blast and destroy the 
Pacific coast, had presided over and controlled the House Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, no more certain and speedy scheme 
could have been devised for that purpose than the bill d 
upon by the committee. The people of that portion of the Union 
west of the Rocky Mountains are almost entirely engaged in ag- 
riculture, lumbering, and mining. Manufactures are in their 
infancy, and as yet comparatively unimportant. Wheat grow- 
ing, wool growing, the raising of cattle and horses, fruit raising, 
and hop growing, fishing, lumbering, and mining, are the prin- 
cipal industries. Every one of these industries will be stricken 
down and destroyed, or made unprofitable, by the passage of the 
Wilson bill. 

The number of sheep in California, Washington, Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Oregon, Nevada, and New Mexico, in 1892, was 13,981,901, 
almost one-third of all the sheep in the United States. A large 

rtion of the rugged soil of that region, unfit for cultivation, 
Is utilized for sheep pasture. Thousands of pioneers make a 
living for themselves and their families by wool-growing; but 
the success of the Democratic party, upon a platform which de- 
nounces the protective system as a robbery and as unconstitu- 
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tional, in connection with the fact that whenever the Democrats 
in either House of Congress have had an opportunity they have 
voted for free wool, and that President Cleveland in his free 
trade message of 1887 advocated placing wool on the free list, 
has had the effect to discount Democratic tariff legislation, to 
curtail the purchase of domestic wool by manufacturers to pres- 
ent needs, and to reduce the prices of wool nearly or quite to 
free-trade rates. 

The House committee has now confirmed the worst fears of 
the wool-growers and sounded the death knell of this great in- 
dustry in the United States. The prosperity of the State of 
Oregon, more especially of the western portion of the State, is 
largely dependent upon the wool growing eee yy Last year 
wool brought there 16 cents per pound. This year, the highest 
price offered has been 10 cents. The prosperity of Montana 
und of other Pacific coast States, like that of Oregon, is largely 
dependent upon wool-growing; and wool in Montana has been 
worth this year only from 6 to 7 cents per pound. In Chicago, 
in the early days of September last, fine wool was worth from 
14 to 16 cents, and coarse wool from 13 to 15 cents; while in the 
year 1891 the price of fine wool was 33 cents per pound, and of 
coarse wool 31 cents per pound; and 30 cents for fine, and 29 cents 
for coarse wool during 1892. These figures require nocomment. 
They show that with free wool the wool-growing industry of 
this country will be destroyed. 

T have received a communication from Hon. Charles Hilton, an 
extensive wool-grower of eastern Oregon, stating the effects 
which placing wool on the free list would have on that industry 
in Oregon, which I incorporate in my remarks, It is as follows: 

THE DALLES, OREGON, December 6, 1893. 


DEAR SENATOR: In a short time ay borg of the removal of the present 
tariff on many commodities will come before the United States Senate, and 
from what the papers tell us it is fairly reasonable to suppose that the prin- 
cipal industry of eastern Oregon (wool-growing) is seriously menaced. 
Some time since, anticipating the action of the Democratic Congress, you 
asked me for some figures, which you could perhaps use in an argument you 
intended making in opps to the removal of the tariff on wool, as you 


know my experience in wool-growing has been considerable, and I have been 
fairly successful. 
T have been e in the business for eighteen years and have run from 


you can accept the following figures as trust- 
worthy, since they are an average from an records. 


COST OF RUNNING 2,00 SHEEP ONE YEAR. 


Herder, at $85 per month nnn----cnene-nennnnen sere enne=- 
Board, at 815 per month............------------ 
Camp tender to help move and furnish camp - 
Salt, 2 tons, at 830 
Hay, 50 tons, at 8. 

Extra help during lam season 
Extra help during winter feeding season 
333 000 sheep, at 7 cents per head. 
Board of shear ers 

Extra help sac wool, etc 
50 wool sacks, at 40 cents 
Feeding horses used to supply camp, e 
Shoeing horses used to supply camp, eto 
Furnis camp—tents, blankets, rope, ete .. 5 

Hauling 16,000 pounds wool to railroad, at i cents 120.00 


Cost of 16,000 pounds wool, as per above .............--.-------- 
16,000 pounds wool, at 6 cents = 
700 lambs, being increase, $1.25 


— N. d 
888888 
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The only possible reduction that can be made in the cost ot running a band 
of sheep is in wages—as the plow has driven the stock so far back into the 
hills that the cost of feed is greater, as there is so little land that will pro- 
duce, and freight to and from the railroad figures largely in salt and other 
supplies, and shipping wool (my ranch is 80 miles south of Arlington). 

Thus you will see that at 6 cents per pound for wool, which is the highest 

ce We can expect with free wool for the class of Waol raised here, calcu- 
ating the weight of each fleece at 8 pounds, which is about the average, and 
the increase at 35 per cent (which is all an ordinary band of stock sheep will 
produce, as we have to the male until 2 years old and past before 
they are suitable for market and can not breed the ewes until 2 years old) 
the owner would be about $200 loser on the year’s work. This leaving out of 
consideration all the taxes, interest on capital invested, and wear and tear 
to camp accoutrements, which is considerable. 

If a Wool- grower were running but one band of sheep several of these items 
would be ter, such as the expense of camp tending and horses—which 
I have divided by three as one outfit attends to three sheep herders. Again, 
the average loss ca by wild animals and by accident a year is at 
least 5 per cent, and this taken with the interest at 6 per cent on investments 
in real estate or the rent which must be paid to secure a winter range and 
feeding ground will considerably increase the loss of the wool Wer. 

You are of course better posted than we can be as to the probable reduc- 
tion in cost in manufactured material to be brought about 2 the annihila- 
tion of the wool industry in this country. 

But when we are told that only three or four pounds of scoured wool goes 
into a suit of clothes, it does not seem probable that so small a reduction 
will be of any great advantage to the consumer, as the protected manufac- 
turer is evidently to have so much the best of it that he will probably be 
given, or take, small margin also. 

For the last four or fiye years I have averaged 15 cents per pound for my 
wool and 22. 75 for my mutton sheep. The latter can not now be sold for 
more than $1.50 (at the ranch), and our wool is now being sold in Boston 
for 10 cents. The cost of t, including insurance and commissions, 
amounts to about 4 cents a pound. 

But for the unfortunate accident of Democratic success in electing a ma- 
jority in both Houses of Congress and a President, the price of this year’s 
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clip would have been considerably higher than before, as the immense amount 
of rags and shoddy imported during the six months before the McKinley 
law went into effect is about consumed, and themanufacturers who are now 
idle would be at work on our wool. 

Iam sure that you are working earnestly in opposition to free trade, and 
I sincerely hope that a resolute stand, such as you will take in our interest, 
will be successful. 

There is one thing which you may not have had brought to your notice, 
and that is, that destruction of the sheep industry means the abandonment 
of thousands of acres of land which now furnish good sheep pasturein East- 
ern Oregon (and Which once, though notarable, furnished bunch-grass range 
of high value for cattle-growing, have been so heavily stocked for a series 
of years that the bunch has been destroyed and will never return). 

e ony vegetatlon which now exists is weeds and the small sheep grass 
which support nothing but sheep, and upon which they will thrive; 
take away the sheep and this is waste land and can never be anything else. 

It would be impossible for us to continue the business under free wool: we 
would have to quit breeding and dispose of our sheep for mutton as they 
become of suitable age. 3 

When the industry is destroyed in the United States, I Srprenent, the 
foreigner willjraise the price of wool probably to more than we have received 
under protection; but we will have no sheep, and it takes a long time tostock 
up a range, as sheep do not increase very rapidly. Iam. 


Yours very truly, 
CHAS. HILTON, 

Hon. J. N. DOLPH, Washington, D. C. 

Notcontent withstriking down this great industry of the Pacific 
coast the committee have threataned the existence of other 
leading industries of the coast by absolute free trade. Scattered 
all over the western slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains and 
the plains of California and the valleys of Oregon and Wasbing- 
ton are fruitful orchards and vineyards, giving employment to 
thousandsof American citizensand furnishing the finest of fruits 
to almost every section of the Union. Grapes, olives, oranges, 
lemons, prunes, plums, apples, peaches, pears, and all the smaller 
fruits are raised inabundance and in perfection, and with proper 
eg can be raised in suffleient quantities to supply the 

omestic demand. Buta portion of our common country, that 
portion which controls the dominant party in Congress, and 
which has selfishly taken care of its own industries in the House 
bill, proposes to strike a disastrous blow at the fruit ind 
of the Pacific coast by placing some fruits upon the free list an 
by greatly reducing the tariff upon importations of others. 1 
gton, an 


t industry of 5 Oregon, Weshin. 
alifornia is to be jeopardized by largely reducing the duty upon 
imported prunes. 


lam in receipt of a letter from a large fruit-raiser in Oregon 
concerning the prune industry, which I will incorporate in my 
remarks: 
SALEM, OREGON, December 10, 1898. 


its infancy, but when the trees planted in 
are in full bea: „they will produce, in good season, 150,000,000 
pounds of GE pumas In five years, or less, on and Washington will 
88 50.000, pounds. The present year’s product of this coast is about 
,000,000 pounds, for the season is not very favorable. There are many dis- 
tricts of Oregon and Washington where fruit-growing can be carried on, 
sr our fruits are all 12 . es W A 
you are aware, ave n for many years produc and curing 
ence to the public abe nike press. M 


prunes, and have given my experi 

experience shows that only the best methods of cultivation can su 4 
In all countries fruit-growing is an uncertain business and subject to vicis- 
situdes of climate as well as exigencies of trade and commerce. fruit- 
growers have to learn the best varieties to grow, the most effective and suc- 
cessful treatment of orchards, as well as ways and means for curing fruits to 
pat them in the world's markets; not least, also, the best markets for cured 

ruits after they are produced. - 

Ths choice eB ca of the present year’s crop command only 4} to7 cents per 
pound, and never go to any much higher flgure. If the tariff is removed. 
or too greatly reduced, prices will go so low as to leave no inducement for 
care of our orchards, much less any inducement to plant wider areas. The 
issue involves the success of fruit-growing at large and the success of thou- 
sands who have predicated their hopes efforts on the exis conditions. 
Fruit-growing at large is dependent, as our orchardists consider prunes 


e-growing 


their most a staple. that fails it will discourage all effort. 
Already the infiuence of the proposed change causes discouragement and 
makes men iose faith. 


Grant us continued protection, and we will fully test the possibilities and 
capabilities of production and reach the greatest possible excellence, and 
place . in this region on the best plane of artistic and scientific ' 
enterprise. We not onl supply fully the home demand, but establish 
our products in foreign markets and command success on the basis of ex- 
cellence. The time soon come when we shall furnish prunes through- 
out the United States at the lowest figure consistent with a living profit, 
and can defy free trade. 

During the present year fruit-growers have reaped small returns on tho 
Pacific coast. The citrus groves of San Bernardino, the vineyards and or- 
chards of Middle and Northern California, the fertile reaches of the wide 
North Pacific have all gathered and marketed the fruits of 1893 without aver- 
aging to pay fairly the of production. The prospect is not too en- 
couraging at the best, to remove the duty and admit foreign prunes free 
will cause such decadence of this widespread industry as will replace beau- 
tiful and well-kept orchards with more than desolation. 


We respectfully object to the degradation of labor that must result from 
such reduction of duty, and ask for effective and reasonable tection as 
ement and support while we are struggling witha cult prob- 

the val forests of the la derness with fruitful 


enco 
lem—rep. 

orchards; with effort that can not succeed on the Atlantic, and it remains 
e eee ee. 

Give us need FFC 
will be accomplished, and all we promise will be perf: are 


Hon. J. N. DOLPH, United States Senate. 
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In Oregon and Washi n hop-raising is an important and 
rapidly growing industry, furnishing employment to thousands 
of laborers, and largely adding to the weal of those States. If 
this industry were peepee protected the two States would soon 
furnish hops in sufficient quantity to supply the domestic de- 
mand; but that industry, too, is to be embarrassed in the gen- 
eral onslaught. The present duty upon hops is 15 cents per 

und. By the Wilson bill it-is proposed to reduce the duty to 

cents per pound. The reduction, so far as it affects prices, 
mustcome from the poss or supposed profits, of the hop-grow- 
ers, and the result of the reduction of the duty will be to enable 


foreign hops to successfully compete with the domestic product, 
to prevent the growth of the industry, and destroy or render it 
profitless in this country. 


Not content with the injury these proposed changes would 
work to the Pacific coast, it is proposed that the protective duties 
on many agricultural products provided for by the McKinle 
bill and previous legislation shall be removed, the barrier whic 
we have erected against agricultural productions from Canada 
and other foreign countries broken down, and American farmers 
placed in free competition with Canadian producers. The pro- 
vision of the Wilson bill in this regard may be briefly stated as 
follows: 

Buckwheat, corn or maize, corn meal, onts, oat meal, rye, rye flour, wheat, 
and wheat flour are to pay a duty of 20 per cent; but each of the above arti- 
cles shall be atmitted of duty from country which imposes no im- 
port duty on the like product when exported from the United States. 

Of course, no country importing largely of our agricultural 

roduets will impose a duty upon them, and this provision of the 
Wilson bill means free trade with Canada, and with all other 
countries in the articles mentioned. Barley, under the McKin- 
ley bill, is subject to a duty of 30 cents per bushel, which has had 
the effect of limiting the amount of barley imported from Can- 
ada and stimulating its production by our farmers. But, by the 
Wilson bill, barley, bar oy malt, and barley pearled, patent or 
hulled, is subjected to a duty of only 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Daties upon live animals are largely decreased by the Wilson 
bill, and fixed at20percentadvalorem. Duties upon dairy prod- 
ucts, and upon beans, peas, hay, potatoes, and other vegetables 
which are not placed upon the list, are largely reduced. 
The duty is reduced upon raisins and other dried grapes to 13 
cents per pound. Apples, green or ripe, apples dried, desic- 
cated or evaporated, bacon and hams, , mutton, and pork, 
and meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved birds, and land 
and water fowls, cabbages, eggs and yolks of eggs, fish and in- 
sects, fresh fish, and many other products of agriculture are 
placed upon the free list. í 

Turning my attention to other provisions of the bill, I find 
that the great lumber interests of coast are jeopardized. It 
is proposed to remove the tariff on lumber, and admit the prod- 
ue of the forests of Canada, manufactured from timber cut upon 
government lands purchased for a nominal consideration and by 
cheap labor, to compete with the products of our mills, manu- 
factured from valuable timber by high-priced American labor; 
a change in our tariff laws which, if it should be consummated, 
will result in stopping our mills, in making profitless $300,000,- 
000 of capital invested in the lumbering business, and in throw- 
ing out of employment thousands of men now employed in the 
industry. 

I eos do better, in describing the effect of the removal of 
duty upon lumber and other 8 of wood, than by quoting 
an editorial from the Puget Sound Lumberman, as follows: 


Fifty million dollars in round numbers resent the capital employed in 
the lumber industry on the Pacific coast. are 840 saw. and 404 
e milis in the States of Washington, p Rass, ae ena 


ashington and VVV 
least W. m ter n uestion. 

compete with the three States Bove men- 

umber area than the three States combined. 

n shipped into California. which is a great 

000 feet of lumber and shipped eastward 

8 


there, are in a position to unload into California vast q) of lumber 
in competition with the milis on this side of the line, which white labor 
higher than obtain in any other lumber ind in this coun- 
try. As fully one-half of the exports of lumber from Washington and 
find their way to California, this isa very serious matter. Sofar asthe 
— trade te there will be but little direct the 
t having found a market as yet, but alot 
———— CCC 
lakes on t. tlantic seaboard naturally handicap pmen 
, cedar, and spruce by rail. 


Pacific Pine Lumber Company of San Francisco, to the House 
Committee of Ways and Means, setting forth the conditions of 


the lumber trade on the Pacific coast, and the effect which the 
removal of the present duty would have upon the lumber inter- 
est there. The communication is as follows: 


PACIFIC PINE LUMBER COMPANY, 
San Francisco, Cal., November 22, 1893, 
To the honorable the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: The lumber trade of the Pacific coast engaged in the manu- 
facture of Douglas fir (commonly termed Oregon pine), spruce, and cedar 
lumber, noting newspaper publication and otherwise the disposition 
of your honorable committee to place lumber on the free list in the proposed 
modification of the tariff, view such possibility with the gravest apprehen- 
sion, and this company having taken an active interest in this question in 
1888, is requested to submit to your honorable committee the condition of 
the lumber trade and the effect. of such action, with especial regard to the 
situation on this coast and its relation to British Columbia, on the north. 

In such direction, it premises by assuming that the only justification that 
can be all for removing the present duty on lumber is. either a limited 
supply wi the territory of the United States (and accessible to its peo- 
ple), or a possibility that the present s timber may, in holdings, be 
concentrated in the hands of a few, with the effect of unfairly raising the 
prices to theconsumer. In refutation of such allegations, it would respect- 
fully submit that the most casual investigation will determine the nonexist- 
ence of the first as a fact, or the second as a potentiality. 

A few years ago the first of above-named positions had emphasis from the 
very great inroads made upon the standing timber of the northern frontier 
of the United States, with the coincident apprehension that the continu- 
ance, in the ratio then existing, would very soon leave the country without 
asource of supply within its own borders. So wedded was the main con- 
su class to the use of the principal product of said section that for a 
time no source of supply was deemed available except that existing in Can- 
ada, contiguous thereto; hence atemporary leaning towards theabrogation 
of duty on white pine, in order that such supply might be available. 

The trend of sentiment in that direction was, however, of short life; the 
vast areas of yellow pines in the Southern States attracted marked atten- 
tion, and the liberal investment of capital led to a phenomenal development 
of the lumber industry in that section, supplemented by so great an activity 
in the introduction of its pentose in the Territory previously the domain 
of white pine. that he substitution is so fully accep! that any re- 
lance upon Canadian ber is absolutely unnecessary, with the further 
certain effect that should same find entry to displace the Southern product, 
it would be a deathblow to this industry that in the past five years has so 
8 enlarged the taxable values of that section. 

Additionally to the “entree” of the Southern products in the Middle West 
of the United States, is a growing shipment trade by rail from the Pacific 
coast, increasing yearly and to continue increasing hereafter, provided the 
exclusion of the products of our northern neighbors is maintained, and should 
the old Northwest be entirely denuded of her timber, the new Northwest of 
the Pacific coast jointly with the Southern States, from their vast areas of 
virgin timber (as affirmed by the forestry reports of the Interior Depart- 
ment), itively A cacy ne mop for generationsa full supply for the nation 
within its territorial limits. 

The question of supply for the future being so well established from said 
sources, and assuming that the same excess producing capacity exists in 
the Southern States in relation to consumption, that isa condition on the 
Pacific so (where such capacity is nearly three times the consumption), 
the competition thereby endered becomes a certain assurance of low 
pr to consumers, and it is indeed dificult to imagine any grounds what- 
soever for opening the markets of the United States to foreign lumber. 

Thus far this presentation may be deemed as applying to the country at 

; there are, however, — Pepin voip on this coast that further 
appeal to the consideration of your honorable committee. We refer to 
methods of transportation and the advantages to the mill owner in British 
Columbia growing out of the tective tendencies of its government. 

The shipping ports of British Columbia are adjacent to those on the Amer- 
ican side and no farther distant from ts of consumption, whether the 
shipments are by the way of the Pacific Ocean to domestic coast ports or 
by rail to the Eastern States. The American mill owner is by the laws of 
the nation compelled to use in the coas trade tonnage of American reg- 
ister exclusively, while if our domestic markets are opened to the mills of 
British Columbia without restriction, the owners on side would have 
the choice of all flags in their carriers, thus to all intents and in- 
terjecting foreign bottoms tuto the coasting trade, though cally the 
worse? is from a foreign port. 22 

alogous conditions exist in the relation of the lumber manufacturers 


e Canadian border be 
road, built and subsidized by foreign capital a l- 
o de- 


to the development of its merchant 
shipbuilding ind 
been certs yas on the coast, and its fostering is of more than im- 
portance, e 
our flag 


carrying oreign 
known. The effect of permit — 5 tonnage, built and run at lower 
cost, to invade the trade, would bethe same as upon American 
water shipping, now pinos cally driven from the seas, as also to eff y 
end as an industry shipbuilding on this coast. 

Your protestant would also most respec’ submit to your honorable 
committee, that the protective tendencies ish governments to the 
in sw railroads, steamship lines, and offering to indus- 
nterprises concessions in the way of land, ete., and in the 
tem of rentals to mills at anominal sum 
which investment therein is avo’ 


would further submit to your honorable committee, that 
trade of 1 . 
number o ployés, than any other single in- 
Coast the both investment and 
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gives employment to hundreds of thousands in mills, in woods, and on land 
and sea; its commerce and the trade stimulated to supply the mechanical 
wants of its plants, and the physical requirements of the myriads depending 
m it for a livelihood, has made populous, magnificent s on the shores 
of Puget Sound, and it is incredible that its destruction can be red, 
when such destruction will be the inevitable result of the abrogation of the 
existing tariff as to this industry. 
It is not to be expected that the lumber manufacturers of this coast, with 
the accumulations of a lifetime in the balance, and struggling against the 


disastrous effects of ove uction and consequent competition of late 


pan can view with complacency the further jeopardy threatened by the 
timated action of your honorable committee, but it is not alone in the 
menace to individual interests that this protest has emphasis; pride of sec- 
tion prompts the inquiry: What possible compensation can be offered for 
this pro; disturoance? What to the section, State, or nation, is 
in return for the surrender of American markets to British Colum- 
bia (that has no products to export that this coast has not in surplus and 
will have in lus for years to come) when such surrender involves the 
certain obliteration of taxable wealth created by this indus alone; de- 
8 the labor and trade of thousands, transfers to alien s and rail- 

the traffic our own require, and even places the handling of the tradeat 
ports of consumption with a nonresident class who will not contribute a dime 
to the revenues of the country, leaving only to the American citizen the pay- 


ment of the bill. 
Such a course would indeed be “ giving to those that have,” since the lum- 
ve protection“ enough from the 


ber manufacturers of British Columbia 
ternalism of their own Government, without like aid from that of the 
nited States; and against such aid in any form the entire lumber trade of 


the Pacific coast, regardless of party affiliation, haye now and always to 


most emphatically protest. 
This company has the honor, both in vo this protest and submitting 
ih to your honorable committee, to subscribe itself on behalt of its con- 


Very respectfully yours, 
PACIFIC PINE LUMBER COMPANY, 
E. M. HERRICK, President, 

A great many people on the Pacific coast are, or have recently 
been, engaged in silver-mining, The ore produced by their 
mines is mainly low-grade ore containing lead; and even in pros- 
perous times the mines could not be profitably worked for the 
silver alone. Notwithstanding the blow which this industry has 
already received in consequence of the fall in the price of silver 
bullion, the Democratic party proposes to give it another blow, 
which will utterly destroy it, and prevent its revival by classing 
silver ore containing lead, more valuable for silver than for lead, 
us sil ver ore, and allowing the free importation of the lead product 
of Mexico, produced from mines of great richness, by labor re- 
ceiving less than one-third the wages necessarily paid to American 
saborers, thus to drive out the American product and close our 
silverand lead mines. Our fisheriesare to be rendered less profit- 
able by being compelled to submit to a disastrous competition 
with the products of Canadian fisheries. 

The duty is to be removed from coal, and that industry in 
western Washington and around Coos Bay in Oregon is to be 
jeopardized or destroyed by competition from free foreign coal, 
mined by cheap labor. This is all in accordance with the Dem- 
ocratic platform, in which protection was denounced as a rob- 
bery and unconstitutional. But the Democratic governor of 
West Virginia and a large delegation of Democrats from that 
State appeared before the House Committee of Ways and Means 
and advocated the retention of the protective duty upon coal; 
and it is reported that when the governor was asked if there 
was any industry in West Virginia, protected by the tariff, from 
which protection could be safely removed, he answered in the 
negative. Mr. President, the free traders should bestir them- 
selves in West Virginia; there is heresy there. The doctrine 
of a tariff for revenue only is in danger. The integrity of the 
Democratic party is threatened. It isa dangerous condition of 
things when a Democratic governor, and a large delegation of 
leading Democrats, make a pilgrimage to the national capital 
to plead for the continuance of the protective policy. 

might continue this statement concerning the character of 
the legislation proposed by the House bill and the effect of the 
proposed changes upon the industries of the Pacific coast, but I 
not. Suflice it to say, that if that bill should become a law, 

it means free trade as to all of our most important industries. 
The effect upon the Pacific coast if this proposed legislation 
should be enacted into law would be to destroy millions of in- 
vested capital, to paralyze every industry, and bring want, 
ruin, and bankruptcy upon our people, and tocompel us, in order 
that any industry can be conducted, to require American labor- 
ers to work for greatly reduced wages—a,condition of things 
never experienced on the coast, and one to which our people 
will everywhere unwillingly submit. Is it proposed to treat the 
South in this manner? No; rice is to continue to receive fair 
protection. Sugar, which is a product of the Southern States, 
and mainly of a single Southern State, is to receive continued 
tection. If cotton were not raised largely in excess of the 

omestic demand, that would have been protected also. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

Putting iron ore, coal, lumber, and the principal agricultural 

88 on the free list, will be es ly disastrous to the belt 


icultural, lumbering, and States along the Canadian 
herder. -Unden the Houss bill, if Si should boomne © law, we 


would have free trade in these articles with Canada. Extending 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, the United States and Canada 
lie side by side, divided only by an imaginary line, with similar 
forests and mines, with the same character of soil, but with 


cheaper lands, cheaper labor, and more undeveloped resources 
upon the Canadian side. It is proposed to throw down the bar- 
rier which had protected agriculture in the United States and 
compelled the Canadians to contribute largely to our Treasury, 
and to admit the products of the cheaper soil and cheaper labor 
of Canada into the United States free. It is proposed that we 
shall make anexceedingly foolish bargain with Canada, and give 
her the markets of sixty-seven millions of people for the privi- 
lege of sending free certain agricultural products into a country 
having five millions of people. 

But this disproportion between the population of the two coun- 
tries is not the worst feature of the proposed reciprocity. The raw 
products of Canada and those of the United States are substan- 
tiallythesame. Reciprocity with Canada would mean avery differ- 
ent thing from reciprocity with Mexico or South American coun- 
tries, from which, with reciprocity, we might get, in exchange 
for our products, products of those countries which we do not 
produce; but with the duty removed or reduced upon the products 
of the forests, the mines, and the soil of Canada, the only result 
will be to make farming profitable in Canada, to increase the 
amount of Canadian products annually exported to the United 
States, to crowd out of our home markets a like amount of our 
own products. The amountof Canadian imports will not greatly 
affect prices in the United States, but will affect domestic pro- 
duction, and relieve the Canadian producers from the burden of 
paying duties at our ports. It will result in benefiting the 
Canadian producer, in loss to our Treasury, and to American 
farmers e to Canadian competition. 

Our tariff upon agricultural products has made farming un- 
rofitable in Canada, has protected farmers on our northern 
rontier from undue competition with Canadian products, has 

added greatly to our revenues, contributed, as every one ad- 
mits, by the Canadian producer, has caused such a difference in 
the prosperity of the two countries as to induce a very large im- 
migration of the most industrious, enterprising citizens of the 
Dominion to the United States. All these advantages are to be 
absolutely thrown away, withoutany compensating benefits; and 
only to ort out an unsound theory concerning free trade in 
raw materials. Our people are to be further taxed; new schemes 
of taxation are to be devised to make them contribute to the 
revenues the amount which, under existing laws, is now con- 
tributed by Canadians. 

The McKinley bill considerably increased the duties on many 
agricultural products, protected and stimulated agriculture in 
the United States, increased taxation upon importations of Can- 
adian products into this country; but under the House bill this 
policy is to be reversed. This is but another example of thein- 
sincerity of the Democratic party when it professes friendship 
for the farmer and laboring man. 

During the debate upon the Mills bill, in both branches of 
san Ser our Democratic friends indulged in all sorts of denun- 
ciation of the manufacturers of the country. Noepithetwas too 
severe to be applied to them. The protective policy was de- 
nounced as being intended, and practically e to enrich 
the manufacturers at the expense of the agricultural and labor- 
ing class. But a change has suddenly come over the Democratic 
party. 

The manufacturers are no longer robber barons, e 
the oppression and robbery of the producing classes; they have 
suddenly become, in the estimation of the Democratic leaders, a 
class to be preferred and protected. The doctrine of free trade 
is to be applied to the products of poor farmers who tend their 
flocks upon the hillsides of the great West; to the laborers who 
fell the forests and manufacture them into lumber; to the men 
who work the silver and lead mines; to the poor fishermen, who 
make a precarious liying by hazardous employment during a 
portion of the year; to the toilers engaged in producing the prod- 
ucts of the soil, the mines and the forests. Protection to man- 
ufacturers is to becontinued, and they are to be further favored 
by giving them a chance to buy what our Democratic friends 
call ‘‘raw material.” produced by fhe half-fed and half-clothed 
laborers of Europe. 

The blow threatened t manufacturers is to fall and ex- 
pend itself at last upon the producers of raw materials, upon the 
agricultural and laboring classes. But let no one be deceived. 
The blow at the farmer, the lumberman, the miner, and the la- 
borer, while it will fall first upon them, will reach and be felt by 
erary industry, by all classes and all sections. Why isit pro- 
posed to put wool on the free list, and to destroy an industry 
which has heretofore afforded a living to 150,000 small farmers 
in this country, and employment foras many additional laborers; 
an industry which has japa fa farming profitable upon portionsof 
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the rugged soil of the Eastern States not adapted to agriculture, 
and enables the mountain regions of California, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Ar- 
izona, and Utah tobe utilized? Why destroy an industry which, 
with proper protection, would eventually make this the most ex- 
tensive wool-producing country in the world, and enable us to 
furnish the raw materials for our own manufacturers? 

As the result of the legislation proposed by the House bill, the 
flocks that graze upon the mountain sides of the great West, 
and the smaller flocks of the smaller farmers of the East, will be 
driven to the slaughter pen, the wool-growing industry will be 
destroyed, thousands of laborers thrown out of employment, 
thousands of farmers ruined, and all to make a market for the 
wool of Australia and South American countries, raised upon 
cheap lands with cheap labor, and with climatic advantages we 
do not possess. Foreign countries, as soon as our flocks are de- 
stroyed, will obtain a monopoly of our markets, and wool will 

robably be no cheaper to the manufacturer than it would have 
besa with adequate protection to our wool-growing industry. 

During the late Presidential election and since, there has been 
much said about Mr. Cleveland being better than his party. 
This was probably true so far as the question of free coinage of 
silver is concerned. But there has never been any reason to 
suppose that upon the tariff question he was not fully committed 
to free trade, or that, as many panels have affected to believe, he 
would prevent radical tariff legislation and preserve American 
industries. He is more responsible for the present attitude of 
the Democratic party toward the tariff than any other Northern 
Democrat. He commenced the contest for free trade by his tariff 
message of 1887. By the use of Administrative influence he 
whipped his party in the House of Representatives into line with 
him, and has been perfectly consistent in fully indorsing and 
urging the passage of the Wilson bill, as follows: 

After a hard struggle tariff reform is directly before us. No so im- 

t claims our attention and nothing so clearly presents itself as both 

an opportunity and a duty—an opportunity to deserve the gratitude of our 
fellow-citizens and a duty im upon us by our oft-repeated professions 
and by the emphatic mandate of the people. After full ussion our coun- 


trymen have spoken in favor of this reform, and they have confided the 
work of its accomplishment to the hands of those who are solemnly pledged 


to it. 
If there is anything in the theory of a representation in public places of 


reform is accomplished by wise and careful legislation. 
* * * * 5 * * 


Manifestly, if we are to aid the people ace f through tariff reform, one 
of its most obvious features should be a reduction in present tariff charges 
upon the necessaries of life. The benefits of such a reduction would be pal- 
pableand substantial, seen and felt by thousands who would be better fed 
and better clothed and better shel These gifts should be the willing 
benefactions of a government whose highest function is the promotion of 


the welfare of the people. 
Not less closely related to our sil orb rosperity and well-being is the 
removal of restrictions upon the rtation of the raw materials neces- 
to our manufactures. The world should be open to our national in- 
genuity and enterprise. This can not be while Federal i, peor through 
the ee oye of high tariff, forbids to American manufacturers as cheap 
mater as those used by their competitors. It is quite obvious that the 
enhancement of the price of our manufactured products resulting from this 
poy notonly confines the market for these products within our own borders, 
the direct disadvantage of our manufacturers, but also increases their 

cost to our citizens. 
s $ * * * * = 


A measure has been prepared by the appropriate Congressional commit- 
tee embod: tariff reform on the lines herein suggested, which will be 
promptly submitted for le tive action. It is the result of much patriotic 
and unselfish work, and I believe it deals with its subject consistently and 
as thoroughly as existing conditions permit. 

Iam ed that the reduced duties provided for in the proposed 
legislation, added to existing internal-revenue taxation, will, in the near fu- 
ture, though 8 not immediately, produce sufficient revenue to mest 
the needs of the Government. 

The committee, after full consideration, and to provide against a tempo- 
Hook deficiency which may exist before the business of the country adjusts 
itself to the new tariff schedules, have wisely embraced in their plan a few 
additional internal-revenue taxes, including a small tax upon incomes de- 
rived from certain corporate investments. 


+ * + * * $ $ 


In my great desire for the success of this measure I can not restrain the 

8 ion that its success can only be attained by means of unselfish coun- 

on the part of the friends of tarit reform and asaresult of their willing- 

ness to subordinate personal desires and ambitions to the general good. 

The local interests a 8 the proposed reform are so numerous and so 

varied that if all are insisted upon the legislation embodying the reform 
must inevitably fail. 


The report of the tariff hearings before the House Committee 
on Ways and Means at the late special session makes an inter- 
esting and valuable volume. The reason urged by all those rep- 
resenting American industries for maintaining the protective 
system was that if protective duties are removed the disastrous 


effect will mainly fall upon the workingman. Their testimony 
shows that free raw materials will not enable American manu- 


facturers to compete with foreign manufacturers without a great 
reduction of wages. Those who speak on the subject, as a rule, 
attribute our business depression to the threat of hostile tariff 


legislation. I can only make some hasty references to it as my 
remarks have already been unduly extended. 

Mr. Henry Brunt, of Baltimore, Md., engaged in pottery man- 
ufacturing, said: 


Ihave been engaged in the pottery business for about thirty-five years, 
most of the time in England. Since I became a man, I have spent les yearn 
of my life in the pottery industry in England under free trade. I have spent 
twelve years in the porey industry in America under protection; so that I 
think Lam in a position to speak somewhat of the benefits, or otherwise, 
under free trade or protection. 

I have had an experience as a workingman in England in the pottery in- 
dustry. I have been engaged as a manager in England, and as such I have 
had to pay wages and envage men. I have had an experience as a working- 
man in the pottery industry in America, and I have been a manager, and 
am now a manager; so that whatever I say in connection with it will be 
drawn from my own personal knowledge, and not collected from books. 

Icome here to ask you gentlemen to maintain the present rate of duty on 
poer and I do so tor several reasons. One ot the reasons—which you have 

eard many times before—is because if the duty is reduced, the burden will 
fall on the workingman. In connection with this, I want to make a little 
statement about the difference I have paid for some laborin America and in 
England. Most of these com: ms are made with English manufacturers, 
chiefiy, I suppose, because reliable statistics are more easily procured in 
England thanin some of the other foreign countries. We can, consequently, 
compare the conditions in England and America better than we can the price 
and condition of things in other countries. 

I have not a very long list, although it is ona long piece of paper; but I 
have taken the average of what I consider to be the regular number of men 
that it Te toruna pottery. I have started with what we call the en- 
gineerin England. I paid 86 a week in England, and 811 in America for an 
a pag There are many places which are filled by women in England and 
men erica. 


Mr. Fred Walker, a potter, of Trenton, N. J., said: 

We ask that the present say be maintained, chiefly from the fact that if a 
reduction should take place it would affect the wages of the operatives in 
re ier We have never received as much wages at any time as we are 
at presen 


+ * s © * 


s * 

We believe as workingmen, that seeing as we receive over 60 per cent dif- 
ference in wages between the man paid in England, France, and Germany 
in several branches of our industry, that we ought to be satisfied as wage- 
earners. We ask you to consider this. In a number of States manufactur- 
ers have been to improve their lines of products. We are producing 
a better grade of goods than has ever been produced before. I wish to Cor- 
roborate what the manufacturers have said about the matter. We have 
now two potteries in the city of Trenton in the hands of a receiver—namely, 
the Eagle and the Brewer—both old concerns. They branched out to make 
the higher grade articles and they are now bothdefunct. That shows that 
this pottery indus is not what it is supposed to be. There is not the 
money to-day in the business that there was several years ago, because com- 
petition has forced prices down in this business. 


And again, on behalf of the floor, encaustic, vitrified, and 
enamel tile manufacturers, he said: 

Our principal reason for not being able to compete with foreign manufac- 
turers is the difference paid for wages, the ratesin many instances being less 
than one-third of those paid in this country. 

The time has now come when a further reduction in prices will necessitate 
a reduction in new pen and we = oR — opinion as — wages are 
not excessive, wi regret exceeding’ com to take any ste 
toward a reduction. . 4 58 Wen, 

Mr. Frank L. Bodine, of Philadelphia, president of the Cohan- 
sey Manufacturing Company of New Jersey, made an interesting 
statement of the value of labor that enters into the production 
of glass, as follows: 

‘The wages paid in digging and washing the sand, quarrying and grindin 
the limestone, cutting the trees and . into bee prevailing 
the fire clay for use, mining the coal for fuel, together with the labor o 
transporting, all of which must be paid in addition to w. at the furnaces, 
amounts to 20 per cent of the total cost of finished dow glass at the 


works. 
Labor at the works in hand the materials, converting them into glass 
and assisting the skilled labor adds 20 per cent to the total cost. Wa; spaid 


skilled labor of a high class to finish the materials into merchantable win- 
dow glass amounts to 45 cent additional, making the amount paid for 
labor about 85 per cent of the total cost at the works, not including plant or 
interest paid on capital. Such large proportion of cost paid for wages is 
multiplied many fold in effect by supplying workmen the means to consume 
the products of the farm, and to pay other labor for homes, clothing, and 
other necessaries and comforts of life. 

So marked is the effect of building a glass furnace in any locality itis gen- 
erally made the basis for establishing a town and improving the valueof ad- 
joining land through local demand for products of the soil. 

Although cheaper vagos are the main advantage of foreign manufactur- 
ers, there are others to be overcome. These are higher cost of plant (foreign 
costs being less than half the cost in the United States), low interest 
rates on investment both for plant and active capital, continuous work all 
the year, including Sundays, making three hundred and fifty days’ product, 
while American manufacturers, being idle on account of hot weather from 
June to September, work but nine months, less Sundays, about two hundred 
and 3 days, a comparative loss of one hundred and fifteen days, pro- 
duct, so that foreign furnaces have 50 percent longer run at the same outlay 
for plant, interest, and general expenses. 

Mr. Joseph Horton, chairman and vice-president of the Ameri- 
can Iron and Steel Association of Philadelphia, Pa., made a 
very interestiug statement concerning the manufacture of iron 
and steel. I will make but two or three brief quotations from it. 
He said: 

The magnitude of this interest, 1 think, is not always appreciated either 
by our friends or by ourenemies. This industry has run over twenty-nine 
States, making Ra iron, bar iron, steel, etc., and is widely disseminated, 
therefore, from North to South and from Rast to West, and I think the num- 
ber of workmen actually engaged is about 450,000, which, by the rules of or- 
dinary calculation that each married workman has af y of five, a wife 
and a family, and while the number is sometimes more than five, it makes 
an average of about five for each workman, and that makes a population of 
2,250,000 Who are directly interested in this manufacture of iron and steel. 

s s * * * * * 
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These foreigners, the men who make goods to send to America, are not 
citizens of this country and are not amenabletoour laws. They are not Ha- 
ble to conscription. or drafting, or anything of that kind, for up our 
armies incase of war. They pay no tax ot any sort into this Government, 
and merely to equalize their case with that of our working people it is sim- 
ply just to our working ple that those fore competitors of theirs 
should pay to the United States Treasury somet: in the nature of a tax 
for the privilege of coming in here, and, as I say, t 975 do it. It does not 
come out of the pockets of the American consumer. It comes out of the 
pockets of the European, and that we are prepared to show. 


$ * * * $ 2 * 


Now, then, I may speak upon one other point which belongs to that gen- 
eral treatment of the subject. We hear a great deal about class legislation; 
about taking by legislation mouey out of one man's pocket and 8 it 
into another man’s pocket. Now, then, this is a fantasy, a kind of bugaboo, 
and it has no real existence. There is no law which says John Smith shall 
pay John Jones so much per annum; there is no law which says JohnSmith, 

he thinks John Jones is getting too much of this world’s goods. shall not 

into the same line of business. The laws are such that any an can go 

to any kind of business whatever. Any section of the country which 

thinks another section of the country is prospering too greatly will probably 

find, if it pays attention to the subject, it can itself go into the manufacture 

of that product, just as in the South they have found in regard to the iron 
and steel business. 


The statements made concerning the manufacture of tin plates 
in this country are very interesting in view of the fact that by 
the House bill as agreed 5 by the Ways and Means Commit - 
tee the destruction of this industry is determined upon. Mr. F. 
G. Niedringhaus said: 


A little over twenty years ago the manufacturers of tin plate in England, 
their agents and importers, succeeded in naviva the duty redu to a 
merely nominal one of a cent per pound, barely a duty for revenue only, and 
thereby they crushed out the small attempt at that time to manufacture tin 
plates in this country. Now, that same infiuence is at work to-day, not so 
much for the reduction of the duty on tin plate but mainly for the destruc- 
tion of the tin-plate industry which really does exist in this country to-day. 
Millions of dollars have been invested thousands of people are employed 
y F 8 The duty was raised under the last so-called McKinley bill 

20 per box. 

Now, on this #1.20 per box the English manufacturer reduced his price 50 

cents a box, leaving the balance to be paid by the American consumer. 

But, however, it must be stated that the weight yer box has been gradually 

reduced by the English manufacturer to about 90 pounds per box, and the 

American manufacturer (speaking now for my own company) furnishes 108 

pous per box, so that really, when you consider that, the price has hardly 
m advanced to the American consumer. 

The prices we pay for labor are 150 per cent advance on the English price. 
The duty imposed is perhaps 70 per cent. Now, labor gets all of that duty 
im and 70 per cent in addition, or, in other wo! the labor gets the 
benefit of all the duty and the natural advantages which we possess in 
America. If we had labor at English pri es with our natural resources we 
can not only hold our own but we will beat them in their own market. 

Now, if duty on tin plate is reduced to the former duty before the last act 
it will reduce labor wages one-third. If it is put on the free list it will put 
it to less than one-half. It was not only putting on the duty, but the Ameri- 
can Congress attached to that duty in the last act a five years’ limit, to al- 
low the manufacturers and those who were willing to risk their money five 

ears’ time to demonstrate whether plate could be manufactured in America. 

‘ow, that been practically demonstrated, and the mystery in which 
this business was clothed at the beginning has disappeared. manu- 
facture of tin plate is one of the most simple manufactures imaginable, and 
I can call your honorable chairman to testify in that respect, because he 
worked at the trade himseif at one time. 


Mr. W.C. Cronemeyer, of Pittsburg, Pa., said: 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, when, in former years, 
Lappeared before this committee to plead for the American tin-plate inter- 
ests, I had to make the statement that I represented an industry which did 
not exist in the United States. To-day I am happy to say that I represent 
an industry which does exist, and although it is yet very young (only about 
two years old) it is up to the present time a very healthy infant, which has 
grown vigorously under the most adverse circumstances. 

I do not believe that any other industry, if ever so well protected, has been 
established so rapidly and with as few failures in the start as our yo in- 
dustry, and that in spite of its being called into life at the time of a serious 
depression caused by financial collapses in Sough ca and England. and 
which had their refiex in this country, but the full force of which was hap- 
pily averted because just at the time a tariff bill was passed by our Congress 
which filled our industries with new hope and our financialinstitutions with 
new confidence in the future of our industries. The tin-plate industry has 
porne in spiteof a bill having passed the House of Representatives and 

anging over our heads like the sword of Damocles repealing the very law 
which only a few months previous had called this industry into life. 

The following is a list of names of firms who have embarked in the tin aud 
terne plate manufacture during the last two years, and the amounts which, 
acco: to their lastreport, they have invested in their plants: 


Firms or companies, 
plate plant. 


C 
American Tin Piate Machine and Manu- 


oS ask 
88 888 
SS sas 


factu: Co. 

erican PO Oe insener 
Apollo Iron and Steel Co— 
Baltimore Steel, Iron and Tin Plate Co. Baltimore, Md 
Britton Ro ses Cc 58, 000. 00 
Blairsville Rolling Mill and Tin Plate Co. Blairsville,Pa_._.... 100, 000. 00 
Cleveland Tin Plate Co Cleveland, Ohio 12, 000. 00 
Cincinnati Corrugating Co- -| Piqua, Ohio 2, 000. 00 

A E esc ire oe ce Belle Baltimore, Md 
Cumberland Rolling Mill and Tin Plate Cumberland, Md. 90, 000. 00 
Columbia Tin Plate Co 4,000. 00 
E. Morewood & Co... 125, 000. 00 
Falcon Tin Plate and 110, 000. 00 
Griffith & Cadwallader .. 15, 000, 00 
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Amount in- 
Firms or companies. vested in tin- 
plate plant. 

Gummey, Spering & Co 825, 000. 00 
r —Trr. . sbosmp ene 
Indiana Tin Plate Manufacturing Co . Atlanta, Ind 2-2... 
Worin aencpeeencsdaanens 25, 000. 00 
LE Aiat PETE TOTEI O EEEE e Ser SETS Se 
Marshall Bros. & Co Philadelphia. Pa 125, 000. 00 
Matthar, Ingram & Co. Baltimore, Md . ee 
McKinley Tin Plate Co Wilkinsburg, Pa... 2y, 000. 00 
Merchant & Co Philadelphia, Pa 
Moore wood Tin Plate M. -| Elizabeth, N. J. 
N. and G. Taylor Co Philadelphia, Pa. 
Norton Bros ae- Chicago, III. 
New Castle Tin Plate Co New Castle, Pa. 
Norristown Tin Plate Co Norristown, Pa 
Phillips Tin Plate Co Philadelphia, Pa 
P. H. Laufman & CO Apollo, Pa 
Pittsbi Electroplating Co d 
Pittsburg Tin Plate Works New Kensing 
Record Manufacturing Co Conneaut, Pa 


Jas. B. Scott & Co Pittsburg, Pa 


St. Louis Manufacturing Co St. Louis, Mo.. 
Somerton Tin Plate Works Brook! 
United States Iron and Tin Plate Manu- | De 
facturing Co. 
Wallace Banfield & Coo Irondale, OhI•Oo 
TCT . 


lcould not ascertain the investment of ten of these above firms. 
The following figures, taken from Special Agent Ayer's report, will illus- 


trate more clearly the growth of this industry: 
First year. 
Quarter ending— Pounds. Pounds, 
September 30, 1891 26, 922 
December 31, 1891 1, 409, 821 
March 31, 1892... 3. 209, 225 
June 30, 1892 8, 200, 751 13, 646, 719 
Second year. 
Quarter ending— 
September 30, 1892 
December 31, 1892. 
March 31, 188 
Fr AE ENIA TTI T 
r S 0 EE 108, 922, 334 


The product in the last quarter of the fiscal year 1803 was 4,232 times 
greater than the 8 in the first quarter of the fiscal year, 1892. Did 
you eter hear of any other industry increasing to such an extent within 
years 

Mr. Theodore Justice, of Philadelphia, made an interesting 
statement concerning the wool industry, from which I quote: 


More than half the whole clip of the United States is raised west of the 
Mississippi River. When the tariff law was ed in 1867 there were com- 
paratively no sheep west of the Mississippi River. Our sheep wero east at 
that time, with the exception of a few in Texas. That tariff made the duty 
12 cents a pound, or 11 cent ad valorem, and the high price which pre- 
de made the duty ay 15 percent ad valorem protection. Under 
that condition of affairs the wool clip of the United States increased with 
strides and bounds. We outstrip, every other nation in the world in that 
8 We beat Australia, even, with its large acreage of perennial pas- 


urage. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was that? 

Mr. JUSTICE. From the time of the passage of the law in 1867 up to its re- 
peal in 1883. It was repealed in 1883. went into effect in 1884, and wool de- 
clined very rapidly from that time. From 1873 to 1884 the tariff on wool in 
the United States was under the law of 1867. In 1884 the repeal of the law 
had got into full operation, and the effect was fatal. The number cf sheep 
in the United States in 1873 was 170,000, 00 0. When the tariff of isé7 was re- 
pealed the tariff law of 1883 reduced the any to 10 cents a pound. Woolens 
that had been protected by a duty of from 13 to 15 cents er the law of 1867 
had increased enormously. With the reduction in 1883 to 10 cents a pound, 
a number of sheep in the United States were slaughtered. That ff was 
inadequate. It was a protective tariff and not a revenue tariff. Whena 
tariff fails to be protective it is a revenue tariff. 

Under the revenue tariff of 1883, so far as wool wasconcerned, the wool clip 
of the United States decreased from 340,000,000 pounds in 1884, the first year 
after the new law went into effect, 12 percent; but from 1873, under the tariff 
law of 1887, up to 1884, when it was repealed, the wool clip ot the United 
States measured by the number of sheep had increased 100 per cent. No 
other nation in the world had approached us. Australia had increased in 
the same time from 280,000,000 pounds in 1873 to 460,000,000 pounds in 1883, 
while the United States had increased 100 per cent. 

‘Take Great Britain, the only country which competes with and our con- 
dition is more favorable. In England sheep are fed. Although the winters 
are much harder the amount fed is less, The British clip decreased 19 per 
cent, while the United States was increasing 100 per cent. During the same 

ears, While the wool clip was increasing 100 per cent, the Cape of Good 
ope, with free trade, increased only 6 per cent. 
* e = a = G $ 

Now, we will take the second period of inadequate protection from 1884 u 
to the time of the McKinley law. The increasein Australia was unc 
During that second period, from 1884 to 1890, Australia increased 29 per cent; 
the Argentine Republic, under free trade, increased 23 per cent, and Great 
Britain had held its own. The Cape of Good Hope increased 6 per cent, and 
the United States (the only nation in the world to do so) decreased 12 per 
cent in her wool clip. It was because of this that the wool-growers of the 
United States demanded increased duties; and when the Me ley bill was 
passed they were accorded the beggarly increase of 12 per cent; but there 
Was so much noise made about it that some think it was increased many 
times mcre than that amount. 

e: * * * s = * 

It is fair to assume that what has ha ed to manufacturers will occur 

again; and if the tariff law which lasted from 1884 up to the passage of the 
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of the United States will be destro; 
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United States Consul-General Wallace, in his report, which ison fle, states 
the reasons why wool in Australia is 12 cents a pauna It is because their 
land is largely owned by the Government, and fenced by the Government. 
The sheep do not even require to be herded. The only cost is the labor in 
shearing and the marketing of the wool and the sheep. Can we produce wool 
for 12 cents a pound? 

This wool [indicating] will net 1 cent a pound on the basis of to-day's Lon- 
don values, ‘The wool-grower of the United States is getting 1 cent a pound, 
while his competitor in Australia is get 12 cents a pound. Ifthere is any 
manufacturer present he knows that the farmer of America would have no 
market for his wool when it is only worth 1 cent a pound. 


* * * * * = s 


Mr. WBITING. Is in not a fact that nearly all the manufacturers have me- 
moralized Congress that the present depression is due to the financial con- 
dition of the 3 

D Mr. JUSTICE. I k the best-opinion of the manufacturers 
Mr. WHITING [interposing]. Have they not said it? 

Mr. JUSTICE. They have said that the silver bill is the cause of it. When 
ou repeal the silver law you will find that they fear tariff revision, and will 
that it was the only cause of this depression; and there will not be a 
single mill started until 2 can see their way throught it. L am only re- 
peating what has been to me by manufacturers. I happen to know 
one or two cases where they are running now on fulltime: Iam telling what 

Iknow. I know where mills have started up only because the s were 

reduced 10 to 20 per cent. The mills I have in mind particularly have run 

out of orders, and have shut down. One man said to me: We can not make 
goods at the present wages.” $ 


But the most unexpected defense of the protective system 
amr from Hon. W. A. McCorkle, governor of West Virginia. 
He said: 


We are to-day . to the sunny seas of the South for the glory 
and progress of West ginia. We are looking there to-day for the mag- 
nificent development which we have begun in our region, which is pouring 
the golden doliars into the beautiful Kanawha. 
We are asking that our coal may go down the Ohio, through the Missis- 
sippi jetties which you have built, and in a short time through the Nica- 
ua Canal. I tell you to give West Virginia a chance and she will certain! 
drive out the coal which comes from the Australian dominions of Her Maj- 
esty the Queen. 
ow, I am a Democrat, and I am talking from a Democratic standpoint. I 
os the spirit of selfishness should not reign supreme. I do ask that 
this committee will not iay its hands upon the industry, which will rar far 
my beautiful State, and will render sterile her fair valleys. I know that 
rhaps you gentlemen are tired of these discussions; but you are here to- 
to consider the question of the taxiſ on coal. I know nothing of the spe- 
cial refinements of the tariff, but I do know that ifyou take away this protec- 
tion the interest must die. All we ask is our fair share of the policy of the 
country. I care not! for the learned gentlemen who claim to know all 
about this question. I know not where they get their learning, but I know 
thepoople of West Virginia, I know the miners of West Virginia, I know 
the coal-land owners of West Virginia, and I know the men who dig the coal 
and they are here 1 Ido know the storekeepers in West Virginia, and 
in fact L know the people from the wealthy coal baron down to the poor devil 
whose house is at the mouth of the mine. I care not what your theories are. 
You will never strike a man who is interested in the coal industry but you 
will strike the coal miner, the railroad transporter, and the river man. 
If you take the tariff off coal, which is less in proportion than the aver- 
age duties, I believe it will hurt you; position re aside the refinement of 


law was inad TTW 
y 


theories and controversies, the great pro tion remains that you will hurt 
every man, woman, and child engaged the coal industry. Therefore, I 

„take your hands off the tarif on coal and leave it as it is. 

nother thing I do know, and that is that politics to-day plays a part in 
that portion of the State. 1 mean to say that we were v up as a buffet 
for armies to march against, when men pursued each other with cannon, 
We are to-day in that same border warfare in the great politics of this coun- 
try; therefore 1 say, meaning no threat, don't do it." 

Thisappeal of the Democratic governor has been supreme we 
by similar appeals from Alabama and other portions of the South. 

he Southern position on the tariff is not in accord with that of 
the men who now control the recently n mining and 
manufacturing industries in that region, and it is apparent that 
the appeals which have been made to the committee for protec- 
tion to the industries of the South are but the beginning of a 
movement which will grow until in many of the Southern States 
the sentiment in favor of protection will be as strong as it is in 
New England. 

The success of the Democratic ty, even with the control of 
both the Senate and House, in 1888, would not have shaken con- 
fidence and demoralized business as its success on the platform 
of 1892 has done. In the Democratic national platform of 1888 
a promise was given that in changing the tariff laws existing 
industries should not be destroyed. A similar provision, con- 
tained in the platform reported by the committee on resolutions 
at the last Democratic national convention, was deliberately 
stricken out, and protection denounced as robbery and uncon- 
stitutional. 

Those who affect to believe, if there are any such since the 
President's message was received, that the protective system is 
not to be destroyed under the present Administration assume 
that the Democratic majorities in both Houses of Congress will 
disregard the pledges of their party, abandon their position upon 
the tariff, and become suddenly converted to the doctrine of 

tection. No appeals on behalf of the industries of the coun- 
for continued protection to capital and labor will be of any 
avail. The protective policy is doomed so far as its fate can be 
determined by the Democratic party, as at present constituted. 
The hostility of the South to the protective system is portrayed 


in the following extract. from the Louisville Cour jer-J. 
republished in the Press, of New York, with the comments 
the Press, as follows: 


STOP THIS! COL. WATTERSON. 


The more thorough and sw the reform the surer and er the 
relief. Every evil prediction is voice of Mammon shrieking the torment 
ol the damned. Every threat of ruin and confusion is the devil's bellman 
vainly seeking to sound hell's fire alarm. Thelongnightisover. The dawn 
ofa longer day has come. Presently its glorious sun will rise to hten 
for beauty. gone, wends herway over the hill w the Banzpar f tenes 

way over the the boneya: ns of 
honest people will rejoice, wonde how the bleared and beast 


could work so Spells and last so ."—Henry Watt i: 
i — ace pe ong, y erson in Lowisvil 


Yes, the dawn of a longer day's work and less pay for the American work 
man! The dawn of a period of unprecedented 8 ruin for Amer: 
ican industries! The dawmot povertyand lack of employment for those who 
under protection have always found plenty of work and good wages. The 

orlous sun rises, it is true since the Democratic victory, but not over 

ightened ts.. Its bright rays reveal closed factories and mills and 
warm the forms of idlers in the market place and public squares, The 
S 
their rounds of ruin and desolation. 5 Aas 

Mr. President, it is assumed that the political majority in Con- 
gress has been commissioned by the American people to strike 
down the protective system, and enact a tariff for revenue only 
to adopt the English system of free trade, and upon the face 0 
things, there is ground for the claim. The last Presidential 
election was fought ostensibly upon the tariff issue. The plat- 
form of the Democratic party contained a more radical de 
tion against a protective than ever before made by any po- 
litical party, and the issue was squarely made by the Re ablican 
platform, The Democratic candidate for President was the great 
apostle of free trade in this country, and at the election received 
a majority of votes, The result of the election was to make it 
possiblefor the Democratic party to putits threat against the pro- 
tective policy into execution. 

But I have my own views as to the causes which defeated the 
Republican party and A the Democratic party in power. I 
do not think the result was a deliberate verdict of the people 
5 the tariff question. The Democratic victory was rather. 

e result of a world-wide dissatisfaction with existing condi- 
tions and 3 everywhere; because it is charged with 
the execution of the laws, the maintenance of public order, and 
the protection of personal and property rights—a dissatisfaction 
increased and intensified in this country by the unfortunate la- 
bor troubles at Homestead and elsewhere. 

But whether Jam right or wrong about the causes of the Dem- 
ocratic victory, one thing is now as certain as anything can be 
which has not been ascertained by actual 5 and 
that is, that present conditions have furnished an object lesson 
which has had a wonderful effect in the campaign of education 
upon the tariff question. The closed mills, silent machinery, 
broken banks, and unemployed millions are more eloquent ad- 
vocates of the protective system thun human orators. Wher- 
ever the people of the North have had an opportunity, since tho 
Presidential election, to speak, their voice has been, with no un- 
certain sound, for the protection of American labor. If a vote 
could be taken to-day upon the question whether the protective 
system should be maintained or destroyed, the verdict would be 
overwhelmingly in favor of its maintenance, 

Persistent attacks upon the protective policy, gross misrepre- 
sentations as to the purpeses and effects of protection, exagger- 
ated statements concerning the unsatisfactory condition of the 
agricultural and laboring classes, and pretended sympathy with 
the laboring classes in their controversies with their employ- 
ers, the long period of prosperity under Republican admin- 
istration and Republican policy, during which our previous ex- 
periences under a tariff for revenue only were forgotten, and the 
general dissatisfaction with the existing order of 3 brought 
the Democratic party into power. But the threat of legislation 
hostile to our great industries, coupled with the power of the 
Democratic party to put the threat into execution, was sufficient 
to arrest the tide of our business prosperity and bring upon the 
country industrial and financial distress. 

As the great industries of the country closed, laboring men 
learned, what those who had studied the question in the light 
of our history and 1 knew before, that the rity 
of our great industries is necessary to their prosperity; that 
money invested in business industries must be idle unless it can 
be profitably employed; that idle capital means idle men, and 
idle men means starvation; that a hostile blow aimed at the 
manufacturing interests falls heaviest on the laboring classes. 
The experience of the country since the 4th of March last has 
taught the peer a lesson which all the efforts of the friends of 
protection failed to teach. 

The late contest in Ohio was fought squarely, on national is- 
sues. The tariff question was the overshadowing issue. Gov- 


ernor McKinley, on the one side, represented the Republican 
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licy of protection, while Mr. Neal, the mau who in the Demo- 
eatin 8 convention of 1592 moved to strike out the tariff 
plank of the platform as reported from the committee, which 
contained a recognition of the fact that there is a difference in 
wages in this country and in foreign countries, and which also 
contuined a promise that existing industries should not be ruth- 
lessly destroyed by a revision of the tariff, and who in lieu thereof 
submitted a resolution declaring that protection was zaber 
and unconstitutional, represented, on the other side, the tarifi- 
for-revenue-only policy. The result was a sweeping victory for 
protection. The Republican majority in Ohio was the largest 
ever given in that State, except when Vallandigham was beaten 
in the midst of the war of the rebellion: $ 

Accepting the claim insisted upon by the Democrats. that in 
electing Mr. Cleveland the people indorsed, and, so far as their 
votes went, committed the Government to the policy of a tariff 
for revenue only, then our Democratic friends, in order to be 
consistent, must acknowledge that the evidences that public sen- 
timent concerning the tariff has changed since the electionof Mr. 
Cleveland, as afforded. by the result of the late elections, are 
not confined toOhio. Thevictories in Pennsylvania, Massachu- 
setts, New York. and Iowa leave no room for doubt that there 
has. been a complete revulsion of public sentiment on the ques- 
tion. We have witnessed the extraordinary spectacle of the 
Democratic governor and leading Democrats of a great State, 
committed by their national Democratic platform to the doctrine 
that protection is robbery and unconstitutional, pleading with 
a committee of another branch of Congress for the continuance 
of protection to the industries of their State. 

Mr. President, ordinarily I would not attempt to prevent the 
Democratic majority from committing an act that would prove 
to be political suicide; but so great and disastrous will be the con- 
sequences of a destruction of the protective system, that I sia- 
cerely hope our Democratic friends will in their pur 
to force free trade upon the people of United States, and 
that they will take notice of thechanged public sentiment of the 
country, and taking this notice, they will cease in their efforts: 
to destroy the industries of the country. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate edjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 
19, 1893, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 18, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 

roved. 
g ALEXANDER AND CHALMERS. 

The SPEAKER laid befora the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the Atterney-General transmitting the papers in theclaim 
of Alexander & Chalmers for service in defense of Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the following appointments: 

Mr. MAHON, as a member of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. BUNDY, as a member of the Committee on Mines and Min- 

und also as a member of the Committee on Expenditures on 
Public Buildings. 
ANNIE V. MUMFORD. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
which I send to the desk (H. Res. 101) for the relief of Annie V. 
Mumford, widow of Oliver Mumford, late captain Company A, 
Fifty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for the present consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
this cse is an exception to the class of cases covered by the bill 
which d the Senate a few days ago? 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. I think not. I think this 
case will be covered by that bill if it ever becomes a law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, Isee no occasion for 
this special legislation, as a bill passed the Senate a few days 
ago, which will soon come before the House and which will com- 
prehend all such cases as this. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


< MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated. to the House of Representatives by Mr: 
PRUDEN,.one of his secretaries. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for further consideration of the pending 
appropriation bill. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole (Mr. Harck in the chair). $ 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION. BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the pending bill, the title of 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to supply further urgent defl- 
ciencies in the ons for the- fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on Saturday 
last unanimous consent had been given that general debate 
should be closed to-day at the expiration of three hours, an hour 
and a half to be under the control of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and an hour and a half under the 
control of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is recognized, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if it be 
agreeable to the minority, we will begin the debate this morn- 
ing, and I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. BALDWIN]. 

Mr: BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I had no thought of taking 


any part in this discussion, nor would I do so now were it not 


that gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber have e 

the present Administration with being unfriendly to our Union 
soldiers. ially have they mentioned in that connection 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Mr. Chairman, I deny the charge. I confess that my relations 
with the President are not of that intimate, confidential, social 
character claimed by the distinguished gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALLEN]. [Laughter.] I have never been taken into 
his confidence, never invited to his councils. I have not talked 
with him on the question of finance, the question of pensions, the 
question of tariff reform, or on the Hawaiian affair; in fact, I 
have never talked with him upon any question at all. I have 
been willing—as has every Democratic and Populist member of 
this House to advise the President on these questions. I‘have 
been especially desirous to advise with him regarding the dis- 
tribution of the political 8 of my Congressional district. 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, I have full faith and confidence in Pres- 
ident Cleveland, and Iam in full accord with his Administra- 
tion. I know him to be an honest man and a just man, and, as 
such, I know him to be the friend of the honest soldier. It has 
been my good fortune to have come into closer relations with 
the Secretary of the Interior. Prejudiced at first, from my ac- 
quaintance I have learned to honor and to respect him. He is 
a big, n brainy man, as honest and as just as God 
makes men, and the honest soldier need. have no fear from his 
administration of the affairs of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, it would ill become me asa Representative from 
the State of Minnesota to sit silently in my seat while gentlemen 
on the other side of this House are impugning the motives and 
3 the actions of the Commissioner of Pensions, one of 

e most distinguished citizens of the Commonwealth I have the 
honor in part to represent. After an intimate acquaintance with 
the character and reputation of Judge Lochren for nearly a score 
of years, I say without qualification that the men who fought to 
preserve intact the Union of States, which we all love, have no 
firmer friend, no warmer champion. no more self-sacrificing com- 
rade than the gentleman who presides to-day over the Pension 
Bureau. For t years, commencing in April, 1861, William 
Lochren was himself a soldier, enlisting in the ranks in a repi- 
ment which has gone into history as one of the bravest, truest, 
and best organizations that graces the annals of our country. 

He was, sir, the full partner of the best and bravest in all the 
sufferings which have been so sentimentally and so eloquently 
portrayed by our Republican friends. He endured the wearing 
marches; joined in the songs and story of the bivouac when the 
day's toil was over; was awakened at dawn by thesamelong roll, 
and went into the conflict carrying his life in his hand as ready. 
as the readiest to deliver it up at the demand of patriotic devo- 
tion. He suffered with them uncomplainingly the cold blasts of 
the wintry wind and the torrid heat of the summer sun. He made 
acquaintance, as they, with wounds at Gettysburg and with dis- 
ease in the 5 ted swamps of the Chiekahominy. He 
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was no pampered soldier, with wealth, or position, or family in- 
fluence that might provide for him a soft berth and hand down 
unearned promotion by the utterance of the wish. 

Sir, through three years of storm and stress, from private sol- 
dier to the rank of captain, every honest sop of his promotion 
was marked by sears, every sentence of his well-won commissions 
punctuated and accented by deeds of courage andconstancy. He 


in courage, in which more than 70 per cent of those engaged 
went down in wounds and death? Sir, there was no Minnesota 
name marked missing“ at the vesper roll call on that fatal 
2d of July, 1853. Dead, or wounded, or present. Such is the 
record embalmed in the record division of the War Department 
in this city. Every man accounted for. No stragglers; no 
shirkers; no deserters; no coffee-coolers! My honored fellow- 
citizen, Judge Lochren, was one of the immortals of that famous 
charge—an event, Mr. Chairman, which stands to-day and will 
stand for all coming time as one of the sublimest acts of courage 
and devotion to duty embalmed in the history of mankind. 

Mr. Chairman, does itlook reasonable that any man with that 
history behind him could under any possible combination of cir- 
cumstances be unfair or dishonest or ungenerous toward the 
comrades who marched beside him, fought with him, and suf- 
fered with him? Is it nota fact, sir, that all history shows that 
the purest and most self-sacrificing friendships are born of the 
comradeships of danger and distress and suffering? 

Mr. Chairman, in Minnesota we all know Judge Lochren. We 
know him to be as brave, as faithful, as generous, as kindly as 
the Chevalier Bayard of old. But we know him to be just. In 
some of the details of his pension policy he may be mistaken, 
but insofar as one man can, he will stop peculation and rascality 
in that department of the civil government. He will have no 
pension attorney fora silent partner, norelative doing business 
on the side“ with that Bureau. If injustice is done to one of 
the suffering veterans it will be by accident, but I believe mil- 
lions will through his efforts be saved to the people's Treasury 
from the chicane of pension sharks and undeserving claimants. 

And the 


1 will be his policy. He will not hide behind 
President Cleve 


and or Secretary Smith, but will push forward 
courageously and honestly and faithfully, that justice may be 
done to the real, deserving veterans, as well as to those dishonest 
leeches who would fasten themselves upon the nation’s Treasury. 

Judge Lochren believes, as I do, that there is urgent need for 

pozon reform; and for that reason he is, as I am, a pension re- 
ormer; a pension reformer from the soldier's standpoint, and in 
the interest of the worthy, deserving soldier. 

Why is it, Mr. Chairman, that the gentlemen on the Republi- 
can side of this House oppose and resist all attempts in the 
direction of pension reform? Are they not alarmed at the tre- 
mendous annual expenditures for pensions? Can they believe 
that an honest pension roll would cost this Government $165,009,- 
000 annually? Do they realize that this enormous expenditure 
is a tax, and that the pene will soon weary of it; or has their 
experience in billion-dollar Congresses so familiarized them with 
enormousexpenditures that this pension item is a mere bagatelle? 

Does not the fact that six hundred and fourteen men on the 
pension roll from an Ohio regiment that served but one hundred 
days in the war, never in action, never on the skirmish line, 
never smelled the smoke of powder, never scented the battle 
even from afar, do not these facts excite a faint, nay, a stron 
suspicion that here was fraud and that an investigation is needed? 
If you ask me, as you have asked others, if I know of cases of 

nsions obtained through fraud, I answer yes, many of them, 

ut I deny the right of any member here to demand of me the 
names of these pensioners. At another time and pinos I may 
give the names and prefer the charges, and, proving the charges, 
have these men stricken from the rolls. 

Iama pension reformer in the interests of the worthy, de- 
serving soldier. I desire to purify the pension rolls. I want 
to make it indeed a roll of honor. I do not believe that I offend 
any worthy, honest pensioner when I say that it is my belief that 
the pension roll is polluted by the names of cowards, perjurers, 
bounty-jumpers, and coffee-coolers. I say this as a soldier and 
a friend of the worthy, desarving soldier. I will do anything, 
more than has been done or more than is promised, for this class 
of soldiers, but I shall wage war against the men who are on the 
pension rolls through fraud. And yet the fault is not so much 
with the soldier who is pensioned through doubtful means as it 
is with the law that grants him the pension. In my judgment 
the pension act of 1890 is almost infamous. It invites the soldier 
to fraud and perjury. This backed up by the pension sharks, 
and instructions to the examining boards to deal liberally with 
applicantsfor pensions, and the sentiment encouraged by poli- 

cians which exists among our soldiers everywhere that the in- 
tent of the law of 1890 was to pension all soldiers—can we won- 


was the soldier without fear and without reproach. Is it neces- 
sary to recall to this House the heroic charge of the First Min- 
nesota at Gettysburg—a charge that ranks with Thermopylæ 
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der that men honest in all things else have been dishonest in 
their methods for procuring pensions? 

On Saturday last I charged the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] with too much indulgence of sentiment in his treat- 
ment of the 8 uestion. Naturally the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] would indulge in sentiment. He was not 
a soldier, and therefore has a sentimental idea of the dangers, 
the privations, the hardships of the soldier. But the gentle- 
man from Iowa was a soldier. He I doubt not has about the 
camp-fires of his army post, fighting over his battles again, 
agreed with the boys, as we all agree, that our years in the 
army, despite the hardships, the privations, and the dangers, 
were the happiest, the jolliest, and the best of all our lives. The 
laborer on our streets, in our mines suffers greater hardships, 
greater privations, and is liable to greater dangers in some in- 
stances than were the soldiers of our Army during the war. And 
if they knew the difference in conditions, would gladly change 
their toilsome days, their discomforts and privations for the bet- 
ter condition of the soldier. 

I speak as one who had his full share of the privations, the 
hardships and the dangers of the Iron Brigade, a member of 
aregiment of that brigade that, I believe, did more fighting than 
any regiment in the United States service, and by the record of 
the War Department lost more men in battle than any other 
regiment in the Union armies. Nearly four year's service, 
twice wounded, seventeen months a prisoner in Southern pris- 
ons, I think I am competent to speak of the hardships, the pri- 
vations, and the dangers of the soldier, and yet all these have I 
suffered to an equal extent in my experience in camp as a civil 
engineer. Why, Mr. Chairman, to many the war was a great, 
big, protracted picnic. And so I beg the gentlemen to discard 
some of their sentiment and get down to business on this pansion 
qftestion. And will these gentlemen claim that all this great 
army of pensioners are disabled as a result of their army serv- 
ice? Do they not know that the tendency of army life was to 
better the physical condition of men, and to lengthen rather 
than diminish the length of life? Was it patriotism that took 
us to the defense of the Union, or was it the hope of bounties 
and pensions? We used to hear much of thesentiment of patriot- 
ism. Now we hear little of patriotism, but a good deal of pen- 
sions. I have said that the pension law of 1890 was the worst that 
could have beenenacted. There is the fault. A law which makes 
little or no distinction between the men of the call for the first 
three years’ troops, in the spring of 1861, without bounty or 
promise of bounty, and the men who enlisted for ninety days, or 
the men who were drafted, or the men who were piid bounties 
of from hundreds to more than a thousand dollars, or the bounty 
jumpers, or the foreign hirelings, or deserters, coffe --coolers, 
and camp-followers. Under such a law is there not need for re- 
form? And I say to our Republican friends, why have you not 
inaugurated this reform? Do so now, and let us follow and as- 
sist you in the good work. Why do you say to us, why do you 
say to me and my Northern friends, whenever the question of 
pension reform is raised in this House, Hands off”? Is it be- 
cause, as is charged, you own the soldier vote, and that under 
your pension legislation this vote is costing the people of this 
country $165,000,000 annually? In spite of your opposition, pen- 
sion reform has got to come. The people can not and will not 
much longer stand this tremendous burden you have placed 
upon them. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the pensioner treats the pension law of 
1890 almost as a huge joke. Let me give an incident which came 
under my own observation. Iwas in conversation with a pen- 
sioner whose pension was based on that painful, disagreeable 
disease, piles. I said to him that I had been asufferer for twenty 
years from that disease, and had found relief and a permanent 
cure from a surgical operation; and I suggested such treatment 
in his case, assuring him that the expense would not exceed $25. 
Surgical operation be damned!” was his reply; I wouldn't 
take 8500 for these piles. No piles, no pension.“ Veiner} 

I have said that in the interest of the worthy, deserving sol- 
dier [am in favor of pension reform. They have nothing to 
fear from the reform I would work; not one of that worthy, noble 
band of heroes would I disturb, I would do more than pension 
them. I would scatter them about in the employment of the 
Government Departments of this beautiful city. They should 
have the preference in all Government employment regardless 
of their political faith. e We have not done enough, 
we can not do too much for the worthy, deserving men who have 
preserved to us this glorious Union. I hope a reform has begun 
which will purify our pension roll and make it what our worthy, 
deserving soldier would have it, a roll of honor. I believe the 


provision of the bill now pending appropriating $200,000 for 
special examiners, is in the line of pension reform, and for that 
reason I shall vote for it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. 
BALDWIN expired. 
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On motion of Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, leave 


was granted to Mr. BALDWIN to print the remainder of his re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois was recognized and yielded thirty 
minutes to Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, Mr. MORSE, desired five minutes additional on Sat- 
urday, which he was unable to obtain, I now yield him that 
amount of time. 

Mr. MORSE. I thank my friend from Maine [Mr, DINGLEY] 
for yielding to me a portion of his time. 

Mr. Chairman, I was unable to conclude my speech on Satur- 
day evening, and asked unanimous consent, to which objection 
was made, to incorporate in my remarks what I now send to 
the Clerk’s desk to have read. fore it is read I desire to say 
that among the wrongs and harm done the pensioners by the 
present policy of the Pension Bureau in suspending the soldier’s 
pension without notice and without a hearing, and through the 
medium of the present secret spy system—I say among the 
wrongs done the soldier is the constant fear created in the mind 
of all the pensioners of the country that their little stipend, upon 
which they have come to depend, may be stopped at any mo- 
ment, gut that the next mail may bring the appalling news, sus- 

nded.” 

PUE Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has 
correctly stated that many of the pensioners are old men now. 
While many of the soldiers are still in the vigor of manhood, all 
of us members of this House that served in the army on either 
side of the great struggle that began at Sumter in 1861 and 
ended at Appomattox twenty-eight years ago next April—I say 
that those of us that served on either side of the great struggle 
are boys no more; with us all the shadows are lengthening, and 
the soldiers of the war of the rebellion are on the sunset side of 
this mortal life. 

Many of the pensioners are now old men, suffering from dis- 
eas2 and wounds and disabilities of increasing years; some no 
doubt weak in body and mind both. t 

I send to the Clerk's desk to be read an extract from the last 
report of the chairman of the board of trustees of the Massachu- 
setts Soldiers’ Home, who happens to be no less a person than 
John G. B. Adams, at present commander-in-chief of the national 
department of the Grand Army of the Republic. Commander 
Adams describes the effect of this fear upon the inmates of the 
home, and gives an illustration of the one of the fraudulent pen- 
sioners discovered by Commissioner Lochren and described b 
the President in his message. I send the same to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Within the past six months another trouble has arisen that has caused 


much anxiety and unhappiness to our sick men; thatis, the constant fear that 
they will be suspended from the pension rolls, and their families be deprived 
of what they now receive. This anxiety is not without cause, for the ax of 
the Commissioner of Pensions has already fallen. In order that you may 
fully understand the case, I include it in t opore 

Silas Force, formerly of Company A, Second Massachusetts Infantry, was 


admitted to the home June 23, 1 August 8 he received the following 


letter: 
3-510. Finance division. E. M. E. S.] 


‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, D. C., August 7, 1893. 

“SIR: I have to advise you that it appears from medical evidence on file in 
this Bureau that you are not ratably disabled for earning a support by man- 
ual labor under act June 27, 1890, from the effect of disease of rectum. Pay- 
ment of pensions on your certificate, No. 683768, has therefore been sus- 
pended, pending the receipt of such answers as you may desire to make; all 
statemeuts of yourself or others to be made under oath. If after a period of 
sixty days from this date you have failed to satisfactorily rebut the evi- 
dence referred to, and no sufficient reason caf sy why an extension of time 
should be made, your name will be gropa om the pension roll. 

“Such evidence must be submitted in the form of affidavit, and the en- 
velope inclosing them to this Bureau should be addressed to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, and marked in the lower left-hand corner ‘ Finance Di- 
vision.’ This letter should be returned therewith, 


“Very respectfully, 
“ WILLIAM LOCHREN, 
Commissioner. 
„Mr. SILAS FORCE, 
“227 Spencer Avenue, Chelsea, Suffolk County, Mass.” 

Now, what are the facts in this case? Since Mr. Force was admitted to 
the home he has been a patient in the hospital, totally disabled; can not get 
from his bed to a chair; can not feed himself without assistance, and re- 
quires the constant attendance of another person. All these facts were 
known to the Pension Department months before the letter suspending him 
from the rolls was written, as in May last he forwarded an affidavit from 
Dr. Holbrook, of Revere, who was his attending physician, that he was 
totally disabled and would never again be able to perform manual labor; 
and this statement was supported by two reliable comrades belonging to 
the same post of the Grand Army, who had been acquainted with Mr. Force 
for the past ten years. 

Mr. Force now be: suspended, he can receive nothing until he again 
proves his claim and the suspension removed. Sworncertificates of his dis- 
ability have been forwarded by Dr. Pratt, surgeon of the home, and state- 
ments made to the Pension Bureau by the superintendent and others in re- 


rie takes as Tong s 1t d s wil 
if it takes as long as it does to get an original pension Silas Force 
with his comrades * in the Home beyond the riyer, where no letters soho 


the Pension Commissioner can trouble him. 


Mr. MORSE. Referring to the position of the Pension Office 
in regard to the suspension of pensions and its interpretation of 
the disability act of June 27, 1890, and also with reference to the 
Commissioner's letter addressed to me in August last and given 
by him to the press—the following opinions from various news- 
papers covering a large section of the country, may be asource of 
information to the Commissioner, to Congress, and the country, 
and is added to my speech under the leave to print voted by the 


House: 
From the Boston Journal.] 


BUMPTIOUS MR, LOCHREN. 


The ostensible reason for the insulting letter which Pension Commissioner 
Lochren addressed to an MORSE was that the latter had made use 
ofa ‘penalty envelope” in sending to a veteran the reply of the Pension 
Bureau to application, together with his own comments on the decision. 

The penalty envelope in question had been sent to the Co: sman by 
the Commissioner for the express p se of permitting the former to for- 
ward the decision of the Bureau, and the offense of Mr. MORSE, if an offense 
was committed, was in inclosing or permitting his clerk to inclose his own 
letter with it. For this act, the Commissioner, in a letter happily without 
parallel in official correspondence for coarse and phen ge abusiveness, as- 
sumed to hold the 8 up before Congress and the country as at- 
tempting to cheat the Government out of a 2-cent postage stamp. 

This was all that the Commissioner's attack upon Congressman MORSE 
was founded on, and if the latter had been guilty of a technical violation of 
the law, in d Dag use of a penalty envelope, the letter of the Commis- 
sioner would still be a Geplorable example of petty malignity. 

It appears now, however, that there was not even a technical violation of 
the law, but that the use which the Commissioner accused the Congressman 
of making of the penalty envelope was precisely such a use as the law con- 
templates. Upon this point the following decision, reported by the Wash- 
ington Post, is conclusive: 

“A few days ago Mr. Edwin S. Hopkins. who is acting as secretary to 
Representative Moon of Michigan, inquired of the Post-Office Department 
whether a communication to a pensioner could be forwarded in the penalty 
envelope sent by the Pension Bureau containing the status of aclaim. The 

uestion Was examined into by Assistant Attorney-General Thomas, of the 

‘ost-Office Department, who in reply quoted the section of the tal laws 
and regulations which allows the P saret envelope to be used for ‘official 
information and indorsements rela: thereto.’ 

Under the provisions of this section, wrote Mr. Thomas, ‘a member of 
Cor make indorsements on a letter from the Pension Office sent 
to for transmission to a claimant.’ 


“As this decision did not cover a letter inclosed with the from the 
Pension Office, another inquiry was made, elicit: a reply that the Con- 
8 pe rong not be written upon the official papers, but could be 
Se, y osed.” 

f the Commissioner is not totally wanting in honor, it would seem fitting 
for him to make an apology for exhibition of bad manners as public as 
his offense. 

[From the New York Press.] 


THE RETREAT OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


The pretense is advanced that the Cleveland Administration has merely 
“modified” its outrageous order arbitrarily suspending scores of thousands 
of Union pensioners and requiring them to reproduce testimony proving 
their right to draw pensions within sixty days or be droppen from the rolls. 
This pretense is a particularly thin and y sham. e Administration 
has not “modified” its 8 toward the gray-haired men whose valor 
and patriotism upheld this Republic; it has been lonoenitionaly drive from 
the stand it has taken. 

For the present, at least, the rout of the soldier-hatersiscomplete. Public 
indignation, aroused by the Press, nas forced them to precipitate retreat. 
Not even Bourbonism is rash enough to invite certain disaster by defying 
public opinion or face assured defeat before the courts of justice. 

The order of Mr. Cleveland's Secretary of the Interior 8 every 
R by san that 1 yatera were guilty 1 3 

n dra’ egally granted pensions, and req them to prove their in- 
nocence to the satisfaction of boards of Democratic partisans, was as inde- 
fensible in law as in morals. From the moment when the issue of the le- 
gaty of Hoke Smith’s wholesale suspension of pensions was raised by the 

ess, the outcome was certain. The Administration would have been over- 
9 beaten if it had ventured to contest the point in the courts. The 
path of inglorious retreat was the only way out of the dilemma. 

The Press will not hesitate in its championship of the interests of the men 
who crushed secession and human slavery. It will not fail to scrutinize 
with theutmost vigilance every move of the Administration which threatens 
injustice to Union veterans, their widows, or their orphans. It will keep up 
the fight for the rights of the soldiers until those iy Shed are made secure by 
the return of the Republican party to power in the National Government, 


[From the Biddeford (Me.) Journal.] 

Comrade Lochren may have been a wise and impressive judge, but he is 
the lightest weight Commissioner of Pensions the country ever had. His 
vulgar 2-cent insult to Congressman Morskof Massachusetts has earned him 
the contempt of self-respecting men of all parties. ; 

From the Chicago (Ill.) Sun. ] 

Pension Commissioner Lochren has a temper that he ought to be as much 

ashamed of as he should be of his treatment of some of his old comrades, 


The man who could write such a letter as that sent by Lochren to Congress 
man MORSE, of Massachusetts, is not fit to be at the head of the Pension 


Office. 
{From the Hingham (Mass.) Journal.] 

Congressman E. A, Monsg's correspondence with Pension Commissioner 
Lochren is something funny. Lochren made a great mistake in a cent“ 
allusion. Supposing that Mr. Morse did use a Government stam: en- 
velope; what has that to do with the important question involved—a 
thoroughly disabled pensioner put on the rack? Lochren will be made to 
Mark it down. 

From the Cambridge (Mass.) Chronicle. ] 

Pension Commissioner Lochren ought to have known better than to ac- 
cuse ELI AH A. MORSE of to cheat the Government out of a 2-cent 
postage stamp. Those who know Mr. Morse know he isn’t that kind of a 
man. His hand and purse are always open to the poor, and especially to 
the veteransoldier. 

{From the Kennebec Journal, Augusta, Maine.] 


There is reason to believe that the rous letter of Congressman ELIJAH 
A. MORSE, of Massachusetts, to Commissioner Lochren, and the wide pub- 
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1 Was very ö 
of the Pension Department from its -handed policy of suspension, 
From the Indianapolis (Ind.) Journal.] 
tative MoRsE comes back at Commissioner Lochren 
that he used a penalty envelope sent to convey information to a oner 
for private ence. ose Who know the Massachusetts ite 
ative, who was born Indiana, will laugh at the idea of his saving 2 cents, as 
5 is clerk iait . — — ie 
OBSE says cler ve envelope će, in- 
a private letter in it; butif that is the case, the envelope will show 
by the handwriting, and the Commissioner has the envelope. 
[From the Camden (N. J.) Courier.] 

As Pension Commissioner Lochren has been compelled to reverse him- 
self in the matter of the veterans’ suspension order, it is now in order for 
him. to reverse himself in his indecorous conduct toward Congressman 
Morse. Asa late judge on the bench, with a favorable local reputation, 
Mr. Lochren ought to show some consideration for his former constituents 
by maintaining a dignified bearing in his new office. 

From the Haverhill (Mass.) Gazette.] 

Congressman E. A. MORSE; of Canton, will make the bumptious United 
States Pension Commissioner very weary before he gets through with him, 
or we miss our guess. Mr. MORSE does not stay crushed- worth à cent, and 
this time he has just cause for pomp The insinuation of the Pension 
Commissioner's letter, that a man of Morsp’sstanding, who is easily worth 
a million of dollars; would attempt to cheat the Government out of 2 cents 
by using a penalty envelope is too ridiculous to seriously consider. 

From the Grand Rapids (Mich.) Press.] 

The correspondence between Congressman MORSE. and Pension Commis- 
sioner Lochren is interesting and spicy. So far the Concressman seems to 
have the best of it.. To. charge a Congressman with defrauding the Govern- 
ment ot 2 cents is no answer to a serious accusation. The er 
seems to have a curious lack of tact. The country did regard the pension 
list as a serious burden, and believed that there were many frauds, but it did 
not ask and does not want a wholesale suspension for: technical lar- 
ities. Mr. Lochren mign have done the country a service, but he seems to 
be eugaged in making Departmentodious. 

From the North Attleboro (Muss.) Chronicle] 

The pension discussion between Congressman MORSE aud Commissioner 
Loc tren has attracted much attention throughout the country. Partisans 
of the Commissioner seem to think that the Chief of the Pension Depart- 
ment sat heavily on Mr. MORSE and that the Congressman would not be 
able to rise. Mr. MORSE did his plain duty in the case and the Commissioner 
lowered himself greatly in the estimation of candid men by his treatment 
ofthe Congressman. There was too much of saying you are another by 
the official possessed of a little brief authority. 


From the Brooklyn (N. Y.) Standard Union.] 

Pension Commissioner Lochren was a judge before he took service under 
Mr. Hoke Smith, the eminent Georgian, who just missed the late war, but 
who is trying to make up for it by knoc out Union pensioners. Judge 
Lochren was alzo a Union soldier, but it isn’t pleasant to dwell on that fact 
what will impress the average reader who peruses the e smear be 
tween him and the Hon. ELIJAm MORSE, member of Congress from Massa- 
chusetts, is the fact that Judge Lochren does not possess a judicial mind, the 

liar tone of his official communications warranting that belief. Mr. 
Tranan wrote in behalf of a constituent, a veteran whose pension had been 
with by. some of Smith’s men, and it appears, by some inadvert- 
eens EA envelope was used. Mr. Lochren 


mon 
ence of a clerk, a Government 
did not like Mr. MonszE's rem permitted. himself to.speak of. the 
Congressman as an ill-informed demagogue,” with “a capacity for willful 
and tiying," and also used the envelopeincident on which to have 
a charge of “sordid meanness,” intimating that Mr. MORSE was willing to. 
violate a law of Congress “in order to save 2 cents’’—a.charge that only 
a Democratic mind seems capable of stooping to. Mr. Moksk's offense was 
in standing up for asoldier whom Judge Lochren’s chief had turned down.” 
From the St. Albans (Vt.) Messenger.] 

Whatever may be the merits. of the particular pension case about which a 
controversy has arisen between Congressman MORSE of usetts and 
Pension Commissioner Lochren, there will hardly be two opinions as to the 
Want of dignity son tae bite by the Commissioner in his epon the Massa- 
chusstts member. It would not in the least affect the j or injustice 
of the action of the Bureau in suspending a pensioner that Mr. MORSE used 
a Government penalty envelope to convey a letter to him, and the charge 
that he sought to “swindle the Government out of the sum of 2 cents” is 

merile and contemptible in the extreme: Other portions of Mr. Lochren's 

etter savor altogether too much of bluster and Diili te to bo worthy of 
the Commissioner or the tion he unfortunately occupies: Both the 
retary of the Interior and his subordinates have need to learn that ming fee 
not embrace all there is of the Government of the United States, and t 
even a veteran pensioner has some rights they will be compelled to respect 
even if their cl for fair and courteous treatment are disregarded. 
From the Dover (N. H.) Republican.] 

Commissioner of Pensions Lochren has got himself into a nice pickle by 
writing a saucy and impudent letter to Congressman MORSE of - 
setts in regard to a veteran whom Mr. MORSE wants to get onto the on 
roll. Judge Lochren shows himself to be as much of an ass and as bitter! 
opposed to veteran soldiers as his superior and master, Hoke Smith, is; bo 
seem to be determined to cut off ten oners from the roll to every one 
they put on. How long are the patriotic people of this country going to 

this sort of abuse of veterans to go on? 
{From the Portsmouth (N. H.) Chronicle.] 

In accusing Hon. E. A. Mons ot using a United States penalty envelope to 
save 2 cents, Commissioner Lochren shows that he is no gentleman but a 
man worthy to be the lickspittle of Hoke Smith and the other ex-Confeder- 
ates who are now taking ample revenge upon the Union soldier for the beat- 
ing they received thirty years ago. It isa pleasure to see that the better 
class Democratic newspapers condemn Judge Lochren in unmeasured terms 

or his insul 
From the North Attleboro (Mass.) Chronicle.] 

Commissioner Lochren has modified his decision regarding the suspen- 

sion of 3 so that no more suspensions will be made except in cases 


where the record lainly shows that the reci tofa pension is not entitled 
to it. The Co. ioner should never have departed from this solid ground. 
In about this result, the controversy with MorsE no 


Congressman. 
doubt exerted the greatest influence. It is a great victory for Mr. MORSE, 
and we congratulate. him on the vindication which has come to him in the 
action of the Departmentitself. _ : 
From the Norwich (Conn.) Bulletin.] 
Commissioner Lochren was wrong again when he charged Congressman 
MORSE of Massachusetts with misusing a franked envelope. The Post-Of- 


fice Department decides that Congressman Monsn violated no privil 
. Lochren owes an apology to the ... ton 


From the Old Colony Memorial, Plymouth, Mass.] 
WELL ANSWERED: 

Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE, who so ably represents this district in Congress, 
has, without distinction ot 5 always stood by the interests ot the men 
who fought. the war for the Union, himself having been one of. the very first 
to go to the front when the call was made for defenders of the He has 
tained under the change of perdes ADA DA his E a teem 

2 O es, an commu: on t 
Commissioner Lochren shows the stuff of which he is made, ? 455 

The letter is in answer to one from Mr. Lochren refusing to reopen exami 
nation of the case of a pensioner, William H. Rollins, of Brockton, which 
had been rejected on what appeared to Mr. MORSE and all others knowing 
the circumstances.to. be erroneous grounds. Lochren's answer was so un- 
gentlemanly that the ee Has attracted much attention, and the 
. * 3 wae re erde an eee ought no longer to 

old a position which he suc grace manner, whatey: 
e ee maw 

e fee at Was n is general that the wide publici: the 
Morse-Lochren ede dee a back down of the . Office, as 
shown. by a new rule governing suspension ot pensions, issued on Friday 


| From the Plymouth (N. H.) Record.] 


Pension Commissioner Lochren evidently thinks he isa “biger man” than 
a member of Congress. and has written a letter scoring Congressman MORSE, 
of Massachusetts, for having inadvertently used a penalty-stam: envelope 
tor private mail. Mr. MORSE replies in a dignified. way. and it may be ar- 
dently hoped that this oldsoldier, whose sole occupation seems to be to beat 
old soldiers out of their pensions, will soon hear from the lively member 
from Massachusetts. 


From the Kennebec Journal, Augusta, Me.] 

We publish elsewhere in this issue ascathing letter of C ELIJAH 
A. Morse, ot Massachusetts, in reply to a sloppy and vituperative commu- 
nication from the Hon. William hren, the tool through whom Hoke 
Smith, ot Ge does the dirty work of the ex-Confederacy in raiding the 

ons of Union veterans. Mr. Monsz's letter is dignified but Tous. 

e refuses todescend from the level ot a gentleman into the mire ot Mite 

or to. employ the vituperative threats used by Commissioner Lochren, 
ut he does not fail to make himself very clearly understood. 

It will be remembered that.Co: m MORSE has stated some 5 - 
cant facts which men who stood for the integrity of the Union in the dark 
days of civil strife will do well to seriously co er. Mr. Morse is not in 
the slightest degree intimidated by the bul tactics of Mr. Lochren. He 
is not à man to be disconcerted by the eee of political light-weights, 

tor 


eveland régime in making the boards of pension examin- 
3 It cited as a case in hand the pension board at Au- 
pona under Harrison was composed of two Republicans and one 

ocrat, and under Cleveland is composed of three Democrats, as an ex- 
ample of the way in which this work was being done. We did not appre- 
hend at that time, however, that men who bore arms inst their coun: 
would ever be placed in position to pass upon the disabilities of Union. 275 
erans; but such things N eyed come naturally and easily under the sway 
of a Georgia Bourbon. unholy and vindictive assault which is being 
made upon the pensions of Union veterans by men who were either active 
e ents of of sympathizers with troason during the dark days of the re- 
bellion is well calculated to make the blood of loyal citizens boil with just 
indignation.. In calling attention to its outrages and refusing to hold out 
false hopes to deserving veterans during the continuance of the present Ad- 
ministration, Mr. MORSE is doing the country and his constituents a most 
worthy service. 

From the Westboro (Mass.) Chronotype.] 


Congressman MORSE and Pension Commissioner Lochren have been hay- 
ing a sharp tilt on the pension question, and for gentlemanly treatment 
MORSE has the best of it, and seemingly the most just cause. 

From the Philadelphia Press, August 28] 

Pension Commissioner Lochren was severely criticised by members of 

Ca to-day for the letter he wrote to met ya hea MORSE of Massa- 
a 


toward another. He speaks of 3 Af Mr. MoRsE's capacity for will- 
ful and malignant W and of “sordid meanness.“ He charges Mr. 
Morse with swindling” the Government outof 2 cents. The whole tenor 
of the letter and the language used, coming from the head of the most im- 

tant Bureau in the Government, is generally condemned by members of 
Ronsrese, as showing the Pension Commissioner to be aman unfit for his 


lace. 
p Mr. MORSE intends tocall the matter up inthe House, and the cyofthe 
Administration in 8 suspensions of pensions without giving 
the pensioners a hearing is likely to bring on a debate which will show tha’ 
a great oon bat of the House does not uphold the Administration in that 
course. The subject has already been brought before the Senate, and if it 
yoro not for the silver debate it would be likely to-occupy attention there 


a 
[From the New York Press, August 28.] 


AND THIS, IS LOCHREN, 


As to the merits or demerits of the dispute between Hon. ELIJAH A: MORSE 
and Commissioner of Pensions Lochren, the Press does not assume to judge 
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We do know, however, that a bureau official should at all times conduct him- 
self with dignity, and answer all communications with politeness and de- 


3 tary Mr, Hoke Smith can not afford to sustain his subordinates in 


by wrongfully. 
bel.” and thereby “swindle his Government out of the sum of 2 cents.“ 
What manner of man is Lochren to thus fill up the Government copy- 
books and waste the time of Government stenographers in wri' such 
balderdash as the above? And all because Mr. Monsz# wanted some poor 
soldier's pension adjusted. 
From the Boston Traveler, August 28. 
AN UNWORTHY ANSWER. 


Pension Commissioner Lochren, in his answer to Congressman. ELIJAH 
A. Morse’s letter, has gravely erred, in temper, wording, and regard for off- 
cial and personal propriety. Mr. Monsk's letter was ent and courte- 
ous, and bore upon a matter in which he had the right.to be actively inter- 


ested. 
‘That he should desire to bring to the attention of the Pension ment 
the case of a disabled soldier. who is in destitute circumstances and depend- 
ent upon charity, is. certainly not to his discredit. To reply with a petty 
charge of the unwarranted use of an official envelope in another casefor the 
purpose of cheating the Government out of 2 cents, is unworthy of the Pen- 
sion Commissioner, Moreover, it is utterly beside the question. It is the 
“you're another” retort of the school-boy, and can not excuse the depart- 
mental delay in dealing with the deserving claim of one of the nation’s de- 


fenders. i 
Tt is to be hoped that Mr. Monsz's dignified rejoinder will recall the Com- 
missioner to a sense of his duty, and that there will be no more of 
yune cam FA ina matter which is of vital import toa man who served 
country in her hour of need. 
From the Boston Traveller, August 30.] 


No one who regards the proprieties of official station in this country will 
defend for a moment the extraordinary Tesponse of Commissioner Lochren 
to Congressman MORSE, which the Traveller published a few. days apo: As 
to the merits of the case in 5 we do not presume to j „but 
nothing inthat case can possibly excuse the indecency of the Commissioner's 


Ly. 
pote [From Boston Journal, August 29.] 
COMMISSIONER LOCHREN'S OUTBREAK. 


Pension Commissioner Lochren has a reputation for gallantry in the field, 
and he has usually been assumed to be a gentleman, but neither courage 
nor courtesy is apparent in his letter to Congressman MORSE. We do not 
support Mr. MORSE in all his controversies, but it must be clear to any un- 
prejudiced person that in this instance he has been made the object of a 
petty insult, such as ought to be impossible in the relations between a De- 
partment officer and a representative of the people in the national House. 

Mr. Lochren's attempt to present Mr. Morse to Congress and the country 
as guilty of sa a 2-cent stamp by using a penalty envelope is a bit of 
cheap malice which hurts the man who makes the 8 than the 
object of it. The charge is entirely unsupported, but all tit amounts to, 
on Mr. Lochren's own statement of it, is that ina penalty envelope which 
the Commissioner inclosed to Mr. MORSE for the purpose of f to 
apensioner the reasons of the office for refusing a pension, there was also 
sent a letter from Mr. MoRsE to the pensioner, conveying his opinion of the 


on. 

Whether the Congressman’s clerk sent his letter in a separate envelope, or 
whether he was careless enough to inclose it in the same envelope which 
conveyed the explanations of the Pension Office, is a question which only a 
small minded man could suppose would be of any public interest. The idea 
that Mr. Monks intended to swindle the Government out of the value of a 
2cent stamp is too ridiculous to be seriously stated. 

For his public acts we have felt that a good deal of allowance ought to be 
made for the Commissioner of Pensions, as the tool of the an, Secre- 
tary Hoke Smith, who is at the head of the Department of which the Pen- 
sion Office is a bureau. But this exhibition of small personal malignity is 
e surprise, and makes it difficult to respect the officer who is guilty 

it, 


[From Wellesley (Mass.) Review.] 


Pension Commissioner Lochren has the notoriety of having written to 
Congressman MORSE the most scurrilous insul letter that, it is safe to 
say, ever disgraced department official corres ence—so narrow, mean, 
and malicious as to have been an antidote to its own poison, and made its 
anthor contemptible for his vicious attempt at spiteful revenge. 

The Commissioner addressed an open letter to a pensioner of Moksk's 
district for his indorsement, in an oficial penalty envelope“ as custom- 

. Morse made his reference to the matter on another sheet instead of 

orsement of the Commissioner's letter and forwarded in same inclosure 
to his constituent, as he had a perfect right to do under postal regulations 
Whereupon the Commissioner calls him liar and swindler, in trying to cheat 
the Government out of 2 cents by meanly and ill ly using the official en- 
velope for private use. Now that Lochren is publicly exposed as an igno- 
ramus,” as well as a blackguard. he will best serve his own interests by 
apologizing to MoRsE and subsiding to common official decency. 


The following, from an indignant physician, is self-explana- 
suy and a specimen of other letters I have received from the 
med ` 


cal profession: 
PROVIDENCE, R. I., September 8, 1893. 
Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE: a 
DEAR Sin: I wish to to you the interest the whole medical pro- 
fession will have in regard 10.1 the stand you have taken in regard to pen- 
sions. The Pension Bureau seems to regard all veterans and physicians as 
liars, and of late seems to utterly ignore our (sometimes) hard work in mak- 
. ing out amdavits. He does not seem to recognize the fact that an honest 
hysician will not examine a pension applicant unless he thinks his case a 
Just one. During a practice of seventeen years I have suffered mental dis- 
bance on account of injustice done to deserving soldiers, and have seen 
some of them die before their pensions were eana, One case that Iam in- 
terested in now is H. P. Gavitt, of this city, who has double hernia, produced 
by kick of a horse while on duty. He has had his papers completed fora 
ear or more, and has been required to send duplicates, but can get no sat- 
tion from the Commis-ioner. And Hon. NELSON ALDRICH has written 
po or three times in regard to it, but the Commissioner does not condescend 
answer the Senator at all. 
One of the cases you have taken up—Rollins, I think his name is; the one 
with the injured eye—is liable to be much worse than he is now, for it would 
not be strange if he lost the other eye by sympathetic ophthalmia. 


I hope that you will be able to teach the Commissioner manners as well as 
morals, and you may be sure of the hearty support of many outside as well 


n Respectfully, yours, 


The above is from an eminent physician. I regret that have 
not permission to use his name. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the appropria- 
tion made by this bill contemplates an expenditure for special 
pension examiners twice as large as that of last year and of the 
year before, with a force twiceas large, it seems tome thatthere 
should be some further explanation than has yet been given of 
the necessity for such an increase. 

If the purpose of this increased appropriation is to enable the 
Pension Office to investigate applications now pending for pen- 
sions, with reference to expediting the same, either for allow- 
ance or for rejection, there can be no question of its propriety. 
And yet, when I look at the work which the Pension Oifice has 
been accomplishing during the pastsix months in this direction, 
with a force already 50 per cent larger than last year, I must 
confess that I do not see any increase of adjudications to justify 
the increased cost of a forceenlarged from 139 last March to 241 
on November 1. Indeed, there have been 35 per cent less ad- 
judications in the first four months of the present fiscal year 
than in the same period of the preceding fiscal year; showing 
that, whatever may have been the object in enlarging this force, 
the increase has not resulted in expediting the adjudication of 
cases in the Pension Office. 

If, on the other hand, the object of the increase is to investigate 
in good faith probable fraudulent pensioners now upon the rolls, 
and there is any reason to believe that the force is not already 
large enough for this purpose, there will be no objection to any 
increase required by the public interests. 

The only question which is raised in my mind in reference to 
these points arises from the fact that nothing has been pre- 
sented thus far in any information that has been laid before the 
committee which seems to show that there is a necessity for 
such a largely increased force for either of these legitimate ob- 
jects. Yet in matters of administration like this, where the 
administrator must be left to his own judgment, in large meas- 
ure at least, as to expenditures for the purpose of promoting the 
publie interests, I do not feel justified in standing in the way of 
whatever appropriation the responsible majority of this House 
may think ne $ 

ile taking this position with reference to this expenditure, 
I desire to add that from remarks which have been made on the 
other side, especially by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE], it would seem that this increase of expenditure is justi- 
fied by them mainly on the theory that the pension list is honey- 
combed with fraud.” The gentleman from Tennessee has made 
that distinct charge. Even the President.of the United States 
in his recent message to Congress has stated that there are gi- 
gantic and wholesale frauds” to such an extent that thousands 
of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pensioners.” 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to take exception to this increase of 
expenditure so far as it is placed upon any such assumption as 
that. There is nothing in any of the facts that have been pre- 
sented either to the committee or to Congress that justifies any 
such theory. The gentleman from Tennessee was pleased tosa 
that we on this side of the House are criticising this increa: 
expenditure and this increased force because we do not desire 
to remove fraudulent pensioners from the roll. I repel the in- 
sinuation as unjust and unfounded. Wherever.any appropriate 
measures can be taken witha view of removing from the rollan 
fraudulent pensioner, I am sure that this side of the House wi 
cheerfully codperate in any appropriation that may be necessary 
for the purpose of accomplishing this object. t we and all 
other friends of the Union soldier object to is the attempt to 
create the impression that the pension roll is honeycombed with 
fraud, with a view of discrediting the pension system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, without detaining the committee at this 
time with any general diseussion of the pension question that 
may be at issue, I wish to call attention in the first place to the 
fact that the investigations into alleged or suspected cases of 
fraudulent pensioners by this increased force of special examiners 
in the eight months from March 4 to November 1 clearly show 
that there is no foundation for the charges that the pension 
rolls are honeycombed with wholesale and gigantic frauds. 
These special examiners in the field have been increased from 
an average of 155 last year to 241 on the lst of November. Dur- 
ing these eight months there have been referred to and reported 
an by examiners in the field 1,560 cases of alleged or suspected 
fraudulent pensions. 

These 1,560 cases referred and reported upon have shown only 
388 cases where pensioners haye been dropped from the roll on 
account of alleged fraud—in many cases only technical fraud. 
It must be supposed that all cases of alleged or suspected fraud 
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have been referred to the force in the field for investigation; 
yet the whole number so far reported upon (and undoubtedly 
these czses have been made special) has been only 1,560; and the 
whole number in which the allegation of fraud has been sus- 
tained is only 338. 

And I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that in a corresponding period of last year, with a force in the 
field very much less than now, when there was no studied at- 
tempt made in official circles to create the impression that whole- 
sale frauds existed in the pension rolls, 345 pensioners were 
dropped from the roils for frauds in cases reported by those spe- 
cial examiners then in the field. So that with this increased 
foree only 43 more cases of fraud have been sustained by the in- 
vestigations of this force in the field than were sustained by the 
reduced force with the reduced expenditure one year ago. 

Now, when you bear in mind the small proportion of these 
cases of alleged or suspected fraudulent pensioners upon the 
roll, only 1,460 cases committed to and reported on by the force 
in the field in eight months, and only 388 in which the reports 
sustain the allegation, and when you bear in mind that on the 
Ist day of July last there were 966,00u pensioners upon the pen- 
sion roll—743,643 of them Union soldiers and sailors—you will 
see at once how exceedingly small the percentage of fraudulent 
names upon the rolls must be. 

And I say now to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], 
who has made these allegations of wholesale fraud, as well 
as to President Cleveland, that there can not be shown in thead- 
judications of any court of claims in the land a smaller pro- 

ortion of fraudulent or improper adjudications than is shown 

n the case of the Pension Bureau. I say further to the gentle- 
man that I should be entirely willing to compare the determi- 
nations by Congress itself, approved by the President, of appli- 
cations or claims on account of war claims, so called, with the 
adjudications in the Pension Office, and I am sure that the Pen- 
sion Bureau would not suffer in the comparison. 

I have alluded, Mr. Chairman, to these facts for the purpose 
of removing from the mind of the House and so far as possible 
from the public mind the impressions which seem to have pre- 
vailed for sometime in view of the allegations which have been 
made, that the pension roll was “‘honeycombed with fraud“ 
meaning by that to carry the impression that the proportion of 
fraud was so large as to make the adjudications by the Pension 
Bureau an exceptional object of criticism and condemnation as 
compared with the adjudication of claims by any other court or 
quasi court in the land. 

In all things human it inevitably happens that there are im- 
perfections. There is no court whose adjudications are always 
right. There is no body of men, no organization on the face of 
the earth,that does not contain some men who ought not to oc- 
cupy that place. 

What! object to, Mr. Chairman, is the constant presentation 
of the small proportion of the fraudulent cases that are proved 
in connection with pension adjudications, the parading of them 
before the public as if they were specimens of the general char- 
acter of the work that is done in the Pension Bureau. Iam 
sure that when we fully examine the facts we shall find that 
the adjudications of the Pension Office, considering the magni- 
tude of the work that has been accomplished, considering the 
difficulties inevitably attending that work, have been on the 
whole wonderfully correct and wonderfully free from fraud. 
Even the Norfolk and the New Mexico cases which have been 
alluded to were notall cases of pensioners already upon the rolls; 
they were in part, at least, cases of applications for pensions 
where the pension attorney had forged evidence, where, of course, 
the examiners in the field were called upon to look up the evi- 
dence of fraud in that connection. In many of the cases the 
claimants had not been placed uponthe roll. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman al- 
low an interruption there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I think the gentleman 
will find that he is mistaken. If he will examine the testimony 
he will find that some of these have been placed on the roll. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Some of them have been, but as I under- 
stand the great mass of them have not been. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But if the gentleman 
will examine the testimony he will find he is mistaken in that 
statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I have been informed that the great 
mass of those where forgery had been alleged or proved were 
not placed on the roll. 5 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to say to my friend from Maine, 
if he will permit me, that that is just where he is mistaken. 
They were on the rolls. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All of the cases? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can not say that all of them were, but 
the great majority—nearly all. 


Mr. DINGLEY. However that may be, Mr. Chairman, my 
experience in dealing with the Pension Office in the adjudication 
of pension claims is that when a name has been improperly 
placed upon the rolls by fraudulent means it does not take buta 
short time for the neighbcrs of such person, or someone con- 
nected with him, who has discovered the fraud, to report the 
facts to the Pension Office. 

But, as I was about to say,we must alladmit that in all human 
affairs there is a liability to some errors and some fraud. It can 
not be avoided, and all that can be done is to endeavor to pre- 
vent, so far as possible, any such frauds from creeping in; but this 
does not justify the use of them as an argument against the whole 
system. 

Mr. Chairman, neither is there anything arising from the 
large number of suspensions of pensions under Secretary Hoke 
Smith’s order of May 27 which justifies the inference which has 
been made, that they show gigantic and wholesale frauds. On 
the contrary, the result of these suspensions proves the reverse. 
Over 12,000 pensioners—12,822, I believe, to be exact—were sus- 
pended under this order between the 27th day of May last and 
the Ist day of November. Now, the impression that was given 
when these suspensions were made was that the pension roll was 
honeycombed with fraud, and that this was an effort to purge it. 

Yet as a matter of fact within three months from the time of 
these suspensions the Pension Office itself, in most cases with- 
out a single scrap of new evidence being presented, on theirown 
motion, or rather under a modified order of Secretary Smith 
incited thereto undoubtedly by popular indignation, restored 
9,128 of the suspended 12,822 pensioners and resumed the pay- 
ment of their pensions. This act of itself shows that the action 
of the Pension Office under the order of Secretary Smith, on the 
27th of May last, was unjustifiable and was confessed by the Sec- 
retary himself to be such, and that it was a wholesale assault on 
the pensioners of the land, without any justice or justification or 
g reason; because if there had been any just cause for con- 
tinuing the suspension of these 9,000 soldiers they would not 
have been restored to the rolls without new evidence. 

And there is no pretense now that any considerable number of 
the remaining 3,700 pensioners still suspended November 1, were 
suspended for any fraud or for any cause except the fact that Sec- 
retary Smith had so changed the construction of the law of 1890 
from the construction which had been given to it for two years 
and a half, that a large number of soldiers pensioned under the 
old construction of the law had now been declared by Secretary 
Smith to be no longer entitled to pension under his construction 
of that law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when we look at allof these facts it seems 
to me that the evidence is as conclusive as any evidence can pos- 
sibly bə that there is no ground for the cry which has been set 
up from one end of the country to the other that the pension rolls 
of this land are so honeycombed with fraud that there must be 
such unjust proceedings instituted as we have seen in the last six 
monis, in order that they may be restored to their proper con- 

ition. 

I desire again to emphasize the fact that, so far as there are 
any names on the pension rolls that are fraudulent, I am sure 
that no gentleman in this House, no friend of the Union soldier 
desires to interpcse any objection to the purifying of the list from 
the names of any which should not be upon them. What we object 
to, Mr. Chairman, upon this side of the House, what the Union 
soldiers of the country object to, is the attempt under this gen- 
eral cry of wholesale and gigantic fraud to create prejudice and 
hostility to the whole system of pensions and thereby injure the 
interests not only of the Union soldiers but of that great portion 
of our papie who sympathize with them and believe that to the 
men who went forth, taking their lives in their hands in the de- 
fense of the Union, we owe the fact that to-day we have a nation. 

We object to any action in this respect unjust and discriminat- 
ing in itscharacter. Wesay that whenever a name is placed upon 
the pension rolls payment should not be suspended until the pen- 
sioner himself has had notice and an opportunity to be heard in his 
own defense, and then, if it can be shown that he is not entitled to 
be therecipientof the pension whicha grateful Government gives, 
let him be dropped fromtherolls. Butthis wholesale suspension 
of men from the pension rolls without an opportunity to be 
heard or to present any evidence, after adjudication of their 
rights by a departmentof the Government, and this branding of 
them throughout the country as fraudulent pensioners, we con- 
demn as wrong and unjustifiable; andin behalf of the Union sol- 
diers of the country, speaking for them as I think I may, I pro- 
test with all my heart against such an indignity. 

I desire to say right here, before taking my seat, as an act of 
justice to the Commissioner of Pensions, that when interrogated 

y the Committee on Appropriations he disclaimed the belief 
that there were wholesale and gigantic frauds upon the pension 


rolls, and I call attention to exactly what he did say in response 
to the questions propounded by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


1893. 


CANNON]. It will be observed, too, that he was speaking in this 
connection of persons not placed on the roll, but of applications 
for pensions where there was more liability to. be cases of for- 
gery or fraud than in the cases of the names which had been 
already placed on the rolls. 

I quote from the hearings before the committee: 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In your judgment what percentage of claims is 
fraudulent? 

Mr. LOCHREN, I could not give you any percentage. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is it not exceedingly small compared with the 


whole? 
Mr. LocCHREN. It is not large, I trust. 
* = = * * * 2 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And really, dishonesty is the exception? 

Mr. LOCHREN, I think that is true in all human transactions. 

To the credit of the Commissioner of Pensions let it be said, 
that when examined by the Committee on Appropriations in 
reference to this matter, he disclaimed any responsibility for 
the representations which have been made all throughout this 
country that the pension roll was honeycombed with fraud, 
filled with gigantic and wholesale frauds. On the contrary, he 
intimated without question his belief that the proportion of 
frauds upon the pension roll is no larger than in the case of any 
other human transaction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with that fact in view, that so far as the 
pension roll is concerned the proportion of fraudulent names is 
no larger than in the adjudications of any court of claims, or the 
adjudications in Congress itself, I ask you why there should be 
circulated broadcast throughout this land the impression, put 
in exact words, almost, that this pension roll is honeycombed 
with fraud? For I say to you that the investigation thus far 
made, even the investigation of the Commissioner of Pensions, has 
shown that the percentage of frauds is exceedingly small; and 
the attempt to create the impression of the existence of exce 
tional fraud in pension adjudications, when a similar charge is 
not presented b the courts of the land, is unjust and un- 
called for. [Applause on Republican side.] 

Here the mer fell. ] 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PER]. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix.]  - 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM, 


[Mr. BINGHAM addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield nine minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. VAN VOORHIS]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. r. Chairman, I am not 
opposed to that part of this appropriation which is to be used, 
as the Commissioner says, for the purpose of helping out the 

nding cases; that part of it which is to be used by examiners 
b getting evidence, that the . are not strong enough 
or able to procure. That is all right. I am only opposed to us- 
ing this appropriation for the purpose of hunting down pension- 
ers whose pensions have heretofore been gran by the various 
Pension Commissioners who have held that office. 

The great 3 which the Democratic party advances 
against the whole pension business is the argument of economy. 
It has been the por of this country not to have a standing 
army. Instead of having a 3 we rely upon a vol- 
unteer army; and in all the wars in which we have been en- 
gaged, we have aes fy agreed with the volunteer when he 
enlisted that we would pay him a certain sum per month for 
the time he was in the service, take care of him if wounded or 
disabled, and take care of his family if he-was killed. 

That is a part of the contract, in every war, with every volun- 
teer; and as soon as the war is over the volunteer goes back to 
his farm or to his work bench and ceases to be a soldier. Now, 
if we had a standing army, as Germany has, of 500,000 men, it 
would cost this country $400,000,000 to maintain it. We have no 
such standing army. Our few regulars cost us about $20,000,000 
a year, and there are just about enough of these for national 

ice. Adding that to the pensions, our whole mili estab- 
ishment does not cost us more than 8180, 000, 000. That is much 
less than the cost of maintaining an army of defense by any of 
the great powers. 

Has the volunteer the right to have his contract fulfilled on 
our part? He certainly has. 

Every Congress that has heretofore had the subject under 
consideration has voted that he has. I do not suppose that the 
Democratic party to-day would give ard soldier a pension if the 
question was considered de novo. ut pensions haye been 
2 We have a pension roll, and it is not very convenient 

&bolish it. Now, What is a pension? The law establishes it, 
and the law establishes a court before which a claimant shall ap- 
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pear and present his case. That court is presided over by a 
judge. That judge is the Commissioner of Pensions; and when 
e has passed upon a given case, he has decided the law and the 
facts of that case, and that case enters into a judgment, and is 
res adjudicata: and you can not take that man’s right to a pension 
away except under some known mode of attacking a judgment. 

The Government may appeal from the judgment to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, but that is never done. You may attack it 
for fraud; but you must allege your fraud. Fraud is never pre- 
sumed. You must not only allege it, but you must prove it; and 
until you prove it the pensioner holds his pension; and if Grover 
Cleveland or any other man suspends it, then he commits an act 
in violation of law. He commits an arbitrary and despotic act. 

I agree that if you give the man notice that he has obtained a 
fraudulent judgment granting him a pension, and give him an 
opportunity to appear and cross-examine the witnesses against 
him, and have day in court, then, if the judge finds that he 
did get his judgment fradulently, itis all right to set it aside; 
but if you do not take that course, you commit a violation of the 
law, and when this administratien suspended 20,000 pensioners 
because it disagreed with a former Commissioner who 
upon the cases, it acted in violation of law, and its actioncan not 
be sustained. 

What right has one judge to sit in review of another judge of 
co3rdinate jurisdiction? None whatever. What right, for in- 
stance, has Commissioner Lochren to sit in review of Co 
sioner Dudley or Commissioner Raum? Does not the law give 
to each of them the same jurisdiction? Were not Dudley or 
Raum charged with the same duty, to pass upon cases, that 
Lochren has, and when either of them has upon a case, 
can another Commissioner reverse his action because he differs 
with him upon the law or the facts? Not at all. You can not 
appeal sidewise from one judge to another of the same jurisdic- 
tion. If this were not so, one Commissioner of Pensions ht 

nd his entire time and employ the entire force of the Pension 

ureau in 55 the cases decided by his 5 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Suppose this case, which 
has actually occurred. A man obtained a pension under the law 
on the ground that he had served ninety days, and it turned out 
that he had been only thirty days in the service; does the gen- 
tleman think that he ought to continue to receive that pension? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I will answer the gentle- 
man. When they have notified that man that he has got apen- 
sion wrongfully, that he was only thirty days in theservice, and 
have given him a chance to show that they are mistaken, and 
then they have gone forward and proved their case, of course he 
should not longer receive the pension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Kentucky. But pendente lite he must 
have the pension; is that the gentleman’s opinion? 

Mr. V. VOORHIS of New York. Yes, sir. There is no 
power given n law to suspenda pension pendente lite. The fraud 
must be proved before the pension can legally be suspended. 

The Commissioner might mistake the law and hold that thirty 
days’ service entitled him to a pension. It may have been an 
error of fact. Whether it be an error of law or an error of fact, 
it ny: 8 legally established before the pension can legally be 
suspended. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. When the record shows 
that he served only thirty days instead of ninety days, must he 
continue to draw the pension pending further inquiry? 

Mr. PICKLER. The record does not show that, or else he 
would not have got his pension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It does show that. 

555 The records of the War Department would 
show it. 

Mr. PICKLER. No sir; that is an impossibility as the gentle- 
man puts the case. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. The sweeping accusation 
of the President against Union veterans and the widows of Union 
veterans finds no supportin the facts. He said: 

Thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pensioners, 
and recent developments by the Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to 
accomplish pension frauds. 

I represent a district which has in it nineteen towns and a 
city divided into twenty wards—a present population of at least 
200,000. At the latest Congressional election in that district 
41,321 votes were cast, being 15,752 more than were cast at the 
same election in the district of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE], who made his usual vituperative and averse 
speech against the old veteran pensioners on Saturday, and 25,- 
142 more than were cast at the election in the Fifth district of 
Georgia, represented by the leader on this floor of the attack 
on the Union soldiers and their widows who draw pensions. In 
fact the vote in my district lacks but 427 of being equal to the 
combined votes of the districts represented by these two gen- 

emen, - 
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The gentleman from Georgia could name but one caseof fraud 
in his district, while the gentleman from Tennessee, I believe, 
could mention none. These frauds are always afar off. They 
are in New Mexico or Iowa or Norfolk. 

Charges of frauds in pension cases have been made by South- 
ern Democrats continually, ever since the first pension was 
granted toa Unionsoldier. There is nothing serious init. That 
there should now and then bea fraudulent case, out of more than 
a million of claims, is tobe expected. But the frauds in pension 
cases, so far as they have been ascertained, are far less in pro- 
portion than in banking or any department of business. 

It is the interest of every honest pensioner that no one should 
receive a pension unjustly, and when this extraordinary charge 
appearéd in President Cleveland’s message, it immediately at- 
tracted the attention of Commander-in-Chief John B. Adams, of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, and his response came with the 
directness and vigorcharacteristicof the man, He issueda gen- 
eral order calling attention to the President’s statement, and 
urging comrades, posts, and departments to— 
report to the honorable Commissioner of Pensions, Washi: D. C., 


ngton, any 
kno ofa pension not justly entitled to the same 


person wn to be in receipt 
under the law, and to forward a duplicate of d report to these headquar- 
be proven, not implied. 


ters at once. Let the cases of frau 

Commander Adams also improved the opportunity to say in 
his order: 

Ths information that comes to these headquarters daily of comrades to- 

disabled whose pensions have been suspended, and of widows, whose 

ds were killed in battle, be suspended until they can prove that 

their husbands were naturalized citizens of the United States, leads the 

commander-in-chief to believe that the statement is broader than can be 

substantiated by facts. If these wron; 

chief pledges the suppos of the Gran 


Now, to return to Monroe County, N. Y., which comprises the 
Congressional district which I have the honor to represent in 
this House. As I have already said, there are twenty wards 
and nineteen towns in that district, and probably at least half a 
thousand neighborhoods, and several tho veterans. In 
1881, in order to disclose frauds if any existed, the veil of secrec 
was removed from the pension roll, and the name, residence, an 
amount of pension of every pensioner, with the designation of 
hiscompany and regiment and the amount of pension, was gazet- 
ted in the public press. There were just about one thousand 

ioners then in my district, and their names were published 

the four daily papers of Rochester, and in some of the week- 

lies. There were on an average about two pensioners toa neigh- 
borhood. 

Not a single fraudulent case was discovered. And I may add 
that my district is a fair sample in this respect of the whole coun- 

he case is not different now. Judge Lochren, the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, when questioned on the subject by the 
Committee on Appropriations, said: 

I think that there have been instances where considerable frauds are shown 
to have been committed, as in Norfolk, New Mexico, and to a certain extent 
in Iowa. The examination of cases has developed the fact that the claims 
have come through attorneys who are shown to have been engaged in the 
ecmmission of extensive frauds. The principal cases occurred at the places 
Thave mentioned. 

The only frauds which are mentioned are frauds alleged to 
have been committed by pension attorneys. No soldier or sol- 
dier's widow has committed any fraud. No one will justify or 
apo!ogize for frauds of attorneys. The attorneys who are charged 
with fraud are e kel few in number. 

There is one at Norfolk, one in New Mexico, and one in Iowa, 
and no others mentioned. These are all that can be found in 
the forty-four States and four Territories. And we have had 
during the last year 247 men on the hunt for them. Two hun- 
dred and forty-seven special examiners ought to find a good 
many fraudulent pensioners if, as the President declares, " fraud- 
ulent pensioners” exist in thousands of neighborhoods. It does 
not appear that this battallion of 247 special examiners have 
found a single ‘‘ fraudulent pensioner ” in any neighborhood. 
It does appear that there are 2,753 cases in which fraud is al- 

3 


leged or suspected.’ 
It does appear that 15,698 pensions were suspended between 
May 1 and November 1, 1893, and many before that, and that 


8,8) 1 cases remained su ded on November 1, 1893. These sus- 
ions were on suspicion and not on evidence. The fact that 
tween May 1 and November 1, 1893, nearly 10,000 suspended 
cases were resumed, shows that there was no le evidence 
against the pensioners. The amountof money of which pension- 
ers have been deprived by these im suspensions from May 
1, 1893, to December 1, 1893, is $1,1 06. 
in overruling his predecessors, the Commissioner has o j 
without doubt, the directions of his superiors, the Hon. Hoke 
Smith, Secretary of the Interior, and the Hon. Grover Cleveland, 
President of the United States. Judge Lochran was a soldier 


himself and all his sympathies are naturally with the Union vet- 
erans. The raid on the pensioners is ordered by the President. 
The libelous defamation of the pensioners was uttered by himin 
his message. What has been done against the ioners has 
been ordered to be done by the President of the United States, 
He and his party must bear the responsibility. 

I quote the following answers of Commissioner Lochren to 
questions submitted to him by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, in his recent hearing before that committee: 

The CHAIRMAN, There isin theurgency deficiency bill an estimate of $300,- 


000 for a deficiency in the appropriation for expenses of special examiners 


for 1834. Will you please expl to the committee why you ask for this 
sum 


Mr. LOCHREN. We have in the hands of the special examination division 
for examination between 17,000 and 18,000 cases. The t appropriation 
with the force in the field will not last more than t months, or until 
3 Unless there is an increase in the force those cases will have to 
wa: 

The CHAIRMAN. Under your present distribution of examiners and with 
the number of cases undergoing ex: tion the eee would ex- 
pire in January, so that it vouconttnue the examination of present cases and 
such other cases as may arise, which you think it will beproper to examine, 
there would be no money to do that work after January? 

Mr. Locnuzx. Not after some time in the latter part of January. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the character of these 17,000 or 18,000 cases which 
are now undergoing examination? 

Mr. LOCHREN. The character is various. Ina 


testimony has been presen’ is also a class of cases where the tes- 
timony is suspicious, and to get other witnesses whose testimony would be 
necessary or which would show fraud, as the case might be. Generally itis 
3 the purpose of g atthe truth where evidence is not satisfactory to 


in the Bureau. or where it fails to be sufficient. 


TE OSA In what mode is an examination of these cases inaugu- 
Ar. LOCHREN. The board of review sends cases down to the special ex- 
amination division for the purpose of a special examination. They are 
looked over, and if it is deemed proper that mey ought to be sent to the field, 
they are sent Lo the examiner who is statio; at the place nearest to the 
residence of the witness, and he is instructed as to what particular points 
the examination is to cover. In the course of his examination he may find, 
and often does, that he can examine other witnesses. 

It is all right to aid claimants and investigate pending cases 
in this way, and to appropriate a sufficient amount for that pe 
pose. But the appropriation should be limited to that. is 
appropriation is not so limited. This money should not be used 
for the purpose of worrying existing pensioners. It should not 
be used for the purpose of setting bloodhounds upon their track. 
It should not be used in a vain endeavor tosmell out fraud where 
there is no sign of fraud. 

The law gives the soldier a pension if he proves his case. When 
he has proven his case and his pension has been granted, that is 
final. No arbitrary power exists anywhere to take it away from 
him, 8 is part of the law of the country. If the Presi- 
dent stops his pension arbitrarily he breaks the law. The Presi- 
dent should not be a lawbreaker. His authority is not para- 
mount to that of thelaw. The law does not empower the Execu- 
tive to stop a soldier's pension at his will. 

It takes money and a good deal of money to pay the pension- 
ers, but the money hasbeen earned and is any ue. We should 
ea our promises, and we will. This nation hasalways paid 

ts pensioners, and it always will. It pays them gratefully, as 
paying for value received. The enemies of our veterans will not 

ong prevail. They may hold the reins for the time being, but 
the triumphing of the wicked is short,” and Grover Cleveland 
will go out of office on the 4th of March, 1897. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
consent that all gentlemen who have spoken, or who shall speak, 
in this general debate may have leave to extend their remarks 
in the RECORD, so that both sides may have an equal opportunity. 

There was no objection, and it was so e 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of 5 I now yield fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of this committee during the short time I shall talk, 
to the real question presented by this proposed appropriation. 
To do this fairly, it seems to me that I should begin by asking 
the Clerk to read the portion of the bill now under discussion, 
which will be found on 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PENSION OFFICE. 


For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the 
District of Columbia, for | examiners or other persons employed in 


the Bureau of Pensions, d. ere investi- 
exceeding 83 —.— for 8 expenses — 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that I have heard one 
voice raised during this debate against the of this ap- 


propriation. What is this appropriationfor? It is for the pur- 
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of carrying out existing law. The law in its present form 
been enforced since 1882, although it was amended as late as 
the act of March 3, 1891. What is the purpose of making this 
appropriation, and for what are these special examinations au- 
thorized by law? Beginning with the law of 1862, amended in 
1804 and again in 1872, and again in 1882, I call the attention of 
the committee to section 4744 as it appears on page 22 of the 
“ Laws of the United States concerning the payment of the 
army and navy pensions” issued by the last Commissioner of 
Pensions in 1892. It will be seen that the matter of making 
these appropriations has obtained at least since 1882, if it did 
not begin as early as 1862. What is the existing law upon this 
subject? I now ask the Clerk to read section 4744 as amended 
by the act of July 30, 1883. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4744. The Commissioner of Pensions is authorized to detail, from time 
to time, clerks or persons employed in his office to mike spec: 
tions into the merits of such pension or bounty land claims, whether pend- 
ing or adjudicated, as he may deem proper, and to aid in the prosecution of 
any party appearing on such examinations to be guilty of fraud, either in 
the presentation or in procuring the allowance of such claims; and any per- 
son so detailed shall have power to administer oathsand take affidavits and 
depositions in the course of such examinations, and to orally examine wit- 
nesses, and may employ a stenographer when deemed the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, in important cases, such stenographer to be paid by 
such clerk or person and the amount to be allowed in his accounts. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, by this it is plainly to be seen 
that there is no purpose in this appropriation at all to authorize 
the sending abroad of spies or detectives; and I am sure Lam 
not going outside the truth when I say that such a thought has 
never entered the mind of the Commissioner of Pensions in ask- 
ing for thisappropriation. While I shall vote for the appropri- 
ation, I would be glad if it were so limited as to make it certain 
that no part of the fund shall be used for any such purpose. But 
at any rate, it seems clear from the language of this law thatno 
clerk or other officer could be detailed from the Pension Bureau 
for any such purpose as that. 


I desire also to call attention to section 4744 as it appears on 
page 22 of the volume already referred to, and to section 3, on 
page 59 of the same volume: 

Src, 4744. The Commissioner of Pensions is authorized to detail, from time 
to time, clerks in his office to investigate suspected attempts at fraud on the 
Government, through and by virtue of the provisious of the pension law, and 
to aid in prosecuting any person so offending, with such additional compen- 
sation as is customary in cases of special service: any person so detailed 
shall have the power to administer oaths and take affidavits in the course of 
any such investigation. 

RO. 3. That in addition to the authority conferred by section 184, Title IV, 
of the Revised Statutes, any judge or clerk of any court of the United States 
in any State, district, or Territory shall have power, u the application 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, to issue a subpoena for a witness, being 
within the jurisdiction of such court, to appear, at a time and place in the 
rep yee stated, before any officer anthorized to take depositions to be used 
in the courts of the United States, or before any officer, clark, or person from 
the Pension Bureau designated or detailed to investigate or examine into 
the merits of any pension claim and authorized by law to administer oaths 
and take affidavits in such car ante ire or examination, there to give full 
and true answers to such written interrogatories and cross-interrogatories 
as may be propounded, or to be orally examined and cross-examined upon the 
subject of such claim; and witnesses subpoenaed pursuant to this and the 
preceding section shall be allowed the same compensation as is allowed wit- 
nesses in the courts of the United States, and paid in the same manner.” 

I desire to call attention to the fact that section 3 of the act of 
March 3, 1891, was reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, of which the honorable gentleman from Illinois Mir. AN- 
NON] was then chairman, and the appropriation now under con- 
sideration proceeds in the same direction. It seems to me, 
therefore, that there need be no hesitation on the part of the 
most. ardent friend of the soldier in voting for this appropria- 
tion, and voting for it with the confident belief, with the abso- 
lute certainty, that not one penny of the money which we appro- 
priate by this bill will be used for the purpose of sending unau- 
thorized spies and detectives into the field, but that it all will 
be employed for the purpose of furthering the liberal pension 
laws of the United States and aiding worthy applicants in the 
adjudication of their claims. 

Mr. Chairman, in the short time allotted to me it would be en- 
tirely out of the question for me to enter into a general discus- 
sion of many matters which have been talked about during this 
debate. These things of which I have endeavored to speak hur- 
riedly and brokenly are those, it seems to me, which are imme- 
diately pertinent to the question presented to us when we are 
asked to vote for or against this appropriation. : 

As to various questions which have been alluded to—the sus- 

nsion of pensions, order 164, order 240, repealing or suspend- 

the previous order, the Weike caseand the Bennett decisions, 
and the proper construction of the law of June 27, 1890—I hope 
in the future to have ample 1 in this body to discuss 
each one of these questions fairly, freely, fearlessly. 

While I can not undertake to now discuss those questions, yet 
by reason of the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] has in his remarks specially called my attention to certain 
things, and becanse of allusions which have been made by my 
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colleague on the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], I wish to make a single remark in order 
to avoid the possibility either here and now, or in the future 
and elsewhere, of being misunderstood in regard to this matter. 
On the first day of the present session of this House I had the 
honor to introduce the first bills upon any subject introduced 
into this body, being House bills 4406 and 4407, as expressing my 
sentiments upon certain phases of this question. 

Lask the Clerk to read section 1 of House bill 4406. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Be it enacted, ete., That any pension heretofore or that may hereafter be 
granted to any applicant therefor under any law of the United States author- 
izing the remap en ayment of pensions, on application made and adju- 
dicated upon, shall be deemed and held by all officers of the United States to 
be a vested right in the grantee to that extent that payment thereof shall 
not be withheld orsuspended until, after due notice to the grantee of not less 
than thirty days, the Commissioner of Pensions, after hearing all the evi- 
dence, shall decide to annul, vacate; modify, or set aside the decision upon 
which such pension was ted. Such notice to grantee must contain a 
full and true statement of any charges or allegations upon which such de- 
cision 11 3 such pension shall be sought to be in any manner disturbed 
orm ei 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact 
that this very bill is now under consideration by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, of which I have the honor to be chairman, it 
would be manifestly improper for me to go into the discussion of 
that measure at this time, but I hope I may have the opportunity in 
this House to discuss it in the future. The language of that bill, 
as I understood it when I prepared it and as I understand it to- 
day, is the expression of my opinion as to the order of things in 
one particular which should govern in the adjudication of pen- 
sion claims. I believe further that persons who undertake to in- 
terfere in the administration of pension claims should be held to 
a strict accountability for the truth of every word they utter. 
With that conviction in my mind I prepared House bill No. 4407, 
of which I will ask the Clerk to read the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for sort apap willfully com- 
municate or cause to be communicated, either verbally or otherwise, to any 
officer or other employé of the United States any J any duty or act to per- 
— in 5 3 the administration of s aw of the United States 
authorizing the granting, increase, or payment of pensions to any persons, 
any false statement with intent to thereby defeat or suspend the 1 
<< x any pension to any pensioner or applicant fora pension 

any such law. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any person to communicate or cause 
to be communica’ in any manner, to any person who has been ted a 
pension under any law of the United States, a false statement that such 

m has been withdrawn . thereof suspended by the action or 


tates authorizing the ting, increase, or payment of pensions. 
SEC. 3. That it shall 55 unlawful for any person to communicate, or to 
all then have pending, under 


granting of pensions, has been either granted or denied by ev 4 


the adjudication of any such a tion. 

Sec. 5. Thatany person who s willfully commit any act declared unlaw- 
ful by either of the preceding sections of this act shall guilty of acrimi- 
nal offense against the United States, and be subject to prosecution therefor 
in the courts of the United States, and. upon conviction therefor, shall be 
fined in any sum not less than $100 nor more than $1,900, to be. collectible as 
are fines in other crimes against the United States. 

Szo. 6, That any person who shall commit any act declared unlawful by 
either of the first four sections of this act shall be guilty of fraud, and no 
person shall be entitled to pronk thereby in any manner; and the person 
par of such fraud shall be liable, asin tort, in damages to any person in- 

by such fraud. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, these twosectionsof 
these separate bills express my opinion that the pensioner is en- 
titled to notice before his pension is suspended, and thatthe man 
who induces a suspension by making a false statement ought to 
be punished, even if his statement is not made under oath. 

here isanother matter to which I wish to allude, although I 
can not enter into a discussion of it at this time. I refer to the 
alleged frauds in the pension rolls. I wish to call the attention 
of the committee to expressions made by Commissioner Lochren 
when he was before the Committee on Appropriations: 

Mr. LOCHREN. A great of forged testim have been shown 
great many cases rge omy 


by special 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is that rare, or the exception? 
Mr. LOCHBEN. I trust it is the exception. There were many in Norfolk, 
of some of the at- 


agents, may be honey- 


Mr. LOCHREN. I conld not give you e ak 
W small compared with the 
Whole 
- Mr. . It is not large, 


$ I trust. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We all trust it is not large. 
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Mr. LOCHREN. I think where it does occur it is more often the result of the 
dishonesty of claim agents than from any other cause. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, In connection with this Bureau, considering that 
the amount ot money involved is 8150, 000, 000 to $160,000,000 a year, is it not true, 
in your judgment, chat honesty averages quite as well in that Bureau as it 
does in the o adjudications throughout the country, or the world? 

Mr. LOCHREN., I think the old soldier is as honest as other men—quite as 
8 of Illinois. And really, dishonesty is the exception? 

Mr. LOCHREN. I think that is true in all human transactions. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I desire to record here and now 
this declaration, coming from my experience in matters of this 
kind—neveras a claim agent, but as a member of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensionsof the House during three Congresses—that 
no actionof this House can make the pension rolla roll of honor, 
for it is one to-day. [Applause.] Mr. Chairman, did the treason 
of Benedict Arnold reflect upon that great body of patriots who 
made American independence possible? It did not; it simpl 
branded upon his own brow his own crime; but it detracte 
nothing from the gallant men who went through that war upon 
the side of the colonists. Is it possible that any man will urge 
that the cowardice of Hull reflected upon Andrew Jackson and 
Gen. Scott and the armies which a second time marched to vic- 
tory in the second war for American independence—the war of 
1812? No; it did not. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not stand here as the apologist of fraud; 
but I dosay that the fact that some men like Newby, who is now 
being punished for his crime, have been able to get upon the 
pension roll is not a disgrace to the laws under which he sought 
a pension, and isno disgrace to the brave men who are drawing 
pensions under our laws to-day. [Loud applause.] 

oe the hammer fell.) 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] is fan poe 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Kentucky. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] will occupy a portion of his time now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. ield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, it is werent luxury to us to 
listen to a speech like that which has just been uttered by my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. We have been accustomed 
heretofore to see the Democratic management of this House in its 
attacks on the pension system put forward to deride the old sol- 
diers of the Union army, men who were disqualified for so mean 
a task by personal bravery and gallant service in the war for 
the preservation of the Union, and who, in the service of their 
party, had learned to despise their comrades’ service of their 
country. 

I have sometimes thought that the line which marks the dis- 
tinction of opinion on the pension question is not a line drawn 
altogether by the civil war, because the best speech heard in 
this House in behalf of the disability pension act of 1890 was de- 
livered by our friend Mr. Coleman of Louisiana, who had been 
himself a Confederate private, and the ech against the old 
soldiers which seemed to me to reflect the least credit on the de- 
bate was delivered by a gentleman whose record was such as to 
warrant him in saying that he not only fought for his country, 
but had suffered in a rebel prison as well. We will be excused, 
therefore, if we believe that the line of difference is, in a de- 
gree at least, the line of politics; and it is, if I may be permitted 
to so express it, the poison of Democracy rather than the ex- 

riences of the rebellion that perverts men’s ideas and opin- 
ions on the pension question, and enables that party to look 
without decent consideration upon the claims of the surviving 
soldiers of the national army. 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to enter upon any crimina- 
tion of the President, who has originated the odious policy which 
prevails to-day in the Pension Bureau, or of the Secretary of 
Interior, who is nominally responsible for it, or upon the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, who has, with more necessary good- 
cheer, presided in its execution. I give to the Commissioner of 
Pensions the benefit of all of the eulogy which was read here 
this morning by his friend from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN], and 
while it was disfigured by an unnecessary libel upon Gen. Raum, 
the late Commissioner of Pensions, I do not seek to disparage 
the gallantry of the gentleman who occupies the position of 
Commissioner of Pensions under the present Administration. 

If the gentleman from Minnesota been in the last Con- 
gress, however, he might have known some of the troubles 
of hisfriend from Indiana[Mr. eee his friend from Tenn- 
nessee [Mr. ENLORIand ht display less disposition to slander 
the late Commissioner of Pensions. For these two very active 
gentlemen spent the entire term of that Congress in collecting 
alleged testimony againt Gen. Raum, and yet their own Dem- 
ocratic associates in the House despised it with such contempt 
that they did not even notice the matter during that entire Con- 
gress. apples on the Republican side. 

I rose, however, to call attention y to afew instances 


in my own neighborhood growing out of the prevailing pension 
po of the present Administration. For after all, this pension 
usiness is to be judged, not by what issaid here or there, but b 

the facts which are within the reach of tha public, and these will 
in the end control public opion on the question. We take the 

ition that the methods by which the présent pension roll has 

n made have afforded groate assuranceof the justice of these 
claims than can possibly be secured in the secret proceedings 
by which thousands of the pensioners have been dropped from 
the pension roll without even such a hearing as TAE gives 
to the most worthless criminal. We claim, that in the suspen- 
sion of these pension claims, whatever be its motive, the facts 
exhibita negligence that has already made the Administration 
offensive throughout the United States wherever the spirit of 
national gratitude has not been smothered by avarice or sup- 
planted by sectional passions. 

For example, in the community in which I live, in the State of 
Towa, resides an old shoemaker who has been crippled, disabled, 
and left helpless for many years. He was drawing a pension, 
but was dropped from the rolls and was notified that he had 
sixty days in which to make good the claim which by patient 
waiting been allowed him in the orderly adjudication of the 
Department, and to-day this old man enjoys the sympathy of 
every citizen in his neighborhood, without re to politics, 
because they all know the injustice that had been done to him, 
If, however, it is said that you can not prove a general charge 
of injustice against the Department by citing a single case of 
that character, let me give another one. In the neighborin 
county to the one in which I reside, an old soldier was dro 
from the rolls a few weeks ago, and the effect upon his shattered 
stre was such that he became violently insane and was re- 
moved immediately to the insane asylum, Here is a man who 
was pensioned for mental disability, whose pension was sus- 
pended wrongfully, and he is now a public charge in the insane 

lum of the State. 

utif it be said that that is not enough to show the gross 
negligence of the Department in the selection of these cases, I 
would direct your attention to a case occurring in Jasper County, 
Iowa, where a widow, hardly yet returned from the grave of 
the soldier, was comforted by this delicate expression of the 
national sympathy—a printed circular oe the cheap and 
false pretense that the soldier’s ‘‘ disability no longer existed in 
a pensionable degree.” That was true, for the man, dying of the 
disease for which he was pensioned, had gone out of the reach 
of either gratitude or malice. I will make a still more perfect 
illustration of the criminal negligence that seems to guide these 
stupid efforts to unearth fraud. 

In the city of Winterset, one of the thriving cities of Iowa, the 
interested inquirer can verify the case of an old soldier whose 
widow, seven months after his death, received notice that the 
medical evidence on file in the office of the Commissionershowed 
roe the soldier’s disabilities no longer existed in a pensionable 

egree. 

Now, I would like to inquire of any intelligent man, without 
regard to his politics, how the Pension Office, if it is acting 
fairly and carefully and truthfully, can send a notice like that 
to a man’s afflicted family, without even taking the pains to know 
that death had taken him from the pension roll seven months 
before the notice was issued. 

We have a good many patriotic Democrats out in Iowa like 
my friend, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], who un- 
derstand both the rights of the citizen and the rights of the sol- 
dier; and through cases like these our le, practically with- 
out distinction of party, have come to believe that this reform 
is an effort on the part of the President of the United States, 
covering his action by the gallant record of the Commissioner, 
to make the pension system odious in the United States and to 
bring injury and injustice upon the surviving veteran of theold 
Union Army; and I have taken the floor here to-day to protest 
in the name of the old veterans of Iowa, without respect to their 
politics, against an administrative policy which may fitly be de- 
scribed in the language of the New York Sun, applied to an- 
other subject as a policy of national infamy.” P pplause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES]. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I had no intention of takin 
any part in the discussion over this appropriation bill, and 
would not have done so if I had not seen a tendency in the de- 
bate to make the subject of pensions and the pension list and the 
pension administration somewhat of a partisan question. 

Lam not personally familiar with the course of the 
discussions in this House 8 85 this subject, but I have been un- 
der the impression—and it has been a source of infinite pride 
and satisfaction to me—that the legislation in Congress upen 
the subject of pensions has not been marked by partisan or sec- 


revious 


1893. 


tional divisions. I have been glad to see on the part of men 
who were my adversaries in the great conflict a generous and 
chivalrous d spoar oa to accord pensions to every worthy Union 
soldier, and I hope that disposition will continue as long as any 
of us on either side survive. 

I am unwilling toadmit, Mr. Chairman, that any party in this 
country has aright to claim exclusive credit for a desire to do 
justice to the Union soldier. Certainlyso long as I have a voice 
to raise here, or anywhere, my honorable political adversaries on 
the other side shall not have that privilege. Itakeitforgranted, 
Mr. Chairman, that every member of this House on either side 
desires to eliminate from the pension rolls every name that is not 
honorably there. I assume that the officers of the Government, 
charged with the execution of the pension laws, are desirous of 
performing their duty in order that no name shall be placed on 
the pension list by them which should not go there. I hope, sir, 
to see this question, if possible, kept out of politics, and kept 
aloof from all sectionalism. The only way to do that is to keep 
the pensicn roll, as it was designed to be, a roll of honor. 

Now, as to the general charge that the pension list is honey- 
combed with fraud, with gigantic and Wholesale frauds per- 
meating it, Ido not believe that statement to be true. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side.] My intercourse with soldiers 
who receive pensions, many thousands of them in my State, au- 
thorizes me to repel that charge as unfounded and unjust to them. 
[Renewed oppone] 

Here in debate we have had cited to us a number of prose- 
cutions instituted and conducted during the fiscal year, a few 
over 100, and the number of convictions 73, out of a pension 
roll to-day of 966,000. Compare that record with the records 
of the courts of this land, bringing to their aid counsel learned 
in the law, and the utmost discrimination in the sifting of tes- 
timony, the utmost care in the pure administration of justice; 
and in the records of those courts we will find thousands of 
cases, compared with these hundred cases, where imputations 
of fraud have been cast wholesale over the administration of 

ustice. Near me sits an honorable member of this House [Mr. 

ACK of Illinois] who presided over the Pension Bureau for 
over four years. I would like to ask him how many of the 
cases he adjudicated, in which he allowed pensions, were in 
his judgment impeached by fraud? I do not believe that in 
his edministration he ever allowed one pension case to pass his 
hands without being thoroughly satisfied that it was honestly 
deserved. i 

Now, sir, in this incidental debate on an . bill, I 
do not care to go extensively into the subject; but at the proper 
time I shall have much to say upon it. 3 I content myself 
with repelling this imputation, thus generally cast upon the 
good faith and integrity of my comrades in arms. [Applause.] 
Ido not believe it is true, and I say this, in conclusion, that no 
party will long rule in this country, and no ruler will possess or 

eserve the confidence of the American ple, who casts un- 
merited stain upon the pension rolls of this nation. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side 1 . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes of his 
time remaining. # 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ithoughtthe gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. DOLLIVER] did not use all his time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutesof his time 
remaining. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, we have long been accus- 
tomed to such assaults upon the pension roll as has recently been 
indulged in by the President of the United States. For a long 
time it has been the habit of many gentlemen, members of this 
House, and in other places, to indulge in assaults upon the pen- 
sion roll. We have become accustomed to it. 

I assure the members of this House that there is no one more 
willing than myself that the pension roll should be purged of 
everything that brings upon it dishonor, and no member of the 
House upon this side would object to the erasure of every un- 
worthy name upon the roll. 

But the opposition that there is to the proposition before the 
House is the settled belief that it is not for the pnrpose of simply 
taking from the rolls the names of those that ought not to be 
there, if there be such, but it is for the purpose of harassing, dis- 
turbing, and terrorizing those whose names are or ought to be 
there. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars was borne b 
the last appropriation bill for the pur of this class of exami- 
nations, the sum supposed to be ample for the purpose for the 
entire fiscal year; yet we are now told that that is already or 
will speedily be exhausted. What has become of it? 

It was deemed amply sufficient for the legitimate Harpoon of 
investigating in the field, for the purpose of theinvestigations 
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in re to these claims that have been pending and are now 
nding. The exhaustion of the appropriation shows that it 
been used for the illegitimate purpose of trying to spy out, 
trying to find in an improper and ignoble way something that 
will justify these charges that have been go lavishly made. 

Now, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN] comes 
in with a new assault upon the pension roll. No one has here- 
tofore been ready to decry the services or to belittle the suffer- 
ings and fortitude of those who aided in putting down the most 
gigantic rebellion that was ever known. 

Ah, gentlemen, was not that a herculean task! The records 
of time show no such achievements as were accomplished by the 
Federalarmy. Thinkof it! Eleven millions of brave, chivalric, 
warlike people absolutely evercome in the short space of four 
years. Think of the difficulties that nature threw in the way. 
The broad rivers, the ranges of mountains, the narrow cafions 
that had to be passed, scaled, and crossed by the invading forces, 
every one of them defended by brave, chivalric men. In other 
countries—in the late war between France and Germany—there 
were broad highways of travel, there were bridges, there were 
cantonments for their troops, they had to carry no commissary 
supplies; they lived upon the country. A dense population gave 
camps and shelter to the invading troops. 

Not so with us. And yet the gentleman from Minnesota tells 
us that this was a mere par spell, a protracted, prolonged pic- 
nic, a mere hilarious and joyous occasion, Why, does not that 
gentleman know that 67,000 brave men, his comrades, perished 
on the field of battle; 43,000 died of wounds received in battle; 
29,000 perished in the prison pens of the South; 25,000, it is es- 
timated, died from casualties, and 235,000 died of disease con- 
tracted in the service while theirnames were still upon the mus- 
ter rolls. Four hundred and ten thousand men of that grand 
army perished while their names were still upon the muster roll. 

Think of it! If you could resummon their shades, if you could 
place them in their old piacan, constituting a grand army corps, 
armed and equipped with a necessary train as it should sup- 
plied with, and started upon a march for the city of Boston, the 
rear guard would not have left the city of Washington when the 
advance guard would have reached its destination. This great 
destruction of life is more than 25 per cent of the actual partici- 
pants in battle, and yet the gentleman from Minnesota tells us 
that this was a protracted, prolonged picnic, that their service 
was scarcely such service as entitled them to recognition now 
from a grateful country! 

Ah, and gent!emen of his ilk inveigh against the magnitude of 
the pension roll. One hundred and sixty-five million, they tell 
us, und sometimes over, expended, and, sometimes under their 
breath they tell us, squandered for the payment of pensions. 

Why, gentlemen, the pension roll isa necessary part of our 
system of military defense. Our fathers started upon the theory 
of asmall standing army and a large volunteer force for pur- 
poses of emergency. You must be just and true to the old vol- 
unteer soldier if you expect the volunteer portion of our system 
to continue to be effective. Contrast our system as a whole in 
ths matter of cost with others. Five hundred and fifty thousand 
men compose the standing army of Germany. Itcosts $117,000,- 
000 annually, Five hundred and fifty thousand of the flower of 
their youth are withdrawn from the productive energies of that 
nation, Suppose their average earning capacity to be $200 a 
year—ours is shown to be $409 a year, but suppose that they earn 
on an average less than half as much as we do—there you have 
$110,000,000 more to be added to the cost of the military system of 
Germany; making a total of two hundred and twenty-seven mil- 
lions as compared with our one hundred and eighty millions. 
Look at France, where 490,000 men constitute her standing army, 
costing $150,000,000. Add the other $100,000,000 lost to the state 
because of the withdrawal of that number of men from the wealth- 
producers of the land, and you have $250,000,000 that the military 
system of France costs as compared with our $180,000,000. 

Even in point of economy, measured by dollars and cents, and 
taking the flood time of cost in our own system, it is still infi- 
nitely better, infinitely cheaper than theirs, and the pension roll 
and honesty in the observance of the obligations of the pension 
roll are absolutely essential to our system. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he CHAIRMAN. The time controlled by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]has beenconsumed. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has thirty-four minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I take it 
for granted that the gentlemen on the other side who have par- 
ticipated in this debate do not intend to vote against the provi- 
sion in this bill which has been the excuse and not the cause of 
this discussion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. BING- 
HAM], my courteous colleague on the committee, said substan- 
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tially that the main object of this provision is to aid the some- 

what careless and ignorant applicant for a pension certificate who 

- has not made out claim properly and for whom the Govern- 
ment makes this provision in order that his claim, if an honest 
claim carelessly made out, may be put into proper shape and al- 
lowed. I take it for granted that that gallant soldier will not. 
for a political purpose, refuse to grant to his somewhat careless 
and ignorant comrades this generous mode of having pension cer- 
tificates issued for their benefit. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] practically admitted that they 
did not intend to antagonize this provision. We are, therefore, 
really in the attitude of having a political discussion for the 

rpose of exciting political prejudice, and having theold soldier 
. forward again, not for his benefit, but for the benefit of 
those for whom he may be hereafter expected to vote. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] I shall not enter into 
that domain of discussion, nor have I any defense of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, the Secretary of the Interior, or the 
President of the United States. 

Defense intimates that there is cause for censure. Defense 
is hypothecated upon the implied admission that somebody has 
done wrong. If any wrong has been committed in the admin- 
istration of any one of these great offices—for the office of Com- 
missioner of Pensions is great, not in its pay, but in its relation 
to these vast e ditures, and to the worthy and honorable ob- 
jects for which it was created—if any wrong has been donein 
the administration of these great offices, [ want the strictest and 
most rigorous investigation, and whatever searchlight science 
may invent that can give us full knowledge of the archives and 
the practices in that great Bureau will receive from me most 
ready assistance. That Bureau has been held to be sacred ground 
upon which no ordinary man shall tread, a Holy of Holies, into 
which no ordinary man shall enter. 

The mission of the Democratic party, if it have any in this re- 
spect, is to tear away the veil, open it to the light of honest in- 
vestigation, put the taxpayer by the side of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, honestly enroll every gallant soldier who deserves 
it, and drive out of that Pension Office every fraudulent man 
whose name has gottenupon those rolls. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] And that is the whole of it. Whoeverunder these 
statutes has the right to be put upon that pension roll give to 
him an inexpensive and expeditious mode by which he can ob- 
tain his certificate. 

Whatever there is in the statute that makes it expensive or 
makes it slow for the honest pensioner to obtain his pension, I 
will unite with my friends oneither side to repeal. If there has 

own up, by decisions or otherwise, anything which ought to 

removed in order to give to those pensioners, rapidly passing 
away by the lapse of time, the certificates to which they are en- 
titled, let us remove it. But, gentlemen, do not put yourselves 
in the attitude of using thisgenerous and universal sentiment in 
favor of the honest pensioner for the defense of the fraudulent 
claim agent or the fraudulent applicant. 

The resentative from Iowa talked of an object lesson. He 
said that there were in the country wounded Federal soldiers 
and wounded Confederate soldiers, and that the youth of the 
conntry saw in these object lessons that pecuniary reward fol- 
lowed those who had adhered to the flag, whilst only the diseases 
and injuries of war, succeeded by a heroic struggle in the bat- 
tle of life followed treason. Do not add to that object lesson a 
picture for the youth of the country where they shall see the 
claim agent a convict in the eee a fraudulent appli- 
cant receiving the money, and distinguished Representatives re- 
fusing to help to put other fraudulent men in the penitentiary 
and defending the fraud. [Ap lause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, what are the facts? is is no new provision. We gave 
$580,000 in 1885 and $580,000 in 1886; and Ishall put in my re- 
marks a list of these appropriations up to two years ago. We 
have now given $200,000; and as itis not enough, we give $200,- 
000 more, which was less than was given atany time during the 
period from 1884 up to the last two years. 

Then the act of 1890 had gone into effect. The whole force of 
the Pension Office so far as could well be done was turned upon 
those applications. The need for examinations in the field was 
not supposed to be so great: and so that appropriation was cut 
down to $209,000. The cases which could readily be decided 
under that act have now beenadjudicated. Frauds have arisen, 
and a priori they must necessarily arise under the construction 
that was given to that act by the Commissioner of Pensions and 

_the Assistant Secretary of the Interior. I hold in my hand a 
of the act of 1890. 
. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman from 


Kentucky allow me a question? 
Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman 
will excuse me. I have only thirty minutes in w. to cover 


this whole case. 


Mr. VAN VOOREIS of New York. I yielded to the gentle- 
man; and I would like to ask hima single question. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Very well. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you claim that a pen- 
sion is obtained by fraud, if the Co mer in granting it 
makes an error of law? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I can not better illus- 
trate what I claim than by referring to an application for a pen- 
sion which was based upon aservice of over ninety days. Through 
an error of the War Department the records seemed to show that 
this man had served ninety-five days, when he had in fact served 
only thirty days. He obtained his pension therefore absolutely 
in violation of law. He knew that he had served only thirty 
days, even if nobody else had known it. He was a fraudulent 
pensioner. What right had he to ask anythin, except that his 
name should be stricken from the rolls? That is a concrete case 
and that is my answer to the gentleman from New York. I will 
insert in the RECORD a letter showing the facts in that case. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I thought you were com- 
e of erroneous rulings by one Commissioner which had 

n tice by another Commissioner. 

Mr. B RIDGEof Kentucky. I say thatunder the rul- 
ing of the Commissioner there necessarily resulted a certain 
carelessness in that Department; for there can not be on the part 
of the head of a Department a construction evidently erroneous 
(I use no language stronger than that) without those under him 
being animated by his spirit in the construction and administra- 
tion of the law. - 

When the act of 1890 was under consideration we heard from 
eloquent gentlemen on both sides of the House thatamong these 
old soldiers were many with whom the warfare of life had gone 
badly; that some of them were supported by charitable associa- 
tions; some were inalmshouses; that disabilities which had their 
root in the war had developed by operation of time or mischance 
and now could not be proved to have originated during the war. 
So an act was passed by which those worthy old people suffering 
under disabilities, the victims really of the war and the objects of 
local charity, were no longer to be humiliated by accepting local 
charity, but were to be put upon the pension roll, the burden of 
their support being thus distributed over the whole country. 

And in order that this act might include only persons who 
were thus deserving, certain conditions precedent were specified 
in theact: first, the service must have been for not less than ninety 
days; second, the discharge from the service must have been 
honorable; third, this disability must in the first place be of 
such a character that it did not result from the soldier’s own 
vicious habits, and in the second pios, it must incapacitate him 
from earning a living by manual labor. It was not supposed 
that the beneficiaries under this law would be a very large class, 
The second section of the act of June 27, 1890, provides as follows: 


Szo. 2. That all persons who served ninety days or more in the military or 
ee of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and 
who have been honorably discharged therefrom, and who are now, or who 
may hereafter be suffering from a mental or physical disability of a perma- 
nent character, not the result of their own vicious habits, which incapaci- 
tates them for the performance of manual labor in such a degree as to ren- 
der them unable to earn a support, shall, upon making due proof of the fact 
according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
provide, We upon the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, 
and be entitled to receive a pension not exceeding $12 per month and not less 
than 8 per month, 2 oned to the degree of inability to earn a sup- 
port; and such pension shall commence from the date of the filing of the ap- 
plication in the Pension ofice after the passage of this act, upon proof that 
the disability then existed, and shall continue during the existence of the 
same. 


But there was placed upon that law very soon, by Order 164 
construction which substantially changed the whole law by mak- 
ing the disability under it not one which would incapacitate the 
soldier from earning his li by manual labor, but merely such 
as amounted to a pensionable bility under the old law. Now, 
pensionable disabilities under the old law were not determined 
with reference to incapacity for manual labor. No idea of man- 
ual labor was embraced in that old law. A man was pensioned 
for losing one finger or for being a little deaf—$15 a month was 
the rate at that time or, for the loss of one eye, a pension of $17 
a month was granted. 

So under order 164 the applicant for pension did not have to 
prove himself incapable of earning his living by manual labor, 

utsimply that he had incurred a pensionable disability. 


In regard to fixing rates of pensions under act of June 27, 1890. 


That all claimants under the act of June 27, 1890, showing a mental or 
physical disability or disabilities of a permanent character not the result of 
their own vicious habits, and which incapacitate them for the performance 
of manual labor, rendering them unable to earn a sup in such a degree 
as would be rated under former laws at or above $ and less than s12. shall be 
rated the same as like disabilities of service origin; and that all cases show- 
ing a pensionable disability which, if of service o would be rated at or 
above #12 per month, shall be rated at 812 eee 
G N B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
Approved: 3 


OYRUS BUSSEY, Assistant Secretary, 


1893, 
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Accordingly in the Bennett case and in a great many other 
cases pensions were allowed to men Who were entirely capable 
of earning their own living—whose disabilities did not affect 
their capacity in that respect in the least degree. 

In the administration of that law no effort was made to ascer- 
tain, nor was the applicant required to prove, that the disability, 
whatever it was, had not been occasioned by his own vicious 
habits. Practically the only question considered was whether 
the man had been in the service for ninety days and whether he 
had incurred a pensionable disability. Altogether there were 
issued under this law alone over 400,000 certificates. 

Under such an open violation of law in that department (for 
no clerk, whether he had passed a civil-service examination or 
whether he had been sanctified by the civil service act by reason 
of having been in the department before its , could fail 
to have sense enough to know that such was not the law) pen- 
sions were issued with great rapidity and with the utmost care- 
lessness. It could not but occur to me in examining this matter 
that it would be found there was not a single provision of the 
act which had not been carelessly administered or misconstrued. 

So I said to the Commissioner, Will you do me the favor to 
look into your archives and find me (I do not care to have you 
go into the matter very largely) cases of persons who have re- 
ceived pensions in spite of a dishonorable discharge, or cases of 
persons who have received pensions without serving the full time 
specified by the law.” And in less than twenty-four hours the 

mmissioner sent me the particulars of a case where a man had 
been dishonorably discharged, yet received his pension, and the 
case of a man who had served only thirty days and received his 
pension. I append the letters of the Commissioner as to those 
cases. Š 

There are cases arising in connection with two Delaware regi- 
ments where men received pensions because upon the face of the 
papers the regiments claimed to have been organized at a certain 
time and discharged at a certain time, when in point of fact the 
regiments were not called out until long after the day of organi- 
zation, so that none of their members served ninety days. 

Now this provision requiring service for a period of ninety 
days, this requirement of the honorable discharge, this inca- 

city to earn a living by manual labor were a part of the con- 

itions precedent which this Congress put upon the applicant 
before he could require others of our citizens equally merito- 
rious, equally deserving of our consideration, to put their hands 
in their pockets to pay the pensioner anything. 

One would judge from what we hear in this debate that the 
General Government has some inexhaustible fund from which 
may be drawn at any time any amount that may be needed for 
this purpose. Not one dollar does this great imperial corpora- 
tion, known as the United States of America, own, save in the 
coined sweat of her citizens,earned by their own laborand taken 
by the tixgatherer to pay it obligations. Every dollar that is 
given to one of these pensionerscomes perhaps from some widow, 
some laborer, some toiler, who hasa right to demand and to 
know that the money taken out of his pocket before it shall go 
to the support of other people and their children shall be prop- 
erly expended, and that the 9 to whom it is given shall 
come within the terms of the law. 

No number of gallant soldiers, no number of dead and wounded 
heroes brought by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
from the battlefields of the war, is or can be an excuse for the 
illegal and dishonest confiscation of the money of the taxpayers 
of this country for the paymentof fraudulent pensions obtained 
by fraudulent means or by the official declarations of careless 
alors at the heads of bureaus. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, $1,520,000,000 have been paid to the pensioners 
of the late war. The burden of payments to be hereafter made 
reaches down toour grandchildren; for the Revolutionary widows 
are still on our rolls. Whosoever in the war bore himself well, 
whosoever under these acts is entitled to be put upon the roll, I 
for one would like to see the act consummated to have him put 
upon that roll as speedily as possible. Letus make outthe rolls 
of those who are entitled to the bounty of the Government as 
rapidly as we can, so that we may know exactly the burden that 
we have to bear on this account. But when gentlemen say it is 
a mere bagatelle, these frauds, they are wholly mistaken. 

I hold in my hand the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. which shows that thirty-seven hundred and odd cases were 
examined by the experts between the Ist day of June and the 30th 
of November, of which number 2,040 were recommended for ad- 
mission, that is, they were honest applicants, with sufficient 
claims, who had their claims made up properly by the examin- 
ers, and they obtained the benefit of the salary paid to the ex- 
aminers who investigated the cases. Seventeen hundred and 
forty claims of the total were recommended for rejection; that 
is s Shr st the taxpayers got the benefit of that number of cases 
su . 


In other words of the thirty-seven hundred and odd claims the 
proportion was 2,040 out of the total of honest claims that were 
made clear by the examinationand recommended for allowance, 
and 1, 700 of them were fradulent onan examination of the claims 
and were re*ected by the examiners. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And four-fifths of theni were Republi- 


cans. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. And my friend says four- 
fifths of them were Republicans. Iam not going into the politi- 
cal question. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] says that the 
frauds now existing are small. I donot know what he means by 
gigantic frauds. In a great city like Philadelphia with her 
mighty population, a glorious city which I love and which has 
grown rich and prosperous, built upon economic laws which drain 
the people who live where I come from, I say to such a city it 
may be that these numbers do not mean something gigantic. 
But I find here fraudulent claims in number nearly as large as 
the population of half of the cities in the district I represent: New 
Mexico 1448, Iowa 599, Indian Territory 534, Tennessee 71, New 
York 96, and with this comment as to New York: 

This investigation is only in its preliminary stage. It will no doubt ex- 
ceed in extent the New Mexico investigation. 

Here are frauds where 1,448 persons haye received the sum of 
$150,000 who were not entitled to anything. Is this a fairly gi- 
gantic fraud, when they are to receive the money through a 
series of approaching and coming years? When four thousand 
fraudulent claims are being presented is it not a gigantic fraud, 
not perhaps to Philadelphia with her great wealth, but to some 
humble home where dollars are very scarce, where the tongue 
and buckle rarely can be made to meet, where every night the 
snow falls the track of the wolves’ feet are found to be at the 
door when they rise in the morning to begin their ceaseless la- 
bors ofanother day. These things are a palling to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and thank Gad e is the President of 
the common people who work fora living. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. Chairman, let us think for a minute. The amount an- 
nually paid is $160,000,000. Last year it was $156,000,000. This 
year it is $165,000,000, and it will be $160,000,000 next year, an 
average of $160,000,000. This is not capital: it is income—so 
much a year. It is as if we owed a debt thut was capitalized and 
we were paying the interest. We can borrow money at 3 per 
cent. What is the debt thus capitalized at 3 per cent? It is a 
debt of 85, 330,000,000 resting upon the shoulders of the American 
people, more by 8500, 000, 000 than the entire taxable value of the 
sixteen Southern States in 1890, more than the taxable value of 
any State of the Union, excepting the State of New York and the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Five thousand millions of dollars is the capitalized debt upon 
which we pay the interest tothis vast army of pensioners. Idonot 
complain of the honest money paid er these statutes, but I 
complain of every effort made by any gentleman to incite passion 
and prejudice that will keep on this roll those who are not en- 
titled togothereon. The gentleman from Illinois Mr. CANNON], 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAczy], the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY], I arraign, with the utmost courtesy, at the bar of public 
opinion to-day, not for their defense of the true soldiers of the 
country, but for the effort which in their names they are mak- 
ing to prevent this Administration from purging that roll of 
fraud. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Can we not lay aside the partisan differences that may divide 
us upon economic questions, and take this up asa question of 
practical business expediency? Here is the amount that is to be 
paid. Here are the soldiers that are entitled toit, Here are 
the widows that are entitled to it. Here isan army, not numer- 
ous, not vast, but persistent, clamorous; unscrupulous, who carry 
the banner of the Union, who dress themselves in the uniform 
of the soldier, who are championed by pension agents, who march 
with beating drums into this House and say to members, If you 
do not put us on the roll, in the name of the old soldier we will 
send you to private life.” I for one am in favor of driving that 
army of mercenaries out of the Capitol and of saying to them,in 
the name of the true soldier, ou disgrace the flag, you dis- 
honor the uniform, who desire to steal from the part that is set 
aside for your brethren who fought in the field.” [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 


Mr. Chairman, once before when I discussed this question, I 


alluded to the personal circumstances that connected me with 
the late war. I do not desire to repeat what I then said, but I 
can say this afternoon, in the presence of God and this august 
body, that in this work and duty that I have had to perform 
there has been nothing but the utmost kindness for the Fede 
soldier. One of the men, whom I love best in all the world, be- 
side 155 own sons, is a Federal soldier now residing in this city. 
As chairman of this committee, I appeal to the gentleman from 
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Illinois [Mr. CANNON] if I did not furnish him with every oppor- 
tunity to make the investigation as 8 as possible. In 
controlling the time that was allotted to me I gave to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES] and to my 
distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. MARTINI of the 
time, though they might not agree with mein the views I hold. 
Ihave butone purpose. In the late canvass the Democratic 
party made a pledge that, as to the currency, it would take up 
the question and try to solve it so that we should have a flexible 
and yet a stab e currency, in which the legislation would be just 
to the industrial activities of the East, to the mine-owning and 
growing interests of the West, and to the great exporting prod- 
uct of the South: that on the question of the tariff it would turn 
its face in the other direction, and make a tarilf that would take 
burdens off labor, tear down barriers between us and foreign 
peoples, make the sea ours, and giva to our manufacturers the 
markets of the world; thatit would in this question of pensions 
find where the lines that run in the interests of the taxpayer 
and the lines that run in the interests of the pensioner would 
meet, so that generosity to the old soldier would still be justice 
to the taxpayer; and this afternconI feel only desirous of carry- 
ing out that pledge. 
Wherever there is a Federal widow, wherever there is a 
wounded soldier, wherever there is a man or woman entitled to 
a pension, I am ready to legislate for him or her all that is 
necessary to give a cheap and expeditious mode of receiving his 
or her dues. Let us not, in their name, give to honesty its de- 
feat and crown fraud with the rewards of profitable victory. 
[Applause on the Democratic side]. 


APPENDIX. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., December 28, 1893. 


My DEAR Str: In answer to your verbal request for a brief statement as 
to the necessity existing for the additional . asked of $300,000 
for the per diem and expenses of special exa ers of this Bureau, I willsay 
that there is now in the hands of the special examination division DEENA 
of 18,000 cases sentfrom the adjudicating divisions to be examined; that 
there are now in the field about 240 men employed in this work, and thatthe 
appropriation for their per diem and expenses will be exhausted in the latter 

t of the month of January next, if the present force is retained in the 
eld, Unless an additional appropriation anted the work must be dis- 
continued, the force recalled, and probably a large number of the special ex- 
aminers discharged. The sama icating of the cases requiring special ex- 
amination will be thereby indefinitely eee 

The cases sent by the adjudicating divisions for special examination are 
of various kinds: 

1. A large class consists of cases where the claimants are unable, or fail in 
some way, to furnish sufficient evidence to establish their claims, and there 
set ms to be probability that in the hands of experienced special examiners 
the lacking evidence may be found. 

2. Cases where the evidence may on the face of it appear sufficient, but is 
of a character to arouse well-grounded suspicion of fraud. In such cases 
the special examiners interview the witnesses and other persons whom they 
ascertain to have knowledge of the matters testified to, and take their de- 
positions if deemed of importance; but after notice to the claimant and op- 
portunity given to madres pan and to bring forward other witnesses. 

8. Cases where information is received tending to the belief that the claim 
is fraudulent. 

As all the evidence filed in support of a claim for pension is ex parte, the 
only possible way to Bac the Government against the grossest fraud and 
imposition is by sending suspicious cases to special examiners. The fact, 
well known throughout the country, that the evidence in cases is liable to 
be thus tested has doubtless a salutary influence to deter the unscrupulous. 
But still in several cases very extensive frauds have been discovered by 
oponos examiners, usually arising from the dishonest transactions of a 

gle claim attorney. 

At Norfolk, Va., one W. R. Drury, a claim attorney, imposed upon the 
Bureau false and forged declarations and evidence of mythical witnesses, 
pap $ the proceeds with the ne; whom he caused to represent the 
colored soldiers, Through the work of special examiners he is in the peni- 
tentiary, and over 200 of his e e dropped from the rolls. In 167 
of these cases allowed under the act of June 27, 1890, the Government had 
paid 1.074. 43. The future payments on these sume certificates, as esti- 

ed rding to lite- insurance tables, would amount to $343,260.39. The 


p 
begun this letter Iam advised of the conviction of one of them, fol- 
lowed by sentence this day to five years in the penitentiary and a fine of 
#2,000. It is estimated that the Government has paid in pensions in all of 
Drury's fraudulent cases about $150,000, and that the future expectancy of 
the same cases would amount to nearly four times that sum. 

In Socorro, N. Mex., a claim agent adopted the same plan of forgery, 
Jury. and false personation of soldiers. His practices were discover 
5 examiners, and he is in the penitentiary under a seven years’ sen- 
tence, and his cases are now, and for several months have been in the hands 
3 3 corps. His operations were even more extensive than those 

0 y. 

In lowa a claim attorney adopted a different plan, and by corrupting wit- 
nesses, and to some extent certain medical boards, procured pensions to 
which the claimants were not entitled, or at higher rates than they were 
entitled. This also was discovered by special examiners, and much convinc- 
ing evidence of his guilt obtained by them. Seven hundred and upward of 
these cases have been sent to special examiners, and the trial of claim 
guany is 5 to take place at the term of the United States court 
now in session. 


ge 
fraud, and make it usually successful, by removing the only barrier against 
exis 5 % rd the work of this 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner, 
Hon. J. D. SAYERS, e 
House of Representatives, - 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1898. 

DEAR Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of 
the 16th instant, and invite your attention to the case of Frederick Daus, 
pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, by certificate 680869. 

The first War Department report in this case gave ninety-five days’ service, 
The second report from the same Department, which was a correct re; 
gave thirty days’serviceonly. The soldier was pensioned on the first repo: 
at 812 per month, from April 25, 1891, to May 2, 1892. This is one case of a 
large number of the same character. 

It might be well to state in this connection that the first reports of the 
War Deparunent indicated that the Fifth and Sixth Delaware Volunteers 
served from November, 182, to August. 1863. Quite a large number of claims 
were allowed to these persons in Lea te Somer of these reports. On April 8, 
1891, the War Department, however, informed this Bureau, in a general let- 
ter, that none of themen of the Fifth and Sixth Delaware Volunteers served 
ninety days during the war of the rebellion, inasmuch as Gen. Schenk did 
not call them into actual service prior to June. 1863, 


Very respectfully, * 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1893, 

DEAR Sm: In reply to your verbal request, I have to invite your atten- 
tion to the case of Alexander Cabasher, pensioner by certificate No. 511482, 
act of June 27,1890. Pension was granted in this case at $$ per month on the 
8th day of December, 1890. to date from July 5, 1890, on account of injury of 
left leg and result: varicose veins and rheumatism. 

The oly gine record shows this man to have been discharged with forfeit- 
ure of pay, allowances, and without final statements, the enlistment in- 
volving fraud upon the part of the soldier. The soldier received a pension 
notwithstanding the fact that the act of June 27, 1890. forbids the granting 
of a pension except in cases where the soldier had an honorable discharge. 

A second call was made upon the War Department to test the correctness 
of the original record. Ina report dated July 7, 1893, the War Department 
states as follows: 

“Inasmuch as Alexander Cabasher, the soldier referred to herein, was dis- 
charged the service with forfeiture of all bounty pay and allowance due, and 
without final statements, the enlistment involving fraud upon his part, his 
discharge is not viewed as honorable.” 

Upon this report of the War Department the pensioner was dropped from 
the rolls on the 4th day of November, 1893. How an allowance could have 
been made in this case originally surpasses comprehension. The name, in 
fact, was placed upon the pension rolls in actual violation of law. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Chairman Subcommities on Urgent Day Bill. 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1893. 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of the 14th instant, asking for the following information: 

First. The entire number of applications that have been filed for pension 
certificates in this office. growing out of the late war between the States; 
how many have been issued, and how many remain pending? 

Second. What has been the entire amount of payments to pensioners on 
account of the late war; and of expenses of the Pension Office and system, 
excluding payments to oners? 

In response, I have to advise you that up to and including the 14th day of 
December, 1893, there had been filed in this Bureau 1,741.275 original claims 
eorn out of disability and death due to the United States service since 

arch 4, 1861. During the same period there were issued by this Bureau 
1.211.744 original certificates of the classes of pensioners above described. 
There remained pending, at the close of business on the 14th day of Decem- 
ber, 1893. 499,531 original claims growing out of the war of 1861. 

It is not practicable to furnish to you a statement showing the amount 
expended in the payment of pensions to war of 1861 pensioners, as distin- 
guished from other persons who have been receiving pensions at the same 
time. Between July 1, 18€0, and June 30, 1893, there was disbursed for pen- 
sions a total of $1,576,503,544.42, This, however, includes disbursements 
made to survivors and widows of the war with Mexico. survivors and widows 
of the war of 1812, and all pensions granted for disabilities contracted either 
in the military or naval service of the United States prior to March 4, 1861, 
but on account of which pensions have been paid since March 4, 1861. No 
attempt was ever made prior to the fiscal year 1876 to report separately the 
amount disbursed for pensions and expenses of disbursement. Since that 
time, however, the amount expended under each item of ö pees 
as required by the statute, been accounted for separately. or to 1 
the amount expended for pensions, and the expenses incident thereto, were 
reported in one gross sum. 

is the full information which is afforded by the records of this Bureau 
on the subjects of your inquiry. 
Very respectfully, 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 


Chairman Subcommittee on td mend Deficiency Bill, 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Appropriations for per diem of special examiners or other persons employed in 


the Bureau of Pensions, detailed for special examinations. 


Special examiners 2220. 000 

erus detailed 360, 000 
$580, 000 

de Be 
erks de eae 580, 000 

Special examiners.............2--00-0.--ceceeseeeeeeeee eee 190, 000 

HDA 8 $20, 000 
510, 000 

1888, 

a h Pria E Eo A 190, 000 

a o EPEN A E I A EAEN 225, 000 
415, 000 


1893. 


+ 
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Appropriations for per diem of special examiners, etc. OContinued. 


— 1889, 
* — 7 nnr Sos ede cel ataceee $190, 000 
rA SAT r ASAE E E N E S N O 225, 000 
$415, 000 
1890. 
innerer. —q.r!¼ʃ0 190, 000 
ner e...... ee I 225, 000 
S 
Special examiners and clerks detailed............---.--..------------- 215, 000 
1883, 
Special examiners and clerks detailed, including deficiency of $25,000. 225, 000 
1894, 


Special examiners and clerks detailed ——— 200, 000 


Comparative statement showing number of cases pending special investigation 
on July 1, 1884, 1885, 1896, 1887, 1858, 1889, 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893; the average 
number of special examiners employes, the number of reports made, the byl 
cost per report, and the total cost of expe: examination 
vision for each fiscal year. 


nses Of the special 


8342, 646. 58 
29, 356 514, 269. 18 
29, 395 466, 467. 93 
31; 010 427, 404. 20 
82) 747 400, 762. 20 
41,164 412, 374. 32 
22.588 389, 411. 90 
24, 359 347, 599. 80 
14, 461 199, 257. 21 
17,101 222 586.07 


The above data was obtained from the annual reports of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, which failed to show the average cost per case of each com- 
pleted investigation. — 


Number of cases pending „ December 1, 1898, in which Fraud is 


or sua, 

Location. Number, 
— — —— 1,448 
ob a SS beds I EESIN A ANA E OE EESE 599 
Sat E EI A N E E A E r A 539 
EE EE EAE AAN A 71 
Diet EE E E A ANA E a PE A ASIA, 96 
o cb 2,753 


(a) This investigation is only in its preliminary stage. It will, no doubt, 
exceed in extent the New Mexico investigation. 


Statement of work received and disposed of by the special examiner's division 
From March 125 3 1, 1893. 


Number of cases disposed of. 
Sent to | Sent to | Sent to 


Number 
of cases 


Ean received. 


1,253 739 202 2 

1,745 546 107 i 

2.145 444 158 3 

3, 684 459 677 2 

2.182 415 308 0 

1,274 559 1 

1.26 . 557 362 3 

1.588 688 246 4 

1.680 785 208 6 

Tota tires ot adn E A 16,727 | 5,192 2,636 | 22 
2, 686 

5, 162 

Cases on hand March 1, 1898888 W A 


I now call for the reading of the bill by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allotted for general debate is ex- 
hausted. The Clerk will read the biil by sections under the 
five-minute rule. : 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill by sections, 
read as follows: 

Customs service: To defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from 


customs, being additional to the permanent appropriation for this purpose, 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1894, $500,000. z E 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
call attention to this increasing expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer any amendment? 

—— 5 BAKER of New Hampshire. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, it was but a few years ago that the general ap- 
propriation, amounting to $5,500,000 per annum, and the amount 
coming to the Treasury from fines, penalties, and forfeitures, sub- 
stantially covered all the expenses of collecting the customs reve- 
nue. 

But within a few years these several deficiency bills have 
been coming in, and I know that they are increasing annually. 
For instance in the Fiftieth Congress there were in both ses- 
sions only $480,000 required. In the Fifty-first Congress there 
were $685,000 required. In the Fifty-second Congress there 
were $950,000 required to make up this deficiency, and here at 
the very beginning of this session we are asked to appropriate 
$500,000 as a beginning of the amount which will be required to 
defray these additional expenses. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my opinion it is high time that the 
Treasury Department be called upon to exercise greater care in 
these matters, and to diminish these expenditures; and for that 
purpose, that the attention of the committee might be called to 
these increasing expenditures—unnecessary, because the expense 
of collecting revenues from customs is not one which increases 
annually—l have moved to strike out the last word, and made 
these few remarks. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


United States Commission of Fish and Fisheries: For 3 
strengthening floors, and general repairs to the so-called Armory build- 
ing, now occupied jointly by the United States Commission of and 
Fisheries and United States National Museum, including reconstructing ele- 
yator, and for standpipes and Pes, the work to be done under the 
supervision and direction of the Architect of the Capitol, $7,100. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On 4. after line 5. insert: 

“te t the a priation made by the act approved August 5, 1892, entitled 
An act appropriations for sun civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other . tor the 
introduction of water su to the station of the United States Fish Com- 


mission, Lake County, Culo., be, and is hereby, made available for the 


purchase of such properties adjacent to such station, and the water and 

other rights appertaining to the same, as will vest in the United States the 

tical control of the water ican of Rock Creek, and as aiso for any 
‘urther expenditures for the introduction of said water supply.“ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is that amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It is an amendment in- 
troduced at the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment is all right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON (to Mr. CANNON of Illinois). 
a fund already appropriated available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pension Office: For per diem. when absent from home and traveling on 
duty outside the District of Columbia, for special examiners or other per- 
sons — — ed in the Bureau of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of mak- 
ing special investigations pertaining to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses for 
subsistence. not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual and necessary expenses 
for transportation and assistance, $200,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

On page 4, after the word “dollars,” in line 23, insert the following: 

“ Provided, however, That the clerks and other persons who shall be paid 
per diem and expenses under this appropriation shall be employed exclu- 

ively upon the investigation of original pension claims and claims for in- 
Srease of pension.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recog- 
nized, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be recognized 
to ofer his: mendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, having charge of this bill, what amount 
now remains of the 8200, 000 appropriated for special agents for 
the present fiscal year? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The Commissioner said 
the amount would be enough to run his office until the Ist of 
February—the last of January or the !st of February. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He did not state the exact amount of money 
remaining. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It is impossible for him 
to state the exact amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee is aware of the fact: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It was impossible for 
the Commissioner to state the exact amount of money, for the 
men in the field have not all returned their accounts. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The committee is aware of the fact that the 
estimates for special agents to examine into pension claims for 
the present fiscal year and last fiscal year was $215,000 each year. 

Mr. SAX ERS. But the gentleman from Indiana will remem- 
ber that the Commissioner of Pensions would not inform the 
committee.as to what estimates were submitted to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that the committee had no informa- 
tion on the subject at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. He declined to give us the information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; the Commissioner of Pensions re- 
fused to state the estimate he submitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but we all know the estimate submitted to Congress 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for this purpose for the years 
1893 and for the present fiscal year 1894. I have no doubt the 
amount was reduced by the Secretary of the Treasury; and the 


Committee on Appropriations, after careful consideration of the | called 


subject, finall uced the amount for both years from $215,000 
to $200,000. I should have been glad if the committee had been 
accurately informed as to what portion of the $200,000 appropri- 
ated for this year still remains, and also as to the exact manner 
in which this $200,000 additional is proposed to be expended. 

That there should be more or less fraud in such a vast trans- 
action as the pensioning of a million of Union soldiers, their 
widows, and orphan children would be very natural and prob- 
able. But I mast say, mang from ar Siig personal experi- 
ence, that as a rule what are called frauds in granting pensions 
are largely technical frauds; and both Houses of Congress have 
at every session for years passed bills granting pensions to per- 
sons who for mere technical reasons have been Capped from the 

nsion roll. In everysession for many years past Congress has 

vorably considered such bills. 

In all the cases that have come under my own personal obser- 
vation, where there have been charges alleged of fraudulent 
methods in getting pensions, the ground upon which the pension 
was finally revoked was technical and not a real substantial case 
of fraud. There is not a session of Congress, I repeat, in which 
these technical irregularities or considerations are not set aside 
and the pensions granted or regranted if the pension had been 
revoked. 

I do not wish anyone to have a pension unless pon entitled 
to it under the laws. The pension roll should be in every seuse 
a roll of honor. If this 820,000 is intended, as it is alleged, to 
facilitate the adjustment and settlement of pension claims now 
pending and claims for increased pensions, L have no objection 
to the aprropriation. My amendment simply requires that the 
expenditureof the money shall be for those purposes. But I pro- 
test against a general raid in any form on the pension roll. 
Democrats and Republicans are equally responsible for the laws 
under which these pensions have been granted. Both of the 
great parties have administered the Pension Office. 

There is no evidence before Congress to justify the charge of 
widespread fraud inthe granting of pensions. The Pension Of- 
fice has already ample means for the detection of frauds if they 
exist. I assure you gentlemen the country will not tolerate any 
general charge of frauds in the pension roll on mere suspicion, 
nor will the country tolerate any revocation or suspension of a 
pension unless for fraud fully established nor until the pensioner 
shall have had a full and fair hearing. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee rise for the purpose of hearing a message 
from the President: after which I will move to back into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this appropri- 
ation bill. : 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, reported that they had had 
under consideration H. R. 4763, the urgent deficiency bill, and 
liad come to no resolution thereon. 


HAWAII. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President in response to a resolution of the House. 
The message was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with a resolution passed by your honorable body on the 
18th instant, I hereby transmit a report of the Secretary of State, with 
copies of the instru given to Mr. Albert S. Willis, the representative 
of the United States now in the Hawaiian islands, and also the correspond- 
ence since the 4th day of March, 1889. the 


In making 
former minister to Hawaii, numbered 


1 from oe aara pete 3, Mi say date of 1 
because opinion the tion of these would 
incompatible with the public interest, 8 
ExkCrryn MANSION, 
Washington, December 18, 1893. 


The SPEAKER. This message will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and printed. The Chair also lays be- 
fore the House another message from the President. x 

[For message see Senate proceedings. 

At the conclusion of the reading there was applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. This message will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. ` 

Mr. BOUT. Mr. Reais, Lask for the reading of the 
instructions to Minister Willis, for which the House resolutions 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent any part of the papers 
accompanying the message can be read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, the resolution of the 
House called for those instructions. The reading of that mes- 
sage is merely the reading of an argument. 

The SPEAKER. This message has no relation to the reso- 
lution of the House. The response of the President to that res- 
olution has been already read and referred. A 
Nr. BOUTELLE. I understood that the message just read 
was in direct response to the resolution of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mn BOUTELLE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that it 
certainly can not be the design of anybody, and I know very well 
that it is not the design of the Speaker of the House, to take 
advantage of any misconception which may have existed on this 
floor. The understanding certainly was, among the member- 
ship on this side, so ſar as I know, and, I think, generally through- 
out the House, that the message just read was in response to the 
resolution of the House; and if it be true that the President 
has transmitted certain documents with another brief m 
which has been suppea through here and referred with all the 
documents called for, without attracting the attention of the 
House, that certainly should not preclude us from obtaining the 
information which we called for and which has already been read 
in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Lrise toa point 
of order. Debate is not in order. 

Confusion in the Hall. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I am not rising to debate. 
Iam rising to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
Chair will state the question. It requires unanimous consent to 
have these papers, or any part of them, read. 

Mr. BOULELLE. I am es a question of privilege. 
1 SPEAKER. The Chair heard the gentleman from 

aine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the Chair's pardon, but I have not 
concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman will proceed and will 
confine himseif to the question of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will endeavor to do so, Mr. Speaker. I 
rise to a question of privilege, and make the point that when the 
House of Representatives, in its capacity as one of the cohrdinate 
branches of this Government calls upon another branch, under 
its constitutional power and authority, to furnish this House 
certain information, we ought to be permitted to have that infor- 
mation, and that no technical advantage should be taken—a 
technical advantage which certainly can have no permanent 
effect, because this matter will all go-into the papers to-morrow 
morning—that notechnical advantage should be allowed to pre- 
vent us from having the information for which the call has been 
made and which has already become the property of another 
branchof the Legislature by being read at its desk. It was called 
for as a matter of right and 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman 
from Maine is confining himself to the question of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that I am. 
I desire to do so, and I ask the Chair 

[Cries of Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Maine will allow 
the Chair to state what has occurred, the Chair thinks the gen- 
theman will see himself that he is not in order except in asking 
unanimous consent. The House of Representatives adopted a 
resolution calling upon the President to furnish, if not incon- 
sistent with the public interest, certain correspondence. That 
message has been sent to the House this morning; that message 


- | has been submitted to the House with the accompanying docu- 


ments; that message has been read; and that message has been 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE, But, Mr. Speaker, that was not under- 


stood 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It has already been referred. 
The SPEAKER. The message last read is the message which 


the President in his annual e to Co stated that he 
would at a subsequent period communicate, in relation to the 
Hawaiian matter. 25 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Spa 


ker will pardon me for saying 
that I rose immediately after the Clerk finished the reading to 
raise this question and to make this demand, so that the S er 
will not surely state 

The SPEAKER. Debate was not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair panda leg not hold that the 
reading of this second message precludes me from the right 
which I am nowclaiming? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman seems to think it customary 
to read the documents which accompany a message of this kind. 
The letter of instructions to which ee Epa rY refers, and 
which I hold in my hand, which I pe y would be very glad 
to have read with the consent of the House, is not a part of the 
document in such a sense that it must be read to the House. It 
is one of the accompanying documents.” The Chair will call 
the. ayes of the gentleman to this extract from the Digest, 
page 421: . 

ve up m President al 
‘oe Housa 8 8 9 8 1 


the reading, but documents accompanying the messages axe not usuallꝝ read 
by theClerk; and the message (but notthe documents) is entered in full im the 


Journal. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Undoubtedly that is the usage of the House; 
but the fact that a member rises and d 
document of this kind takes it out of the category of “usage.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The reading would not have 
been in order if the gentleman had asked it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, it is very frequently the case that 
when a bill is reported the eee report is not read, or 
the bill itself is not read in extenso upon the first or second read - 

It is the usage of the House to pass a bill through those 
readings without the reading inezienso; but certainly when a 
member demands the of a bill at any such stage it be- 
comes his right to haye it read. And theSpeaker will allow me 
to say—I need not remark that I do not undertake to speak as a 
parliamentary expert—that I can not conceive that the House 
should properly be called upon to act on a motion to print and 
refer documents concerning which it has no knowledge. The 
document in question might be incendiary; it might be obscene; 
it might be in contravention of publicmorals. [Laughter]. 

I will not characterize this particular document, for I am not 
undertaking to discuss the merits of this question: but it does 
seem to me, Mr. Speaker, when Iam called upon, as I have been, 
and am about to be again, to vote upon the question of the print- 
ing of adocument and its reference to a committee of this House, 
I have a right as a member to call for the reading of the docu- 
ment. Whether we should read this vast mass of communica- 
tions—whether the reading would bean advantageous use of the 
time of the House- is a question of expediency. But in the exer- 
cise of what [ believe to be my right, I have called in this case 
for the reading of the res geste—the document of all others 
called for by our resolution; anditdoesseem to me, Mr. Speaker, 
it is my right to call for that reading. Ishall of course submit 
to the ruling of the Speaker upon thissubject with t cheer- 
fulness, because I have every confidence not only in his fairness, 
but in his ability as a parliamentarian. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that whilst he does 
not consider it a matter of right that this communication should 


be read 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I will remind the Chair that it is referred 
to in the document just read. 


The SPEAKER. It is. The letter is quite short, only three 
and a half pages . matter; and if there be no ob- 
jection, the Chair will direct that it be read. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Let us understand what doc- 
ument it is the reading of which is called for. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, it is the letter 
o instructions from the Secretary of State to the present min- 

ter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ifitisto be read let it be done with the 
understanding that it is by consent. 

The SPEAKER. By consent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Because the establishment of a precedent 


of this kind would not do. 
The SPEAKER. The document, if read, will be read by con- 
sent. 


Mr. HITT. Task that the Chair direct also the reading of 
two telegraphic dispatches of instructionappended to the letters 
of instruction of November 28 and December 3. They are very 
brief, and they cover the exact point now in question. 


relation of the Government of the 


emands the reading of a 
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The SPEAKER, Without objection the Clerk will read these 


several documents. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Do I understand that the papers 


about.to be read were directly transmitted with the message? 


The SPEAKER. They came with the message. 
The Clerk will read 
The Clerk read as follows: 


MB. GRESHAM TO MR, WILLIS. 
No. 4.—Confidential.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, October 18, 1893, 


Sm: Supplementing the general instructions which you have received 
with regard to your official duties, it is necessary to communicate to you in 
contidence certain instructions for. ee In so far as concerns the 

States towards the de facto Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands, 


The President deems it his duty to withdraw from the Senate the treaty of 

which has been signed by the Secretary of State and the agents 

of the Provisional Government, and to dispatch a trusted representative to 

Hawaii to impartially investigate the causes of the so-called revolution and 

ascertain and report the true situation in those islands. This information 

. to enable the President to discharge a delicate and 
rtant public duty. 

e instructions given to Mr. Blount, of which you were furnished with a 
copy, point out a line of conduct to be observed by him in his official and 
personul relations on the islands, by which you will be 80 far as 
they are applicable and not inconsistent with what is he contained. 

It remains to maint you withthe President's conclusions upon the facts 
embodied in Mr. B t's reports, and to direct your course in accordance 
therewith. The Provisional Government was not established by the Ha- 
waiian people or with their consent or acquiescence, nor has it since existed 
with their consent. The refused to surrender her powers to the Pro- 
visional Government until convinced that the minister of the United States 
had recognized it as the de facto authority and would support and defend it 
with the military force. of the United States, and that resistance would 
precipitate a bloody conflict with that force. 

She was advised and ass her ministers, and by the leaders of the 
movement for the overthrow of her Government, that if she surrendered 
under oe her case would afterwards be fairly considered by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. The Queen finally wisely yielded to the armed 
forces of the United States then quartered in Honolulu. relying upon the 
good faith and honor of the President. when informed of what hai occurred, 
to undo the action of the minister and reinstate her to the authority which 
she claimed as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawalian Islands. 

After a patient examination of Mr. Blount’s reports the President is satis- 
fied that the movement against the Queen if not instigated was encou 
and supported by the representative of this Government at Honolulu; that 
he promised in advance to aid her enemies in an effort to overthrow the 
Hawaiian Government and set up by force a new government in its place, 
and that he kept this pornit by adetachment of troops to belanded 
from the Boston on the 16th of January and by recognizing the Provisional 
Government the next day when it was too feeble to defend itself and the 
constitutional Government was able to successfully maintain its authority 
oe any threatening force other than that of the United States already 


The President has therefore determined that he will not send back to the 
Senate for its actions thereon the treaty which he withdrew from that body 
for further consideration on the Sth day ot March last. On your arrival at 
Honolulu you will take advantage of an early opportunity to. inform the 
Queen oi this determination, making known to her the President's sincere 
regret that the reprehensible conduct of the can 
authorized presence on land of a military force of the United States obliged 
her to surrender her sovereignty for the time being and rely on the justice 
of this Government to undo the flagrant wrong. 

You will, however, at the same time inform the Queen that when reinstated 
the President expects that she will a magnanimous course by grant- 
ing full amnesty to all who ted in the movement against her, in- 
cluding persons who are or have been officially or otherwise connected with 
the Provisional Government, Ney pcan them of no rightor privilege which 
“revo! 


they enjoyed before the so- call ution.” All obligations created by 
the Provisional Government in due course of administration should be as- 
sum 


Having secured the Queen's agreement to pursue this wise and humane 
policy, which it is believed you will speedily obtain, you will then advise the 
executive of the Provisional Government and his ministers of the Presi- 
dent’s determination of the question which their action and that of the 
Queen devolves upon him, and that they are expected to promptly relinquish 
to her her constitutional aw ty. 

Should the Queen decline to pursuethe liberal course suggested, or should 
the Provisional Government refuse to abide by the President's decision, you 


will report the facts and await further directions. In carry: out these 
general instructions you will be guided largely by your own g judgment 
dealing with the delicate situation. 


Tam sir, your o t servant, 3 
W. Q GRESHAM. 


MR. GRESHAM TO MR. WILLIS. 
[Telegram sent through dispatch agent at San Francisco.] 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, November 24, 1803. 
The brevity and uncertainty of your tele are embarrassing. You 
will insist, upon amnesty and sk jee of the Provisional 
. as — 2 conditions of restoration. All interests will be 

promo action. 
* W. Q. GRESHAM. 


MR. GRESHAM TO MR. WILLIS, 


(Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 8, 1893. 


Your-dispatch, which was answered by steamer on the 26th of November, 
seems to call for additional instructions. 

Should the Queen refuse assent to the written conditions you will at once 
inform her that the President will cease interposition in her behaifand that, 
while he deems it his duty to endeavor to restore to the sovereign the con- 
crag pe vernment of the islands. his further efforts in that direction 


vent the ad 
t for W e han bare dana te 
Government, The 


of any measures. of 
the Provisional 


the past by those se 
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President feels that by our original interference and what followed we have 
incurred responsibilities to the whole Hawaiian community, and it would 
not be just to put one party at the mercy oi the other. 
Should the Queen ask whether. if she accedes to conditions, active steps will 
be taken by the United States to effect her restoration or to main her 
authority t vou will say that the President can not use force with- 
out the authority of Congress. 

Should the Queen accept conditions and the Provisional Government re- 
fuse to surrender, you will be bite b pecan instructions. If the 
Provisional Government asks whether the ted States will hold the Queen 
to fulfillment of stipulated conditions, you will say. the President, acting 

* under dictates of honor and ben A as he has done in endeavoring to effect res- 
toration, will do all in its constitutional power to cause observance of the 
conditions he has imposed. 

GRESHAM. 


During the reading of the foregoing, after the words“ You 
will say that the President can not use force without the author- 
ity of pial aca there was loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question before the House. 
This matter is referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. í 

Mr. BOUTELLE. These documents so clearly disclose the 
fact that the privileges of this House, as a constituent part of the 
Government of the United States, have been invaded 
Parsi ENLOE. I rise toa point of order. This speech is not 

order. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. I prefer to make my motion to the Speaker, 
and not to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let the gentleman make his motion, then. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the Speaker will allow me 
i The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please send up his reso- 

ution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwant to finish my sentence. 

Mr. ENLOE. You want to finish your speech. You would 
better have your paper read first. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I object to any speeches. 
Debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made, no debate is 
in order until it appears to the House that there is some ques- 


tion of EEE presented. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I am on the floor, speaking to a question 
of privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The question of privilege must be stated or 
read from the desk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am stating it. 

The SPEAKER. It must be read from the desk. The gen- 
tleman will send it up. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair does not hold that I may not 
state my question of perie: 

The SPEAKER. It must be read from the desk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is that the ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let us understand 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of privilege, which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. [Cries of Too late,” on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COCK- 
RAN] is recognized. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. You are too late. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have sent to the Clerk's desk a privileged 
resolution 

Mr. COCKRAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. COCK- 
sa asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
resolution which the Clerk will report 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the Chair will not make a mis- 


take—— 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will request gentle- 
men to resume their seats. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE] is out of order. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Does the Chair decline to allow me to have 
the question of privilege read? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is out of order. 
The gentleman from New York is recognized. [Applause on the 
Democratic side and manifestations of derision on the Repub- 
lican side.] Gentlemen will please resume their seats. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom New York asks unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. BOUTELLE. T appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. What ruling? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That I have not the right to state a ques- 
tion of privilege, : 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made any such ruling. 
The Chair has ruled that the gentleman has no right to rise to 
a privileged resolution and debate it until the resolution is read 
at the desk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I tried to send it to the desk, and the Speaker 
prevented me. 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directed the gentleman to send 


it up. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the Speaker cutme off by recognizing 
the gentleman from New York.. I offered to send up my resolu- 
tion. and I offer to send it now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COCK- 
RAN] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it appears in the message of the President—— 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I object, if this requires unanimous con- 
sent, while I have the floor 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Maine[Mr. BOUTELLE] 
objects to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] moves that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 154, noes 20. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
makes the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, we will have the yeas and nays, and 
afterward a call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 165, nays 0, not 
voting 188; as follows: 


YEAS—165. 

Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Hunter, Pence, 
Alexander, Covert, Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Arnold, Cox, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Bailey, Crawford, eors; ott, 
Baker, Kans. Cu Kribbs, ly, 
Bald Davey, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Bankhead, Davis, Lane, Richardson, Mich, 
Barnes, De Armo: Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartlett, De Forest, Lawson, bbins. 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Donovan, Lisle, Ryan, 
Berry, Dunphy Livingston, Sayers, 
Black, Ga. Edmunds, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Black, III. English, Maddox, bley, 
Blanchard, Enloe, Magner, impson, 

land, Epes, Maguire, S ' 
Boen, Erdm: Mallory, Springer, 
Bower, N. C Everett, hall, Stallings, 
Branch, Fellows, Martin, Ind Stevens, 
Brawley. Fielder, - McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Breckinridge,Ark. Fithian, McCulloch, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, McDannold, Strait, 
Bretz. Fyan, McDearmon, Talbert, S. C. 
Brookshire, Geary, McEttrick, Tarsney, 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McKaig, te, 
Bryan, Gorman, cLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Bunn, Grady, McMillin, Terry, 
Bynum, Griffin, McNagny, ‘Tracey, 
Ca Haines, McRae, Turner, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Minn. Money, Warner, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Morgan, W. 
Catchings, Hammond, oses, Wead 
Causey, are, Mutcbler, Wells, 
Clark, Mo. N Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, O'Neil, Whiting, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, Outhwaite, ise, 
Cockran, Heard, age, Wolverton, 
Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. Paschal, 
Coombs, Holman, Patterson, 
Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss. Paynter, 
Cooper, Ind. Hudson, Pearson, 

NAYS, 
NOT VOTING—188. 

Abbott, Bartholdt, Brickner, Campbell, 
Adams, Belden, Broderick, Cannon, III. 
Aitken, Beltzhoover, Brosius, Capehart, - 
Aldrich, B Bundy, ckering, 
Allen, Blair, Burnes, ds, 
Apsley, Boatner, Burrows, Ciancy, 
Avery, Boutelle, Cadmus, Cobb, Mo, 
Ba Bowers, Caldwell, 
Baker, N. H. Brattan, Caminetti, 


1893. 
Cooper, Wis, S 

rnish, Henderson, III. cG Smith, 
Cousins, Henderson, Iowa McKeighan, Snodgrass, 

z Hen š eiklejohn, Somers, 
Culberson, Hepburn, Mercer, Stephenson, 
Curtis, Kans, ermann, Meredith, Stone, C. W. 

N. V. Hicks, Meyer, Stone, W. A. 
Dalze Hilborn, Milliken, Storer, 
Daniels, Hines, Montgomery, Strong, 
Denson, Hitt, Moon, Swanson, 
Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. Morse, Sweet, 
Dolſiver, Hop! „ III. Murray, Talbott, Md 
Doolittle, Hopkins, Pa. Neill, Tawney, 
Draper, Houk, Ohio Newlands, ‘Taylor, Tenn. 
Houk, Tenn. Northway, Thomas, 
ti bi Hulick, 950 Than ~ 
, Ky. ull, ayne, urp 
Ellis, Oregon Johnson, Ind Per. Tyler, 
Fitch, Johnson, N. Dak. Philli Updegraff, 
Fletcher, Johnson, Ohi Pickler, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Funk, Jones, Post, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Funsto: Joy, Powers, Wadsworth, 
Gardner, Kem, ce, Walker, 
Gear, Kiefer, Randall, Wanger, 
Gillet, N. V. Y, SA Waugh, 
Gillett, Mass. Lapham, Rayner, Wever, 
Goldzier, Lefever, Reed, Wheeler, IL 
ht, Linton. Reyburn, White, 
Graham, Lockwood, Ritchie, Williams, III. 
Gresham, Loud, Robinson, Pa. Williams, Miss, 
Grosvenor, Loudenslager, Rusk, Wilson, Ohio 
Grout, Lucas, Russell, Conn. Wilson, Wash. 

r. Mahon, Scranton, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hainer, Marsh, W. 1 pe A Ay pg 
Harner, Marvin, W. ght, Mass. 
Harter, McAleer, hell, Wright, Pa. 

The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut 

Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VooruHis of New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, 

For this day: 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. TYLER with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi with Mr. CURTIS of ——. 

Mr. CLANCY with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. RITCHIE with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr.Speaker, my colleague 
[Mr. SNopGRaAsSs] is detained from the House by sickness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 288) to provide for two additional associate jus- 
tices for the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of way for the construc- 
tion of a railroad and other improvements over and on the West 
Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 165; the nays 
none. Noquorum has voted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Spe ker 

The SPEAKER. The motion is agreed to 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The SPEAKER. And the House stands adjourned until to- 
morrow morning at 12 o’clock. 

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HATCH (by request): A bill (H. R. 4830) to amend an 
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act entitled An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 
29, 1887—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 4831) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge at 
or near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1890, as amended 
by acts of April 13,1890, and February 7, 1893—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4832) to repeal the duties on 
woolen goods, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4833) to establish a bureau of 
83 health within the Treasury Department of the United 

tates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3834) to vali- 
date all outstanding soldiers’ additional homestead certificates, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

=, Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 4835) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of East St. Louis, Ill.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4857) to enable 
the people of Oklahoma to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment. and tobe admitted into the Union onan equal footing with 
original States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

y Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia: A resolution setting 
apart a day for the consideration of House bill 415—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to print 
12,000 copies of the fourteenth annual report ot the Director of 
the Geological Survey—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were 5 and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 4836) for the relief of Han- 
nah A. Frisbie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Mrs. George D. 
Gates to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4838) for the relief of Mrs. William Loring 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of James K. Bowman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 4840) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Michael Fillion, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 4841) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. Shirley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R. 4842) for the relief of Hugh 
V. Washington, of Macon, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 4843) to amend an act of Con- 
gress approved May 12, 1590, granting to the Aransas Pass 
Harbor Company the right to improve Aransas Pass—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 4844) for the relief of Sarah 
Grisson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) for the relief of Francis M. Perkins 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 4846) granting an honorable 
discharge to Charles Held, late captain of Company G, Sixteenth 
Regiment Illinois Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of the 
heirs of Dr. B. F. Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) to reimburse the State of Montana the 
sum of $120 for fees erroneously expended in certain land selec- 
tions—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4849) authorizing the restora- 
tion of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seyen- 
teenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and 
providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4850) granting a pension to Mar- 
cus D. Box, of Company D, First Missouri Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 4851) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion against Joseph Wright—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4852) for 
the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States 
steamship Tallapoosa—to the Committee on Claims. 

ByN SIMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of Sarah 
M. ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4854) for the al- 
lowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 
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3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman act”—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. s 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4855) making appropriation 
for the harbor of Saugatuck, Mich,—tothe Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of William E. Keene—to 
the Committee 5 Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 101) for the relief of Annie V. Mumford, widow of Oliver 
Mumford, late a captain Company A, Fifty-sixth Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referre 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of W. T. Conley and 8t others, 
of Haverhill, Mass., for the passage of House bill for the estab- 
lishment of a Government telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of all the employés of the Pitts- 
burg Plate Glass Company, of Tarentum, Pa., against change of 
tariff duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen, and others, 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against change of tariff duties—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen, and others, 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pa,, against change of tariff duties—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FYAN: Petition of workmen of plate-glass works at 
Crystal City, Mo., against reduction of duties—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. > 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the farmers 
and growers of cigar leaf tobacco and their employes and those 
interested in the cultivation of that productin the town of Hart- 
field, Mass., against the proposed reduction of duty on foreign 
wrappers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of W. McNabb and 516 other citi- 
zens of Superior, Wis., against certain hills to authorize the build- 
ing of bridges between Superior, Wis., and Duluth, Minn.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEINERof Pennsylvania: Petition of 123 workingmen 
of Ford City, Pa., protesting aguinst any change of duties on im- 
ports as will close the various industries of the country or force 

rmanent reduction of wages—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, 
Also, petition of 100 workingmen oi Ford City, Pa., protesting 
against any change in the duties on imports as will close the 
various industries of the Sonne or force permanent reduction of 
wages—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 4 

By Mr. HERMANN: Protest of Sellwood Lumber Manufactur- 
ing Company of Oregon against the repeal of the tariff on lum- 
ber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest from H. R. Duniway and other lumber manufac- 
turers of Oregon against repeal of the tariff on lumber—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of the Illinois Hu- 
mane Society indorsing House bill 4182 for an international mar- 
itime conference for the better protection and care of animals in 
in transit—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

Also, petition of William Heller, of Savanna, III., in favor of 
l-cent letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of and papers in regard to the 

nsion claim of David T. Stonebreaker—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: Petition in reference to House bill 996, first 
session Fifty-third Congress, on claim of owner of steamer Lees- 
burg—to the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. McALEER: Papers to accompany House bill 4769—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. ? 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Memorial of granite cutters and pol- 
ishers. employés of Quincy (Mass.) granite industry, protesting 
against any reduction of the present ad valorem duty on dressed 
granite—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Typographical Union of Boston, Mass., 
and Central Labor Union of Boston, Mass., not to build Govern- 
ment Printing Office by contract—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. - 

Also, memorial of John C. Tobin and other workmen employed 
by the Roxbury Carpet Company, of Boston, Mass., protesting 
against any reduction of the present duty on carpets—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 4824—to 
the Committee on Claims, 


titions and pa- 
as follows: 


By Mr. PHILLIPS: Remonstrance of 16 citizens of the Twenty- 
fifth district of Pennsylvania, against putting petroleum on the 
free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 5 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, against putting petroleum on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 60 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, inst putting petroleum on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and: Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 93 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, t putting petroleum on the free list—to the 
e on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 46 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, 5 putting petroleum on the free list to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 79 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, against putting petroleum on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 80 citizens of the Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, against putting petroleum on the free list—to the 
Committee on Pee and Means, 

By Mr. POST: Protest of the brewers of Peoria, III., against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on malt liquors—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the a 
on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. RYAN: Protest of the employés of John H. Sear- 
defield, of New York City, manufacturers of gold leaf, t 
= ssage of the Wilson tariff bill to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. $ 


By Mr. SHAW: Protest of citizens of La Crosse County, Wis., 
farmers and dealers in barley, against the reduction of the duty 
on barley, and the change from the plan of specific to ad valorem, 
as Proposed by the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. i 

By Mr. SHELL: Seven petitions of citizens of South Carolina, 
praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Congaree River from the present head of navigation to 
the city of Columbia, a distance of about 2 miles—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of the National League for 
the Protection of American Institutions, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting the use of public funds for the support of secta- 
Tan or ecclesiastical institutions—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial from the board of super- 
visors of Gogebic County, Mich,, regardless of party, protestin 
against the peene of iron on the free list and showing thatsuc 
action would depopulate the county and practically confiscate by 
destruction all the people have ecctimulated by prudence and 
economy in more prosperous times—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of 2,246 citizens of Birmingham, 
Ala., protesting against putting iron ore and coal on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 636 citizens of Gurnes, Ala., that iron 
ore and coal be not put on the free list—to the mmittee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 246 citizens Bessemer, Ala., praying that iron 
ore and caal be not put on the free list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 217 citizens of Blassburg, Ala., protesting 
against putting iron ore and coal on the free list—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 126 citizens of Johns, Ala., protesting against 

utting iron ore and coal on the free list—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

Also, petition of 144 citizens of Blocton, Ala., praying that 
coal and iron ore be not placed on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 275 citizens of Robertson, Ala., praying that 
coal and iron ore be not placed on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 351 citizens of Columbianna, Ala., against the 
placing of coal and iron ore on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of 127 citizens of Montgomery; Ala., praying that 
iron ore and coal be not placed on the free list—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 41 citizens of Bibb Con Ala., praying that 
coal and iron ore be not placed on the free list—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Me ins. 

By Mr. WANGER: Memorial of R. S. Newbold & Son, Har- 


+ rison Townsend, and other employers of labor, workingmen, and 
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others, protesting against the e of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, memorial of Potts Bros. Iron Co., Limited, employés, 
workingmen, and others, of Pottstown, Pa., protesting against 
the ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 450 employés of M. J. Whitt- 
all's mills, Worcester, Mass., protesting against reduction of 
duty on carpets—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Ben- 
jamin M. Warner and 63 others, tobacco growers of Hatfield, 

„against the o of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 9 

Also, remonstrance of Thomas Williams and 181 others, em- 
ployés of the Blackinton Woolen Mills, of Blackinton, Mass., 
against the of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 
TuESDAY, December 19, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journalof yes terday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that he Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill H. R. 288) to provide for two additional associate jus- 
tices of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of way for the construc- 
tion of a railroad, and other improvements, over and on the West 
Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have some morning business.I wish to pre- 
sent. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Texas will not insist 

n the motion now. 

Mr. MILLS. If we do not dispose of the business to-day Ifear 
there will bə no opportunity to do it before the holidays. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a little morning business I should like 
to have disposed of before the motion is made. 

Mr. MI . Very well. After the routine business is over 
I will make the motion. The business I desire to have disposed 
of will not take more than fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas allow me before he 
presses the motion to put a question to him? 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Texas is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely desire to say that I made a motion yes- 
terday in relation to the disposition of the matter then before 
the Senate, the President’s message, and had expected to call 
the attention of the Senate to it at the conclusion of the morn- 
ing business this morning. I have been appealed to by two Sen- 
ators. the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], who desires to 
address the Senate and is to be absent from the city, I believe, 
after he has completed his remarks, and the Senator Kansas 

. PEFFER], who gave notice of an intention to address the 
te this morning. 

It is not my purpose, therefore, to press the motion until those 
two Senators have finished their remarks, and I suppose that 
when they have finished their remarks and the executive ses- 
sion which is desired has been concluded, it will be so late in 
the day that it is better not to press the motion until to-morrow 
morning. Therefore I shall not press it to-day. If any other 
Senator chooses to do so, I have no choice about that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in 
order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Royal Bag Manu- 
facturing Company of Charleston, S. C., praying that the so- 
called Wilson tariff bill be so amended as to prevent undue dis- 
crimination against burlaps and burlap bags; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the board of 
. of Gogebic County, Mich., remonstrating against the 

uction of duty on iron ore; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Guernsey Lodge, No. 


147, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of 
Cambridge, Ohio, remonstrating against a reduction of duty on 
sheet iron and steel; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Jennie Turnt, 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the removal of the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of the late Capt. F. Turnt, Company H, 
One hundred and third New York Volunteers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of George W. White 
and 15 other cigar-makers of Grafton, W. Va., praying for a uni- 
form rate of duty of 35 cents onall unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition which 8 to be the 
petition of 8,000 farmers of Hartford County, Conn., praying for 
the retention of the present rate of duty on imports of Sumatra 
tobacco. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Minnehaha County 
Medical Society, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., adopted at a meeting 
held December 7, 1893, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to establish a bureau of public health in the Treasury De- 
partment of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented additional papers to 3 the bill (S. 
1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone, of are County, 
Cal., heretofore introduced by him; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of vg Siete dealers, and 
manufacturers of tin and terne plates, of Chicago, III., remon- 
strating against a change from specific to ad valorem duty, as 
pro by the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. = 
He also presented a memorial of citizens of Chicago, III., re- 
monstrating against the reduction of the duty on barley, as pro- 
posed in the so-called Wilson tariff bill, and also against any 
change from a specific to an ad valorem duty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of George R. De Saus- 
sure, of Atlanta, Ga.. praying that State banks of issue be organ- 
ized under such regulations as will secure a uniform currency; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of Buhl Sons & Com- 
pany and others, of Detroit, Mich., importers and manufactur- 
ers of tin and terne plates, remonstrating against a change from 
specific to ad valorem duties on imports, as provided in the so- 
called Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. : 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Supervisors of 
Gogebic County, Mich., remonstrating against p iron ore 
on the freelist; which wasreferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Pennsylvania So- 
ciety for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, praying for the 

e of House bill No. 4182, providing for an international 
maritime conference for the better protection of animals in tran- 
sit: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pittsburg (Pa.) Petroleum 
Stock and Metal Exchange, remonstrating against the placing 
of petroleum on the free list; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also Ate memorial of Typographical Union, No. 2, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the placing of all 
scientific publications, either of individuals or of institutions,” 
on the free list as proposed by the so called Wilson tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committes on Finance. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the board of directors of 
the Cincinnati (Ohio) Chamber of Commerce, praying ior the 
passage of House bill No. 3188, providing for the punishment of 
train robbers, wreckers, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of soldiers of the late war, citizens 
of Lincoln, Poland, Byesville, Brooklyn Village, Fayetteville, 
Carroll County, Licking County, and Toledo, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for an investigation of the Pension Bureau; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Lithographic 
Artists and Engravers’ Association, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
for an increase in the duty on lithographic plates; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 63, 
of Toledo, Ohio, and a petition of Typographical Union, No. 237, 
of Sandusky, Ohio. praying for the erection of a building for the 
Government Printing Office, and requiring all work and the 


preparation of all material for the building to be done by day's 
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labor under the direction of a supervising architect, and not 
contract: which were referred to the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds. 

e also presented the petition of W. J. ait of Center- 
ville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to hasten 
the adjustment of an accumulation of claims on file in the Pen- 
sion Office; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of Guernsey Lodge, No. 47, Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of Cambridge, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the reduction of the tariff on sheet 
iron, steel, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of the Democratic ex-postal clerks 
of Northern Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Bynum 
bill to reinstate all ex-postal clerks who were removed by Presi- 
dent Harrison for political reasons, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an 8 oR ae of $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be made, to be expended b 
the United States engineers upon a reconnoissance of the princi- 
pal tributaries of the Monongahela, Allegheny, and Ohio Rivers 
above the mouth of the Little Kunawha River, and including 
that river, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.575) for the relief of Sarah K. 
McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HUNTON, from the Commitiee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill S. 1092) for the relief of John 
W. Daniel, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am also directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 988) to 
open minor streets in the District of Columbia, to report it with 
an adverse recommendation. This bill is embodied substantially 
in another bill which will be reported by another member of the 
committee. The bill being considered useless, I report it ad- 
versely, and move that it be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 283) for the relief 
of Mary R. Wilcox, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. MORGAN on the 18th instant, for 
the oposuma of a jointcommittee to examine into and report 
upon the present condition of the Maritime Canal of Nicaragua, 
reported it without amendment. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the 
chair). The resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to-morrow morning to have 
that resolution taken up. Will it not be in order in the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. It will come up to-morrow 
morning in the morning hour, 

Mr. COCKRELL, It will be in order to move to take it up 
then, but it does not come up as a matter of courss. It is like 
any other report. 

Mr. H IS. It is a concurrent resolution and goes to the 
Calendar, and it will be in order to move to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution goes to the 
Calendar, and may be called up at any time. 


LABORER IN LAW LIBRARY. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on the 4th in- 
stant, providing for an additional laborer in the Law Library of 
Congress, reported it without amendment, and moved its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1313) to increase the pen- 
sion of Anna M. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1314) granting a pension to 
Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel Davis Sturgis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1315) for the relief of 


Robert Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1316) for the relief of Nimrod D. 
Kenesster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1317) to establish a customs 
district at Port Royal, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1318) providing an appropriation 
for continued improvement of the Congaree River in South Caro- 
lina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 1319) for the relief of 
E. Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth Indian Agency; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1320) to pro- 
vide for the punishment of certain frauds; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 1321) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of David 
Unsell. deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1322) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Leach; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
8 papara; referred to the Select Committee on the 
Ford’s Theater Disaster. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1323) to impose adis- 
criminating duty on tea imported from this side of the Cape of 
Good Hope, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1324) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Chainbers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1325) for the relief of A. P. 
H. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1326) for the relief of George W. 
Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1327) for the relief of James Legg; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1328) for the relief of John M. 
Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
compunying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1329) for the relief of James Hooper; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill S. 1330) for the relief of night in- 
spectors at the ports of New York and Baltimore; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1331) for the relief of 
Antoinette Acken; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1332) relating to the pay and re- 
tirement of mates in the United States Navy; which was read 
1 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1333) for the relief of the estate of 
Sally Sterrett Tate, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1334) to 
amend section 224 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relative to the records of service of soldiers of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1335) for the 
relief of James Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1336) to 
amend sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States by substituting the words appointed persons,” 
for the words“ appointed petty officers”; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1337) authorizing the purchase of 
additional lots of ground adjoining or adjacent to the post office 
building in the city of Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Commitiee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill S. 1338) for increase of pension 
to George Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pessions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1339) granting an increase of pen- 
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sion to Lucy A. Buttrick; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
. Pensions. 

Mr. BATE 1 introduced a bill (S. 1340) for the re- 
lief of Nelson Delap, surviving partner of Anderson Delap, of 
Madison County, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1341) for the relief of 
J. J. Bailey, of Shelby County, Tenn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. DAVISsubmitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
-by him to the bill (S. 6) to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to Thomas P. Morgan, jr., to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate the papers in his claim, upon complying with 
the rule relating thereto. 

On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate transmit the papers on file with 
S. 470. a bill for the relief of Geo H. Jewett, of Arlington, Washington 
County, Nebr., to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, for the use of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ordered, That the Secre of the Senate transmit the papers on file with 
S. 476, “A bill for the relief of John Palmer, Pine Ridge, Shannon County, 
S. Dak.,” to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, for the use of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the heirs or assignees of 
Joshua Shaw be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, under the rules of 


the Senate. 
ADDITIONAL SENATE MAIL-CARRIER. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to employ an additional mail-carrier in the Senate post-office, at an 
annual salary of $1,200, to be paid out of the llaneous items of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, until otherwise provided for. 


BRAZILIAN CABLE LINE. 

Mr. FRYE. About two years ago a French cable company 
made application to our Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine, for per- 
mission to land its cable from Brazil on the coast of the United 
States. Our Secretary of State investigated the matter and 
found that the company had, by authority of the law of Brazil, 
a monopoly, and that no other company, while that power was 
in existence, and it was in perpeluam, could be permitted to land 
acable on the Brazilian coast. So our Secretary of State re- 
fused to grant the permission asked unless the company would 
authorize any cable company of the United States hereafier to 
land its cable on the Brazilian coast. That was refused by the 
com 
ter Mr. Blaine retired, the company,I think under another 
name, or a modified name, applied to the then Secretary of State, 
Mr. Foster. For some reason or other his suspicions were aroused 
and he caused a thorough investigation to be made with a like 
result, and another refusal was given. 

Subsequently the same company applied to both Houses of 
Congress. The bill was referred in the Senate to the Committee 
of Commerce, of which I had the honor to be chairman. We 

ave the parties a hearing, The company was represented by a 
ir. Jefferson Chandler, an able attorney, residing, I think, in 
the District. 

The Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine, and Mr. Partridge, the 
Solicitor for the State Department, appeared before us, as mem- 
bers o: thecommittee will remember. We investigated the mat- 
ter thoroughly, and found the facts to be as the Secretary of 
State had before found them, that this company had a perpetual 
charter; that so far as Brazil was concerned it was a monopoly, 
and no other company would be permitted to land its cable on 
the Brazilian coast; and our committee unanimously determined 
against the request of the company. 

Iam informed, whether truly or not I can not say, that that 
company recently appeared before the Secre of State, and 
that he, without obtaining the information which the former 
Secretaries and which the Committee on Commerce procured, 
has granted to the company the right which it asked; and if 
it is true and there is no remedy to be had forit, then the United 
States will be N kept from the landing of any cable on 
the coast of Brazil. 5 

Mr. President, in view of these facts I offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk, and ask for its adoption. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State inform the Senate whether permis- 


sion has been granted to any foreign cable telegraph nape raed to land its 
line on the coast of the United States since the Ist day of March, 1893; and 
33. ad Pe 
that did not pertain when it was previously refused. San ST 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HUNTON. I object to the present consideration of the 
resolution. I think the Senator from Maine is mistaken in the 
statement of the facts which he has just made to the Senate. In 
the first place, I understand the company proposes to run acable 
from the shores of the United States to Cuba and its line is not 
to go to the shores of Brazil. Am I right in that, sir? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; I think the Senator is not correct. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is the way I understand it. Then in 
addition I desire to state that the Secretary of State, accordin 
to my information, took the ground that it was a matter wit 
which he had nothing to do; that this was a company incorpo- 
rate l, and by the action of the Legislatures of both Virginia and 
South Carolina it had permission to land one branch of its cable 
upon the shore in Virginia near Norfolk and the other at 
Charleston, S. C.; and the Secretary of State, instead of giving 
porien to land the cable, as I understood the Senator from 

aine tostate, said thatit wasa matter with which he had noth- 
ing to do and that he would not interfere with itatall. Ithink 
his oe on file in the State Department will show that he so 
stated. 

If I am correct in this statement of facts I suppose the Senator 
from Maine will not want any papers sent to the Senate from 
the State Department. The Secretary of State has taken the 
ground, I understand, that it is a matter with which the execu- 
tive department ought not to interfere; that these two States 
by a formal act of the Legislature of each, having given permis- 
sion to the 5 land its cable upon the shores of the re- 
spective States, itis a matter between them and the company, 
and that the Federal Government has no right to permitor deny 
the right of the company to land. 

Mr. FRYE. That is one of the very questions that was argued 
before the Committee on Commerce with great ability by Mr. 
Chandler—that those States had the authority to do as they had 
done and that the United States has no authority to intervene. 
But the committee unanimously held to exactly the contrary 
opinion. What I wish to know is precisely what has been done 
bythe State Department. I desire the information just as much 
now as I did before. My impression is that the application to 
3 the Senator referred was to land at San Domingo, not at 

uba. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator may be right in that respect. 

Mr. FRYE. And the company already has its cable from San 
Domingo to Brazil. 

Mr. ON. Not that company. 4 

Mr. FRYE. Well, it may be called by another name. 

Mr. HUNTON. It is an entirely different company. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the inform tion I desire. 

Mr. HUNTON. It is an entirela different company that car- 
ries the cable to Brazil. I merely desire to have the resolution 
go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN'. Objection being interposed, the 
resolution will go over under the rule. 


APPROVAL OF POSTMASTERS’ BONDS, 


Mr. COLQUITT. I ask the Senate to take up a bill that will 
give rise to no controversy, but which is important in the ad- 
ministration of the office of the Postmaster-General in its de- 
tails. It is the bill (H. R. 2668) authorizing the Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General to approve postmasters’ bonds. 

By unafmous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads what the 
present law is on this subject. Must the bonds be approved by 
the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator from Georgia will allow 
me, I will state that under the previous law, before the creation 
of the office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, the bonds 
were approved by the First Assistant Postmaster General. Now 
it is proposed to transfer the same power to the Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all there is of the bill? 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is all there is of it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE FROM INCOME TAX. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 11th instant, a statement of the 
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amount of revenue derived from the income tax from 1863 to 
1873; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. S 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. BERRY. Lask the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 2331) 
to repeal all statutes relating to supervisors of elections and 
special deputy marshals. and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
for the present consideration of the bill indicated by him. The 
Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before the te as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this bill provides for the repeal 
of section 2002 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to the bringing of armed troops to places of election, and 
of sections 2005 to 2031, inclusive, relating to the appointment, 
qualifications, powers, duties, and compensation of supervisors 
of election and special deputy marshals, and also for the repeal 
of sections 5506, 5511, 5512, 5518, 5514, 5515, 5520, 5521, 5522, 5523, 
and a part of section 643, relating to crimes and their punish- 
ment. All of these laws which it is now proposed to repeal re- 
late to the supervision of elections by Federal authority. 

The power to pass these laws ori y is derived, or claimed 
to ba derived, from the following clause of the Constitution of 
the United States: 

S ARTICLE I. 
.... maven cne rioa E Sia 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regu- 
ations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

It has long been contended that this clause of the Constitution 
conferred upon Congress the power only to pass election laws 
when the States had neglected or refused to act in the premises, 
and that the laws now in question were not warranted by the 

rovisions of the Constitution. Whether this be true or untrue 

do not propose to discuss. The Supreme Court has decided in 
favor of the constitutionality of these laws, and each Senator 
will decide for himself whether or not that decision is binding 
upon him in construing the Constitution, which we have sworn 
to support in the enactment of all laws. 

I pro to advocate the repeal of these laws and the passage 
of this bill, for the reason that I believe the laws now on the 
statute book to be vicious in principle and bad in policy, passed 
for an unjust purpose, and tending in their character to defeat 
the very object for which it is claimed they were enacted—that 
is, free and fair elections. 

I take it for granted, Mr. President, that each Senator upon 
this floor is anxious to secure honest elections everywhere, and 
that each ballot cast by the citizen should be honestly counted, 
and any assumption upon the part of the 5 the 
Republican press, or Republican Senators that we d 6 re- 
pea! of these laws in order that fraud may be perpetrated in 
elections is unwarranted by the facts, unjust to us, andan insult 
to all honest men. We are American citizens equally interested 
with you in the preservation of free institutions, and equally 
anxious to maintain the purity of elections. The only ques- 
tion atissue is, can this purity and this fairness be best secured 
by the General Government or by the several States. 

These laws which we seek to repeal are part and parcel of the 
reconstruction laws. They were passed soon after the close of 
the civil war; passed at a time of great political excitement; 
passed for the purpose of securing the supremacy ofan ignorant 
raco in the Southern States, upon whom the right of suffrage 
had but recently been conferred; passed for the additional pur- 

of enabling the sopranon party to retain control of the 
Beate of New York other leading States throughout the 
North. 

If there was everany excuse for their passage, if there was ever 
any condition of affairs to justify any man in supporting them, 
this condition has long since passed away, and there can be no 
excuse for their retention now. 

Ido not spe k of the period of reconstruction for the purpose 
of reviving the bitter passions, prejudices, and contentions en- 
gendered by those acts, but that period is intimately connected 
with the passage of these laws. It is a dark period in American 


history, a blot upon the name of the Republican It can 
never be forgotten and ought not to be forgotten. It should serve 
as n warning not only to us but to those who come after us against 


the fatal policy of centralization of power in the General Gov- 
ernment, against the policy of attemp to exercise by Federal 
authority- that control and direction of local affairs which was 
intended by the framers of the Constitution to be regulated b 
the States alone. Its evil effects upon the Southern States an 
upon the country at largeought to serve as an overwhelming and 
unsnswerable argument for the repeal of the laws connected 
with it, and all others of a kindred character. 


The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] in a speech made in 
the Senate a few days ago used the following language: 


Iapprehend that no Senator will fail to perceive that this discussion brings 
us back to the identical question which our friends in the South attempted 
eee e t April day in 1861, and which reached a final set- 


Mr. President, it is most remarkable to me that, whenever we 
9 here to correct by legislation any evil which has grown 
up under Republican rule, we are almost invariably met with 
the answer that it is a measure which has been settled hereto- 
fore by war. When we ask the repeal of laws which pretend to 
give fair elections, because they are used as an engine of fraud, 
the Senator from Illinois tells us that this was an issue settled 
by the war. 7 

When we attempt to modify the tariff law, which levies trib- 
ute upon the great body of the people of the United States for 
the maintenanée and protection of a few individuals, the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] tells us that the war which ended in 
1865 was waged for free trade. This question is brought up on 
every possible occasion whenever the other side seek to perpe- 
trate a fraud at elections under the pretense of protecting the 
ballot box, whenever they seek to take from the people of this 
country a large amount of their substance under the pretense of 
protecting American labor, or whenever they seek to take pos- 
session of a small kingdom under the pretext of improving the 
morals of the queen—in either and all these instances, when ob- 
jection is made, we are met by the 5 that the people 
of the South in rebellion and fired on Fort Sumter some 
seis years ago. I submit that that is no answer to the propo- 

tion. 

Mr. President, I deny that this discussion raises any such ques- 
tion. I deny the statement that there is any disposition upon 
the part of any Senator on this side of the Chamber to raise again 
the issues which were settled by four years of war. The great 
questions that the contest which began at Sumter in 1861 and 
ended at Appomattox in 1865 settled were these: First, that no 
State could secede from the Union or sever its relations with 
the General Government; and, second, that thereafter neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, except for crime, should ex- 
ist within the United States. 

These we freely concede and have never denied. These were 
the issues upon which the battle was fought and decided against 
us. We accepted the verdict in good faith and have never 
sought to reverse it. The people of the South have never com- 
pla either of the conduct of the war or its final result. They 
entered the contest boldly and fearlessly and threw down the 
gage of battle toa superior foe. They showed in four years of 
war that they were in deep and deadly earnest, and believed in 
the principles their fathers had taught them. ‘They displayed a 
courage upon the field of battle, an endurance under great pri- 
vations, and a patience in defeat which command the admira- 
tion and respect of the civilized world. 

When defeat came they accepted its consequences without a 
murmur, and are to-day as loyal to the flag of our common coun- 
try, as solicitous for the honor and glory of this great Republic 
and for the happiness and prosperity of the people of all the 
States of this Union as are the people who followed Meade and 
Hancock at Gettysburg or those who gathered around Gen. Grant 
at Appomattox. 

But if the Senator from Illinois intends to state that the war 
settled the question that the General Government had the right 
to control the local affairs and police regulations of the several 
States, or to state that because we believe that fair and honest 
elections can be better secured by the States themselves without 
the interposition of the General Government, that we are seek- 

to revive the issues of the war, then he misstates the facts 
of history. 

We never complained of the war and its results, but we did 
complain of the passage of the laws which we now seek to repeal 
and others of a like character, enacted after the close of the war. 
They professed to pass these laws, and other reconstruction laws 
in the interest of fair and honest elections, and yet they enabled 
the Republican party in the South to perpetrate the most glar- 
ing frauds at elections that the history of the Government has 
ever known. Under governments established by that party un- 
der these and otber laws passed during that period, fraud and 
false counting became the rule and not the exception through- 
out the South. i 

The willof the people asexpressed at the ballot box was habitu- 
ally overthrown and disregarded, and men were foisted into high 
places of power and trust whom the people had repudiated at 
the polls, and these men by their acts of tyranny and shame- 
less robbery perpetrated upon a helpless people cast a stain upon 
American manhood, and by their own wrongful acts they fur- 
nish to us here the strongest evidence that could be presented 
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why all laws that could bring about such a condition of affairs 
should be taken from the statute book. 

The Senator is mistaken when he says that this was an issue 
settled by the war. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided again and again that the amendments to the Con- 
stitution passed soon after the war did not destroy the autonomy 
of the States, and did not take from them the power to regulate 
and settle their own local affairs, and every attempt upon the 
part of the Government to deprive the States of this power and 
to usurp the functions which properly belong to the States has 
without an exception resulted in great evil to the country. 

For more than three-quarters of a century the times, places, 
and manner of electing Senators and members of Congress was 
regulated and controlled by the States and no laws were passed 
interfering in any way whatever with this control. During that 
time the Republic prospered as no country had ever prospered 
before. Peace and order prevailed everywhere. Frauds in elec- 
tions, false counting, and illegal voting were of the rarest occur- 
renee, and a charge of that kind made againsta ty or an 
individual was sure to excite the public mind and if proven, to 
bring the party or individual under the condemnation of all the 
people without regard to political affiliation. 

Prior to the advent of the Republican party in the South, in 
1868, T do not think I had ever heard, with one solitary exception 
in Louisiana, of the use of money in elections or of false counting 
brought against any party in any of the States of the South, 
but from 1868 to 1874, under Republican rule in my own State, 
and I presume it was so in other Southern States, the practice 
of falsifying election returns became so universal, so widely and 
well known, that they ceased to excite comment. And yet we 
find the Republican party here always posing as the champion 
of fair elections, ignoring these well-known facts and hurling 
charges of wrongdoing at their political ents. 

When the reconstruction acts of 1868 were passed, the whites 
in the State of Arkansas largely outnumbered the blacks, and 
the great and overwhelming majority of the whites were in sym- 
pathy with the Democratic party. But when these laws were 
ga and the right of suffrage conferred upon the negro the 

tate was infested with a horde of adventurers from the North, 
men who could obtain neither power nor position in their former 
abodes, but there under the protection of the troops of the United 
States they took ion of the State government, framed a 
constitution and submitted it to the people, and when it was re- 
jected by more than 10,000 majority, they deliberately falsified 
the returns and declared it adopted. 

When the poeple protested militia forces were organized and 
swept over ieee portion of the State, leaving murdered citi- 
zens apd burning houses to mark the line of their march. 
The pepe were powerless and helpless to protect themselves 
for the reason that they knew that the United States Govern- 
ment was behind those who were controlling the powers of the 
State government. In the elections of 1870 the same frauds were 
perpetrated, and they became so shameless and glaring in the 
eletion of 1872, after the e of the laws we now seek to 
repeal, that actual war ensued in 1874 between the opposing 
factions of the Republican party, and by reason of this contest 
the people were enabled to recover possession of their govern- 
ment. 

This will serve to show, Mr. President, something of the dil- 
ferent conditions which prevailed under the two systems; the 
one where the time, place, and manner of holding all elections 
were regulated by the people of the State, and the other where 
the General Government usurped the control of elections by the 
power of United States soldiers. S 

In the nature of things it will always follow that the purity of 
elections can be better secured by officials appoin by the 
State government than those appointed by the General Govern- 
ment. The election officers of the State are invariably selected 
from the immediate locality where the elections are held. They 
are as a rule reputable citizens who have homes and families in 
the country. They know that any fraud upon their part will 
inevitably blacken their character and lose them the esteem of 
their 8 They know that all such frauds sooner or later 
produce ill-feeling and tend to destroy the peace and good order 
of society and threaten the security of their property. 

Where the entire responsibility rests upon {sea local pride 
will be a strong restraint upon any inclination they may have 
to falsify the returns. They know that it is absolutely impossi- 
ble that practices of this character can be carried on to any great 
extent without detection, and however strong a partisan a man 
may be, it is only the basest of men who would be for 
their neighbors to know that they had deliberately stuffed a bal- 
lot box or falsified a return. 

On the other hand, officers appointed by the Federal courts, 
supervisors and deputy marshals, donot bear the same responsi- 
bility to the local authorities and to the immediate community 
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of election and dep- 
the State government. 
The Federal courts are comparatively few in number, and the 
pices judge can not have an intimate acquaintance and 

owledge of men in every portion of the State, and therefore 
do not have it in their power to make the best selections for 
these officials. And the same may besaid of the marshals of the 
United States, whose authority extends over many counties, while 
that of the sheriff is confined to the county in which he resides. 

These, if seems to me, are unanswerable reasons why the 
power to hold and supervise elections for all officials, including 
members of Congress, should be conferred upon the States 
themselves and not the National Government. While these 
laws which it is now proposed to repeal remain upon the stat- 
ute book there is something of a divided responsiblity and a 
divided control, which in the very nature of things produce 
jealousies, suspicions, and antagonisms which are liable at any 
time to bring about conflicts between the authority of the Gen- 
eral Government and that of the State, and which in many in- 
ere will tend to defeat the will of the people as expressed at 
the . 

Super visors and deputy marshals appointed by the Federal 
authority to overlook and direct State officials in the dischar, 
of their carries with it a suspicion of the integrity of the 
State officials, and tends todiminish the causes that induce men 
to do right for the sake of right, and to destroy that confidence 
and respect which all good citizens should have toward the offi- 
cers of both the State and Federal Governments. A man is far 
more likely to be honest when he is trusted and placed upon his 
honor, and where he will get full credit for his good deeds, than 
where he is placed under suspicion and supervised by the offi- 
cers of the General Government. 

The Senator from Illinois says that these laws in no way influ- 
ence or affect the election of State officers, but relate only to 
members of Congress. While this is true on the face of thelaws 
it is not true in point of fact. 

In those States where the members of Congress are elected at 
the same time and in the same place as the State officers, in every 
State where this condition prevails Republican supervisors and 
Republican deputy marshals have almost invariably used their of- 
fice to control and influence the election not only of members of 
Congress, but of State officers also, and for this reason many of 
the States have refused, and very properly refused, to permit 
the State elections to be held at the same time aud place. 

Throughout the South wherever and whenever these super- 
visors and deputy marshals have been appointed they have had 
alarge and controlling influence with the colored population. 
With many of these ignorant citizens the man who holds power 
from the General Government is regarded as ull powerful and 
one whose wishes can not be safely disregarded, and that he isa 
kind of guardian for them, and has to.a certain extent the right 
to direct how they shall cast their ballots; and those who have 
been appointed supervisors and deputy marshals in my State, 
at least by Republican judges and Republican marshals, have not 
hesitated to use this power and this influence on behalf of Re- 
publican candidates. 

The chief supervisor in Arkansas to-day is Judge John Me- 
Clure. The people throughout the State almost universally be- 
lieve that he was perhaps more largely responsible for the frauds 
upon the ballot boxes which were committed from 1868 to 1874 
than any other one man in the State. He has since he has held 
the office of chief supervisor used his power in every election to 
harass and annoy the election officers of the State in every pos- 
sible way. He secured the appointment under President ri- 
son of assistant or special district attorney for the eastern district 
of Arkansas, and trough this power and that of chief super- 
visor and under a Republican district judge succeeded in having 
indictments preferred against many of the best citizens of the 
State. 

The prosecution and trial of these causes cost the Government 
of the United States many thousands of dollars, and notwith- 
standing it was a Republican judge and district attorney, and a 
majority of Republican jurors, nearly all of these parties were 
acquitted; and in the few cases where convictions were secured 
it was for some technical violation of the law where nofraud had 
been committed or intended, and where the result was in no way 
changed,and as I now remember, not a single man indicted was 
regen to have committed actual fraud in a single precinct within 

e State. 

_ Laws that can be thus used ought to be repealed. They can 
do no good and they produce much evil. 

Just preceding the election of 1890 a deputy marshal in the 
State of Arkansas, accompanied by a large posse which had 
been taken from the city of Little Rock, went into the county of 
Lee under pretext of 5 witnesses to attend the — 
eral court, and yet they showed by their acts that it was their 
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sole object and purpose to frighten and intimidate the negroes 


who had expressed a determination to vote the Democratic 

ticket. Written communications were distributed amongst the 

colored people commanding them to go to the polls and vote for 
„the Republican candidate for Congress. 

Mr. President, laws under which such men as our chief super- 
visor can be clothed with such power and which can be used for 
such purposes can be productive of no good. We want them 
abolished and we want our chief supervisor abolished with them; 
and because we thus seek to correct existing evils we do not 
thiak it is fair to charge us with seeking to reopen issues that 
were settled by the war. If fair and honest elections can not be 
secured by trusting the people of the several States then they 
can not be secured at all. a 

The whole structure of our Government is founded upon the 
theory that the great body of the people are honest, and if the 
time should ever come when the people are corrupt then the 
Government will fall; and if the people of any State can not be 
trusted to conduct their own elections then no kind of force used 
by the General Government will suffice to produce an honest re- 
sult. The whole history of the Government shows that it is bet- 
ter to trust the people of the States, to permit them to control 
their own local affairs in their own way. Such was the inten- 
tion of the framers of the Constitution, and every attempt to turn 
from their teachings has proven disastrous to our institutions. 

These are the principal reasons why I favor the passage of the 
present bill, and I confidently believe that time will show that 
complaints of fraud in the election of members of Congress will 
be far less numerous when this power is intrusted entirely to 
the people of the several States of this Union. 

The effort of the Senator from Illinois to arouse the passions 
and prejudices of the people of the North against this repeal by 
raising the cry that we are ancupiny to discuss issues settled 
by the war fail of its purpose. That cry kept the Repub- 
lican party in gra many years but it can serve them no longer. 
We have no disposition to raise any question that was settled 
by the war. 

The Senator from IIlinois says that the people throughout the 
North are alarmed, that they are excited as they have not been 
since 1865, and prejudiced against the Democratic party because, 
as the Senator says, we pro to repeal the election laws and 
to reform and modify the present tariff law. This is a most re- 
markable statement for the Senatorto make. Buta few weeks 
ago the great majority of the Republican party and Republican 
newspapers, and many Republican members stood in the Halls 
of Congress and stated that the great business depression then 

revailing throughout the country was due to the Sherman law. 
They said it was the bad Sherman law which had brought the 
trouble about. 

While it was true that that law had been wholly by 
their votes, they sought to evade the responsibility which came 
from it by saying that they were forced to pass it to prevent 
the Democrats from passing a free-coinage law. The Senator 
from Illinois now shifts his ground when he sees that the repeal 
of the Sherman law has not brought relief. When he sees that 
cotton, wheat, and other farm products are lower to-day than 
they were on the Ist day of November, when the repeal was 

assed, the Senator shifts his ground and says that the Repub- 
ican party are not responsible for it, but that it is due to appre- 
hended legislation by the Democrats. 

Mr, President, is that not a remarkable statement for the Sen- 
ator to make upon this floor? The Republican party for thirty 
years has been responsible for all the laws which have been 

. - Before the Democrats have had an opportunity to leg- 
islate upon these subjects, while the McKinley act is still part 
and parcel of the law of this land, the Republican party under- 
takes to shift responsibility and to say that the people are 
alarmed and excited because they are afraid that we will repeal 
that law. 

Mr. President, the people of this countryare notalarmed. It 
would be a most astonishing state of affairs if it were true that 
the people were alarmed at the fact that we propose to do that 
thing which they directed us to do; it would be an astonishing 
thing if the people of this country should now be alarmed after 
the action had in Chicago in July, 1892; for whatever difference 
of opinion may exist as to the ambiguity or uncertainty of the 
plank upon the qoaa of the currency, there can be no differ- 
ence of opinion, I believe, as to the meaning of the 8 upon 
the question of the tariff. It was boldly and fearlessly declared. 
It was discussed in every State, in every county, and in every 
voting precinct throughout this Union. 

It aroused an enthusiasm, Mr. President, which resulted in 
the election of a Democratic President, a majority of Democrats 
in the House of Representatives, and a majority in the Senate; 
and yet, before action is taken, the Senator from Illinois and the 


Senator from Oregon tell us that the porus are alarmed and ex- 
cited because they fear that we will do what we promised to do 
and what we were elected to do. 

The people are not alarmed, Mr. President. I have no doubt 
that those people who have long been the beneficiaries of these 
tariff laws, that those who for years and years have lived off of 
the sweat and toil of others are alarmed, and I have no doubt 
that they are using the great wealth which those laws have en- 
abled them to accumulate to alarm and excite the people of 
this country. They do not hesitate todo that, and to employ 
the influence of newspapers and other agencies: they donot hes- 
itate to close their factories, to stop work to throw men out of 
employment and bring distress awe their families, if they can 
thereby retain the benefits which they have so long enjoyed 
under this high protective system. 

Mr. President, I trust that no Democrat will be alarmed at this 
cry. I trust no Democrat will be swerved from the discharge of 
his duty now; I trust that no Democrat is so timid as to be 
alarmed by methods, the objects and purposes of which are so 

tent and so clear. No Democrat who will hesitate to discharge 

duty because of local interests and betray the trust which 
his people have placed in him, can hereafetr hope to march in 
line with that great body of Democrats who believe, as was de- 
clared at Chicago, that all taxes levied for any other purpose 
save and except the poepoe of revenue, are contrary to the fun- 
damental law of the land, a robbery upon the American people, 
perpetrated under the form of law. 

Mr. President, it is not the alarm of the people which caused 
this distress. When President Harrison was inaugurated in 
1889 the evil effect of the bad laws passed up to that time had 
fallen chiefly upon the agricultural districts of this country. 
Year by year and month by month there had been 1 ay get n 
the agricultural districts of this country; farm lands had depre- 
ciated in price and mortgages had accumulated to an extent 
which never existed before; but when the McKinley act was 
passed that depression increased with accelerated speed, and 
the ruin which had fallen upon the agricultural districts ex- 
tended to every part of this Republic. 

The Republican party, under whose laws these evils have fallen 
upon us, with that disposition to claim credit for everything 
that is good and throw the responsibility for everything that is 
bad on their political opponents, now turn around, before we 
have passed a single law, and say that the Democratic party is 
responsible; not for anything that party has done; not for any- 
5 00 the party has failed to do; but because they say the people 
are alarmed, because they believe the Democrats will be true to 
per pledges and do that which the people commanded them 
to do. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss the tariff laws here 
to-day. The tariff laws were discussed in 1892 throughout the 
entire United States. The question was submitted to that jury 
from whose verdict there is no appeal, and they with an over- 
whelming voice declared that the present tariff law, the McKin- 
ley act, should give way to laws which are intended for revenue 
only. That question has not yet come from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. When it does come, I have not ashadow of a doubt 
that the Democrats in the Senate will have the courage to stand 
by their policy and carry out their pledges in the spirit and 
letter in which they were written. 

The 1 question is simply the repeal of the election laws, 
which I believe tend to bring about fraud rather than to prevent 
fraud. I sincerely believe that when these laws are repealed, 
when each State is left to regulate its own affairs in its own wa; 
the cry of fraud in the election of members of Congress will 
greatly diminish, if it does not altogether cease. 

I say to the Senator from IIlinois, in all kindness, that it is not 
fair to attempt to give a sectional tinge to the repeal of the elec- 
tion laws or to attempt to say that we want to revive issues 
which were settled in the battles of 1865. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois need not be alarmed. 
We have no desire to raise any such question. The people of 
the South are back in the Union. This is our country as well 
as your country. We are entitled to the same rights and the 
same privileges to which all other citizens are entitled; no 
more, and no less. We have the right to express our views upon 
public questions without being eternally reminded that there 
was a time when we were in rebellion against the Government, 
We believe in this Government now; we are anxious to do all 
in our power toward its upbuilding, to contribute to its honor 
and glory; we are ready to stand by it, to protect and defend it 
at home and abroad under all circumstances and conditions, to 
speak for it, to work for it, and, if need be, Mr. President, to 
fight for it. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
The bill will be restored to its position on the Calendar. 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


385 


PAY OF EMPLOYES. 


Mr, PEFFER obtained the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Kansas kindly yield 
to me for a moment until a jointresolution which affects the pay 
of the employés of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
on the regular roll may be considered? It will only take a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the joint resolution is read, I shall 
ask for its present consideration. I hope Senators will give at- 
tention to it. It is the usual resolution which is passed preced- 
ing the Christmas baiona 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the joint resolution referred to by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 98) to pay the officers and em- 
ployés of the Senate and House of Representatives their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1893, on the 21st 
day of said month was read the first and second time by its title. 

y unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr, COCKRELL. Lask the Senator from Kansas to yield one 
moment more until I may make a conference report which the 
House of Representatives is very anxious to have acted upon. 

Mr. PEFFER. Lyield for that Bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri sub- 
mits a conference report, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 6 to the bill (H. R. 4177) “to 
videfor further deficiencies in the 5 for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purpo- 


Ses.“ having met, after and free conference have been unable to agree 
upon said amendment. 


e committee of conference recommend that Senate amendment num- 
bered 2, which was agreed toon the report of a former committee of confer- 
ence, be stricken from the bill and omitted in the enrollment thereof, as the 
provision has since been enacted by a joint resolution. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
A. F. GORMAN, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
J. G. CANNON, - 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. COCKRELL. This bill was considered in the last extra 
session of Congress. Section 2 of the bill referred to the World's 
Columbian Exposition. That was agreed to in conference. 
Final action having failed upon the conference report, a separate 
resolution was passed. While the committee of conference had 
no actual jurisdiction of the matter, we thought it was best to 
report it to the Senate and have the action of the Senate in strik- 
ing it out, as it is no longer necessary in the further considera- 
tion of the bill. 
Amendment numbered 6 isthe amendment about which we had 
a controversy as to whether the Senate had the right to regu- 
late and control its own affairs. I move that the Senate adhere 
to its amendment. 2 
The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 
The report was concurred in. - 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FUNDS FOR RELIEVING DESTITUTION. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I ask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill 1300, which was introduced yesterday and at my re- 
quest left upon the table so that it might be called up to-day in 
order to enable me to make some remarks upon it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1300) to provide funds 
for immediate use in relieving want and destitution throughout 
the country; which was read, as follows: 

Whereas want and destitution among the poor and unemployed people is 
advertised in the newspaper press of the country; and 

Whereas it a that there is urgent need of money to relieve the dis- 
by such want and destitution; and 


ments to properly relieve; and 
Whereas Congress has 8 relief in cases of pressing emer- 
gencies in the several States: Therefore, 

Beit enacted, etc., That in the name and on behalf of the people of the United 
States, the Secre of the Tre; is hereby authorized and uired to 
deliver to the 3 of national relief commissioners of 
the several States herein authorized to be appointed, the several amounts 
of money and in the manner hereinafter prescribed. 
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SEC. 2. That whenever, within ten days after the approval of this act, the 
vernor of any State or Territory shall certify to the President of the 
nited States that there is, within the limits of such State or Territory, dis- 
tress among the r and unemployed people; that such distress exists 
among and affects large numbers o people who are, by reason of their pov- 
erty, unable to help themselves; thatsuch distress has reached a point beyond 
the ca ty of present local arrangements to adequately relieve, or that if 
funds have been provided for relief purposes they have been exhausted or 
are not available for immediate usein the impending emergency; and when 
the governor shall further certify that he has designated three competent 
persons— them—of different political and religious affiliations to 
take charge of and apply i ia apd delivered to them by authority of Con- 
gress for the purpose of relieving want among the poor and unemployed 
people of their State, the President shall immediately appoint and commis- 
sion such persons to act as a board of national relief commissioners to re- 
ceive and apply money provided by this act, the first named of such commis- 
sioners to act as president, the second as treasurer, and the third as secre- 
par de the board of national relief commissioners for the 
or Territory, and he shall thereupon notify the Secretary o of 
said appointments. The members of said board shall take the usual oath of 
office and the treasurer shall execute a bond in the sum of $100,000, to be ap- 
proved by the United States district attorney for the district in which the 
capital of the State or Territory is loca conditioned for the faithful 
discharge of his duties and that he will properly account for all moneys in- 
trusted to him under the provisions of this act. The oaths of the commis- 
sioners and the bond of the treasurer shall be filed in the office of the clerk 
ofsaid district court. The commissioners shall immediately meet at the 
capital of the State or Territory and organize. On notice from the 
United States district attorney and the governor of the State or Territory, 
in a joint communication, that the of national relief commissioners 
duly o as required by this act, the Secretary of the shall 
cause to be delivered to the treasurer of said board one-fourth part of the 
te amount of money herein allowed to such State or Territory, and 
he shall not at any time pay or deliver to such officer more than such one- 
fourth unless the governor, at the end of thirty days after such pay- 
ment, ce that the distress continues and that more money is re- 
quired to relieve it, in which case another one-fourth part of said aggregate 
amount may be forwarded, and so, on like certificate by the governor th 
days after each payment, another one-fourth part may be sent until the ag- 
gregale sum is all : Provided, That the aggregate amount allowed to 
each State or Territory shall not exceed #1 for every ten inhabitants of such 
State or Territory as shown by the census of 1890. 

482 A hood the p — ted 5 ~ the 3 of this act the any 
o 000, or so much thereof as ma necessary, is hereby appropria! 
and the said amount shall be provided as follows: First. Rigs silver dol- 
lars now in the Treasury, not covered by certificates outstanding, shall 
be used; and if these be not enough to supply the whole amount 8 
second, the Secre! of the Treasury immediacely cause to be coin 


from any silver bullion now in the Treasury standard silver dollars enough 
to make up the whole amount. 
SEC. 4. the several boards of national relief commissioners are 


8 authorized to turn over to duly authorized officers of municipalities 
and of private relief ons, in the several counties, cities, and towns 
of their ropan States and Territories, such portions of the moneys in- 
trusted to them by this act as they may deem best to make the provisions 
of this law most effective. 

SEC. 5, That the members of said boards of national relief commissioners 
and all other persons 3 in the distribution and application of 
the funds herein provided shall, for the purposes of this act, be deemed and 
held to be officers of the United States, subject to be dealt with as such in 
ease of fraud, embezzlement, or theft. 

Mr. PEFFER. The condition of the country at this time,Mr. 
President, is not only unusual, but it is extraordinary. It is 

enerally believed, I think, that never in our history has there 

n as much want and destitution among the poor and unem- 
ployed people of the country as there is to-day, nor has there 
ever been a time when the destitution was so general as it is 
now, for it 2 777 that it is not only in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts, not only in the large cities of the country, but in the 
smaller towns, andin many instances even out among the farm- 
ers in the newer and the less fertile regions of the country. I 
Iwas reading yesterday a statement . to show the 
number of unemployed persons in some of the cities of the coun: 
try; but inasmuch as I shall call attention to that after a little 
time I shall pass it by, saying that it is safe to estimate that one- 
fourth of the entire population of the country at this hour is af- 
fected more or less seriously by the present distress among the 
working people. A 

The 8 of the country, especially those which we call 

reat and those which we sometimes criticise the most harshly, 

ve been doing a great service in this matter; and it affords me 
pleasure to add that of the great institutions of this country 
which quite often come to the rescue of poor people, the news- 
papers are usually among the first. I remember many years 
ago, and so do other Senators here, when the New York Ames 
instituted a series of excursions into the country for the little 
people who never saw the grass grow in the fields except on 
those occasions. 

Other newspapers followed in the same line, and now we find 
that in Chicago, in New York, in Boston, indeed in all the great 
cities of the country, the newspapers are taking a leading part, 
first.in calling the attention of the people to the poverty-stricken 
condition of the poor, and, second, suggesting, and not only sug- 

sting but proposing and acting upon, plans for practical relief. 

common has this become latterlv that the ne pers within 
the last twenty days are showing to the 8 in whole pago 
illustrations representing the postures of the poor who are beg- 
ging for sustenance, pictures of great buildings wherein hun- 
dreds cone thousands of people are huddled together like so many 
animals, 
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Within the last two weeks the New Vork Press sent its re- 
rters out among these people, and in describing one particular 
trict the reporter estimated the number of people and the 
number of square feet in the territory ee pres | them and made 
the astonis statement that if they were s in equal spaces 
upon the surface of the earth they would occupy a little less than 
a square yard to the person, about half as many people as are 
massed ina column of soldiers when they are moving. And 
this, the reporter said, was not the most crowded place in the 
great city of New York. * 

I have recently read an article in the North American Review 
for December, calling attention to the matter of which I just 
go e “bed crowded condition of poopie in the city 

New York. e editor of the Press, in referring to 2 
ple in that particular ward, also calls attention to this article, 
and I commend it to the careful consideration of every Senator. 

I have before me one sample of the abe ig r work to which 
I have been referring. It is the New Yor rald of last Sun- 
day morning, in which a whole pase is devoted to that particu- 
lar subject, with illustration and narrative. 

Among the news items printed in the Herald of the 18th in- 
stant, the statement of a Roman Catholic clergyman, the Rev. 
Father Mahoney, is printed. This philanthropic man, having 
had a great deal of experience among poor people, had usually 
imagined that the average poor man was poor of some 
fault of his own, either through drunkenness, improvident shift- 
lessness, or some other cause, as he states in this interview. 

, “ has Brooklyn been in 


Then the priest goes on to 2 to his former opinions con- 
cerning the reasons why people are poor. 

In oe editorial article in the Herald, I think of the same day, 
under a scriptural quotation, “Ye have the per always with 
you,” the editor 2 after having as the question 
whether this condition is always to exist, and says: 


The question presses itself u us just now, for hardly ever in the histo: 
of our C as there mises to be 


this winter. Men out of em mt are not to be by the thou- 
sands, but by the hundreds of thousands, and they are to endure pangs mon 
no fault ot their own. but in uence of an unfortunate condition ugh 
which the country ts slowly w its way a larger prosperity. 


Again the Herald says, and this is editorial: 


Everybody knows that business is dull and times are hard. Few realize 
how vast is the host of unemployed men and women, how steadily their 
ranks are growing, and how thousands are in sore need of help be- 
cause they are destitute and unable to get work. From every chari or- 

ation and aid society in the city, from the police department, from 
every official and person brought face to face with the suffering poor come 
Soren of widespread destitution which is simply ap when fully real- 
ized, and shows that relief was never more urgently needed. 

The writer quotes from Superintendent Byrnes, as follows: 


The public at la te the extent of the dis- 
t to me it it when I read the morn- 


during the past night have been crammed to their utmost capacity. This 
means that hundreds. and perhaps thousands, have of necessity n re- 
fused admission, and have in all probability been forced to spend the night 
iñ the streets. Think what that must mean in weather such as this! 

So says a man who is familiar with the haunts of vice. 

From Philadelphia, under date of December 16, this announce- 
ment is made: 

The meet ead of the blanket and cloth departments of John and James Dob- 
son's mills, at the Falls of Schuylkill, have been notified that there would be 
no more work for them after to-day. 

These two branches of the mills will be closed this evening for an indef- 
nite period. This will throw about 900 persons out of employment. 

That is one of a thousand similar dispatches which might be 
read. Now I read an extract from the New York Press, under 
the head of The Battle of the Toilers,” for the purpose of call- 
ing attention to the number of persons out of employment. Says 
the editor: 

Last Monday the Press published the startling fact that in New York, 
Chicago, Philadelphia, Boston, and mati, where over one million were 
employed twelve months ago in manufacturing industries alone, fully one- 
third of the industriai population are at present unemployed. 

A wonderful statement, Mr. President. Yetifit were limited 
to one locality, to one town, to one city, to even one State the 
matter would be small and could be easily handied; but we find 
upon investigation that it spreads out over the entire country, 
that one-third of the industrial pee of the whole Diad 
are nnemployed, and that that word of itself means that they are 
upon the verge of starvation, that the blackness of want in the 
future is immediately in front of them, gloomy, dismal, forbid- 
ding, repulsive. 5 

Unfortunately— , 

Says the editor a little further along— 
the oxisting condition of affairs in the larger centers of industry extends 
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with even 
the foll 
Then here is a brief statement showing the number of 2575 
usually employed in the cities of Scranton, Troy, Norik. 
hoes, Newburg, and Pittsburg, making a total of 145,350 persons: 


ter severity to the smaller cities. The census of 1890 makes 
returns: 


r cepa tae pee N a eRe 145, 350 
Dispatches f rape in Sunday’s Press from reliable and care- 
ful correspondents, who have been cautioned against exaggera- 
tion, show the following number unemployed: 
Here are the figures: 


alka an a a Aa mek aio Baag sala ce oa ee Bee le ek aoe 5, 000 
Se RT i a a Poa GaSe BRL RIES Ey Re ALE BESS 18, 000 
Newark - 23,000 
Cohoes -. - 5,000 
Newburg 2, 000 
Y De ee —— Lae Dy Re Wee Rye ee eee 25, 000 
:: . 8 78. 000 

A little army; yes, Mr. President, a great army, larger than 


Grant had at Shiloh. Seventy-eight thousand men and women. 
That means adult persons, not including the members of their 
families and those who are dependent upon them. 

After making due allowance for other gainful occupations than those re- 
ported by the census, we find that fully one-third of the waye-earners in 
these six cities belong to the increasing — f of the unemployed. The des- 
titution in Pittsburg almost surpasses bolief. 

These statements come from reliable correspondents who were 
sent to the different towns for the purpose of ascertaining the 
facts and cautioned not to exaggerate the figures. 

In one of the morning papers a few days ago were these start- 
ling headlines, Boston's Big Burden. Leading Citizens Meet 
To-day to Plan to Help the Poor. Statisticians say Forty Thou- 
sand Men are Unemployed.” ‘Those are the headlines of the 
dispatch, and I read what follows: 

Statistics gathered by Messrs. W. Clarke and R. B. Yo! 
House, in 
of 38.300. 

These are only the men, not the women nor those who have 
been in the habit of doing the work of adults, though of tender 
years, nor the little ones, the old and decrepit, and the destitute 
from other causes. 

A little further along other persons who attended this meet- 
ing, persons who had been specially commissioned to investigate 
the subject, put the number at 40,000, just as the headline stated; 
and in the same column of the same paper, from Providence, R. 
I., reference is made to the condition of things there occasioned 
partly by striking mechanics and partly by the general situation. 
I read from that dispatch: 


The combination of an extensive and long-drawn out strike and a dull 
market has produced a depression here much more severe than that from 
which other cities are suffering. The Olneyville strike is now in its eleventh 
week, with no prospect ofimmediate settlement. Thestrike has thr 
8,500 


‘own idle 

persons; 1,000 jewelers are idle from causes due to general depression, 

and 1,000 em: shes of the Corliss Engine Com are out of a job. Here is 

a total of 10, borers, men and women, in the army of the unemployed at 
the beginning of winter. . 

Reading further, we see Paterson and other places mentioned 
in the same 825 

Now we come to Chicago, that wonder of wonders in the march 
of civilization. The article is headed, In Chicago’s Slums,” 
with a line following in black-face type in these words: 

Five-cent lodging houses where chairs take the place of beds. 

Going down a few paragraphs, I find these words: 

As a matter of fact there are many hundred persons in Chicago every night 
who can not purchase a lodging for lack of means, and who stay out so late 
that access to the station-houses is denied because they are already over- 
9 people will then sleep anywhere. All y want is cover 

* 
That can be had in Chicago for 5 cents. But the lowest tramp, if fortune 
favored him with a dime, would shrink with horror from lod 
ph There are one or two places of the kind in 
to 


dinginess. Beside the ut pli 
palaces. For 5 cents the lodger is allowed the privilege of a chair until 
morning. Simply that and nothing more. 

The keepers of such places form the lowest elements of society. They do 
not treat their patrons as humans nor yet as beasts of the field. The 5-cent 
wretch becomes an object for blows and kicks. When his nickel enters the 
greasy pocket that gapes for it he is then an atom of squalor, and he is 
treated accordingly. 


And it goes on to describe one of those despicable places where 
these poor people are compelled to remain over night and through 


ot the Andover 
ty-seven crafts, indicate a total number of idle men in Boston 


no t of their own. 
I read another dispatch from Chicago. This is under the date 
of the 16th instant: 


Mayor Swift to-day issued an appeai to the people of Chicago for charity 
for the poor. 


1893. 
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And these are the words that the mayor uses in his appeal: 

Some er get a ry in ng and nepila par p public 0 
ings, yet many other tho their quiet cottages and apartments, are 
— less destitute, and with the approaching cold of a long winter the 
calamity is certain to intensify, This pitiful condition threatens also the 
health and good order of our beloved city. Desperate men do desperate 


A little further, and the reporter uses this language: 

A further investigation shows that there are 5,000 ls here on the 
brink of starvation. A State street store yesterday adv for ten girls 
to help over the holidays, and received 600 applications in a few hours. 

Then, here are dispatches from Buffalo and other places. I 
find in one from Buffalo the following paragraph: 

Postmaster Stauch has made an estimate of the number of men out of 
work, basing his calculations on the applications which have been received 
by him for aid. His figures show that there are between 17,000 and 20,000 
men— 

Men, Mr. President— 
out of work, and that there are in the neighborhood of 50,000 persons suffer- 
ing for food and clothing. 

That is in Buffalo. It has gone so far, the same dispatch in- 
forms us, that many children are necessarily kept from school 
because of the poverty of their parents and their guardians. 

I have here the statement of a reporter in the Chicago Times, 
referring to the city of Pullman, where one would suppose that 
thrift and comfort and ease ought to exist, if such things can 
exist anywhere in a manufacturing community. Yet the re- 

rier goes on to show that even in Pullman wages have, been 

process of reduction for several years, steadily downward, 
until now the great need for money is to pa rent with, and the 
rent charges have been made uniformly high. In Pullman there 
are men, women, and children at the very door of death from 
want of food. = 
` Ihave here a large number of dispatches from other places, 
bùt will not sopi read them nor ask eyen that they be inserted 
with my remarks. What I have read has been for the purpose 
of calling attention not only to the vast extent of destitution so 
far as the degree of want is concerned, but to show the large 
area that is covered by it. 

Now, we come to the capital city of Washington. Hereisa 
short article clipped from the News a few days ago. One para- 
graph I read: 


It is doubtful indeed, if anybody except the police and an occasional news- 
paper reporter knows how startling is the wretchedness that lurks in the 
slums.and purlieus. Even members of charitable organizations do not 7 — 
etrate these depts; they are reserved for the eyes of the guardians of the 
law and for the men to whom the varying phases of life are an incessant 

study. 


Here is something from the Washington Star. I read a para- 
graph from an article printed in that paper a few days ago: 


The r districts of the city are larger than one unfamiliar with the sub- 
ject is likely to su and the character of the poverty is worse than one 
can im: e who not been th how Where six 


h the 8 
families live in a four · room house; where one's feet sink through the holes 
in the rotton floors, and where the smoke-covered walls are so thick with 
vermin that the investigator hesitates to return to the bosom of his family 
without first submitting to the kind offices of the Turkish bath attendant. 


2 + * $ * * * 


But it is in the outlying districts, where the squalid tenements cover 


whole blocks and A pros miles, that the suffering is greatest and where the 


sufferers can depend least on each other, all being in the same state. 

And so the terrible danger spreads. Instances might be mul- 
tiplied many times, and among the strange and cruel incongrui- 
ties that appear about the situation, I find a New York dispatch 
in the Washington Post of November 25, introduced by the fol- 
lowing words in glowing black headlines: ‘‘ Money for the ask- 
ing.” It is remarkably easy now in Wall street banking 
houses. Stock market brightens.” 

The dispatch goes on to show that there are $76,000,000 and 
upward of idle money in the banks of New York over and above 
their lawful reserve. I do not refer to that fact, however, at 
this time for the purpose of criticising the banks or saying any- 
thing about Wall street, but to impress upon the Senate the 
thought that in connection and contemporaneous with this won- 
derful and extraordinary distress we have a large amountof un- 
wer money. The great trouble is to get to it when it will do 
good. 

In view of these things, Mr. President, the question logically 
arises, what are we going to do about this situation? What can 
we do? For the pops of breaking the ice in this body I have 

pared this bill. It is not a bill containing many provisions. 

t is not complicated by much machinery. It provides that the 
governor of any State or Territory, if destitution in his State 
exists to a degree beyond the capacity of the local authorities to 
handle, and he will appoint three competent personsof different 
itical affiliations in that State to receive and distribute any 
nds thatthe Government may see proper to donate to the State 
for that purpose, and will sosignify to the President of the United 
States, the President shall appoint the gentlemen named as na- 
tional relief commissioners, and the Secretary of the treasury 


isauthorized toissue and to deliver to the treasurer of the board 
one-fourth of the total sum which may in the end be used for that 
Darpa provided the first one-quarter or the second one-quarter 
or the third one-quarter is not sufficient, and the total amount 


appropriated for theentire 
000, which was a mistake o 8 

It was intended to make it $63,300,000; and if anyone curiously 
disposed would estimate how far that would go in taking care of 
3,000,000 men who are represented to be out of employmentnow— 
so estimated by the most careful statisticians, those in posi- 
tion to be best informed—he will see that if we give to each one 
of them as much as we are in the habit of paying on an pg d 
to the convicts in our State prisons, 50 cents a day, it would 
$1,500,000 in a single day to these 3,000,000 persons. Continue 
it thirty days and you have $45,000,000, and if you continue it 
sixty a you have $90,000,000. 

The bill is drawn upon the supposition and the expectation 
that the States and the cities and the localities where suffering 
exists will, as they always have done and as they are doing now, 
use all the means within their power torelieve the distress, and 
that a 3 large part of this donation, if it should be appropri- 
ated, would never be used. In many instances I doubt, even 
though the appropriation were made to-morrow, whether a dol- 
lar of it would be eropa at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 2 o'clock p. m.). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas will please suspend. The marong hour hav- 
ing expired it is the duty of the Chair to order the first case on 
the Calendar to be called. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the Calendar may be temporarily 
laid aside that the Senator from Kansas may proceed. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the Calendar may be laid aside that the 
Senator from Kansas may proceed with his remarks on the 
3 bill. There is noobjection, and the Senator from Kan- 
Sas 


Mr. PEFFER. And there are no expenses involved in the 
operation of this measure; that is to say, the machinery which 
is provided is such as would operate through channels already 
in existence. Every city to-day has its relief organization. 
Then there are a thousand and one private associations, bodies 
of men and women whoare always ready to volunteer their serv- 
ices on such occasions as these—the same class of women who 
came to us in the times of war and helped us there. They are 
cana! they are thoroughly organized, and they are competent, 
reliable persons. 

The instant that a bill like this should have the approval of 
the President its provisions would be telegraphed b castand 
be printed in the next morning’s papers, and every officer of 
every organization, whether private or municipal, would be ready 
to perform the work that would be intrusted to him. One of the 
provisions of the bill is that the relief commissioners to whom 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver funds shall in their 
discretion turn over such portions as might be deemed best to 
the classes of officers I have just named, so that there will not 
E * dollar of expense attending the practical operation of the 

Mr. President, the bill provides how the funds shall be raised, 
and that isa very simple process. It would not require the use 
ofa dollar that is now in circulation. It would not require the 
use of a dollar that anybody seems to have use for. It requires, 
first, that all the silver dollars now lying idle in the Treasury 
not covered certificates shall be used; and, second, that for 
the rest the retary shall immediately proceed to coin the 
silver bullion that is in the Treasury into silver dollars and use 
that. That would be a good way to get this silver into some 
useful line of duty. 

I am aware of the objections which are urged to this class of 
legislation upon the part of many public men, that the Constitu- 
tion provides for nothing of the kind. Indeed, some gentlemen 
go so far as to urge that it is in violation of the provisions of the 

Jonstitution. I shall not stop now to argue that point. I wish 
only to call attention to two or three simple propositions in con- 
nection with it. First, that there are a great many duties, a 
great many powers, a greatmany privileges, which weenjoy and 
which are conceded to us by common consent, that are not men- 
tioned in the language of the Constitution; second, that there 
are a great many implied powers which are sometimes necessary 
to be called into requisition in the execution of powers opens 
granted; and third, that there are a great many inciden 

wers which are nowhere either mentioned or alluded to in the 

nstitution—incidental powers of Government, powers which 
lie dormant in the meaning of the word sovereignty,“ powers 
which any organized people may exercise, powers which some- 
times are necessary in the execution of a great responsibility in- 
ecumbent upon men and upon Governments. 

There are great occasions, Mr. President, when nations, com- 


ur pose as [put it in the bill is $6,300,- 
mine 
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munities, and individuals may call to their aid powers which, 
under ordinary circumstances, are not known to exist. It is 
like the case of a man strikingin his own defense or of his lea 
ing to the rescue of a friend in danger, or of one picking up 


enemy by the wayside and doing good to him, 

It is too late now, Mr. President, in the history of this grand 
people to say that we dare not do anything of this kind. pce 
an examination of the record it will be found that there are 
many instances where the Congress of the United States has 
gone to the relief of suffering people in different parts of the 
country. 

I wish to avail myself of this opportunity, lest I do not have 
another so good a one, to say that I have been aided very much 
in the collection of these facts by Mr. Amzi Smith, in charge of 
the Senate document room, a man whose learning, whose knowl- 
edge of his business, whose courtesy, whose promptness, whose 
untiring industry are worthy of a life-long ition under the 
Government, and when old age creeps upon him, a pension to the 
end of his days. 

Begi g with 1803, Congress voted aid to sufferers by fire 
at Portsmouth, N. H., and the next year like aid was granted to 
sufferers from like cause at Norfolk, Va. In 1812 Congress ap- 

ropriated $50,000 to sufferers by an earthquake in Venezuela. 
Tn 1815 an indefinite sum was appropriated—how much was finally 
d I have not had time to ascertain, andit does not matter—an 
definitesum was appropriated to sufferers by earthquake at New 
Madrid, in Missouri Territory, In another instance in 1836, an 
indefinite sum was appropriated to sufferers by fire in the city 
of New York; in the same year to sufferers by Indian depreda- 
tions in Florida an indefinite sum. 

At another time, $20,000 tosufferers from a like cause at Alex- 
Hy, Va.; again, in 1847, for transporting supplies to the peo- 
ple of Ireland an indefinite sum. We not only have gone to the 


rescue of our own people, but we have reached out our friendly 


hands to brethren on the other side of the water and have offered 
assistance there. 

In 1863 Congress voted $200,000 to sufferers by Indian depreda- 
tions in Minnesota; the next year $2,000 to sufferers by an acci- 
dent at the arsenal in the District of Columbia; in 1866 an indefi- 
nite sum tosufferers by fire at Portland, Me.; in 1867 an indefinite 
amount for transportation of supplies to people in the Southern 
States, and for a similar purpose in 1867 another large amount. 
Where I use the word indefinite“ it is so used because I have 
not been able to ascertain what was the entire amount finally used. 
In the same year a direct appropriation was made for the use 
of sufferers in the South; the same year another appropria- 
tion of $50,000 was definitely made for the same p 5 n, 
in 1868, for the same purpose, an indefinite sum; in 1871, for trans- 

rtation of supplies to France and Germany what that was for 

do not remember and in 1872 to sufferers by fire at Chicago. 
Senators will remember that upon that occasion there were a 
great many army tents used and soldiers were placed on duty 
there under the immediate command of Gen. Sheridan. There 
was a large amount of money appropriated and Government prop- 
erty was used, besides the active presence of the Army in the case 
of that great fire. 
In the same year asum was appropriated to reimburse the 
tmasters at Chicago for losses. That might come under the 
ead of legitimate appropriations, or . under le- 

itimate legislation, even in the face of criticism. In 1874 8190, 

were appropriated at one time to sufferers by the overflow 
of the Mississippi River, and at another time an indefinite sum 
for same purpose. In 1875 seeds amounting in value to $30,000 
were distributed among persons who had been rendered desti- 
tute by raids of grasshoppers; the same year $150,000 was ap- 
propriated fora like purpose. In 1877 and in 1878 additional 
sums were appropriated, but these last two instances involved a 
very small outlay. In 1877, in the case of yellow fever in the 
South, $200,000 were appropriated. 

There were a number of other cases. I shall not refer to any 
more of them, but will ask that the paper from which I am 
reading, in its tabulated form, may be inserted as an appendix 
to my remarks, and I shall not detain the Senate longer than to 


make a very brief summing up. 
I think that the Senate ought to take some action upon this 
bill, more than to simply refer it to the Committee on Education 


and Labor, where I expect to ask that it be referred when I con- 
clude my remarks; that there ought to be a report made upon 
it, me that promptly, whether yea or nay or by way of amend- 
ment. 
I know that some Senators will argue that this subject is be- 
ond the province of national legislation. Perhaps it is, Mr. 
sident, but if it is, let the people understand it. The time 
is coming, in my opinion, when for all such p s as this 
State lines must be utterly abolished. We never thought about 
State lines when we wanted to help the poor le who were 
in trouble in Portsmouth, or in Portland, or in Boston: or in Chi- 


cago or in Memphis, or in Savannah, or in New Orleans, or even 
across the water in Ireland. We paid no attention to State lines, 
nor even to the lines of our national boundary, in such cases, nor 
ought we; and if we are going to stand in such a case upon that 
Uoctrine, let us know it, so that the people in the course of events 
in the next few years—for we do not know what is coming—may 
amend our Constitution accordingly. 

Lask that the bill may be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
In the absence of objection, that order will be made. 


APPENDIX. 


Cases where relief has been granted by Congress to sufferers by fires, hoods, earth- 
quakes, diseases, etc. 


7 pig amount 
a oun 
Date gh Object. appro- 
7 proval. riated 
Vol. | Page. - P N 
2| O May 8,1812 Sufferers by earthquake in Venezuela. 880, 000. 00 
3 211 Feb. 17, 1815 Sufferers vy 9 —— in New Mad- (*) 
rid, Missouri Ter. 
5 6 | Mar. 19, 1836 | Sufferers by fire at New Lor (*) 
5 131 | Feb. 1, 1836 punerea by Indian depredations in (*) 
orida. 
6 49 Feb. 19, 1803 | Sufferers by fire at Portsmouth, N. H. 2 
6| * 53 | Mar. 19, 1804 Sufferers D fire at Norfolk, Va 0 
6 356 | Jan. 24.1 Sufferers by fire at Alexandria, Va 20, 00 
9 207 | Mar. 3, 1847 3 aber rae of supplies to sufferers (*) 
12 652 | Feb. 16,1863| Sufferers by Indian depredations in | 200,000.00 
Minnesota. 


July 4, 1864 


July 4, 1866 
Feb. 22, 1867 
Mar. 29, 1867 


Sufferers by accident at Arsenal, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Sufferers by fire at Portland, Me. 

Sen e of supplies South bg 

— TEPEL ILA ibaa seaside vsccioc: 


2, 000. 00 


Jan. 31, 1868 
Feb. 10, 1871 


0, 
Apr. 5,1872 
ar. 12, 1872 
Apr. 23, 1874 


May 13,1874 


Sufferers by fire at Chicago 

Postmasters’ losses at fire in Chicago. 

os by overflow of Mississippi 
ver. 


— E 
ENR 1 


tree ot — 
Transportation of supplies to Ireland. 
Sufferers by ig Spe at Macon, Miss 
Sufferers by ppi River. over- 
flow, seeds to. 
Feb. 25, 1882 Sees by Mississippi River over- 
ow. 


Mar. 10, 1882 


23 8883333 J +88 8.286 282 SSE 


June 7, 1834 
Sep. 26, 1888 
Oct. 12, 1888 


| BRS anten BE 
2 


* Indefinite. 


+ Unexpended balance. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that for 
amoment. I wish to have passed a little measure which was u 
for consideration the other day, and which will not take muc 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania withdraw his motion? y 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not withdraw his motion. There are some matters in executive 
session which ought to be attended to. 

Mr. CAMERON. The executive business, I think, will not 
detain the Senate in executive session more than a few minutes. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator will not withdraw his 
motion for an executive session. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 
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HAWAHAN AFFAIRS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the motion submitted yes- 
terday by Mr. Hoar, that the message of the President of the 
United States on relations with Hawaii be referred, with the 
accompanying documents, to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR moved that the message of the President of the 
United States in relation to diplomatic representation in Hawaii, 
transmitted in response to the resolution of the 6th instant be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 

Ordered, That the consideration of the motion be postponed 
until to-morrow. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 98) to 
pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives their respective salaries for the month of December, 
1893, on the 2ist day of said month; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 

INCREASE OF CAPITOL POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. I ask unanimous consent to call up 

the concurrent resolution reported by me on the 14th instant 


from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
nses of the Senate, proposing to increase the Capitol police 


orce. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That the Board of Capitol Police be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed to appoint twelve additional policemen at an annual sal- 

of #1,100 each, one-half to be paid by the Secretary of the Senate and the 
other half by the Clerk of the House of Representatives, out of the a 
eous items of the respective Houses, until otherwise 


ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to require original receipts for deposits of 

tmasters to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department. Itis the bill we had up the other day 
and which was discussed quite freely. It simply proposes to 
change the method of epe an notices of postal receipt 
deposits. It is recommended by the commission and by the 
Postmaster-General. There is no objection to it on the part of 
any officer who knows 9 about business. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL. I object, if an objection will carry it over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri will not prevail at time and open up a ques- 
tion which I think ought to be discussed. If I can get a second 
I shall take the sense of the Senate by yeas and nays upon the 
motion. The question is whether a number of members of this 
body can be appointed by the President of an expired Senate to 
perform duties in this body to the derogation of the committees 
appointed by the Senate. Here is a bill that has not been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. It is 
reported by what is called a commission. It undertakes to dis- 
regard entirely all the Senators upon that committee. A body 
nominated by the President of the last Senate, members of the 
present Senate, were appointed to take into consideration sub- 
_ jects that have been committed to the Committee on Post-Offices 

and Post-Roads; and it is assumed that the members of that com- 
mittee are not competent to perform the duties which have been 
committed to them, one of which is the consideration and recom- 
mendation to the Senate of the pending bill. 

I can not conceive the propriety of recognizing the power of 
the presiding officer of a body which has expired and which no 
longer exists, to designate the members of this body who are to 
perform duties in it, and that, too, when the Senate has since 
that time appointed certain Senators here as members of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whose opinion 
they have required this bill and all other amendments and im- 
poner and changes in the postal service to be submitted. 

ow can we recognize an authority of that kind? 

Suppose these Senators had been 8 by the President 
of the last Senate and charged with the duty of considering a 
tariff bill and changes in the revenue m of the Govern- 
ment or the foreign relations of the country, is it to be supposed 


that the two great Committees on Finance and Foreign Rela- 
tions would have submitted to such a designation of Senators 

ount to them and to be substituted for them when selected 
b a policy which is not known in this body? 

Tit seems to me the mere statement of this proposition shows ` 
how dangerous itis. The provision was agreed on by the mem- 
bers of aconference committee after the Senate decided adversely 
to the creation of a commission of this kind. The members on 
the part of the Senate were appointed by the officer of an expired 
Senate. Is it proposed that three members of the House and 
three members of the Senate shallagree upon a provision which 
shall create a body appointed by an expired authority with ab- 
solute power to continue their sessions indefinitely and perpet- 
ually, and to draw their warrants upon the Treasury of the 
United States for any amount of money they may see fit to ex- 
pend? It does not matter that in this instance that authority 
would be executed properly, that the Senators and the members 
of the House who compose the commission are persons in whom 
the authority may be safely trusted, what is the precedent to be 

| established? That there shall be designated, not by the Presid- 
ing Officer of this body, but by the Presiding Officer of an ex- 
pired Senate, three Senators, whoshall have power to incur any 
expense they see fit to incur, to determine upon the propristy of 
such expenditure, and draw their warrant upon the Treasury for 
any amount of money that they see fit to decide is proper and 
reasonable. 

J insist, Mr. President, that this not only an unconstitutional 
authority, one which can not be created by statute, but that it 
is full of ce ee to the institutions of the country, and for that 
reason I shall ask for the yeas and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Chair state the pending question before 
the Senator from Ohio proceeds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion of 


resident—— 


ppro the Senator from Missouri to proceed to the consideration of the 


bill indicated by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see anything in the bill itself that 
is wrong. It seems to me it would expedite public business and 
dispense with a good deal of red tape in the passage of vouchers 
from the Sixth Auditor to the Postmaster-General and back 
and forth in. Therefore, so far as the proposition is con- 
cerned, I think it ought to be adopted. Butit is equally clear in 
my mind that no measure of this kind, involving a good deal of 
detail and a good deal of technical knowledge, should be acted 
upon without reference to the regular committee. It seems to 
me that my friend from Missouri had better let the bill, which 
no doubt has been fully considered by him, go to a committee. 
So far as I can understand the subject-matter I approve of the 
object and the terms of the bill, but it appears to me that when 
such a measure is introduced from the commission which was 
organized at the last session of the last Congress it should be 
referred to the regular committee, the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads or the Committee on Finance, either of 
which would have jurisdiction of the subject. 

It deals with the mode of keeping accounts and passing vouch- 
ers in the Post-Office Department, and although no doubt the 
gentlemen who were appointed as a commission to inquire into 
any defects in the modes of business in the various Departments 
of the Government have satisfied themselves upon the question, 
ye I think that when the bill is brought here it ought to be 

ealt with like any other bill; it ought to be referred to the ap- 
propriate committee. That certainly would not weaken it, be- 
cause it pro to makea very material and a very great 
change, and I think a favorable change. Still it ought to be 
examined by the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads or b; 
the Committee-on Finance, and if either committee concur wi 
the commission which has been organized, then as a matter of 
course we can yote upon it safely. 

The commission, I understand, wasappointed by anamendment 
to an appropriation act at the last session of the last Congress, 
and was rather in the nature of a committee of inquiry. It was 
a joint committee of the two Houses to inquire into the manner 
of conducting public business in the various Departments of the 
Government. I favored such a commission, and would be in 
favor of it now. I hope that the commission will be continued. 
But it is a mere committee of inquiry, not a regular committee 
of the Senate to pass upon an act of legislation. It cera 
can not be considered in that light. It was not so conside 
by me, but rather as a committee of inquiry; and when the com- 
mission has made its inquiry and suggests its plans for reforming 
the public service its report, like any other matter, whether im- 

rtant or indifferent, ought to be referred to a regular stand- 
ing committee of the Senate. Therefore, I suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri whether that course had not better be taken, 
and that all the measures legislative in their character reported 
from the commission should take the ordinary course pursued in 
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the consideration of other public measures; that they should be 
referred to standing committees of the Senate, and, having their 
sanction, no doubt would then be passed by the Senate without 
y objection. 

t seems to me there is nothing in the point made by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. I understand that this bill 
comes from the other House, and there is not a question of juris- 
diction involved. The question is not whether we can pass 
such a law as is proposed; it is a question of the mode and man- 
ner of doing business in the Senate and not a question of juris- 
diction. The other House having sent the bill to us we have 
jurisdiction, and we can pass it nem. con., without reading, or 
dis with the ordinary formula in passing bills. 

ut the question is whether a measure of this kind, of con- 
siderable magnitude, involving a vast sum of money, the passing 
upon $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 or $70,000,000 of expenditures in 
the Post-Office Dapartment, should be passed without undergoing 
the scrutiny of a regular committee. That is the point which 
it seems to me is weak in the proposition. I think it would be 
much better to refer the bill to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and if that committee approves it, as it nodoubt 
will, so far as I can understand the measure, then it will pass with- 
out any difficulty. Otherwise, it would introduce a new danger 
into our mode of conduc business. It is unusual to have a 
joint committee of the two Houses upon measures. 

Each body is separate and distinct, and as distinctive, separate 
bodies, with no other connection except the necessity of having 
the joint action of the two Houses, the bill ought to be consid- 
ered by an independent committee of the Senate. The commit- 
tee which passes upon this measure should be composed of 
members of the Senate, not o DA me oneee A ae e e 
organized for the pur of ing only, for the purpose of rec- 
ommending such methods as may improve the public business, 
ought not to be armed with the power of reporting laws. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do J understand the Senator to make the 
point—I want to get at it exactly—that a joint committee ap- 
pointed by Congress has no authority to report a bill for the 
consideration of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that power ought not to be granted 
in any case to a joint commission. 

Mr. COCKR . But the members who report to the re- 
spective bodies are members of that body and under their con- 
trol. They do not make the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true, but the House of Representa- 

tives have no right to report a measure to the Senate of the 
United States. Here is acommission composed equally of three 
members of the Senate and three members of the House. That 
joint committee can not report a bill to this body. It seems to 
me it would tear up 

Mr.COCKRELL. The three Senators make their report here. 
It is true it is signed by the members of the commission on the 
part of the other House. The membersof the House make their 
report there. 

Ir. SHERMAN.. This is a separate and distinct body. 

Mr.HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Ohio one question. 
Thad some experience years ago with a commission of this kind, 
and in the language creating the committee it was directed to 
investigate and report by bill or otherwise. [agree with the 
Senator that it isa bad practice to substitute for committees 
of the two bodies that have 1 730 work to do a joint commis- 
sion, or joint committee; but if in the creation of the joint com- 
mittee or commission it is declared that part of their duty shall 
be to report by bill or otherwise, does the Senator from Ohio 
think then that it would be out of place for them to reporta bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I say that this commission might be 
authorized to report a bill to the Senate, but the question with 
the Senate would then be, as a se te and distinct body, inde- 
pendent of the House, whether that bill (because the reporting 
of the bill is simply the expression of the opinion of the commis- 
sion) should ba referred to a separate and distinct committee of 
the Senate and reported by it before action is taken upon the 
measure. 

Mr. HALE. Tobe referred to a committee that has cogni- 
zance of that kind of business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, that kind of business. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is great force in that view. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And while it might delay a little tHe pas- 
“i of measures that are advised by the commission, it would 
still preserve the ordinary forms of parliamentary law, which re- 

uires a distinct committee to act upon every measure in either 
ouse, absolutely independent of the other. In this case I hope 
that that course will be pursued. The commission can go on and 
make theirexaminations. No doubt they will find many defects 
to correct. They can report them in the form of a bill or other- 
wise, and then their recommendations may be referred to the 
pooper ousa of the Senate having charge of that class of 
business. 


Mr. COCKRELL. How about the Joint Committee on the Li- 
brary? That is created by law. > 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Joint Committee on the Library is an 
exceptional committee in this body. It has undoubtedly re- 
poret bills, etc., but it deals with very small matters compara- 

ively. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I have been upon 
the Committee on the Library a great many years, thongh I am 
not now. The theory of the Joint Committee on the Library is 
thatit has a twofold authority. The Committee on the Library 
is a Senate committee pure and simple, and then there are cer- 
tain statute powers given to the two committees together. But 
the Committee on the Library has always held (as the Senator I 
think will agree with me) that it has a right, even if the House 
members do not attend, to do the same thing that any ordinary 
Senate committee would do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly; it is aseparate and distinct 
committee in each House. 

Mr. HOAR. Formerly we would frequently report measures 
from the Senate Committee on the Library. After having 

the Senate they went over to the House, and there were 
referred, and the House Committee on the Library passed sep- 
arately on them, just as W on Appropriations or 
any other committee would have done, and the measures went 
through in that way. The two committees have certain joint 
authority, conferred by statute, principally the control of the 
library and the public en here. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. e same is the case with the Committee 
on Printing. The Committees on Printing of the two Houses 
have certain joint powers, and they act upon those powers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By whom was that power given? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was given Lc Pal 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inother words, thecommittees were author- 
ized by law 

Mr. COCKRELL. The power conferred upon this commission 
was given by law, too. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but both the Committee on Print- 
ing and the Committee on the Library have always reported 
separately to each House as independent committees—not as a 
joint committee, but as the Committee on the Library or the 
Committee on Printing of the Sen ite or the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thiscommission reports separately to each 
House. I reported a similar bill from the commission, and it is 
apon the Calendar. The other House proposed this bill. The 
two bills are identical, and I asked that the House bill might be 
taken up in lieu of the Senate bill. Now, we have made a report 
to the Senate, and it is pe here. We reported a separate 
bill to the Senate. The House membersof the commission made 
a report to the House. They reported a separate bill. Those 
bills were identical. The House passed their bill and it came 
here and I moved to take it up instead of the one we reported. 
Now, your Joint Committee on Printing and your Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library upon a bill. The members on the 
part of the House go and report it to the House. The members 
on the part of the Senate report it to the Senate. The House 

e bill first. Itcomes here. Would you not ask the Sen- 
ate to take up and consider the House bill in preference to the 
Senate bill? If these committees have the jurisdiction given 
them by law, what difference does it make whether they are 
called a committee or a commission? It is tweedledum and 
tweedledee, it seems to me. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Committee on the Library and the Com- 
mittee on Printing have certuin executive dutiesasa joint body. 
Their action in this res is not y and not usually 
reported to either the ate or the House. They pass upon 

uestions of printing. etc., in the case of the Committee on 
Printing, and the Joint Committee on the Library controls the 
action of the Librarian of Congress to a certain extent, but 


when they act le vely they are separate committees. 
Mr. HOAR. re is the rule under which the Committee on 
the Library have j 


wer to act jointly. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, the Committees on the Library are 
two distinct bodies, organized one for the Senate and the other 
85 re House, but they are authorized in certain matters to act 
jointly. — 
: Mr. COCKRELL. Willthe Senator please read the rule, and 
then I will read the provision of law relating to the commission. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The rule providing for the appointment of 
standing committees of the Senate contains the following clause: 
ACommittee on the Library, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
— act jointly with the same committee of the House of Represent- 
And that joint action is provided for by a statute of the United 
States w defines their power. But whenever they report a 
bill to either the Senate or the House theyare separate commit- 
tees of the two Houses. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The law creating the commission reads 

thus: 

joint commiss' t three Senato bers of the 
Fifty tuin Congress, to 8 present President of the Senate, 
and three memoers-elect to the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third 

to be ted by the Speaker of the House of Representatives 

of the Pitty: Congress, shall, during the Fifty-third Congress, inquire 
into and examine the status of the laws organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, bureaus, divisions, and other Government establishments at the 
national capital; the rules, regulations, and methods for the conduct of the 
same; the time and attention devoted to the operations thereof by the per- 
sons employed therein, and the d. of eMiciency of all such employés; 
whether any modification of these laws can be made to secure greater effi- 
one tes and economy; and whether a reduction in the number or compensa- 
tion of the persons authorized to be employed in said Executive Depart- 
ments or bureaus can be made without injury to the public service: Pro- 
vided, That the commission herein authorized shall have no jurisdiction to 
inquire into and report on pension legislation. Said commission fs au- 
thorized to employ not exceeding three e who shall render such as- 
sistance as the commission may require in the prosecution of the inves 
tion herein required, and shall receive such compensation as the com 
shall determine to be just and reasonable. 

The heads of the respective Executive Departments shall detail from time 
to time such officers and employés as may be requested by said commission 
in theirinvestigations. Said commission or any subcommittee thereof shall 
have power to send for persons and papers, and to administer oaths, and 
such process shall be issued and ‘such oaths administered by the chairman 
of the commission or subcommittee, and the commission may report, Nid 
bill or otherwise, to their respective Houses of the Fitty-third Congress. All 
. ̃ — —— — BY 
the chairmen of said pale i 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right, but when that joint com- 
mission report to this body that report should then be referred 
to a committee of the Senate, so as to secure the separate action 
of each House through organs of its own. The officers of the 
Senate who make up the Calendar recognize that and use the 
words Joint Committee of Congress” instead of commission.“ 
A commission may be employed to do almost anything, and it 
may be composed of persons outside of the Senate, as commis- 
sions have been organized outside of the Senate and outside of 
the House. Commissions may be organized as experts to in- 
quire into a certain matter; but when it reports as a matter of 
course its report is referred to the appro iate committee. We 
had a commission on the tariff, and I believe it was composed 
partly of civilians and partly of members of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; there were no members of Congress 
on it. They were all civilians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were all persons outside of Congress; 
but they reported in the form of a bill, and that bill was referred 
to the appropiate committees of each House in its turn. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion 
to him right there. before he proceeds to another point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. This joint commission, as it is called in the stat- 
ute, is a single body, so that if the three members of the Senate 
and one member of the House of Representatives vote one way, 
and the other two, being a majority of the members of the House, 
vote the other way, the commission still would act and make its 
report. So, on the other hand, if all the members of the House 
and one member of the Senate had voted one way, the Senate 
might have something reported to it which a 8 of its rep- 
resentatives had dissented from. So thereis no body which can 
be treated as a committee of the Senate, whether it is a part of 
a joint committee or otherwise. That is one distinction between 
this case and the case to which the Senator from Ohio referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Senator’s pardon; there is no 
such distinction existing. 

Mr. HOAR If the Senator will look at the statute he will 
see it expressly provided. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. No report has been made, and no interpre- 
tation of the kind given to the language of the statute. Unless 
the six agree the House does not agree. That is the whole of it. 
There has been nothing done and no proposition made that a 
mere majority of the six members shall control the action of the 
commission. If another Senator and myself were to differ from 
the third Senator he would not join with the House members in 
agreeing to what we dissented from. 

Mr. HOAR. But the statute is otherwise. Read it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, All I want is to accomplish something in 
this matter. A great deal of fime and labor have been given to 
the investigation of the methods of business. I venture to say 
that no sane man can affirm that the methods of business in our 
Executive Departments to-day are what they ought to be. I 
think the Senator from Ohio will agree with me that there ought 
to be changes made, and that the methods ought to be simpli- 
fied. The business of the Departments ought to be brought up 
to current work. It is ashame and a disgrace to the Govern- 
ment.that to-day there are over a million dollars due to the sol- 
diers, their widows and orphans, according to our officials rec- 
ords, and yet we can not adjust and pay the claims, and will not: 
doit. To-day claims for horses lost in the M war are 


on 


pending in the Treasury Department. So it is in every branch 
of the service. : 

Now, the methods of business must be changed, and the busi- 
ness of the Departments brought up to current work, like any 
other great establishment. e selected, in my j ent, three 
of the very best men we could have selected in the United States 
as experts to go serous with this work. sees ore spending 
their entire time uponit. They go into every branch and bu- 
reau; they investigate; they trace the methodsof business; they 
trace every item of business that is done, every entry that is 
made; they gofrom one desk to another; and when they have 
gotten through with all the methods of business they examine 
the law and the regulations of the Department, and after full 
consultation they make their recommendation ofa change in the 
method of transacting the business, and show what will be the 
result of such a change. 

In this case the proposition is avery simple one. It is simply 
arecommendation that the law shall be changed; that the no- 
tice of certilicates of deposit, instead of being sent to the Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General’s office, where it accomplishes 
nothing on earth and is enpr delayed there in its transmis- 
sion to the Sixth Auditor, shall go directly to the Sixth Auditor. 
That is all there is in this bill. 

There is another bill here which has been reported which 
proposes to change the organization of the Sixth Auditor's office 
and to change materially the methods of business in the Sixth 
Auditor's office. That is an important bill, compared with this 
measure. This is simply a regulation. If it were not for the 
law, the Postmaster-General would make the change himself, 
but he can not change the present requirement by order, be- 
cause the requirement is law. ; 

Thatis the only reason why this measure is necessary. Many 
of the changes the experts have recommended have been ap- 
proved in the Department, and carried out by departmental reg- 
ulation. Some of them can not be carried out by departmental 
regulation, and therefore legislation is required. hat I want 
to do is to accomplish something. Itis nothing to me; it is for 
the interest of the public service; itis for the interest of the tax- 
payors; it is for the interest of Congress that these things shall 

simplified and the business of the Departments brought up to 
current date. ‘ 

If the business of the Departments were conducted to-day as 
the great business establishments of our country are condueted, 
nearly one-half of the labors would be taken off the shoulders of 
Congressmen. You all know how many letters you are getting 
about arrears of pay and bounty and deferred pension claims, 
and on all kinds of business matters. If the work was brought up 
te current, we should be relieved from that, the business would 
be in a better condition, and we could always ascertain the exact 
status of governmental transactions. As it is, we can not. We 
saw ex cae es the newspapers only a day or two ago that sup- 
posed valuable papers had been stolen in regard to money orders 
and postal notes. The same thing may occur in other matters 
unless the business is promptly attended to. 

The pending bill avery small change. I am not dis- 

to run contrary to what may be the preference even of a 
minority of the Senate. Iam perfectly wi that everything 
we report here shall be scanned, scrutinized, and criticised from 
an enemy’s standpoint for that matter. I want action upon the 
bill. That is all I want. 

If the Senate think that these matters ought to go to a com- 
mittee, I am perfectly w. for them to go to a committee. I 
have no personal feeling in the matter. I think there is no oc- 
casion for the reference. I think that the commission has the 
right to report by bill, and that it is the business and the duty of 
the Senate to take up such bills and pass upon them just as if they 
had been reported by a regular committee, for it has been re- 
ported by three Senators, who are a committee as well as a com- 
mission, or of a commission. 

It is merely a technicality to raise the question as to how this 
bill got into the Senate. Suppose a committee which never has 
had a bill referred to it reports a bill to the Senate and the Senate 
passes it, has not the Senate jurisdiction of it? Suppose that 
the Presiding Officer of the body, without anybody ever having 

sented a bill to him or asking anything of him, should la 

ore the Senate a bill, that the Senate should take it u ant 
discuss it, that it should be passed and go to the House of. Rep- 
resentatives and there, would it not be as constitutional 
a law as if it been referred to a committee, favorably re- 
per ed, and passed in the usual way? The Senate, when a bill is 

fore it, has jurisdiction of if beyond any question, and can 
passit just as well before it goes to a committee as afterwards if 
Satisfied with the investigation. 

If the Senate fhink it n for the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, or if that committee think that their pre- 
rogatives have been assumed and intrenched upen and want this 
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bill, let the responsibility rest with them; they may have it; if 
they want to smother it they can do so, and if they want to re- 
port it they can do so. : 

There is nothing personal in this matter. If a majority of the 
Senate or any considerable number of the Senate think that bills 
reported by the commission should go to committees, let them 
go there, but let the commission be relieved from responsibility. 

Mr. VILAS. I will say in respeet to this bill that so far as the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is concerned, I am 
quite sure I speak for all of its members when I say that they 
desire only to discharge their duty according to the usages and 
methods of the Senate. What belongs to them to consider they 
ought to consider; what belongs toothers to consider, they ought 
not to interfere with. 

The joint commission is not a joint meeting of two commit- 
teas, one on the part of the Senate and one on the part of the 
other House, but an independent body by itself, composed of six 
members appointed, as it happens to be directed by law, three 
from each of the ies. 

If the Senate desires to have that joint commission perform 
these duties, well; but they supersede necessarily in that event all 
of the committees: notalone the Post-Office Committee, but any 
committee which would naturally have charge of the regulation 
of affairs of the Treasury Department or any committee which 
would have charge of theaffairsin the Interior Department, and 
there are various committees to which the various branches of 
business of the Interior Department properly appertain. This 
commission supersedes them all if that ground be taken. 

However, I was going to ask the Senator from Missouri one 

uestion. { would draw his attention to the law as it stands at 

time apparently upon the Revised Statutes. Section 407 of 
the Revised Statutes is the same as section 54 of the revision of 
the postal laws, which was passed in 1872, and that law now 
reads simply thus: 

Sec. 407. The postal revenues and all debts due the Post-Office Department 
shall, when collected, be paid into the Treasury of the United States, under 
the direction of the Postmaster 1; and the jurer, assistant treas- 
urer, or des ted depositary receiving such payment, shall give the de- 
positor duplicate receipts therefor. 

There is, so far as I am aware, no statute which provides for 
the ig eerie of those receipts. That is left, as I understand, 

to the Postmaster-General by re tion; and it is in accordance 
with the theory upon whic of our postal laws are written, 
We have no statute which directs e to be done in the 
postal service by anybody but the Postmaster-General. The 
whole theory of our statute is to command one officer to do all 
the duties, and he is authorized then to regulate the postal sery- 
ice under him and by means of him. The postal service, which 
is a great express business, is conducted as from a central head, 
with concurrent action on the part of all the various members 
of the force, numbering 150,000 men, if you include the clerksin 
the lower grade offices who are paid by the postmaster instead 
of out of the appropriation. 

The Postmaste neral to-day, under this law, has power by 

regulation to direct how these receipts shall be disposed of; and 
I wish to ask the Senator from Missouriif he has considered 
this k opaan in reference to it. The current paymona of the 
postal service are not made by warrants on the ury, as in 
the case of all the other Departments of the Government, but 
the ordinary expenditures of the ales service are made by 
postmasters, under the orders of the Post-Office Department, 
addressed to the postmaster. Therefore, these orders are as a 
rule usually addressed to offices which have the deposits. There 
isa system of collection of the postal revenues by which the 
smaller postmasters deposit at some post-office known as a de- 
positary post-office, and that office makes the payments of the 
ordinary expenditures of the postal service. 

In order that the Post-Office Department shall know where 
this money is and upon what post-office to make its orders for 
the payment of the current expenditures of the postal service, 
it is necessary that these reports of the various depositing post- 
masters of the place where they have deposted and the amounts 
which they have deposited shall be promptly put in the hands 
of the Postmaste: neral, or, more particularly speaking, of 
his aid in the performance of that branch of fiscal service of the 
Department, the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. Accord- 
ingly by regulation each postmaster who makes a deposit is re- 
quired to make report at once to the Third Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General, who thus keeps an account. from day to day and 
time to time of the location and distribution of the moneys of 
the service, out of which the current expenditures are made. 

There is another thing. The law requires postmasters to de- 
posit with promptness. In certain cases they are rogni to 

eposit weekly, and the Post-Office Department is enjo nec- 
essarily to see that this duty is performed. Itis a necessity to 
the ready distribution of the business. 

Perhaps the Senator from Missouri can explain why this pro- 
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vision, which takes from the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral the information which he has been in the habit of receiv- 
ing, will not interfere, but it seems to me that it is liable to in- 
terfere and disarrange the ordinary system by which the postal 
receipts are carried and by which the expenditures of the De- 
ent are made. Unless that can readily and satisfactorily 
explained, it would strike me to be a reasonable thing that 
this subject should be inquired into by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads in the ordinary way in which measures 
touching the Post-Office Department are submitted to the ap- 
propriate committee, and as measures touching every other De- 
partment would naturally be sent to the appropriate committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I wish at some time, 

before he answers the important question put to him in the pre- 
liminary matter which has been discussed, to inquire of him 
whether this is a commission created by statute, voting by a ma- 
jority, or whether it isa committee of each House acting con- 
currently with separate powers? The statute provides for one 
chairman and gives him authority to administer an oath, and 
there is no other chairman. Who, in fact, is the chairman of 
that commission? 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is a separate chairman for each 
branch of the commission when the commission is sitting sepa- 
rately; but when the commission is sitting together Mr. DOCK- 
ERY, of the other House, is the chairman of the joint commis- 
sion. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any provision in the statute for the 
three members of each House to sit separately? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think the Senator will find that in the 
last clause of the statute. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not find it. As I understand, this com- 
mission and this matter of the chairman presents a very inter- 
9 11 and important question. The commission is just what it 
would have been if the statute, instead of saying three Senators 
and three members of the House of Representatives, had said 
three clerks in the Post-Office Department and three clerks in 
the Treasury Department. It has no other legal existence what- 
ever except that. It met as one body, and not as two. It voted 
by a majority of four to two, if the members were all present, 
without the slightest regard to how that majority was made up, 
and it had but one chairman as provided for by law. 

Mr. CULLOM.. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not mistaken about that. I am stating 
the fact with the law before me. 

Mr. CULLOM. Each body or se tely. 

Mr. HOAR. Then they did not follow the statute. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then they appointed a chairman of the joint 
commission. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatonly shows a misunderstanding, as it seems 
to me, with great deference to other Senators, who may be right 
and Iwrong. The misunderstanding which they exhibit here 
on the floor of the Senate in the effect of this statute is one 
which they entertained some time ago. 

But the statute provides fora joint commission of three men to 
be appointed by one power and three hy another, and the commis- 
sion hereinauthorized shall have such and such jurisdiction. Then 
there is a provision in the statute about administering oaths 
and it provides that they may send for persons and papers, an 
such process shall be issued and such oaths administered by the 
chairman of the commission or subcommittee. 

Unless the committee of the Senate was made a subcommittee— 
the commission would have been a very different thing asa joint 
committee—its chairman could not have administered oaths. 
There was no such official provided by the statute—one chair- 
man of one body; and that body, and not a subcommittee, have 
authority given by the law, and nobody else, it seems to me. 

So I respectfully submit to my friend from Missouri and my 
friend from Illinois that they onceive the effect of this stat- 
ute if they take any other view of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to be becoming very fashionable to 
report resolutions here creating committees or commissions, for 
they are substantially one and the same thing. ; 

Mr. President, I confess that when the law under which the 
commission was created was passed, I thought it was a tolerabl 
awkward piece of legislation, and, as some Senators may recol- 
lect, I endeavored to be excused from service on the com- 
mission; but it was thought, on account of the provision in the 
statute requiring the presiding officers of the two Houses of 
Congress at that time to appoint a commission, that if I should 
decline the vacancy caused by my resignation could not be filled. 
Therefore I concluded to remain on the commission. 

It seems to me that what has been said here is simply sticking 
in the bark as to what gogn to be done. Whatever may be the 
‘technical fact, whether this commission has the power to report 
bills to go upon the Calendar and be acted upon by the Senate or 
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not, unless we abolish the commission and undertake to make 
this proposed reorganization by some other means, it seems to 
me that whatever the commission may do in the premises will 
be thrown away, and what we are undertaking to do now can not 
be recognized as legitimate and proper. 

The commission or committee, or whatever it may be called, 
has gone to work to try to improve the condition of the Depart- 
ments in their organization. In the interest of a plain, simple 
way of doing business and in the interest of economy, we started 
in that line. We are incurring some expense in it, which the 
Government will have to pay. If we can not go forward and re- 
port bills here totheseparate Houses, butif, upon the other hand, 
the bills we report are to be referred to the committees which 
have charge of the affairs of the different branches of the Gov- 
ner the commission might as well be relieved from further 
service. 


Take the pending bill, for instance, or any important bill. 


which goes extensively into the question of the reorganization 
of the Post-Office Department. If we refer such a bill to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads under those circum- 
stances, of whatamount is the work which has been done by the 
commission? It seems to me that if we have experts and are 
paying for them, and the Post-Office Committee wants to take 
charge of the reorganization of the Post-Office Department, the 
commission had better disband and let the Post-Office Commit- 
tee take charge of the question, and so of committees which 
have charge of the business of other Departments. 


So I say that the technical objection which is ed here 
against the reception of a bill in this body and its consideration 
committee 


— hace Senate unt l it has been referred to a standi 
which represents the Post-Office Department, for instance, we 
might as well adjourn the joint commission and let the commit- 
tee take charge of that branch of the service. 

The commission or committee, or whatever it may be termed, 
has gone into this work, I may say, with a little more energy 
and a little greater determination this year in attempting to see 
if there is not something we can do to improve the condition of 
the Departments than has been done heretofore. 

I know that this reorganization has been going on nominally 
a great many years, but there has never been before, within m 
knowledge, that methodical arrangement by which the wor 
can be done as thoroughly and successfully as we have been try- 
ing to do it under the joint commission since it has been or- 


ized, 

So far as this little bill is concerned it is one which has been 
fully considered by the commission, as has been said by the 
chairman, for I recognize the Senator from Missouri [Mr. - 
RELL] as the chairman of the Senate wing of the joint commis- 
sion, for that is what he is as a matter of fact, and he reports 
the bill here, not the bill which the House branch of the com- 
mission reported, but a similar bill. We have considered it, 
but as the House bill has come over, it is natural enough that 
we should take up that bill for consideration at this time instead 
of the other. 

I think we ought to settle the question now whether these 
bills are to go, when the commission report them to the different 
committees, which will claim whatever bill seems to touch their 
particular line of official uy We ought to settle the question 
whether when we report bills they are to be distributed out to 
the several committees of the Senate, or whether they are togo 
to the Calendar, to be considered as they come up in regular 
order. It seems to me that is the thing we ought to do, because 
if the commission are to do nothing more than to report bills, I 
think we are doing a great deal of work andincurring some ex- 

mse, perhaps, which will amount to nothing to the country. 

e experts we have employed had better be employed by the 
several standing committees, and let them take hold of the ques- 
tion of reorganizing the several Executive Departments of the 
Government and excuse us from the work which we are trying 
to do under the statute, which, I confess, I have always thought 
is somewhat of an anomaly. 

That is all I have to say about the matter, but it does seem to 
me that we are sticking in the bark when we technically object 
to the consideration of this bill and say that it ought to be re- 
ferred to one of the standing committees before it is acted upon 
by the Senate. 

Mr, GORMAN, I think the Senator from IIIinois is quite 
right that the question to determine now is, whether it is proper 
for the Senate to consider the bills reported from the commis- 
sion created by the act of the last Congress, without reference 
to the standing committees of the body. 

I do not intend to criticise the action of the commission. I 
think, from what I have seen—and I have read the reports which 
have been published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD with a good 
deal of care—that they have unquestionably gone on in the right 
line, with a view to economy and with a view to relieving the 


Departments from the extra amount of red-tape which is said 
to exist in the conduct of the business of the various Executive 
Departments, and I am vy glad to have the report of the com- 
mission. But I concur with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] that the commission, created as it was and constituted as 
it is, ought not to be permitted to bring in bills for considera- 
tion by either House of Congress without reference to the proper 
standing committees. 

Atthe time this commission was created, by the provision 
which the Senator from Missouri has read in the appropriation 
act, I objected very strenuously to the appointment of such a 
commission, to a commission to be appointed by the then pre- 
siding officers of the two Houses, consisting of gentlemen who 
were not members of Congress, who had not en the oath of 
office, but who were appointed as individuals, so far as another 
branch of the legislative department is concerned. It so hap- 
pened that the three members here were Senators and their 
terms had not expired, but the others were merely citizens of 
the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives at that time. 

Mr. GORMAN. wet were members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives-elect, but not taken the oath of office and were 
therefore not actually members of Congress. They were simply 
prominent citizens of the United States, who were, in the course 
of time, to fill a high station as members of Congress. 

The commission met ana organized during the recess of Con- 

, and they employed experts, as the Senator from Illinois 
8 very distinguished men in the railroad service 
of this country—whose reports to the commission in regard to 
the reorganization and change of methods in the Sixth Audi- 
tor's Office Senators will find in the RECORD of Friday last, the 
15th. Itis evident from this report of theirs that their gene- 
ral view is that the accounts and business of the Departments of 
the Government should be conducted as they are accustomed to 
seeing the affairs of great corporations ren ee They evidently 
believe that the Treasury Department, which audits the accounts 
of the Post-Office Department, should have entire charge of the 
return of postmasters’ accounts, and eliminate, as far as possible, 
all the checksand entries that are made in the office of the Third- 
Asssistant Postmaster-General. Simply because a few clerks 
are required to make the entries it is pro to break up the 
system practically, which the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

ILAS] has described so vividly as to the Post-Office Department. 
To a certain extent that reform may be right, and I do not know 
that it is not; but I suggest that before radical changes of this 
character be made, it is at least wise that the stan commit- 


tees of this body shall go over the work of the co ion and 
of its experts and report to the Senate in the ord way. 
Mr. President, how do these bills come here? They come 


here by the report of a commission—no, not a commission, but 
the bill pending before the Senate was reported in another place, 
signed by ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, JAMES D. RICHARDSON 

and NELSON DINGLEY, jt managers on the part of the House of 
Representatives,” and “F. M. COCKRELL, JAMES K. JONES, and 
S. M. CULLOM, managers on the part of the Senate *_precisely 
as would be done in the case of a conference report. So when 
the bill came here it was signed in the same way, not only by 
members of this body as Senators, but by three members of an- 
other body. 

Isubmit that the work of a commission of that character, no 
matter how constituted, whether they bs heads of Departments 
or members of the two Houses of Congress, ought, when received 
for our consideration, to be properly referred to the committee 
W of the particular subject-matter. 

Mr. IS. May I inquire of the Senator from Maryland 
is there any objection to the provisions of the pending bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I can not answer the Senator positively; but 
after listening to the suggestion of the distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], who is very familiar with post- 
office affairs, who madea saggession, which occurred tomy mind, 
it is possible that there may be some objection toit, which, how- 
ever, may be answered fully and completely by the distinguished 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The point I make is that the Senate of the United States 
should never act upon a bill unless it has been considered by a 
standing committee or a special committee of its own, or by the 
body itself without the consideration of a committee, as we are 
compelled to do in certain cases; but that in general iegislation 
all matters 1150 to be referred to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. H . interrupted the Senator to ask the question 
I did for the purpose of suggesting that if a regular standing 
committee c s jurisdiction of the subject-matter and thinks 
it ought to have it, as a matter of respect to that committee, if 
for no other and better reason, I should say give it tothem; but 
if the committee is not demanding the jurisdiction, and there is 
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no objection to the provisions of the bill, it seems to me it is 
sticking in the bark to inquire into exactly how the bill got on 
the Calendar or on the desk. 

The bill under consideration, I understand, isa House bill. 
It comes to usasa House bill. It goes to the table as a House 
bill, and it is certainly a agente subject for our consideration 


as n Senate. If there be objections to the provisions of the bill 
of course I am willing to consider them. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator from Maryland has for the 
first time called my attention to an incomprehensible and stupid 
blunder in the Printing Office in putting in managers ” instead 
of members.“ Nobody on the commission ever thought of sign- 

his name in that way, and the clerks of the respective com- 
ra od never did it. It is a mistake in the print. I was as- 
tounded when he read it. We never signed in that way, and 
it is a mistake in the print. It was s members on the 
pari of the Senate” and members on the part of the House.” 
All the reports were signed that way. I never discovered that 
the word ‘‘mansgers” had been stuck in there. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I do not know whose fault it was. 
Probably the Printer is at fault. I believe everything is charged 
to the Printer that gets wronginthe records. But the point of 
the case is not whether it is signed as ers on the part of 
the Senate and managers on the part of the House; it is a. com- 
mission that was created by law. They are not managers upon 
the part of the House or upon the part of the Senate, and I agree 
with the Senator that it ought never to have appeared in the 
record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I merely want to show the Senator three 
reports here, two made in the Senate and one in the House, which 
are signed members on the part of the Senate” and members 
on the part of the House;” and that particular one happened to 
besigned ‘‘managers.” Here is another one signed members.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I make no point as to whether it 
was signed ‘‘mambers” or“ rs.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it is not the fact that it was signed 


managers. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam glad I called the Senator’s attention to 
it. But, a from that, I submit that three members of the 
Senate and three members of the House had no right to sign 
such areport. Under the law the three Senators had a right to 
join the t gentlemen in another body and sign it as a com- 
mission created by the act so and so. They were simply a com- 
mission, as I have already said, and three members at least of 
the commission had no official position when the commission was 
created; they were simply citizens of the United States. 

The Senator from Missouri knows that I would not reflect 
upon his work. On the con „it he were at the head of the 
commission, if he could have the entire charge of it and had 
breught a bill before the Senate and said after my personal ex- 
amination and my own control of it I know this is right, the 
measure would have had great weight with me, and I would not 
have been on my feet to oppose it after he could give such a 

nal indorssment to it; but the fact is, as we all know, that 
the operation of all such affairs the head of a committee is 
the man who after all is responsible and is held responsible for 
the character of the bill that the committee produces and re- 
rts. 
Verhe members of the committee can aid him, and aid toa great 
extent, but after all, the careful thought and consideration the 
measure has received must come from the head of the commit 
tee and his clerks and ts. I am not content as a member 
of this body that the work of a commission whose head is not a 
member of the body shall pass through unless it undergoes the 
scrutiny of one of our é 

The second bill relates to the Post-Office Department and the 
Sixth Auditor's Office. It reorganizes it, changes the condition 
as to the postal notes, etc. It is far-reaching and broad in its 
effects, and is the second of the series that is to come along. It 
seems to me, with due respect to all the members of the commis- 
sion, that the series of bills affecting the same service should go 
before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of this 
body, and I make that motion in this case. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does not the Senator think, if these bills are 
t take that course, it will involve the necessity on the part of the 
several committees that get them of taking testimony and hear- 

the experts and going over the work again? 

r.GO N. I think not. Take the bill that is found in 
the RECORD of December 15. There is an important bill where 
over a hundred thousand dollars a 5 You will cot 
there the report of the experts, the repor e commission, 
the Salomoni of the Post-Office eee. officials, and so on. 
I do not sup for one moment that the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads would be required to go through all the 
detail again. They can revise what the commission have put in 
a concrete form. 


is the onl 


Mr. CULLOM.. I apprehend the Senator will find that if the 
several committees get the several billsand the commission con- 
tinues its labors, those committees will be required,in order to 
satisfy themselves in their own judgment, to send lor the same 
men and to go through the same investigation with the Post- 
Office Department and the Treasury Department and every 
other Department of the Government, or else their work will 
fail and everything that we have done will fall to the ground. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will ask the Senator from Illinois, who is 
a member of the commission, what would prevent the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads from getting all the evidence 
and all the testimony and the data which the commission have? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course they could get it by having before 
them the experts, the Post-Office employés, the Postmaster- 
General, and all those persons; but the very purpose of the crea- 
tion of the commission was to concentrate the work into a few 
hands, so that it would be accomplished and one general outline 
of government would be mapped out, and one reform would work 
a with another. 

Mr. GORMAN. I merely wish to say to the Senator from Illi- 
nois that I have not the slightest disposition to delay the good 
work of the commission. I have no doubt a great many of the 
suggestions they have made after the labor ae DETS given to 
the subject will 3 good fruit. I trust such be the case; 
but I think it is too serious a matter to attempt to change the 
business of any one of the Departments without the most careful 

onsideration, and I think it ought never to be done without a 
eference of the matter to a standing committee of this body. 

Not only is that true in this case, but in another matter on 
which we are divided politically. Only a few days ago, on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], when 
ab not been, as Senators on the other side thought, before 
the proper committee of this body, I as one memper of the body 
said that is right.” We ought to have each of the measures 
properly considered by the committee that has full charge of 
the EE Ti A delay of a few days can not make any difference. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as 1 am personally concerned I have no 
feeling about this matter. The only thing that occurs to me in 
connection with itis that we are going to duplicate labor and 
dupina expense, and probably the whole thing will break down 
and nothing will be accomplished. I shall be very glad to be 
relieved of 1 to do anything in connection with the 
joint commission, but the commission started in in good faith to 
do the work. It has already done a good deal; it has already in- 
curred a considerable expense; and it thought that it was get- 
ting at the very inner organization of the Departments. The 
co on that we can save a great deal of unnecessary 
labor, a great deal of unnecessary expense, and improve the mode 
of doing the business of the Departments. The thing I fear is 
that if it is scattered out and the several standing committees, 
which I recognize as thoroughly able to do all this work, do not 
go into it as thoroughly as the commission has been doing, the 
chancesare that much of the proposed legislation will fail. That 
int that I am concerned about. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr.President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland if he desires to have the bill referred to one of the 
standing committees of the Senate that he select the proper 
committee. I do not think he has selected the proper commit- 
tee in the motion which he has made. The Senate has a stand- 
ing committee on the Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures 
of the Executive Departments, This bill has reference to twoof 
the ey herp and their methods of business, to wit, the Post- 
Office Department and the Treasury Department. The commit- 
tee I have named was created for the purpose of investigating 
and becoming informed of the methods of business and the con- 
duct of business in the Departments. 

It seems to me that if we are to establish the precedent of hay- 
ing all the bills which the commission may bring in and the re- 
ports which the commission may make to the Senate and to the 
House referred to a committee they had better go to the com- 
mittee the Senate has established for considering the character 
of subjects which will be embraced in the bills. I suggest to the 
Senator from Maryland thatit would be better, if he ts upon 
the motion to refer, to move to refer the bill to the Committee 
on the Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Exeeu- 
tive Departments. 

Mr. CALL. There is no doubt, Mr. President, the Senator 
from Ohio is right. There is no in my observations thus 
far which contravenes the position Which he took. A House bill 
comes properly before the Senate. Certainly it may be consid- 
ered in the discretion of the Senate without reference to a com- 
mittee. Any Senator may move to proceed to its consideration. 
Senators who are me of this anomalous body called a com- 
mission may do so. 

Therefore, this House bill is properly before the Senate for 
consideration, but there are a great many other questions which 
arise in this case, pertinent to the consideration of the House 
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bill, which ought to be considered by the Senate. What are 
they? In the first place, the question as to the propriety of a 
statute of the United States giving authority to the Speaker of 
an expired House to designate members of a coming Congress 
who are to perform legislative duties, in view of the respect due 
to the members of the committee or committees who are spe- 
cially charged with that work. 

Here are the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, the Committee 
on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive 
Departments, constituted by the Senate. What is it to say by 
a statute of the.United States that a Speaker of an expired 
House and the President of the expired Senate shall have 
authority to designate other Senators than those who compose 
those committees to perform their work? Why should other 
Senators be selected instead of those upon those committees? 
Why should the Senators who are assigned to perform these 
duties, after the Senate refused to approve the provision in the 
appropriation hill F for a commission, be detached from 

e performance of the duties and others assigned to perform 
them? 

That is one consideration. But what is the authority for it? 
Where do you get the authority for the Congress of the United 
States to enact a statute by which any other body than the ex- 
isting Senate and the existing House shall designate the mem- 
bers who are to perform aduty? You speak of this as a com- 
mission. Let us see how it can beacommission. Its duties must 
be either legislative, executive, or judicial. Let us consider 
them. What are they? To examine into the conduct of the 
Executive Departments and to recommend measures to be passed 
by the two Houses. Is that a duty which can be committed to 
any other authority than the members of the two Houses? Let us 
see. The Constitution of the United States says the President of 
the United States ‘shall from time to time give to the Congress 
information of the state of the Union and recommend to their 
consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary and éx- 
pedient.“ What did this commission do? They were appointed 
to consider the whole range of the Executive Departments, to 
take evidence, and to perform the duty of the President of the 
United States to recommend measures to Congress. Asa com- 
mittee of this body they may consider any measure which may 
be introduced here and report it to each House, but have they 
authority to recommend measures to Congress? Is not that a 
duty expressly given in the words of the Constitution to the 
President of the United States? 

Again, ‘‘each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 
ings.” It it be a rule of proceeding of this House as to the man- 
ner in which a measure shall be introduced, as to the consider- 
ation which it shall have, and the method of its consideration, 
how can a statute of the United States give to the two Houses 
authority to prescribe unbending rules of proceeding for either? 
Ech House may determine.” Has not the Senate determined 
that in the assignment of a Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, a Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures 
of the Executive Departments, a Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment? 

Has not the Senate in this Con decided that the Sen- 
ators upon those committees shall have the consideration of 
these matters? The question is raised, and we are met by cer- 
tain Senators who say, I was assigned to perform that duty by 
the President of the last Senate.” The members who report to 
the House say, I was ed by the Speaker of the last House 
to perform this duty, which the present Senate and the present 
House of Representatives in this Congress have conferred upon 
you, and I claim the right to do it.” 

Mr. President, it seems to me that nothing is clearer than 
that all legislative power is given to Congress. Each House 
may determine the rules of its proceedings. All executive 
power is given to the President of the United States, and ex- 
press provision is made that he shall recommend to Congress 
the measures which in his opinion are advisable to be passed. 
If this be a legislative duty it can not be assigned by the Presi- 
dent and the two Houses of Congress to particular Senators in 
coming Congresses. Let us sup that the statute had pro- 
vided that the President of the expiring Senate and the Speaker 
of the expiring House should have the authority to designate 
certain members of the two Houses who should consider the en- 
tire subject of our fiscal relations and our system of finance, 
tariff, and otherwise, and this body had afterwards appointed 
its committee, would the Senator from Ohio and the members 
of the Committee on Finance have submitted to that action? 

Would it not have been a declaration that they were incapable 
of perfo.ming their duty; and would it have had any validity as 
a matter of constitutional law? The question would be at once 
asked, Where is the power given to the United States by astatute, 
by an act of the two Houses to be approved by the President, to 
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ouse, 
nor the pe Senate, nor the prece President of the United 
States, but each separate body then existing. Beyond all ques- 
tion that is true. If they and they alone can determine their 
rules of proceeding what rule is there for any other conclusion in 
regard to it? It seems to me perfectly clear that each House 
separately may and must determine the rules of its proceeding. 

nators speak of joint commissions and joint committees. 
There is noauthority in any House or in any Senate to impose a 
duty upon the members of the other body. The joint commit- 
tees meet voluntarily. You may provide for the creation of a 
committee, and it may be said it may sit jointly with a like com- 
mittee on the partof the other House, but you can not command 
it todoso. You can not command the members of the other 
House; and the other House can not command or make the mem- 
bers of this — 4 members of a committee here. It must be 
voluntary. Each House may give its sanction to their sitting 
in joint committee, but the rule of the Constitution is plain: 
„Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings,” and 
it must determine it; and it can not by any possibility communi- 
cate any portion of its authority or power to the members of 
another House. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I say that this is a matter of the 
most extreme importance, and it does not touch the question of 
the merits of the bill. The bill may be good or it may bs bad. 
That is not the question. It does not concern us to know whether 
it is good or whether it is bad. By the custom and the rules of 
the Senate, bills coming here from the other House are referred, 
unless good reason is shown to the contrary, to the standing 
committees of this body for their considerationand their opinion. 

I have a resolution here touching thesequestions which I have 
presented as reasons why the bill should not be hastily hurried 
through, and this commission vested with the entire authorit; 
of the Senate and everything they do approved. Why shoul 
we not say now that this method of proceeding is an unconsti- 
tutional and unlawful one? 

I have a resolution here touching upon these questions and 
declaring the commission to be entirely void and without au- 
thority, first, because it is trespassing upon the executive power 
of the President of the United States, who alone can recommend 
to Congress measures of any kind; and, second, because it is an 
unjust and dangerous ent to give to three members of the 
House and three members of the Senate authority, in their dis- 
cretion, to employ any number of persons to revise the entire 
civil service of the United States, to supersede the committees 
of this body, to determine their own expenses and draw their 
warrant upon the Treasury of the United States for any amount 
of money that they may see fit in their discretion to demand. 

Now, it does not matter that the Senators and the Members 
of the House who compose thisextraordinary body called a com- 
mission are men of the highest character. That does not touch 
the question. It does not matter whether the bill they have 
introduced here may or may not turn out to be an important bill, 
but the precedent is itself a dangerous one, and an unlawful one 
and one that opens the door of the Treasury to any amount o 
possible improper use. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is very evident that this 
importantquestion, which Iam convinced should be discussed fully 
in all its bearings, will not be disposed of to-night; and there- 
fore, if the Senator in charge of the bill has noobjection, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 56 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Decem- 
ber 20, 1893, at 12 o'clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 19, 1893. 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Wayne MacVeagh, of Pennsylvania, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy, vice 
William Potter, resigned. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

John P. Irish, of California, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, to suc- 
ceed Edward P. Danforth, removed. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

James H. Forney, of Idaho, to be attorney of the United States 

for the district of Idaho, vice Fremont W. od, resigned. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

John W. Walker, of Pennsylvania, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Pennsylvania, vice Joseph R. 
Harrah, whose term will expire December 20, 1893. — 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Signal Corps. 
First Lieut. William A. Glassford, to be captain, to date from 
November 14, 1893. 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut. Eben Swift, Fifth Cavalry, to be captain, Decem- 
ber 11, 1893, vice Hall, Fifth Cavalry, appointed assistant adju- 
tant-general. 

Second Lieut. J. V. Mason Blunt, Fifth Sun o be first 
lieutenant, December 11, 1893, vice Swift, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 


moted. 
Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. George W. Gatchell, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, December 11, 1893, vice Sawyer, Fifth Artillery, ap- 
pointed assistant quartermaster. 

Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Palmer G. Wood, regimental 8 
Twelfth Infantry, to be captain, December 11, 1893, vice Wilson, 
Twelfth Infantry, appointed assistant adjutant-general. 

Second Lieut. Odon Gurovits, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, December 15, 1893, vice McCarthy, Twelfth Infantry, 
appointed regimental quartermaster. 

Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Colden L'H. Ruggles, Third Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant, December 18, 1893, to fill the vacancy in the de- 
pensi caused by the retirement of Capt. Henry Metcalfe, 

tober 26, 1893. 
POSTMASTERS. : 


John D. Waterman, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas G. 
Lawler, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

John G. Schwegman, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana, in the place of Isaac Jenk- 
inson, removed. 

Isaac Coombs, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county-of 
Knox and State of Maine, in the place of F. A. D. Singhi, whose 
commission expires December 19, 1893. 

James Gillen, jr., to be postmaster at Houlton, in the county 
of Aroostook and State of Maine, in the place of Eben Woodbury, 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Jeremiah G. Shaw, to be 8 at Biddeford, in the 
county of York and State of Maine, in the place of Elisha E. 
Clark, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Edward C. Morrissey, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the 
county, of Jackson and Stateof Michigan, in the place of William 
L. Seaton, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

R. J. Bouchelle, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the tounty 
of Boone and State of Missouri, in the place of Samuel H. El- 
kins, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Rufus F. Ingalls, to be tmaster at Gorham, in the count 
of Coos and State of New Hampshire, in the place of George N. 
Demond, deceased. 

James L. Carson, to be postmaster at Wapakoneta, in the 
county of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in the place of David J. 
Davis, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Patrick Roach, to be postmaster at Harbor, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in the place of Crawford Large, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Thomas D. Wallace, to be postmaster at ope in the 
county of Clarke in the State of Ohio, in the place of Pearl M. 
Cartmell, resigned. 

Calvin Clendenin, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of John S. Weaver, resigned. 

E. J. McCune, to be postmaster at Shippensburg, in the count 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
E. Hollar, resigned. 

Michael Mellett, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, inthe county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry C. 
Boyer, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

bert B. Armour, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Tennessee, in the place of R. F. Patterson, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Giles Devier, to be ter at Harrisonburg, in the count 
of Rockingham and State of Virginia, in the place of James Sul- 
livan, removed. 

H. W. Kinzer, to be postmaster at Front Royal, in the county 
of Warren and State of Virginia, in the place of Charles L. 
Pritchard, resigned. 

E. B. Brundage, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Wood and State of Wisconsin, in the place of F. W. 
Burt, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

George D. Cline, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
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St. Croix and State of Wisconsin, in the 


lace of Henry F. 
Densmore, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

John O. Perkins, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the coun 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Frank P. 
Kispert, whose commission expires Decem y 20, 1893. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 14, 1893. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 
John J. Herrick, of Virginia, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue Cutter Service. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


A. M. e of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi. 

Frank B. Earnest, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Corpus Christi, in the State of Texas. 


POSTMASTERS. 


William H. Peffer, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
Matthew M. McAlpin, to be postmaster at Denison, in the 


county of Crawford and State of Iowa. 


Thomas J. Kelleher, to be postmaster at Waukon, in the 
county of Alamakee and State of Iowa. 
John Lynch, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas. 
_John H. Sherman, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county 
of Clarke and State of Iowa. 
W. L. Parker, to be postmaster at Sibley, in the county of Os- 
ceola and State of Iowa. 
Samuel F. McConnell, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Davis and State of Iowa. 
George A. Elston, to be postmaster at Port Jervis, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 
George W. H. Lucas, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Kansas. 
W. J. Stonebreaker, to be postmaster at Hampton, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Iowa. 
Thomas J. Eakin, to be postmaster at Emlenton, in the county 
of Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 
Benjamin A. Donovan, to be postmaster at Manheim, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 
Orson A. Carlin, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 1893. 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 

D. M. Kilpatrick, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of 

the United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Charles H. Simonton, of South Carolina, to be United States 

circuit judge for the fourth judicial circuit. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Charles D. Fullen, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United 
States for the southern district of Iowa. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

James B. Stevens, of California, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of San Francisco, in the State of 
California. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

True L. Norris, of New Hampshire, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward R. Monk, of Wilcox, Ariz., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Tucson, Ariz. 

John F. Hughes, of Pierre, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pierre, S. Dak 

Joseph S. Halland, of Clapham, N. Mex., to be receiver of 
public Dauis at Clayton, N. Mex. 

Frank M. Broome, of Alliance, Nebr., to be receiver of public 


‘moneys at Alliance, Nebr. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

O. M. Welburn, of California, to be collector of internal reye- 
nue for the first district of California. 

Joshua Jump, of Indiana, to be colector of internal revenue for 
the seventh district of Indiana. 

James Phelan, of Michigan, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the first district of Michigan. 

Calvin Page, of New Hampshire, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of New Hampshire. 


1893. 


S. M. McMillen, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Ohio. 

Louis P. Ohliger, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eighteenth district of Ohio. 

J. Edward Kauffman, of Texas, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the third district of Texas. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 


Frank W. Walls, of Phoenix, Ariz., to be register of the land 
office at Tucson, Ariz. 

Henry D. Ross, of Flagstaff, Ariz., to be register of the land 
office at Prescott, Ariz. 

John C. Slack, of Folsom, N. Mex., to be register of the land 
office at Clayton, N. Mex. 

Frank M. Hopkins, of Roscoe, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Aberdeen, S. Dak. z 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS, 


George W. Haynie, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Evansville, in the State of Indiana. 
illiam D. English, of California, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of San Francisco, in the State of California. 
George G. Tanner, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana. 


POST MASTERS. 


George B. Zimpleman, to be postmaster at Austin, in the 
county of Travis and State of Texas. 

James M. Robins, to be postmaster at Mineola, in the county 
of Wood and State of Texas. 

Charles A. Morse, to be tmaster at New Market, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 

Robert L. Nelson, to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Missouri. 

Thomas M. Blacklin, to be postmaster at Albert Lea, in the 
county of Freeborn and State of Minnesota. 

T. È. Doyon, to be postmaster at Redfield, in the county of 
Spink and State of South Dakota. 

Thomas J. Johnson, to be postmaster at Norman, in the county 
of Cleveland and Territory of Oklahoma, 

Anson Swett, to be postmaster at Antrim, in the county of 
apt amag th and State of New Hampshire. 

William W. Gardner, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 

William W. DeWolf, to be postmaster at Reinbeck, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Iowa. 

Henry M. Noyes, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county 
of Lamoille and State of Vermont. 

Thomas W. Killion, to be postmaster at Moulton, in the county 
of A oose and State of Iowa. 

O. Ira Jameson, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in the 
county of Louisa and State of Iowa. 

John H. Howell, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the 
county of Wright and State of Iowa. 

John T. S. Williams, to be postmaster at Ogden, in the county 
of Boone and State of Iowa. 

Charles Perry, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county of 
Marion and State of Iowa. 

Matthew M. Lenon, to be postmaster at Panora, in the county 
of Guthrie and State of Iowa. 

Horace B. Tibbits, to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

Stephen M. Wilder, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the 
county of Fillmore and State of Minnesota. 

Hosea S. Merrifield, to be postmaster at North Berwick, in the 
county of York and State of Maine. 

Oliver P. Hanna, to be postmtster at Sheridan, in the county 
of Sheridan and State of Wyoming. 

John L. Shelton, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Henry and State of Missouri. 

Alvin C. Frisbie, tobe postmaster at Stanberry, in the county 
of Gentry and State of Missouri. 

James H. Jordan, to be postmaster at Denver, in the county 
of Arapahoe and State of Colorado. 

C. H. Williams, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Arkansas. 

John A. Hinkle, to be postmaster at Batesville, in the county 
of Independence and State of Arkansas. 

Myers C. Shook, to be postmaster at Preston, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Minnesota. 

John M. Jackson, to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Miami and State of Indiana. : 

James B. Chapman, to be postmaster at Hartford City, in the 
county of Blackford and State of Indiana. 


D. L. Smith; to be . at Sweetwater, in the county of 


Monroe and State of Tennessee 
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George B. Snyder, to be postmaster at Youngstown, in the 
county of Mahoning and State of Ohio. 

Ric S. Wooldridge, to be ter at Harrisonville, in 
the county of Cass and State of Missouri. 

E. J. McCune, to be postmaster at Shippensburg, Pa. 

Michael Mellett, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Pa. 

Robert B. Armour, to be postmaster at Memphis, Tenn. 

George D. Cline, to be postmaster at Hudson, Wis. > 

J. L. Phelan, to be postmaster at San Angelo, in the county of 
N = ~~ of 2 oe 

ohn W. mb, to tmaster at ing, in the count; 

of Caldwell and State of Texas. sd z 

John W. Hogg, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Wise and State of Texas. e 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, December 19, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 
ik fila of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair desires to lay be- 
fore the House certain executive communications. 


COMMERCE PASSING THROUGH ST. MARYS FALLS CANAL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
submitting a report in reference to commerce passing the St. 
Marys Is Canal, Michigan, during the season of 1893; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN P. BAILEY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Court of Claims transmitting a 7 of the findings of fact 
of the court in the case of Benjamin P. Bailey vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To. Mr. DAVEY, until after the holidays. 

To Mr. LAWSON indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of. Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I haveaprivileged resolution 
which I desire to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COCK- 
RAN] states that he has a privileged resolution which he desires 
to offer. The Clerk will report the resolution in order that the 
House may see whether it is privileged or not. 

The Clerk read as follows: — 

Whereas it appears from the message of the President, this day communi- 
cated to e that an attempt has been made recently b; the 8 
department of the Government to effect a change in the territorial limits of 
the United States without any consultation with the House of Re nta- 
tives, and without making stipulation or provision for ob the 
consent of this House to such e; and Š 

Whereas it is essential to the stability and safety of this Government that 
the powers and duties of this House on all matters and inyoly- 
ing any change in the limits of the United States, either by acquisition or 
by cession of territory, be ascertained, settled, and defined, that they may 
be at all times asse and defended: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of seven members be aprointed by the 
8 er to examine into the rights, powers, privileges, and duties of the 

ouse of Re ntativeson all questions and affecting or in- 
volving the territorial integrity of the United States and to report theircon- 
clusions as to the nature, extent, and character of such rights, powers, priv- 
ileges, and duties, together with such recommendations for the assertion 
and defense of the same as to the committee may seem proper and expedient, 


Mr. COCKRAN. I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I risetoa 
point of order. 
i The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from New York 

Mr. COCKRAN. I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee an Rules. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I desire not to lose the 
point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
this resolution be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman propose to investigate 
simply what took place and was completed nearly a year ago, 
and to refuse to investigate that which has taken place recently 
and is as yet undete ed, in relation to this same question? 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is precisely what the gentleman pro- 

s todo. I propose to test the constitutional powers of this 
use, which are not involved in any recent p ing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, Lask that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to that resolution, or a substitute for it. 

Confusion in the Hall]. 

he SPEAKER, The Chair will ask gentlemen to be in 
order. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on Dr motion that this resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
resolution which I desire to offer as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COCK- 
RAN] submits the resolution which has just been read, and moves 
that it be referred to the Committee on Rules, and on that mo- 
tion he demands the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that, under the rule, that resolution goes to the 
Committee on Rules, and therefore that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York to refer it and the demand for the pre- 


vious question are . 

Mr. COCKRAN 5 holds that, I am content. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It goes to the Commit- 
tee on Rules as a matter of course, and, under the rules, it goes 
without debate. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is a resolution to raise a 
cial committee, and the Chair is inclined to think that under 

e rules of the House, when the point is made against its con- 
sideration, even though it is privileged it must be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, because there is an express provision of 
the rules to that effect. The rules provide—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. If the Chair holds the point of order well 
taken I am content. 

The SPEAKER. One moment—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, by Rule 
XI all proposed legislation touching the order of business goes 
to the Committee on Rules, and it has been held repeatedly that 
a resolution raising a committee goes to the Committee on 
Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Clause 51 of Rule XI provides that: 

posas uching rules and joint rules and order of busi- 
Road — 0 

This is a proposition to raise a special committee 

Mr. BOU ELLE. Mr. Speaker, if the demand for the pre- 
vious question is voted down will not the resolution be open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds, under the point made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that this resolution must be re- 
ferred without a motion; and it will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to send to the Cierk’s desk a privi- 
leged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine states that he de- 
sires to offer a privileged resolution. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the executive communications read tothe House clearly dis- 
close that the rights and dignity of the House of tatives as a co- 
ordinate branch of the Co of the United States have been invaded by 

secret instructions to a minister 


1 
a y for the subversion and overthrow of 
— his public — — the good taith and ——— t the 
ch 0 e 
Rh — the ofthe United States: Theref 


President, the Government, and ‘ore, 

sol louse that any intervention by the 
tatives, with- 
out authority of Co: in the internal affairs of a friendly, zed 
government to disturb or overthrow it and to aid or abet the substitution or 
restoration of a monarchy therefor, is contrary to the and traditions 


of the Republic and the letter and of the and can not be 
too promptly or emphatically reprobated. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Imakethe tof order that 


that is not a privileged resolution and should be referred to a 
committee 


E BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Imake the further point 


order 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker >$ 


The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is nothing privileged if offered on this side 
of the House? 

The SPEAKER. .The gentleman from Kentucky . Mo- 
CrEARY] makes the point of order that this resolution is not 
privileged. What isthe pointof the other gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The point of order I 
make is that this resolution must go under the rules to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs without debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker ; 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The question is first on the 
poins of order raised by me that this is not a privileged resolu- 

ion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Upon that point of order I desire toaddress 
the Chair. I hold, Mr. Speaker, that in accordance not only 
with the usage and the rules of the House of Representatives. but 
under the express provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States, this resolution involves a question of the very highest 
privilege that can be submitted to this House. It is not à qusstion 
of personal privilege, as has been erroneously stated. It is a 
question of the privileges of.the House of Representatives as a co- 
ordinate branch of the Government of the United States. 

The resolution sets forth the fact that the functions and privi- 
leges of this House have been invaded by the executive branch 
of this Government; and I hold, Mr. S er, that exceptin 
alone a resolution of impeachment of the President of the Uni 
States, no question can come before this Houseof so high a privi- 
lege a a resolution of the character of that which I have pre- 
sented. 

Now, Mr. S „let us see how imminent the demand is for 
action upon the pe of this House. It is a matter of public no- 
toriety and the President at last has formally revealed the fact 
that the Hawaiian situation has become fi 
any moment to ripen into a condition which may involve this 
country in war with a friendly power. On the face of the docu- 
ments read at this desk . without resorting to any im- 
8 or any strained construction on the very face of those 

ocuments, embracing the statements made by the President of 
the United States and by his Secretary of State for him, there 
has been precipitated in a friendly country such a situation, un- 
der the Executive instructions now in possession of the minister 
of the United States, that if certain conditions of an unlawful 
negotiation shall be complied with at any time, or if they have 
been complied with during the period since we last had direct 
communication from that country, that minister may take or 
may already have taken such procedure as to constitute acts of 
war upon the established Government of Hawaii; and for all we 
know, under the instructions that have been read to this House, 
the armed forces of the United States may to-day have their bay- 
onets at the throat of a friendly government, with which, I be- 
lieve, Mr. Speaker, the people of this country overwhelmingly 
sympathize to-day. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
hy, Mr. Speaker, here was an American minister plenipo- 
tentiary and envoy extraordinary, commissioned under the Con- 
stitution of the United States by the nomination of the President 
and the confirmation of the Senate, going toafriendly power, rec- 
ognized by this Government, recognized by all the other great 
. of the earth and having its accredited minister in 
ull recognition at the capital of the United States, and yet 
while that American minister's public instructions were to pre- 
sent to the President of the Provisional Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands the assurances of the good will and sympathy of 
the President, the people, and the Government of the United 
States, we find that he had secret instructions to report first of 
all to whom? To “the Queen!” From beginning to end in 
that executive communication the President of the United 
States 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Persists recognizing that deposed and 
discredited functionary as the Queen”—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from e will suspend. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And this minister was secretly instructed 
to report first to her and to assure her that the President of the 
United States intended to restore her 

The SPEAKER. The rules require that a gentleman called 
to order must suspend his remarks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suspend as the rule requires. 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. I made the point of order 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Maine was not a ques- 
tion of privilege; but the gentleman is now discussing the merits 
of the whole question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ought to be allowed to make my statement 
before the gentleman from Kentucky makes a counter-statement. 

The SP The point which the gentleman from Ken- 


rant and liable at 
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tucky makes is the question pending—whether the resolution 
offered by 5 from Maine is A sia ns 

Mr. Bu That is exactly, Mr. Speaker, the point 
that I am arguing. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Kentucky makes 
the point of order that the gentleman from Maine does not con- 
fine himself to the question of privilege presented. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have endeavored, Mr. Speaker, to con- 
fine myself strictly within the rule. It was necessary to cite 
certain facts in order to substantiate the question of privilege 
that I present. But I will endeavor to proceed under the ad- 
monition of the Chair, and try to confine myself absolutely and 
solely to the question. 

I hold. sir, that the resolution presents a question of the high- 
est privilege, because it is the imperative duty of the Congress 
of the United States, whose authority in such questions is para- 
mount—whose paramount. authority has been officially, but re- 
luctantly, ized by the Executive—I hold that it is our 
bounden duty at the earliest eee moment to disavow and 
discredit and reprobate a public policy, unconstitutional in its 
inception, unpatriotic in its spirit, of gravest danger to the pub- 
lic interest, and calculated to bring the United States into dis- 
credit with the rest of the civilized world. [Applause on the 
Republican 4 > 

I say that for the House of Representatives to fail to exercise 
its constitutional prerogatives in this regard, thatfor the House 
to fail to recognize this as a question of the highest privilege, 
involving a duty of prone and decided action upon the part of 
the House, is to abdicate its constitutional functions and bring 
the legislative department of the Government not only under 
the seb 5g of our own people, but into the contempt of civil- 
ized mankind. [Renewed applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). I care not, sir, whence this 
invasion of the authority of the Congress emanates—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I have called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I care not from what political party such 
Executive offense may come. Icare not whether this shameful 
policy was originated by arenegade Republican or a Democratic 
usurper. It makes no difference to me. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman is certainly not discussing a 
question of privilege now. 

Mr. BOU I claim that the constitutional rights, 
the dignity, and the most sacred privileges of this House have 
been invaded, and that an exigency is presented in which, with- 
out prompt action on our part, we may be plunged into war with 
a 1 8 to avoid which 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been called to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). We should adopt the reso- 
lution declaring here the voice and sentiment of the American 
people which has been heard through all the land, from one end 
of it to the other, in condemnation of the conspiracy to over- 
throw a ee Government and reéstablish a deposed and de- 
graded monarchy. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ENLOE. What about the question of order? 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). I deny that the press of the 
country have “‘misreprese ated” or ‘‘exaggerated” the sentiments 
of the American people on this subject, as charged by the Pres- 
ident in his extraordinary message. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Maine will desist. 
The gentleman from Tennessee renews the point of order that 
the gentleman does not confine himself to the question of privi- 
i brews: 

e Chair will call the attention of the gentleman from Maine 
to the fact that the simple question presented here is whether 
this resolution constitutes a question of 12 That is the 
simple, naked question with which the House has to deal. 

Ok ocarsa it is difficult for the Chair to decide exactly when a 
gentleman is transgressing the rules in the discussion of such a 
question. That must be left largely to the good sense and the 
spirit of right and justice of the member himself. If members 
of the House do not themselves resolve to support and maintain 
the dignity of the House and observe its rules it is difficult for 
the Chair todo so. 

The gentleman from Maine, the Chair thinks, should confine 
himself, in the discussion of this matter, strictly to the question 
that has been raised, that is to say, whether this resolution pre- 
sents a question of privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair permit me to ask him this 
question: Whether it would be a question of privilege if, for in- 
stance, a member ross in his place and presented a resolution 
for the impeachment of the President? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 5 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then will the Speaker kindly inform me 
wherein a resolution of impeachment can be a question of priv- 


ilege, and this resolution, expressing the views of the House in 
regard to the invasion of its constitutional prerogatives by the 
Executive, can come under any other classification than thatof 
a question of high privilege? 

r. MOSES. What prerogative of the House has the Execu- 
tive invaded? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have endeavored tostate that I think—— 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman has not stated it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing. To the comprehension of al- 
most all the intelligent members of the House. [Applause and 
laughter on the Republican side.] 

. The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
Chair is not entirely clear on the subject 3 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Chair will permit me one moment 

The SPEAKER (continuing). But the Chair will resolve the 
doubt in favor of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE], 
and will hold that this is a A papi of privilege, and refer it, 
under the point made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY], to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— [Cries of ‘Regular or- 
5 the Democratic side.] I desire to ask a parliamentary 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to ask the Chair if a resolution 
involving a question of high privilege must be sent to a com- 
mittee? I call it up for present consideration, as a question of 
high privilege, for the immediate consideration of the House. 
And before the Chair rules I desire to call his attention to the 
fact that in the history of this House there are repeated iu- 
stances where resolutions of this character have been presented 
and have been immediately acted upon by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state — 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will manifestly defeat the whole object 
of the resolution if it is referred and smothered by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the r from Maine 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. t will not be smothered by 
the Committee on Fore: That committee will ay eer 
very soon; but there will not be that haste which was used last 
= in relation to annexation proceedings connected with 

Wall. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoU- 
TELLE] of course will understand that business must be trans- 
acted in the House in accordance with the rules adopted for its 
transaction. A question may be privileged, and yet, if there 
is an express rule of the House which provides that it must be 
refe to one of the committees of the House, the present oc- 
cupant of the chair is of the opinion that where the point is 
made it must go to the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, is that the case when it 
is determined to be a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER, This is a resolution concerning 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, bear with me one moment 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Concerning the relations of 
this Government with foreign governments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Speaker bear with me for one 
moment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer to complete his 
statement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to present—— 

The SPEAKER. This is not an open question. The Chair 
will cite a former decision, if the gentleman will give him an 
opportunity. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point that the 
question has been decided. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The very essence of these resolutions is to 
call for immediate action, based upon a plain and universally 
recognized public exigency. It seems to me that reference to a 
. mittee will defeat the primary object of the resolutions them- 
selves. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. Why, this is not a new resolution. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has pending a similar 
resolution, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs several days ago. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That resolution, which disappeared into 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs some two weeks ago, is not 
the same resolution which I have presented. [Cries of Reg- 
ular order!” on the Democratic side} 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. If the House will permit the Chair to dis- 
Sharpe the duties which the rules impose upon him he will do 
5. 
c u t the rules n = 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker—— l 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen wlll resume their seats—all gen- 
tlemen. Business can not be transacted except in an orderly way. 
The Chair will state again that, although a question may be 
privileged, yet if there is a provision of the rules requiring its 
reference to a committee, it must be so referred. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there any rule requiring a privileged 
motion—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appeals to the gentleman to per- 
mit the decision to be made, and then any gentleman dissatisfied 
with it has his right of appeal tothe House. Although the ques- 
tion is privileged, yet if the rules provide for its reference it 
must be referred. There is no question of higher privilege than 
the right of a member to his seat, yet the rules provide that all 
matters touching the right of a member to his seat shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections. s 

Now, it has been held expressly that where a matter is called 
up in the House, not having been referred to the Committee on 
Elections, touching the right of a member to his seat, that when 
the point is made it must be referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. The Chair is aware of one decision in conflict with this, 
but the Chair thinks that a moment’s reflection will satisfy gen- 
tlemen that it is within the power of the House to make rules 
for its own government, to make rules for the transaction of 
business, to make the rules which will cover privileged questions 
as well as questions not privileged. 

The House has determined by its rules that as to certain mat- 
ters they shall be referred to certain committees. Now, ifa 

rivileged matter should arise in the House or be presented to 

e House and there was nothing in the rules providing for its 
reference to any committee, then the Chair is of the opinion it 
would be in order to consider it, or be in order to move to refer 
it to some committee, thereby giving the committee jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter. Such questions frequently arise where 
there is no express direction in the rules as to the reference of 
the matter toaspecific committee. The resolution, however, of 
the gentleman from Maine relates to our foreign relations, and 
there is a distinct provision in the rules that all matters refer- 
ring to our foreign relations shall be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs; and the 58 from Kentucky made the 
point that this matter should be so referred. 

Now, that the House may understand that this determination 
of the Chair is not governed by any political consideration, the 
Chair desires to call the attention of the House to a decision 
made by the present occupant of the chair during the extra ses- 
sion, when the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WRA DOOR s% re- 
sented papers relating to the seat of the gentleman from Mich- 
1185 pD r. LINTON] and some gentleman, the gentleman from 

ois[Mr. HOPKINS] perhaps, made the point that those papers 
must be referred to the Committee on Elections. The present 
occupant of the chair held that, although it was a question of 
the very highest privilege, and that the Constitution of the 
United States pone that this House must determine the 
right of a member to his seat, and that every member had a 
right to a speedy determination of his membership, that the 
rules provided that such matters should be referred; and the 
Chair directed that the matter be referred to the Committee on 
Elections. The Clerk will read the ruliug of the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Wili the Speaker kindly state for what 
reason he proposes to refer this resolution to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the rules of the House all memorials, petitions, and private bills 
rene be introduced and referred to the various committees by handing them 
to the Clerk. It it bea public bill, itis introduced by hand ttothe Speaker 
or to the Clerk atthe Speaker's table. Any memorial or resolution rela: to 
theright of a member to his seat isa privileged matter. Any matter that is 
28 may be presented or called up when no matter of a — door priv- 

egeis before the House. For instance, a committee not author to re- 

rt at any time can only report when the committees are called for reports. 
committee authorized to report at any time need not necessarily report 
when the committees are called for reports, but it may make its report, as 
Was done by the gentleman from Maine this morning, by presenting it at 
time as a privileged matter. 
ow, the Chair is of the opinion that any matter relating to the right of a 
member to his seat is privileged. It has always been so held. Therefore 
the Chair does not it is ny to present a memorial of that char- 
acter through the Clerk. The question raised here, the one mted by 
the pending proposition, is whether it is in the power of the House, on ob- 
jection being made. to d to consider the resolution, or whether, the 
int being made, the whole matter must be referred to the Committee on 
lections under the rules. 

The Chair believes, when a matter of this sort is presented and the point 
of order is made tit that it should be referred to the committee hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the matter under the rules of the House, it must be so re- 
ferred. There is a decision made by the immediate ecessor of the s- 
ent occupant of the chair which is in conflict with that opinion—the Ar - 
sas case, in the Fifty-first Congress. Thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
presented a resolution rel: to the investigation of the election in Arkan- 


= ouma it up oe — . anh inate Os t that the 
e occu! 0 chalr o Apc 
presen pan Elections, because, under 


resolution should be referred to the Committee on 


the rules of the House atuou the entire rules had not been adopted and 
a part of the rules relåting to the committees and 
their jurisdiction) the question presented relating to the right of a member 
to his seatit must be referred to the Committee on Elections, which had 
jurisdiction of such questions. It was held by the then presiding officer— 
have the decision before me—that as it related to the iB ihe es of the 
ouse 


1 a need not be referred to the committee, and the opted the 
ution. 
The present occupant of the chair thinks that the provision of the rule is 


the wiser one, which requires that all matters relating to theright ot amem- 
ber to his seat should be referred to the Committee on Blections 
Any member has a right to present such a memorial as a privileged mat- 
Dol pa when tite point is made it must be referred to the Committee on 
ons. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair holds 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Speaker be kind enough to allow 
me to call his attention to a precedent? e 

The SPEAKER. Cer y. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill be very glad to have it go in here, 
In 1862, during the war, at the time of the battle of Ball’s Bluff 
when gréat disaster overtook the Union army, a resolution of 
inquiry was adopted in the House and sent to the Secretary of 
War, asking for information as to the circumstances anå the re- 
sponsibility forthatdisaster. The answer of Secretary Cameron 
contained a statement that he had referred this matter to the 
Auent General of the Army, Gen. Thomas, and that he had 
replied that a compliance with the resolution at that time would, 
in the opinion of the General-in-Chief, be injurious to the pub- 
lic service. 

On the 6th of January, 1862, the Hon. Roscoe Conkling, of 
New York, rose in his place and stated that he proposed to pre- 
sent a question of privilege. He recited the circumstances in 
connection with the facts, and then went on to say and to argue 
at ag, ba that the question was so important and so interwoven 
with t pa bong 8 of the House, the House and the Senate be- 
ing called upon to vote men and money to carry on the war, that 
it was absolutely necessary for the House to have this informa- 
tion and other information of a cognate character to enable it 
to legislate intelligently. He therefore presented a resolution, 
which recited the inquiry of the House, the answer of the Sec- 
retary of War and the Adjutant-General, and declared 

That the said answer is not responsive nor satisfactory to the House, and 
the Secretary be directed to return further answer. 

The matter was taken up immediately, was decided by a vote 
of the House to be a 1 of high privilege; it was ussed 
to the exclusion of all other business until it was adopted by the 


House on the same any. 
The SPEAKER. Was the point made that the resolution must 
be referred? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I donot know whether that point was made 
or not. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] But the Speaker is 
not acting upon a pointof order; hestates that he isacting under 
the rules; he states that he is referring it because the rules re- 
quire him todo so. Now, I beg the Speaker’s attention to this 
further consideration—— , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear further argument. 
The gentleman stated that he had a precedent to submit. The 
Chair has decided the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I want to call attention to the princi- 
Ee that is involved in this precedent, which is that the matter 

rought up on that occasion did not pertain to any particular 
committee of the House, just as the matter brought up in this 
resolution does not pertain to any particular committee. The 
resolution of Mr. Conkling did not pertain to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; the question was one of the constitutional rights 
of the House of Representatives. So this question does not per- 
tain to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; it is a question whether 
the Constitution of the United States has been violated and the 
privilege of the House invaded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the further consideration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not understand that the Chair has 
decided the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What was the decision? [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] I understood the Chair to cause some prec- 
edents to be read, but what did he decide? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that the recitals of 
this resolution constitute a question of privilege, and, the point 
being made that, as the resolution pertains to our foreign rela- 
tions, it should be referred under the rules to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, the Chair holds that it must be so referred. 

e I respectfully appeal from the decision of 
the C : 

Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, and Mr. 
McCREARY of Kentucky simultaneously moved to lay the ap- 
peal on the table. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine appeals from 
the decision of the Chair,and the gentleman from Kentucky 
moves to lay the appeal upon the table. The question is upon 
the latter motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have nodesire to debate this matter, Mr. 
pps but only to test the sense of the House on the question 

ether the Committee on Foreign Affairs has any jurisdiction 
over this resolution involving the privileges of the House, and 
whether such a question of high privilege must be referred to 
any committee without action by the House. 
e question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 155, noes 64. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HULL (pending the call of the roll), Mr. Speaker, I was 
notin when the resolution was presented, and I would like to 
have it read before voting. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 


again read. 
Mr. HATCH and others objected. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 91; 


not voting 91; as follows: 
YEAS—I71. 5 


Alderson, Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss. Pearson, 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind. Houk, Ohio Pendleton, Tex. 
Allen, r, Tex. Hudson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Arnold, Cornish, unter, Siors 
Bailey. Cox, Hutcheson, Price, 
Baldwin, Crain, kirt, Rayner, 
Bankhead, Crawford, Johnson, Ohio ly, 
Barnes, Culberson, gore, Richards, Ohio 
Bartlett, m Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn. 
Barwig, De Armond, Kyle, Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex. Denson, Robbins, 
Beltzhoover, Dinsmore, Latimer, Robertson, La, 
soak Dockery, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga. Donovan, Lester, Ryan, 
Black, III Dunn, Livingston, Sayers, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Lynch, Sidley, / 
and, English, addox, Snodgrass, 
Bower, N.C. Enloe, Magner, Sperry, 
ch, Mallory, Springer, 
Brawley, Erdman, Marshall, Stallings, 
Brec! ge, Ky. Everett, Martin, Ind Stockdale, 
Bretz, Fellows, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Fielder, McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Brooksh: Forman, McCulloch. Talbert, S.C. 
Brown, an, McDannold, Talbott, Md. 
Bryan, 5 McDearmon, Tarsney, 
Svan Goodaight, : Mekaig. S Taylor, Ind 
um, ylor, 
Cabaniss, Gorman, McLaurin, TTY, — 
us. Grady, cMillin, Tracey, 
Campbell, Griffin, MeNagny, Turner, 
on, Gal. anaes Rae, Turpin, 
th, Hall, Minn. Money, Warner, 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Weadock, 
Causey, ond, organ, Wells, 
ancy. Hare, oses, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clark, Mo. Harris, Mutchler, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, tes, Williams, Miss. 
Cobb, Ala. Hatch, O'Neil, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Hayes, Outhwaite, Wise, 
Cockrell, eard, hal, Wolverton, 
Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. Patterson, ard, 
Coombs, Ho Paynter, 
NAYS—491. 
Adams, Dingley, Linton, Shaw, 
Aitken, Dolliver, ud, Simpson, 
Aldr' Doolittle, Loudenslager, Stephenson 
Avery, Draper, Lucas, 7 Stone, C. W. 
Babcock. Ellis, Oregon Mahon, Stone, W. = 
FFV 

Sits) s r 3 
Bingham, Gardner, McCall, 5 
Blalr, Gear, McCleary, Minn. ‘Tawney, 

n, Harmer, Meiklejo Thomas, 
Boutelle, an, Mercer, Upde; 3 
Bowers, Cal. Heiner, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Brosius, Henderson, III. Northway, Wadsworth, 
Burrows, Hermann, Payne, Walker, 
Caldwell, cks, Pence, Wanger, 
Cannon, III. Hilborn, Philli Waugh, 

Childs, ae Pa. Pickler, Wheeler, III. 
Cogswell, Hull. Post, Wuson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson, Ind. Powers, Wilson, Wash, 
Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. Randall, Woomer, ~ 
Curtis, Kans, Kiefer, Reed, Wright, Mass, 
Curtis, N. Y. Lacey, Bay? Wright, Pa.“ 
Dalzell, Lefever, Robinson, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—4$1. 2 

8 Caminetti, DeFa t, Gouna ai 

1 ne ‘ores' 
Baker, Kans. eet Durborow, GTO aN 
Beiden, Chickering, Edmunds, Grosvenor, 

|, Colo. Cobb, Mo. Ellis, Ky. Grout, 
Boatner, Compton, Fitch, Hager, 
Brattan, Conn, ‘ithian, Hainer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Covert, Funston, Ha < 
Broderick. Daniels, Gillet, N. Y. Henderson, Iowa 
Bundy, Davey, Gillett, Mass. H , 
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Hepburn, Lockwood, Smith, 
Hines, A Perkins Somers, 
Hitt, McDowell, Ray, Stevens, 
Hooker, N. Y. McGann, Richardson, Mich. Swanson, 
Hopk McKeighan, Rusk, Taylor, Tenn. 
Houk, Meredith, ussell, Conn. Tucker, 
Hulick, Meyer, Schermerhorn, Tyler, 
Jones, M en, Scranton, Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Joy, Morse, Settle, Washington, 

em, Murray, Shell, Wever, 
Lapham, Neill, Sherman, te, 
Lawson, Newlands, Sickles, Williams, Ill. 
Lisle, O’Ferrall, ipe, 


5 the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the 
table. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois said: I desire to state that my 
colleague [Mr. HTT] is absent on account of the serious illness 
of a member of his family. 

Mr. MORSE. I think I was in the House; but I donot remem- 
ber hearing my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House and did he 
fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. MORSE. I can not so state positively; I think I was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman mustdetermine the question 
for himself. 

Mr. MORSE. Lask unanimous consent that I may record my 
vote. I think I was in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Therule declares that the Chair shall not 
ask unanimous consent in a case of this kind. If the gentleman 
claims that he was in the Hall of the House and failed to hear 
his name, of course he has the right to vote. 

Mr. MORSE. I can not positively make that statement. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Ili- 
nois. 

Mr. Lock Woop with Mr. VAN VoorRHIs of New York. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON, 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

For this day: 

Mr. NEILL with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr, PERKINS. 

Mr. TYLER with Mr. HAGER. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr, O’FERRALL with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, until the 9th of 


January, 1894. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


ANNEXATION OF HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire unanimous consent to present a resolu- 
tion, which I ask to have read for information; and then I wish 
to ask immediate action upon it by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“sol 
2 oea, Toas A pone. is in favor of the annexation of the Hawaiian 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? ; 8 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, and others, objected. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. : 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Joy, for the remainder of the day. 

To Mr. SHELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate still further insists apo its amend- 
ment No. 6 to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 
poses, further disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, the bill (H. R. 2668) authorizing the Fourth As- 
sistant Postmaster-General to approve postmasters’ bonds. 
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The message further announced that the Senate had games, 
without amendment, joint resolution (H. Res. 98) to pay the offi- 
cers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives 
their respective salaries for the month of December, 1893, on 
the 21st day of said month. 

The message further announced that the Senate had 
the bill (S.165) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Bridger 
abandoned military reservation in the State of Wyoming; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice to the 
House that just as soon as the pending deficiency bill has been 
disposed of, I will call up for consideration the conference report 
on the urgent deficiency bill, which has been pending between 
the two Houses since the adjournment of the extraordinary ses- 
sion of Congress. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 98) to pay the officers and employés of the 
Senate and House of Representatives their tive salaries 
for the month of December, 1893, on the 2ist day of said month; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency be permitted to-day to sit during 
the sessions of the House. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported a bill (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 

e procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other pu ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

INDEBTEDNESS OF SALT LAKE CITY. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
rted back favorably the bill H. R. 4449) fixing the limit of in- 
ebtedness which may be incurred by Salt Lake City; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 
70) to appoint a joint committee to examine and report upon the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal; which was refe to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

CHATTANOOGA WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 339) to authorize 
the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS FROM PUBLIC LANDS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 
laid n the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 

rinted: 

: A bill (H. R. 338) for the relief of certain settlers within what 
was formerly the Fort Dodge military reservation, in Ford 
County, Kans., and to confirm entries of public lands errone- 
ously allowed thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 2364) to provide for the disposal of Fort Hartsuff, 
Fort Sheridan, and Fort McPherson military reservations, in 
the State of Nebraska, to actual settlers under the provisions of 
the homestead laws; 

A pill (H. R. 4841) to provide for the po toe of Fort Hartsuff, 
Fort Sheridan, and Fort McPherson military reservations, in 
the State of Nebraska, to actual settlers under the provisions of 
the homestead laws; 

A bill (H. R. 3375) to open certain 
military reservation, in the State of 
homestead laws; and 

A bill (H. R. 2684) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis military reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 
lic domain. 

ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. MCRAE, also from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R.4667) to provide for 


arts of the Fort Jupiter 
orida, to entry under the 
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me opening of ster Ser military reservations, and for 
other pu ; which, wi e accompanying report, was or- 
2 asst TOORTSEN 1585 

i LAND ENTRIES, OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public Lan 
reported as a substitute for House bill 284 a bill (H. R. 4859 
for the relief of certain settlers upon the Iowa Reservation, Ok- 
lahoma; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
8 House on the state of the Union, Mr. Haren in the 
chair. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering general appropriation 
bills. The committee resumes consideration of the urgency de- 
ficiency bill. 

When the committee rose on yesterday the Chair had recog- 
nized the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to offer an 
amendment to the pending bill. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] indicated his purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment to the amendment. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will withhold the amendment 
for the present, Mr. Chairman, and ask to introduce it as an 
amendment to the bill after this matter has been acted upon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Let the pending section 
of the bill and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pension Office: ell pe diem, when absent from home and traveling on 
duty outside the District of Columbia, for special examiners or other per- 
sons employed in the Bureau of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of 
making s investigations pertaining to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses 
for subsistence, not exceed! r day, and for actual and necessary ex- 
penses for transportation an — 8200, 000. 

Mr. HOLMAN’S amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 4, after the word “dollars,” in line 23, insert the following: 

“ Provided, ho erer, That the clerks and other persons who shall be paid 
per diem and expenses under this a priation shall be employed exclu- 
9 the investigation of or: pension claims and claims for increase 
of pension.” 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all that of the bill appropriating $200,000 for per diem and 
trave 5 special examiners and other persons, being all that 


rt of the bill from line 15 down to and including line 23 on page 4, and 


sert: 

“That in all cases where written charges or information have been, or may 
hereafter be, made by letter or otherwise tending to defeat 8 of 
a pension, or to the continuation of a pension gran upon any 
grounds whatever which are deemed suficient by the Pension Bureau to 
warrant an investigation, the Commissioner of Pensions shall in all such 
cases before the investigation is made of such charges or information fur- 
nish to the pion or pensioner, as the case may be, a copy of such charges 
or information, together with the names of the or persons making 
the same; and such applicant or pensioner shall be given an opportunity to 
be heard respecting such charges or information, and that no charges or in- 
formation tending to defeat the grantingof or the continuation of a pension 
already granted, whether made by an officer or employé of Government or 
private citizen, shall be considered, unless in writing and signed by the per- 
son or persons making the same.“ 1 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I make the point of or- 
der that this is new legislation and not germane to the pending 
proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Indiana to the fact that this is a motion to strike 
out and insert, and can not be considered as an amendment until 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana has been dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I make the point of or- 
der that it is not germane at any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will reserve the decision on 
that point until the amendment can be offered in the proper 
time. y 

Mr. WAUGH. Then Iwill move to amend the pending amend- 
ments by striking out the words and other persons.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the same point against that 
amendment. Itis not germane. It is not anamendment tothe 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana, the Chair 
thinks, is clearly in order. The amendment is simply to strike 
out in line 18 the words “or other persons.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the question before the House is the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, which is to strike 
out that paragraph of the bill and insert something else. 


1893. 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman offered thisas an amend- l tleman fromIndiana [Mr. WAUGH] has misapprehended the effect 


ment to the amendment, and the Chair thinks it is in order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the committee will indulge me a moment. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to have the amendment again 


rted. Š 
e CHAIRMAN. The amendment has just been read to the 


House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask-unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment by inserting the words specialexaminers,” instead 
of persons. I find I have not used the exact language of the 
text. I sun I have the right to make the modification. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right, and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana will be read by the 
Clerk as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 4, after the word “dollars,” in line 23, insert: 

+ “Prov however. That the special examiners and other persons whoshall 
be ipali par diem and expenses under this appropriation shali be employed 

exclusively in the mvestigation of or! pension claims and claims for 

increase of pension.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] 
moves to strike out from this amendment the words and other 
n 


Mr. WAUGH. And on that, Mr. Chairman, I desire to sa 
that I think this House does not understand the purpose an 
object of this legislation. The bill itself—with the report of 
the Commissioner of Pensions and the exhibit of the law clerk 
of that department which accompanies his report, and which he 
approves—informs us of the real object of this legislation. We 
are told in this discussion that the object of this measure is to 
assist the special examiners’ department of the Bureauinaiding 
pensioners to discover evidence for the establishment of their 
claims. I desire to call attention to the language of the bill 


itself and the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, as a veri- | si 


fication of the truth of the assertions that Iam making: 

For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the 
District of Columbia, for special examiners— 
and other persons. 

We have been told that this entire appropriation applies to 
oe special examiners. But the bill says, for special examiners 


“or other persons” employed in the Bureau of Pensions, detailed for the 
purpose of making special investigations pertaining to said Bureau. 


Now what does the Commissioner of Pensions tell us in his 


annual report to the Secretary of the Interior? He tells us— 
3 secret agents selected from among the 
“Elsewhere.” This bill provides that special examiners or 
other persons” may be detailed. Who compose the detail? 
i: examiners? No, sir; special examiners and “other per- 
sons. 
The Commissioner further says in his report: 


special examiners and else- 
te all on cases in- 


receive as liberal compensa 

and the aid of Congress should be invoked for t purpose. 
ae steadily employed in a certain kind of work . erent skill is developed. 
The creation of this force would be of great benefit to the Pension Office. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole object and purpose of this legisla- 
tion is patent—and I am surprised that any Republican eansup- 
port it—is to pay the spies, the secret agents to be put upon the 
track of the old soldier, to shadow him in his ook pk and his 
incoming; and in case he should eat a hearty meal or wa full 
breath, he does it under the penalty of suspension of his pen- 
sion. Why, I was pleased the other day when the evidence of 
this House was taken on the proposition or assertion by the Execu- 
tive that thousands of communities all over this country have 
their well-known pension frauds. 

Why, sir, Mr. Chairman, when the 356 members of this House 
were put upon the stand, and the question was put to them by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] as to the truth of 
that proposition, we every one of us sat as dumb as a sheep be- 
fore her shearers, and opened not our mouths, excepting the 
prionn from Georgia Mr. LIVINGSTON]; and, Mr. 9 

would like to see the squad of soldiers that would be left after 
the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. LIVINGSTON] had gone through 
and separated all those that he considered to be frauds. There 
would not be a corporal’s guard left, and they, under the esti- 
mution of the gentleman, would be under suspicion. I protest, 
Mr. Ser e in onan of every soldier in Indiana t this 

on as an outra, ainst common fairness and decency. 
Here the hammer ell.“ R: 
. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think my friend, the gen- 


of his motion. If I understand him correctly—in the confusion 
it is almost impossible to hear what my friend has said—if I un- 
derstand him correctly, he proposes to strike out the words *‘ or 
other persons” as contained in the amendment. I wish my friend 
to state whether that is correct or not. 

Mr. WAUGH. My amendment is to strike out the words “or 
other persons.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. From the amendment? 

Mr. WAUGH. No; from the original bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. From the original text. Oh, well, I see the 
case is somewhat different from what I thought. Of course it 
is clear that if those words “or other persons,” are re-ained in 
the original text, they should be retained also in the proposed 
amendment. Butmy friend misapprehends this matter entirely. 

Under existing law, 400 persons may be employed by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions in the fie!d, 150 special examiners, and 
details of clerks to the number of 250, making altogether 400; 
that is my recollection; so that my friend's amendment would 
leave out 250 persons who could receive this per diem and ex- 
penses in the field for the purposesof which he complains. My 
amendment contines the expenditure of this $200,000 to the in- 
vestigation of original pension claims and claims for increase of 
pensions, instead of a general overhauling of the pension roll. 

Mr. WAUGH. If my e from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
will permit me, I will say that the object ot the motion is to pre- 
vent the detailing of other persons. I understand the words 
“other persons” to mean detectives and spies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Other persons,” as used in the text of the 
bill, means clerks in the Pension Bureau who, under the law, 
mic | be detailed by the Pension Office to operate in the field. 

r. WAUGH. Special examiners and ‘‘other persons.” 

Mr. BRECKIN. E of Kentucky. If the gentleman will 
look at the text of the bill, it says: 

For special examiners or other persons employed in the Bureau of Pen- 
ons. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is using my time. My friend, Mr. WAUGH, does not un- 
derstand, I e, that these words ‘‘ other persons” refer to 
persons who may be detailed under existing law from the Pen- 
sion Office; and he certainly wants the same restrictions imposed 
upon them as are im upon special examiners, does he not? 

Mr. WAUGH. I do not understand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You understand of course that under m 
amendment all the persons who are to be paid a per diem 
expenses out of the 8200, 000 sliall 355 only in the exam- 
ination of pension claims now pending claims for increase. 
You understand that?. 

Mr. WAUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That isright. It is “the other persons,” 
the clerks who may be detailed from the Pension Office, as well 
as the special examiners, to whom my amendment applies. I 
wish all persons paid out of this $200,000 to be employed in the 
investigation of original pension claims or claims for inerease, 
and not in a general raid on the pension roll. 

Mr. WAUGH. I take it that this legislation is in keeping 
with the recommendation of the Pension Office, and the reeom- 
mendation of the Pension Office is to have a lot of detectives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman bntirely misapprehends the 
effect of the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment, 
and the Chair can not recognize any other gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike ont the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to recognize any gen- 
tleman unless he wants to speak to this amendment or to offer 
a substantial amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer an amendment. I move to strike out 
the last word. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana on the right is a good one. I believe that 
this money ought to be expended o 12 officers of the Gov- 
ernment—special examiners. And I pet for a moment to 
call the attention of the House, as it appears to my mind, to the 
insincerity of the men who are the enemies of pensions upon 
this floor, and who have made arguments in this debate. It is 
the province of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], and I have not 
a word of criticism if they desire to take that position. If it is 
their desire toantagonize the pensions of this country, it is their 
privilege, itis their right. But what I am opposed to is this: 
that under the guise and pretense of being in favor of pensions, 
of ing the pension roll of fraudulent pensions, they are 

ing. and that is the very object, to bring the whole pension 


roll into dis te. It is the whole roll that the gentleman from 
Georgia is see to attack. 8 
Now, the from Georgia in the last Congress led 
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that forlorn hope from the Committee on Appropriations in the 
five or six iniquitous amendments against the old soldiers that 
were offered to that bill; and he was so ignominiously defeated 
even by his own side, that he went back South singing dolefully 
“Tam going back to Dixie.” So he comes up again, and is per- 
sistent in the matter of again opposing pensions. Thegentleman 
says himself in the Congressional Directory, and that is evidence 
that it must be true, because he says it, he has been prominent 
in all political struggles in his State for many years.” [Laugh- 
ter.] You must accept that. because the gentleman himself says 
so. I invite him to add another sentence to his biography, and 
say That he is also prominent in opposition to pensions for 
Union soldiers.” 

It is, however, evident that the gentleman was not half so vig- 

orous, courageous, and energetic after the Yankee soldiers in 
1861 to 1865 as he is now, otherwise he would have been a briga- 
dier-general of the Confederacy in less than six months; but I 
tind that for four years he was a private in the Confederate army. 
[Laughter.] I say if he had been half as vigorous, half as-cour- 
ageous and energetic after live Yankees in 1861 to 1865 he would 
at been a brigadier-general in less than sixmonths. |Laugh- 
ter. 
I want to say, further, to the gentleman, that neither epithets, 
braggadocio, words that are improper to be used on this floor, 
nor bullying, or anything in that line, will, in my opinion, de- 
ter the members upon this side of the House from standing by 
the Union soldier and by his just claims, and while I say that, 
I want to render praise to a good many gentlemen on that side of 
the House who are the true friends of the soldier. But the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is the enemy of the soldier and the soldier’s 
pension; and not only of the dishonest, but he is the enemy of 
the whole roll of pensioners, . 

I understand there will be offered an amendment to this prop- 
osition to prevent pensions from being suspended without notice 
to the soldier. I heartily favor this proposition. I introduced 
in the extra session of this Congress a bill to that effect, the first 
bill, I believe, introduced to this effect in this House. There 
area great many worthy pensioners whose claims have been sus- 
pended of late,and many without notice. I believeevery soldier 
should be heard before his pension is suspended. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk, Mr. Speaker, a letter of an old sol- 
dier whose claim was lately suspended without notice, and as the 
writer of the lettersupposed, the Pension Bureau made the order 
of suspension on the recommendation and representations of the 
local examiner; and there is no doubt in thisand similar cases if 
the soldier had first had a hearing his pension would not have 
beon suspended. The letter is as follows: 


FAULKETON, S. DAK., November 15, 1893. 


We arrived here this a. m. with Aaron Flyte, Com G, Sixty-seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. His pension ce cate is No. 184167. and 
suspended July 12, 1893. On July 12, and now, was and is utterly helpless. 
Not able to dress himself for two years. Could not be moved in wagon of 

sort. Carried him to train on astretcher, and from train before exam- 
board in this place. Hecanneithersitnorstand. Afidavitsof 3 
Democrats and citizens were sent to Washington for appointment of specia 
examiner to go to Gettysburg to examine him, as it was and is unsafe to 
move him, but still order was peremptory that he must go to Faulkton. 
Hence our post detailed four ex-soldiers to him here and take him 
back. Somein 8 think suspension the result of spite work of one 
of our doctors, because Flyte employed another physician. Can you find 
out whether this is true? * 
S. M. HOWARD. 


Hon. J. A. PICKLER, M. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Republican party made its reputation 
55 hoisting the flag, and not by hauling it down and we stand 

ere yet. 

The C HAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. The time 
of the gentleman has expired, and the question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not recognize gentlemen 
out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

Mr. ENLOE. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, the only reason I desire to say anything at the 
present time is to call attention to the character of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana as amended by his 
colleague Mr. WAUGH]. This appropriation is for the purpose 
of supplying special examiners to perform the usual duties that 
have been heretofore performed by special examiners of the Pen- 
sionOfhce. It does not propose to change the law in any partic- 
ular, and it is a remarkable spectacle to see the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who enjoys the soubriquet of the watch- 
dog of the Treasury,” offer an amendment on the floor of this 
House which proposes to prevent that force from investigating 
the frauds that are B on the public Treasury. 

It seems strange, too, Mr. Chairman, that another gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH] should say that the Government 


shall not have the power to send out its agents to inves 


te 
frauds on the Government, even when information is furnished 
to the Commissioner that fraud is being perpetrated. I have 


seen demagogy rise to great heights in this House, but I have 
never seen it rise so high as it has risen in this debate, when 
gentlemen here, under the pretense of patriotism and love for 
the soldier, get up and defend fraud, and say that the Govern- 
ment shall not have agents to investigate charges of fraud. 

Mr. WAUGH. The gentleman on the other side denies 
squarely that there is such fraud. He believes that there is only 
asserted fraud. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There was a conviction for perjury in the 
Federal court in my district about three weeks ago. 

Mr. WAUGH. ere was one Benedict Arnold. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman doesnot know anything of what 
he is talking if he asserts that there is no fraud, or else he does 
not care what he asserts: because the records of the courts of 
this country show that there have been 137 arrests, 241 indict- 
ments, and 105 convictions for pension frauds since this Admin- - 
istration came into power. It is the business of the Pension 
Bureau to bring these matters to the attention of the courts, 
and that is one of the functions of a special examiner or an offi- 
cer detailed from the Bureau for such work. Mr. Chairman, I 
say that it ill becomes any man representing any constituency, 
I do not care where he resides or what kind of a constituency 
he represents, to rise on this floor and say that the Govern- 
ment shall be disarmed and shall not be authorized or enabled 
to investigate and prosecute notorious frauds. 

Mr. PICKLER. So say we all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Why do you fight it then? 

Mr. PICKLER. We do not fight it. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is exactly what you are doing. You are 
doing everything in your power to prevent the Government from 
exposing these fraudulent pensioners, who are no better than 
thieves; for I say that a man who gets upon the pension roll by 
perjury is no better than a thief. 

Mr. PICKLER. We all say that. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then why do you defend those men? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, you are attacking a man of straw. No- 
body is defending fraud. 

Mr. ENLOE. I refer to your own language. You advocate 
this amendment, which provides that these examiners shall not 
do anything but work upon original claims, and that means that 
a special examiner shall not investigate a case of fraud even in 
the neighborhood where he is working, though it may be brought 
to his attention. You also advocate the proposition that the 
other agents of the Bureau shall not have that power. What 
does that mean? It simply means that you are not willing to let 
this Government have the power to investigate these frauds. 

I am just now in receipt of a telegram from the Commissioner 
of Pensions stating that the Federal grand jury at Dubuque, 
Iowa, has just returned thirty-one indictments against Van Leu- 
ven, a pension attorney, for pension frauds, and thirteen against 
Dr. Kessel and some others, which makes the total number of 
indictments to-day 241 since this Administration came into 
power. The adoption of the amendments offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana would absolutely destroy the power of the 
Bureau to hunt down and punish those who are defrauding the 
Government in pension cases. 

Several MEMBERS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, there has 
been only one speech made on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in nowise advised as to the actual neces- 
sity for the appropriation as provided in the bill, and I think I 
ean safely say that the tendency of the general discussion was 
not such as to throw any great light upon it, but that it was con- 
ducted rather from a political standpoint. The whole history 
of pension legislation and discussion in this country ever since 
the civil war has been in the same line, and no subject of legis- 
lation has ever been so much in the rut of political prostitution 
as this one, and no subject should-in fact be as far removed from 
it. No party should be permitted to take money out of the pub- 
lic Treasury, ſand in the name of pensions and professed love for 
the soldier trade it for votes. 

Now, all men agree, so far as the mere statement of principle 
goes, that fair, liberal pensions should be given to the soldiers 
of the country for actual injuries and en SN incident to 
actual service in the Army and Navy, and that all frauds upon 


the pension roll should be exposed and eliminated; but still our 
friends upon the other side as a whole, anda part upon this side, 
as a matter of fact and in the face of these protestations seek to 
make political capital ovt of any efforts in the direction of puri- 
fying the rolls and oppose any means proposed 


in this direction. 
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This leads me to the point I desire to make, and this is that 
we ought to have by lawacomplete, uniform, and just pension sys- 


tem, so guarded as to give full and ample pensions to deserving 
soldiers and sailors, and to give the fullest protection against 
fraud, so hedged about that no party can have even the tempta- 
tion to make political capital out of it; and this can only be ac- 
complished, in my judgment, by a constitutional provision. In 
the Pitty schon Congress I introduced a resolution for a consti- 
tional amendment to this end, and reintroduced it in this Con- 
gress, House Resolution No, 17, and which is as follows: 

No pension, nor any pay or emolument that does not cease with actual 
service, shall hereafter be granted, allowed, or paid to or on account of any 
soldier or sailor, except under the provisions of law existing at time of en- 
listment, nor unless claimed within two years from time right to the same 
accrues under the law. 

The suggestions contained in this proposition are at most only 
tentative, but to my mind cover the troubles that have been met 
in making a fair, just, and liberal pension system. If we had 
now such a system, under the law we would be relieved at le ist 
from such acrimonious discussion and disgraceful vituperation 
as we have witnessed upon this discussion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the pending section and all 
amendments thereto be ended in fifteen minutes. We have al- 
ready discussed this section two days. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I will not object 
to the request of the gentleman if I can have an opportunity 
to offer an amendment. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] asks unanimous consent that all debate on this 
section and amendments thereto shall be limited to fifteen 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. : 7 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Chairman, I 
move that that be done. The committee has the power, under 
the new rules, to limit the debate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, if that motion is 
confined to amendments now pending there will be no objection 
to it. 

A MEMBER. That is all that it covers. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It applies to all amendments 
that may be offered to this section, and I desire to offer one. 

Mr. HICKS. So do I. 

Mr. HUDSON. I want to offer an amendment. I have no ob- 
jection to the limitation of the debate, if I can offer my amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Gentlemen should bear 
in mind that the House desires to adjourn for the holiday recess 
on Thursday or Friday next, and in the meantime this bill ought 
to be passed and sent to the Senate. This is the third day we 
have discussed this question, and I think Ihave shown a disposi- 
tion to be extremely liberal as to debate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ishalloccupy only a few moments 
with my amendment. 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that debate on the pending amendments 
be closed in ten minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. That is all right. 

Mr. HUDSON. I will make no objection, provided I can be 
allowed afterwards to submit my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to gentlemen that 
there will be no limit to the offering of amendments. The com- 
mittee can limit debate, but it can not limit the right to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (to Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ken- 
tucky). Make it five minutes instead of ten. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on theamendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr WAUGH]to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The 
amendment to the amendment will be read. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 2 of the amendment strike out the words “and claims for increase 
of pension. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WAUGH 
to the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, it was rejected, there being— 
ayes 49, noes 68. 

Mr. WAUGH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I presume 
iiet in Committee of the Whole we are not entitled to the yeas 
and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. The yeasand nays can not be called in the 
Committee of the Whole. The question is now on the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
which will be ag in read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, further, That the special examiners and other persons who 
shall be paid a per diem and expenses under this appropriation shall be em- 


ployed exclusively in the investigation of original claims and claims for in- 
crease of pension. 

The question being put, 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I call for a division. 
wee 5 again divided, and the tellers reported ayes 

, noes 75. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this question the ayes are 60, the 
noes 75. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted; and I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman is too 
late. The Chair had announced the result and had recognized 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I misunderstood the announcement of the 
Chair. I was on my feet to call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the statement of the gentleman his 
point of no quorum ” be entertained. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE of Kentucky were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
78, noes 86. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To avoid consumption of time, I simply give 
notice that I will not insist now on a one but at the proper 
time I will move to recommit this bill for the purpose of making 
this amendment. 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Ofcourse the gentleman 
will have the right to do that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply give this notice so that there may 
be a full expression of the sentiment of the House on this ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Onthis question the ayes are 78, the noes 
86. The amendment is N 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 23, on page 4, insert the following: 

“Prov That no pension shall be suspended or stopped except after full 
hearing, of which the pensioner shall have previous reasonable notice, with 
5 to submit testimony in support of his or her pension and in re- 
ply to that affecting his or her right to receive a pension. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I raise a point of order on this amend- 
ment. It is not germane to this section of the bill; and it is 
new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
SAS dar [Mr. LIVINGSTON] on his point of order, if he desires 
to submit any argument or precedent in support of it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I submit the point to the Chair without 
discussion. I presume the Chair appreciates the purportof the 

int. * 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that gentlemen on the other side of the House can hardly afford 
to vote down this amendment. In the first place it is fair and 
right. If there is any one thing about which complaint has 
been made throughout the country it is that the soldiers who 
have been drawing pensions have not had an opportunity tobe 
heard in these inv tions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. With pleasure. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Suppose such a case as 
that which I put yesterday to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota. Or suppose that within a week or so before the time for 
the quarterly payment of, pensions it is discovered thata man 
who has been drawing pension on the ground of ninety aaya 
service has, in fact, served only thirty days; or suppose that he 
has been placed on the roll by forgery or by perjury, as in the 
case of the Virginia frauds or the New Mexico frauds. Does 
the gentleman believe that in such a case the quarterly pension 
oun to be paid to the pensioner and then an examination be 

; or does he believe that the best way to do is simply to 
suspend payment and give the pensioner a chance to be heard. 
ae is the whole contention between the gentleman and my- 
self. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I undertake to say that after a 
pension has once been adjudicated it is a vested right 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And no government, no officer 
of the government has any more right to strike that pension 
down without a full hearing of the case and an opportoniiy on 
the part of the pensioner to be heard in his own b2half than it 
would have to open a judgment without notice to the party con- 
cerned. Thesecases having been adjudicated by lawful authority 
are in the nature of judgments; they are vested rights on- the 
part of the pensioners. If any case been wrongfully adjudi- 
cated let it be regularly reopened, and after due hearing let the 
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ion be sto ; but for God's sake give the soldier an 2 

Enny to HaTe is day in court—to be heard in his own defense. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Undoubtedly; but what 
is his ‘‘ day in court?” 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. Notice of the complaint or alle- 
a: and knowledge of the testimony supposed to affect his 

ts. 
8 5 BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. 
: Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. And an opportunity to answer 
tif he can. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Undoubtedly; we agree 
on that. Now,the only point, and I submit it to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as a lawyer and a man of candor, is, pending 
that,aday of paymentcomes, and the Government has discovered 
that the individual has either by fraud or perjury obtained his 
standing on the roll and has given him notice of that fact 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. On ex parte testimony. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky (continuing). And the 
case has not yet been adjudicated. Now should the payment 
about to become due be made to the man under such eireum- 
stances, or should it be withheld until this question has been 
determined? That isthe whole of itand I submit it to the gen- 
tieman for his consideration. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky says the Government has discovered.” How can it be 
fairly said to have discovered a fraud until it hears the pensioner 
and what he has to say in his defense? It may be that there is 
no foundation for the allegation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And on the other hand it may be a mat- 
ter of reco d of the highest kind. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, but that is not a judicial 
discovery. It is not a discovery in the legal sense until the pen- 
sioner has been heard in response to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of 5 Mr. Chairman, if I can 
be recognized I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
my time. But before that, in response to his question, I put the 
case to him that I suggested on yesterday, or the two cases in 
the remarks I had the honor to submit to the committee, where 
the records of the Department in one case showed that the pen- 
sioner had been dishonorably discharged, and in the other case 
that the pensioner had not served for thirty years. These are 
sample cases. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to mean that he thinks the payment of the pension ought 
to be made to these soldiers pending an investigation? That 
is the sample case that I commend to the gentleman’s considera- 


tion. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In the first place there are not, 
and can hardly be, any such sample cases as that. 

Mr. BREC Eof Kentucky. There they are. The 
gentleman can examine them himself, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Unless, I was going on to say, 
they are exceedingly limitedinnumber. There must be, in the 


nature of things, very few such cases. And then it will be still | charge of fraud 


a question of construction. But even as you put it, it would be 
a question whether the soldier has not certain rights which have 
been conferred upon him by the granting of his pension. 

Now, we are to presume that the Commissioner of Pensions 
and the officials who examined the case and granted the pension 
had authority to do it on competent testimony. We are to pre- 
sume that that testimony was examined and the question adju- 
dicated upon the testimony. Weare not to presume that this is 
a fraud, without a hearing. Why not let this class of cases take 
the same course with all others? If a judgment has been ren- 
dered, I do not care if it had been an interlocutory judgment, no 
court would open it up until the defendant had had his day in 
court. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The ordinary practice 
where I reside is that the court will grant an interlocutory or 


temporary injunction to prevent the collection of the execution 
until the plaintiff can come in. The way you begin is to stop 
payment. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That, of course, is in questions of 
1 or unprecedented emergency. But there is no such ten- 

ency here. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, there is no one thing that will put this 
pension question at rest so much as the adoption of this 3 
You must give the soldiers an opportunity to be heard in defense 
of their pone before being suspended. And perhapsif there 
had not been so many suspended cases the community would not 
be in the condition we find it that all over the country an im- 
pression has gons up that this Administration is to 
strike pensions down, regardless of the rights of the r and 
without giving him an opportunity to be heard. I want to cor- 
rect that imppession and you want to correct it. 


Let the soldier be in the same category as any other man who 
poe ya claim against the Government. Treat 
case as an adjudicated question, and allow his claim to be 
d as valid until there shall be evidence forthcoming to 
the contrary. Let him have an opportunity to be heard before 
the casa is suspended. rtainly you can afford to do that much 
for the soldier. All these cases suspended summarily have been 
practically reinstated. It only turns on a handful of cases. You 
ean afford to at least put this in your bill, and when it is done 
you have taken a step to restore confidence in the Administra- 
ston ae than * vou an ponhi take in this regard, 
an spato ou ore to let come in and be a 
of the bi 1. z pA 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I endeavored toobtain some 
timein which to engage in the general discussion of this bill, 
and papaoinily that part of it now being considered; but owing 
to the time allowed for general debate, I was unable todo 
so, and therefore embrace this opportunity, under the five-minute 
rule to say a few words in 8 to the suspension of pensions 
and the proposition to make this appropriation, hoping to be 
able later in the session to obtain time to express more fully my 
views on this subject. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that I intend to vote for the 
appropriation, believing as I do that it is in the interest of the 
speedy adjustment of the 18,000 claims of old soldiers now pend- 
ing under the old law; but, sir, I do not want that vote to be 
construed into an indorsement of the indiscriminate suspension 
of pensions indulged in by the Pension Bureau. That action is 
not now, never was, and never will be approved by me, by the 
people whom I have the honor to represent, or by the people of 
my State. Theelectionin Ohio in November last demonstrated 
fully that the people of that State do not approve of that action. 

And let me say to gentlemen on this floor that the action of 
the Pension Bureau in the matter of the suspension of the pen- 
sions of Union soldiers had more to do with giving to Governor 
McKinley his mary of 80,000 than anything else and all 
else combined; and, Mr. Chairman, without any intention or 
desire to reflect upon anyone, I want to siy that no party need 
hope to reduce that majority in Ohio by uniustly interfering 
with that sacred roll containing the namesof the men and those 
dependent upon them whose blood cemented the union of these 
States, [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That no pe . 
er Sur ae ey 8 pent mae A be revoked or suspended, 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a.substitute- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hupson]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Until atar 
sions are found to be fraudulent; and 

Provided further, Thatin all cases where fraud is charged pension- 
ers in the procuring of ions such pensioner shall be hed a copy of 
arte such pe 9 shall be —— a — 33 ‘a 
pont of such:charges trea ui cost to PORDENONE pe 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hicks] who offered the amend- 
ment to the amendment. He is first entitled to the floor. The 
substitute of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HUDSON] can not 
be presented to the House until after the amendment to the amend- 
ment is voted upon. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to place myself upon rec- 
ord against this part of the bill now pending, unless the amend- 
ment of my friend and colleague [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] pre- 
vails. The amendment, with the addition suggested by myself, 
is eminently fair, and will place beyond 3 the right of 
the soldier to enjoy his pension unless it is stopped in a legal 
and proper way. 

The time was, Mr. Chairman, when the men who enjoyed the 
honor of being examiners of the Pension Department assisted 
these old veterans and their widows and orphans in preparing 
and ting their claims to this Government, but I take it, 
from the methods that have prevailed under the present Admin- 
istration, that instead of their being special examiners for the 
Pension Department, that is a misnomer, and they should be 
called detectives; for instead of carrying out the wishes 
of the people of this great Government, to help these old men 
and their widows and orphans, these special examiners robe See 
upon their track, and instead of maintaining the pension as 
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one of honor these examiners, so called, are attempting to make 
it one of dishonor, and are endeavoring to create the impression 
that the entire pension list is honeycombed with fraud. 

Where is the evidence of fraud and the foundation for this hue 
and cry raised against the veterans of the country by the Pen- 
sion Department and the enemies of the men who wore the blue? 
With this great army of detectives in the field, with the enemies 
of the veteran incommand of the situation, with the publicmind 


repared by unfriendly newspapers and poisoned against the 
5 — nsioners of the country, the Secretary of the Interior 
directed to be taken from the files of the Department of Pen- 


sions by one stroke of his pen several thousand adjudicated and 
legally granted pensions, and sent to as many homes in this 
country the fact thatthe Government that had promised to pro- 
tect and defend the old soldier in his declining years, instead of 
being his friend as heretofore, was now his enemy; and in addi- 
tion to the personal e of this fact being brought home 
to the pensioner and his family of the suspicion and unfriendli- 
ness of his Government, he was further humiliated by being held 
up before his community and neighbors as a man who had com- 
mitted a fraud upon his country and had been recei a pen- 
sion to which he was not entitled, thus securing for the man 
. who had heretofore been looked upon in his neighborhood as 
a patriot and lover of his country, a character for fraud, and as 
one who obtained from the Government he had helped to save 
and upbuild unjust and dishonest money. 

I am glad, Mr. Chairman, that out of the many thousand men 
thus branded and held up to the public as dishonest men over 
three-fourths of them have already been reinstated, thus prov- 
ing that even the unfriendly Department was mistaken in their 
charge of wholesale fraud against the men who wore the blue. 
Eyen the President himself, who has never been accused of an 
overflowing love for the Union veteran, joins in this unjust hue 
and cry,and in his annual message to this body he uses this un- 
justifiable language: 

“The discovery ha been made that many names had been put uponthe 


pension roll by means of wholesale and gigantic frauds, the Commissioner 
suspended payment upon a number of pensions which seemed to be fraud- 
u lent. LAJ 


Why, Mr. Chairman, did Lit A seem fraudulent? Where are 
the facis authorizing the President to make this sweeping state- 
ment? Where is the evidence on which the President based his 
communication to Congress and the country? He owes it, sir, 
to this House, to the country, and above all does he owe it to the 
lant men who stood between this country and its everlastin 
estruction in the days of its greatest trial, the evidence on whic 
this wholesale charge of fraud is based. In thissame message, 
Mr. Chairman, I read this language: - 

Thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pensioners, 
and recent developments by the Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to 
accomplish pension frauds. 

Where is the evidence of these thousands of neighborhoods 
that have their fraudulent pensioners and of these appalling 
conspiracies? Why has not the Commissioner or the learned 
and distinguished Secretary of the Interior given this House 
and the country the facts that permit the President of this 
great country to utter in his annual message the language above 
quoted that is read by all the English-s: world and is 

uo ted to the great discredit of my gallant comrades of the Army? 

the part of these gallant veterans, both dead and living, I deny 
these statements and demand the proof of these unjust charges, 
and until the proof is furnished I appeal to the loyalty and fair- 
ness of the good people of this land to suspend judgmenton these 
gallant men whom the President so severely condemns. Until 
the proof is adduced and furnished, thank God it is the unwrit- 
ten law of this country, that every man is innocent until he is 
proven guilty, and this unwritten law has its place in the hearts 
of the great American people, and notwithstanding the charges 
made by ste President against these old veterans of the war, the 
people t ve responded in answer to that charge the verdict of 
not guilty. 

I was very much interested in the defense made upon the floor 
of this House yesterday by the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN] of the present Com ioter of Pen- 
sions. The record of Judge Lochren asa soldier can not be 
assailed, but his record as the Commissioner of Pensions is one 
that does him great injury, and one that reflects very seriously 
upon his t bearing during the days when this country had 
to gle for its existence. I regret, sir, that circumstances 
are such that Judge Lochren has to be apologized for upon the 
floor of this House, and that his action should need such an apol- 
ogy. I rejoica in the fact that up to this time there has never 

ore been a Commissioner of Pensions whose actions needed 
apology upon the floor of this House. 


Mr. HAYES. How about Raum? 
Mr, LIVINGSTON. They had to investi him. 
Mr. HICKS. Les; and that committee failed to besmirch him. 


He stands preëminént as a man wao was fair and justin his treat- 
ment of Union soldiers, and in his treatment of their claims. 
We had no right to expect that Secretary Smith would do differ- 
ently than he has done, but we had a right to expect that Judge 
ye Bey one with whom we had touched elbows, would at least 
grant to the old soldier the right toa hearing before he would 
undertake to cut off from him the small pittance allowed to him 
by the Government which he helped to save. 

The amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE], and further amended by myself, will place the pensions 
of these gallant men beyond the reach of an unfriendly hand, or 
at least will place them in such a position that their pensions 
can not be stop until they have the right that is granted to 
every other citizen of the Republic—to have a hearing before a 
sentence of condemnation is passed upon them. 

“Mr. Chairman, I firmly believe the time will soon come again, 
in the history of this country, when the friend and not the enemy 
of the Union veteran will occupy the high places within the gift 
of this great and generous people, and if this measure passes, as 
reported in the bill under consideration, without amendment, it 
is adding additional humiliation to the men who wore the blue, 
and unless so amended I shall feel constrained to vote against it. 
[A ppano on the Republican side.] 

[E ere the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish, for the in- 
formation of gentlemen, to have read at the Clerk’s desk Order 
No. 240, which is now enforced in the Pension Office, from which 
a will appear that no pensioner is being suspended without no- 


ce. 

Mr. HICKS. Not now. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. No, not now, since the present Com- 
missioner has reor that Bureau. I ask to have this read, 
and ask the gentleman who has just taken his seat to give it his 
attention and Mark now how plain a tale shall put you down.” 

Mr. HICKS. They were first suspended, and the order re- 
ferred to by the gentleman was issued after the mischief and 
injustice had been done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, August 26, 1893. 
[Order No. 240.] 


In the reéxamination of all cases allowed under section 2 of the act of June 
A —— the practice of the Bureau is hereby changed and modified as 
‘ollows: 
First. Where it appears, prima facie on the face of the papers, that the 
msioner was not entitled to any rating. the payment of the on shall 
at once 8 ded, and the pensioner notified that he will be dropped from 
the rolls after sixty days from such notice, unless he shall in the mean time 
fiie competent pare So showing his right to pension. 

Where, on the face of the papers, it appears that the 
entitled to a less rate than he is now receiving, he shall be no 
pension will be reduced to such less rate, unless within days from such 
notice he shall file competent evidence of his right toa Tating. 

Third. Where it appears on the face of the papers that the ee nad 
been allowed a pension under a prior law. and that he is not entſtled under the 
act of June 27, 1890, to higher rate of pension than was so allowed un- 
der such prior law, he be notified that his pension under the act of June 


oner is 
ed that his 


less within sixty days from such notice he shall file competent evidence that 
pak is are toa er rute than was granted by his pension under such 
or law. 


Fourta. Every notice shall inform the pensioner that his applica- 
tion to the Commissioner he wiil be immediately ordered for examination 
a local medical board, to enable him to obtain the necessary evidence to 


ow his right to pension. 
Fifth. W. any pensioner shall have complied with the uirement of 
furnished evidence t 


such notice, and to pies his cl: to be con- 
tinued —— rolls, the ease shall at once be a “special case. and be aca 


a HOKE SMITTA, Secretary. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the dats of that? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. August 26, 1893. 

Objection is made that prior to that time suspensions were 
made without notice. I wish to state that it has been the uni- 
form practicesince the organization of the Pension Office. That 
is, suspensions were made during all the Administrations with- 


-out notice, and it is the excellent Commissioner of Pensions now 


in the office who for the first time deviated from the time-hon- 
ored practice, if it can be an honored practice to suspend pen- 
sions without notice. Ihave no objection to putting into law 
what the Commissioner of Pensions has pat into practice; butI 
do not like to see him misrepresented. He was himself a brave 
soldier, and is very much more in sympathy with his comrades 
than those who seem determined to misrepresent and malign 
him. Iam for the amendment, but I only wished to show that 
the Commissioner has inaugurated this practice, and that he is 
in me wise justly amenable to such criticism as we have just 
eard. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
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the committee to a suggestion of several gentlemen upon the 
floor, and will ask to have read one of the rules of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


t ; 
ae at ae ce renee he ee e E r 
forcement of this clause. Í 
TheCHAIRMAN. Now, the Chairadmonishes the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and the Doorkeeper of this House that this rule must 
be observed. The Chair will look to the Sergeant-at-Arms and 
the Doorkeeper to strictly enforce the rules. 3 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HUD- 


SON]. 

ME, BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I risə forthe purpose 
of liniting debate. I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
this paragraph and pending amendments thereto shall bə closed 
at half past A which is ten minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent that all debate on the pending raph and 
amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. The Chair will 


state to the gentleman from Kentucky that the gentleman from 
New Hampehire Mr. BLAIR] had asked the Chair to recognize 
him next to the gentleman from Kansas, and also the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], and the Chair has stated that he 
would do so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Then I willincrease the 
time to fifteen minutes, so as to include the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, the gentleman from New Hampshire, and the gentleman 
from Ind That will give ten minutes to gentlemen on the 
other side and five minutes to a gentleman on this side. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who yielded the floor to his colleague. 

Mr. WI N of Ohio. I simply want to protest against this, 
for the reason that I desire to have some more time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all general debate on the pending paragraph and 
amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent that all debate upon the pending paragraph and 
amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 
on the pending paragraph and amen: 
twenty minutes. 7 

The motion was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Kansas for five minutes. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment I 
am not moved by any disposition to make capital out of the 

resent unfortunate situation. I am honestly impressed with the 

dea that the Secretary of the Interior has made a serious mis- 
take in authorizing the suspensionof pensions onasecretcharge 
of fraud, without notice to the pensioner and a fair and honest 
hearing. It is admitted by all parties upon this floor that the 
pension roll is one of honor and in no sense a Charity, that all 
pensions that have been granted have been so allowed in strict ac- 
cordance with the laws governing the Pension Bureau, and con- 
sequently on their face all pensions are legal and valid, and the 
pensioner has a vested right in his pension, which can only be 
set aside oncharges of fraud or mistake, and of such charges 
he is entitled to notice and a full, fair, and open hearing. He is 
entitled to know who the witnesses are who are called against 
him, and entitled to a fair opportunity tocontrovert such charges 
before judgment is rendered against him. He certainly is enti- 
tled to as much consideration at the hands of this Government 
as the criminal who has been guilty of a vicious crime. 

I deny the power of the Secretary of the Interior or of the 
President of the United States or any man or set of men to take 
away from the soldier his pension at his or their own will, and I 
charge such acts as grossly arbitrary and in violation of eve 
rule or principle of law known to civilized jurisprudence. 
think it the duty of Congress in voting this allowance for inves- 
tigation to at the same time say to the Department you must not 
in the slightest degree do an old pensioner an injustice. This 
Government is too great to do an un air act, and t as it is it 
can not afford to trample upon the rights of one of the humblest 
defenders of its flag. 

I know thatit will be claimed thatthe Department oughtnotto 
be required to give the pensioner the names of those who have 
furnished evidence against him or them, but here again I must 
beg leave to differ from such a position. The pensioner must go 
into the open sunlight of public gaze to get his mapas The 
burden is upon him tofurnish all the testimony to show ht 
to such pension, and I repudiate with scorn the proposition that 
this Government, in order to place itself upon a level with the 
Peek must indulge in secret and underhand methods. As 

have already said, the Secretary of the Interior has made a mis- 


I move that all debate 
ents thereto be closed in 


take in this matter, and he and his friends ought to admit it. I 
do not agree with honorable gentlemen upon this floor who are 
trying to make political — out of this mistake and stir up 
strife and bitterness throughoutthecountry. Such action is un- 
worthy of the honorable gentlemen engaged in it, if such is their 
intention. To err is human; not to err is a divine attribute. 

No Administration hasbeen wholly free from errors, and it 
will py be several generations before we have one that 
will be free from mistakes. The suspending of pensions durin 
the hearing of charges of fraud made against the pensioner w 
bring distress to a great many humble but honest homes 
throughout the land, and I submit to this House that on the near 
approxch of the Christmas holidays it is not only proper, but im- 
porns that every old soldier throughout the land and his fam- 

y should be made to feel that their country has not forgotten 
and appreciates their loyal and patriotic devotion to her cause. 
It is better that ninety and nine fraudulent pensions should be 
paa than that one honest pensioner should deprived of the 

unty that is so justly due him. If this or some similar amend- 
mentis not allowed, I feel it mA to vote against this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, the sub ect pre- 
sented by the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania| Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE} is one which is covered by a bill 
introduced by myself, which has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions and which is now being considered by 
that committee, with, I hope, a fair prospect of a favorable re- 
pore in the near future. Since, however, this matter is brought 

fore this committee by the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, I feel entirely absolved on the ground 
of courtesy to the committee of which I am chairman, and I de- 
sire at the proper moment to offer an amendment as a substi- 
tute, being section 1 of the bill to which I referred on yesterday 
and which appears in to-day’s RECORD. 

Now, I desire to say, Mr. Chairman upon this subject that 
since 1803 a practice has prevailed in the Pension Office of sus- 

nding pensions without notice, pe investigation. This 
1 one that was indulged in by the present administra- 
tion, and I understand by every administration of the Pension 
Office since 1803, not only without law, but in the face of express 
existing statutes. I desire to say now to the members of this 
committee that, without making an attack upon any officer and 
making no attack upon any Administration, there is no law to- 
day existing upon the statute books of the United States that 
authorizes the Commissioner of Pensions, nor has there ever been 
any such in the last ninety years, to make suspension of a pen- 
sion without giving notice to the pensioner. 

I desire now to express 5 in what my coll e 
from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] said here to-day, that the order 
made by the present Commissioner of Pensionsin last August was 
a modification of the custom or practice which has long existed 
in that Bureau, and this modification is a step in the direction of 
recognizing the just claims of the soldier. Mr. Chairman, the 
square question is simply this, does any man, does any member 
of this House, desire to disturb an existing right without giving 
due notice? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Due notice and hearing. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Due notice in the first place, and in 
the next place due hearing. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I ap- 
peal to you, is it not right, is it not the whole trend of the laws of 
thiscountry, of the laws of every State in the Union, that before 
youlay your hand upon an existing right you must give notice to 
the parties interested? 

1 offer my amendment at the proper time, and hope it 
w. 8. 

Hore the hammer fell.] 

r. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I wish first to say a word in re- 
para to the charge that the pension roll is a roll of dishonor. 
ank God, it comes from very few persons, but they make a great 
deul of noise. It comes from the few unreconstructed rebels from 
the South and the surviving ed arg of the North, the two 
classes but for whom there would have been no pension roll at 
all. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] Of the 
former I have yet great hope. For those of our countrymen 
generally who were engaged in the rebellion [ have the highest 
respect, because they are patriots to-day; but for the survivin 
copperhead there is no hope. He is too much like the orig 
creature for whom he was so appropriately named. [Laughter.] 

The pension roll a roll of dishonor! Every year the scrutiny 
of the rolls of the churches of this country develop more of 
shame and of dishonor than you have ever developed or that you 
ever can develop in the pension roll of the United States. [Ap- 
plause.] Even tn the olden time among the Disciples there was 
one reprobate, there was one copperhead. [Laughter.] God 
grant that in our time it may not prove to be true that the man 
who held the then is the man who holds the bag to-day. 

hter.) No, Mr. Chairman, the pension roll is a roll of honor. 
and it is in the keeping of men of honor from the North and I 
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believe from the South also. Vou may purge that roll with ie 
utmost endeavors and you will find that there never has been 
a list of men who have stood co high and so deservedly high in 
the estimation of their countrymen as do the Union pensioners 
of thisland. The pension roll is but a proper continuation of 
the Revolutionary roll of honor, and as such it will stand, an 
honor to this country for all time. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rose mainly to appeal for a generous ad- 
ministration of the existing pension laws of the country. 
law of June 27, 1890, is one in which I have a right to feel an in- 
terest, for I was identified with its origin fully ten years ago, 
and I know that that bill was brought forward in the interests of 
economy—of economy as well asjustice, gentlemen. There was 
a very strong feeling that there ought to be a service pension 
pan to those who had survived the war of the rebeilion. Our 

riends on the other side were pressing for a service pension for 
those who had been engaged in the Mexican war, a very large 
roportion of whom had n later identified, as is generally 
55 with the military service of the rebellion. 

A strong effort was made to prevent the passage of that bill, 
and an intense opposition was developed toit unless the soldiers 
who had fought to preserve the Union could be provided for by 
an amendment to the same bill. I tried to have both classes 

rovided for, upon the principle of need, so that any man who 
had fought for the country even in the Mexican war, though he 
might have been in the rebellion afterwards, should be pro- 
vided for as well as the Union soldier, so far as his necessity was 
concerned. Finally we gave way, and the Mexican service-pen- 
sion bill was passed, applying to all who had been engaged in 
the Mexican war. 

The other bill under various forms was pressed in successive 
Congresses, and at last it passed in the form in which it stands 
on the statute book to-day, and it was passed to avoid the tre- 
mendous drain upon the asury that would be entailed ay a 

eneral service law. Now, I think the present Administration 
555 developed a disposition to adm nister this particular law in 
such a way as practically tonullify it, and I trust that will not be 
done, for I assure you, gentlemen, that there is a rising feeling 
at the North which will remedy that by demanding the enact- 
ment of a general service law if there is no other way of pro- 
viding for the veterans of the Union. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. AMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I represent 
a Bourbon Democratic constituency. In my Congressional dis- 
trict there is perhaps not a single Federal pensioner, except a 
few n teamsters and cooks. But Lalso represent a constitu- 
ency which has a great love of justice in the abstract, and, rep- 
resenting that sort of a constituency, Istand here to-day in favor 

of two things, which it would appear from the present debate 
are irreconcilable, but which in my mind are very reconcilable. 
The one is the purging the pension roll, making of it a roll of 
honor, and the other is the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Representing a Bourbon Democratic constitutency with no 
Federal pensioners, I am yet in favor of both these propositions. 
We take some pride down our way in the pension roll, not be- 
cause any of us are on it, but because our le did something 
to make it. [Laughter.] Taking that sort of pride in the pen- 
sion roll, it occurs to me that asa matter of justice—and I be- 
lieve in doing justice though the heavens fall—the fact that a 
man is on the pension roll isa prima facie something in his favor. 
He stands in a position where evidence ought to be offered to 
change the status which he occupies. I think that being on the 

nsion roll isa prima facie reason, though not a conclusive one, 
or supposing that the man deserves a pension. [Applause.] 

Ido not believe, therefore, that it would be g policy on 
the part of the Democratic party (because nothing is good pol- 
icy which is unjust) to defeat a proposition which simply asks 
that notice and an opportunity to be heard shall be given before 
a man’s name is taken off that pension roll after it has once been 
put upon it. 

Now, my friends, as a Democrat, as a Southern man, inter- 
ested in purging the pension roll, I say that the thing of all 
things which we must not do is to excite sympathy with fraud. 
I believe that the pension roll is honeycom with fraud; and 
above all things in the world, I do not want to excite sympathy 
with that fraud. I do not want to put our enemies in a position 
where they can go to the country upon a false issue, an issue 
whichis not the true and the right issue, but unreal, and de- 
manding a sort of maudlin sympathy. 

I believe that we should purge the pension roll, and that there 
is but one way to do it thoroughly and successfully—to get the 
common sense and the common conscience of the American peo- 
ple behind the frauds that are on the pension roll. And in order 
to obtain that we have to be very careful to excite no sympath 
with fraud itself, permitting it to commingle and mix itself wi 


patriotism and other things which in themselves are praise- 
worthy. I think itis of the utmost importance thatin attaining 
a right end we antgonize no right feeling; and I think that we 
would antagonize a ö if we should announce generally 
that a man who has n placed upon the pension roll can be 
taken from it without at least having notice given him and an 
bd etc to be heard. 

simply wanted to say this much in justice to the young De- 
mocracy and the Southern Democracy, in reply to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]; for I come just about 
as near being what he calls an ‘‘unreconstructed rebel” as any 
man on this floor, who was not od enough to have fought in 
either army during the“ late unpleasantness.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order made by the committee, 
all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto is 
now closed. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may have only five minutes to present some views on 
this question. Yesterday I spoke to the Chairman, and he as- 
sured me I should have the opportunity to offer an amend- 
ment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman, but 
he yielded his time to another gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may be allowed to speak for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
I desire to offer reads as follows: 

On page 4, after line 23. add the following: 

„And in furtherance of the policy expressed in resolutions passed by Con- 
gress March 3, 1865, those charged with the duty of appointing or detail 
men to perform the services and receive the money above mentioned shal 
give preference to persons honorably discharged from the mili or naval 
service of the United States who are capable of performing such duty.” 

Mr. Chairman, I have desired to offer an amendment to the ~ 
pending bill. 1 was assured by the Chairman that I would have 
an opportunity todoso. But the adoption of the motion of the 
gen eee from Kentucky limiting the time deprives me of the 
opportunity. 

5 now ask the unanimous consent of the Committee of the 
Whole House to allow this amendment to be offered. The 
amendment is not offered in factious opposition to the bill, but 
with a sincere desire to secure fair treatment of those whose 
claims for pensions are incomplete. My amendment reads as 
follows: 

7 aon i aa O 

* 85 8 

e PSR ote whats Gareth the ay of ana ea 
are nen to perform the services and receive the money above men- 
tioned shall give preference to those honorably discharged from the mili- 
uey ana naval service of the United States who are capable of performing 
such duties,” 

I believe that there is a prevalent opinion throughout the en- 
tire country that the present Administration, from the Presi- 
dent down to the Commissioner of Pensions, is hostile to the 
pension system of former Administrations. This opinion may 
not be well founded, but I believe that if this amendment is put 
into the bill it will tend to create greater confidence in the sin- 
cerity of the Commissioner of Pensions when he states that 
these special examinations are made in the interest of those 
whose claims require additional evidence to complete them. 

The old veterans are inclined to believe that the purpose is to 
antagonize their claims rather than to aid and support them, 
and that there is an effort being made to deprive them of their 
jast rights. If this is not so, there is no better way to disprove 

t than by placing the matter in the hands of their friends. 
There is no doubt in my mind that if this course should be pur- 
sued it would tend to dispel the shadow of distrust now hover- 
ing over the Pension Bureau. It would facilitate thesettlement 
of all just claims. 

It may be said that the old comrades would be partial toward 
each other. I think not to the extent of favoring dishonestclaims. 
There is no class of men in this country who can be depended 
upon to resist fraudulent pensions more than the old soldiers 
themselves. They do not ask favors, but they demand fairness. 
They do not want a lot of young men, many of whom were 
born since the war and some of whom are unfriendly to the 
pension system, going about the country consulting with those 
who are unfriendly to pensioners, or who have some petty mal- 
ice against some particular pension claimant. 

I believe it would be both wise and just to send out men to in- 
vestigate pension claims in a spirit of friendliness, rather than 
in search of some shadowy statements of persons who have not 
the manliness to face an open investigation. 

Mr. Chairman, [believe that this amendmentshould be offered; 
and I hope the gentleman from Kentucky, who his charge of 
1 will allow me to offer it notwithstanding the limitation 
0 8. 

¢ 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Ohio that the order adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
does not preclude any gentleman from the 1 of offering 
amendments. It simply limits the debate. The Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Ohio at the proper time to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Then Iwill not trespass further upon 
the time of the committee just now, but at a later will em- 
brace the opportunity to submit this amendment, w I trust 
will receive the favorable action of this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HICKS] to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE]. 

The amendment of Mr. Hicks was read, as follows: 

Provided further, That no pension allowed shall be revoked or suspended 
excepting those obtained by fraud or perjury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there not a substitute pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a substitute pending, offered by 
the gentlemin from Kansas; but that can not be voted on until 
these amendments have been disposed of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentuc I would like to amend 
the amendment last read by adding the words or mistake,” so 
as to read, ‘excepting those obtained by fraud, perjury, or mis- 
take.” [suppose that if any person has issih gees on the pen- 
sion roll by clear mistake, no gentleman would desire that such 
pension should be continued. 

Mr. HICKS, LI accept the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky as a modification of my amendment. 

The amsndment as modified was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on this amendment as mod- 
ified. 

Mr. HICKS. I will withdraw the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I offer the amendment that I send 
to the desk to the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the work “ Provided,” in the pending amendment, and 


rt: 

“That uslon heretofore or that may hereafter be granted to a 

licant therslor under any law of the United States authorizing d 
3 2 of eae ons, on application made and adjudicated upon, 
shall be deemed and held by all officers of the United States to be a vested 
— 5 in the grantee to that extent that payment thereof shall not be with- 
held or suspended until, after due notice to the tos of not less than thirty 
days, the Commissioner of Pensions, after hea: 

e to annul, vacate, m or set aside the decision upon which such pen- 
sion sty granted. Such ne to grantee must SORAR afull and true 5 
ent ot any charges or tions upon which such decision granting suc! 

pension shail be sought to bein any manner disturbed or modified." 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether he will not be willing to accept this as an 
amendment to his amendment? : : 

Mr. WILLEAM A. STONE. I think not. [am afraid if Ido, 
the amendment may not be adopted. I believe mine will go 
through on that side of the House. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MARTIN 
of Indiana, the committee divided, and there were—ayes 101, noes 
45 


So the amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs now on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
ask if this amendment was not offered as a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The amend- 
ment just adopted struck out the preceding amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], 
and the question now is on the adoption of that amendment as 
amended. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Let the amendment now 
before the House be report 

The amendment of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana was again read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I have 
just come into the Hall from the committee room, and do not un- 

rstand the parliamentary situation. I wish to know if the 
proposition is in such shape that we may get a saparate vote on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment just adopted strikes out 
the larger part of the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and inserts something else, and the question now is on 

to the amendment as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky) there were—ayes 123, noes 46. 

Sothe amendment as amended was ted. g 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I desire to give notice 
that I will move in the House for a yea-and-nay vote on that 
proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the substi- 

* 


i 


all theevidence, shall de- | Y 


tute offered b 3 from Kansas [Mr. Hupson], which 
the Clerk wi 8 

The amendment of Mr. HUDSON was again reported. 

Mr. HUDSON. I desire to say that asI understand it the 
amendment, or Mr. MARTIN’S substitute, is in accord with the 
one offered by myself, and with the consent of the committee, I 
withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a right to do it. 
1 * of Ohio. I now offer the amendment I send to 

e desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, after line 28, add: 
gress March 8, 1855 those charged with the Jar of appointing or de Ag 
men to perform tho services and receive the — p reos menonsa. prefer- 
ence shall be given to persons honorably 9 from the military or 
afc service of the Ui ted States, who are capable of performing such du- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I make the point of or- 
der on thatamendment. It changes the law or is in accordance 
with existing law. In either case we have no right to legislate 
on the deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken unless the gentleman from Ohio is prepared to show 
to the 55 ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Ifit reaffirmsthe exist- 
ing law it is obnoxious to the rule. l 

. WILSON of Ohio. The amendment simply provides how 
the money appropriated shall be expended, and I think is ger- 


mane. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. But the point of order is made that this 
is legislation upon an appropriation bill, by providing how the 
officers appointed under this law shall be paid, or how they shall 
be selected. There is no such restriction in the existin e 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. On the question of order I desire to 
be heard een 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I think it would expe- 
dite matters to state that under the present rules the officers of 
the Pension Department are selected under the civil service ex- 
amination. It is a change in that respect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; these special examiners are not ap- 
pointed under civil service rules. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


es. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it is under some special examination of 

3 It is not by an examination of the Civil Service Com- 
on. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. All of the details are. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; but not the special examiners. 

od F of Kentucky. But this amendment ap- 
plies to all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILSON] briefly on the point of order. The gentle- « 
man wishes to read the existing law. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the following is the 
joint resolution which is referred to in the amendment: 

Res: etc., Th h bl 
Pro plaints by . renal D inin ——— 
eee 
„ of the duties of such om ce. Revised Nai section 1754, 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not make it obligatory upon 
the officer appointing, and especially it can not effective 
where those officers are appointed under the civil service law by 
examination, The Chair sustains the point of order, and the 
Clerk will read. 

i rola Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 

ollows: 
ton Distri 

vn 3 eee 92 2 pe gr fg 2. 1808 233 
1894, inclusive, 51.83.38: for messenger from May 1, 1893, to June 30, 1894, 
$240; for clerical assistance and necessary expenditures in the conduct of 
the clerk's office, $1,000; in all, $3,223.33, one-half of which sum shall be paid 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I offer an amendment to 
correct the text of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On paze 7, in lines 7 and 8, strike out “883.33,” and insert 0.58; and in 
lines 12 and 13 strike out $223.33," and insert $162.58.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

snr HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
he ti th 
ep eee ating mopman Tae oes ol e an nasal 
e „FCC 
a 
n present session 
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Mr. HAYES. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk s desk. 3 
The Clerk read as follows: 


tatives and Delegates 


For mil 
80. 
“Porstationery for Members of the House of Representatives and Delegates 


ery 

rst f the Fifty-third Congress, $15,000. 
e stationery or Wee — the first e of the Fitty- third Con- 
gross. 87,000.” 

Mr. WELLS. ` I rise to a point of order. That is adding to 
the appropriation, and it is not in order to do so. 

Mr. HA S. That is nota good point of order. 

Mr. LYNCH. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LYNCH. It is, that this is new legislation, not author- 
ized by existing law, that it is not in furtherance o! any existing 
statute, and that it increases the amount of the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the g@ntleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] on his point of order. 

Mr.B KINRIDGH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Wisconsin allow me to interrupt him with an amendment to the 
point of order? I make the point of order against the last two 
clauses, proyiding for stationery for members and so forth. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One point of order will cover the whole, any- 


way. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I think the point of 
order as to the first two items is not well taken, and I do not 
want to lose the point of order as to the items for stationery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the . from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] on his point of order. The Chair hopes 
that gentlemen will tain order, so that what the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] has to say can be heard. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, the rule under which I make 
this point of order is familiar to all the old members of the 
House at least, but for the benefit of those who have paid no at- 
tention to it I will read so much of it as applies to the point of 
order I have made. The rule is: 


2. pre ik abating shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or 
be in er as an amendment thereto for any ture not previously 
authorized by law unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in 
any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing law in order ex- 
cept such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 
expenditures by the reduction of the number and of the officers of the 


United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out 


of the Trea: of the United States, or the reduction of amounts of 
money cove’ by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order to 
amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdiction of the 
subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane to 
the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench tures. 

Mr. Chairman, when this Congress came into office on the 
4th of last March the law allowed 20 cents a mile for travel, 
to be estimated by the nearest route usually traveled going to 
and returning from each regular session of Congress, and the 
word “regular” is found in that act of 1866 for the first time. 
Prior to that the law read that each Delegate and Member shall 
receive his mileage on the first day of each session, and the first 
day of euch subsequent session; which shows very clearly that 
when the act of 1866 was passed it was intended to limit the 
mileage to one regular session, and no more. That law has been 
construed by both Houses of Congress since its enactment in 
1866, as I will show. 

The Forty-filth Congress met in extra session in 1877, in Octo- 
ber of that year, and Mr. Ellsworth, a ponnera from Michigan, 
in the House introduced a bill allowing mileage for the extra 
session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask thegentleman this question? 
Is not this the regular session?” z 

Mr. LYNCH. I will come to that. We all know it is, and 
that we received our mileage for this session in August. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you not know that we have the At- 
torney General's opinion that we are entitled to mileage for this 
session under the existing law? 

Mr, LYNCH. I donot, but do not care if you have. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Mil 
that conimittee was reported back on the 15th dayof 
1877, with g report as follows: 

The Committee on Mil 


e, and by 
ovember, 


members of Congress for attendan upon 
9 Report made by Cobb of Indiana. 1 8 
Mr. BLANCHARD. But this is for this session. 
Mr. LYNCH. But we have already had the mileage for this 
session. That same question was up the next in the Sen- 
ate at the extra session of Congress, and the di n will be 


interesting. It is very brief, and I will call attention to the 
remarks made on that point. When the judicial, executive, and 
legislative appropriation bill was before the Senate at that time 
Senator Plumb, of Kansas, offered the following amendment: 


ea ene and Delegates 
‘or mileage of Members of the House o atatives an 
from Territories at the extra session, $100,000. 


There was a discussion on the construction of this law by the 
Senators which I have no doubt members who desire to follow 
the law would like to hear, and those that do not desire to appro- 
priate money that does not belong to them. In that debate 
Senator Wa said: 


But, sir, the Senator from Kansas says that the amendment he . 
a measure that ought to be passed now. We have had the subject under con- 
sideration in 8 ae ve oe ito saos —— be done 9 905 On tze 
contrary? we think the statute w. provides for payment of mileage 
only for regular sessions, and under which the Representat:ves and Senators 
have been paid only for regular sessions, should continue to be held to be 
the law. It is true that for extra sessions of the Senate mileage has been 
appropriated to the new Senators who came to those extra sessions; but 
the law does not cover cases in which there has been an extra session of 
Congress called, because the statute of 1866, which is now the law, provides 
that shall only be paid for each regular session. This is ce 
nota session. The proposition, then, is to re the statute as it 
stands to-day, and under which mileage has always heretofore been paid, 
and to add to the expenses of the Government $136,000. Davagna other 
ground, that the amendment is clearly not in order, I think the te ought 


to refuse to pass it. 
Mr. BAYARD. If I ‘htly comprehend the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from tis to give two mileages this one year to the entire 


Senate and House. Is not that the effect? 

Mr. PLUMB. The effect of the amendment is to give mileage to every 
member of the Senate and of the House of Representatives for the extra ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. Iam willing that all the gentlemen who came 
to Congress and took theirseats here on the 18th of March should receive the 
same mile: as if they had been in their seats here on the first iy ia 
last December, In other words, that the ange mileage provided by law 
should * them as it has been by those persons who were here 
during the last on, but not more. I do not pro to vote in favor of 
doub; my own mileage, but I am willing to vote in favor of their recety- 
penne mileage as we have done. 

. SAULSBURY. I can not agree with the view favored by those who sus- 
tained the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. The members wno 
came here on the 18th of March will receive during this Congress for the two 
regular the same mileage that the rest of us get. Lam not willing to 
discriminate and say that Mr. A, a member of the Senate, shall have three 
mileages and Mr. B shall only have two. I think we had better vote down 
the whole proposition. We are d annually for our services, in the esti- 
mation of some gentlemen very liberally, in the estimation of others not 
enough, but the law is that we shall get $5,000 a year and mileage. Perhaps 
the co thinks it is much more than we earn. In my judgment we had 
better vote down this whole pro; ition. 

Mr. HILL of Georgia. I hope Senate will vote down this whole amend- 
2 . 5 EA 8 Da yerat 

eage for one regular sessiop. 0 propose to accumulate the ex- 
because of extra sessions. Iknowthatsome noise is sometimes made 


„ WALLACE. 
ject. as I have 


when there were extra sessions of the Senate ed, commencing on the 
4th or 5th of March, in perhaps three cases there was voted to pay 
the mileage of Senators who came in anew to the Senate. That is the only 


basis upon which this proposition can hang. Here is an entirely different 
proposition. Here is a proposition now to vote mileage to Senators and 
members of the past and of the present and past House who are 
now in the House and Senate for the extra session, when the law provides 
that mileage shall be given only for one regular session. This proposition 
gives mileage for two ons this year, and of course it increases il 
the gf ee of the Government and we think it ought not to 
Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator from Pennsylvania a d m. Isit 
not really a violation of the law to give two mileages to a man whose term 
happened to commence on the 4th or 5th of March, as to a Senator whose 
term commenced two years or four years ago? 
Mr. WALLACE. Two wrongs never made one t, and if a past Congress 
ve to Senators under those circumstances eage it is no reason why 
ose who did notcome here should get additional pay, or why we should ex- 
tend over the wide field of the whole of the House this to give 
them an additional The law is that we shall have mileage for each 
regular session. This proposition is to repeal the law and to give mileage _Ț 
for two sessions this year. 
Mr. Hoar. Mr. President, I hope it will be my fortune to spend one Con- 
. in public life without having the members of either branch 
na discussion about their own . Congress, from the necessity of the case, 
is intrusted with the power o its own compensation. No other pub- 
lie officer is intrusted with that power. If it were possible to help it, - 
ess would not be, I suppose. discussion is always a e one. 
tis disagreeable to the public. It involves the charge upon the members 
of each branch of . by low personal motives in their action in 
regard to a publie question, and it seems to me the only wise policy is when 
the matter has once got fixed by a general law, as the Senator from Penn- 
ä this has, to let it pass into ancient history and not 
to touch it. 
The ponie mind is reasonably content with the present compensation 


year an Salary. 
shall pass from that question 
dred years in country. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Plumb). 

The amendment was rejected. 

4 = HAYES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
on 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman calls attention to the fact that 
it would be interesting to the members to hear this discussion 
as it was had in the Senate. Now, the fact is, is it not, thatthe 
aye eg that you are reading from was a discussion as to the 

es? 

Mr. LYNCH. Not at all, sir. A point of order was involved 
in the discussion, but that is wholly immaterial in the considera- 
tion of the 1 pending now. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir; andit was then held that it was within 
the rules; but when they voted vpon the measure they defeated 
the amendment. If you wouldenforce this argument, which 2 
are using as an argument, you ought to know asa matter of fact 
that it was determined thatit was withinthe rule, but that when 
they came to vote for the amendment, they defeated it. 

Mr. LYNCH. The point of order was raised whether it could 
be offered as an amendment to that bill under the rules of the 
Senate, which are different from ours. 

Mr. HAYES. Exactly. : 

Mr. LYNCH. That was discussed. Now, Ihave notread the 
discussion upon the point of order. Ihaveonly read so much of 
it as applies directly to this item. 

The CHAIRM The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin a question. The Chair understands the gentle- 
man is reading a discussion held in the Senate as to the propri- 
ety of paying Members and Senators mileage for an extra session; 
or a re, session? 

Mr. LYNCH. A regular session and an extra session—the dis- 
cussion covered both. This is for the regular session. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hayes] is to pay the members of this 
House and Senators their mileage for this session of Congress. 
De Sarap would like to hear the gentleman from Wisconsin upon 

t point. 

Mr. LYNCH. The language of the resolution passed by this 

House on the 4th day of last August, was as follows: 


ly available and author- 


to be to Senators, bers of the House of Representatives, and 
Delegates the Territories for attendance on the first session of the 
Fifty-third Congress. 


Does anybody claim that it was not the money that was pay- 
able at this time that was used at that time? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The words“ inlieuof” were in the origi- 
nal resolution, but were stricken out. 
` Mr. LYNCH. Iknow that, but the resolution itself shows that 
this money was appropriated by the appropriation act approved 
March 3, 1893, for this regular session, and makes it available at 
the extra session instead of this. Itsimply gave us the money 
in August instead of December. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If that was the intention, why were those 
words stricken out? - 

Mr. LYNCH. It is immaterial why they were stricken out. 
We can not take advantage of our own act. We used the money 
at that time which was appropriated for this session, and any at- 
tempt to get another mileage is simply another attempt to get 
back pay, as was done in 1873. The law is very plain and very 
distinct. We took the, mileage that had been A for 
this session and used it then, so thata new and tional appro- 
priation will be necessary to make good the amount that was 
used at that time. Iam aware that this is a very unpopular 
doctrine to advocate. [Laughter.] I can see that gentlemen are 
all anxious to get a chance to vote this appropriation to them- 
selves, but there will be a day of reckoning. I warn you, gen- 
tlemen, there will be a day of reckoning if you vote to pay your- 
selves two mileages in one year when the law gives you only one. 
There will be an accounting. This is not the time for extras, 
but rather for economy. 

A MEMBER, Will you take it if it is voted? 

Mr. LYNCH. I will determine that at the proper time. A 

This te can not be justified under the law nor by 
any precedent in Congress. Two extra sessions have been held 
since the enactment of 1868, under which we entered npon the 
duties of our office. At one session the House attempted to ap- 

ropriate extra mileage, and at another the Senate. Both 

ouses emphatically declared sg the legality and propriety 
ja so doing, and it remains for this House to establish the prec- 
ent now. 

Practically, it is the same as if we voted a double salary for 
this year, and no attempt to construe the resolution of August 


magnificent sum of $12,000. It wasa sayi 


14 so as to permit this appropriation can satisfy the people that 
we are not voting to ourselves double mileage for this year. 
When we came here in August there was no provision of law 
nor precedent of any former Congress under which we could 
claim the mileage for this year. It appeared that the mileage 
due in December could be made available at that time, and a 
resolution for that purpose was passed. The discussion that 
took place at the time of the consideration could not affect the 
law as it stood, nor our duty as members. 

By practically an unanimous vote, the money due us in De- 
cember was made available in August, hence the appropriation 
to pay mileage was exhausted, and nothing remained for the 
regular session. Now itis claimed that the resolution of August 
14 was practically an appropriation of that amount of money, 
when on its face it simply provided for paying the money in 
August that was payable in December, at the regular session. 
No mere play upon words will satisfy the scrutinizing public 
that this is not an attempt to vote ourselves extra mileage. 

Had it been Mtimated during the consideration of the resolu- 
tion in August that it was intended to be a separate appropria- 
tion as mileage for the extra session, a different discussion would 
have taken place at that time. I certainly understood, and I 
be.ieve others did, that we were simply authorizing the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to pay us the mileage due in December, at that time. 
P had reason to believe that to þe the case, because it was the 

W. 
This measure, if proper at all, should be by bill referred to 
committee and come up for consideration on its merits and not 
be hitched onto a bill which we all know must pass. Coming up 
as it does for consideration as an amendment to an important 
deficiency bill it can not and will not be considered on its merits. 

At the outset we were given to understand that this Congress 
would be one of retrenchment and economy. Much had already 
been accomplished in that way and appropriations in many in- 
stances reduced, perhaps unjustly. I submit to all the members 
the questionable propriety of making the first extravagant up- 
propriation for the benefit of the members of the House. The 
55 of this amendment will contrast very favorably or un- 

‘avorably, as you Nee to consider it, with the action of 
the House at the last Congress whereby sixteen committee clerks, 
that had been regularly employed by each successive Congress 
for ten years or more, had n dropped in order to save the 
of that sum at that 
session, and this is an appropriation of $175,000 to members for 
this. But it will be done byan overwhelming majority, and the 
Democratic party will have to bear the responsibility. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, a consideration of the present 
law in relation to the mileage of members, and a very little of 
the history of legislation on that subject will, I think, be con- 
vincing in regard to this 1 of order, and will show that this 
is not new legislation, and that this proposition is in nowise mak- 
ing a law upon which to put an appropriation, but that it sim- 

ly provides for an n under existing law. In 1866 
ngress ed a law in regard to the pay of members of Con- 
gress, and in regard to mileage, which is the law under which 
we are acting to-day. In 1873 Congress repealed that law and 
passed a new one, which has been e called the salary- 
grab law, in which the mileage was changed from so much per 
mile to reimbursement upon the member’s statement of the sum 
actually expended for travel. 

In 1874 that law was repealed, and in express terms the law 
as it existed previous to that time was reénacted. In other 
words, the law of 1866 was reaffirmed and thus reSnacted, and as 
I said a while ago, that is the law under which weare acting to- 
day. Now that law provides that members shall be entitled to 
85,000 a year compensation, and for mileage 20 cents per mile 
each way, going and coming, at each regular session.” The 
whole question consequently turns upon the meaning of the word 
regular“ in the expression “regular session” as contained in 
that law. To my mind there is no question about it, and I think 
amere statement of the case will convince any one that the 
word regular“ is used merely with reference to a session of 
Congress reckoned from the time it commences until it adjourns 
without day to distinguish it from the daily session, or from a 
recess for any given number of days. 

Mr. SAX E Can the gentleman point to any mstance in 
the history of this Government where mileage has been allowed 
both for an extraordinary and for a succeeding regular session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. . 

Mr: SAYERS. Lask the 157 8 ass that question, and in tho 
light of precedents thus established I ask him, does not the word 
“regular” rather mean that they shall receive mileage only 
once a year, as there can be but one regular session in the year. 

Mr. HAYES. I think the statement I am about to make will 
fully answer that question. As I have said, the question turns 
upon the meaning of the word regular“ in thestatute. Ihave 
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stated what I deem to be the meaning of the word“ regular“ in 
that statute. In common parlance and even in the Senate de- 
bates we have heard different expressions used to describe the 
called session as extra session,” „special session,” and others 
but there is no warrant in the laws or in the Constitution for 
those words or those expressions as applied to any session of 
Congress. 

The Constitution provides three ways of convening Congress. 
One is by the provision of the Constitution itself, without the 
passage of any law to carry it into effect. Another is by the 
Passage of a law as authorized by that provision of the Constitu- 
tion, fixing some other or different day for the meeting. Then, 
third, the President upon extraordinary occasions is authorized 
to convene Congress; not to call an ‘‘extra session,” or a“ special 
session,” but to ‘‘convene Congress;” and when Congress is con- 
vened in any one of these three ways, either under the Constitu- 
tion, or under the law passed in pursuance of the Constitution, 
or by the President by proclamation, it is a regular session of 
Congress and there is no warrant whatever in law or in the Con- 
stitution for calling it an extra“ session or a “special ” session, 
or anything of that kind. That, I repeat, has no warrant in the 
Constitution or the law. p 

As suggested by the gentleman from Georgia at my left [Mr. 
LIVINGSTON], if it was not a regular session no business could 
have been carried on except that which was incident to the pur- 
pose for which it was called. Such being the fact, this is a reg- 
ular session of Congress, and the last session. or first session of 
the Fifty-third Congress, was a regular session. The law pro- 
vides a certain amount of compensation and mileage fora regular 
session; and so far as the standpoint of the law is concerned, so 
far as our rules are concerned, there is no question about it. 

This is not new legislation, or anything of that nature. Of 
course, back of all this there isa question of expediency—whether 
this proposition should be adopted or not. That is the simple 

uestion which was before the Senate at the time of the discus- 
sion which has been referred to by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin. The Senate first discussed the question whether under the 
rules the proposition was to be regarded as new legislation or 
was in order. They decided that it was not new legislation and 
in order, that it was a proper matter to be considered under the 
rules; and then having made that decision, they defeated the 
proposition on its merits. So here this proposition is not subject 
to a question of order under the rules; it is a question to be voted 
upon on its merits when that question is reached, and just as the 
Senate so held. 

Mr. LYNCH. Will the gentleman allow me to read further. 
on this voy point from the debates in the Senate? 

Mr. HAYES. There is one thing I had almost forgotten. 
This matter has been submitted to the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, and he has rendered a decision in relation to the ques- 
tion. vere it might have been sufficient to have had his de- 
cision read, although he did not give any reason for it, and con- 
sequently did not give the true reason, which, it seemed to me, 
it was proper to state in order to put this matter rightly before 
the House and the country. I ask that the correspondence 
which I send to the desk be read. 

on CRAIN. Has the Attorney-General passed on this ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir; not within my knowledge. The let- 
ter which I send to the desk is from the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE 5 
D STATES, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITE 
Washinglon, D. C., December 13, 1893. 
Sm: I beg to call your attention to the fact there are no funds available 
to pay the mileage of Members of Congress and Delegates for the first reg- 
ular session of the present Congress, and that an appropriation will be nec- 
essary to provide for the deficiency. 
Isu.mit herewith correspondence with the First Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury on this subject. 
Respectfully submitted, 
H. W. SNOW, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives. 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Washington, D. C., November 27, 1898. 
Stk: Your decision is requested as to whether I will be authorized under 
the inclosed resolution, in paying mil to the Members and Delegates of 
the House of Representatives, Fifty- Congress, without further resolu- 
tion of the House authorizing it. 
r Respectfully, 
H. W. SNOW, 
Sergeant-at- Arms, House of Representatives. 
Hon. R. B. BOWLER, 
First Comptroller. 


The resolution referred to is as follows: 
[Public resolution—No. 3.] 
Joint resolution making immedia available the a priations for mile- 
age of Senators and 3 the House of Representatives. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the appropriations for mileage of Sena- 
tors, Members of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Terri- 
tories made in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1804, spores March 8, 1893, be, and the same are hereby, made 
immediately available and authorized to be paid to Senators, Members of 
the House of Re tatives, and Delegates from the Territories for attend- 
ance on the first session of the Fifty- Congress. 

Approved, August 21, 1893. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 28, 1893. 


Sm: Iam in receipt of yours of the 27th instant, asking whether 3 will 
be authorized in paying mileage to Members and Delegates of the House of 
Representatives, oi Masa Congress, for their attendance at the approach- 
ngrana session without further action of Congress. 
reply thereto [would say that by section 17 of the act of July 28, 1866, 

which is the law governing mileage to be paid to members of Congress, they 
are to be allowed 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route 
usually traveled in going to and returning from respite, bert session.” As 
the appro session is the regular session auth by law, under the 
provisions of section Representatives and Delegates are entitled to re- 
ceive their usual mileage. ~ 

The resolution approved August 21, 1893, making immediately available 
the ek mph agente for the payment of mileage for the fiscal year 1894 and 
authorizing . to be made for attendance upon the first session 
of the Fifty- mgress, did not impliedly repeal this provision, but 
simply authorized the payment of mileage for attendance upon the late ex- 
trao: 


session. 
As no new appropriation has been made for mileage, the amount of $130,- 


ary 

000 appropriated in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act 
approved March 3, 1893, can not be exceeded. You will, therefore, have to 
govern yourself accordingly. 

Respectfully yours, 

> R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller, 
The Hon. HERMAN W. SNOW, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives, 


Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to confine his remarks to the point of 
order bearing on the question of payment of mileage at a regu- 
lar session. 

Mr.HOLMAN. I understand that the question of order is the 
only question now before the committee. I trust, sir, that gen- 
tlemen will listen to this discussion for a few moments. e 

uestion assumes a ce deal more interest and importance 

rom the fact that this is a measure which concerns ourselves. 
It is not a case where we are acting impartially in a matter of 
general legislation; it is a case affecting our own interest—con- 
cerning us and nobody else, except the taxpayers of the coun- 
try. I sincerely hope, therefore, that this question will be 
seriously considered. : 

I assume, Mr. Chairman, that the traveling opinion of the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, an opinion unauthorized by 
law, an opinion given by him with no case before him, can have 
no weight whatever in this matter. Yet, so far as it goes, it is 
in direct conflict with the position taken by my friend from 
Towa [Mr. Hayes]. His position is that all sessions of Congress 
are regular. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear any - 
discussion upon the merits of this amendment. 

ue HOLMAN. I am not saying a word except on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear what the gen- 
ileman may have to say upon the pointof order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That isall I am undertaking to discuss. I 
am not saying one word about the merits. I hope there will be 
enough orderin the Committee of the Whole to allow the Chair 
to hear what I am saying, for this is a question for the Chair. 

The gentleman from Ohio assumes that all sessions of Con- 
gress are regular sessions—sessions called by Executive order 
as well as those provided for by law. The Comptroller knocks 
the bottom out of that position very effectually; for he speaks 
about the appropriation made for the ‘regular session.” 

Now. Mr. Chairman, I am notentering upon the merits of this 
proposition when I discuss this question as to what constitutes 
a regular session. The question has been before Congress over 
and over again. Itis an adjudicated question. There have been 
twelve special sessions of Congress called by Presidents of the 
United States. Since I have had the honor of a seat on this 
floor there have been four special sessions of Congress. And 
not until the present hour have I ever heard the suggestion 
that there was not a broad distinction between an extraordinary 
session of Congress, called by the President of the United States, 
and a session of Congress authorized by law. 

And when the language regular session of Congress” is used 
in the statute, certainly the Chair must understand that lan- 
guage as meaning a session of Co authorized by law—not 
such a session as the President of the United States is author- 
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ized to call. Such, for instance, as the first session of this Con- 
88. 
Mr. HAYES. They are all authorized by law. 


Mr. HOLMAN. ose called by the President have from the 
foundation of the Government been called extra sessions, extra- 
ordinary sessions, or called sessions. The Ni for 
mileage for the present year is simply in the following terms, 
under the head of House of Representatives: ” 

For mileage, $130,000. 

Simply that. Nothing more was required, for the law of 1866 
fixed this question; determined when the mileage should be 
paid; it was to be paid at regular sessions of Congress. In view 
of the broad distinction between a regular session and an extra- 
ordinary session, does any gentleman claim that that appropri- 
ation was intended to be applicable at the first session of this 
Congress? If that session was a re session within the 
meaning of the law, how then did it me necessary that a 
joint resolution shotld be passed to make that appropriation 
available for the 1 of mileage for the extra session be- 
ginning on the 7th day of last August? As the Chair must see, 
as every gentleman must see, there was no necessity at all for 
the passage of that joint resolution if the position now taken by 
the gentleman from Iowa is correct. 

I again call attention to the terms of the Spores on this 
subject. The appropriation of mileage for the last session of the 
last Congress wus in these simple terms: 

For mileage, $130,000. ; 

Can the Chair, then, have any doubt that appro riations made 
in pursuance of this act of 1866,in the words which have already 
been read during this discussion, namely, providing mileage 
“for each regular session of Congress,” and the rate at 20 
cents per mile—can the Chair, I say, in view of the language of 
that stutute,‘‘each regular session, assume for an instant that a 
proposition for the payment of this mileage for three sessions in 
place of two is in order? 

Now, the Chair must take it for granted that the appropriation 
of money made by the appropriation bill of the last session of 
the last Vongran was for the regular session of Congress which 
pega Tue Jaw on the first Monday of the present month 
of ber. ere could be no ble mistake about that. 
It was an appropriation of money in conformity with the act of 
1866 to be to the members as e for the first regular 
session of this Congress. What is the effect of this joint reso- 
lution? I brought it before the House: 


That the e el tor mileage of Senato: 
Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories made in the legislative, 
executive, and judicial my SY abies act for the fiscal ot heed 1893 be, and the 
same is hereby, made a and authorized to be to Senators, Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories for 
attendance on the first session of the Fifty-t Congress. 

The effect of that resolution was to pay in advance the money 
which was appropriated for the mileage at the re session. 
Now, to come right to the point, the Sperone on was made 
under the act of 1866 in general terms, and under that act would 
apply only to the regular session. Butan extraordinary session 

Congress was called, and determined that instead of mile- 
age being paid at the regular session it should be paid in ad- 

. vance at an earlier time. That is the whole-of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the Chair is ready torule on the point of order. 
The Chair has endeavored to give as much time to the discus- 
sion as the present condition 8 ges business would justify. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But theC , if I may be 3 to sug- 
gest it, will take cognizance of the fact that this is rather a deli- 
cate question. affecting, as it does, ourselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will indulge the gentleman as 

as he confines himself to the point of order. 

r. HOLMAN. I have not said a word outside of it. It is 
2 that in the midst of the . on the 

r the Chair did not understand what I said; but I have not 
said a word outside of the question of order—not one. 

I might call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the ap- 
propriat on referred to was made under the provisions of the 
act of 1866. Does my gentleman deny that? Does the gentle- 
man from Iowa deny it? 

That act, if the C will permit me to refer to it again, pro- 
vides mileage for the regular sessions of Co only. at 
means sessions of Congress held under the law, and mileage 
during the Congress, which means two terms. The appropria- 
tion is made then for the first regular session of this Congress in 
the last year’s appropriation bill, and the House of Representa- 
tives meeting earlier than the regular session makes it applica- 
ble at an earlier day. Can any lawyer say in view of the facts— 

into consideration the act of 1866 and the a 
act of the last session of the last Congress—that if Congress 
pu 8 7 8 applicable at an earlier date it changes 

act o 


Members of the House of 


lo 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana, even admitting the force of all the gentleman 
has stated, why the Chair should not entertain the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa and submit it to the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, because there isnolawauthorizing the 
appropriation and the rule of the House forbids it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Underthe pointof order made by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin why should the Chair refuse to submit 
the question to the House? Under what rule is it inadmissible? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the manifest reason assigned in the rule 
read by the gentleman from Wisconsin, that the appropriation 
can not be made unless in pursuance of law. 

Now we have made the appropriation in pursuance of law. 
Can any gentleman deny that? And gentlemen have received 
their mileage in advance under that appropriation. Does any 
gentleman deny that? We have made it by the legislative act 
of the last session of the last Congress, providing $130,000 for that 
perpus: We have made it then in pursuance of law, but atan 
earlier date than the regular meeting of Congress—Congress be- 
ing then in session—this appropriation was made applicable. 

that change the caseat all? Why, this is an appropria- 
tion for the re session. We simply authorize its payment 
in advance of the regular session. Does that create a new law? 
I repeat, the appropriations are made in pursuance of the act of 
1866, which has not been modified or changed, and Congress 
only authorized its payment atanearlier date. Asa legal prop- 
osition itis too clear for discussion. Under the rules of the 
House and the act of 1366, as well as the appropriation made by 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill of the 
last session of the last Congress, it is clear that we have simply 
expedited the receipt of the money appropriated by that Con- 
gress for this purpose. I repeat, it is too clear for discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared torule onthe point 
oforder. The Chair desires the Clerk to read the clause of the 
act of 1866 to which reference has been made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By the 17th section of the act of July 28, 1866, it is pores that mijeage at 
the rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route usually 
traveled in going to andreturning from each regular session of i 
shall be allowed to each Representative antl Delegate the accounts thereof 
to be certified by the Speaker. (Stat., vol. 14, page 323.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, neither the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. LYNCH], nor the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
nor any gentleman on the floor has raised the point that this 
not a regular session of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a regular session of Congress, but 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make his own state- 
ment, and will hear the gentleman afterward. This is a r 
session of the Fifty-third Congress of the United States. Now, 
it is true that a session known as a called, or extra, session of the 
Fifty-third Congress met and adjourned, and pen that ses- 
sion of Congress certain proceedings bearing upon this question 
took place. The Chair will ask the Clerk to read the proceed- 
ings relating to a resolution offered early in that session by the 

entleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the action of the 

ouse upon that resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MILEAGE OF SENATORS, REPRESENTATIVES, AND DELEGATES, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the presons con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] asks unani- 
ee ee ee ee nee resolu! which the 
er! re; 


port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 3) making immediately available the appropriation 
for mileage of tors and Members of the House of Representatives. 
“Resolved, eic., That the appropriation for mileage of Senators, Members 

of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories made in 

the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 

1894, appears March 3,1893, be, and the same is hereby, made immediately 

available and authorized to be to Senators, Members of the House of 

Representatives, and Delegates the Territories for attendance on the 

first session of the Fifty- d Congress: Provided, That payments hereun- 

der shall be in lieu of mileage authorized by law for attendance at the first 
lar or the next session of the Fifty- mgress."' 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. PoWERS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe it is in order anyhow, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The only reason why the Chair asked unanimous consent 
was, that an order was adopted by the House in relation to the pending bill 
which seems to all the time to its consideration until the period when 
the vote should be taken. Therefore the Chair did notfeel that, without con- 
sent, he could interrupt or take away any part of the time which had been 

upon for debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This resolution simply makes available now the appropria- 
tion = was 1 the hanged session, : 

Mr. POWERS. I wit w the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration of the joint 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will demand the previous question. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Su this called session should not continue very long, as the coun- 
try hopes it will not. Suppose, for instance, having acted upon the finan- 
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cial question, having repealed the purchasing clause of the Sherman bill, 
and having given the banks the t to issue to the par value 
get away by the Ist of ber, does the 


of their bonds; suppose we sh 
gentleman's joint resolution that we not have for 
coming to this extra session, to which we have been called properly by the 
President ot the United States, and not by any act of ours? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This measure does not prejudge that subject. It leaves it 


all open. 


[Laughter.] 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. It a) to me that it does prejudge it. I 
think the tleman should have offered a joint resolution giving us our 
— ean 7 p ved oaia amount for stationery. 

. HOLMAN, That is provi ‘or already. 
. Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. For the extra session? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, this may not be an extra session. We can not posi- 
tively answer as to how long we will be in session. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. It was called as an extra session. Now, I 
do not know but we may desire to have 5 and we ought to be al- 
lowed to have a settlement for that, if we sho sit here for a couple of 
months. 8 

Mr. Coouns. You can get the stationery allowance now. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I have seen the same thing done before ata 
called session, and I simply rise to say that in my opinion the joint resolu- 
tion ought to refer only to the extra and not apply in any way to 
the regular session in December, for the country wants us to out of this 
session as soon as we can—to adjourn long before the first Monday of De- 
cember, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I had thought, Mr. Speaker, that any objection was to be 
raised, I would not have ofered the resolution. The question to which my 
friend has referred will come before the House for consideration at a later 
time. For the present this seems to be the safer course to pursue. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. Will not the gentleman consent to amend 
by striking out the words “in lieu of?” 

Mr. HoLMAN. I would not like to do that at present. 

Mr. O'NEILL of tie argu And let the resolution read without that 
proviso concerning the regular session? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That comes up later. = 

Mr. REED. It always comes up later. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the vious question. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsyt As the question has been broaght up, we 

ht as well settle it here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the previous ques- 


tion. 
Mr. O'NETLL of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the words “in lieu ot.“ 
ge SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the previous ques- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Imust insist on the resolution in its present form. 

Mr, O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. You can not call the previous question 
when I have the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution gives satisfaction to those gentlemen who 
have examined it. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I insist on the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Rather than consume the time of proper debate I prefer to 
withdraw the measure. 

Mr. REED, Withdraw it, then. 

Mr. O NAIL of Pennsylvania. Withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that striking out the three words in lieu of” would not accomplish the 
gentleman's yupe 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I want to strike out all the words neces- 
sary to make this really apply to the session that might unfortunately con- 
tinue until December. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please present amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had called the previous question, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ylvania has, however, been 

and understood that he had the floor. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman from Indiana had 
better let this lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I submit the resolution to whatever action the House 


deems 98 
Mr. O'NEILLOf Pennsylvania. Then I move to strike ont the words which 
implication extends this to the December session. 
he SPEAKER. Will the gentleman please indicate those words? 
Mr, O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the words in lieu of” 
and the words following. 
The SPEAKER. That does not accomplish the purpose sought. The gentle- 
man van lease 5 at ane 5 akin be 
Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. Let the resolution n 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can examine the resolution. 
Mr. O'NEILL of ` nsylvanla. I move to strike out the proviso. 
The SPEAKER. Ine Clerk will report the resolution, so that the House may 


dment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the previous question on the resolution and amend- 


ment. 
The question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to strike out the pro- 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 91, noes 28. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, it is evident from the action of the 
House upon the resolution offered by the tleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the mileage that been provided 
for in the last appropriation bill was paid to members for the 
first session of the Pitty-third Congress, As a matter of fact 
that money was, as appropriated, paid to each member, accord- 
ing to what he was entitled to under the law. And thequestion 

by the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HAYES] is simply to pay the mileage of members for this, 
the second session of the -third Congress, which is. accord- 


ing to the e given to it by some gentlemen, the 
first regular session. But the Chair, in determining this point 
of order, has nothing to do with the proposition as to whether 
the first session of this Congress was a regular or an extraordi- 
nary session. The House is confronted with the fact that by the 
action of the House itself the appropriation made to pay the mile- 
age of members was paid to them for their attendance on the 
first session of this Congress; and the fact remains that no ap- 
propriation existsat this time to pay mileage for the attendance 
of members upon this session, which all gentlemen concede to 
be a regular session of Con The Chair overrules the point 
of order, and will submit the amendment to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have a word to say 
about this question of 1 8 Ss 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman 

Mr. BLAND. I am not appealing, but I understand the prop- 
osition is now before thecommittee for its adoption or rejection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to suspend fora moment to allow the com- 
mittee to rise informally to receive a message from the Senate. 

The committee rose informally. 


AGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following concurrent 
resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 33 That the 
board of Capitol lice be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
apport twelve additional policemen at an annual salary of $1,100 each, one- 
half to be paid by the Secretary of the Senate and the other half by the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, out of the appropriation for miscellaneous 
items of the respective Houses until otherwise provided for. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
present a report from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The committee having risen informally, 
merely for the purpose of receiving a message from the Senate, 
it will require unanimous consent. ` 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent to 
submit a report from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] asks unanimous consent to submit a report from the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Isthere objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman to sub- 


mit his report. 

Mr. ON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Waysand Means to report the bill 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. x , 

The bill was read a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I wish to say that at the 
earliest practicable moment 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. S er, the minority of the commit- 
tee on Ways and Means desire to ask time to file their views. 

ae SPEAKER. Without objection. that leave will be 
granted. 

Mr. WILSON of West the ed Will the gentleman indi- 
cate within what time they will file their report? 

Mr. BURROWS. I think within two days. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the minority of the 
committee will be permitted to file their views, and when filed 
a will be printed. 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. Within two days. 

The SPEAKER. Within two days. 


Mr. WILSON of West Vi Lask permission to state to 
pe House that I shall ask the House at the earliest practicable 
en 


Mr. GEAR. It ought not to be made an order, it strikes me, 
eg eri views of the minority must be filed absolutely within ` 
two days. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is no part of the leave. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I understand that to be a 
part of the permission, of course, 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no trouble about that here. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask permission, Mr. 
Speaker, to state to the House that I shall ask the House, at the 
earliest practicable day, to proceed to the consideration of this 
bill, of which time I shall give notice beforehand. 

Mr. REED. Mr. T what was the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. |. There was no proposition. 
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Mr. REED. What is the proposition in regard to the filing 
of the views of the minority? . 

The SPEAKER. The minority has two days in which to file 
their views. 

Mr. REED. Ithink there is no reason why the minority 
should be limited to two days. 

The SPEAKER. That was at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Michigan pte BURROWS]. 

Mr. GEAR. It was possibly two days.” 

Mr. REED. I suggest that the minority have leave in gen- 
eral to file their views. They expect to file them within that 

eriod. 
R The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked that the majority, 
without limit, be allowed to file their views. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I supposed the understand- 
ing between the majority and the minority was that the minor- 
ity would file their report within two days. It was expected 
that they would be ready to-day. 

Mr. REED. I presume there will be no objection to having 
the order made general. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask that the minority file 
their views within two days. 

Mr. REED. Does the Nake insist upon that? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Yes. (Afterapause.) That 
was the proposition made by the minority of the committee. 

Mr. REED. It was not a proposition made. It was stated 
that we expected to do that. That was all, as I understand it. 
It was an expression of opinion. That was all we meant to say. 
We have no ides of delaying beyond the earliest possible mo- 
ment to file the report, but would not like to agree that there 
should be a limit of two days imposed. 

Mr. BURROWS. What occurred is within the knowledge of 
every member of the House. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will not insist upon that 
being a part of the agreement. I shall ask that our friends do 
file their report within two days. That was a part of their 

roposition. 

r. BURROWS. I simply stated that I asked consent or 
leave that the minority may file their views. The gentleman 
from West Virginia then inquired within what time, to which I 
replied pronon within a couple of days. 

he SPEAKER. Without objection, then, leave will be ex- 
tended to the minority to file their views; and when filed they 
will be printed. 

There was no W saa 

Mr. MCRAE. That does not imply that the printing of the 
report shall be delayed until the filing of the views of the minor- 


ity? 
Fhe SPEAKER. Not at all. 
| FURTHER URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The committee then resimed its session, Mr. HATCH in the 


chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky made a 
separate point of order to the two paragraphs embraced in this 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I do not care to press the 

int of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
order. The amendment is now before the committee for its ac- 
, tion. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of 
taking exception to the ruling, because I think the Chair has 
ruled according to the situation. But, Mr.Chairman, it is evi- 
dent that the law itself authorizes the payment of only one 
mileage; and that is for the regular session. After the House 
had met in August last, after we saw proper to anticipate that 
mileage and draw it for that session, I pupae that is all you 
can construe it to be; we might do so, but that is all that ought 
to be done. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe I have attended three extra sessions 
of Congress, and I have never known a single Congress that has 
drawn its mileage for an extra session. We have always con- 
fined ourselves, so far as my memory goes, to one mileage, and 
that was for the regular session. Are we, Mr. Chairman—a 
pari that has come here pledged to retrenchment and the re- 

uction of taxation, a reduction of expenditures, when the whole 
country is in financial difficulties, probably much of it owing to 
the action of the extra session of Congress in depriving the peo- 
ple of this country in part at least of the means by which to pay 
their taxes—are we, in view of this fact, now determined to do 
this which, so far as my memory goes, for the last twenty years 
has never been done by Congress, that is, to pay two mileages in 
one year? 

This House, Mr. Chairman, is pledged to a reduction of taxa- 
tion; to a reduction of expenditures, wherever we can, all along 


the line of the President’s message, in that regard which insists 
that we must reduce them wherever they can be reduced, with- 
holding appropriations where it can be dono without crippling 
the public service. 

Are we to come here and, simply becauss we can put mileage 
in our pockets, are we to loot the public Treasury? It will bea 
disgrace upon this House if we should do so. ntlemen need 
not suppose that the country which has sent us here to reduce 
taxation will not condemn every man who votes to put in his 

ket the hard-earned money of the people that does not be- 
ong to him. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this side of the House 
can not afford to proceed in this way. The Republican party, 
when it was in power, never undertook to do it, and yet we have 
charged them with extravagance. Tho records will show that 
for the last twenty or twenty-five years, although we have had 
extra sessions, we have not drawn mileage for one of the extra 
sessions. 

piers the hammer fell.] [Cries of“ Vote!“ 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate close at half past 4. That will 
give us twenty minutes more. We want to pass the bill this 
afternoon. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is$175,000 for ourselves 
involved in this bill, and I insist upon reasonable debate. I in- 
sist upon at least an hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Chairman, I 
move that debate on this paragraph and allamendments thereto 
be closed in half an hour from this time. 

Several MEMBERS. Make it twenty minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Twenty minutes, then. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Kentucky is 
making a great mistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that all debate on 
this paragra ph and pending amendments be closed in twenty 
minutes—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Kentucky. One moment, Mr. Chair- 
man. I want to hear what the venerable gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] desires to or: 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply wish to say to my venerable friend 
from Kentucky 1 I hope he will act with his custom- 
ary fairness and coolness in this matter. 

While Mr. HOLMAN was still on the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore put the question upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky to close debate in 
twenty minutes and declared it carried. . [Laughter and confu- 
sion in the Hall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HATCH). The Chair can not recog- 
nize any gentleman in such confusion. [Aftera pause.] By or- 
der of the committee all debate upon the pending paragraphs 
and amendments thereto will close in twenty minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of 3 Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to say there was some misunderstanding. I had moved to make 
the time thirty minutes, and I think that, with the consent of 
the committee, under the circumstances it would be well to let 
the debate run for that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky that debate upon this paragraph and 
amendments thereto close in thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish at the outset to enter my protest 
against the discourtesy just shown to members of the House b 
the gentleman who occupied the Chair a few moments ago. 
wish to enter my protest against it, sir, as especially unbecom- 
ing when we are legislating for ourselves, for the benefit of our 
own pockets, legislation in sharp antagonism with the principles 
which have controlled Congress fora century, except on two 
occasions, and the Democrats when in the control of Congress 
in all our history except in one instance. 

Can we afford, gentlemen, in the midst of such a tumult as 
this, to vote to ourselves, out of the hard earnings of our peo- 
ple this extra mileage of $130,000, and extra stationery to the 
amount of $45,000, arbitrarily limit debate to thirty minutes? 
Will our people tolerate such a raid on their Treasury by their 
Representatives? 

I saw just such a scene as this as far back as 1862, and again in 
1873, when the retroactive-salary law was passed. There was a 
called session of the Congress on the 4th of July, 1861, at the 
opening of the late war, the most important extra session of Con- 
gress ever held in this country. At the next session, the regular 
session, this same mileage question came up, and I wish to bring 
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to your attention, gentlemen, the conduct of the men who pre- 
ceded you in this Hall nearly a generation ago. When the prop- 
osition was brought forward at the 8 ied session, as now, to 
pay mileage for the first session of the Thirty-seventh Congress, 
the famous war session, which had not been paid, the House be- 
came so indignant at the attempt to violate all the precedents 
of the past as to mileage that they not only refused to vote the 
mileage, but they passed a bill toabolish the mileage of members 
of Congress altogether. You will find that record in the pro- 
ceedings of the first regular session of the Thirty-seventh Con- 
gress, July 15, 1862. 

Mr. HAYES. Was that in 1866? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it was in July, 1862, during the first 
regular session of the . Congress. By reference 
to the record, I find that such men as Charles Wivkliffe of Ken- 
tucky, and Roscoe Conkling of New York, with eighty-six other 
members of that House, voted to abolish mileage entirely, so 
indignant were they at the pretensions of some Speke rae who, 
in violation of all the precedents, were demanding mileage for 
the extra session as well as for the regular session. There is 
scarcely a man who was conspicuous in your legislative history 
thirty years ago who is not found on the list of those voting in 
favor of abolishing mileage. The measure didnot pass the Sen- 
ate, but the record was no less honorable to the House. 

I find in the record with great satisfaction that I then voted 
to abolish mileage for members of the House and Senate. In 
the first place, gentlemen, we are doing here what no Congress 
has ever done before. There have been twelve called sessions 
of Congress in our history, and during President Johnson’s Ad- 
ministration there were several adjourned sessions of Congress; 
but never has a dollar been paid to members for mileage except 
for a regular session. 

In the last session of the last Congress you appropriated the 
necessary amount of money for mileage for this session, I think 
$175,000. I brought into the House at the beginning of the 
called session of this Congress a joint resolution providing that 
this money should be paid to the Senators and Members in ad- 
vance. That resolution passed both Houses unanimously. We 
received the money in advance, and now gentlemen insist that 
they shall be paid their mileage again. This has never been 
done in our history. I hope a Democratic House will not sanc- 
tion this new departure from the path of economy and justice to 
our people. This is a personal matter. Can we afford to set this 
example? Will our constituents approve of such action? We 
all know that the mileage at 20 cents a mile is more than three 
times as much as we expend in coming and going with our fami- 
lies to and from this capital. Gentleman say this money paid 
for mileage at the called session was not for the regular session. 

Every one of you know it was appropriated for the regular ses- 
sion—this session—and that you simply by joint resolution an- 
ticipated the payment at the sts session—nothing more. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, if the Democratic party has any one ele- 
ment of strength among the people above all others it is the gen- 
eral belief ns Ss) in through all the years of the past from the 
days of Jefferson that it isa party of economy, who mindful that 
every dollar in the Treasury is placed there by the labor of our 
people, a party that frowns down and denounces mercenary mo- 
tives in the action of a Government and especially of the great 
legislative body ofourcountry. Yet within twoyears, if vou will 
pass this bill, you will have added to the pay of members of Con- 
sums of money beyond any example in our history except 

in the case of the salary act of March 3, 1873. You remember 
the fate of that measure. Have you considered that, gentlemen? 

Within two years we have provided clerks for members, not 
chairmen of committees, at a cost of about $360,000 a Congress, 
and now extra mileage $130,000, and extra stationery $45,000 as 
proposed by this amendment. See, gentlemen, what a record 
we are making. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, I desire the attention of the 
House for only a moment or two; I will not occupy five minutes. 
I agree with the position 3 those who favor this amend- 
ment, that, strictly and technically speaking, the members of 
this House are entitled to mileage under the law as it now ex- 
ists. I believe thatisso. Ishall therefore speak as to the policy 
of making the appropriation. If I have not been misinformed, 
ever since the organization of this Government, since the meet- 
ing of the very first Congress, at no time and under no circum- 
stances did members of Congress receive mileage both for an ex- 
traordinary session and for the regular session next succeeding. 
That is my understanding of the history of this matter from the 
very organization of the Government. Ido not think that we 
should at this date break the precedent solong and so uniformly 


regarded. 
Now, it is well known to every one here that, with the excep- 
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tion of members residing within from 50 to 100 miles of this city, 
the allowance of 40 cents a mile—20 cents coming and 20 cents re- 
turning—is largely more than sufficient to pay the traveling 
expenses of any member. It does occur to me that, in view of 
this large allowance of mileage, members of the House ought to 
be content with receiving mileage once a year. I shall there- 
fore vote against the appropriation. > 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How will the newly elected member from 
Ohio[Mr. BUNDY] get his mileage if it be not voted now? And 
how will the successors of Mr. ONeill and Gen. Lilly, of Penn- 
sylvania, and Judge Chipman, of Detroit, obtain their mileage? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are exceptionstoallrules. Those gen- 
tlemen have not received mileage heretofore, and they are justly 
entitled to mileage. 

Mr. CRAIN. Their predecessors have received mileage. 

Mr. SAYERS. But they do not stand exactly in the shoes of 
their predecessors. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before I came to Congress, and especiall 
before I was a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
frequently heard the phrase the old flag and an appropriation.” 
It occurs to me that this order has been reversed: that now the 
“appropriation” comes first and the old flag” afterward. I 
am aware that nothing I may say on this occasion will preventa 
vote in favor of this appropriation. [Laughter.] I leave the 
question with the House, and shall vote against the amendment 
providing for mileage. 

Mr. BLAND addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ` The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] for five minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, we understand full well the con- 
dition of the public Treasury to-day. We are told—I do not 
know whether itis true or not—that propositions will be made to 
issue bonds for the purpose of getting money to meet the ordi- 
nary expenditures of this Government. Now, I want to know 
whether there is a member of this House who, knowing as I know 
that the law contemplates the ment of mileage only once a 
year andat a regular session and that we appropriated our mile- 
age at the extra session, intends to put a bonded indebtedness 
upon the people of this country, with the burden of taxation nec- 
essary to meet those bonds, in order to put into his own pocket 
money that does not belong to him? 

Weremember the “salary grab” of the Republican party which 
almost swept it out of existence in the elections which followed. 
Here is a salary grab“ —not quite so large, but as infamous 
and the man who votes for it or takes it after it is voted ought 
to be defeated as the ‘‘salary grabbers” were. ʻ 

I do not believe, with the chairman of the Committee on A 
propriations [Mr. SAYERS], that this House is going to commit 
such an infamy as to adopt'this proposition. I can not believe 
it. Itis not properfor anyone 8 that this House, in the 
present condition of the Treasury and with the long line of prec- 
edents iu the past, is going to commit a deed that will damn it, 
if it is not already damned. I am afraid probably it is damned 
anyhow. ughter.] 

Mr. LYNCH, Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the spirit 
manifested by members in the consideration of such a measure 
as this, particularly a measure concerning the members and 
their pockets only. This is the first time since I have been a 
member that I have seen the attempt made to stifle debate upon 
a proposition carrying an appropriation of $175,000 payable to 
the members individually; a proposition contrary to law and 
contrary tothe precedents of the House for more than a hun- 
dred years. Yet in the face of positive law under which we all 
came here, it is proposed to shut off debate and to heap ridicule 
upon the attempt to confine ourselves to the law under which 
we entered upon the duties of our offices. I say that the situa- 
(ar „„ The ruling of the Chair was astonishing. 

ughter. 

More so than anything else; and particularly the conclusion, 
where the Chair bases its decision upon the resolution of August 
14, as taking the money appropriated for this regular session 
and appropriating it for that, when the language of the resolu- 
tion distinctly states that the money due for mileage under the 
act of March 3, 1893, was payable at the regular session, and the 
resolution of August 14 simply made that money available in Au- 
gust instead of December. The language of that resolution is 
clear and unequivocal. It neither made an bY ayes nor 
gor rS that another bc thy ace might or should be made. 

e CHAIRMAN. e Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] that in accordance with the rules of the 
House the gentleman from Wisconsin must be regarded as hav- 
ing acquiesced in and affirmed the ruling of the Chair; other- 
wise he would have taken an appeal from the decision. The 
Chair will say further to the gentleman that his remarks are 
not only not in order, butare unbecoming a member on the floor 


when he knows that the Chair is bound by the rules of the 
House, and is enden p wed oh yen.: I know how futile 
would be any attempt by a to e ruling. 

Mr. LYNCH. I — that the jasen Aan of this House are 
going to vote this appropriation; I can see it from the spirit 

ested on both sides, and particularly on the Republican 
side. [Laughter.] Well, gentlemen, you may laugh; now is the 
time to laugh: later on you may find it to be no laughing matter. 
He laughs best who laughs last. I do not question the power of 
the House to make this appropriation. You can appropriate to 
each member a thousand dollars apiece as well as you can appro- 
riate this sum. There is no limit in that respect; the House 
as the power to make this appropriation if it wants toexercise 
it. But the haste and zeal with which they seek to do it is aston- 
ishing to say the least of it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Casman I rise to a point of order. 
There is so much confusion on the floor that we can not hear the 
gentleman. If we are going to steal this money let us do it in 
order and with decency. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has appealed to the House to 
preserve order and will endeavor to enforce it. 

Mr. COGS (to Mr. SIMPSON). Are you in favor of the 
steal? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, I am not. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But you are going to take it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, if you insist upon it. The Populists 
believe in putting money in circulation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LYNCH. I can not but refer to the support which was 
intended to press this matter on the House, as an opinion of the 
Attorney-General—— 

Mr. HAYES. No; of the Comptroller. 

Mr. LYNCH. I understand so now, but I understood at first 
it was the report of the Attorney-General. It turned out to be 
simply a paper, a statement accompanying a reply to a letter 
written by some gentleman to the 5 but that 
gentleman was too good a lawyer to commit himself on the prop- 


osition of law involved, but substituted a letter from the Comp- 


troller. ` 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Chair will state that he gentleman from Indi- 


ana [Mr. HOLMAN], the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], 
the gentleman from Texas Mr. SAYERS], and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. LYNCH] on one side of this proposition, and they 
have consumed eighteen of the thirty minutes allowed by the 
committee. The Chair thinks it is only fair to some 

` gentleman on the floor who desires to 2 the amendment. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Wisconsin again 
if no other gentleman desires to the floor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. C this question should be 
determined by the existing law. This Congress, or this House, 
at the present time is not engaged in passing a law determin- 
ing that its members 5 another 3 m pending 
proposition is one a a money to pay the eage for 
the present session vo which members are entitled under exist- 


law. 
r. COGSWELL. That is right. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This is the point exactly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the proposition were different, if it 
were an effort on our part to enact a law giving us another mile- 
age when the existing law denied it to us, I would be the last 
man to raise my voice in support of it or to give it my vote. 
But that is not the proposition. 

The members of this House were not responsible for the exer- 
cise of the constitutional power on the part of the President call- 
ing them in extra session in August last. He did call us in extra 
session and we came here in obedience to thatcall. Thatsession 
lasted three months and adjourned a month before the regular 
session of Congress was to be held. Many of the members of this 
House, including myself, went to their homes during the period 
of adjournment. Then the time came for returning to Washing- 
ton to attend the regular session. Wecame. It was the second 
trip to Washington to attend to the public business, and under 
externa law we are entitled to mileage for this second trip. 
There can ba no question of that. The proper law officer—the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury—so decides. If this be true, 
let us have the manliness to vote the amount of money necessary 
to pay it and then take it like men. [ Applause.) 

ou gentlemen who do not believe that you are entitled to the 
mileage will vote, of course, against the p tion. Now be 
consistent, and do not take it after it is app ted by the votes 
of those of us who believe otherwise. ter. 

All this talk, Mr. Chairman, about the condition of the Treas- 
uryand the impropriety of members being paid to which 
they are entitled by e law is buncombe. re is no 
trouble about finding money in the Treasury to meet the just 
obligations of the Government. Nor do 1 believe, Mr. Chair- 
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man, that the generous people of this country will find fault 
with their representatives for a, e money in the 
form of mileage, to which existing law, made before this Con- 
gress was elected, entitles them. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the hon- 
orable gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], admitted in his re- 
marks, if I understood him correctly, that under the law as it 
stands we are entitled to the mileage now due. That is to say 
that we are entitled to mileage for each session of Congress, an 
that it is only a question of policy whether we should now vote 
it or not. If the law entitles us to it, that law existed when we 
were elected, and our election to the present Congress carried 
with it all the emoluments and privileges appertaining to the 
position by the law existing at the date of our election. [Cries 
of Vote! 8 

Mn SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SICKLES. I wish to ask if it be in order to ascertain by 
a rising vote the gentlemen who to refuse the acceptance 
of this mileage, in order that the amount of the appropriation 
might be reduced to that extent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to say to the gentleman that I never will 
take a dollar of it, and 1 believe that the men who do take it, 
whether they vote for it or not, will-be put in the same position 
as those men who voted an increase of in times past. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not fear that for one. 

Mr. BLAND. We go upon the stump and come here and talk 
about the depleted Treasury, about reducing taxes, and say there 
is no money in the Treasury, and yet we come in now and loot 
that Treasury for our own pockets. 

Mr. WEL It strikes me as a little peculiar that at this 
time, of all others, when there is an appropriation with no flag 
attachment, we hear nothing from the other side except cheers 
for the men who denounce those who are attempting to prevent 
a steal and a plundering of the Government. en the appro- 
priation that has just Son paaa was before the House, we list- 
ened here with a great deal of consideration to the heavy artil- 
lery from Illinois, to the pyrotechnics of Iowa, and to the fire- 
crackers from the sunrise district of Massachusetts, but we do 
not hear any of these gentlemen lift up their voices against this 
appropriation. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Well, you will see us vote for it. 

Mr. WELLS. Gentlemen, there is no use in talking, the Amer- 
ican people are not in-a humor to be plundered by this House, 
and a Democratic House at that. The law provides 9 
that at every re session each member is entitled to mile- 

o, and that mileage covers more than the expense of four tri; 

any man from his place of abode to Washington. It is simply 
an outrage that it stands upon the statute books sigs A and that 
each of usis permitted by way of mileage to take of the hard 
earnings of the people of the United States that for which their 
children are suffering, and for which the people are starving in 
every large center of the country to-day. Those are the condi- 
tions that will confront gentlemen when they return to their 
constituents. : 

I remember, sir, that in the seventies, I have forgotten the 
year, gentlemen voted themselves upon the floor of this House 
an appropriation for back pay. Schuyler Colfax was amongst 
them. There were a numberof e amongst them; and 
it is of e sir, that all of the Republicans who voted that 
back pay to themselves on this floor were returned and honored 
by their constituencies; but Democracy, ever honest, relegated 
to the shades of private life every man who took the back pay. 
And by the Eternal, if we take this we should be relega to 
the shades of private life too. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that amendment is divisible. Ibe- 
lieve there are two different propositions, and I call for a sepa- 
rate vote on each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] calls for a division. The Clerk will read the first part of 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 8, after line 14, insert: 
For mileage of members of the House of ves and Delegates 


Representati 
from $130,000, for the second session of the Fifty-third Congress. 
Oa at a Tae ra A EIIE cin 


The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken on this 
of the amendment. 
The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
On adivision (demanded by Mr. HOLMAN) there were—ayes 
143, noes 49. 
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Accordingly the amendment was to. here that it was always submitted by the Chair to the House. I 
The C vi N. The Clerk now read the remaining | suggest that this be done in this proposition. 

portion of the amendment. Mr. BREC E of Kentucky. I suppose there is no 
The Clerk read as follows: doubt that this is obnoxious to the point of order. There is no 


‘For stationery formembersof the House of Re tes 


presemtattves and 
from Territories for the first session of the Fifty. third Congress, $45,000. 
For stationery for Senators for the first session of the Fifty-third Con- 


gress, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: a 
— ove. miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, on page 
8, in line 22, I move to strike out the word “twenty” and insert 
the words “twenty-eight.” Insupport of that amendment I sub- 
mit the following letter from the Clerk's office: 

63 fi ; REPRESENTATIVES, U STATES, 
CEERK'S OFFICE, HOUSE OF = 7 8 ages 
Sm: T: the salaries of em: és, made payable out of the con- 

83 tant Pap fro of the 8 December 7, 1893, to June 30, 
1894, the following amounts will be required: 
Resolutions of December 7, 28 

E. L. Currier, 810 

George Jenison, 81 


2 laborers, Clerk's office, $72 per annum. 


8 folders. Doorkeeper's office, $75 per month — aT 

1 messenger, post-oMlce, 5100 per month 680. 62 

1 laborer, post-office, 875 per mont 510. 47 
1,191.09 
7. 453. 81 

Resolution of December 8. 1893: 

Bert W. Kennedy, $000 per annuumdmggnm ndeni inme 508. 68 
CTP —T—————————— 7, 902. 49 


There is not a sufficient amount, unexpended, in the miscellaneous items 


9 to any of these salaries, and this item was not in- 
cluded in the $20,000 asked for by you for the miscellaneous items of the con- 
ningens fund. 

Very 


J. E. SNYDER, 

Disbursing Clerk. 

Hon. JAMES KERR, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, inline 22, strike out the word twenty and insert the words 
“twenty-eight.” 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Atthis point I wish to 
offer an amendment in behalf of the committee, to be inserted 
immediately after the amendment we have just to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDG: 


E]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 8, after the amendment last adopted, insert: 
“To pay W. Tyler Page, for clerical services under the Clerk of the House 
im the month of ber and November, 1893, 8250.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas now offers 
an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 


resentatives to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House | had 


borne on the annual and session rolls on the 3d day of November, 1893, includ- 
ing the Capitol police and the Official Reportere of the Senate and House, 
for extra services during the Fifty- Congress a sum equal to one 
month’s pay at the compensation then paid them by law, the same to beim- 
mediately available. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I make a point of order 
upon that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order upon that. There 
is no law authorizing that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Kansas on the point of order. The point of order made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from Indiana is 
that it changes existing law, and there is no existing law under 
ie the appropriations can be made. The Chair understands 

e point. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, a similar resolution 
to this has been passed by the Forty-seventh, the Forty-eighth, 
the Fiftieth, the Fifty-first, and the Fifty-second N 
and also a resolution similar to this was passed at the extra ses- 
sion of the Forty-sixth Congress. 

It is no more than right that the clerks and officers should be 
paid this amount, and paid now. They have no mileage out of 
which to pay their expenses here when they are brought here. 
Another ; whenever the question was made and the point 
of order was raised, I am advised by members who have been 


law permitting it. The usageof the House has never been todo 
it until the close of the session. After the House has been in 
session a good long while it has been the rule of the House to 
give an extra month’s pay, under the idea that the employés 
would have it for traveling expenses home and back. Otherwise 
most of the employés of the House would be confined to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or immediately around the city of Washington; 
butit has never been done in the middle of a session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the Clerk to read from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 23, 1891, a very full 
and explicit decision of a certain Speaker of the House that no 
Democrat upon this floor will question, and that is Mr. Carlisle 
himself. e Clerk will read the small type. The Chair hopes 
the committee will be inorder and listen to the decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hitherto on more than one occasion an amendment precisely similar 
or having the same in view has been submitted to the Hd and 
the most recent d on was that of the Speaker himself, who held the 
amendment to be in order. The Chair happens to have that decision before 
him and will ask the Clerk to read certain paragraphs from it. 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair finds an examination of the records that 
this—the Chair thinks 


upon 
on two occasions heretofore an amendment similar to 
in precisely the same language—has been offered and a point of order made 
tit, in both instances the Committee of the Whole on the.state of 
large vote, held the provision to be in order. 
“Mr. HOLMAN. Les. ; but does that action of the Committee of the 
Whole establish a rule for the control of the Hi 


onse? It must be apparent, 
Mr. Speaker, there is no law auth this item. 


orizing 
“The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair is not absolutely bound by any decision 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, altho such de- 


this 
amendment “nin allow the House — vote upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And hold that there is a law 8 appropria- 
tion: that it comes within the third section of the twenty-first rule? 

phe prow int iad Daen ened a an pale 
the law at least for that year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. In pursuance of this decision of the former 
Speaker of the House, in palin apes this identical question, 
the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I would be glad to have 
the amendment read again, because there was such confusion I 
could not hear it. 

reported. 


The amendment was 

The CHAIRMAN. gentleman from Kansas has the right 
to the floor. The Chair ized the gentleman on the point 
of order, and he is now entitled to be recognized on the merits 
of the proposition. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I do not desire the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, why 
should the Capitol police and the annual employés be paid this 
sum? Now, it may be possible that there is a sort of justice in 
paying the session employés, who were kept here for the three 
months and then there was an adjournment and near a month 
of recess until the regular session. They were therefore placed 
in the dilemma of paying their expenses, of going home and 
coming back, or their ding expenses here; but that does not 
apply to the annual roll. 

t does not apply to those who get an annual salary. They 
made arrangements. They had obtained pay for the entire 
year, and that does not put them on an equality with the session 
employés, but actually gives them an extra month’s pay during 
one-half of the year during which they have performed services. 
I therefore think that if the committee should see fit to give the 
session employésan extra month’s pay, they should not give it 
to the annual employés. I therefore move that amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute, if the gentleman will allow me, and have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman offers the following sub- 
stitute for the resolution offered by the gentleman from Kansas, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, -0 and lines and 
by ing —— 2h 8 25, on page 8, J. 2,3, 4, 


5. on page vj, and 
“To pay the session em of the House of Representatives from No- 


vember 4 to December 3, — nh days inclusive— 
Sore of eg a Se gE RSD 22, 475.00 


33 pages, 82.50 diem 
21 committee 

2 assistant 
ENDE 
3 folders, 


15 laborers, 860 


420 
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Mr. AITKEN. Will the gentleman tell us who are left out 
of this substitute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if Ican get 
order, I will undertake to explain this resolution. I offer it as 
a substitute for the resolution offered by the gentleman from 


Kansas. It provides for the pay of session clerks and officers 
and employés of the House during the recess—that is, from the 
4th day of November until the 4th day of December. The bill 
itself provides for certain legislation in the line of my amend- 
ment, proposing to pay certain of these session employés. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But, if the gentleman 
will permit me to explain, they are men who actually did serv- 
ice, and the bill nup proposes to pay them for that service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; the committee selects 
certain session pra hea and puts them in this bill. Now, I am 
here to assert that I know that other employés who are in- 
cluded in the amendment which I propose rendered just as effi- 
cient and continuous service as the gentlemen provided for in 
this bill. One of them, I am prepared to say, is the clerk of the 
Committee on Printing. He remained here, 900 miles from home, 
during the entire session, and did the work of that committee 
during the recess, and he is just as much entitled to pay as any 
of those included in the bill by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Lagree that the employés included in this bill ought to 
be paid, that they were here doing service, but I insist that 
others are equally entitled to be paid. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The gentleman has mis- 
represented the committee and used a word which is ibly 
susceptible of an offensive construction. He says that the com- 
mittee selected“ certain persons. Now, the fact is that the 
committea had nothing whatever to do with selecting them. 
The Doorkeeper and other officers of the House selected them 
without the knowledge of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I will not quarrel 
with my friend from Kentucky on that point 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. We do not know and do 
not care who they are. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know you do not, nor do 
I know the names of all that are covered by my resolution; but I 
know that they are session employés whowere kept here during 
the month of November. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But the gentleman's 
language seemed to imply that the committee had been partial 
in making selections. È 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I withdraw that. 
Now, I want to say that this amendment which I propose sapi 
provides to pay the session 1 who were kept here and di 
effleient work. Many of them I know, and it seems to me that 
they are just as much entitled to a month’s pay as the parties 
who are included in this bill by the officers of the Houss whose 
suggestions were adopted by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. AITKEN. Whom do you leave out that were included in 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I leave out the Capitol po- 
lice. They get pay for the month of November. I leave out all 
the annual employés of this House who get pay for the month of 
November. I do not propose to adopt an amendment which pro- 
vides for paying them twice for the month of November, as the 
resolution of the gentleman from Kansas does. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just a word. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has given utter- 
ance to a statement which he probably would not have made if 
he had been acquainted with the facts. The employés for whom 
the Committee on Appropriations have recommended compensa- 
tion are persons who were daily engaged in taking care of this 
Capitol. They were constantly employed every day in the week, 
except Sundays, in scrubbing the floors and corridors, in taking 
care of this Hall, and in other work, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations thought it would not be improper to recommend the 
payment of those people who were so actively and continuously 
engaged in the service of Congress while Congress was not in 
session. The gentleman from Tennessee speaks as to his Com- 
mittee on Printing, but was that committee in session during 
the recess? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, it was not; but the 
clerk was in session doing the committee’s work. Was the House 
in session when your scrubbers were working? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman was not here during the re- 
cess, and he does not know and can not tell how many hours a 
day his clerk worked. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Can you tell how many 
hours the session folders were employed, or the scrubbers and 
other employés? 

Mr. SAYERS. Every day, except Sundays. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Can you tell how much of 
the time the 3 and employés were employed? 

Mr. SAYERS. e had the report from the Doorkeeper of 
the House that every pe AR 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the report in this 
case as chairman of the Committze on Printing, 

Mr. SAYERS. But you do not report that your clerk was at 
work every RS 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I report that the room of 
the Committee on Printing was open every day 

Mr. SAYERS. That may have been. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the clerk was at his 
desk performing his duties, 

Mr. SAYERS. What did he do? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, He did all that the clerk 
of that committee had to do. 

Mr. SAYERS. What had he to do while Congress was in va- 
cation? Please state that, if you can. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
through. 

Mr. SAYERS. All that the Committee on Appropriations 
have done in this matter was simply this: The Doorkeeper was 
found to have had certain employés engaged in daily labor here 
during the vacation, and so was the Postmaster of the House. 
When they Ad area es to the Committee on Appropriations that 
these employés had been engaged here every day except Sun- 
day in manual labor, the committee thought it was only proper 
that we should recommend their payment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CURTIS]. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, as I said when I 
offered this amendment, Iam a new member, but I have been 
informed that it has been customary to adopt a proposition of 
this kind, and it has been done at the different sessions of Con- 
gress which have been named. These gentlemen borne upon 
the annual pay roll were brought here to attend the extra ses- 
sion. During the month intervening between that and the regu- 
lar session they were either kept here, away from their homes, 
or returning to their homes, they were obliged to pay their way 
there and back. 

These men having been kept here during that month, or com- 
pelled to go to their homes and return at their own expense, it 
seems to me it is not right to refuse them this month's extra 
pay. Certainly if it has been the custom of the House to grant 
this allowance at previous sessions of Congress, I think it ought 
to be done at this session. I simply submit the question, asking 
members to vote upon it as they think best. I believe that all 
the officers included in the amendment which I have submitted 
ought to have this extra month’s pay. I hope we shall vote 
down the substitute. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I believe that 
the last extra session of Congress prior to the one called last Au- 
gust was the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress; and I wish 
to state that during the time I have been here it has been cus- 
tomary at the conclusion of a session, or sometime during the 
session, to vote an extra month’s allowance to the employés of 
the House—the annual as well as the session employés. 0 
no class of men who are harder worked than are the clerks of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. I know of no men 
who render to the Government service so difficult, so arduous, 
so straining upon the mind, so taxing upon the nervous sys- 
tem as that rendered by the intelligent corps of official report- 
ers in this House and in the other. 

I think, therefore, that if the House now intends to do an act 
of generosity toward any of its employés, it ought to do it in the 
large, liberal, broad spirit in which members have just voted to 
themselves compensation for traveling to and from Washington 
to attend upon the session of Congress. I do not speak in criti- 
cism of that action of the House, because I think that when an 
extra session is called the members and employés who come here 
in consequence of the exercise of this constitutional authorit; 
on the part of the President, are here in regular session with all 
the powers, duties, obligations, and emoluments belonging toa 
regular session. 

It has not been unusual for Congress to pursue the course now 
proposed, and I wish to refer to some of the precedents on this 
subject. 1do not see any reason why we should exclude from 
this provision the annual employés of the House any more than 
we should have excluded from the mileage provision just adopted 
the regular members of the House. 

The last extra session of Congress, as I have stated, was the 
first session of the Forty-sixth Congress. The CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, Forty-sixth Congress, first session, page 2473, gives the 
following account of the unanimous passage of a resolution giv- 


I will, when you get 


1893. 
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ing the employés on the annual roll of the House one month's 
extra compensation for their services in the extra session: 


EXTRA PAY TO HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. SINGLETON of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent to offer for pres. 
ent consideration a joint resolution to pay the employés of the House of 
Representatives borne on the annual roll one month's extra pay; and I wish 
to say qa one word in explanation of it. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, etc., That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, author. 
ized and directed to pay to the employés of the House borne on the annual 
roll one month's extra pay at the same compensation as now paid them by 
law, and an amount suficient to pay the same is Sereng appropriated out of 
oe, in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated." 

~ ae R. Is there Objection to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. SINGLETON of Mississippi. I wish to say just one word in explanation. 

Many MEMBERS. No objection; let it pass. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution (H. R. 119) was read three 
times and passed. 

That resolution went to the Senate, and was adopted unani- 
mously also by that body. This is all I care to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, on the pending proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] as a sub- 
ee ‘a the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

IRT ISI. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Upon examination of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas I find that it 
relates to different matters from those embraced in my amend- 
ment. I therefore withdraw my proposition in order that the 
vote may first be taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas, after which I propose to renew my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee being withdrawn, the questionis now upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Gors.. 

The amendment of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas was again read. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were, on a division (called for by Mr. HOLMAN)—ayes 139, noes 
48. 


So the amendment of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To — 
keeper during the period from November 4 to December f 1806 naraely? TWO 
session folders, at 869.66 each; ten laborers, at $9.79 each; one page, 
#75, and one page in the folding room, 75; in all, $887.22. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the last word. 

My amendment, suggested a few moments ago, was to strike 
out this item in the bill which provides for certain employés, 
session employés, and that they should be paid during the re- 
cess. The amendment which I offered strikes out that section 
and includes all the session employés of the House, and gives 
them pay for November; but, inasmuch as the committee has 
just adopted an amendment which will pay the session employés 
tor the month of November atleast once, I will not press the 
amendment, but withdraw it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Imove to strike out the 
paragraph just read, because since the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas these persons to 
whom the committee gave a month’s pay for work done will get 
a month’s pay under that resolution. Therefore there is no need 
for this provision in the bill. 

The motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Joel Grayson for services rendered in the document room since 

December 4, 1893, and tocontinue him in said service until and including 
December 31, 1834. at $75 per month, $963.59. 
, To pay the following employés who were necessarily employed by the 
Postmaster during the period from November 4 to December 3, 1893, namely: 
Three messengers at $114.60 each, and four messengers at $99.67 cents each; 
in all, 742.48. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move, Mr. Chairman, 
to strike out from the bill the paragraph beginning with line 12 
down to and including line 18, for the same reason that the for- 
mer paragraph was stricken out a few moments ago, these em- 
ployés being provided for in the amendment adopted a short 
time ago. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill with the amendments to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 4763, had directed him to report the 
same favorably tothe House with sundry amendments, and asso 
amended that it do pass. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I move the previous 
question on the bill and amendments. ; 

The 11 uestion was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 8 

Mr. BLAND. I demand a separate vote on the extra mileage 
and stationery amendment. 

2 — SP. ER. To what amendment does the gentleman 
refer 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis the amendment in regard to mileage. 

Mr. LYNCH. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HAYES]. 

The SPEAKER. That will be reserved for a separate vote. 

Mr. WAUGH. I would like a separate vote on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] as to the 
wyo special examiners. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I understand that two 
separate votes are demanded, then, ons on the mileage and one 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. WAUGH. I withdraw that. 

Mr. BLAND. A separate vote is demanded on the whole 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It is also desired to have 
a separate vote on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] providing extra pay for annual em- 


ployés. 

Mr. EVERETT. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the vote for the mileage and stations ry were on separate 
amendments, è 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Itwas the same amend- 
ment, but we simply divided it. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. A separate vote will be 
had on the entire amendment of the gentleman from Iowa and 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas referred to by 
the gentleman from Sag 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. There being no other 
separate votes demanded, I ask a vote on the remaining amend- 
ments, 

The remaining amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES]. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, on that Idemand the yeas and 
nays. 

n the demand for the yeas and nays there were ayes 31. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The other side. 

The negative vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Onthe demand for the yeas and nays the 
ayes are 31 and the noeg 183. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays, and 
pending that I move when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn - 
to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That isa dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. BLAND] 
demands tellers on the yeasand nays, and pending that he moves 
that when the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Thursday 
next. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. ; 

On a division (demanded by Mr. BLAND) there wero—ayes 8, 
noes 215. 

Mr. BLAND. 
hour. 

The question being taken, there were no votes in the affirma- 
tive. 

Accordingly the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND. I renew my motion that when the House ad- 
journs to-day, it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. That is in 
order, because we have voted on the other motion since. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isuggest to the House that the gentleman 
from Missouri e BLAND]and all other gentlemen are willing to 
proceed, provided they can have a yea-and-nay vote, and I think 
they are entitled to that. 
ing them a roll call, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] that we are paying $60 an hour for gas for such 
silliness as this. 

Mr. BLAND. I have taken my stand against this, and I will 
no permit it to pass if I can help it, unless wecan have the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND]? 

Mr. BLAND. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
ss Fg to meet on Thursday next. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I raise the point of order that 
that motion has just been voted upon. 


I move that the House take a recess for one 


The House will sive time by accord- 
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Mr. HAYES. I am advised by the opponents of this measure 


that they will vote upon a É aipa aayi vote, so that it will not | bill 


be used for the purpose of breaking a quorum. In view of that, 
I ask unanimous consent that the yeas and nays be taken upon 
this proposition. 

Several mémbers objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that when the House ad- 
journs icin | it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. BLAND) there were—ayes 6, 
noes 186. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
matter of e7 gráve importance that we should pass this billas 
early as possible, and I for one do not desire to have any Com- 
mittee on Rules to bring in a motion; and I am very willing to 
make a proposition, if the Houss will agree to it. It is stated 
that there will be no filibustering on it hereafter, and I am will- 
ing to make a proposition that a yea-and-nay vote shall be had 
on this proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. On this and on the bill. 

Mr. REED. ular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of e If the House will give 
me its attention for a momenti will make this proposition. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] wants a yea-and-nay 
vote on the mileage proposition—— 

A MEMBER. That has been settled by the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Then notice has been 
given by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that he in- 
tends to move to recommit this bill, and I suppose he will want 
a yea-and-nay vote on that. Now that means an hour or two 
hours more this afternoon. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us adjourn and take it up to-morrow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. That is impossible, in 
view of the necessities of the public service. 

Mr. BLAND. This bill shall not be run through hereif I can 
help it without the yeas and nays. - You may bring in a rule and 
gag it through if you want to. 

Mr. REED. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] if it does not require one-fifth to get the 
yeas and nays under the Constitution? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: Undoubtedly. 

Mr. REED. Is any less number competent to obtain the yeas 
and nays? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I do not think less than 
one-fifth can force the House to that when objection is made; 
but this is a very important matter. I will say that the some- 
what brusque manner of the 8 from Missouri Mr. 
BLAND] does not irritate me at all, because I know at the bottom 
he is brave and honest and wants to do what is right, although 
he may be a little scant in his manners, 

Mr. BLAND. I intend to use every means in my command to 
defeat this bill unless I can have a yea-and-nay vote upon that 
proposition. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I am perfectly willing 
to make any arrangement that will be satisfactory. Iam willing 
to have a yea-and-nay vote upon the final passage of the bill and 
upon this proposition; but Ido not wish to be confronted with 

ibustering on this proposition and again on the proposition to 
pay the clerks an extra month and again on the part of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana on his proposition. I will agree thatthere 
shall be ayea-and-nay vote on this amendment and a yea-and-nay 
vote on the final passage of the bill; and if that is agreeable to 
everybody, the gentleman from Indiana as well as the gentle- 
man from Missouri, that is the propasition I want to submit. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to that. t 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not important to have a yea-and-nay 
vote upon the final passage of the bill, but I would like to be 
able to ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the motion to recommit on 
the pension question. That only makes two. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of . That makes three. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I will not filibuster. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in the in- 
terest of publio business and in the expedition of business and 
keeping open the public bureaus, I ask unanimous consent to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were refused 
7 7 the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, and 

that be agreed to I shall ask for the yeas and nays upon e- 
ing to the amendment and upon the final passage of the bill, the 
understanding being that there is to be no filibustering if that 
agreement is reached. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think the gentleman need to ask the 
yeas and nays upon the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND, There area great many gentlemen who say 


they want to haye the yeas and nays on the final passage of the 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The gentleman from 

Missouri stated that he desired to have the yeas and nays on the 

2 passage of the bill; and the gentleman generally knows what 
wants. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall ask for the yeas and nays on a motion 
to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. As the Chair understands it, the 
gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent that the order 
refusing the yeas and nays be reconsidered, and that the yeas 
and nays be considered as ordered upon the pending amendment. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. I 4 5 5 

The SPEAKER. Objection is e. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I understand that a great ma- 
jority have voted against ordering the yeas and nays, and I do 
not suppose that the action of the majority should be overruled 
by the minority. x 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were refused. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, at the request of 
a great many members, I withdraw the objection. 

he SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York objects 
also. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to reconsider the 
vote by which the yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. : 

Mr. HOOKER of gy vier 6 Division. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, immediately 
peoa the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to adjourn 

e submitted a demand for tellers, but tellers did not take their 
places on the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had made that demand for 
tellers, but they had not been ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. And he had waived that 
by the other motions he made. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 
his motion, and that allows the question to recur on the demand 
for tellers, and the question is whether the yeas and nays shall 
be ordered on a vote by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The e from Missouri rose and said 
he demanded tellers, but before the Chair submitted that ques- 
tion there was some colloquy with a view to settlement. 

Mr. BLAND. Thad made the motion that the House adjourn. 
I withdrew this motion and the demand for tellers, in order to 
arrange with the gentleman from Kentucky that we reconsider 
the vote-by which the House refused the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider isin order. The 

uestion is upon the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
ouse refused the yeas and nays, and a division is demanded on 
that question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 154. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were refused. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers on that. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers, 

The SPEAKER. Sixteen gentlemen have arisen; not a suf- 
ficient number, and tellers are refused. 

Mr. BLAND. I renew my motion that when the House ad- 
journs to-day, it be to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Speaker announced that the noes had 
it, and the House refused to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were refused. I understand that proposition was 
agreed to. The yeas and nays are refused, tellers are refused, 


and the amendment is agreed to; asi understand that, the House 
han 12555 to agree to this amendment. I make that point. [Ap- 
plause. 


The SPEAKER. The question was pending on agreeing to 
the amendment when the majority voted in favor of it. 

Mr. BLAND. The motion was simply to reconsider the vote 
by which the egg and nays were refused. The motion now is 
upon the motion toagree to the amendment. Now, I demand 
tellers on the motion to agree to the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to correct my statement, Mr. 
Speaker. I stated that the question had been put on all the 
propositions. The gentleman from Wisconsin demanded a yea- 
and-nay vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. No vote was taken. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin demanded the yeas and nays, so that 
the vote has not been taken on agreeing to the amendment. 
The question is now upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. ee Pais I move that when House adjourns 
to-day, it be to meet on Thursday next. . 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 196. 

Mr. BLAND. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; when, 
on a division, there were—ayes 9, noes 185. 

So the House refused to order the yeas and nays. _ 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 180. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken, and two members rose in support of 
the demand: not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess until 7 
o'clock. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, and the 
Speaker tempore declared the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. B D. Task for a division. : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 204; so the 
motion to take a recess until 7 o’clock was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House takea re- 
cess until half past 6 o’clock. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the noes seemed to have it. x 

Mr. BLAND. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 200. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from the 
Committee on Rules, and demand the previous question upon its 
adoption. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the ado; ot this resolution the vote 
Shall be taken on the amendments now to the bill H. R. 4763 and on 


the final passage of the said bill, and no other motion shall be entertained 
eee said bill is disposed of, except one motion to recom- 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day, it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentlemanfrom Mississippi 
Mr. CATCHINGS] has the floor. [Applause.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that it isa 
matter So Snap ag PGS 

Mr. D. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the rule to be that pending a re- 

rt of the Committee on Rules one dilatory motion is in order. 
The gentleman has offered his resolution and demanded the 
previous question upon it. Now, pending that I have a right 
under the rule to move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have not yielded the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The 3 One motion to adjourn” is the language 
of the rule. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. T have not yielded the floor, though. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not understand that the rule limits the 
time for adjournment. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is your misfortune. [Laugh- 


ter. 

The SPEAKER. The language of the rule is one motion to 
adjourn.” A motion to adjourn, and a motion to adjourn toa 
day certain, are entirely distinet under the rules. One would 
require a quorum; the other would not. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I can make the motion afterwards. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that it isa 
matter of t importance that this matter shall be 
disposed of by the House. It is quite evident that it is not the 
temper of the House to have a yea-and- guem these amend- 
ments. The intention of the House has been repeatedly mani- 
fested. It is also evident that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND} does not intend that we shall be allowed to come to a 
vote except upon his own terms. Therefore it has been deemed 
proper to bring in this rule, so that if the House does wish to 
come toa vote and dispose of this bill it shall have an opportunity 
to do so. Having said this, I move the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, after the previous question is 
ordered will there not be time for debate? 

Tho SPEAKER. There will not. 

Mr. BLAND. Then do I understand that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has made this statement simply to cut off debate? 
[Laughter, and cries of Regular order!” 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, 
and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BLAND. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 198, noes 16. 
Mr. BLAND and Mr. SNODGRASS called for the yeas and 


unre on ordering the previous question. 
he question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
there were—ayes 13, noes 198. 

So the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The queson being taken, there were, on a division (called for 
by Mr. BLAND)—ayes 7, noes 162. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on agreeing to the 


resolution reported from the Committee on Rules. 


The question being taken, there were, on a division (called for 
by Mr. BLAND)—ayes 187, noes 13. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The vote will now be taken on the amend- 
ment, which has already been reported by the Clerk, but which 
will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment in regard to mileage 
and stationery for Senators and Representatives. 

The ene being taken, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for a division. : 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 179, noes 38. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been refused. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. We have been 

roceeding to vote under a resolution from the Committee on 

ules. Before the repo of that resolution the question just 
put by the Chair had y been voted upon, as it has been 
voted upon just now. . 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman from Wisconsin de- 
manded eres and nays before any vote had been taken. 

Mr. B The report of the Committee on Rules is that 
we proceed to vote upon these amendments. How are we to vote 
except under the rules of the House, which secure us the right 
to the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. We are to vote under the rules; but under 
the rules and the Constitution the yeas and nays had been re- 


fused. 

Mr. BLAND. Not under the special rule under which we are 
now operating. The rule reported by the Committee on 
Rules provides that at acertain time we shall proceed to vote 
on this amendment. Now, how are we to vote? If we have a 
right to vote by a stan vote, or by tellers, we certainly have 
aright to vote by yeas and nays. Weare not proceeding under 
the regular rules of the House, but under a special rule, which 
orders a vote on this question, and that special rule supersedes 
all that has 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAND. It takes this matter out of the operation of\the 
rules under which we were operating before. How can the 
Speaker put the question to a vote at all unless under the spe- 
cial rule reported by the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the House was 
proceeding with the consideration of the pending bill, and had 

d to all the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole except two. In the progress of the consideration of 
these amendments the gentleman from Missouri, exercising his 
undoubted right under the general rulesof the House, was mak- 
ing motions to adjourn and to fix aday to whieh the House 
should adjourn—motions which the rules recognize. The re- 
port from the Committee on Rules was not designed, as the Chair 
understands, to change in any way whatever the method of vot- 
ing; its only purpose was to limit the motions that may be made. 

S MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. BLAND. The Speaker will pardon me for saying that 
the report of the Committee on es itself provides that at a 
certain time a vote shall be taken on these amendments. Now, 
certainly a vote means a vote under the rules of the House and 
under the Constitution, which may be a rising vote, or a vote by 
tellers, or a vote by yeas and nays. This resolution reported b; 
the Committee on Rules has displaced the prior proceeding, an 
we are now proceeding under a special rule reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. If we have a right to vote upon the question 
at all, we certainly have a right to a constitutional vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the anes of proceed- 
ing where the yeas and nays might be demanded on this par- 
ticular amendment is passed, because the gentleman from 
souri or some other gentleman asked for the yeas and nays and 
the House refused them, and it per eee | refused to recon- 
sider the vote by which the $ pre and nayshad been refused. So 
that the question before the House prior to the reportof the Com- 
mittee on es Was upon agreeing to this amendment. The- 
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status ol the question was, that the yeas and nays had been de- 
manded and refused; a motion had been made to reconsider the 
vote upon ordering the yeas and nays, and that had been deter- 
mined in the negative; so that the pending question upon the 
bill was, Shall the amendment be agreed to? 

But the House could not reach a vote upon that question be- 
cause of intervening motions—motions to adoun, motions fora 
recess, etc., which are recognized by the rules. The only pur- 
ps or scope of this report from the Committee on Rules, as the 

hair understands, is that the House shall proceed under the 
rules, in view of what has passed, to vote without the interven- 
tion of motions which under the general rules would be per- 
missible. 

Mr. BLAND rose. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. BLAND. I do not wish to appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair, but I do wish to protest against bringing in a rule that 
cuts off debate and also the yeas and nays, forcing the House to 
act upon this bill under a gag law. [Cries of Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the remaining 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
res entatives to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House, 
borne on the annual and session rolls on the 3d day of November. 1893, in- 
eluding the Capitol police and Official Reporters of the Senate and House of 
Representatives for extra services during the Fifty-third Congress, a sum 
equal to one month's pay at the compensation then paid them by law, the 
same to be immediately available. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The zm and nays were not ordered, only 25 voting in favor 
thereof. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
~ The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The Tronos is now, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BLAND. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to recommit the bill with the instruc- 
tions which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read zs follows: 

Resolved, That this bill be recommitted to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, with instructions to add the 8 1 to the clause in rela- 
tion to the Pension Omce, on page 4 of the bill: 

Provided, however, That the special agents and other persons who shall be 
paid p diem and expenses under the foregoing appropriation of $200,000 
shall beemployed exclusively on the investigation of original pension claims 
and claims for increase of pension. 


The question being taken on the motion to recommit, it was 
rejected, there being on a division (called for by Mr. HOLMAN)— 
ayes 4, noes 209. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now recurs, Shall the bill pass? 
on which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] demands 
the yeas and ie 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays; there 
were—ayes 25, noes 184. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused, 17 members only voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. As we have been denied the right to re- 
cord our votes on this bill, would it be in order for me to say 
that I am against it? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in orden. The yeas and nays 
have been refused. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 198, noes 25. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid upon the table. 


CONFERENCE REPORT, DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that there is a conference report pending 
on an urgency deficiency bill, which it is important should be 
acted upon at all events not later than to-morrow. If the House 
prefers I will call it up now. 

Several MEMBERS. Call it up. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the conference report on the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for 
further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
ask that the Clerk read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, to the bill H. R. 4177, have 
been unable to agree on said amendment. 

The committee of conference recommend that Senate amendment num- 
bered 2, which was agreed to on a report of a former committee of confer- 


ence, be stricken from the bill and omitted in the enrollment made thereof, 
as that provision has since been enatted on a joint resolution. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


AA thing to call the attention of the House to it, and ask the 


agree—refers to the amendmentof the Senate which provides an 
appropriation for Senators’ clerks during the vacation of Con- 
gress in the year 1890. The conferees on the part of the House 

ave been unable to to that amendment; and we have 
therefore brought the bill back to the House for the purpose of 
taking its further sense in that AE r 

n COOMBS. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the re- 


port. 

The report of the conference committee was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. - 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendment, and agree to the same, and 
on that I desire to be heard briefly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ishall not detain the House but a few mo- 
ments, Mr. Speaker. I ask that the amendment on which the 
conferees have been unable to agree be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: J 

On page 1, after line 12, insert: 
servies of the Senate during the recess of the Wifty-Arat Congress, on the’ 
resolution of the Senate of September 30, 1890, wa ee 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, that the House may thoroughly 
understand the proposition involved in this amendment of the 
Senate, I will call your attention to the fact that during the 
Fifty-first Congress, for the intermission between the first and 
second sessions of that Congress, the Senate had a resolu- 
tion continuing the clerks of Senators from the date of adjourn- 
ment of the first session to the beginning of the next session. 
When Congress convened in the second session of the Fifty-first 
Congress, and the deficiency bill went over to the Senate, the 
Senate placed an amendment upon the bill aia for the pay- 
ment of these clerks. The conferees on the part of the House 
in that Congress objected, and brought the question to this body 
for its consideration. The House declined to recede from its 
position and insisted upon the objection. The Senate receded, 
and the bill was passed without this provision. Thesame th 
occurred at the first session of the Fifty-second Congress an 
also at the second session. It has also occurred, so far as con- 
cerns the action of the House, on three occasions, I believe, two 
at least, during the extraordinary session of the present Con- 


ress. 
j In view of these circumstances, your conferees believed that it 
was but right that this matter should be in brought to the 
attention of the House for its ultimate decision. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. May i ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will ask, first, whether this is to 
pay the Senate clerks for the month or two that there was be- 
tween the first and second sessions of the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Secondly, whether since that time 
appropriations have not been made to make these Senate em- 
ployés annual? 

r. SAYERS. They have been. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And if this appropriation is made, 
or if the House recedes, it simply piys the Senate clerks for the 
month or two specified, and gives them for that year what they 
now get = appropriation? 

Mr. SAYERS. It does. a 
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Mr. AITKEN. What does the committee think about reced- The motion to 177777 was then 


from its o tion? 

r. SAYERS. Well, I will state to the gentleman very 
frankly that I am personally opposed to receding. Ido not think 
these gentlemen ought to be paid. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman aques- 
tion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there any appropriation in 
this bill for the payment of members’ clerks for the month of 
November? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; but there is for the remainder of the 
present session. I wish to further call the attention of the com- 
mittee to this fact: that there is a provision upon this bill for the 
payment of members’ clerks from December until the close of 
this session, but not for the recess. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there any provision for the 
payment of members’ clerks for the month of November, 1893, 
while the House was not in session? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no provision of that kind. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Would it b2 proper to insert 
such a provision? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam opposed to such appropriations. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My question is, whether it is 
possible to provide it? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is no law authorizing their employ- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I am aware of that, but it is not 
impossible to make a law. 

Mr.McMILLIN. But not on an appropriation bill, if the rules 
are pai gent with. 

Mr. CANNONof Illinois. From the parliamentary standpoint, 
U think it is fair to say to the gentleman that this is a motion 
to recede, and that motion is amendable. We could recede with 
an amendment to pay for clerical assistance in the House for the 
month of November, or such portion of it as the House was not 
in session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not think so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no law authorizing it. I think it 


is clear. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BYNUM] for a couple of minutes. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I have fully sustained and sup- 
ported the committee in its disagreement to this amendment of 
the Senate heretofore; but it is well known that this bill failed 
during the last session of Congress because the Senate refused 
to recede from this amendment. They have taken the responsi- 
bility of making this appropriation; and while I think that this 
House ought not to be required to endorse the action of the 
Senate, yet I think the House has sufficiently emphasized its 
position, and that we have stood out as long as we ought to; and 
I, for one, am in favor of agreeing to this amendment, and of 

- letting the responsibility rest where it cso with the Senate. 
e Mr. SAYERS. I per to my colleague [Mr. HUTCHESON]. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I vory mooh wish that my colleague 
[Mr. SAYERS] would consent that the matter go over until to- 
morrow. Iwould notinterpose any obstructive measures if there 
was a free, open opportunity for discussion. But I do not think 
that it is the proper time now to consider it. I think it is at 
least due to me that Ishould have an ey to present my 
views upon it, because of the situation in which I was placed be- 
fore this honorable body in the closing hours of the last session. 
Unless such opportunity is given, I shall feel disposed to be ob- 
structive this evening, and [ do not desire to be. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker,I would like to have as 
much as ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The House isin no temper to hear me 
now, and may not be in the morning, but I think we ought to 
give this matter some little discussion. I think it is due to me, 

anything is due to me from this House. I do not know that 
it is, but I would like to have an opportunity to discuss this mat- 
ter in the morning, and, therefore, I hope the gentleman will 
consent to an adjournment. I hate to move to adjourn. 

Mr, SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the lateness of the 
hour, and the fact that a quorum is not present, I move thatthe 
House do now adjourn, with the understanding that the report 
will come up first thing in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. It isa matter of privilege. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 
To Mr. WASHINGTON, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. SmITH of Illinois, for this day, on account of sickness. 


2 


to. 
And accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MCLAURIN, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 2714) for the re- 
lief of the Newberry College; which, with the accompanying re- 
port, No. 233, was ordered to be printed and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follctys: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4860) to amend An act for 
the erection of an appraiser’s warehouse in the city of New 
York, and for other puposes,” approved September 14, 1888—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H. R. 4861) to provide for the levying 
of an income tax to pay pensions—to the Committes on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 4862) to authorize the with- 
drawal from settlement or sale of gold and silver bearing lands 
within the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 4863) to prevent the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of foods and drugs, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 4896) to provide for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and goldat the presentratio and 
npon equal terms—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

easures 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 102) author- 


izing the Secretary of the Navy to loan the Columbian caravals 
to “The American National Cross,” incorporated to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. BELTZ HOOVER: A resolution fixing the time for the 
consideration of House bill 286—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A resolution that there 
be printed for the use of the House 5,000 copies of the bill (H. 
R. 4864) entitled a bill to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes, and the report thereon 
(No. 234)—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4865) 
ee relief of Levander Jenkins—to the Committee on War 
C 8. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 4866) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Freeman, deceased—to the Committee on War 


8. 
By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4867) for the relief 
of David C. Dane to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Sylvanus F. Tullis—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of RobertSpaugh—to the 
Committee on War Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) to pension James O. Lawlis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of Mary Cox—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) for the relief of A. J. Abbot—to the 
Committee on Military irs. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 4873) for the relief of William J. Alexan- 
der—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the relief of Susan Baker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles Reep—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) for the relief of John Davis—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R.4877) to increase the pension of Charles H. 
Twomey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4878) for the relief of 
John Gibson—to Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4879) for the relief of Pay 
Inspector John H. Stevenson, United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 4880) to amend an act of Co 


approved May 12, 1890, gran to the Aransas Pass bor 
mpany the right to improve 


Pass to the Committee 
on Rivers and bors. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4881) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. 
Tellesse W. Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4882) for the relief 
of Gustavus A. Balzer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 4883) granting a 
pension to Caroline Loper, formerly Caroline Fox—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 4884) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion as to Thomas P. 
Allen, late of Com: D, Fourteenth United States Infantry—to 
the Committee on Mi et Affairs. i 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 4885) granting a pension to 
Julia Roberts Oldbert, of Manchester, Vt.—to the Committee on 
Invulid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 4886) for the relief of F. F. 
White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentueky: A bill (H. R. 4887) for the relief 
of . Jane A. Sanders, widow of Edward W. Sanders, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) for the relief of the executors of the 
estate of Joseph Watts, deeeased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 4889) making: appropriation 
for improving the harbor at St. Joseph, Mich.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) for the improvement of St. Joseph 
River, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Riversand 


Harbors. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) 


a tenor for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of South Haven, Mich.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4892) to author- 
ize the appointment of a commission to draft a code of laws for 
Alaska, and other purposes—to the Committes on the Territo- 


ries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4893) for relief of the heirs of Andrew J. 
Reed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4894) to grant a pension to Louis 
C. Schilling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4895) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Helena Lynde Dent—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Protest of the officers and employés of 
the Southwork Foundry and Machine Company of Philadelphia, 
without regard to previous political differences, against the 
sage of the Wilson bill by the House of Representatives, to the 

end that by the continuance of the present tariff prosperity may 
be again restored to them and to the whole country—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany House bill 4841— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Soren 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, indorsing House bi 
4182, providing for an international maritime conference for the 
better protection of animals in transit—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Art Students’ League of New York, in 
favor of free art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Typographical Union, No. 2, against the in- 
corporation into the tariff law of a certain provision relating to 

the importation of scientific books to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Remonstrauce of operatives of Singleton 
Worsted Mills, of Franklin, Mass., against woolen and worsted 
ge g of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, remonstrance of employés- of Merchants! Woolen Com- 
pany, of Dedham, Mass, against passage of the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of employés of Boston Tread and Twine 
Company, of Jamaica Plain, Mass., against reduction of duty on 
manufactures of flax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ELLIS of yogon eee, — Hand eee e e 
Company, of Oregon, protesting against the reducti tariif on 
‘amber —to the Committee on Wa. sand Means. 

Also, of the Willamette Steam and Manufacturing Com- 

y, of Portland, Oregon, protesting inst the reduction of 
fF on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. FLETCHER: Remonstrance of dealers in pla cards, 
citizens of Minneapolis, against the proposed increase of tax on 
playing cards, as peugeeed in the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of manufacturers and makers of 
cigars for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of merchants, jobbers, and dealers 
in playing cards of St. Paul, 1 putting a tariff on 
play cards—to. the Committee on Ways Means. 

y Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany House bill 4850—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVER: Petition of manufacturers and makers of 
cigars for a- uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—te. the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Papers to accompany House bill 4717— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany 
House bill 4852—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of 135 hatters of Yonkers, N. X., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protestof citizens of Lacrosse County, Wis., 
farmers and dealers in barley, against the reduction of the du 
and the change from specific to ad valorem proposed by the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Remonstrance of 180 citizens 
of the northwestern part of Pennsylvania, against putting petro- 
leum on the free list—to the Committee on kgs and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Memorial of citizens of Alle- 
gheny, protesting against the pone of the Wilson tariff bil— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY (by request): Amendment to bill (H.R. 
3247) to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Resolution of Guernse 
Lodge, No. 47, Amalgamated Association of Iron and St 


Workers, of Ohio, protesting against any reduction in the tariff 


auty on sheet iron and steel—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. > 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition for the relief of 
Richard Compton, of Winston County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 20, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FINANCE REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
rt of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances 
or the year 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
ance, 
8 RENT OF BASEMENT OF UNION BUILDING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti- 
mate by the Postmaster-General for the appropriation of $2,000 
for rent of part of basement of the Union Building, on G street, 
in the city of Washington, used for the purges of storing the 
accumulated files and papers removed on the Ist of July last 
from the Busch Buil on E street, to secure the safety of that 
building; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 18th instant, a list of the judgments 
of the Court of Claims rendered since March, 1893; which (on 
motion of Mr. CHANDLER) was, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of ten cigar manufactur- 
ers, citizens of Ohio, praying for the imposition of a uniform rate 
of duty of 35 per cent on all unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of soldiers of the Jate war, citizens 
of Morgan and Putnam Counties, Ohio, praying for an investi- 


1893. 


gation of the Pension Bureau; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Mrs. Eugenia R. Sweeny, 
of New York, widow of Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, praying that 
she be granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE of California presented apetition of the Chamber 
of Commerce, of San Francisco, Cal., praying thatan oy ee 
tion be made for the removal of obstructions in the harbor of 
San Francisco, Cal.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of W. E. Alden and 4 other 
citizens of Auburn, Me., manufacturers and makers of cigars, 

ing for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
318 which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 256 hat makers of Dan- 
bury, Conn., praying that the present duty on fur felt hats be 
retained; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Jane T. Smith, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying that she be granted a pension. The 
petition is accompanied with the affidavit of J. T. ley, of Mis- 
souri. I move thatthe petition and accompanying paper be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was ed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
and 267 other citizens of Danbury, Conn., engaged in the manu- 
facture of hats, remonstrating against certain pro changes 
in the tariff on imported hatsand hat material. ey are work- 
ingmen, and are supposed to represent all persons engaged in 
this branch. 

Mr. HOAR. Are they workingmen at work now? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Five-sixths of them are not at work now, I 
am sorry to say. More than two thousand are idle. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of John Goodrow and 10 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the imposition of a uni- 
form duty of 35 cent on unstemmed leaf tobaeco; which were 
referred to the ttee on Finance. 


PROPOSED DEPARTMENT OF ROADS, 


Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of about 150,000 citizens of 
the United States, praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of roads as a department of executive administration of 
the National Government. 

I desire to state that these petitioners have caused a very thor- 
ough investigation to be made, and they have ascertained that 
most enormous savings may be realized in the transaction of our 
domestic and interstate commerce, and in the transaction of al- 
most every business by an improvement in the character of our 
roads, which in many parts of the country, indeed, in all parts 
of the country, are. very far behind the roads which exist in 
oreren 8 especially on the continent of Europe and in 
Englund. 

This matter has from a small beginning grown in the public 
estimation so that now this request is made by nearly 150,000, 
among them the best and most intelligent citizens of the coun- 
a e petition is indorsed by about a thousand newspapers. 
Attached to the petition are the names of seventeen governors 
of American States, many State officers, many judges of State 
courts, and, speaking now for my own State, it has the indorss- 
ment of the State Legislature and the Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce. 

I respectfully request that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, which seems to me to be the 
most appropriate committee for its consideration, and that the 
petition, without the signatures, be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, a word only supplemental 
to the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, with the 
consent of the Senate. 

Lam somewhat familiar with the petition. Copies were scat- 
tered throughout the country for signature I think early in the 
last Congress. The reading of the petitions will evidence the 
fact that certainly from a year toa year and a half ago they were 
started on their mission to obtain signatures. The prayer isfor 
the establishment of a department of roads, similar to the De- 
partment of Agriculture. I doubt very much whether the peti- 
tioners have weighed fully exactly the full import and extent of 
that prayer. While the subject of good is one that com- 
mends itself to everyone, while that cause has no greater or 
firmer friend than myself, I certainly would not favor the estab- 
lishment of another Cabinet officer and a department akin to 
that of the Department of Agriculture for the purpose of taking 
charge of this question. 


present the memorial of William H. Lynch | 


Largely because of the action and work of the newspapers in 
this direction there was ey aie in the last Congress, my 
recollection is, $10,000, for purpose of establishing in the De- 
partment of Agriculture a bureau or division that should inves- 
tigate the subject and give to the public such information con- 
cerning the practical making of roads as would be advisable. I 
think that perhaps answers to a very large extent the desire of 
these petitioners. I doubt very much whether, when they come 
to fully consider the matter, they would desire to go further ex- 
cept to maintain that bureau, which is now doing very effective 
work under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HOAR. The petition which has been presented asks the 
Senate to consider this question and to hear the views of the 
petitioners, and it comes from persons whose words do not fall 
to the ground and who are not accustomed lightly or without 
reflection to make such a request. I am a little surprised that 
my honored and intelligent friend from Nebraska takes the at- 
titude of saying that he would never do such a thing before he 
has heard the petitioners; but I am inclined to think that when 
he has heard petition and the petitioners he will do what 
takes place in other like cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single observation on 
this subject. While Lam quite as anxious as the Senator who 
has presented the petition to do anything that Congress can con- 
sistently do to improve the roads of the country, I wish to call 
attention to the fact that the promoter of this matter, as it has 
come to my knowledge, is the leading manufacturer of bicycles 
in the United States, and I venture the suggestion that I trust 
if Congress does act favorably in any direction upon the question 
presented in the petition, the gentleman who sent out the 

titions and spent a great deal of money to produce what is now 

fore the Senate may be influenced in some way to take into 
consideration the propriety of reducing the exorbitant prices 
that he asks for his bicycles, in the interests of the small boys 
of the country. 


tition 
RD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Not the names, simply the body of the 
petition. It is very short. I ask that it be printed in the REC- 
ORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator mean a picture of the 
whole thing, and the contents? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no; the body of the petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the petition will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. As the extraordinary course is pursued of un- 
dertaking to discuss a respectful petition before it is heard, I 
wish to say that I do not know who has promoted this petition 
or what the business is of anyone who has promoted it, but if it be 
true that the representative of the interests of the bicycle has 
an interest in it and has promoted it, I do not think that is any 
cause either for taunt, or for condemnation, or for sneers. 

The bicycle is the poor man's chariot. Its invention and per- 
fection within the last twenty or twenty-five years have 8 
possible for poor men to live ata distance from their places of 
work instead of‘living in the crowded and unhealthy parts of 
cities. Poor men who can not afford to keep a carriage get in- 
nocent, healthy, and harmless recreation and enjoyment, and 
exercise from it. It comes with very ill grace from Senators 
who peer out of their luxurious carriage windows drawn by ele- 
gant spans of horses to sneer at the man who finds his recreation 
in the bicycle. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single further observa- 
tion in reply to the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts. 
I think he entirely misapprehended what I said. I certainly 
want the boys and poor men of the country to have a better 
chance to use this carriage than they have at the present time. 
It is a fact well known to everybody who has made the slightest 
investigation of the matter t the bicycles which to-day are 
selling for $150 apiece do not cost 25 per cent of the money that 
is charged to the poor men the Senator alludes to who are using 
them. My contention is that if the prayer of this petition is to be 
granted some concession should be made by the chief petitioner 
in the direction of a proper reduction in price of the article he 
manufactures. 

Mr. President, I know from knowledge who has promoted this 
scheme, and while it may be meritorious in itself Í do not think 
that the Senator from Massachusetts ought to take offense at the 
suggestion I made in behalf of the poor men and poor boys of 
the country. I did not sneer at the matter at all. believe in 
good roads as sincerely as the Senator from Massachusetts does, 
or as Mr. ‘Albert A. Pope, of Boston, does, whose name appears 
on the petition as the promoter of this scheme. If the heading 
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to the petition is read it will appear that I stated the exact truth 


when I said this matter had been promoted and a great deal of 
money had been spent in securing the petitions by the leading 
manufacturer of bicycles in the United States. That is all I care 
to say about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, one word further. My honor- 
able friend, if I mistake not, is a doctor by profession, and as he 
has stated, without I think knowing much about it, what is the 
motive of the gentleman who makes bicycles, I suppose it is 
equall proper for me to suggest that perhaps unconsciously to 
himself he may have a professional desire to have men cease to 

urchase the health-giving bicycle and save up their money to 
be his pills. Lk Sela, 

Mr. GALLINGER. r. President, the Senator is right in 
the suggestion that I at one time was a doctor. I will simply 
add the suggestion that if I could persuade myself that by any 
professional prescription I could bring the Senator from Sa- 
chusetts to permit other Senators, without unjust criticism on 
his part, the privileges of the Senate to the extent that he him- 
self claims them, I should be bi A ders to give him a gratuitous 
prescription for that purpose. [Laughter.] 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed asa document, and to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, hereby most res: 
fully petition that there be founded in the city of Washington. in the 
trict of Columbia, a road department, similar to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, for the purpose of promoting knowledge in the art of constructing 
and maintaining roads; and we ask that in such department provision be 
made for teaching students so that they may become skilled road engineers, 

In connection with this road department, we request that there be estab- 
lished a permanent exhibit in which shall be shown sections of roads illus- 
trating various methods of construction and also the best road materials 
and machinery. 

We further petition that Congress appropriate funds sufficient to erect a 
building at the World's Columbian Exposition for the purpose of a compre- 
hensive road exhibit. 

Nore.—When this sheet is filled with names please attach other sheets and 
secure as many signatures as possible. When this is done please forward it 
before January 1, 1893, to the address given below. Copies of this petition 
have n sent to various parts of the country, and it is hoped that at least 
a mill ſon signatures will be secured. 

All petitions sent in before January 1 will be united in one great petition, 
which will be 3 to Congress and the result will be, no doubt, the es- 
tabltshment of a road department, an institute of road engineering, and a 
permanent road exhibit the city of Washin: S 
exhibit of the construction and maintenance of roads at the 
lumbian Exposition. 


P. O. Box B. Boston, Mass. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Select Committee on the Quadro- 
Centennial, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 913) for the re- 
lief of Louis L. Williams, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of 
the books of the Beaufort Library Society, of Beaufort, S. C., 
reported it without amendment. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 15) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. 
John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H., reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 266) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue of 
Gen, Francis Marion, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 14) providing for the purchase of histori- 
cal manuscripts relating to the District of Columbia, and to the 

ublic buildings, public institutions, and memorial works of art 
fn said District, reported adversely thereon, and the joint reso- 
lution was pon indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 2) authorizing the issue of duplicate medals 
where the originals have been lost or destroyed, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the joint resolution was postponed indeti- 
nitely. 2 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 180) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase 
“Townsend's Lib of National, State, and Individual Records, 
comprising a collection of historical records concerning the ori- 
gin, progress, and consequences of the late civil war,” reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 348) for the relief of John H. Russell, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 


and a comprehensive 
orld’s Co- 


ALBERT A. POPE. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1342) e an increase 
of pension to Louis C. Schilling; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Utter; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request I introduce abill to secure 
atrial navigation. If that can be done it will dispense with the 
necessity of so many gcod roads. I think the bill should go to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1344) to secure aérial navigation was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WHITE of California introduced a bill (S. 1345) for the 
relief of Dr. James L. Ord, late acting assistant surgeon United 
States Army, at Fort Grant, Ariz.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1346) for the relief of James S. 
Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1347) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior tograntright of way for irrigatin 
canals or ditches across Indian reservations; which was se | 
owie by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1348) for the relief of 
Frederick Carlisle; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 1349) authorizing the pur- 
chase of a portrait of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid; which was read 
twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1350) for the relief of the 
heirs of Abel Walker, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1351) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Cristmas, administrator of James R. West, deceased, of Holmes 
County, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1352) for the relief of 
Eleum W. Pullen; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the SPICES Papers referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERS introduced a bill (S. 1353) to admit to the 
mails as second-class matter periodical publications issued by or 
under the auspices of benevolent and fraternal societies and or- 
ders and institutions of learning, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1354) granting a pen- 
sion to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


TREASURY ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Mreasury to reexamine thee fol- 
lowing Treasury settlements heretofore certified to Congress for ap 5 — 
tions, and numbered 7206, 152, 175, 700, of the year 1883, and 2463, 2481 0 the 
year 1884, amounting in all to the sum of $35,791.67; and to submit the rea- 
sons for said certification and a detailed statement of the facts upon which 
said claims originated. 


TARIFF POLICY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution and ask that it lie 
on the table. I desire to give notice that at an early day after 
the a I shall call up the resolution for the purpose 
of submitting some remarks on the general subject of the tariff. 
: ane resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 

ollows: 


Resolved, That in view of the widespread industrial depression existing in 
our land, ging disaster to the manufacturing interest and loss of em- 
ys peg and suffering to the wage-earning classes, itis the sense of the 

nate of the United States that itis unwise to attempt any change in the 
tariff laws now on the statute books during the present Administration, be- 
lieving as we do that the announcement that the protection to American 
industries and American labor secured by the Mc 17 5 tariff law is to be 
continued will reopen the factories and workshops of the country, gf 
remunerative employment to the hundreds of thousands of operatives now 
in enforced idleness, thus doing away with the suffer and destitution 
Aara evail to a’ greater extent than ever before in the history of the 

tates. 


LAND IN PORTLAND, OREGON. 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to t t to the Senate copies of all papers and correspondence relating 
to the claim of the city of Portland, Oregon, for a special assessment against 


1893. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 429 


Mots 1, 2, 7, 8, in block 172 in said city, being the block upon which the United 
States public building is situated, for the improvement of Morrison street, 
in said city, adjacent to said lots, 


USE OF FORD’S THEATER BUILDING. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Ford 
Theater Disaster: 

Whereas it is reported in the public press that the survivors of the Ford's 
Theater disaster are to be returned to said building for their official work: 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Kepresentatives concurring), That it 
would be unwise, cruel, and unsafe to ever again occupy said b ding with 
employés of the Government for clerical purposes; that in view of the 

disasters which have taken place within its walls, and which have 
filled it for all time to come with the most shocking and painful associa- 
tions, said building should be used by the Government as a museum devoted 
to scientific purposes, or torn down and totally demolished. 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Lask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations may have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate for the remainder of this Congress, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call up the concurrent resolution 
that was yesterday reported back from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. - 

BRAZILIAN CABLE LINE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. FRYE on 
the 19th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State inform the Senate whether permis- 
sion has been granted to any foreign cable telegraph com) to land its 
Iine on the coast of the United States since the Ist day of March, 1893; and 
whether permission had been refused such company prior to that date. Also. 
what reasons now exist for granting such permission, if it was granted, that 
did not pertain when it was previously refused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. è 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
ation of a local bill which will take but a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have a resolution coming over 
from yesterday called up, and then I will yield to the Sénator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill to which I refer will take but a 


moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the morning business has closed, and the 
resolution coming over from yesterday, referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, will be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire what is the present state of 
the resolution to which I called attention a moment ago? The 
resolution was offered in the Senate in relation to the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee to examine into and report upon the 
present condition of the maritime canal of Nicaragua, and went 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. That committee re- 
ported it back favorably. I desire to know whether I have not 
the right or the privilege of calling that resolution up in the 
morning hour? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
resolution to which the Senator from Alabama refers is on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is so marked, Mr. President, but I do not 
quite see why a resolution should lose its privilege of considera- 
tion because it is necessary to refer it to a committee. When 
the committee report comes back it seems to me that the resolu- 
tion ought to 2 its place in the morning business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Being a concurrent resolution, it is the 
game as a bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. No;it is not the same as a bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Precisely. If passed, it becomes a law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. If it was a joint resolution, it 
would become a law if passed. 5 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, 
J will ask unanimous consent that the resolution referred to by 
him be laid before the Senate for consideration, to avoid any 
trouble. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not wish to interfere with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Nor do J. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to exclude such matters as Sena- 
tors desire to bring up. As I understand, this is a subject that 
will take no time. I understand the Senator to allude to the 
matter that was under discussion yesterday afternoon, the report 
of the departmental commission. 


Mr. MORGAN. No; it is in relation to authorizing acommit- 
tee to investigate the Nicaraguan Canal. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another thing altogether. 

Mr. HARRIS. I intended to add that I think the resolution 
of the Senator from Alabama properly goes to the Calendar, but 
it is subject to the request or the motion of the Senator to take 
it up at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. The 
resolution is subject to the request of the Senator for unanimous 
consent for consideration, or to a motion. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the purpose of the Senator about the 
resolution? i 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely wanted to know if I had the privi- 
lege of having the resolution considered as morning business. 

r. HOAR. When the resolution is considered, does the Sen- 
ator desire to address the Senate upon it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; but Ishall defer any action upon the 
resolution till the Senator from Massachusetts gets through with 
his remarks. Ishall not make any motion about it now. 


ALLEYS IN SQUARE 71, IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield 
the floor to me for about five minutes. I have a couple of bills 
pending here from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
which have been reported unanimously, and which are matters 
of very great concern to the public interest here as well as to 
certain benevolent and private interests. I shall be glad if the 
Senator will give way and allow me to ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate for their present consideration. I do not think the 
consideration of the two bills will occupy more than five minutes, 

Mr. HOAR. If the bills do not take more than the time in- 
dicated by the Senator I shall make no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent, first, for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square num- 
bered 751, in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill named 
by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the alleys in square numbered 751, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., be closed and the land contained therein revert to the 
owners of the 1 Soe Provided, That any conveyance of title in 
this act contained sh: operative only so long as the land is used for 
charitable purposes. 


Mr. MARTIN. I beg to state for the information of the 
Senate that square 751 in the city of Washington isowned almost 
exclusively by the benevolent association known as the Societ; 
of Little Sisters of the Poor, and that no persons can be affec 
by the vacation of these alleys except their owners. 

In addition to that, the bill has been referred to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia and they have reported in 
favor of it. A numberof property owners are also in favor of it, 
and no property owner in the block can be adversely affected. 
The committee have 95 aae unanimously in favor of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? ` 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. MARTIN. The other bill for which I ask consideration 
is Senate bill 1267, authorizing the attorney for the District of 
Columbia and his assistants to administer oaths and affirmations 
in the discharge of their official duties, It has been examined 
by the committee and reported favorably unanimously; it has 
been referred to the district attorney, who asks thatit be passed, 
and requests that it be done immediately, in order that ho may 
avail himself of itat the beginning of the new year in the dis- 
charge of his official duties. I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the measure. n 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1267) authorizing the attorney 
for the District of Columbia and his assistants to administer 
oaths and affirmations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know whether to object to the bill or 
not, but if I caught the reading of it correctly it makes a very 
material alteration in the law in relation to perjury. The law 
in relation to perjury, as it has been understood in this country 
for many years and all the time, required that in order thata 
false oath should be perjury it must be confined to mate 
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Immaterial matters are not considered as the basis or 

I discover, if I have not misunderstood 
that there is no qualification of that char- 
acter. If the bill really does make that very material alteration 
in the crime of perjury it ought not to pass. 


matter, 
foundation of . 
the reading of the bi 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that 
he strike out the definition of perjury. Itis very difficult to de- 
fine perjury, and it ought to be done only by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, after full examination. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to my colleague on the committee 
that he let the matter pass over for the present, and at a later 
hour to-day, or to-morrow morning, we may look at the ques- 
tion. Iam notsure but that provision of the bill needs some 
qualification. If so, we may provide a qualification which will 
be satisfactory to every one. 

Mr. MARTIN. I have no objection to the bill being passed 
over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: There was a bill called up 
and read this morning at the request of the Senator from Kan- 
sas Mr. MARTIN]. The Senator from Mississi pi | r. GEORGE] 
raised the question as to whether it aw in respect 
to perjury. Since that time the Senator from Mississippi, the 
Senatorfrom Kansas, and myself have scrutinized it, and we are 
all satisfied that we were mistaken. The reading of the bill at 
the desk made the same impression on my mind that it did on 
the mind of the Senator from Mississippi, but upon an examina- 
tion we are satisfied that the bill is u proper one. It will not 
take two minutes to finish its consideration. 

I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1267) authorizing the attorney for the District of Columbia 
and his assistants to administer oaths and affirmations. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
der ed to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

` HAWAHAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. HOAR Mr. President, I wish to address the Senate very 
brielly at this time. Ido not proposes to take up or deal with what 
is known as the Hawaiian question. The President's message 
and all previous information which has come to us on that subject 
have gone to the proper committee. When that committee has 
ascertained the facts in such a way as it shall think best, and 
has reported its own conclusions, we shall be ready to deal with 
it here. Iwish to speak to a purely American question, a ques- 
tion aff constitutional rights of the American people, and 
the constitutional power, duty, and responsibility of the various 
departments of the Government as established for a hundred 

ears. 

7 It appears that before the 4th of March, 1893, official informa- 
tion had come to the then Executive, which he had sent promptly 
and without disguise to the Senate, to the effect that in the for- 
eign country of Hawaii there had been an attempt by the reign- 
Queen on her own authority to abrogate the constitution, 
todeprivealarge number of persons who had the right of suffrage 
of that right, and by her own authority to declare a new consti- 
tution, new qualifications for suffrage, and new relations as to 
citizenship of the people dwelling in and governing that island. 
Her ministers protested, but in pne of their protests she went 
on and made her proclamation of the new constitution. Then 
there was a revolution. The people took up arms, as the Eng- 
lish people took up arms against Charles I and James IL, and as 
the American people took up arms against George III and estab- 
lished a new Government, Thereupon the men who had estab- 
lished the new Government declared that they intended to hold 
power until their islands could be annexed to the United States 
or the question of such annexation settled. The deposed Queen 
on her Ear claimed that she had yielded to a display of the force 
of the United States, and that she referred her rights to the jus- 

sa of 2 United States. oS 1 
t noticed that nobody sug a purpose of referring 
that great and interesting eee Mr. Benjamin j 
New York, and that 


of Indiana, or to Mr. Grover Cleveland, of 

nobody there . chars the purpose of referring the question to 
any executive oflicer of the United States, whether the Presi- 
dent or the Secretary of State or the Attorney-General or the 
general of the Army or the admiral of the Navy, or anybody 
else. It was the United States to whose justice and sense of na- 
tional honor.and opinion as to international law this great con- 
troversy was proposed to be submitted. 

Mr. President, that the condition of things, the estab- 
lished Government reco by 3 power on earth which 
had occasion to deal with it, and the deposed Government ask- 
ing for a particular arbitrator on whose justice the dethroned 


Queen relied, to wit, the United States, there took place a cer- 
tain transaction which suggests the American question, who is 
the United States of America; who represents in great national 
or international affairs its purpose, its honor, its policy as to for- 
eign relations? 

That transaction was this: The present President of the 
United States was inaugurated on Saturday, the 4th of March. 
The next day was Sunday. On Monday, the 6th of March, the 
names of a proposed Cabinet were sent to the Senate and were 
approved, and on the 7th, amid all the exciting and important 

uestions with which an incoming Administration must deal, 

on. Mr. Blount, departed on a mission, on a secret mission, on 
a mission of which neither the people of the United States nor 
the House of Representatives of the United States nor the Sen- 
ate of the United States have had any official information until 
Boo of the present week. His instructions followed him on 
the llth, but they must have been determined on the 7th, when 
he took his departure; they must have been determined upon 
before the 7th, unless he accepted this grave and Snspurtant duty 
on five minutes’ notice, or at any rate in a single day. 

So I do not think that any intelligent man can doubt that the 
purpose to do this thing was formed before either the President 
or the Secretary of State came into office, and before either of 
them had official access to the archives of the State Depart- 
ment. But that is an unimportant consideration. 

Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senate to inquire as to the 
lawiulness of this proceeding under the American Constitution, 
and under the established and exis rules of international 
law. Mr. Blount was sent with instructions, which are familiar 
to us, to repair to Hawaii, and to take and report evidence as to 
a past transaction in its history, and as to the lawfulness of the 
existing and recognized government there. 

Something more than that took place. Hewas authorized ex- 
pressly to exercise, and be paramount in exercising, all the func- 
tions ofthe minister residentin Hawaii. He wasto command the 
Navy, so far as any portion of it was in the of Honolulu, and 
the admiral there was to obey his instructions. He was to rec- 
ognize or to refuse to recognize the existing government, and 
was to recognize or refuse to recognize the deposed government, 
at his discretion. He was to have supreme and instant access to 
the archives. He was accredited and presented, as all foreign 
ministers areaccredited and presented, tothat government. He 
had aletter of credence, which he carried with him, and of which 
we have a copy, and the consul and the minister were alike en- 
joined to treat him as their official and controlling superior, and 
to facilitate the exercise of his paramount powers in every way 
they could, the minister being informed that he was not for the 
present to be disturbed in the exercise of his ordinary functions. 

Mr. President, the question of the legality of that proceedin 
is a question which it is the duty of an American Senator, an 
of every American Senator, to understand and to deal with. 
But before I come to that let me add one word in regard to the 
other question. 

This was done, as I have said, secretly; it was concealed from 
the people and officially concealed from us; it was done in re- 
sponse to an invitation addressed to the United States, that ina 
supreme question in which its honor, its dignity, its justice were 
concerned, the United States should decide. The President, 
when he undertook to decide that question and to withhold from 
the > poopie of the United States what he was doing until it was 
settled one way or the other past help, seems to have supposed 
that he was the United States of America, and whatever that 
phrase meant it was but a synonym for him. 

The President of the United States has three powers, with 
which alone we are concerned in this discussion: 

First. He may appoint ambassadors and other public minis- 
ters and consuls. This power can only be exercised by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. If there be a vacancy 
in such an office, he may fill it during a recess of the Senate by 
granting a commission which shall expire at the end of the next 
session. That is the first power, and it is the only power exist- 
ing under our form of government to appoint public ministers, 
of whom, by the act of Congress I cited the other day, commis- 
sioners to go abroad to foreign governments are expressly de- 
clared to be one class. It is further declared by act of Congress 
in the section which enumerates envoys, ambassadors, commis- 
sioners, ministers, and consuls, that there shall be no other pub- 
lic ministers. 

Second. The President may appoint inferior officers. Butin 
all these cases the office must have been created, and the power 
of appointment vested in him by Congress, 

Third. He may, to aid him in the performance and exercise of 
his executive powers, if convenient, appoint a mere agent as a 
messenger, or spy, or a person to gather or convey information. 
But such a person, so appointed, could be in no sense an officer 


of the United States, would take no oath of office, could exercise 
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noofiicial function, and could do no act whatever which could have 
any binding force on the United States, or any of the people, 
merely because he has done it, 

Of these powers, the first twoare unquestionable; and the third, 


I have no d ition to question now. 

If the appointment of Mr. Blount falls within either of the first 
two classes I have enumerated, I suppose there will be no Sen- 
ator so hardy as to defend his appointment. If he was ap- 
inted toexercise an inferior office, the power to fill such office 
never been vested in the President. If he were a public 
minister his appointment was void, because the Senate was in 

session when it was made, and it was never consented to. 

Now, it seems to my mind a proposition that never can be 
questioned, except under the &xcitement and stress of eens 
emergency, that this gentleman was appointed as a public min- 
ister. He was understood by the President, who appointed him, 
to be a public minister. He understood himself to be a public 
minister. The powers with which he was clothed were, in sub- 
stance, the powers of a public minister of the amplest character. 
He was received as a public minister by the Government to 
which he was accredited. No power or function of a public min- 
ister was denied him. No definition of the term public minis- 
ter could be made in which he would not have been included. 

That person is, as it seems to me, clearly a public officer 
whose acts are binding on other persons by virtue of the au- 
thority he is exercising, when such acts originate in his own 
discretion or judgment, and he is not merely an agent convey- 
ing the mandate of another. 

Jacobs, in his law dictionary, says: 


It is the rule that where a man hath to do with another's affairs agains: 
his will and without his leave, that this is an office, and he who is in it is an 
officer. 


In United States vs. Hartwell, 6 Wallace, 386, the question 
was whether the defendant, a clerk in the office of the assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States, was a public officer. He 
was appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Justice 
Swayne says: 

An office is a public station or employment conferred the appointment 
of government. The employment of the defendant was in the publicserv- 
ice of the United States. He was appointed pursuant to law, and his com- 

tion was fixed by law. Vacat the office of his superior would not 

ve affected the tenure of his place. His duties were continuing and per- 

manent, not occasional and temporary. They were to be such as his supe- 
rior in office should prescribe. 

In United States vs. Germaine, 99 U. S.,508, it was held that— 

Civilsurgeons, a} ted by the Commissioner of Pensions, under section 
4777 of the Re tatutes, are not officers of the United States. They are 
the agents of the Commissioner, appointed by him and removable by him at 
his pleasure, to procure information needed to aid in the performance of his 
own official duties. 

These cases illustrate the principle om which some of the 
former Administrations have proceeded in employing private 
agents, in a few cases, to negotiate treaties, or to learn by pri- 
vate inquiry the disposition of the people of foreign countries 
toward this Government, or to communicate to private or official 
persons information which may tend to influence por opinion 
abroad. Such persons perform no official act whatever. The 
President can not delegate the treaty-making power, or any part 
of it, and has never undertaken to do so. The officer who nego- 
tiates a treaty merely makes known to the representative of the 
foreign government with whom he deals what he is authorized 
to say the President of the United States is willing todo. But 
nothing of the slightest binding force has happened until the 
treaty is ratified by the President and until it is confirmed by 
the Senate. 

There is one decisive test, as it seems to me, of the character 
which the President undertook to confer upon this agent. The 
public minister is not liable to be arrested or held personally re- 
sponsible for acts done by his superior's order. The private 
citizen has no exemption from full responsibility to all the laws 
of the country where he happens to be. Will it be pretended 
that the government of Hawaii might have arrested Blount for 
treasonable plotting with the Queen, if he had offered to restore 
her, under any circumstances? They could have done it, unless 
he were a minister of the United States. Will it be doubted 
that the investigation of the circumstances which led to the es- 
tablishment of an existing government, witha view to its possi- 
ble overthrow, is not an act which would warrant the instant 
expulsion from its territory of any person engaged in it, other 
than the representative of a foreign government? Is there any 
doubt that such action, under the lawof nations, would warrant 
the instant arrest and imprisonment of such an offender? 

Now, Mr. President, these questions are not to be answered 
by the Senator from Delaware pa: 2 reviling me; nor 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] by reviling the Puri- 
tans of New England. are vital questions, affecting the 
dignity and of the Senatein tion to one of its most 
important constitutional functions, and affecting the great ques- 

2 : 


its approval, or, if the appo 


tion of all questions, whether the peopleof the United Statesare 
living under a Constitution or under adictator. They are not 
to be whistled down the wind. No Presidentof the United States, 
in his wildest dreams, ever thought that such a power as this be- 
longed to the Executive before the 4th of March, 1893. 

But we are told that there are some precedents affecting this 
matter, and alist of some three hundred or four hundred cases 
has been produced in the Senate in which the President of the 
United States has appointed certain public officers, or other 
e to negotiate treaties, or, in one or two instances, to go 
abroad in a purely private character with a view to ascertaining 
from private intercourse the friendly or unfriendly disposition 
of the people of another country. Not one of these precedents 
has the slightest relation whatever to the case we are now talk- 
ing about. They were collected at the time of the fishery 
treaty, when it was objected that the President had no authority 
to associate with the Secretary of State two eminent gentlemen 
from private life to meet the representatives of Great Britain 
and discuss the details of an arrangement which was first to be 
submitted to him, and thereafter to the Senate, and which could 
have no validity or binding force whatever not given to it by 
the official action of the Executive and the Senate. 

Even in that case the majority of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate thought the appointment unauthorized, 
and on an examination of the precedents it turned out that of the 
four hundred cases cited there were but four or five, and those 
were of the most insignificant character, in which the function 
had not been conferred on an existing diplomatic officer of the 
United States, or the appointment submitted to the Senate for 
intment were made in vacation, the 
function expired before the end of the next session. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire Mr. CHANDLER] analyzed at the time 
the report of the . the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which has been cited in the present discussion. I have myse 
gone over it again with care. I have also looked at the few ad- 

tional cases produced by the Senator from Delaware. This is 
hei re all Ji hi 

eases, but twelve are cases where the regular 
diplomatic officer of the United States, duly appointed accord- 
ing to law, usually the accredited minister to the country, though 
in a few the Secretary of State or his assistant, where 
the treaty was made in Washi , have been authorized to + 
negotiate a treaty. It is the familiar case of a direction by the 
Executive to a lawful officer to pom a duty germane to his 
office. Itis well settled that such a direction may be given. It 
has been held that where Congress by law imposes a new duty 
upon an existing officer, it is hot necessary that there should be 
anew appointment. Our friends on the other side are driven to 
such desperate shifts to support this unconstitutional assump- 
tion of power by the Executive, that they gravely parade in the 
face of the country four hundred cases, or thereabouts, of a di- 
rection by the President to the minister representing us in a 
foreign country, or to the Secretary of State, as a precedent for 
the appointment by the President of the United States of a new 
diplomatic officer, without the authority of law and without the 
consent of the Senate, although the Senate was in session, in 
defiance not merely of the statute but of the Constitution itself. 

There are five or six cases of barbarous or semibarbarous na- 
tions where a like commission of agency, to ransom our subjects 
held in bondage, and to ascertain the terms on which a treaty of 
pps might be made, has been committed to offleers of the Navy. 

one or two instances justices of the Supreme Court, with the 
consent of the Senate, have exercised a like function. 

Five of the twe! -e cases cited were submitted to the Senate, 
and I think in one or two others the appointment was made 
when the Senate was not in session, and the function expired 
before the end of the session. 

But there are five cases in all, other than those which have 
taken place in the present Administration, and one or two others 
which occurred in President Cleveland’s former Administra- 
tion—notably the case of Mr. Putnam and Mr. Angell, who were 
associated with the Secretary of State in negotiating the fishery 
treaty—where the names were not submitted to the Senate. 

In that class of cases the majority of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations held the 3 invalid and unconstitutional. 
But in those cases, as I have said before, the person was a mere 
agency to communicate to the representatives of a 72 80 5 gov- 
ernment what it was thought the President of the United States 
would be willing to do, and to report to our President what it 
was supposed the foreign government would be willing to do, 
no’ of an official character having happened, ene of a 
binding character having happened, until the President 
pore nm and until in the case of a treaty the Senate had con- 
sen 


Now, when this officer makes his report of a ORIY signed or 
f „ nO single step has been taken toward ts validity, 
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The projected treaty must be ratified by the President, and must 
have the assent of the Senate, by a two-thirds vote, before it can 
any validity. When he reports it, signed or unsigned, 
no single step has taken place toward its validity. So the prece- 
dents which our friends on the other side clutch in their des- 
ration have no bearing on the case, and do not in the least 
help President Cleveland. These five insignificant precedents, 
and the one or two others not so insignificant, which have oc- 
curred during the Administration of the present Executive, 
have not the least relation or resemblance to the present case. 
The person engaged to negotiate a treaty is but a mere agent, 
when his powers are analyzed, to ascertain andreportfacts. He 
is clothed with no official authority. He can perform no official 
act. His function is the same in essence as that of the messen- 
er whoshould bear dispatches, or a statistician who should col- 
ect facts. He can only converse with a like person appointed 
by a foreign government, make known to that person what he 
thinks his government will consent to, and report to his own 
government what he thinks the foreign government will con- 
sent to. When he has agreed upon, signed, and brought home 
the draft of a treaty, nothing whatever has happened except 
that the President of the United States has received some infor- 
mation for his own guidance. l 
Will anybody pretend that Mr. Stevens, the minister resident 
at Honolulu, could have been appointed to his office while the 
Senate was in session, or could have continued to hold it, if ap- 
pointed in vacation if there had been a subsequent session of 
the Senate, which had ended? Ido not suppose the most capa- 
cious gullet of any defender of the President would swallow such 
a proposition, or the-: most Pepe. stomach of any such person 
wonld digest it, unless possibly some editor of a New York news- 
r, of foreign birth, not supposed to have much understand- 
G either of the spirit or letter of the Constitution of the United 
States. t 
Now, if that be true, will anybody stand here and claim that 
the appointment of a person authorized to exercise every func- 
tion committed to Mr. Stevens, and more—paramount to in 
official authority and duty in every respect—accredited to the 
same government, the archives of the legation open to him, the 
power to command a naval vessel of the United States expressly 
intrusted to him and, in the language of Mr. Blount’s instruc- 
* tions, Tour [his] authority in all matters touching the relations 
of this Government to the existing or other government of the 
islands, and the protection of our citizens hearer fis] par- 
amount und in him [you] alone * * being[is] ves ull dis- 
cretion and power to determine when such naval forces should 
be landed or withdrawn,” may be appointed to a new office with- 
out the advice and consent of the Senate. 


not think the sending such sp 
the conduct of high military an 

should be enco 
been done by George Washington, or Andrew Jackson, or Gen- 


to observe and report upon 
naval officers of this country 
I do not think that if such a thing had 


eral Grant, or President Harrison, either of them would main- 
tain the place in the <> of his country that he now holds, 
But there can, I suppose, be no doubt of the constitutional power, 
But will it be claimed that such a person might be sent on board 
a man-of-war, with the direction that his authority to command 
the ship, or govern the fleet, should be paramount; and that the 
commodore, though left to his ordinary duties, was only to ren- 
der him such assistance as might be in his power? Can the Pres- 
ident put such a private agent into the Mint, or into the Treas- 
ury, and subject the money or coin or bullion which is the 
property of the United States to his unchecked and irrespon- 
sible control? 

If he can send Mr. Blount lawfully and constitutionally with 
the powers which are set forth in that letter of instructions (and 
which Mr. Gresham in alluding to them in his instructions to 
Mr. Willis expressly says are his official powers), he may con- 
tinue him there during his entire four years in the same power. 
He may put a like officer in the legation to Great Britain, to 
France, to Germany, and every other foreign government. 

Mr. President, one or the otherof these alternatives may take 
place. If, the Senate being in session, he had a right to confer 
these powers upon Mr. Blount in addition to the duty of gather- 
ing information for him, the whole diplomatic service and the 
whole foreign policy of the United States is a question purely of 
executive power and the President shares it with no other depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. President, the treasure of the United States is in the 
keeping of the Treasurer. The precious metal, uncoined or in 
process of coinage, may into the control of the keeper of 
the mint. But the people of the United States would be struck 
with horror at an attempt to subject them to the irresponsible 
authority of a private agent of the Executive. But the honor, 
the character, and good faith, the estimation—in the eyes of for- 
eign nations and of all the civilized world—of the United States 
of America, more precious than silver or gold, are committed to 
the keeping of its diplomatic representativesabroad. They are 
officials expressly enumerated in the Constitution. They are 
officials whose title and character are defined by the ancient leg- 
islation of the country. They carry with them the United States 
of America wherever they go. Their dwelling place, wherever 
in the civilized world they may be, is for the time being the soil 
of their country, and is exempted from all other jurisdiction 
whatever. They can be clothed with this exalted and august 
eee except for brief intervals, only by the authority of 


Just carry this extraordinary doctrine of assumption into all | this 


other departments of executive power. May the President, who 
can not appoint the Director of the Mint without the consent of 
the Senate, send an officer to take possession of the Mint and in- 
struct him that in all matters of its direction his authority is to 
be paramount, to control the coin and the coinage and the bul- 
lion there awaiting coinage? Can he put such an official, under 
the pretense of getting information, or with the honest Pave 
of etting information, into the ‘Treasury of the United States 
ant say, ‘‘ You are to repair to the Treasury of the United States 
and b information as to how that is conducted, and while 
you are fiers your power over the entire concern and function 
of that Department is paramount, and its whole official direction 
is committed to you; without a bond and without official char- 
acter you are to control two or three hundred million of treasure, 
to sign bonds and bank notes, and issue them and receive them, 
and perform every official function of that great office you are 
to exercise ”? 

The President can not appoint, when the Senate is in session, 
a commodore of the Navy, or a major-generalin the Army, with- 
out the consent and advice of the Senate. But he may, unques- 
tionably, employ a private agent, who would not be an officer of 
the United States, to collect for his personal use information as 
to the condition of the Army. He might send such a person, in 
the case of a foreign war, under a flag of truce, to inquire of the 
general of the opposing forces upon what termsa truce or armis- 
tice or a safe conduct 8 5 be agreed upon. But will 1 
pretend that because he has a right to do that, he might direct 
such person to take command of the Army, and say to him that 
his authority in all matters touching the conduct of the war 
should be paramount, and that in him alone should be vested full 
discretion and power to command, direct, and govern the Army, 
and determine whether the military forces of the United States 
should be advanced or withdrawn. 

He may send a private agent of his on board a ship, or fleet, 
to inspect and report. He may, if he pleased, send such person 
on board a ship, or fleet, of another country, as a spy in time of 
war, or to gather information in time of peace. t I should 


4 V. 

If we submit to this astounding and unheard-of pretension, the 
authority of the Senate itself, over a large part of its constitu- 
tional domain, is abandoned and gone. One of the framers of 
the Constitution, who had more to do than any other man with 
the conception and creation of the Senate, declared soon after 
the Constitution was adopted, that he esteemed— 
the provision made for appointments to office to bea matter of very great im- 
portance, on which the rties and safety of the people depended nearly as 
much as on l lation. If that was vested in the President alone he ht 
render himself despotic. It was a say: of one of the vine = of England, 
“that while the King could appoint the bishops and judges, he might have 
what religion and laws he pleased.” To give that observation its full effect, 
they must hold their offices— 

As Mr. Blount held his— 


during his pleasure; by such appointments, ` 
be rete y m aA that 19155 wien Sag pred nai be argh Seer * 
army. 

If the present claim be allowed, it is of no consequence that the 
Constitution vests in Congress the power to make war or ponos, 
President Cleveland may have what foreign policy he pleases, 
either in war or peace. 

Mr. President, I repeat that the appointment of this officer 
under the circumstances is an attempt on the part of the Exec- 
utive to bring the whole foreign diplomatic policies of the 
United States under his unshared control; and the question 
whether it shall be met, resisted, and overthrown at the thresh- 
old is a question of far more importance than whatever may 
happen in the interesting commonwealth of Hawaii. 

e Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who I regret not to 
see in his place, declared the other day that in all foreign mat- 
ters he always left partisanship behind him. I have heard that 
Senator’s speeches on the questions relating to foreign affairs. 
But I have never heard a like tribute to his exalted character, 
in that respect, from any other lips than his own. Such is my 
respect for that Senator, however, that I am willing to take 
testimony, even in his own behalf, without other corroboration. 
But it occurs to me that there are some domestic questions in re- 
gard to which it might be hoped and expected a Senator of the 
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United States might lay aside that extreme partisanship that until 
now had been commonly imputed to my honorable friend from Del- 
aware. It would occur to me that in a question of Executive 
usurpation—a question whether the President of the United 
States is to take upon himself to control all the foreign policies 
of this country, to the exclusion of all rightful participation in 
that great subject—an American Senator might be expected, at 
least, to see that the preoc; the authority, and the dignity 
of the body of which he was a member are not sacrificed. 

If President Cleveland could have done whathe did on the 7th 
day of March, 1893, in the case of Hawaii, he could have continued 
the diplomatic agencies, so established, throughout his entire 
Presidential term. He could have established a like diplomatic 
agency and authority in every civilized country on the face of 
the globe. What he could do in Hawaii he could do in Great 
Britain. Can he at this moment send Mr. Blount to Great Britain 
to-morrow morning with ten! the same power that he com- 
mitted to him on the 7th of March, to take possession of the ar- 
chives, to be paramount in all questions touching our relations 
with Great Britain, and to inquire into the lawfuiness of the ex- 
isting government there and the disposition of the English peo- 
ple toward it? 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask our nonpartisan 
friends on the other side if they think the President has dealt 
quite frankly and ingenuously with the American people or the 
Senate, or with either party in Hawaii. What occasion has 
there been for this secrecy and mystery? Mr. Blount,as I have 
said, left on the 7th of March and his instructions followed him 
four days after. 

The President must have meditated and devised this attack 
on the Administration of his e pra before he entered upan 
his office and before the archives of the Department of State had 
become open to his inspection. The Senate was in session more 
than forty days in the mrig There was abundant opportu- 
nity to lay his doubts before this body, to obtain its assent to 
the appointment of this foreign minister, with hisextraordinary 
powers. Andrew Jackson declared, on one of the most impor- 
tant occasions in our history, whatever might be the strictness 
of constitutional right, that it was most becoming and proper, 
where it was a question of recognizing a foreign government, 
the consent of Congress should be obtained if it were practica- 
ble. But can any Senator give a reason, an excuse, a decent 
pretext for concealing these transactions till the knowledge of 
them was wrung from a hesitating and reluctant Executive by 

ublic indignation and the demands of both Houses of Congress? 
Was there any reason that the American people should not 
know, from March to December, what was the errand of Mr. 
Blount, what was his instruction, and the limitation of his au- 
thority? If Mr. Willis went out instructed to reinstate the old 
Government, absolutely or upon conditions, could little Hawaii 
help herself, if the American people had been behind the act? 

No. Mr. President, this Administration has been hurried into 
this transaction, not by any sense of justice to Hawaii, not by 
any desire to vindicate the national honor, but for the sake of 
making what has turned out to be a weak, impotent attack on its 
predecessor. The great name and fame of Benjamin Harrison 
are a source of envy and discontent in some bosoms. 

Place for a moment side by side the message by Minister Willis 
to Mr. Dole, and the message he was instructed, at the same 
time—on the same day - to convey to the Queen. The Queen, 
that she may be brought more easily tosubmit to the President’s 
terms, is reminded th&t no action can be had without the consent 
of Congress. But no such message is sent to Dole. He is to be 
led to believe that the physical power of the United States is to 
be used for his overthrow. 

Will it be claimed by the defenders of the President that when 
he sent Mr. Willis to Honolulu with orders to tell his great and 
good friend, President Dole, that the existing Governmentshould 
abandon its functions and restore the Queen, and that he should 
go to the extent of his authority to compel compliance with that 
request, that he only meant to conyey to President Dole an ex- 
pression of his opinion in the matter, and 3 Dole to un- 
derstand that he neither possessed nor claimed any power in the 
premises? President Cleveland either intended to use the forces 
of our Navy for that purpose, and has abandoned the scheme be- 
cause of the indignant remonstrance of the American people, or 
having no such power, he meant to intimidate President Dole by 
leading him to think that he had. Any other suggestion implies 
that the President of the United States, representing the dig- 
nity and authority of 65,000,000 Americans, by design and of 
ae god made a demand supposing that the authorities ot whom 

» made it knew he neither had nor claimed any authority to 
enforce it. There is but one precedent for the instructions to 
Mr. Willis, if this be its explanation. Ido not know whether 
the President had read Shakespeare, but Shakespeare—if that 
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be true—had read the President. The instruction to Mr. Willis 
and the more recent attempt to keep it secret find their only 
parallel and example in Dogberry’s instruction to the Watch: 

DOGBERRY. You are thought here to be the most senseless and fit man for 
the constable of the watch: therefore bear you the lantern. This is your 
charge: You shall comprehend all vagrom men; you are to bid any man 
8 in the Princes name. 

SECOND WATCH. How if a’ will not stand? 

DOGBERRY. Why, then, take no note of him, but let him go;— 


[Laughter]— z i 
— presently call the [Cabinet] together, and thank God you are rid of a 

nav 

VERGES, If he wili not stand when he is bidden, he is none of the Prince’s 
e True, and they are to meddle with none but the Prince's sub- 

DOGBERRY. Well, masters, good night; an there be any matter of weight 
8 call up me; keep your fellows’ counsels and your own, and good 

1 

am not at this moment dealing with the conduct of the ex- 
isting Government of Hawaii, or of the men who established it. 
Whatever they have done they have done in the face of day as 
became the lineage of which they were sprung. I do not see 
how any man can claim that the conduct of the Queen was not 
an act of abdication. Her powers were derived from a written 
constitution. When on her own unsupported authority she un- 
dertook to overthrow that constitution und todeprive the people 
of Hawaii of the share in the Government which it conferred, it 
was an act of abdication—an act of abdication according toevery 
historic precedent in the story of liberty. How the President 
tries to slur that overin hismessage! If anything were wanting 
to destroy the entire authority of that document, as a trust- 
worthy, unbiased, and impartial narration of facts, you would 
need but to compare the narrative of the me o with the known 
and undisputed actuality of the transaction. as he dealing in- 
N with us or with the le of the United States? Was 

e dealing ingenuously with the Senate or the House of Repre- 
sentatives when he said in his message: 

On Saturday, January 14, 1893, the Queen of Hawaii, who had been con- 
templating the proclamation of a new constitution, had, in deference to the 
wishes and remonstrances of her cabinet, renounced the project for the 
present at least. 

And when he left the narrative there he knew that the Queen 
had proclaimed the constitution; he knew that she had pro- 
claimed it after the cabinet had remonstrated, after part of them 
had left her presence for fear of their lives if they remained to 
witness it; and he knew that she had given up the attempt to 
enforce it, only because of her fear of the popular resistance. 

The President has nota word of disapprobation for the private 
or for the public profligacy on the part of the Queen. The pas- 
sage of the shameless lottery bill, the corrupt setting on sale 
of her constitutional functions, the attempt to disfranchise a 
large class of the voters of Hawaii and to proclaim a new gov- 
ernment in spite of the remonstrances in her cabinet, the fact 
that the Queen yielded not to remonstrances of the cabinet but 
to the rising indignation of the people, are all suppressed, as 
well as the implied but clear announcement of her determination 
to renew the attempt if a better opportunity were tocome. All 
this is slurred over in the message which has been addressed to 
us; and the President only says, The Queen of Hawaii, who had 
been contemplating the proclamation of a new constitution, had, 
in deference to the wishes and remonstrances of her cabinet, re- 
nounced the project for the present at least.” 

Mr. President, I say that act of the Queen, on the admitted 
facts, was an act of abdication as much as the abandonment of the 
throne by Louis Philippe or by James II. It was impossible, after 
such an act of abdication not provided for in the constitution, to 
establish anew government except as was done by the concerted 
action of the men of influence and character and property and 
e eee who were near the seat of government. It was im- 
possible to submit it to a popular vote. There never was a rey- 
olution on earth which was brought about by the action of the 
ruling power itself, followed by the establishment of a govern- 
ment any other way. i 

At the outbrèak of our own Revolution the executive govern- 
ment of Massachusetts was vested in a committee of safety, and 
all the commissions to officers, civil and military, were issued 
for several years, I believe, in their name. 

The action of the Provisional Government in Hawaii, whatever 
may be the fate of that commonwealth, will have an honorable 

lace in the history of human liberty. The United States forces 

ve been withdrawn, certainly since Mr. Blount pulled down 
the flag, and there is no report of a life lost, a human being in- 
jured, or a single act of disorder. The Government has been 
recognized by all foreign powers, and its functions have pro- 
ceeded peaceably and inorder. It has received with dignity the 
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representatives of the g 


nations of the earth, and has sent 
its own to other es. 


T have heard that Mr. Thurston, the minister of the Hawaiian 
Republic here, is just now absent from his post. I do not know 
thé cause of his absence and I have no official information where 
he has gone. I can only conjecture what may have been his last 
confidential conversation with Secretary Gresham. But I re- 
member to have read somewhere of a memorable interview be- 
tween John, Duke of Argyll, and Queen Caroline, shortly after 
the famous Porteous mob of Edinburgh. The angry Queen told 
the old Scotch nobleman that she would make a 1 d 
of Scotland. In that case, your majesty,” said the 2, 1 
must go back to Inverary and get my hounds ready.” I suspect 
Minister Thurston—from what L hear of him, and from what I 
hear of the men who are standing with him—may have infused 
a little of the same spirit into his reply to the diplomatic agent 
of his modern American majesty. 

Mr. President, I think these questions which have nothing to 
do with the conduct of a past Administration, but have some- 
thing to do with the pretensions of one that is present, have also 
a little interest for the liberty-loving, order-loving, Constitution- 
loving people of the United States. If they havenot, if the Con- 
stitution is to be disregarded, and an unconstitutional desire to 
meddle with the existing affairs of a gti, Jet pons not our own 
ought to regulate our conduct, I have en misapprehended 
the mission and the character of our Government and the be- 
havior which the conscience of the people demands of our public 
servants.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire whether there is any mat- 
ter before the Senate at this time having reference to the affairs 
of Hawaii. Is there any motion now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LINDSAY in the chair). 
The pending question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the message of the President of the United 
States transmitted in answer to the resolution ef the Senate of 
the 6th instant be printed and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

r. MORGAN. I desire to offer a resolution by way of amend- 
ment to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the errr erg 2 — reng shall premas 
. Dormer the United States mad Hawail in rain 
tion to the recent political revolution in Hawaii, and to this end said com- 
es ee are ee eee and to administer oaths 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to submit this resolution in connec- 
tion with the motion to print. 

Mr.DOLPH. Will not the investigation require the employ- 
ment of a stenographer? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it will not vague that. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to having the motion to refer 
and print go with the resolution to the eommittee of which the 
Senator from Alabama is chairman, and also I have nothing to 
say about the resolution. 

r. MORGAN. Mr. President, I merely desire to say that 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom another message 
of the President on the same subject was referred, have ex- 

, informally of course, a desire to do their whole duty in 
respect of this question, and todo it impartially. With refer- 
ence to the attitude of the United States Government towards 
Hawaii, the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts and 
other remarks that have been made on the floor of the Senate 
bring up the question whether irregularities have occurred in 
out diplomatic and other relations with Hawaii. I think it is 
the duty of the Committee on Foreign Relations, of course with 
the consent of the Senate, to bring before the country all the 
evidence that bears legitimately and properly upon an inquiry 
of that character. 

Our relitions with Hawaii to-day are simply those of a repub- 
lic which has recognized through its diplomatic agencies a gov- 
ernment existing in the Hawaiian Islands, to which there appears 
to be no objection at all on the part of the Secretary of State or 
the President. or . Fe else, but on the contrary arecognition, 
a firm tion, that leayes the relations between the United 
States and Hawaii at this moment unaffected by what has oc- 
curred heretofore. I speak now of the relations between the two 

ments. = 

The other questions which lie behind that relate to the con- 
duct of the two Presidents who have occupied the chief executive 
office in the United States in reaching the result which is now 
an accomplished fact, whieh stands before the world, to define 
the attitude between the United States and the Government of 
Hawaii. That in itself is a domestic question. It is one that 


now concerns us and nobody else. It is one that touches por #4 
the matter of the regularity and propriety of the action whic 


has oceurred on the part of either or both of the Presidents of 
the United States in their dealing with this subject. 

5 in bringing the matter before the Senate and get- 
ting authority for the committee to act is to enable that com- 
mittee, if it can do so, to satisfy the American mind in respect 
of the conduct of all its executive officers and their agents. That 
is the whole scope and purpose of the resolution, and I think it 
meets the approbation of the committee. I do not pretend to 
say that it has received the formal assent of the committee, 

ir. WASHBURN. I should like to hear the resolution read 
again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Alabama will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution at this time? The Chair 
hears none, and the question is on agreeing to the same. 

_Mr, CALL. Mr. President, I have read in some of the papers 
circulated in the Southern States statements by correspondents 
to the effect that it is understood here that I am opposed to the 
President’s Hawaiian policy, and that I am one of Senators 
who are expected to express their dissatisfaction with it. Iwish 
to state that I ard the Presidents message as a singularly 
able and a very clear statement of the case, and that so far as 
my judgment is concerned I approva it entirely. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HOAR, Is not the first question on referring and print- 
ing the message? That is the pending motion. 

e PRESIDING OFFICE The Chair understands. the 
resolution to be offered as an amendment, in the nature of in- 
structions, to the motion to print and refer. 
$ Mr. HOAR. Lunders that it isan independent resolu- 

ion. 

Mr. MORGAN. It can go as an independent resolution. Ihave 
no objection to that eourse. i 

Mr. HOAR. Iwillaceeptitin any form that the Senator from 
Alabama chooses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, then, is on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the e of 
ihe President of the United States be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 6 to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further u tde- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the serviee of the Govern- 
ment for the fi year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 


The message also announced that the House had receded from 
its apy ep to the amendment of tħe Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for other e eh 

The message further announced that t ouse had passed a 
bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
for years, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the coneurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


DONATION OF OBSOLETE GUN CARRIAGES. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 1045) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to donate four obsolete gun- 
carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 


The question is on the adop- 
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WILLIAM A.. STARKWEATHER. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask the Senate to take up the 
bill: S. 121). for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of 
Oregon. f 

By unanimous consent 1755 Sensin oe = Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consi the bill. proposes: to pay to 
William A. Starkweather, of Oregon, 82,170, koag the amount 

out by him to Owen Wade for clerk hire in the United 
tates land office at Oregon City while register of the land office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without. amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and 

ORDNANCE STORES FOR NEBRASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON.. Task the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that it nowconsider the bill (S. 464) for the issue of ordnance 
stores and supplies to the State of Nebraska to replace similar 
stores destroyed by fire. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 0, 
and passed. 


GEN. NAPOLEON J. T. DANA. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pe 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S: 104) for the relief of 8 
Ni m J. T. Dana. 3 
ie PRESIDING. OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 
bill will be read for information. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
d, by and with the advice and consent of 


iS Mey rs Sabie yay taa rae e 
e Arm th that y; ret 
DDE. that extent; sadalllawsand of laws in conflict are 


herewith 
for titis purpose That from and aiter the passage 


only: 
of: act no pension shall be paid to the said Napoleon J. T. 


Mr. FRYE: Is there a . 4 

The PRESIDINGOFFI Thereportwill be read, if there 
be one. 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill was favorably reported: at a- previous 
Congress. and passed by the Senate. The: services were most 
meritorious: 

Mr: HARRIS. We can not hear the Senator from Minnesota 
on this side. A 

Mr. FRYE. I do not care to have the report read. I under- 
stand from the Senator from Minnesota that the bill was reported 
favorably at a former and the report was read, and the 
bill passed without any objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill seems from the reading at the desk 
to increase the number of retired officers.. Is: that the object 


and ‘purpose of it? 
Mr. DAVIS. It is not the objeet and purpose of it, but in all 
these caves, except those which are ‘in their character, 


where provision is made for cases of this kind, the list is neces- 
sarily increased for that purpose, and no further. 

Mr: TELLER: It is increased to the amount of one. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, to the amount of one. It is done very often. 

* HARRIS.. I shall not interfere with the passage of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. B there objection to the pres - 
ent consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FORT JUPITER MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS, 

Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 653) 
to open certain parts of Fort Jupiter military reservation, in 
the State of Florida, to entry under the homestead laws, be taken 
up for present action. 

bill was read. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to inquire of my colleague if ade- 
quate 3 is given in the bill to persons who have gone 
upon reservation and made improvements, but who are not 
entitled under the homestead laws, either because of having en- 
tered at some former time or for any other reason? I under- 
stand there are a large number of persons upon that reservation 
who have gone u it and made valuable improvements, and 


3 Provision for their relief should be contained in the 


Mr. PASCO: I will state that, in accordance with the su 
tions from the General Land Office, the privilege is confined to 


those who are entitled to homesteads under the general home- 
stead laws, and it is not extended beyond that. 

Mr. CALL.. Itis my purpose to move an amendment; and it 
should not be done hastily, so that those persons who have gone 
upon the reservation and made valuable ap At there 
may be protected. I ask my colleague to allow the bill to go 
over and to add an amendment of that kind to it. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that the bill as originally framed, 
introduced in the last Congress by my colleague, contain 
such a provision, but in accordance with the recommendation of 
the Interior Department that feature of the bill was stricken 
out and the bill presented in its present shape. If my colleague 
ob eets now to the consideration of the bill it can be passed over. 

Mr. CALL. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 


EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 146. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committed of the 
Whole, preceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 146) to extend North 
Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE. SESSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL.. I desire to make a statement in connection 


in | with a request to be submitted to the Senate. 


House bill 4763, making appropriations to supply further ur- 
gent deficiencies in the 3 for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes, has 
been sent to the Senate and has been referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. The committee have given it consideration. 

It Is generally quite well understood that as soon as this bill 
is passed, the order to adjourn for the holiday recess will be fixed: 
for to-morrow, and will be sent to us from the other House. Ii 
is well known to most Senators that in some other legislative 
body, which may have to act upon this bill in the event of any 
amendment being made to it, it would probably be impossible to 
secure a quorum for the consideration of such amendment. 
Many Senators desire to know exactly when the time of adjourn- 
ment will ros place, so that they can make their arrangements 
acco y. z 

The Committee on Ap tions have, therefore, instructed 
me to report the bill back without amendment, to recommend 
its passage, and to request the Senate to give it immediate con- 
sideration. We do this not because all the provisions of the bill 
are satisfactory to or are approved by the committee. There 
are which might be made, additions which might be 
made, and substractions which might be made, but there are 
appropriations in the bill which are absolutely necessary for 
3 on the Public Printing Office and other branches of 
the public service. and great injury and loss will occur if the 
bill is not passed before our holiday recess, and we shall suffer 
theinconvenience of it. [therefore ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate now consider the bill. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COLLOM in the chair). IS 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4763) making ap- 
propriations to supply further urgent deficiences in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary ed to read the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to inquire whether, during the 
first reading, it would be proper to offer an amendment, or to 
wait until the reading of the bill is completed? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill should be first read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well, let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The bill is now being read as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. For amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be open to amend- 
ment after it shall have been read. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out all of the items referring: 
to bi mileage of Senators and Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
items which the Senator from Kansas moves to strike out, 


The SECRETARY. On p ə 9, it is proposed to strike out 
from line 15 to line 19, inclusive, as follows: 


For mileage of Members of the House of Representatives and Delegates 
from Territories, 3130, 000, for the second session of the Fifty-third Con- 


For mileage of Senators for the second session of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, $45,000, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, atthe last session of Congress 
I refer to the extraordinary session—a joint resolution was pre- 
sented to this body proposing to make available the funds which 
had already been appropriated for the mileage of Senators and 
Members of the House of Representatives for the regular ses- 
sion of this year. 

It was my understanding then, as it is now, that the law al- 
lows to Senators and eae Sr of the House of Representatives 
mileage but once a year. When the joint resolution was before 
the Senate at that time I objected to it on several grounds, one 
of which was that we were not entitled at that time to the use 
of funds which had been appropriated for use at another time. 
Another ground of objection was that we did not deserve it, that 
in the then condition of the country, with industries depressed, 
with the energies of a large portion of our people paralyzed, 

_with thousands upon thousands of our fellow-citizens out of em- 
ployment and clamoring for the bare necessities of life, that we 
asmembers of their National Legislature ought not to propose to 
take to ourselves money which at least doubtfully belonged to 
us; and now, Mr. President, I submit that the conditions are a 
creole yes a thousandfold worse than they were at that 


e. 

I submit, further, that it is out of order—using the word“ or- 
der“ in that relation—for us to take any additional compensa- 
tion, for that is what this provision means. 

Our mileage is twice as much as it ought tobe. The inten- 
tion of the law doubtless was that actual expenses, and nothing 
else, should be allowed. The mileage that we are now allowed, 
20 cents each way, is more than twice enough to pay all the ex- 
penses which the most fastidious person ought to incur in trav- 


5 f here. 

hile I do not wish to detain the Senate, I do, in all candor 
and frankness, submit that in the face of the existing condition 
of affairs among the people, it is with bad grace, to say the least, 
that this proposition is submitted to us, and I hope the Senate 
will agree to the amendment striking it out. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is the first time that my attention has been 
directed to the provision in the pending bill in regard to mile- 

. I wish to remind the Senator from Kansas of something 
which probably has escaped his attention, and that is, that no 
one is obliged to take the mileage. If this bill should be passed, 
and he or any other Senator has any compunctions of conscience 
about it, he can simply leave the money in the Treasury. 

Mr.PEFFER. I understand very well, Mr. President, that no 
one is obliged to take the money. I do not wish, however, to 
put before the members of Congress the temptation to take it. 
Composed of honorable men, as this body is—I dare say I am the 
poorest man here—I do not like to see us going before the coun- 
try at this time asking money to which the law of the land does 
not entitle us. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas ought to prevail. As the law 
now stands, we are not entitled to the proposed mileage. So the 
effect of this vote, if mileage is allowed, is to put into our pock- 
ets out of the public Treasury a sum which represents our mile- 


age. 

lr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi if 
he has scrutinized the question? [have not very carefully looked 
at it, but my understanding of the exact state of the question 
now is that by a joint resolution passed during the extra session 
mileage was paid for that session, leaving the law as itnow stands, 
entitling every Representative and every Senator to mileage for 
the regular session. 

Mr. WHITE of California. That is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. Tf that be true, the statement with which the 
Senator from Mississippi starts out is an inaccuracy of state- 
ment, and I beg that he correct it if I am right about it. 

Mr.GEORGE. The Senator from Tennessee is not correct 
about it. The resolution which was passed at the extra session, 
as I understood it as read from the desk, was simply to make 
available for that time the mileage which was due at the reg- 
ular session. I hope some Senator will get the statute and see 
if I am correct. I know without having made any particular ex- 


amination on this subject. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator shall have the benefit of the 
statute before we come to a vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I want the benefit of it and I want 
the country to have the benefit of it. 

Mr. S. They shall have it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have never made any particular investiga- 
tion into this matter. I am very apt, however, as most men are, 
to claim all the legal rights to which I am entitled, and I re- 
member to have attended sessions of the Senate three times be- 
fore 1 was entitled to mileage once. I attended the extra ses- 
sion of the Senate on the 4th of March, 1881. I was informed 
that I was not entitled to mileage, and I acquiesced. I attended 
the extra session of the Senate in October, 1881. I was also in- 
formed that I was not entitled to mileage then, and I acquiesced. 
I drew my mileage for the first time in December, 1881. S0 I 
am pretty well satisfied that the law is the way I have stated it. 
If I am not correct about it, I think it is due to the people of this 
country that the stitute be produced and our right to mileage 
shown, for I regard this as a gratuity voted by members of Con- 
gress to themselves out of the public Treasury. 

I shall read, for I have it before me now, the resolution which 
was passed at the extra session. I shall read it for the benefit 
of the Senator from Tennessee and other Senators who desire to 
be enlightened on this subject: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the a pria- 
tions for eage of Senators, Members of the House of hepresentartres and 
Delegates from the Territories made in the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation act for the fiscal year 1894, Se beg March 8, 1893, be, and 
the same are hereby, made immediately available and authorized to be 
to Senators, Members of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from 
the Territories, for attendance on the first session of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress. 


So it appears I was right about it. The resolution merely had 
the effect to anticipate, to hasten, the payment of the mileage, 
of what would be paid to us at this regular session. 

One more remark, and then I shall take my seat. This is a 
gratuity which we vote tojourselves out of the public Treasu 
without having any lawful warrant or claim to it. Ido not think 
that the condition of the Arenao; it being threatened with a 
deficit, and that the condition of the taxpayers of this country, 
distressed as they are, warrant us in 8 this gratuitous 
donation to ourselves. 

For that reason I shall vote for the proposition to strike out so 
much of the bill as makes an appropriation for mileage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. J 

Mr. GRORGE. I call for the yeas and nays on that question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.HOAR. What is the form of the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, striking 
out certain porosa of the bill relating to mileage. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the roll call proceeds—I was out for a 
moment—I wish to ask, has the explanation been made that the 
original resolution contained the language that the mileage al- 
lowed for the extra session should be in lieu of regular mileage, 
and that upon motion that language was stricken out by a vote 
of the House of Representatives? I want the Senate to under- 
stand that fact, which, if it means anything, means that it was 
intended to leave the statute as it stood with regard to regular 
mileage ain ea the statute provided. 

: Mr. COCKRELL. And this is only to comply with existing 
aw. 

Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall vote against the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas proposi to strike out the provision for 
mileage which comes here in the bill. My colleague and my- 
self are probably the only members of this body who have no 
earthly interest in the question of mileage, with the exception, 

robably, of the Senators from West Virginia, the Senators from 
irginia, and perhaps the Senators from one or two other States. 

Unquestionably the intention in framing the law in regard to 
mileage by a cobrdinate branch of the Government was to pro- 
vide only for two mileages for one Congress, beginning at each 
regular session. It was undoubtedly framed, and as I think 
unjustly framed, to prohibit mileage to Senators who are called 
together in extra session. 

I do not agree that the measure of compensation for Senators 
and Members of the House of Representatives, fixed, as it is, at 
$5,000 per annum with mileage, is a just, proper, or adequate 
compensation for the service rendered. 

The matter of mileage operates unjustly in giving a larger 
compensation to some than to others who perform the same serv- 
ice, except in so far as the amount of travel may be greater, 
which is not now inconvenient to any extent. Such is the law. 
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It is framed in that way, and itis too late now to talk about 
changing it. It does not operate justly at all times upon the 
members of the Senate, and I am glad that the extraordinary 
session of Congress has brought the attention of both Houses of 
Congress to the fact that the law ought to be remodeled. If 
mileage is proper to be allowed, provision should be made here- 
after to allow it for every extraordihary session, whether it em- 
braces the Senate alone or both Houses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is within the power of Congress to pro- 
vide for it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand, as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations says, that it is in the power of Con- 
gress to make provision for it. I only desire to express my 
opinion about the unjust manner in which it has operated here- 
tofore upon the members of this body, and I trust that the chair- 
man of the Committee on 0 eter will see to it herea ter 
that a law shall be so framed that so long as compensation is to 
be allowed in the shape of mileage, provision shall be made for 
its payment at every session of Congress which assembles, includ- 
ing the special sessions of the Senate. 

Ir. BATE. Mr. President, I concur with the Senator from 
Maryland that this ought to be the law, but I do not think it is 
the law. The idea which I have about it is, that when we voted 
for this appropriation at the last extra session it was done in an- 
ticipation of and to make immediately available that which would 
belong to us at the regular session. I believe that now, and 
therefore I do not think that we are entitled to the sum proposed. 
I shall vote to sustain the motion of the Senator from Kansas. 
Iregret that it is not the law. I believe that we should have 
mileage at every session as well as we should at the regular ses- 
sions, but I do not think that it is the law now, and do not pro- 
pose to try to correct the evil in this way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the general law as it appears 
in the Revised Statutes was perhaps wise and proper when 
passed to remedy what was then a possible and not infrequently 
an actual evil. Under the old law, as it existed prior to that 
time, when the President convened the Senate in extra session 
on the 5th day of March, when the regular session of Congress 
had closed on the 4th, it was within the option of every Senator 
to claim his mileage for that extra session, though it only in- 
volved the travel from his Washington residence to the Capitol 
or not, as he chose. To remedy that evil, the act was passed al- 
lowing mileage for regular sessions only; but I do not suppose 
that any Senator or Representative who voted for that law really 
intended to require a member of either House of Congress to 
leave his home, however remote from the capital, and travel to 
Washington to meetin an extra session of Congress without 
compensating him for the expenses and timeof that trip. There 
is, in my judgment, nothing unreasonable, nothing unjust in 
that. 


As to mere constructive mileage, when I am here on the 4th 
of March as a Senator, and I am notified to be here on the 5th or 
6th or 7th, which only involves travel from my Washington res- 
idence to this Chamber, it would be an outrage for me, in m 
judgment, to demand or raise the question of mileage. There 
no mil in if, but if I am at my remote home and I am called 
to leave it at an unusual time and under unusual and extraordi- 
nary circumstances to come tothe Senate Chamber, if there is rea- 
son in allowing me mileage for any trip to Washington there is as 
much reason for allowing it then as at any other time. 

As to the resolution under which the mileaze for the extra 
session convened by the proclamation of the President is con- 
cerned, the original draft of that resolution was that the mile- 
age should be paid to Representatives and Senators in lieu of 
the 1 for the regular session, and upon motion in the 
House of Representatives—if I am permit to refer to that 
body—a vote struck it out and allowed the mileage simply for 
that session, the inevitable result of which, as it seems to me, 
as a legal conclusion is that it leaves the general law standing, 
and every Representative, every Delegate,and every Senator 
entitld to his mileage for the regular session. 

Mr. President, Iam not afraid to do justice to myself as well 
as to the entire constituency which I have the honor to repre- 
sent on this floor. If I am called from my private engagements 
and my home at an unusualand extraordinary time, and have to 
travel from that pot to this and spend whatever time may be 
necessary in the discharge of these public functions, if I can not 
justify the mileage charge, I am willing to take the conse- 
quences; I fear not the result. 

I shall vote against the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. WHITE of California. Mr. President, it appears to me 
that this proposti on is Ese aplainone. Theresolution which 
was passed at the special session did not repeal any part of the 


Statutes of the United States. It simply made available for 


pr use an appropriation theretofore made. There has 

n no re of any law perce for the payment of mile- 
age. The law stands and is in force, and the attempt now to 
overturn it by the process suggested by the Senator who has 
offered the amendment is, in effect, to say that, although that 
law is upon the statute book, although it has never been re- 
pealed, it shall be suspended for the immediate occasion. It is 
not proposed, as the Senator from Kansas has said, to vote 
money into our pockets which is not provided by law. 

There is no gratuity about this provision unless Senators re- 
main in the city of Washington or unless R travel without 
paying the expenses which ought to be due to the carrier trans- 
porting them. For myself, I have crossed the continent seven 
times since I came here last March, and I have been in the habit 
of paying my own fare. I have not learned how to travel with- 
out expense, nor have Ias yet ascertained any mode of obtaining 
revenue from the United Siates Government with the exception 
of that which comes to me as my own personal salary. I see no 
objection whatever to taking this money as mileage which the 
law says belongs to us. It is provided upon the theory that we 
expend money in coming here and in traveling from various 
parts of this great country. As the law has not been repealed, 
and as there has been no method adopted heretofore for its abro- 
gation, I donot propose to suspend it. 

I think that the small amount of money which the bill pro- 
poses to give to a Senator is little enough under all the circum- 
stances; but whether that be so or not, I have not fixed that law, 
I have had no part or parcel in arranging it. It is the law that 
I find here. 

If there is any point in the remarks made in this Chamber in 
reference to the donation of money from the Treasury they apply 
to the antecedent joint resolution which has been passed. The 
money has been paid under that measure. Those remarks are 
not at 8 the present occasion when we simply pro- 
pose m e that money which is provided forus by the Federal 
statute. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the joint resolution passed at the 
extra session of Congress with reference to the payment of mile- 
age was understood by me to be simply ananticipation of the mile- 
age of the regular session. I believe that was generally under- 
stood to be the fact. [have been in the Senate for some seventeen 
years. There have been numerous extra convocations of Con- 
gress. I have known more than one attempt to collect double 
mileage for a session of Congress. I have never known one to 
be successful. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. What does he mean by double mileage for 
a session of Congress“? 

Mr. COKE. I mean an attempt to collect more than one mile- 
age for the regular session; that is, an attempt to collect itfora 
preceding extra session. 

Mr. HARRIS. Double mileage for a session of Con is 
one thing and mileage for separate sessions of Congress is quite 
another thing. I beg to call the attention of tho Senator to the 
distinction. 

Mr. COKE. Iwill accept the Senator's amendment of my re- 
mark. Ihave never known more than one mile ge to be paid 
duriog one session of Congress, and I have known repeated 
efforts to collect mileage on account of the meeting of an extra 
session of Congress. I remember two occasions at least when a 
bill similar to the 5 was before the Senate and 
wus voted down. No . has ever yet passed any such bill 
or any such clause to a bill. 

I submit that in the present condition of the country this is a 
bad time to start out to establish such a precedent. I shall vote 
against retaining the provision in the bill, because I do not be- 
lieve Congress should pass it. I believe it has been generally 
understood that a member of Congress who comes to Washing- 
ton will get mileage once, and then as many times as may be 
necessary for him to come in order to attend extra sessions he 
must come without additional mileage. That has been my under- 
standing. That is the way the members of Congress have been 
treated heretofore, and I see no feason why we should make an 
exception in this instance. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if I felt as the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] hus expressed himself, that this 
is a gratuity we are voting to ourselves, I certainly would take 
the position he assumes in reference to the proposition tostrike 
out the clauses under consideration. We have no right to give 
gratuities of this character. If we have the right to appropri- 
ate funds that under existing law we are fairly entitled to, the 
condition of the Treasury, whether it is plethoric or lean, has 
nothing to do with the question. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] says that in seventeen 
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years of service here he has attended several extra sessions. In 
my eleven years of service here I have attended several extra 
sessions of the Senate, but no extra session of The 
last extra session of Congress that was called was in 1879, and 
the reason for it will probably be ebene Er those who are 
familiar with the history of Congressional legislation about that 
time. The Army appropriation bill failed at the regular ses- 
sion, and immediately upon the expiration of the Congress, on 
the 4th day of March, the Executive issued a proclamation con- 
vening Congress in extraordinary session, and it met in the same 
same month of March. I doubt whether but few of those who 
lived any distance from the capital went to their homes. There 
was no equity in their being paid mileage for their attendance at 
that extra session, just as there is no equity in the proposition 
that when the Senate of the United States is called in extraor- 
dinary session, as it usually is after the 4th of March, at which 
a President is inaugurated, there should be mileage paid to the 
Senators of the United States who are in attendance at that ses- 
sion. ‘ 

But the case before us is very different. Congress adjourned 
on the 4th day of March, and on the 7th day of August, after all 
had gone to their homes and were engaged, perhaps, in that pri- 
vate business which receives so much neglect and is so much a 
matter of incidental loss to the holding of a position in Con- 
gress, we were called again to come here. I submit that the 
equities are with us who say that for that coming and going 
back to our homes after Congress adjourned early in November 
mileage is fairly due. 

Jam not one of those who believe that the compensations in 
the way of mileage, and in the way of allowance yearly to mem- 
bers of Congress for stationery, postage, etc., is the best way of 
paying members of Congress. I think the better plan would be, 
if $5,000 per annum is not sufficient, to make the sum larger and 
cut off the $125 a year that is allowed for postage, and let mem- 
bers of Congress pay their postage and their stationery out of 
the amount that is given to them as a lump sum for their com- 
pensation. 

We came here, as I said, in-August, 1893, and we returned 
to our homes early in November. Why should we notin equity 
receive the compensation that is allowed by law for that going 
and coming? It seems to me that is very small compensation 
to those of us who were deprived during the last summer of the 
opportunity of a vacation, if we desired to spend the time in 
recreation, or the opportunity to attend to our private business, 
if necessity compelled that that should be done. 

But not only is the equity with us, but the law is with the 
3 that comes from the House of Representatives. It 

been well construed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE], who calls attention to the language of the act, that the 
sum was made available to pay Senators, Members, and Delegates 
for attendance on the first session of the Fifty-third Congress, 
and that was the extra session. This, on our record, on our 
Calendar, and on all the books at the Secretary's desk, is the 
second session of the Fifty-third Congress, and it is the regular 
session that is provided for by the law. 

The First Comptroller of the Treasury is usually believed to 
bea pretty sound lawyer. I have not the pleasure of a personal 
acquaintance with Mr. Bowler, who now that position, but 
I take it he is a man well fitted to decide upon questions that 
arise between claimants and the Government of the United 
States, and that he applies to statutes that are appropriating in 
their character that strict construction which must come to laws 
that regulate payments from the Government to the individual— 
a strict construction that favors the Government and is adverse 
to the individual. I find that he has written to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of another body a letter dated the 28th of November, 18 
where he construes the existing law providing that mileage s 
be paid for a regular session of Congress and that section of the 
appropriation act of last year which has been referred to. His 
letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 28, 1393. 
Sm: I am in receipt of yours of the 27th instant, asking whether you will 
be authorized in paying mileage to Members and Delegates of the House of 
tatives, third „tor their attendance at the approach- 
session without further action of Congress. 
by section 17 of the act of July 28, 1866, 


reply thereto I a ee 
which is the law eage to be to members of Co: they 
are to be allowed 20 cents per mile, to estimated by the nearest route 
usually traveled in go to and returning from each re session.” As 
thea: session is the regular session auth by law, under the 
pro of said section, Representatives and Delegates are entitled to re- 


Abbe resolution red A 21, 1893, making immediately availabl 

e resolution approv' ugust 21, available 

thea priation fort the payment of mileage for the fiscal year 1894 and au- 

the Pitz third 3 ald 5 . 
x mgress, no y 

authorized the payment of mafleage tor upon the late 5 —— 


nary session. 
As no new appropriation has been made for mileage, the amount of $130,000 


ted in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act ap- 


a 
peo March 3. 1893, can not be exceeded. You will, therefore, have to gov- 


R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller. 
Hon. HERMAN W. SNOW, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives. 


So we have there the decision of one of the law officers of the 
Government specially charged with the consideration of ques- 
tions of this character, and he so construes the law. It seems 
to me that we can very safely stand upon his construction of it. 

Mr. President, I have very little sympathy with the constant 
appeal that we hear to the dear people. Iam one of the dear 
people, Ihope: I believe that I feel as fully the obligation that 
is upon me to protect their interests as any of my associates 
here; but I confess I grow very tired at times of this constant 
threat that we shall hear from the people if we do not do so and 
so. Iam willing to trust myself to the people. I do not believe 
they want a service here that is self-sacrificing. I do not be- 
lieve they desire that the men whom they send to either House of 
Congress shall give the force of their talent and their ability and 
their whole strength without a fair and reasonable compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, when the joint resolu- 
tion passed the Senate near the close of the extra session I did 
not misunderstand it then nor do I misunderstand its i 
now. It is clearly within the terms of the joint resolution that 
the appropriations made in the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation act were to cover the mileage of Senators 
and Members during the fiscal year 1894; and according to the 
terms of the joint resolution that money, for reasons obvious to 
everybody, was made immediately available. As I understood 
the legislation at the time it was that the mileage for the regular 
session of 1894 was advanced for the convenience of Senators. 

I do not care whether a Senator isoverpaid or underpaid; that 
has nothing to do with the question. The question before the 
Senate now is, has there been since the organization of the 
Federal Government a mileage paid to members of this body or 
of the other House for anextra session of Congress? I think you 
will look in vain—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me,I will cite him to 
a very recent precedent. 

Mr. MOP ON. LIshould be glad to hear it. 7 

Mr. HARRIS. Atan extra session of Congress conyened re- 
cently there was a joint resolution passed to pay the mileage of 
Members and Senators for that extra session, leaving the gen- 
eral law to pay for regular sessions just as it is found on the 
statute book. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is it the 
by the Senator from Mississip 
nessee alludes? 


icular measure that was read 
to which the Senator from Ten- 


Mr. HARRIS. I take it for ted it is; but I beg to remind 
the Senator of the explanation I have already twice made on the 
floor that originally, when it was introduced, it contained a pro- 


viso. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is the proviso, if the Senator from 
Tennessee will permit me to read it. - 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri will read the pro- 
viso. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is as follows: 

Provided, That payments hereunder shall be in lieu of mileage authorized 
by law for attendance at the first regular or the next session of the Fifty- 
third Congress. 


Mr. HARRIS. On motion that proviso was stricken out, 
which means unmistakably that the mileage provided for by 
that join resolution was for the extra session, leaving the gen- 
eral law standing upon the statute book just as it stood before 
allowing mileage for the regular session when that session should 
convene. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I thank the Senator from Tennessee for 
calling my attention to the action of the Senate with respect to 
the joint resolution as it was originally introduced. I was not 
aware of that fact. Certainly I knew of no such proceeding; 
and that action would probably give the Senator the right to 


‘say that the joint resolution did authorize the payment of mile- 


age for the present session. 

Mr. HA S. Unmistakably. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, let me read it as it came into the 
Senate as an original measure, and see what impression every 
Senator would gain from the joint resolution: 

That the ebb es) for mileage of Senators, Members of the House of 
Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories made in the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation act for thefiscal year 1894 * * * be, 
and the same are hereby, made immediately available. 

I think few Senators understood that joint resolution to mean 
anything else except to advance the money due to us under the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for 1894. 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


439 


I want to say that I think this is a very poor time indeed for 
Congress to begin toappropriate money out of the public Treas- 
ury and make a new rule and precedent for their action. That 
consideration will control my vote. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the Sen- 
ate, but I wish to say that this is a very clear proposition to my 
mind. What is the provision for mileage intended for? Why 
is it distinct from the general compensation paid to a Senator? 
Evidently it is that every member of ress shall have the 
means of coming to the place where the public business is to be 
transacted. That is the only object of it; and why compensation 
for this purpose should be provided at one time and not at an- 
other is a question which those who object to this provision in 
the bill must answer. The sare money, the public business, 
and the interests of the people (if this Government is worth any- 
thing and those matters are to be considered) require thatevery 
member of Congress appointed to the duty of legislation shall 
have the means of coming here to represent the people and pro- 
tect their interests, and it is just as obligatory at one time as at 
another that the means shall be provided by which the repre- 
sentatives of the people are enabled tobe here. That is the ob- 
ject of the law. If they are required to come here ten times in 
a year, and there are amongst them men who are too poor to 
come, their expenses ought to be paid as the only way of cer- 
tainly securing their 5 here. 

Now, in regard to this being a bad time for such an N 
ation, let me say that the le of the United States who are 
suffering and who need relief, and great relief, and great ex- 
penditures on the part of the Government, will not be injured 
one penny by the appropriation. Indeed their benefit and the 
advancement of their interests lie in paying the expenses of Sen- 
atorsand Representatives in coming here and in Congress adopt- 
ing broad measures for the relief of the people who are suffering 
now by the hundreds of thousands throughout the country. 

Mr. President, Iam in favor of paying mileage at every ses- 
sa of Congress. If that has not been the law it ought to be the 

W 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I find the statute which the 
joint resolution passed at the extraordinary session seems to 
amend quoted in the rules of this body, on page 287, and I read 
that portion which I believe pertains to the question now under 
consideration: 

The compensation of each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Con- 
gress shall be $5,000 per annum; and, in addition thereto mil at the rate 
of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route traveled in 
going to and ret from each regular session: Provided, That hereafter, 

e accounts of Senators shall be certified by the President of the Sen- 
ate, and those of Representatives and Delegates by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. 
£ 2 ta two sessions only, to be paid in the following manner, to wit: 
On the tday of each session, each Senator, Representative, and 

Delegate shall receive his mileage for one session; and at the 

the second regular session of the Congress, each tor, Represen: 
and Delegate shall receive his mileage for such second session. 

Clearly in the pronos of this statute the only mileage that 
members of the House or Senators are entitled to is the mileage 
that is to be paid at the two regular sessions of Congress pro- 
vided for by the Constitution. 

When the joint resolution was at the extraordinary 
session it was simply a measure anticipating the payment of the 
mileage which would have fallen due to Senators at this time. 
Under the law as it existed at fhat time we were not entitled to 
any mileage until the first regular session of Co that is, 
on the first Monday of December. Now, to anticipate the pay- 
ments that would be due at this time the following joint resolu- 
tion was passed: l 

Resolved, etc., That the appropriations for mileage of Senators, Members 
of the House of Representatives, and from the Territories madein 
the legislativa, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 
18M. a ved March 3, 1893, be, and the same are hereby, made immediately 
a e and authorized to be d to Senators, Members of the House of 
om the Territories for attendance on the 


The statute, if it means anything, means simply that in lieu of 
the date of payment for the regular session, which would be this 
month, we permitted its payment in advance of the time fixed 
by gencral statute; and whenever we took compensation under 

joint resolution passed at the extrao session we took 
the compensation that was provided for by general statute re- 
lating to the question of mileage. 

Mr. DUBO Mr. President, will the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to me? ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. - 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator is entirely mistaken in his prem- 
ises. I imagine that he is the only Senator on this floor who 
did not fully understand that the mileage which was voted the 
last time was not in lieu of the mileage which we were to re- 
ceive at the present session. Here is the debate in the other 
House at the last session which was used there yesterday. Mr. 


of 


HOLMAN, at the last session, offered an amendment to the joint 
resolution, as follows: 


Provided, That payments hereunder shall be in lieu of mileage authorized x 
by law for attendance at the first regular or the next session of the Fifty- 
third Congress. 


That was stricken out. Mr. O'Neill, since deceased, who was 
combating Mr. HOLMAN’s proviso, said what I will read: 

I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Suppose this called :ession 
should not continue very long, as the country hopes it will not. Sup x 
for instance, having acted upon the financial question, having 
purchasing clause of the Sherman bill, and having given the 
right to issue circulation up to the par value of their bonds; suppose 
should get away by the Ist of October, does the gentleman's joint resolution 
propose that we shall not have mileage for coming to this extra session. to 
which we have been called properly by the President of the United States, 
and not by any act of ours? 

Mr. HOLMAN replied: 
This measure does not prejudge that subject. It leaves it all open. 


And the result of that debate was that they struck out the 
words in lieu of mileage for the nextsession.” We understood 
itin the Senate. The House debated it and passed the provision 
for mileage at the last session with the understanding that we 
were to get the mileage at this session. The Senator from Ne- 
braska is laboring under a misapprehension as to the fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. With all deference to the Senator from Idaho, 
I will say that I am not laboring under any misapprehension as 
to the language of the joint resolution making available the ap- 
propriation passed at the extra session. {f the joint resolution 
means anything, and I take itfrom the language it contains, it 
means simply to make available the 1 which would 
not have been due until this month. The language of the joint 
resolution is that it shall be made immediately available; that 
is, imply ing that under the general statute it would not be avail- 
able until regular session which convened the first Monday 
of the present month. 

Under my construction of the statute we are powerless to touch 
any more of the mopzy of the people without some express act 
appropriating it. Tae joint resolution makes it as express asit 
is possible for the English language to express a thing, that we 
were simply tolling the statute in advance, which would have 
given us compensation now instead of giving it to us in August 
or September. According to my view of the matter we have no 
right under this bill to put our hands into the pockets of the 
people of this country and take money from them that there is 
no statute in existence authorizing. I hope the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 

uestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 

[Mr. PEFFER] to strike out the clauses on page 9 of the 

bill from line 15 to line 19, inclusive, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote nay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH(when his name was called). I 8 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. ere he 
present I should vote nay. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his named was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I 
do not see him in the Chamber. I am informed by his colleague 
[Mr. PROCTOR] that the senior Senator from Vermont would 
vote ‘‘nay” if present. I record my vote nax.“ 

Mr. Mc AN (when his name was called). I am pai 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I do not 
know how he would vote if present, and I withhold my vote. If 
he were present I should vote nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were 
present I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], but 
I am advised that if present he would vote nay.“ I will there- 
fore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. WALTHALL’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] has been unavoidably detained from 
the Senate for several days. He is paired generally with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I have had no con- 
ference with my colleague on the subject and I donot know how 
he would vote if he were here. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. Iam informed that 
if present he would vote nuy.“ I will therefore vote. I vote 


The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). Iam 


paired with the Senator from Missouri Mr. VEST] on political 
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questions. I have consulted with his colleague, and I am per- 
mitted to vote in this instance. I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I am re- 
minded that I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY]; but I have been informed that I am at liberty to vote on 
this question. 

The vote was recapitulated by the Secretary. 

Mr.ALLISON. Under the circumstances, not knowing how 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] would vote if present, I 
withdraw my vote. ~ 

Mr. DUBOIS. I was requested by the Senator from Montana 
yee POWER], who has no colleague in the Senate, to announce 

pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. 
My colleague [Mr. SHoup] is paired with the Senator from Louis- 
jana [Mr. WHITE]. 

The result was announced -yeas 12, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Allen, Chandler, Hill y 
Bate, Coke, A Peffer, 
Berry, George, McPherson, Platt. 
NAYS—41 
Balis 1 GORDAN Mitchell, Oregon Stock bridge 
utler, e 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan, jie, 
Cullom, Hawley, Murphy. Voorhees, 
Davis. oar, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dolph. Hunton, Perkins, te, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Proctor, Wilson. 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
e, le, Ranso 
G x; Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—32. - 
ch, Daniel, Manderson, Smith, 
Allison, Dixon, Morrill, Squire, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Palmer, Vance, 
Caffery, Gray, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Power, Vilas, 
Cameron, Quay, Walthall, 
Carey, Irby, White, La. 
Colquitt, Me Shoup, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senate to take up the concurrent 
resolution I submitted on the 18th instant, to appoint a joint com- 
mittee to consider the subject of the Nicaraguan Canal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, reported yes- 
terday from the Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a com- 
mittee, to consist of three Senators (to be appointed by the President of 
the Senate) and three members of the House of Representatives (to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker) be raised, Whose duty it shall be to examine into 
and report upon the present condition of the Maritime Canal of Nicaragua, 
now being constructed under a charter granted by the Congress of the 
United States and under concessions granted by the States of Nic:ragua 
and Costa Rica, and the prospect of the completion of said work under the 
control and with means to be raised by the said Maritime Canal Company 
of 3 and such other matters connected with the construction and 
control of said canal as may better enable Congress to determine what leg- 
islation, if any; is * And necessary for the promotion ot the general 
welfare of the people and Government of the United States. 

SEC. 2. That committee may hold its sessions during the session of 
Congress at any place in the United States. and may proceed to Nicaragua 
and boats Rica and there conduct the examinations uired by these reso- 
lutions; and the expenses of said committee inc on the part of the 
Senate shall be out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and the ex- 
penses incurred on the part of the House of Representatives shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of said House. 

Sud. 3. The said joint committeg shall choose its chairman and appointa 
clerk and sten pher and ase t-at-arms, who shall have, respectively, 
an allowance of 8 per diem while in the service ofthe committee. And said 
committee shall report upon the matters committed to them by these reso- 


By ony 4. That the President of the United States is authorized and re- 
quested to detail one engineer officer of the Army or Navy to accompany said 
committee and assist in its labors. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that a 
resolution, whether Senate or concurrent, that makes a charge 
upon the contingent fund of the Senate must go by law to the 
5 to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

nate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will inform the Senator from Tennessee 
that this resolution was referred to that committee and has been 
unanimously Saale favorably. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg Oonsof the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama to proceed to the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama, 


whether in the last clause of the resolution it would not be better 
to leave out the word “engineer,” and to leave it in the dis- 
cretion of the President to detail one or more. There are several 
officers in the Army and Navy who have had experience in con- 
nection with the canal, but who are not engineer officers. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will move to amend the resolution in that 
particular. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
moves to amend the last clause of the resolution. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

iyn SECRETARY. Amend section 4 of the resolution, so asto 
read: 

SEC. 4. That the President of the United States is requested to detail one 
or more officers of the Army or Navy to attend said committee and assist 
in its labors. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out of the resolution the words 
that the committee ‘‘shall choose its chairman.” I hope the 
Senator from Alabama will make no objection to this amendment. 
As I understand the proceeding in joint committees of the two 
Houses, each committee maintains its own authority and au- 
tonomy, and each has a chairman of its own. Tais would seem 
to proceed on the ground, if there shall be one chairman of the 
whole committee that it is a single body, in which perhaps four 
members of the House and one Sena or might vote down two 
Senators, or a majority of the committee of the Senate. I do 
not mean that any such thing will occur, but I merely make the 
suggestion for the purpose of having the precedents kept as I 
think they should be. I suppose it will make no practical dif- 
ference here. 

Mr, MORGAN. I was in doubt as to what the precedent ison 
the subject. I will modify that part of the resolution. I move 
to strike out the words in regard to choosing a chairman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 1, after the word shall,” 
strikeout the words choose its chairman and;“ so as to read: 


That said joint committee shall appoint a clerk and stenographer, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 


Mr. DOLPH. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his opinion incom- 
patible with the public interests, to communicate to the Senate the diplo- 
matic 5 since June 16, 1892, together with such views of hisown 
as he may K ok 9 to express, in regard to the failure of the Spanish 
Government to pay the indemnity ‘eed to be paid by that Government in 
the year 1886 to the United States Government for the benefit of Antonio 
Maximo Mora, a citizen of the United States. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
the request to the President to communicate his own views is a 
very extraordinary provision in a resolution. I have no objec- 
tion to requesting the President to communicate the facts in the 
case, but object to requesting the President to communicate his 
own views to Congress about the matter. I suggest that that 
clause ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is all left to the discretion of the President. 
I do not think there can be any objection to the resolution, but 
I do not care about insisting on that part of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to modify it in that 


respect. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will strike out that portion of the resolution. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Oregon if the information asked for by the resolution is not ob- 
tainable by making a request of the State Department. What 
is the necessity to pass resolutions day after day calling on the 
President for information when the fact is ascertainable at the 
Department? 

Mr. DOLPH. All the previous correspondence has been 
printed and this is a request for an official document, which is 
accessible. There is a resolution pending before the Committee 
on Foreign Relations directing action by this Government to 
secure the collection of the claim, and action upon the resolu- 
tion has been suspended on account of the correspondence be- 
tween the State Department and the Spanish Government. The 
object of the resolution is to call for this recent correspondence 
in order that the committee may have the whole matter before 
it. I have no objection to striking out that portion of the reso- 
lution objected to by the Senatorfrom Maryland. I will modify 
the resolution in that respect. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After 1892,“ in the third line, strike out 


1893. 
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the words together with such views of his own as he may think 
proper to express;” so as to mie the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his opinion incompati- 
ble with the public interests, to communicate to the Senate the diplo- 
matic correspon ience since June 16, 1892, in regard to the failure of the 
S Government, ete. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the 
New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York 
City and the State of New song; 

he message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
eurrent resolution providing for the adjournment of the two 
Houses of Congress from Thursday, the 2lst day of December 
present, to Monday, the 3d day of January, 1894; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the resolution which has just been 
received from the House of Representatives be read at the desk 
for the information of the Senate. I think there is a mistake 


in it. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 


the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2ist day of December present, 
they stand adjourned until Monday, the 3d day of January, 1894. 


Mr. HOAR. There is some mistake in the resolution, 
probably made in the engrossment. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was just going to make a suggestion in 
regard to the matter. I ask unanimous consent to xe up the 
resolution for consideration, and amend it by striking out Mon- 
day” and inserting ‘‘ Wednesday.” 

r. HALE. That would not change the date? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would not change the date, but simply 
the day. Then we can send back the resolution to the other 
House for concurrence in our amendment and we shall be done 
with it. I hope unanimous consent will be given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. Is there objection? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out Monday“ and to in- 
sert Wednesday,” so as to read, Wednesday, the 3d day of 
January, 1894.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagree: votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) to authorize the New 
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Hudson River between New York City and the State of New Jer- 
sey, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend, to their respective House as follows: i 
3 That the House recede from its disagreement to amendments numbered 

1. 2. 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, and 10, and agree to same. 

That the Senate recedefrom so much of amendment numbered 9 as is con- 
tained in lines 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20,21, and 22, page 2, and that the House recede 
from its disagreement to so much of amendment numbered 9 as is contained 
in lines 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27, page 2, and agree to same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 11. 
line 7, page 5, and agree to the same with an amendment, inse: after 
the word act a colon and the words: ‘Provided further, That if such com- 
pany, under this authority, shall build a pier in said river outside of the 
pier-head lines on either side thereof, then all of the subdivisions of this 
act, reat subdivision ‘First,’ shall apply to said company; so that the 

Tiguth, ‘The right to amend, alter, modify, orrepeal this act is hereby 
as th. The t to amen r. m or repe act is hereby re- 
gated: and the provisions of subdivision 3 of this act shall be extended to 
any other bridge com y, heretofore authorized by Congress to bridgesaid 
- river at New York City: Provided, That such company shall submit plans 
and location of its bridge, pursuant thereto, to the Secretary of War within 
one year after the e of this act: Provided further, That if such com- 
pany, under this authority, shall build a pier in said river outside of the 
eee on either side thereof. then all of the provisions of all the sub- 
visions of this act, except subdivision ‘First,’ shall apply to said com- 
pany.” 


Itwas 


A. P. GORMAN, 
G. G. VEST, 


WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
T. J. GEARY, 


L. FLETCHER, 
Conferees on the part of the House of Representatives. 
The report was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. KYLE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 0 clock 
and 52 minutes, p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, December 21, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 20, 1893. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William H. Brawley, of South Carolina, to be United States 
district judge for the district of South Carolina, vice Charles H. 
Simonton, appointed United States circuit judge for the fourth 
judicial circuit. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


William N. Hailmann, of La Porte, Ind., to be superintendent 
of Indian schools, vice Daniel Dorchester, resigned, to take ef- 
fect January 16, 1893. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John Russell, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, to succeed Wil- 
liam Davis, resigned. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Abraham Boynton, of Elk Point, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land 3 at Mitchell, S. Dak., vice Reuben N. Kratz, to be re- 
moved. 

John M. Davis, of Huron, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Huron, S. Dak., vice James McDowell, whose term of 
office will expire January 2, 1894. 

John W. Fer; n, of Minden, Nebr., to be register of the 
land 1 at Lincoln, Nebr., vice William H. Clark, to be re- 
moved. 

William A. Hocker, of Evanston, Wyo., to be register of the 
land office at Evanston, Wyo., vice George C. L.Goodman, to be 
removed. 

hraim S. Johnston, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be register of the 
land office at Cheyenne, Wyo., vice Edward P. Champlin, whose 
term of office will expire December 29, 1893. 

Joseph Patterson, of Grayling, Mich., to be register of the 
land p ce at Grayling, Mich., vice Oscar Palmer, to be re- 
moved. 

Mark W. Sheafe, of Watertown, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Watertown, S. Dak., vice Franklin P. Phillips, to 
be removed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


C. Boyd Barrett, of Aberdeen, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lie 1 at Aberdeen, S. Dak., vice Charles J. Macleod, re- 


ed. 
ush Culver, of L’Anse, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Marquette, Mich., vice Thomas D. Meads, to be removed. 

John B. Hanten, of Watertown, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Watertown, S. Dak., vice Robert E. Carpenter, 
whose term of office will expire January 2, 1894. 

Austin D. Hill, of Miller, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Huron, S. Dak., vice Orrin W. Bair, whose term of 
office will expire January 8, 1894. 

Cyrus D. Kelley, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Cheyenne, Wyo., vice Leroy Grant, whose term of 
office will expire January 8, 1894. K 

Frank Mills, of Hilliard, Wyo., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Evanston, Wyo., vice Frank M. Foote, whose term of of- 


fice will expire January 8, 1894. 
William T. Skelton, of Akron, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Akron, Colo., vice George C. Reed, to be removed. 


Richard D. Welch, of Mitchell, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Mitchell, S. Dak., vice ae W. Wheelock, whose 
term of office will expire January 8, 1894. 


POSTMASTERS. 


James J. Brown, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Perry and State of Alabama, in the place of Mary Pittillo, 
whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Joseph T. McGehee, to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Alabama, in the place of Ber- 
nard T. Ludwig, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 


Leslie M. Dennis, to be postmaster at Redding, in the coun 
of Shasta and State of California, in the place of Chauncey C. 
Bush, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. f 
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August F. Domine, to be postmaster at Cloverdale, in the 
county of Sonoma and State of California, in the place of Wil- 
liam P. Brush, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Austin Hawkins, to be eee at Yreka, in the county of 
Siskiyou and State of ifornia, in the place of Alonzo E. 
ie ory whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

liam J. Miller, to be postmaster at San Rafael, in the 
county of Marin and State of California, in the place of Simon 
F. Barstow, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Francis E. Fitzpatrick, to be postmaster at Stafford Springs, 
in the county of Tolland and State of Connecticut, in the place 
of Marcia G. Whiton, whose commission expires December. 19, 


1893. 

Marshall P. Ryder, to be postmaster at Plainville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Ed- 
win I. Tomlinson, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

William F. Lee, to be 5 at Pensacola, in the county 
of Escambia and State o Florida, in the place of Frederick C. 
Humphreys, whose commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Martin Collins, to be postmaster at Cartersville, in the county 
of Bartow and State of Georgia, in the place of Walter Akerman, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

J. B. M. Winburn, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Hall and State of Georgia, in the place of William A. 
Wood, resigned. 

B. G. Allensworth, to be postmaster at Pekin, in the county 
of Tazewell and State of ois, in the place of Richard D. 
Smith, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

_ Charles F. Ballweg, to be postmaster at Edwardsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas 
M. Crossman, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

F. Charles Donohue, to be postmaster at Freeport, inthe county 
of Stephenson and State of Illinois, in the place of Smith D. 
Atkins, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Edmund B. McClanahan, to be tmaster at Waukegan, in 
the county of Lake and State of Illinois, in the place of Clarence 
A. Murray, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Lewis McCoy, to be postmaster at Golconda, in the county of 
Pope ane State of Illinois, in the place of John M. Boicount, de- 
ceased. 

Pinkney L. McNabb, to be postmaster at McLeansboro, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles 
M. Lyon, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

John H. Schulte, to be postmaster at Havana, in the county of 
Mason and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward J. Krampff, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Charles N. Smith, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the 
county of Boone and State of Illinois, in the place of R. G. Whit- 
man, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Frank G. Wood, to be postmaster at Gerard, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois, in the place of M. V. Kitzmiller, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Eugene Lewis, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Indiana, in the place of Isaac Davis, whose 
commission expires December 19, 1893. 

Charles Spinney, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county 
of Newton, and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry H. Down- 
W commission expires December 19, 1893. 

illiam H O Connell, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the 
county of Audubon and State of Iowa, in the place of E. B. 
Cousins, resigned. 

Charles N. Berner, to be postmaster at Clifton, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas, in the place of William 
Murdock. resigned. 

Abbie E. Libby, to be postmaster at Marysville, in thecount 
of Marshall and State of Kansas, in the place of Leroy W. 
Libby, deceased. 

John B. Powell, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Boyd and State of Kentucky, in the place of james S. Ogden, 
whose commission expired December 10, 1893. 

William P. Walker, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the 
county of Anderson and State of Kentucky, in the place of 
Thomas J. Ballard, resigned. 

W. O. Braden, to be Her seca shed at Grayling, in the county of 

‘Crawford and State of Michigan, in the eee of J. M. Jones, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Herbert A. Burch, to be postmaster at Dowagiac, in the 
county of Cass and State of Michigan, in the place of J. O. Be- 
craft, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

H. A. Scott, to be postmaster at Ludington, in the county of 
Mason and State of Michigan, in the place of W. H. Hudson, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

William V. Berry, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Callaway and State of Missouri, in the place of John F. 0, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

John D, Tolson, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of 
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Howard and State of Missouri, in the of George C. Eaton, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

M. Y. Rusk, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county of 
Linn and State of Missouri, in the place of Warren D. Crandall, , 
whose commission expires ‘December 21, 1893. 

Sherman M. Smith, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the 
county of Livingston and State of Missouri, in the place of John 
W. Toppass, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

George A. Herzog, to be postmaster at Harvard, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska, in the place of George W. Mar- 
tin, resigned. 

Frank P. Hobbs, to be postmaster at Wolfhairboro, in the 
county of Carroll and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
Forest W. Peavey, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Frank M. Parker, to be postmaster at Hillsboro Bridge, in 
the county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the 

eee Witt C. Newman, whose commission expired Decem- 

r19, $ f 

A. G. Foogman, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Traill and State of North Dakota, in the place of Olins Ander- 
son, resigned. 

Joseph W. Falknor, to be tmaster at Covington, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio, in the place of John S. Dol- 
linger, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

lavius A. Hart, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of 
Lorain and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. Steel, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Benjamin F. Sonnenstine, to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in 
the county of Medina and State of Ohio, in the place of Eli Over- 
holt, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Joseph B. Kershaw, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Kershaw and State of South Carolina, in the place of George 
G. Alexander, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

55 H. Lyle, to be postmaster at Johnson City, in the count 
of Washington and State of Tennessee, in the place of J. M. 
Martin, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Nathaniel J. Mills, to be postmaster at Corsicana, in the county 
of Navarro and State of Texas, in the place of Adolph Zadek, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Joseph M. Burke, to be postmaster at Middlebury, in the county 
of Addison and State of Vermont, in the place of John H. Stew- 
art, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

Alfred Ferguson, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the coun 
of Frederick and State of Virginia, in the place of Richard E. 
Griffith, removed. f 

William J. Cutteridge, to be postmaster at Lake Geneva, in 
the county of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
George S. Reed, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

John A. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Washburn, in the count 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Herman J. 
Finstad, whose commission expires December 20, 1893. 

William H. Rohr, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the count; 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Justus T. 
Moak, whose commission expires December 20; 1893. 

Charles Sorenson, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the 
county of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming, in the place of 
1 F. Menough, whose commission expires December 20, 
1893. : 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Brecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1893. 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

‘Wayne MacVeagh, of Pennsylvania, to be ambassador extra- 

ordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. . ; 

John B. Riley, of New York, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Ottawa, Canada. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

First Lieut, Eben Swift, Fifth Cavalry, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. J. Y. Mason Blunt, Fifth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, 

‘ Artillery arm. 

Second Lieut. George W. Gatchell, Fourth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Colden L’H. Ruggles, Third Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Palmer G. Wood, regimental quartermaster 
Twelfth Infantry, to be captain. 
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Second Lieut. Odon Gurovits, Eleventh Infautry, to be first 


lieutenant. 
Signal Corps. 
First Lieut. William A. Glassford, to be captain. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


James H. Forney, of Idaho, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Idaho. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Louis W. Pratt, of New York, to be collector of internal reve- 

nue for the fourteenth district of New York. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Isaac Coombs, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of 
Knox and State of Maine. 

Giles Devier, to be postmaster at Harrisonburg, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of Virginia. 

H. W. Kinzer, to be postmaster at Front Royal, in the county 
of Warren and State of Virginia. 

John O. Perkins, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

Rufus F. Ingalls, to be postmaster at Gorham, in the county of 
Coos and State of New Hampshire. 

James Gillen, jr., to be postmaster at Houlton, in the county 
of Aroostook and State of Maine. 

Calvin Clendenin, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Jeremiah G. Shaw, to be postmaster at Biddeford, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

R. J. Bouchelle, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Boone and State of Missouri. 

Edward C. Morrisse X to 5 at Jackson, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 20, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
ae Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
r PURE-FOOD BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask to refer the bill H. R. 4863 
to the Committee on Agriculture. I suppose strictly under the 
rule it would go to the Committee on Interstate and- Foreign 
Commerce. ' 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4863) to prevent the adulteration and misbranding of food and 
drugs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was referred by the Speaker to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The gentle- 
man from Missouri (Mr. HATCH), under clause 3 of Rule XXII, 
moves that the bill be referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. The Clerk will report that clause of the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 3, Rule XXII: 

All other bills, memorials, and resolutions may in like manner be delivered, 
indorsed with tne names of members introd them, to the ‘er, to 
be by him referred, and the titles and reference thereof, and of all bills, res- 
olutions, and documents referred under the rules, shall be entered on the 
Journal and printed in the RECORD of the next day, and correction in case 
of error of reference may be made by the House, without debate, and im ac- 
cordance with Rule XI, on any day immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, by unanimous consent, or on motionof a committee claiming juris- 
diction, or on the report of the committee to which the bill has been errone- 
ously referred. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the bill read, in 
order that we may know the nature of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understandsfrom the gentleman 
from Missouri that the Committee on Agriculture claims juris- 
` diction of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. The Committee on Agriculture claims juris- 
diction of the bill, and it had jurisdiction during the last Con- 


Mr. WISE. Mr.S er— 

The SPEAKER. e question is not debatable. = 

Mr. WISE. I would like to state that I have no objection to 
the reference Ay ested,so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. K LGORE. . penn entary uiry. 

The SPEAKER. e tleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has the bill just now been introduced? 


The SPEAKER. The bill was introduced on yesterday and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 
and this morning the gentleman from Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, moves to discharge the Committee on In- 


terstate and Foreign Commerce from the further consideration 
of the bill and to refer it to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the bill will be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, as it is asked. The 
gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman from Maine ask 
for its reading; and it will be read so that the House may intel- 
ligently vote on the question of reference. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 89, noes 16. 

Mr. COOMBS and Mr. WARNER. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. [After a pause.] 
In deference to the request of the gentleman from Texas, chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, I am willing that this 
matter rest just as it is, retaining its status before the House, 
and let the gentleman call up his conference report, rather than 
to consume the time now in demanding the yeas and nays and 
getting a quorum. 

Mr. KERY. There are two little matters to come up. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the question of or- 


dering the yeas and nays upon the pending proposition will 
stand open until the Chair has cleared the table and the confer- 
ence report has been di EOR S 

Mr. KERY. Another report has also to be submitted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to submit a re- 
port. ; 

Mr. WARNER. I understand the question will stand in the 
present shape? 

The SPEAKER. Exactly. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the 
year ending 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. : 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
lary of the Treasury, transmitting the Sixteenth Statistical Ab- 
stract, and requesting that it be printed as soon as practicable; 
which was referred to the ttee on Printing. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting a statement of all final judgments in 
claims arising from Indian depredations under the act approved 
March 3, 1891; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House communications from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings in the cases 
of R. L, Kirby, deceased, against the United States; J. C. Brooks 
against the United States; and G. W. Carter against the United 
States; which were severally referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a statementof the expendi- 
tures of the appropriations for the contingent expenses of the 
Interior Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department, and ordered to be printed. : 


FORT BRIDGER ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S, 165) to provide 
for the disposal of the Fort Bridgerabandoned military reserva- 
tion in the State of Wyoming; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INCREASE OF CAPITOL POLICE FORCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concur- 
rent Senate resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
board of Capitol police be, and they are by, auth prized to 
a t twelve tional policemen at an annual salary of $1,100 each, one - 

to be paid by theSecretary of the Senate and the other half by the Clerk 
of the House of tatlves. out of the appropriations for 
items of the respective Houses, until otherwise provided for. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
that resolution be referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


That th 
2 e 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
of absence for two days, on account of sickness. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana asked leave to print in the RECORD 
' remarks on the bill authorizing States and Territories to tax 


national-bank notes, greenbacks, ete. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that bill has not been reported 
to the House. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly I object to printing in the RECORD 
remarks on a bill that has not been reported. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We all object. 
TARIFF. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on 
Printing, submitted the following report: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 5,000 copies of the 
bill and the report thereon reported from the Committee on Ways and Means 
entitled “A bill to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes.“ with an amendment. The amendment proposed by 
the committee is to strike out 5.000 and inseri . 4,000." 

The committee have considered the House resolution introduced by Mr. 
WILSON of West V a, to print 5,000 copies of the bill. and the repok 
thereon reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, entitled “A bill to 
reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 

„and have directed me to report the same with the recommendation 
that it do pass, with an amendment reducing the number from 5,000 to 4,000. 
This amendment is made necessary for the reason that, under the law, the 
House can not, by a simple resolution, order printing in excess of $500. 

The estimated cost of 4,000 copies is a little less than $500. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, there ought to be a provi- 
sion for the printing of a like number of the views of the mi- 
nority. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The resolution as intro- 
duced by the gentleman from West 9 did not call for the 
printing of the views of the minority. The House can not, bya 
single resolution, order the printing of more than 4,000 copies 
of the report itself and keep within the limit. If the minority 
wish to have 4,000 copies of their views printed that will have 
to be provided for by a separate resolution; and if any gentle- 
man will introduce a resolution to print the views of the minor- 
ity I undertake to say that the Committee on Printing will re- 
port it immediately. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the proper 
way would be to reduce the number of copies of the report to be 
printed by this order, and provide for an oe number of the 
report and of the views of the minority, so that the two might 
go forth together. : 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Printing, 
reducing the number from 5,000 to 4,000, was agreed to. 

The report as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report as amended was adopted, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, after consultation with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, I ask unanimous 
consent that a like number of copies of the views of the minority 
be printed. 

he SPEAKER. Without objection an additional order will 
be made that 4,000 copies of the views of the minority be 
printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751, in the 
city of Washington, D. C. 

FURTHER URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1894, and for other purposes. Will the Chair please state 
how much time was consumed on the report last oyang 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. The gentleman has fifty min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague, Mr. 

HUTCHESON. 
The SPEAKER. The e pers from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
moves that the House further insist on its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coomss] moves that the House recede. The Clerk will report 
the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 1, after line 12, insert: 


“To pay clerks to Senators, and per diem clerks, and those retained in the 
the recess of the Fifty-first Congress, on the 
ptember 30, 1890, $22,088.” 


service of the Senate du 
resolution of the Senate of 


Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I beg the indulgence of this 
House while I seek to illustrate the old adage that a man lives to 
learn. When it was my pleasure to live within the ranks of the 
Democratic party, not participating in its leadership, I wor- 
shiped it as a child worships its mother. When I made my 
canvass, aspiring to the honors of this House, I looked over the 
field of my country and felt as Moses felt when he stood upon 
Mount Pisgah, that the land of Canaan was to be restored to the 
righteous and taken from the hand of the infidel and the robber. 

During that canvass, Mr. Speaker, I gave utterance to senti- 
ments for which Inow wish to apolgize to the Republican party. 
I feel that it is due to both the Democratic and the Republican 
parties that the views which I then entertained of the two or- 
S should be stated here in order that my apology may 

distinctly understood. I see that the gentleman from Kan- 

sas [Mr. SIMPSON] smiles. I propose hereafter to pay my com- 
pliments to his party and to show him what a change has taken 
place in my estimation of that party, for he stood in this House 
esterday as its sole embodiment on the vote on mileage, ‘‘ the 

y upon the burning deck, whence all but him had fled,” and 
ih the flames of battle did not shine upon the dead, but the 

right eyes of his living companions looked into his face and 
smiled at his solitude. [Laughter.] 

Mr. S er, on the memorable occasion to which I have re- 
ferred, I, as a Democrat, said of the Republican party what I 
now pro to retract and to apologize for. In what 1 say now 
I mean simply to repeat what I then said, to set down naught 
in malice and naught extenuate. Looking over the political 
field I used this language: 

The Republican party is effete with plunder, drunk with power. To defeat 
them is to emancipate this great country from sectionalism, from oppres- 
sion, from l pionna from. the embers of hate, and from the passions of ava- 
rice. I believe that the Democratic party is the ty of the people, seeking 
to elevate them, seeking to make them sovereign over all combinations 
and us tions of power, seeking their greatest good; and whatever may 
be its faults, and however it may have blundered, its aspirations are to make 
this Government one of pure and simple democracy, uncorrupted by the 
greed of avarice, uncontaminated by the lust of power, and that when the 
shall come into control their chief ples, their chief boast, will be the boas 
of economy, and their pride will be the pride of simplicity. 

Mr. Speaker, those were my honest sentiments, and I came 
here expecting to see them manifested by this body. 

On the 3d day of November, 1893, I saw this House perpetrate 
what I conceived to be an outrage upon all the sentiments thus 
expressed. I changed my view to this extent: I said the Demo- 
cratic party of the South is all a good party; the Republican 
party of the South and North is all a bad . only that por- 
tion of the Democratic party which is North is corrupt; the 
South is pure and the Populists are spotless and immaculate. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what transpired in this House yesterday 
has changed my sentiments again. I turn the tide of sentiment 
from my first view and my second view, to my third view. I 
stand here to-day to say that between the three parties I had 
rather be a Republican than a Democrat before my country on 
this measure, so help me God. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Why do I say that? 

Mr. POWERS. In behalf of the Republican party, I would 
remind the gentleman that while the p holds out to burn” 
we are willing to take him in. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes; but your party is already overflow- 
ing with sinners. 

Allow me to say that the sentiment which prevails in this 
House is a great astonishment tome. I say it in kindness; but 
when I saw the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]—honest, 
as every man knows him to be—stand before this House and ap- 
peal to its sentiment of right, I saw this House mock a sentiment 
of justice and deride a contention for economy—Democrats. Re- 

ublicans, and Populists—I stood amazed. You had the right to 
differ with him; but the manner in which you breasted the storm 
and avalanche of justice showed the contempt which you had for 
the principles which he advocated, and announced that in your 
heart of hearts you do not esteem and venerate them. 

The Republican party makes no pretensions to economy. 
[Laughter.] It stands here and confesses that it wants to rob 
the people; for it thereby builds up a system of protective 
tariff. 1 thank you, gentlemen [addressing the Republican side 
of the House], for the courage of your expression and for the 
maintenance of your principles. But the Democratic party says 
with holy, uplitted hands, We do not intend to take a dollar 
from the people except it be in the administration of economic 
government; yet gentlemen here pocket, and perhaps I myself 
will pocket, $700 in the teeth of economy. [Laughter, and cries 
of Oh, no!’ Yes, gentlemen, permit me to say to you that I 
tried to save the Government from this extravagance; but if you 
undertake to deplete it, I am not going to allow you to get all 
that isin there. [Laughter.] I do not deny that the provision 
is lawful, but it is extravagant; and were I President I would 


speedily veto it. 
Mr. Speaker, what is it that produced this sentiment in thig 


1893. 
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House? I do not mean to hurt any man's sensibilities. If with 
unbridled lip and an uncircumcised tongue I offend, God knows 
I beg pardon. In order that I might not be misconceived and 
might not trespass beyond the limits of propriety, I have written 
down deliberately what I feel on this subject, expressi 

view as to how it comes about that in the great House of 
mons of America the sentiment of economy is derided and the 
sentiment of simplicity is scorned. Let me read this to you. 

What is it that has constructed this empire of opinion in this 
House? I can understand why the great men, the leaders of this 
House, should scorn economy—I hope the gentleman from New 
York(Mr.TRACEY] will excuse me for alluding to him [laughter|— 
should not descend to economy, for great men scorn so small a 
thing. They hold the proud man’s contumely for so contempt- 
ible a plea; they rise in their greatness and they can not descend 
to things so low; and conscious mediocrity (I do not think there 
are any such men here) likesalways to stand within the shadow 
of tness. That accounts for two elements of this House. 

ut whatis it, Mr. Speaker, that makes the plain man, the 
common citizen who when he is in his canvass at home dresses asa 
lain man and talks asa plain man—whatisit that hascorrupted 
is sentiment or makes him depart from his convictions of what 
is modest economy and just propriety? Let me tell you. Itis 
the great men (so-called leaders) of this House. Let me read 
again, so that I may give no offense. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, those leaders with curled lip send through 
this Hall the contemptuous epithet of demagogue, and feel that 
they have damned the underling—Economy—and crushed its con- 
temptible votaries by that epithet. They rain down the storm 
of detraction; they shoot out their darts of contumely: and with 
these combined arts they drive the sense and the spirit of econ- 
omy from this House. Noman desires to be called a demagogue; 
every man flinches from that epithet; and men here dare not 
stand up under the expression of ill-concealed contempt that is 
hurled at them when they dare advocate on this floor the princi- 
ples of economy which they preach at home. 

These men fly from and surrender their convictions rather 
than wear theepithet. Thus there is created a sentiment which 
cries shame to virtue, calls reverence mockery, friendship a 
sham, platform promises claptrap and false pretenses to catch 
votes, as the leader of Tammany proclaimed in this Hall. 

Mr. MORSE. That is what some of them are. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, sir, I am glad the gentleman rec- 
ognizes one fact which I have stated as true. I hope he will 
cultivate a few more of these sentiments, they will elevate him. 
{Laughter.] K 

In this way this House has become infected with the sentiment 
that a man who dare rise here and advocate economy is an in- 
fernal demagogue, a false pretender, a mean, low, base hypocrite, 
who dare not face this great and grand House with his base pre- 
tensions. 

I recognize, Mr. Speaker, the force of the sentiment created 
by that epithet hurled into this House. I know its power. It 
is the Krupp gun, the dynamite shell that drives the timid and 

earful from the field disconcerted. But let its thunders roar 
and let its lightnings descend athwart this House; 1 pray God 
that some stand undismayed until wrong gives way to right 
and justice sits enthroned where now sits Plunder's god and 
Craft's despoiler. [Applause.] I pray God that economy may 
ain be restored as it existed in the days of Thomas Jefferson, 
when plain men were the nation’s lords. [Applause.] 

If, Mr. Speaker, to believe that economy is right and that ex- 
travagance is plunder, that modest simplicity is grander and 
more glorious than gaudy plunder, constitute a man a demagogue, 
then I hail the epithet as a proud distinction and will wear its 
colors as a badge of honor. [Loud applause.] 

So much, then, for the sentiment. Let us come now to the 
work that is before us, and let me once more renew my appeal to 
this House for a return to economy, especially in this particular 
instance. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that his time be continued. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hayecontrol of the time, ‘and will yield my 
colleague five minutes longer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas be ex- 
tended. Is there objection? 

Mr. SAYERS. I willyield ten minutes more to my colleague, 
as he desires the time. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I had to make this 
apology, because I feel ashamed to come before this House ad vo- 
e which this House so condemus. I never like to 
feel that J am in contempt, and I wish to state why, with the sim- 
plicity of my original feelings, I came here with some expecta- 
tion t there might be such a thing as economy practiced in 
this Government. But it seems to me that that Ts impossible. 


The precedents are all against me, and those feelings are gone 
now like a schoolboy’s tale, or like the fleeting shadow of a 
dream. I only want it understood, before I part from the ques- 
tion, that I have still hopes that the traditions and views of the 


Democratic party will bring us back to a recognition of the fact 
oe „ be an economic government, administered for 

e people. 

The Republican party has de d so long and so far from 
that 5 that, like Macbeth, they have stepped so far from 
the shore that it is easier to keep on than to turn back. Idonot 
give the exact language. I scorn literal 81 Eee 
but they will never return to the shore. The Populist party I 
had hoped would stand with us, but only one stood by us on yes- 
terday. Ihave hopes still of the Democratic party, the silver 
wing of the Democratic party, because of the 48 votes yesterday 
against that measure I believe 47 were silver-wing Democrats, 
and let us hope that they will inspire the House with a better 
sentiment by the spotless purity of their white wings. 

I am glad to say that with the 47 stood most of my colleagues 
from Texas. These constitute the leaven that will leaven the 
whole lump, and yet save this country from absolute destruction 
and the Treasury from being absolutely looted. 

Now, I pass to the question before the House. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not believe this measure ought to pass, for a number of 
reasons. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes. 

Mr. BAKERof Kansas. The gentleman stated that there was 
but one Populist who voted against this yesterday. I do not 
iad how many did, but I know that I did, and I know of two 
others. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I am glad to accept the correction. I 
would not misrepresent the gentleman for the world. I under- 
stand there were two others, two more converts. to righteous- 
ness, Mr. 2 8 and I want them to go upon record; but as a 
party they blasted my Popa and disappointed my expectations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to give the reasons why I do not 
believe this bill ought to pass: First and foremost, the condi- 
tions have changed since this measure came to this House. You 
bestowed upon the Senators of this country yesterday a bount 
that they did not know of. I came down with one of them this 
morning, and he was surprised to know that you had given him 
mileage. For God’s sake, give him an opportunity of saying 
that he would have paid his clerk out of that mileage if he had 
known he was going toget it. Let him understand that new leg- 
islation has been enacted, and that, if he was not personally able 
to pay his clerk yesterday, this House has given him a fund 
out of the Treasury wherewith he can do it; and he may do it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And more than enough. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes, more. I will give another reason, 
Mr. Speaker. I wish to make a final appeal to a sentiment 
which I trust this House has not lost. If it has lost the senti- 
ment of economy, I trust it has not lost the sentiment of self- 
respect. Let me appeal for a moment to that sentiment and 
see if it, too, has taken the wings of the morning and flown to 
the uttermost part of the ea If this measure ought to be 

d at all, it ought not to be passed as it is now presented. 
t is an insult upon this House to insist upon it in this form. 

And here permit me to answer a statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana Mee BYNUM] yesterday. Hesaid that the 
House had rebuked this measure and had performed its duty, 
and now could afford to pass it. The light of history contradicts 
him. The House got down upon its knees and stood ready to 
deliver this thing on the 3d of November, 1893, and would have 
delivered it, and they have encouraged the Senate by their po- 
sition then, ready to deliver what was sought, by this same 
process, which was defeated only by filibustering; and the atti- 
tude of the House then has provoked this new assault. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What gentleman from Indiana does the gen- 
tleman refer to? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I mean the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
Bynum. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for mentioning his 


name, 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman will agree that the House, be- 
fore that, had refused to concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. . 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes, but the House since then had with- 
drawn its refusal, and indicated to the Senate that it stood ready 
to concur in the proposition. 

Mr. BYNUM. After the Senate had refused to recede. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes; but, Mr. Speaker, I differ with the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] in that respect. It isnot 
the object of a legislator simply to make a record. It ought to 
be his object not only to make a record, but to defeat vicious leg- 
islation, record or no record. If we mean to pass this measure, 


446 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 20, 


prviate messenger to the Senate and tell the Sen- 
ate that we intend to pass it as a se and independent bill; 
that we do not need to be knocked down and dragged out to do 
it. Let them save themselves and save us from the discredit of 


let us send a 


Mr: HAYES. It will. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Such methods, Mr. Speaker, have looted 
our Treasury, driven our people from affluence to indigence, 
from indigence to famine, and their audacity has grown with 
their impunity.. But the time will come, I trust in God, when 
the people come to gather theirewn. The vacant throne 
of justice willonce again be claimed by the rightful heir, and that 
democracy which. scorns the trappings of display and splendor 
Mic be restored priestess to a desecrated and dismantled 

tar. 

CORRECTION. 


During the delivery of Mr. Hurchrsox's remarks the fol- 
lowing 1 took place: 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to ask a correction of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HurcHE- 
Sox] has asked unanimous consent that he may be permitted to 
proceed for ten minutes longer. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object, with this reservation: I have: been all 
the morning endeavoring to get the floor to ask a correction of 
the RECORD. A 

The SPEAKER. That could not be done pending the consid- 
eration of the conference rig ger 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought 1 might ask unanimous consent to 
make the correction at this time as a matter of 
convenience to myself, and then withdraw the ob on. 

The SPE If the Chair had known the purpose of the 
gentleman. he would have recognized him earlier in the day. 

; Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to have a few minutes 
onger. 
r. SAYERS. T will yield to the gentleman ten minutes 
more time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 

ao Hampshire will submit a correction of the Satins at this 
2. . 

There was no opto 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday morning it may be 
remembered at the close of the remarks on the Hawaiian busi- 
ness I offered a resolution expressing the sense of the House in 
favor of the annexation of the islands tothe United States. Un- 
fortunately the House ti to it, owing to some misappre- 
hension I must believe. [Laughter.] Now, by some means, per- 
haps in the paralysis caused by the 
the resolution was not at once considered, the clerks have failed 
to make a note of the fact that the House referred the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR. The fact is not stated in the Journal. Lask that 
the correction be made so as to show the proper reference of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was referred as indicated by 
the gentleman,and the correction will be made in accordance 
with his suggestion. 

Mr. BLAIR. The truth is, Mr. Speaker, that we must have 
those islands and they must have us, and we may as well go 
about the matter considerately. ; 

Mr. HUTCHESON then resumed and concluded his remarks 
as above. 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Lyield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Coomss]. : 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I shall probably not take ten 
minutes. I shall not attempt to controvert the ideas of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. HUTCHESON} in relation to economy. 
I think that in the business before us the House has certainly 
vindicated its ideas of economy in this special matter. It re- 
lates to an expenditure authorized and made by the Senate. It 
was attached to a deficiency bill, and has been the House 
certainly three times during the Fifty-third Congress; and, as I 
understand, three or four times in preyiousCongresses. By our 
disagreement we have relieved ourselves of responsibility, ifany 
existed. We must admit, Mr. Speaker, that each House must be 
the judge of the morality, honesty, and wisdom of itsown expendi- 
tures. It is true that each House passes upon the tures 
of the other, and that puos ser ves as a sort of a upon 
our expenditures; but having made our eritic as we have in 


this case ffve or six times, we must retire from it if we would 


reat personal | Baker, 


meral disappointment that | Cannon, 


eee the cordiality which should exist between the two 
ranches of the legislative department of the Government. 

If the Senate made. a similar demand upon us we would not 
permit them to override us; and I can not possibly conceive of 
the ified body at the other end of the Capitol re from 
its position. Lam sure that if I were a member of that body I 
would not do so. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, without any criticism 
of, or without any attempted justification of the expenditure, but 
simply on the question of volley and practice, I persist in my 
motion that we recede from our disagreement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
upon the two motions. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The AKER. The question will first be taken on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coons], that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the same. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. 

Mr. SAYERS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 42. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there—were yeas 141, nays 90, 
not voting 122: as follows: 


YEAS—141. 
Alderson, Coombs, Hilborn, Phillips, 
22 Covert, Beater Miss. Randall 
Avery, Cumm Honk. Ohio Reyburn, 
Babcock, Curtis, Kans. Hulick, Richards, Ohio 
„N. Curtis, N. V. Johnson, Ind. techie, 
Baldwin, Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak.. Robbins, 
De Forest, Kiefer, Robertson, La. 
z Layton. Robinson, Pu. 
Beitzhoover, Donovan, Lisle, 
Berry, Doolittle, Livingston, 
B $ Draper, Loudenslager, Settle, 
Black, III. Lucas, Shaw, 
Boutelle, English, Lynch, Sibley, 
Bowers, Cal. Everett, Sperry, 
Brawley. Fellows, Mahon, Ste 
Breckinridge, Ark. Funk. Marsh, Stone, = 
Brickner, Funston, Martin. Stone, W. A. 
Brostus, Gardner, N. X. Strong. 
Brown, Geary, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Bryan, McCreary, Ky. Talbott, Md. 
Bundy, Goodnight, McDamold, 2 
Bunn, Griffin, ttrick, Tawney, 
Burrows, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Bynum, Hall, Mo. Mercer, Yy 
Cadmus, Money, 
Caldwell, Moon, Unde: 
8 Harter. Morse, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, Cal. B Northway, Wadsworth, 
„III. Hatch, i 
Caruth, Hayes, Patterson, Whiting, 
ame Hend D Paai Wright, Pa 
y, ërson, yuter, 
Childs, Hepburn, Pearson, 
Clarke, Ala. Pence, 
Cogswell, Hicks; Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—90. 
Cooper, Ind. Lacey, Richardson, Tenn 
Alexander, Cox, Lane, Sayers, 
Arnold, Crawford, Latimer, Sheil, 
Bailey, Duvis, Lefever, Sim: 
Baker, Kans De Armond, Lester, Springer, 
— Dinsmore; —— — 
Bar thi Dockery ? ory, t, 
Bartlett, — Talbert, S. C. 
Bell, Colo. thian, McCulloch, te, 
Bell; Tex. Fyan, McDearmon, Taylor, Ind. 
Black, Ga. Gorman, McKaig, Terry, 
Bland, Grady, McLaurin, ‘Turner, 
Boen, Barris, McMillin, Wanger, 
Bower, N. C. Heard, McNagny, Warner, 
Branch, Henderson, N. C. McRae, Weadock, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Holman, Morgan, Wells, 
Bretz, Hudson, Moses, Wheeler, Ala. 
Brookshire, Hunter, O'Neil, Williams, 
Cabaniss, Hutcheson, Woodard, 
S Mo. Tkirt, 8 Tex one 
Ala. ‘owers, right, Mass, 
Coffeen, viens. Rayner, 
Kyle, Reed, 
NOT VOTING—122, 
Abbott, Clancy, D Gear, 
Aitken, Cobb, Mo. Dolliver, Gillet, N. Y. 
Allen, Cockran, Gillett, Mass. 
Belden, Cockrell, Dunphy, Goldzier, 
Blair. Compton. Durborow, G: 
Blanchard, Cooper, Fla. Edmunds, Gresham, 
Boatner, Cooper, Tex. Ellis, Ky. Grosvenor, 
Brattan, Cooper, Wis. Enloe, Grout, 
Broderick, Erdman, Hager, 
Burnes, Fielder, es. 
On Gene 1 Neeber Hare, 
Grlcmering, Davey. Forman, Haugen, 
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Henderson, Iowa McAleer, Pigott, Storer, 
Hendrix. Post, 8 

Hitt, MeWowell, Lah Taylor, Tenn. 
Hooker, N. Y. ann, ly, Tucker, 
Hopkins, III. McKeighan, Richardson, Mich. Tyler, 

H Pa. Meredith, Rusk, Van Voorhis, N. v. 
Houk, Tenn. Meyer, Russell, Conn. Walker, 

Hull, M en, Russell, Ga. Waugh, 
Johnson, Ohio Montgomery, anton, Wever, 

Jones, Murray, Sherman, Wheeler, III. 
Joy, — er, Siris, te, 

K pe, 

Lapham, Newlands, Smith, Wilson, Ohio 
Lawson, f tes, Sn Wilson, W. 
Linton, O'Ferrall, Somers, Witson, W. Va. 
Lockwood, age, Stevens, Wolverton. 
Loud, Perkins, s Stockdale, 

Magner, Pickler, Stone, C. W. 


So the motion to recede was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my colleague 
[Mr. CULBERSON] excused. Iam satisfied that he is detained 
on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. Lookwoop]. If he were present, he 
would vote yea” and I vote * yea.” 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my col- 
l 1 COCKRELL] excused. He is quite sick. 

Mr. CHARDSON of Tennessee. My colleague [Mr. SNOD- 
GRASS] is detained at his room on account of illness. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. O’PERRALL with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. HALL. of Missouri with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. DURBOROWw with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, until the 9th of 


sory 
For this day: 
Mr, PaGE with Mr. PERKINS. 
Mr. TYLER with Mr. HAGER. 
Mr. BoATNER with Mr. Ray. 
Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. CHICKERING. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 
Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. NEIL with Mr. Hirt. , 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. Coss of Missouri with Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. GILLET of New York. 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. HERMANN. 
Mr. REILLY with Mr. HULL. e 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas have it, and the House recedes 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agrees to 
the same. 
On motion of Mr. COOMBS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
last taken was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. There is no other 8 at issue on the 
k tizen ety eee rt. e bill will be disposed 
of on notification being given to the Senate that the House has 
receded from its disagreement. 
RELIEF OF EMPLOYÉS OF RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on Appropriations. i 
Mr. MCMILLIN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What becomes of the vote that was to be 
en on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to refer a 
to his committee. That was tocome up immediately after 
the conference report was disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. s 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, several members have asked me 
to withdraw my motion for the day, that they may haveachance 
to read the bill, which has just been printed, and has been 
bic i to the House this morning. Without objection, I will 
withdraw it for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the motion made 
to correct a reference this morning, and it will be submitted at 
a later day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (S. R. 43) relieving the 
Pen ion Office who were injured in the Ford's 


oyés of the Record 
disas 


and 
ter from the 


operation of the law restricting the amount of sick leave with pay that may 
be granted by heads of Departments. re 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That those employés of the Record and Pension Office of the 
War Department who were injured by the falling of the floors in the Ford's 
Theater building on the 9th day of June, 1893, be, and they are hereby, ex- 
empted from the operation of so much of the act approved March 3, 1893, 


making appropriations for the le; tive, executive, and judicial — 
of the Government for the nical year ending June 30, ibe as ts the 
amount of sick 88 that 1 3 
and that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, autho: to pay to 
said employés such portions of their salaries as have been withheld because 
of absence on account of injuries received in the Ford's Theater disaster. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


After the word ‘“‘exempted,” in line 7, insert the following words dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1894. in the discretion of the Secretary of War.“ 


Mr. DOCKERY. Task consent that this joint resolution be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that this joint resolution be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

r. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the existing law governing 
leaves of absence is found in the provisos to section 5 of the act 
making appropriations for the e executive, and judi- 
ae : mses of the Government for the current fiscal year, and 

as WS: 


vided, t the heads of the may, by special 3 
EAE ACLA OE RIRIA AEA DOUTE A RVOE A OAS aoa LEORA é 


any 
with 
low 


The first clause of the pending bill suspends the law in refer- 
ence to leaves of absence in so far as it relates to employés in- 
jured at the accident in Ford's Theater on the $th of June last. 
The second clause of the bill provides for the payment of the 
salaries that have been withheld. Eighty persons were injured 
by that accident, in addition to the twenty-two who were killed. 
Of the erp Beis wisi seventy-six returned to duty on the 
16th of October last. Four have not yet returned, and of that 
four two are F The amount carried by the bill 
on account of the ries of the seventy-six employés who re- 
turned to duty on the 16th of October last aggregates $2,044.88. 

The amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
limits the leave of absence to the present fiscal year in the dis- 
cretion of the Secre of War; so that it is estimated the en- 
tire liability involved by the provisions of the bill will not ex- 
ceed $3,500. I may state also in this connection that in addition 
to the merits of this case, not now necessary to recite, there are 
several poera for the proposed action on the part of Con- 
gress. I will cite one. On the 19th day of July, 1876, Congress 
passed an act for the relief of one employé of the Senate who 
was injured in an accident in this building, and for the relief of 
the family of another who was killed inthe same accident. That 
act is found on page 455 of volume 19 of the Statutes at Large, 
and is as follows: 


WS: 
CHAPTER 215.—An act for the relief of the family of the late John T. King 
and of L. B. Cutler. 


B. 
Whereas John T. King, lately employed as a and cabinet- 
maker about the Ca; I. while in the discharge of his duties, was ed by 
an explosion of the closet under the eastern stairway of the Senate, 


y 
leaving a wife, children, two grandchildren, and a mother-in-law with- 
out any means of su and 


Whereas T. B. Cutler, principal assistant in the folding room of the Seu 
ate, was so injured at the same time and under the same circumstances as 


in That 
of the family of the late John T. ihe. Su the further sum of $3,000 för 
e aid and support of L. B. Cutler, is hereby appropriated, out of any money 


cretion, pay the same to the in ts, or all 
ox coe sarees t, 332 T 
most expedient. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire of the gen- 
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tleman whether any provision is made in this bill for the fami- 
lies of those who were killed in the disaster at Ford’s Theater? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; this bill simply deals with the ques- 
tion of sick leave and of salaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The other question is intended to be post- 
poned for the present? - 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Butit will be considered hereafter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That question will come up for considera- 
tion later. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
committee have had before them at all the question of provision 
for the families of the killed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That question has not been presented tothe 
committze. z 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the question been considered of the War 
8 sending those clerks back to that building? 

r. DOCKERY. This bill does not deal with that question. 
The gentleman will remember that at the beginning of the ex- 
traordinary session 86,000 was 8 y an urgent defi- 
ciency bill to repair the Ford's Theater building, and providing, 
according to my recollection, that it should be occupied only 
when the Architect of the Capitol should have certified that it 
was absolutely safe. But, as Í have said, the question of the oc- 
7 588 of the building is not raised by any provision of this 


Mr. DINGLEY. Itmay be proper to add, as the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY] has stated, that the maximum car- 
ried by this bill will be only somewhat over $3,000, that that 
statement is made on the namiot that the Secretary of War, 
in his discretion, will extend the privileges of this bill only to 
those who have not yet returned to duty. If any of the seventy- 
six should, in the discretion of the 5 of War, be given 
any leave of absence under the provisions of this bill, the amount 
will be increased. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad that the gentleman from Maine 
has called attention to that point, as his statement supplements 
my own and makes the case complete. In my statement a mo- 
ment ago I contemplated that the Secre of War, in the exer- 
cise of his discretion, would grant this additional leave only to 
the four persons who are still absent from their desks. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only two of those four are understood to be 
seriously injured. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. Only two of the four are 
thought to be injured. Mr, Speaker, I now demand the previ- 
ous question on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. The amendments recom- 
mended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee 
was not ordered printed and I ask that that order be made, in- 
asmuch as the report contains the testimony of the chief of the 
Record and Pension Division, upon which this bill was favora- 
bly reported. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be ordered printed in the 
usual form, 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third read- 
ing, and it was e read the third time, and passed. 

Nr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON AT NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. GEARY submitted a conference report, which was read, 
as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa; votes of the two Houseson 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill R. ) “to authorize the New 
Vork and New Jersey Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Hudson River between New Vork City and the State of New 
Jersey,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to amendments numbered 
1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 10, and agree to the same. 

That the te recede from so much of amendment numbered 9 as is con- 
tained in lines 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, page 2, and that the House recede 
from its disagreement to so much of amendment numbered 9 as is contained 
in lines 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27, page 2. and agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from its di ent to amendment numbered 11, 
line7, page 5, and agree to the same with an amendment, inserting after the 
word “act” a colon and the words: “Provided further, That if such com- 
pany. under this authority, shall build a pier in said river outside of the pier- 

z lines on either siđe thereof, then all of the subdivisions of this ex- 
cept subdivision ‘First,’ shall apply to said company;” so that the whole 
1] read as follows: 

“Eighth. The right to amend, alter, modify, or repeal this act is hereb: 
reserved, and the provisions of subdivision 3 of t act shall be extend- 
ed to 1 fpr od briago 8 heretofore authorized by Congress to 
bridge river at New York City: Provided, That such company shall 
submit plans and location of its pursuant thereto, to the Secre 


of War within one year after the passage of this act: Provided further, That 
if such company, under this authority, shall build a pier in said river out- 


side of the pier-head lines on either side thereof, then all of the visions 
of all the subdivisions of this act, except subdivision First,“ shall apply to 


said company.” 
T. J. GEARY, 
L. FLETCHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. P. FRYE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The Senate amendments numbered 1, 2. 3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, and 10 are clerical 
coea e and make more definite and certain the language of 

Amendment numbered 9 of the Senate struck out of the House bill the pro- 
vision giving to the city authorities of New York the right to locate the ap- 
proaches of said bridge in the city of New York. From this amendment the 
Senate conferees receded, and the bill asnowreported contains the substance 
of the provision as it passed the House. 

Amendment numbered 11 provides that the rights conferred on the bridge 
company herein named be available to the other bridge company here- 
tofore chartered, and if it avails itself of such provisions it shall also adopt 
and become subject to all the provisions of this bill. 

Very respectfully, 
- T. J. GEARY, 
L. FLETCHER, 
House Conferees, 

Mr. GEARY. I move that the House agree to this report. 
As this question is to give rise to some discussion, I suggest that 
debate be limited. I understand that an hour and a half, to be 
divided equally between the friends and opponents of the measure, 
will be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this is nota 
unanimous report of the conferees, and that it has been agreed 
between the members concurring in the report and those dis- 
senting that the debate shall proceed for an hour and a half, the 
time to be equally divided, one-half under the control of the gen- 
tleman from from California [Mr. GEARY] in favor of the report, 
and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] in opposition. If there be no objection, 
that agreement will be regarded as approved by the House. 
5 pause,] The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
i e gentleman from California [Mr. GEARY] is entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. GEARY. We reserve our time. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] is recognized. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the bill now 
before the House, : 

Mr. HICKS. Will the gentleman kindly inform us whether 
Da bill as now reported will allow the free navigation of the 
river? 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is the very point; it does not. Ishall 
endeavor to set forth the objections to the bill in a brief, concise 
manner—— y 

Mr. HICKS. I am opposed to the bill unless it preserves the 
freedom of navigation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the first place, I oppose this bill because 
into this charter of the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com- 
pany there have been interpolated by the Senate new privileges 
to the earlier company—the North River Bridge Company. 

Mr.S er, lam aware that this matter is more than a twice- 
told tale” to members of this House. I am aware that this 
charter and its merits have been told a thousand times in the 
corridors and the lobbies and other places in the city of Wash- 
ington; and it is not unnatural that gentlemen of this House 
should feel at first some degree of impatience at anew discussion 
of the merits of the bill. But I ask you, one and all, on both 
sides of the House, togive me yourattention for fifteen or twenty 
minutes in order that I may state clearly E cer- 
tain reasons why this bill should not be allowed to becomea law 
and why it is incumbent on every one of you who favor honest 
government and the freedom of navigation and the interests of 
commerce to vote against this charter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a point of order, Mr. Speaker. This 
is an exceedingly important matter; and we desire to hear the 
gentleman from New York. Iask that there be better order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, so that the 
gentleman from New York may be heard. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I thank the gentleman from Maine for his 
kindly interposition, because I think it will aid me in showing 
clearly to the House that this bill should not pass. 

I am aware that in urging my views now I may seem to be 
coming forward at a late hour; but however late the hour, when 
the interests of good government and of honesty are involved, 
the moment is never too late. 

Now, gentlemen, what is the question before this House? And 
I wish to draw attention to my first point—that the bill which 
you are asked now hurriedly to pass without consideration, with- 
out adequats debate, at the behest of men who throng the cor- 
ridors about this Chamber, is radically different from the bill 


1893. 
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which was passed by this House some weeks ago. This is a bill 
which changes essentially in two important features the charter 
which this Congress granted on the 11th day of July, 1890, to the 
North River Bridge Company. That charter was granted on 
two conditions: One was that a single span should cross and 
span the entire river; the other that the mails of the United 
States should be transported free of toll. 

Now, without notice in the title of this bill, with a title say- 
ing that it is a charter for the New York and New Jersey Bridge 
Company, we have a pee en interpolated which changes a for- 
mer charter to another corporation and takes away from the 
Government the right to the free transmission of its mails, Do 
we gain such privileges to throw themaway lightly just because 
a compromise has been effected between contending corpora- 
tions? New York stands there with her vesture and her rai- 
ment rent in twain by the contending suitors, while she is left 
bare and exposed to the cold. 

Gentlemen, these are the two salient amendments; and by 
virtue of these two amendments this bill should never be passed. 
You have no right when you grant acharter to any corporation 
on consideration that there shall be no pier or tower of stone in 
the river at Twenty-third street, Tenth street, or lower down 
in the harbor of New York, to come here just before the Christ- 
mas holidays with a proposition that undertakes to wipe away 
every safeguard that has been established. You have no right 
to obstruct and despoil the greatest harbor of the United States 
and the third greatest commercial port in the world. 

I know that you gentlemen have no direct responsibility, no 
responsibility which will come home to you from your constit- 
uents in this regard, for you live far away from these greatnav- 
igable waters which flow around our island home. But I think 

ere ig one responsibility which rests upon Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike: you have the responsibility to cast your vote 

ainst any charter or license about which there may be the 
slightest atmosphere of doubt. There is in the constitution of 
the State of New York . that when, in the title 
of a logal act, the subject-matter be not embraced, the act is uncon- 
stitutional; and I think it would be a wholesome rule if 1 to 
measures passed by the Federal Legislature, for it would have the 
effect of sounding a note of warning to tell men to be on the look- 
out for such measures; for if we had not been active andwigilant 
to-day this amendment referring to this bridge charter would 
have nippa through the House without comment or protest. 
It may be that, divided as the New York delegation is divided 
on this question, our protest will be unavailin 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will allow an interruption, he 
will recollect that the Federal Constitution has no provision re- 
garding a disclosure in the title of a bill of the contents. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Notatall. Iunderstandthat. In answer 
to the gentleman from Alabama, I wish to say that my statement 
was that the Federal Constitution differed in that respect from 
the constitution of the State of New York, but I thought it 
would be a good and salutary provision to have incorporated in 
the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. OATES. There is such a provision in the constitution of 
my State, though it is not in the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It is in the constitutions of all tho States. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is in the constitution of the State of 
New York, and I happen to have some familiarity with that 
constitution as well as with the Federal Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when this matter came up in the Senate 
originally and on Mr. MCPHERSON’s amendment, he, represent- 
ing the great State of New Jersey, objected to any provision in 
the bill which would allow a pier or a tower to be erected in the 
river. He protested against any such provision, and when the 
bill passed the Senate it was passed by only 27 votes, there being 
17 inst it and 41 not voting at all. In the debate in the Sen- 
ate Chamber on the 31st of October, 1893, on this bill it is ap- 
parent that there was a misunderstanding as to the true concep- 
tion, object, and scope of the bill. Senator GRAY of Delaware 
asked the Senator from Missouri this question. He said: 

IJ understand the Senator from Missouri, this bill is not a bill which at- 
tempts to charter a bridge company, butit is merely to remove any objec- 
tion which the United States may have to the erection of a bridge by a cor- 


poration already authorized by the States of New Jersey and New York to 
make that construction. 


That was a misconception of the law on the subject. Over the 
great navigable waters, the public rivers flowing into the sea, 
the paramount control of the bridging of such streams and the 
prng of charters for such purposes is a matter of authority 

Congress, and, as the Supreme Court of the United States said 
in the case of The Bridge Company vs. United States, when 
onaren steps in her action is supreme and overrides all that 
the State may do. So I say upon gon rests the responsibility for 
Mis legislation if it be wrong. You can not throw it upon the 
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States. It is with Congress and upon Congress that the re- 
sponsibility of this law must lie to-day and must lie forever. 

It is true that when we have under consideration the bridging 
of the North River, flowing between different States, or have 
the bridging of the East River, flowing between the adjacent 
shores of the same State, being both great navigable arteries 
flowing out as the channels of commerce to the ocean and thesea, 
the concurrent, legislation of the State and the United States is 
needed for the permission to bridge. The authority of the State 
is needed by virtue of its ownership and authority over the land 
under water, and the land on the shore, and its qualified sov- 
ereignty in the stream. N 

The authority of the Federal Legislature is necessary to act 
concurrently with the State by virtue of its power to regulate 
commerce, and when the Federal Legislature does act the actof 
the State Legislature becomes of lesser consequence; and I say 
in cases of this kind, where concurrent legislation is necessary, 
we should have some regard and some respect for the voice of 
the State Legislature. We should have some respect for the 
sovereign will of the people of the State of New Vork; and I call 
your attention to the fact that both the preamble and introduc- 
tory section of this law are misleading, because they allege in- 
corporation by the States of New Jersey and New York, whereas, 
as a matter of fact, the charter granted by the State of New Jersey 
lapsed twenty years ago. It became null and void in 1873, and 
it has never come into life or being since. 

The charter from the State of New York, which was passed in 
1890, was granted on one express condition, and that condition 
was that the bridge should span the whole waterway, and that - 
there should be nopier or tower of stone in the river. Is it act- 
ing in good faith for the promoters of this scheme to come here 
asking a measure of legislation from us which violates the con- 
dition upon which they obtained their charter from the State 
of New York? Is that good faith? Is that common honesty? I 
say no, gentlemen, and I say anyone who seek such legislation 
should be regarded with suspicion. y 

Let me say one word about a single span. A singlespan cover- 
ing the entire waterway is feasible and practicable. I will not 
enumerate now the names of the engineers who say so, but I 
will cite in support of my conclusion one document from the 
chief engineer of this very bridge corporation, I will read you 
a few words written by Mr. Thomas C. Clarke, the chief engineer 
of the New York and New Jersey Bridge Company, on the 15th 
day of March, 1892, when he announced that although he be- 
lieved a pier in the river would be no obstruction, there was a 
great feeling in the States of New York and New Jersey against 
the piər, and he did not believe, for one, that the Board of En- 
gineers would eyer permit a pier to be placed in the river; and 
then he goes on to say: 

I sn prepared to say that if they decide that there shall be no pier in the 
the river, I can build you a bridge on the combined suspension-cantilever 
plan that shall be strong enough and stiff enough to carry trains at 20 miles 
an hour, and at a cost that not be prohibitory. 

Out of the mouth of their own witness comes conviction, and 
I claim that they are bound by this statement of Mr. Clarke, 
which was transmitted to the Senate of the United States by Mr. 
Andrew H. Green in 1892, 

Now, whether a bridge without a pier be practicable at a very 
low cost or not, we will not discuss. I concede that it will cost 
more money. I concede that it may cost some millions more. I 
do not believe that it will cost any such sum as that stated by 
the promoters. But whatever it costs, I say that you have no 
right to destroy the harbor of New York by placing an obstruc- 
tion which may and probably would exist for all time, and with 
each successive year be afurther and growing impediment to 
navigation. a 

I know something about this water front. I represent the 
district covering the whole coast line of Staten Island and the 
water front running from Peck's Slip around the Battery up the 
North River to West Houston street. I represent the bodies 
interested in this great question of transportation and com- 
merce. Iam supported in this protest by the Chamber of Com- 
merce, by the Maritime Association, by the canal committee of 
the Produce Exchange, and by every one interested in the great 
transshipment of freight by canal boats and tows in the harbor 
of New York. To be brief, I will state two objections: The first 
is that this pier must be some 250 or 300 feet square. That of 
itself will be a serious objection to the craft plying up and down 
the river and across the river, for you must remember that in 
the harbor of New York we have river navigation up and down, 
and harbor navigation across and diagonally. 

All those interests will be dangerously affected, and in addi- 
tion to that, as Senator GRAY pointed out in the Senate, the flow 
of the stream will be greatly impeded. The water flowing up 
and down will be injuriously affected, and gradually there 
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will form an island there, an accretion of mud and sand and va- 
rious kinds of deposit, so that the usefulness of the harbor will 
be seriously interfered with at the point where the bridge is 
located. 

Now, what did Senator GRAY say? He said that he trusted 
that safeguards would be introduced, so that the Secretary of 
War would have power to take care of these obstructions. But, 

tlemen, the trouble is, according to the decisions of the 

nited States courts, that when an obstruction has once been 

authorized no power can remove it except the Congress of the 
United States. The Secretary of War has no such power. 

Judge Shiras decided, in the Keokuk bridge case, that power 
delegated by Con to the Secretary of War to remove an 
obstruction was ultra vires, that it could not be delegated, that 
it remained alone in the Federal Legislature. So with your pier; 
once placed there in our harbor it can never be removed; it must 
remain for all time, and the Secretary of War will ke powerless 
to att, whether any power be given him by statute or not. 

Let me say one word in conclusion: There are no proper safe- 
guards in this bill. The safeguard as to the approaches pein 
subject to the approval of the commissioners of the sinking fun 
does not apply to the connections of the railways running down 
for 9 miles into our city. It only applies to the particular spe- 
cial point where the roadway of the bridge joins the highway. 
That is the meaning of the word “approach” according to the 
definition of the courts, and it can not be extended. There is no 
safeguard. The commissioners of the sinking fund, through a 
Keay committee, protested against this legislation in 1892 in 
the following language. They denounced it us one of the most 
outrageous attempts at corporate aggrandizement which has 
ever been sought for at the expense of this municipality.” 

One spur has been cut off since 

Mr. DUNPHY. Was it in relation to the bill now before the 
House that that test is made? 

Mr. BAR No, sir. But the bill before this House 
has only been altered in this a It cuts off a spur running 
to the north, but does nof cut off the spur which bisects the city 
and runs pora. Darans eee 8 e 8 The 
3 y gentleman, Mr. Meyer, the present oomp- 

er of the city of New York, who is to be succeeded by my 
colleague [Mr. FITCH], and by Mr. Thomas T. C. T. Crain, the 
then chamberlain, is as follows: 


The bisection of this me lis in the heart of one of its choicest and 
serve a5 u link 


not fail to degrade that part of our ci 
and ruin a large portion of Manhattan Island, 
value from its desirability for residential purposes. 

I should like to know who in New York is in favor of this bill. 
It is true that some of our papers are in favor of the bill which 
passed this House some weeks ago. That bill permitted a pier, 
subject to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, at 
Seventieth street; but I challenge gentlemen on the other side 
to produce one newspaper outside of the city of Washington, or 
to produce one authority in the sey A of New York, that shall be 
bold enough to declare that he or it is in favor of any measure 
which will permit the placing of a stone pier or tower in the 
channel of the river at Twenty-third street or Tenth street, 
or on ne spot where this North River Bridge Company has 
located it. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I desire to say, if my colleague will permit, 
that I will hand him here extracts SRS fhe New York papers of 
this date approving specifically the conference report which we 
are now 1 

Mr. BARTLETT. I decline to yield. 

Mr. DUNPHY. They are the New York Herald, the New 
York World. and the New York Times. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I reserve the balance of my time. 
much time have I left? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied twenty-three 
minutes, and he has twenty-two minutes left. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ottir ai eee => 3 re the New 8 
bridge n before Congress for the last four years, and at 
almost every session the bill has been amended to meet the ob- 

tions of some members of the New York delegation. When 
is bill passed the House last October the supposition was that 
the bill in its then form rae aca EENT dwar kot 
resentatives from the city of New York, and until this amend- 
1 was added in the Senate no person pretended to make ob- 
ection to it. 
i Now, I do not like the form of this bill, and never have; be- 
cause I do not believe that it is one of the functions of Congress 
to any limitation upon the exercise of power of the States 
of New York and New Jersey, and that the matter of 
and the character of them and their location are rights which 
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those ey a may exercise within the States, and should be de- 
termined by the local Legislatures and local authorities,and are 
not matters that Congress has jurisdiction over at all. But if 
we are to permit one company to obtain permission to exercise 
these rights, then I think, in all fairness, that every other com- 
pany wishing toengage in the same business should be permitted 
to exercise identically the same rights. That is the objection 
which is now being made to this bill. 

Some eight years ago Congress chartered another bridge 
company, to build a bridge across the North River and to enter 
New York at Twenty-third street. That charter prohibited the 
construction of any 5 in the river and compelled the company 
to build a bridge 3,100 feet in length, consisting of only one span, 
something which has never been done in any place or in any 
country, and a matter which engineers say is not practicable or 
feasible. The bill that passed this House remitted the entire 
question to the War Department, giving them authority to de- 
termine what length the span should be, but putting this limi- 
tation upon it, that under no circumstances should the span be 
less than 2,000 feet in length. 

The purpose of the committee in preparing the bill in that 
way was to obtain the intelligent judgment of the War Depart- 
ment and its Corps of Engineers, who undoubtedly know more 
about the possibilities of bridge-building than the average Rep- 
resentative from the city of New York can ibly pretend to. 
This bill says that the question as to having the pier in that 
river and the length of the span shall be decided by the War 
Department, and by nobody else. The old company did not have 
that right. They have been unable, through eight years of ex- 
istence, to take one 9 in the prosecution of their en- 
terprise. I think if matter, in the case of one company, 
to be intrusted to the War Department for adjudication and in- 
vestigation, then the other company should be placed upon the 
same equality. It is not for Congress to fix their rights or give 
them benefits or favors. Our duty in the matter of bridging nav- 
igable streams is merely to grant permission to such companies 
as be incorporated for that purpose by the States and to 
leave the States to regulate what the terms and conditions shall 
be. Thisamendment was insisted upon by the Senate simply in 
a spirit of fairness to all, and I think this House ought to agree 
to the report and concur with the amendment of the Senate. I 
reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman sits down I desire to 
ask him how far down the river the bill as agreed upon by the 
conference report allows a bridge to be built? 

Mr. GEARY. The original New York and New Jersey Bridge 
bill limits it to Sixty-sixth street. The other 3 incor- 
pore some eight years ago, had a right to locate its bridge at 

wenty-third street; neither of the companies is permitted un- 
der any circumstances to build a pier on the New York side, but 
the Secretary of War may permit the erection of a pier on the 
New Jerséy side. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the right still given to the other company 
to build its bridge as far down as Twenty-third street? 

Mr. GEARY. That is where their charter located it. 

R aiak And no amendment has been made in that 
res 

~GEARY. No amendment whatever. This merely enables 
them to submit their plans to the Secretary of War, and if, after 
investigation, he is satisfied that a span is necessary, they are to 
stand upon an equality with the other company. I now yield 
control of the time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dur- 


PHY]. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to argue as 
to the necessity for a bridge over the Hudson River between 
New York City and a point in New Jersey. I believe that such 
astructure, or such structures, over the Hudson River are 
ne and I believe that an overwhelming majority of the 
people of New York and of the adjoising cities favor such struc- 
tures. Favoring,as I do, the building of a bridge or bridges, 
I desire to see passed through the House a bill that will permit 
them to be built, and I do not desire to see passed through the 
House a bill intended to prevent their construction, 

I think that Con may as well leave this matter untouched 
as to put into the bill a provision that there must be but one 
span in the river. This bill does not provide that the bridge 
may have a pier; it provides that this matter shall be left en- 
Sd the discretion of the Secretary of War, and that he 
may have h may call witnesses, may take testimony; and 
ha as he have, the benefit of the advice and the skill 
and en of the best engineers in this country, at- 
tached to his own Department, it seems to me that that is the 
best kind of a provision to put in this bill. 

Mr. NOR AY. I he should decide not to have a pier, 


. 
Mr. DUNPHY. If he should decide that it is possible to 
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build a suspension bridge and that a pier would interfere with 
the navigation, I suppose that then his decision would be that a 
suspension bridge must be constructed. But if the Secretary, 
after investigation, should come to the conclusion that it was an 
engineering impossibility to construct a suspension bridge over 
the Hudson at that point, then he might approve of plans that 
would permit a pier to be placed in the river at a point where it 
would interfere least with the navigation. 

The longest suspension bridge in the world to-day is the New 
York and Brooklyn Bridge. The span of that bridge is 1,460 feet. 
The longest bridge in the world to-day is the bridge over the 
Forth River in Scotland. The longest span of that bridge is 
1,760feet. Thenarrowest pointof the Hudson Riverat New York 
is 3.100 feet, and to put into the bill a provision such as that sug- 

ested by my colleague from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] means 
the building of a nae twice as long as the longest now existing 
in the world, which would be, in my judgment, an absolute en- 

ineering impossibility. Thé Chief Engineer of the United 
States, r. Casey, when he appeared before the Senate commit- 
tee, was asked whether it was possible to build asuspension bridge 
over the Hudson River. He said he did not care to give his 
opinion, because he was not a bridge expert, but if the committee 
insisted upon it he would state that his opinion was that such a 
thing was not possible. 4 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we mightas well authorize the construction 
of a bridge from here to the moon as pass a bill authorizing the 
building of a bridge over the Hudson with a single span, if such 
a bridge can not be built. That is why I am in favor of passing 
the bill in this form, because I think it provides sufficient po 
tection to the public interests concerned by placing the whole 
matter finally in the discretion of the Departmentof War. 

As to the question of interference with the navigation of the 
river, I desire to say this: : 

Within the past few months the Secretary of the Treasury has 
set aside in the Hudson River for an anchorage ground quite an 
extensive sheet of water. By setting aside thisanchorage ground 
he, so to speak, takes so much area out of the regularly naviga- 
ble waters. 

Now, the proposed pier of the New York and New Jersey Bridge 
is to be well within that anchorage ground, well within the 

round which by the order of the Secretary of the Treasury 
— been set aside as anchorage ground, and, as I have said, to 
ae extent is taken out of the regularly navigable waters of the 

rbor. 

Mr. WARNER. ill my colleague permit a question? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Certainf y- 

Mr. WARNER. If that is the case, and that pier is to be 
built right in the anchorage ground, will not that destroy the 
value of the ground for anchorage purposes, the tide sweeping 
back and forth there as it does? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Notatall. The anchorage ground is a very 
large sheet of water, and the pier will not in any considerable 
degree interfere with its use. $ 

Mr. Speaker, I will take just a minute or two more for the 
purpose of explaining one other point with reference to the 

uestion of navigation. The er traffic of the Hudson 
River, up and down, is about five millions annually; the passen- 
c across the river is at least one hundred millions 
SEIA: The amount of freight carried up and down the river 
is 18,000,000 tons; the amount of freight carried across the river 
is 130,000,000. 

Now, I hold that if one or the other must give way, the lesser 
navigation ought to give way to the overwhelmingly greater 
navigation. Besides, all the tugs and tows of canal boats that 
come down the Hudson River have to pass through three bridges 
before they come to New York. In the first and second of those 
bridges the spans are only 125 feet wide, but at Poughkeepsie 
they pass through spans 50 feet wide, and yet it is claimed that 
when they got to New York, where the span will be at least 
2,100 feet wide, the navigation will be obstructed. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to my colleague, [Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is reported from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Upon that 
committee there is a representative from the city and from 
the State of New York, e is also upon the subcommittee 
upon the subject of bridges. He was chosen, sir, not merely as 
representing the city and State of New York, as he well does, 
but, if I am not mistaken, somewhat also in view of the fact that 
his district lies upon both sides of New York harbor, and that 
within its precincts are the Maritime Exc , the Produce 
Exchange, and the center of the great interests w are chiefly 
concerned in transportation to and from New York City. 

Mr. DUNPHY. My colleague means the offices of those ex- 


changes. 
Mr. WARNER. I mean that the Chamber of Commerce has 


ger 
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its meeting rooms there and that most of its members do business 
In that quarter. I mean that the Produce Exchange is there, and 
that half the produce of this great country that is ex ported goes 
abroad under the direction and through the agency of men who 
do business within the district which is represented by my col- 
league thr. BARTLETT], who addressed the House a few mo- 
mentsago. That gentleman, sir, is present. He has dissented 
from the proposed agreement to this conference report. He has 
spoken in behalf of the city of New York and of the great in- 
terests which he N os not as merely expressing a personal 
opinion—as to which I have no question but that my other col- 
league who has just spoken [Mr. DUNPHY] is in as good faith as 
he is—but as representing in a responsible capacity in this House 
the opinion of the commercial interests of New York upon this 

uestion. He has spoken so forcibly, so convincingly, against 
this conference report that he has left little for me to say. But, 
sir, I may perhaps use a moment or two. 

It is perhaps known that New York Harbor as we see it upon 
the map is rather a great gateway to the port of New York, and 
that the real port of New York, on both sides of which are the 
great lines of steamships that ply between this country and other 
countries—down which come the great fleets of canalboats which 
bring the products of the West for transshipment to Europe— 
across which is transported the enormous commerce that m; 
friend from New York has described, consists of what is call 
the North River, being a tidal estuary 8 or 9 miles long and 
from one-half to three-quarters of a mile in width, swept twice 
a day by the rush backward and forward of the tide that surges 
northward and southward. On both sides of that ed 
North River—really the essential port of the city of New York— 
are onere more and more every day, have centered more and 
more since the Bast River Bridge and the com tive narrow- 
ness of the stream drove them out of the East River, the great 
interests concerned in the rtation of New York City. 

Two years and a half ago a bill was introduced in this House 
of which this is, perhaps, the great-grandchild. That bill did 
not permita pier to be built in the North River. And when our 
commercial interests looked over the bill introduced in this 
House, they concluded there was no particular reason why the 
should oppose the bill upon that ground, and not being acquain 
either with the course of proceedings in Congress, and still less 
with the proceedings through which this bill has been put, they 
did not know until about six weeks ago that the bill had been so 
altered as to provide fora pice being put in the midst of the river 
a thousand feet out into the tide. è very moment they were 
informed of this the Chamber of Commerce called a meeting, 
and after considering the question at one meeting deemed the 
matter of such great importance that they held a special meet- 
ing a month later, and they sent here the leading men who are 
interested in the commerce of New York to protest t this 
pier being permitted in that river, even at Sixty-sixth street. 

The Maritime Exchange, haying in its care the shipping in- 
terests of the city of New York, sent its delegation to protest 
against the measure. The Produce Exchange, with three thou- 
sand members, ing on the export trade in produce of this 
great country, sent its committee down here, 5 by the 
firm which perhaps more than any other firm is interested in 
marketing American produce abroad. 

All these delegations were sent here to protest against putting 
a bridge in the river even at Sixty-sixth street. The question 
was squarely asked these gentlemen, ‘* You, if anybody, are in- 
terested in the transportation which this bridge purports to 
favor; there is a question as to whether there can be a bridge 
within a short time unless this privilege is granted; you gentle- 
men who have most to gain if transportation is facilitated, and 
most to lose if 5 is obstructed, would you, even if 

ou knew there could not~be any bridge at all unless this privi- 
ege were granted, would you still oppose the pier being put in 
the river?’ 5 

And the representatives of the Produce Exchange, the repre- 
sentatives of the Maritime Exchange, the representatives of the 
Chamber of Commerce, the men who do the business that this 
bridge pretends to assist, answered that unless it could be built 
without the pier they would rather have no bridge there until 
all eternity. The very men upon whose ingenuity in cheapen- 
ing the cost of handling ponds conning to and Gan tia ate of 
New York and benefiting this country by thus facilitating ex- 

rt, the men upon whose ingenuity the pe aed of our great 

estern country so largely depends, too ground, 

And now, sir, after they have put in this protest against the 
pier at Sixty-sixth street we find that in order, not to help Da A 
one who has dared to come and ask it, but in order to reconcile 
and compromise between warring corporations, there 
comes a conference committee into this House in defiance of the 
wishes and judgment of the one New York member who has the 
responsibility of speaking in that regard, and proposes to give 
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this company not merely the privilege of building a pier it 
Sixty-sixth street but also to give another company the priva- 
lege of putting a pier in the river down by Twenty-third street 
as well, at a`part of the river crowded beyond comprehension of 
anyone who has not seen that teeming commerce. ‘ 

It has been said that the amount of commerce crossing the 
river is infinitely greater than the commerce which comes down 
the river. 

In one sense that is true, in another sense it is not; because a 
large proportion of the commerce, which is called commerce 
crossing the river, really starts above Twenty-third street—to 
some extent above Sixty-sixth street—and then comes down the 
river to the Jersey shore, or down by the eatery or rounds the 
Battery coming in the harbor and goes up the river to Wehau- 
ken and Fort Lee and other points above both these bridges, or 
reverses one or the other of these routes, and these will be ob- 
structed by these proposed piers. 

We are told that at Poughkeepsie there is no trouble with a 
smaller span. My colleague, who has already spoken, has given 
one of the reasons for this. There is nota tithe of the com- 
merce going up and down the river near Poughkeepsie that 
there is going up and down, in the act of going across, the part 
of the river that I have described. There is another reason, 
however, and that is this: Poughkeepsie is 75 miles up the 
Hudson River: the location now in question is right down 
by New York Harbor. Through North River, at the place to 
which I am referring, the tide sweeps back and forth twice every 
day. A pier anywhere in that vicinity not merely destroys the 
anchorage where it stands, but makes it impossible for a boat 
with a long tow, in some cases half a mile long, such as we now 
find used 18 transport grain, to come within hundreds of feet of 
that pier without danger of damage which would ruin the prof- 
its of transportation. 

Not to e up longer the time of this House, I will refer to 
only one other matter. I hear it insinuated about me that some 
of the n favor this project. And I am bound to say 
that of all things hard to keep track of, have been the expres- 
sions, paid and unpaid, in regard to this matter, with which the 
newspapers, particularly of this city, Washington, have been 
filled whenever it was about to come up. But, sir, with all defer- 
ence to the judgment of the great journals of New York (and they 
are great journals) it is proper to say, first, that the Journal of 
Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, not merely the representa- 
tive of the business interests of New York, but the great com- 
mercial paper of the continent, isopposed to this bill as it stands; 
and, second, that there is one body that knows better what the 
maritime interests of the port of New York demand than does 
any newspaper in New York; and that body is the Maritime As- 
sociation of the Port of New York. 

There is one body, sir, which knows better what is needed to 
facilitate the great foreign export business of the city of New 
York than any newspaper published in the city of New York, 
and that is the transportation committee of the Produce Ex- 
change. There is one great body known all over this country 
for its enterprise, for its liberality, for its straight dealing, for 
its knowledge of what its interests are, who, if this were to bea 
benefit to anybody, if it would assist the transportation of man- 
ufactures or produce from and to the city of New York, would be 
the most benefited by it of any other class of persons, and that 
is the great Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, 
which . ainst this bill. 

And, Mr. Speaker, if there is any one man on whose judgment 
this House can more confidently rely than any other, who is 
more familiar with this business than any other, whose lead we 
can confidently follow, because he has been put upon the Com- 
mittee of Commerce as the representative of the city of New 
York in this and other matters, on whose judgment we may safely 
rely, because he has shown that he has considered the matter 
and has given it impartial consideration as well, it is my col- 
league from the city of New York [Mr. BARTLETT], the repre- 
sentative of that city on the bridge committee of the Committee 
of Commerce, and who unites with me in protesting against the 
bill or rather whose lead in that protest I gladly follow. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I reserve the remainder of the time on 
this side. : 

Mr. DUNPHY. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr.Speaker, the Fifty-first Con- 

ress, on the llth day July, 1890, passed a bill chartering the 

orth River Bridge Company. bill provides that sey 
may construct a bridge across the Hudson River at Twenty-thi 
street, with a proviso that such bridge shall contain one le 
span, and that there shall be no intermediate spans between the 
two piers of the bridge. 

People Bring in my district in good faith invested their mone 
in this enterprise, and some two or three hundred thousand dol- 
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lars has been actually paid in cash in the preparation of the un- 
dertaking for the construction of this bridge. Now, in the 
Fifty-second Congress the present bill was first introduced, and 
when that bill came before the House my colleague, Mr. DAL- 
ZELL, and myself asked that the same provision should be in- 
serted in that bill that was contained in the former one to which 
I have referred, namely, that there should be but a single span, 
or else that if they were permitted to put piers in the Hudson 
River the same privilege should bs extended to the company 
which had been chartered by the Fifty-first Congress. 

That provision was withheld. The bill was reintroduced in 
this Congress and was passed by the House. It went over from 
this House at the extra session of Congress to the Senate, and 
there the Senate insisted on an amendment providing that the 
same privileges, with reference to the location of piers, should 
be given to the company theretofore chartered by the Fifty-first 
Congress. A 

The adoption of the conference report now before the House 
will give to the company chartered by the Fifty-first Congress 
precisely the same privileges in reference to the location of piers 
that is granted to the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com- 
pany. I believe it is only fair and just, morally right and equi- 
table, that we should have the same privileges. I do not object 
to another bridge. We never have objected to it, but we do ob- 
ject to granting a charter which will give to the bridge company 
now being chartered a great advantage over that authorized by 
the Fifty-first Congress. 

Now, in reference to the objection made and to the allegation 
that has been urged during debate that under this bill, if it 
pe as recommended by the conference committee, we will 

ave a right to insist on unreasonable tolls and charges for 
carrying the United States mails, I beg to refer the House to the 
third section of the bill which passed the Fifty-first Congress 
and which provides: 


That the bridge, with its approaches and road thereon constructed under 
the provisions of this act, shall be a lawful structure and a military and 
post-road, and no toll char shall be made for the transfer over the same 
of the mails of the United States or for the right of way for United States 
postal telegraph purposes. 


That is the language of the section, and how can the North 
River Bridge Com yobaree the Government one cent to carry 
the mails over the bridge, or how can the company charge the 
Government for the right to suspend its wires for postal tele- 
graph purposes under these provisions? Ido not care what pro- 
visions are inserted in the amendment, they do not refer to this 
n but only to the privileges granted to the company. 
is is a restriction granted in consideration of declaring the 

bridge to be a post route, and it can not be and is not by the 
amendment of the Senate altered in any degree. Therefore, I 
undertake to say that on a fair construction of the language no 
lawyer will successfully contend that the adoption of this amend- 
ment will enable this company to charge the Government for 
mail or postal facilities. J 

Let me say one word in reference to the objection that piers 
at Twenty-third street will largely or more largely obstruct the 
navigation of the river than at Seventy-second street. We are 
told that the Hudson river, especially at its mouth, is covered 
almost constantly during all hours with ferryboats, steamboats, 
sailing boats and vesselsof allkinds. That necessitates the slow- 
est kind of navigation, and vessels which have to move slowl 
and cautiously in order to keep out of each other’s way w 
have no difficulty in avoiding the piers in the river. 
[Here the hammer fell]. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Iyield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. Cov- 


ERT]. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, it will be conceded, even by the 
most earnest and vigorous opponent of this measure, that for 
very many years a demand has come up from the people of the 
two States of New York and New Jersey for the construction of 
a bridge across the North River. The people of these two sov- 
ereign States, speaking for themselves, whenever and wherever 
they could voice their sentiment upon this question, have asked 
for the construction of a bridge as a matter of imperative neces- 
sity; and yielding to the demands pf the people of these two 
States, their State Legislatures sevérally enacted laws for the 
construction of this bridge. 

T had the honor, sir, in the last Congress, to introduce in this 
Chamber the formal, customary bill, giving the grant so far as 
the people of the United States could give it, to this bridge com- 
pany to carry out the work already authorized by the Legislatures 
of the two States. 

I took the ition in the former discussion, as I take the po- 
sition now, that there is not on this floor on either side any fair- 
minded man who would want to intervene to prevent the passage 
of this bill, and in securing this desired boon to the people of 
two sovereign States, unless these honest, fair-minded members 


1893. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


453 


of this House feared that the carrying out of the people's will in 
this direction might be regarded as an impediment to the navi- 
gation of the Hudson River. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, I claim that this House should 
summarily dismiss very much that my esteemed friends and 
colleagues have said who have opposed this measure; this House 
8 dismiss the appeal eloquently made by my colleague [Mr. 
BARTLETT] in behalf of what he stated to be honesty and good 

overnment. I want to ask right here, in parenthesis, whom 

oes my friend attack? Whom does he accuse, in connection 
with this measure, of a want of honesty? Whom does he accuse, 
among those who support this proposition, of any desire to do 
anyt except to legislate in the interests of good government? 
Dismissing all these generalities, and worse than generalities, 
let us come to the sole and oy question pending before this 
House in connection with this bill. That question is, will this 
proposed structure be an interference with the navigation of 
the Hudson River? If so, let us condemn this bill, let us vote 
it down; but if this measure, with the amendments that have 
been added to it on the Senate side, preserves the navigation of 
that stream, let us, in the interest of honesty and good gov- 
ernment,” carry out the expressed wish and will of the people 
of New York and New Jersey. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, will this be an impediment to navigation? 
Perhaps we who constitute the membership of this House, hav- 
ing very many matters that engage our attention from day to 
day and from week to week, can not go into all details of gov- 
ernmental affairs; but we and the people have duly constituted 
agents and authorities, whose duty it is to determine upon all 
matters coming before them officially. In this connection the 
Secretary of War is properly made the sole judge and arbiter. 
Lask my friends on this floor—I do not care upon which side of 
this Chamber they sit—to carefully examine the provisions of 
the pending bill, and the amendments that have been added to 
it in the Senate, and then to tell me whether any safeguard has 
been omitted in the original bill or amendments? 

Before asingle stone can be placed, before a single timber can 
be put in position, so far as the construction of this bridge is 
concerned, the Secretary of War, through the Engineer Corps, 
must pass upon the question as to whether the proposed improve- 
ment willor will not obstruct the navigation of the river. If he 
says yes, it will be an obstruction, that is the end to the building 
of this bridge under this bill. Now, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that that is the only question pending before this body. My 
colleague [Mr. DUNPHY] has made the statement that the pier 
contemplated or permitted, but not specially directed in the bill, 
is to be placed upon the New Jersey side of the river. 

The State of New Jersey, in the charter which it granted, ex- 

ressly and in terms permitted the construction of a pier a A 
fis side of the Hudson. My colleague has pointed out the fact 
that under existing conditions it can not be an impediment to 
navigation, but I submit again that all that is outside of this 
discussion so far as this House is concerned. We make the duly 
constituted authorities, the Secretary of War and his Bureau of 
Engineers, responsible. The Secretary stands as a guard, as a 
watt to protect the interest sof the Chamber of Commerce, the 
Produce Exchange, or any other body of gentlemen who have 
appeared as protestants in this matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I may be permitted to say—and I do not want to 
discuss the merits of this matter—that over 80,000,000 people 
annually cross and recross the Hudson River between New York 
and New Jersey. 

Mr. DUNPHY. One hundred millions. 

Mr. COVERT. One hundred millions, I am told. One hun- 
dred and thirty million tons of freight are annually carried 
across that river, and this immense body of travel, this immense 
volume of freight, is subjected to delays at times by reason of 
fogs, during the winter season by obstructions of ice, and at all 
times by the number of craft in the river. These vexatious em- 
barrassments and delays would be saved by the construction of 
this bridge, and the large interests involved would thereby be 
conserved and promoted. 

Mr. Speaker, but one word. and I shall close. I think I am 
correctly informed that up to the time of the passage of the Sen- 
ate amendment, both of my colleagues, (Mr. BARTLETT and 
Mr. WARNER), who so vigorously oppose this bill, were in fa- 
vor of its enactment. 

Mr. WARNER. Weare not in favor of its enactment, so far 
as I am concerned. And I am opposed to concurring in the 
Senate amendment. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. DUNPHY. I yield my colleague one minute more. 

Mr. COVERT. My recollection was that my colleague [Mr. 
WARNER - 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from 
New York has expired. 


Mr. DUNPHY. [allow him one minute more. 

Mr. COVERT. My recollection is that my colleague [Mr. 
WARNER], after certain concessions had been made to him on 
the floor, expressed his concurrence in the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Not àt all; I had some amendment made. 

Mr. DUNPHY. You did not vote against the bill. 

Mr. COVERT. However that may be, the empire State of 
New York is represented in the other branch of Congress by its 
two Senators, both of whom strenuously favor this bill. Let me 
say, in addition, that I understand the great objection comes to 
this measure from the fact that privileges are granted to another 
corporation upon its compliance with the provisions that guard 
the construction of this bridge; and the objection is made that 
this other bridge may be in some unknown way objectionable; 
thatit may, perhaps, if built, at some future time prejudice some 
interest or interests now unknown or undetermined. 

vN Mr. Speaker, there is scarcely a river in thiscountry of 
anything like the importance of the Hudson that has not four or 
five bridges over it at near points and constructed comparatively 
closely together. The people of New York and New Jersey 
think, and properly so, that the more bridges they have the bet- 
ter it will be for both those States, and the better it will be for 
the interests of the whole country. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. speaker; I think the other side ought to 
consume the remainder of their time now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I only wish to make one 
statement in answer to the gentleman (Mr. COVERT]. I have 
never, at any time, been in favor of this bill. I yield the re- 
mainder of my time to my colleague [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, as I have but a minute, I shall 
merely attempt to advance a single idea with reference to the 
bill under consideration. If nature had placed an obstruction in 
the harbor of New York City where it is proposed to permita 
corporation under the terms of this bill to impede navigation, 
who can doubt that the Government of the United States would 
have been asked to spend millions of dollars, yes, tens of mil- 
lions, ifnecessary, toremovesuch obstruction. And here itis pro- 
posed to give to a corporation permission to narrow the entrance, 
or rather the Dope Side A between the interior of the nation 
and the ocean through this imperial gateway which has contrib- 
uted so much to the prosperity of the metropolis of America. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this House can 
safely rely on the unanimous testimony of all the great commer- 
cial bodies of the city of New York, whose interests, certainly, 
are those of the whole nation as well as of that city—such bodies 
as the Chamber of Commerce, the Maritime Association, the 
Boatmen's Association, the Pilots’ Association, and others—and 
whose united protests are so ably voiced by the 555 
of New Vork on the Committee of Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. I humbly submit, while uniting my protest with this 
formidable array, that this House should have some deference 
to the voices of the business and commercial bodies of the city 
chiefly interested in the bill. 

Top 3 pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. CUMMINGS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from New J 5 DUNN]. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, when I came to this body, I believe 
I came in a dual capacity; first as the agent of the General Gov- 
ernment for my people, and then as their agent, to see that no 
injury should be inflicted upon their interests in the perform- 
ance of my duty as their agent to the General Government. 
Thatis whatI understand the position of a member of this House 
to be. When I see the members from some particular locality 
opposing & measure which threatens their interests, my sym 
thies are with them. I believe they are, or ought to be, the 
best judges of what their several localities want; and I think it 
comes with bad grace from gentlemen from other portions of the 
country to wield such a powerful force as has been developed in 
favor of this bill in the interest of a corporation and against the 
protest of the people to be affected by its passage. Iwanttoknow 
what interest the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE], who spoke so vigorously for this corporation meas- 
ure, has in advocating its age against the protest of the au- 
thorities of the city of New York, and against the protest of its 
commercial life, and the protest of the Representatives of New 
York upou this floor. 

Speaking for New Jersey, I know something of the black- 
horse cavalry force and the way they do their work at Trenton 
sometimes. I know and am somewhat familiar with the way 
the black horse does business around about Legislatures, because 
I have been there, and have hel to run them out. This isa 
matter in which the people of New Jersey are said by the gen- 


tlemen of New York to take great interest; I have heard of no 
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crying voice ergy a. from New Jersey, begging me to peddle 
e 


away the interest o people of New York and New Jersey to 
accommodate the corporation behind this measure; and from 
the best view I am able to take of it, this bill is purely a specu- 

tive measure pushed by interested es to see how much they 
can make out of the charter. This is about the size of granting 
this corporation this franchise. I think it will be a gross insult 
to the rights and to the judgment of the men from New York 
who are most immediately and directly interested in it—an in- 
sult for gentlemen from other portions of this country to vote 
against their protest in favor of this corporation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I donot know nor allege that 
there are sinister influences behind this bill or behind the bill 
which already has been passed by the House of Representatives 
giving a charter to a North River Bridge Company. ButI want 

the attention of this House to manner in which the 
other bill was passed. It was brought up here in the Fifty-first 
Congress sandwiched between bills granting charters for bridges 
over country streams. The House was entirely unaware of its 
importance. It was run in between insignificant bills and slipped 
over the ways of legislation unnoticed. It passed the House 
without one word being said either in its favor or against it. A 
word would have led toa discussion that might have defeated 
it. I know that the gentlemen who were back of that bill con- 
gratulated themselves on the trick that they had played upon 
the House, and possibly very justly. Their bill provided for a 
suspension bridge at Twenty-third street. : 
ow, I want to call attention to the way in which this bill un- 
der discussion was brought into the House. It was introduced 
on a Thursday and reported from the committee on a Monday; 
introduced by a gentleman not a member of the New York City 
delegation, and reported back tothe House before any member of 
that delegation knew that it was in committee. By the action 
of the united New York delegation the bill was sent from the 
House back to the committee to give the New York authorities 
ahearing. The mayor of the city of New York appeared be- 
fore the committee by his private secre , and the gentleman 
from New York [Col. FELLOWS] and myself appeared with the 
secre and presented the case of the city against the bill. 
That bi e a proviso which gave that company control 
of all the approaches to the bridge in the city of New York. It 
g gave them pe to lay tracks for 9 miles through the streets of 
e city. In accordance with our test, the committee re- 
the bill to the House with that provision stricken out. 
he city authorities being satisfied, we withdrew our opposition 
to the bill, and it the House. 

Mr. DUNPHY. And is not that provision now in the bill? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Itisnow init. I supported the bill,I say, 
as it came from the committee. The Senate amended the prop- 
osition, so as to allow the other Peg oat the privilege of also 

ing a pier in the river. Now the bill has been put into con- 
erence, and the conference committee has not only reported the 
bill with a provision for a pier in the river at Sixty-sixth street, 
but has ingrafted upon it a proposition for a pier in the river at 
Twenty-third street. Under the original charter in the first bill 
two pers were to be built, each at the pier line, with asuspen- 
sion bridge between. Now this other corporation is brought in 
and given áll the privileges of the new one. 

After this bill went toa conference committee, no wonder that 
the Chamber of Commerce of New York awoke. No wonder that 
the Maritime Association awoke, and that the Produce Exchange 
sprang from its lethargy. The commerce of the city was threat- 
ened. They sent down here delegations to protest against the 
ee of the amended bill. The Hon. J. Edward Simmons, 
president of the Board of Commerce, and as righteous a Demo- 
crat as the Lord ever made, 2 at the head of one of these 
committees. These gentlemen have entered their protest. They 
have asked the members from the city of New York to vote 
against the passage of this bill. In obedience to that request, L 
intend to record my vote against it. 

rege the hammer fell.] 

. DUNPHY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. My time is out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask that my colleague [Mr. CUMMINGS] 
may have ten minutes more in which to conclude his remarks. 

. DUNPHY. If they will agree that we may have ten min- 
utes more, I will have no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is to be added to the time already given 
for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). 
understanding of the 


That is the 


Mr. DUNPHY. I object, unless our side be allowed ten min- 
utes additional. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will agree to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objections, 


and Liag gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] will pro- 
cee 

Mr. DUNPHY. Now, will the gentleman allow me toask him 
a question? 

. CUMMINGS. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. DUNPHY. The gentleman stated to the House a mo- 
ment ago that the head of the committee which came down here 
from the Produce Exchange was Mr. J. Edward Simmons. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Does the gentleman know that Mr. Simmons 
signed the petition addressed to this Congress favoring the con- 
struction of the New York and New Jersey bridge over the 
Hudson River with a pier in the river? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘The gentleman knows” that Mr. J. Ed- 
ward Simmons a perei before the New York delegation here 
at the head of a delegation from the Chamber of Commerce and 
pleaded with them to vote against this bill, saying that the peo- 
ple of New York would rather have no bridge at all than have 
the river filled with these piers. That is what the gentleman 
from New York” knows. He knows nothing about any signa- 
tures and cares less. ` 

Mr. DUNPHY. The gentleman's colleague [Mr. FELLOWS], 
who sits alongside of him, has the petition. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DUN- 
PHY] will not deny that Mr. J. Edward Simmons is against this 
bill as it comes from the conference committee. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I do not deny it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is said that the build- 
ing of these piers in the Hudson River will not interfere with 
the navigation of the river or the commerce of the port of New 
York. Last Friday night I went to New York. We arrived at 
Jersey City at 9 o'clock and had to wait one hour for a boat 
owing toa fog. When the boat reached the slip her guards had 
been torn off in a collision. It was only an instance of the danger 
of river travel. Hundreds of vessels are plying between Ne ew 
York and the New Jersey shore hourly, day and night. If these 
piers are built they will increase the gers. They will lie in 
the path of ferryboats running from New York to New Jersey 
and back. Not only this, but every day there are thousands of 
cars of every kind loaded with freight taken upon scows from the 
larger piers across the river in New York to the piers in New 
York, where the contents are transshipped to Euro vessels, 
These cars will never run over your bridge, because it would cost 
more for the cartage from the New Jersey terminus to the piers 
where the European steamers lie than it does to take them on the 
floats from the New Jersey side directly to their docks. You 
ee this traffic by your piers. You endanger all traffic. 

But I want to call your attention to another fact. The city 
of New Yorkand the city of Brooklyn built the Brooklyn bridge. 
The city of New York and the cities in New Jersey are fully as 
able to build the proposed bridge. But private companies come 
in and seize the privilege, and here we have two of them, one 
owning a franchise and the other seeking one. Grant it, and 
you may find them consolidated afterwards, and their privileges 
sold to foreign co ations as a speculation. The commerce of 
the city is thus to be endangered tosecure privileges fora grasp- 
ing corporation, unwilling to spend the money necessary for a 
suspension bridge, The talk about engineers being unable to 
build such a bridge is twaddle. The charter granted in the 
Filty-first Congress was satisfactory to the persons concerned. 
It granted a right to build a eee bridge based upon the 
report of a competent engineer that the construction of such a 
bridge was feasible. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, are some of my objections to the bill now 
under consideration. They were presented and urged by the 
gentlemen who came down from the city of New York to protest 
against the enactment of this bill. Another point to which I 
wish to call attention is the fact that it is denied upon this floor 
that these piers would interfere with the anchorage of vessels in 


the North River. Does any gentleman know how vessels swing 
when at anchor? When the tide turns she withit. You 
can anchor a vessel,and with every change in the wind she 
swings. 


s 

The piers would always be in the way. These piers, 100 feet 
square, would be a constant menace to commerce, and destroy 
the value of one of the greatest harbors in the world. The river 
to-day is so filled with craft of all kinds that collisions are of al- 
most daily occurrence. With these piers as an added obstruc- 
tion, the long strings of canal boats brought down from Al- 
bany by tugboats, as well as the innumerable other features of 
commerce displayed in the North River, will be menaced if notde- 
stroyed by the proposed legislation. The piers will endanger 
and not benefit the interests of the city of New York. 

I will yield the remainder of my time to my colleague, [Gen. 


ver aero 8 
Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, this measure has in it some- 
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thing more than a mere local interest. It would appear from 
the course of debate that it is only a local question. I think 1 
may say that whatever affects the commerce of the great city of 
New York and its harbor—the port of New York—is a subject 
of general if not of national interest. 

I am not opposed to a bridge properly constructed to facili- 
tate that kind of commerce that is transported over railways; 
but I am opposed to any sort of structure that interferes sub- 
stantially or seriously with navigation; and my impression is, 
and I think it is the better one in New York of those who have 
given most attention to the subject and are best informed, that 
in the present state of the matter as presented by this billits 

e would be received with much regret by the class of men 
i whom I refer and who are perhaps more directly interested 
in it than any others. 

Thave understood from my constituents that in the original 
form in which the bill was by this House it was substan- 
tially satisfactory: but the moditications it has undergone in the 
conference committee and elsewhere are not satisfactory; and I 
shall feel constrained, in the discharge of my duty and in the 
5 of 3 opinion to which I have referred in our 

to vote ə report. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

r. BARTLETT. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no time remaining to 
the side represented by the gentleman from New York |Mr. 
BARTLETT]. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Iyield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York . FELLOWS]. . 

Mr. FELLOWS. How much time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. According to the original agree- 
ment there are fourteen minutes. 

Mr. FELLOWS. And there were ten minutes added to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, ten 
minutes more will be allowed. 

Mr. FELLOWS. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that in the observa- 
tions it will be my pleasure to address to the House, the last 
words I shall ak upon any subject pending before it, they 
may not be tinged with passion or at all affected or colored by 
local prejudices. 

The question is far broader than that which represents the de- 
sire of a district, or even of two great States. e question is 
one that directly and personally affects every citizen of the 
United States who travels, and every producer in the United 
States who has anything to contribute to our common civiliza- 


tion. 

The railroads that have their termini at Jersey City bring 
there in twelve months eighty millions and more of people who 
are seeking ingress into New York City. More than one hun- 
dred millions of people cross that river from Jersey City to New 
York, of whom eighty millions are brought there by the rail- 
roads. They are subjected to the possible inconveniences and 
delays of our present ferry system. 

Everyone knows that during the inclement season now begin- 
ning that stream is filled with ice, at times hindering the pas- 
sage across it for hours. It is, therefore, altogether desirable, 
in the interests of those who seek ingress to or outlet from the 
city of New York, that there should be swift, ample, ready means 
of conveyance, unhindered by storm, unobstructed by difficulties. 

But there come by the railroads that terminate at Jersey City 
135,000,000 tons of freight, the products of the workers of the 
soil and those who labor in the manufacturesof thiscountry. It 
comes to that great point of distribution, to that center of traf- 
fic, from which all this material is distributed throughout the 
earth. 

Mr. GEAR. May J interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. FELLOWS. If it is simply for a question. 

Mr. GEAR. It is only fora question. Is not a large amount 
of the produce that comes to that point from the West landed on 
the Jersey side, and there loaded into vessels? 

Mr. FELLOWS. Some of it. 

Mr. GEAR. Into outgoing steamers? 

Mr. FELLOWS. Some of it. 

Several MEMBERS.. All of it. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Oh,no. Gentlemen should not attempt to 
befog this question with any utterances calculated to mislead the 
House. Some of this freight is loaded into outgoing steamers on 


the Jersey side. 
Mr. GEAR. I only want to ask a proper question. I am not 
syng to befog the question. 
. FELLOWS. Oh, no. I was referring to the comments 


that were made by my colleagues here that all of that outgoing 
freight was loaded on the Jersey side. The greater lines of ships 
that ply between our port and Europe have their docks upon the 
New York side. Those that carry by far the most passengers 
and freight are on the New York side. I do not know how much 


the purpo: 


of this traffic stays upon the New Jersey side by reason of the 
fact that the difficulty which we are seeking to overcome exists 
in the way of proper facilities for reaching our city. 

I know that the point of destination when it starts is New 
York. I know that the interests represented are owned in New 
York, If, for the purpose of transacting their business, they 
have to go to other States, if we are deprived of just so much of 
commerce to which we are fairly entitled by our location, by 
our enterprise, by our capital, it seems a little strange that the 
Representatives of the city of New York should be found oppos- 
ing that additional benefit to the great metropolis. 

can readily understand why objections should be made to 
this measure by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. DUNN]. 
Out of all this vast production, which seeks New York as the 
point of destination, New Jersey acquires a certain by rea- 
son of the hindrances which nature has interposed between us 
and the rest of the world. Build this bridge, and the traffic of 
the West, like the traffic of the North and the East, would find 
its natural point of distribution at New York City. 

Mr. DUNN. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. FELLOWS. If it isa question. I have but twenty-four 
minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. Task the gentleman if a law was passed in New 
Jersey favoring the bridge bill; and does he know how it was 

? If he does not, there are peoplé here who can tell him. 

Mr. FELLOWS. I thinkit quite likely. I am not acquainted 
with the mysteries of New Jersey politics. I do not know how 
far the black-horse cavalry may intervene in pushing measures 
through the Legislature or in sending members to Congress. 
{Laughter.] And I do not care. Let New Jersey transact her 
poua in her own way. I think that the recorded sentiment of 

Vew 2 is the best expression of New Jersey’s judgment. 
When I the gentleman from New Jersey representing a New 
Jersey district upon this floor, I take it it is because New Jersey 
wants him. And when New Jerse a bill through her 
e a large majority, I take it it is because New Jersey 
wants the bill passed. 

Mr. DUNN. New Jersey had not in contemplation the pas- 
sage of such a bill as this. 

Mr. FELLOWS. New Jersey passed a bill which confirms 
the construction of the bridge propeeed by this bill. That 
brings me right down to the consideration of the question, which 
Lapprehend should control the action of this House as to whether 
there is a necessity for such a construction or not. There are 
statements made here, and unchallenged, as to the number of 
people who seek access to the city of New York bya bridge from 
the New Jersey shore. 

Then there is the vast amount of freight which seeks to find 
the point from which it may be distributed to the inhabitants of 
the world, which I think furnishes an adequate reason why 
every citizen of the United States has felt the importance ofa 
structure which would enable him more easily and more cheaply 
to reach the city of New York, and with less delay in time. 

I think that every citizen of New York and Brooklyn, and 
that mighty tide of population which flows into those two cities, 
almost 6,000,000 in extent, the homes of which can be seen from 
the domes of our buildings in New York City, have felt a sense 
of humiliation from the fact that the great metropolis of the 
country had not in the years gone by, in the strides of enter- 
prise and civilization, linked herself in closer union with her 
sister States of the Republic. Certainly no one will deny that 
there is a great necessity for the construction of a bridge which 
will unite New York with the rest of the Republic, which will 
give her unhindered and unchallenged intercourse with her sis- 
ter States. 

But Jam met here with the statement that, although necessary, 
it will be an obstruction in the river. There is force in that 
objection. There is a great deal of sound sense in the argu- 
ment made upon that point. There would seem to be a great deal 
at force presented by the gentleman from Westchester, who 
states that if this obstruction were put in the river by nature 
the Government would have spent tens of millions of dollars for 
se of remo it. II the Government had built a 
monument of solid granite at the place where it is proposed to 
construct this shaft, which is called the west pier of that bridge, 
I apprehend that there is no man upon the floor of the House of 
Representatives who would ever vote one dollar for its removal, 
because I assert, and I challenge contradiction on the part of 
anybody who is familiar with the river at the place where this 
bridge is sought to be located, that it would not be in any sense 
nor could it be made a hindrance to navigation. No navigation 
goes where that pier is proposed to be placed. 

Sir, I am as familiar with the upper part of the city of New 
Piy as any gentleman apon this floor. = have Here itmy mane 
or a great many years. ve spent hours an s upon t 
river there, rea | Í know the 8 of the channel Day after 
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day and night after night I have seen the great steamers come 


up and down the river. I know the course they pursue, and I 
know that in passing Seventy-sixth street they do not come 
within a thousand feet of the western pier of this bridge. The 

ier is 2,100 feet away from the New York side. On the New 

ersey side a thousand feet or a little less has been reserved, as 
you have heard, as an anchorage ground, not in the immediate 
vicinity of this contemplated pier alone, but for 2 or 3 miles up 
and down. I imagine that my distinguished colleague, my very 
esteemed friend from New York, although chairman of the Com- 
mitteeon Naval Affairs, will have toacquire much more of nauti- 
cal experience before he can find seamen upon the river who, 
having 4 miles of leeway, will be so stupid in the navigation of 
avessel as toswing it against the piers of this bridge. ughter.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let me answer that remark. Does not my 
friend know that there are four ferries inside of those 4 miles ply- 
ing their traffic over those“ flats?“ I suppose the gentleman 
thinks there is nothing butdew on them, but the fishermen stick 
shad poles down there in 20 feet of water. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to answer the question of my col- 
league [Mr. FELLOWS]. 

r. FELLOWS. I can not yield to an interruption now. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, let me say that we are ready. to con- 
tradict your statement if you give us an opportunity, y, the 
river is 40 feet deep at the place where this pier must be. Does 
the gentleman know that? 

Mr. FELLOWS. I do not, and I do not care whether it is 400 
fest deep. My statement is still true, that vessels do not gener- 
ally go in that part of the river. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. FELLOWS. The line of navigation is far east of that, in 
toward the New Yorkshore. Everybody who lives in New York 
and has observed the navigation of that river knows that thisis 
the case. But more than that, Mr. Speaker, the navigation of 
that part of the Hudson River is comparatively an exceedingly 
scanty and limited navigation. That stream is not an estuary, 
as my colleague [Mr. WARNER] has imagined it to be. 

The Hudson or North River rises to a dignity far above that. 
It is not anestuary, itis not amere overflow of the ocean or bay. 
It is river, a majestic river, a broad river, having its sources up 
close to the Canada line, and flowing through almost the entire 
extent of our State to the ocean. But the t River isan estu- 
ary. At Fort Schuyler, but a few miles from the city of New 
York, what is knownas Long Island Sound, ceases, and the East 
River” begins; in other words, the sound narrows down to a 
stream that we have called the East River. The East River is 
nothing else than the southerly extremity of Long Island Sound. 
There is the rush of the ocean currents upon the eastern portion 
of that sound; there is the resistless sweep of the tides; thereis 
the commotion created by its junction with Spuyten Duyvil Creek 
and the Harlem River, constituting what is knownas Hell Gate, 
the removal of which has been found so difficult. 

All this makes the East River between New York and Brook- 
lyn a turbulent, rapid, forceful stream, dangerous to navigate. 

sides, it is very narrow as com with the Hudson River; 
itis nota third of the width of the Hudson. Yet we puta 
bridge across thatstream. Four times as many boats ply across 
the East River as ply upon the Hudson—yes, five times asmany 
The East River between New York and Brooklyn is the busiest. 
water scene on all this earth, except the Thames in the vicinity 
of London. It has no equal elsewhere. The traffic along the 
Hudson River is, comparatively, scant in the extreme. 

In the three hundred and sixty-five days of the year but 18, 
000,000 tons of freight pass up and down that river, which isa 
very inconsiderable portion; and, although the Hudson is the 
tideway along which the stream of pleasure travel flows to its 
summer resorts and its summer homes, but 5,000,000 of people 

o up and down that river in the course of ayear. Now, what 
is the transportation upon the East River? There there isa 
constant shuttle of ferryboats, crossing each other’s course to 

„and fro at every angle. They run up as high as the northern 
extremity of Manhattan Island. There is no part of the East 
River almost to its junction with the Sound that is not crossed 
by ferryboats. All the mighty tide of Sound steamers flows out 
each night and comes in each morning through that channel. 

Stand on the Brooklyn Bridge for fifteen minutes from this 
hour in the day, or after 6 o'clock in the morning, and you will 
see such a tide of water commerce and traffic as can be witnessed 
in but two places in this world beside, one being the strait at the 
city of Detroit and the other the Thames at London. And yet 
that Brooklyn Bridge has proved no obstruction. Fourteen hun- 
dred and sixty feet only of waterway is allowed there. With 
2,100 feet allowed for the little traffic of the Hudson with the 
channel upon the eastside of the river so large, it would be utterly 
impossible for collisions to occur. 

ifficulties at that point, therefore, should wait upon naviga- 


tion. There can be noobjection upon the ground that this bridge 
will be a hindrance-to navigation. $ 

But, sir, Administrations come and go; there are changes in 
our policy; as American citizens we are taught to belteve that 
whoever may be the representatives in power in this or other 
branches of the Government, or whatever their differences upon 
Guess of policy, they are all animated by the one desire of 

oing that which shall best contribute to the prosperity and 
general happiness of our country. So we may safely trust this 
matter of the protection of the navigation of the stream to the 
control of the United States Government—to the Secretary of 
War, in whose discretion it is placed by this bill. If, when he 
has consulted the engineers of the Government, uninfluenced by 
politics and unswayed by local prejudice or control, they decide 
that this would be an impediment to navigation, the bridge will 
not be built. 

But, you say, We will strike out this provision and compel 
you to make a single-pier bridge.” That would be telling us, 
gentlemen, that we shall have no bridge at all. There is no en- 
gineer that dare pledge his reputation to-day to the construc- 
tion of a single span 3,100 feet in length. It is so much in ex- 
cess of anything ever attempted that science stands appalled at 
a contemplation even of its possibility. Willnot the experience 
but a few years ago with the upper suspension bridge in that 
gulf at Niagara, a narrow one over which you can throw a stone; 
will not the awful calamity the other day with the span in the 
Ohio River; will not that catastrophe which filled the world 
with the sound of mourning at the Frith of Forth a few years 
ago, teach us that we may not too far trespass upon well-estab- 
lished natural laws? 

We can not goon extending these spans indefinitely and crowd- 
ing on them the tremendous weight that the trafic of eight rail- 
road tracks, as contemplated in this bill, would bring, without 
exposing to danger and disaster every person who might ride 
across the bridge. Why is it that this lower bridge compan 
that obtained this right some years ago has not exercised it? 
Simply because they could not build a single span. It is out of 
the power of man to do it. You deny usa bridge if you deny us 
this bill, We assure you, and you will have the additional guar- 
antes of the Secretary of War, that the bridge will be no hin- 
drance to navgation. 

Now let me call your attention to one other fact and Iam done. 
I have said that I shall speak no words of passion. I want my 
parting hours in this House to be as pleasant with my associates 
as all of my stay here has been. I want to experience, when I 
go, that keen bitterness of regret which I have experienced ever 
since I knew I had to go, over the fact that Iam being separated 
from a companionship which without any respect of politics has 
been the most delightful of my public life. Therefore my col- 
league from the Seventh district of New York will believe that 
Ispeak in no disparaging way of him when I say, in answer to 
the statement on with so much vehemence by my other 
colleague [Mr. WARNER], that he alone should speak for New 
York because he represents the district where all these great 
commercial interests are located, that it was my privilegein the 
Fifty-second Congress to represent the same district. 

As between us, [ represented it longer than he. I believe that 
I know its sentiment, its feelings, and the desires of its people 
as well as he. I represent another district now; but I feel as 
competent to speak for that district as does the gentleman who 
now, as its Representative, graces this Hall with his presence. 
I know that the interests of New York ee and demand this 
beige I know that it is wanted only under such guaranties as 
will insure to every citizen of the country and to every pound of 
freight the highest privileges which this great structure is de- 
signed to confer. 

know that those who desire this bridge are too patriotic to 
wish it under any conditions which would impair the power of 
the United States to protect its navigable waters or would lay 
one single straw in the pathway of any citizen of our common 
Republic. But because we know that there is a universal pride 
in that great city, because it is one of the great products of our 
civilization, because all of the people of the United States first 
or last turn their faces toward New York for something that 
they want—for some pleasure they desire to gratify or something 
that they need for home comfort or luxury, or as the point of 
exchange and distribution from which their ol goes to the 
rest of the world—I know that the people of the Union desire to 
see us brought into closer relation with the people of our sister 
States. Therefore we ask the passage of this bill. 

My friend has told you of the products of the West that come 
down in canal boats. Does he not know that every single pound 
of that traffic s under two bridges at Albany with a span 
between the piers of only 150 feet each, does he not know that 
every pound of it passes under the Poughkeepsie bridge with a 


span between its piers of only 500 feet, before it reaches the 
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mighty Hudson at New York, where it will have an open space- 
way of 2,100 feet; and that this traffic has never found any hin- 
drance or obstacle in its gogo up and down the Hudson? I 
want to say that this 2,100 feet is considerably more than the 
average width of the Hudson River above New York. There is 
not as much waterway on the average all the way to Troy, where 
the navigation ceases, as will be given under the piers of this 
bridge. Still gentlemen talk about this being a hindrance to 
navigation. s 

Mr. WARNER. Has the gentleman forgotten the tides? 

Mr. FELLOWS. I have not forgotten the tides. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FELLOWS took his seat amid applause.] 

he SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this con- 

ference report. 

The question being taken, there were, on a division, (called for 
by Mr. WARNER)—ayes 126, noes 47. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being ayes 34, noes 
118—more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 52, 
not voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—164, 
Aitken, Causey, Houk, Ohio Randall, 
Alderson, Cobb, Ala. Hulick, Rayner, 
Aldrich, Cogswell, Hunter, Reyburn, 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind Joy, Richards, Ohio 
Allen, Cooper, Tex. Kiefer, Richardson, Mich. 
Apsley, Cooper, Wis. Kilgore, Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, Cornish, Lane. Robinson, Pa 
Avery, Covert, Latimer, nd ade 
Baker, Kans. Cox, Lester, Schermerhorn, 
Baldwin, Crain, Linton, Settle, 
Bankhead, Crawford, Livingston, Sperry, 
Sean Curtis, Kans. Loudenslager, Springer, 
Bartholdt, Davis, Lucas, Stevens, 
B: De Forest, Lynch, Stockdale, 
Black, Ga, Dingley, Maddox, Stone, W. A. 
Blair, Dinsmore, Mailory, Stone, Ky. 
Blanchard, ee Marsh, Strong, 
Bland, Doolittle, Martin, Ind. Sweet, 
Boutelle, puo 5 Marvin, N. Talbert, S. O. 
Bower, N. C. Ellis, Oregon Call. Talbott, Md. 
Bowers, Cal. Euglisk, McCleary, Minn. te, 
Brawley, pes, McDannold, Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McDearmon, Taylor, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fellows, McEttrick, ITY, 
Bretz, Fithian, McMillin, Thomas, 
Brickner, Fletcher. MeNagny, Tracey, 
Broderick, Fyan, McRae, Turner, 
Brookshire, Geary, Money, Turpin, 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, Montgomery, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bryan, Gorman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio, 
Bundy, Haines, Morgan, Wash on, 
Bunn, - Hall, Mo. Morse, Weadoc! 
Bynum, Hare, Mutchler, Wells, 
Cabaniss, Harmer, Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cadm Hartman, O'Neil, Whi 
Caldwell, Hatch, Paschal, Wilson, Ohio 
Campbell, Hayes, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cannon, Cal. Heard, Pearson, Wise, 
Cannon, III. Henderson, N. C. Pendleton, Tex. Woodard, 
uth, Holman, Pendleton, W. Va. Woomer, 
Cat Hooker, Miss. Pickler, Wright, Pa. 
NAYS—52, 
Babcock, els, Hutcheson, Pence, 
Bartlett, De Armond, s Pigott, 
Bell, Tex. unn, Kribbs, Ritchie, 
Black, III Fielder, Kyle, Robertson, La. 
Boen, Funk, Lacey, an, 
Burrows, Gear, Loud, Sickles, 
Clark, Mo. Grady, Maguire, impson, 
Clarke, Ala. Hainer, Marshall, Stone, C. W. 
feen, Hall, McKaig, Storer, 
Cooper, Fla. Harris, Meiklejohn, Updegraff, 
Cousins, T, Northway, anger, 
Culberson, Hepburn, Outhwaite, Warner, 
$ CKS, Payne, Wright, Mass. 
NOT VOTING—137. 
Abbott, Coombs, Grosvenor, Lapham, 
Adams, N. Y. Grout, Lawson, 
Bailey, Dalzell, Hager, ton, 
Baker, N. H. Davey, Hammond, Lefever, 
Belden, Haugen, Lisle, 
Bell, Colo. Dolliver, Heiner, Lockwood, 
Beltzhoover, Donoyan, Henderson, Il. M er, 
A Draper, Henderson, Iowa Mahon, 
Durborow, Hend cAleer, 
Boatner, Edmunds, Hermann, McCreary, Ky. 
Branch, Ellis, Ky. Hilborn, McCulloch, 
Brattan, Enloe, Hines, McDowell, 
Brown, Everett, Hitt, cG 
es, Fitch, Hooker, N. Y. McKeighan, 
Caminetti, Forman, Hopkins, III McLaurin, 
pe Funs' Hopkins, Pa. ercer, 
Chickering, Gardner, Houk, Tenn. Meredith, 
Childs, Gillet, N. v. Hudson, Meyer, 
lancy, Gillett, Mass. ull, Milliken, 
Cobb, Mo. Goldzier, Johnson, Ind. Moses, 
kran, Goodnight, Johnson, N. Dak. Murray, 
Cockrell, raham, Johnson, eill, 
Compton, Gresham, Jones, Newlands, 
Griffin, em, O’Ferrall, 


P R Somers, Waugh, 
Patterson, Russell, Conn. Stallings, Wever, 
Perkins, Russell, Ga. Stephenson, Wheeler, III. 
Phillips, ton, trait, White, 
Post, Shaw, Swanson, W III. 
Powers, Shell, Tarsney, Williams, Miss. 
Price, Sherman, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, Wash. 
Ray, Sibley, Tucker, Wolverton. 
Reed, Sipe, ler, 
Reilly, Smith, adsworth, 

Di Snodgrass, Walker, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CONN with Mr. CHILDS, until further notice. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. MERCER, for this day. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. SHERMAN, on this vote. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, on this bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr.GEARY, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a priv- 


ileged resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (ihe Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the zist day of December, present, 
they stand adjourned until Wednesday, the 3d day of January, 1894. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote last taken was laid on the table. 


HOUSE RESTAURANT KITCHEN. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds at this 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Report of Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, touching condition 
of House restaurant kitchen, based upon report of A. P. Garden, captain of 
United States Ca set Sty and submitted with a letter from the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to the Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, -Speaker of the House. 

Your committee have made an inspection of the kitchen and find its condi- 
tion as cleanly as the circumstances and surroundings will admit. There 
have been no improvements or extension of kitchen spaco to the House res 
taurant from its establishment up to the present e. When first con- 
structed the House restaurant consisted of a lunch room, which is now used 
for that purpose the members’ room and ladies’ dining room ha 
been since added. The kitchen room 8 inadequate, and so overcrowd 
that it is utterly impossible to properly cook and serve the food. While the 
House of Representatives has grown to 360 members, the facilities of the 
House restaurant kitchen have not been improved in the least since its origi- 
nal establishment. 

The fire alluded to was a smallaffair, of noconsequence whatever, so far as 
the committee could judge. It ted from a small kettle which con- 
tained a small quantity of lard, ch became ited from a gas jet left 
burning under the bottom of kettle. The walls and floor of the kitchen are 
constructed of a stone, and it is a physical ee ganna pol to keep them 
other insects that usually infest such i piace 
The elevator used for bringing up food is in bad condition, entirely too 
small, and should be repaired. Yourcommittee summoned the Architect of 
the Capitol, who was present d the investigation, and he was called 
upon to make such suggestions as would most speedily relieve the crowded 
condition of thekitchen. After a ſull conference with the Architect your com- 
mittee is of the on that the improvements absolutely necessary in or- 
der to make the House restaurant kitchen what it should be can not be made 


during a session of 
We therefore submit the above and ask permission to make a further re- 


port at a later day in the session, at which time your committee will submit 
plans and estimate of costs for necessary improvements. 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
Chairman of Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report will lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

On mber 7, 1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 88) providing for the payment of sal- 
aries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act 
of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893. 

On December 12, 1893: 

An act (H. R. 3544) to amend an act entitled An act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other pur 8; approved 
September 29, 1890, and the several acts amendatory thereof. 

m December 15, 1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 77) conferring diplomas upon design- 
ers, inventors, and expert artisans. 

On December 19, 1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) to pay the officers and employés of 
the Senate and House of Representatives their tive 9 
for the month of December, 1893, on the 2lst day of said month; 
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Joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to grant permits for the use of the Monument grounds and res- 
ervations or public spaces in the city of W. ton, and for 
other purposes; and ? 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 31)for the protection of those parties 
who havé heretofore been allowed to make entries for lands within 
the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation in Minnesota. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the standing and select 
committees for reports. 7 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iask unanimous consent to dis- 

nse with the call of committees for reports, and that members 

ving reports to present may have permission to hand them in 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MCRAE. I object. 

The committees were called for reports; when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally presented, read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying reports, referred to the cal- 
end.rs named below, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, 

By Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (H. R. 4903) to authorize a compromise and settlement with 
the State of Arkansas, as asubstitute for the bill H.R.117. The 
substitute (H. R. 4903) was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the original bill(H. 
R. 117) was ordered to lie on the table. 

FORT LARAMIE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


By Mr. MOON, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (S. 591) to donate to the county of Laramie, Wyo., certain 
bridges on the abandoned Fort Laramie military reservation, 
and for other p to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 

By Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, a 
bill (H. R. 4458) to amend section 7 of An act to repeal timber- 
culiure laws, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891— 
to the House Calendar. 

ADMISSION OF OKLAHOMA. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on the 
Territories, a bill (H. R. 4857) to enable the people of Oklahoma 
toform a constitution and State government, and to be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the States—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4185) to repeal the twelfth 
subdivision of section 4283 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. KRIBBS, also from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 195) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to exclude the public lands in Alabama from 
the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” approved 
March 3, 1883; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BRODERICK, until after the holidays, on account of im- 
portant business. 2 
To Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, indefinitely, on account 
of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour beginsat twenty minutes 


past 4 oclock p. m. 2 A 

Mr. WHE of Alabama. I move to dispense with the 
second 3 l 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent for the sec- 
ond merning hour to be dispensed with. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
it be dispensed with. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is a little bill on the Calendar that 
I would like to pass first. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then I will waive my request 
out of respect for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. COLBERSON]. 

The SPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. The Chair will call the committees for 
the presentation of bills for consi 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called.. 


CHARLES IVERSON GRAVES. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, there is a bill on the Cal- 
endar to remove the political disabilities of Charles Iverson 
Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia, which I am directed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to call up. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read asfollows: 

Abil (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of Charles Iverson 
Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia. 


- TheSPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. OULBERSON. Lask unanimous consent that it be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. : 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all political disabilities imposed by the third section 
of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States be, 
and the same are hereby, removed from Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, 
State of Georgia. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Task for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill R. 1141) 
to remove the political disabilities of Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, Ga., 
submitted the following report: 

As shown by the application of Mr. Graves, the benefici f this bill, he 
graduated at the United States Naval Academy in the year 1857; after graai 
ation 3 to the war of the rebellion, he seryed in the United States 
Navy as midshipman, passed midshipman, master, and lieutenant, respec- 
tively. That after the secession of Georgia, his native State, he entered the 
military service of the Confederate States, where he remained until the close 
of the war. He isnow a legal citizen of the United States, residing at Rome. 
Ga. of good character and standing. 

There are very numerous precedents for granting relief in cases of this 
kind, hence your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr, CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, L ask that the bill be passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill has not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read; but it can be read 
again, if the gentleman desires it. The Clerk will again report 
the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the Committee on Military Affairs 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs 8 over, with the privilege of recurring to it 
again on the 8 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


HENRY JAMES. 


Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in the original Hot 
Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, and I will yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Moon]. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 8 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the bill be first reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That He James shall have the right to enter and 
for within ninety days next rthe passage of this act, at the a 
ment made and reported by the Uni States Commissioners for the Hot 
Springs Reservation under act of Congress approved March 3, 1877, the fol- 
lowing lot, as designated by the survey and map made by said Commission- 
ers, Which lot the said Henry James has improved or resided upon, and he 
shall pay to the receiver of public moneys at the land office in Little Rock, 
Ark., the appraisement aforesaid for said lot and shall receive a patent there- 
for as follows: Henry James, lot 4 in block 102. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That James, who has improved and resides upon lot 4 in block 
as designated by the survey and map made by the United States Commis- 
sioners for the Hot Springs Reservation, s have the right to enter and 
pay for said lot at the land office in Little Rock, Ark., within ninety ge 
next after the passage of this act, at and for the sum of $1,200, which is 
value thereof as ascertained by an appraisement made under the act ap- 


proved March 3, 1891.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be considered in- the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the reading of this bill was not 
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distinctly heard, and I hope my friend will not insist upon its 
passige until there has been some explanation of it. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Moon], who reported the bill. Thereport might 
be tee i It will fully explain the nature of the bill. 

Mr. MOON, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Ar- 
Kansas, who introduced the bill origi : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Jie: Speaker, this is a 
small bill, to carry into effect what has been the general policy 
of the Government, and the exception arose from no fault of the 
claimant. In being allowed to purchase this Government lot, 
on which the claimant has a home and other improvements, the 
Department suggested that the present, value of the lot be re- 
quired in payment; and that is provided for in the bill. As I 
stated at first, this is the general policy of the Government. 
There happened to be a suspension, that threw this case into an 
excepted state. I believe this is not the first time we have al- 
lowed homes to be preserved in that manner; and I would refer 
to the report for any details in the matter. The Department 
approves the bill, and there is no question about it. 

The report (by Mr. Moon) was read as follows: 
22 Eat antes he a ere ee 
F e have had the same — 4 consider - 
ation and report it back with the recommendation that the following sub- 
stitute in the nature of an amendment be passed: 

Strike ont all after the e clause and insert the follo 2 

“That Henry James, who has improved and resides u lot 4, in block 102, 


as designated r made by the United States co’ 
sioners for the Hot Springs Reservation, shall have the right to enter and 


pay for said lot at the land office in Little Rock, Ark., wi ninety days 
next after the passage of this act, at and for the sum of 81 which is the 
value thereof as ascertained by an appraisement made the act ap- 


proved March 3, 1891.” 

The records in the Interior Department show that the said lot was ap- 
gies Bf the Hot B commissioners on the 12th day of December, 
879, at 860. Messrs. eigh and Gibbs, the registrar and receiver of the 
land office at Little Rock, 


were appointed by Secretary Noble as com- 
missioners to ap raise the unsold lots in the reservation 


under the act of 
March 3, a tat., 841), and on the 16th day of November, 1891, a 
this lot at ĝi, 


$ 
Property in the city of Hot Sp has very materially 
enhanced in value during the last fifteen years,and while the committee 
believe that Mr. James should have the right to purchase the lot apon which 
he resides and has improved, they think he should be uired to pay the 
present value and should not be allowed to purchase at value in 1879. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion to 
eet the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON IOWA RESERVATION, OKLAHOMA, 
TERRITORY. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of certain settlers upon the Iowa 
reservation, Oklahoma Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That e homestead settler on the 
iver in the former Iowa 
less than 160 acres of land, ma; 


lands on the 

tion, in the 
enter, 
in his 


dence shall not be required upon the lands 
cultivation by the settler upon and of the land embraced tn his original en- 
try shall be considered residence and cultivation for the same length of time 
upon the land embraced in his additional entry; but such lands so entered 
shall be paid for, conformable to the terms of the act acquiring the same 
and opening it to homestead entry. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED. Why not consider it in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. MCRAE. It will take the time of going in and out of com- 
mittee. 

Mr. REED. What is it for? 

Mr.McRAE. For the relief of certain settlers in Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the bill will be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. [After 
a 1 tt The Chair hears none. 

r. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina 

[Mr. eae the reported the bill. 

Mr. LATIMER. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LATIMER) was read, as follows: 


open to settlers and entry, said stream had not been me- 

and settlers on the left bank thereof could not accurately deter- 
mine how much land was embraced in the tracts m which they settled. 
Although the Deep Fork River is a narrow, nonna stream, not of the 


class which is subject to being meandered under the rules of the Land Office 
it was found necessary to survey the meander lines of said river in order to 
accurately determine the quantity of land embraced in each entry along the 
left bank thereof. 

Upon the completion of the survey it was found upon examination that 
the entries made for the lands on the left bank of the Deep Fork River em- 
braced areas varying in quantity from 8 acres upward. Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, who recommends the substitute, has informed 


sections that they would be entitled when the 
to settlement and entry to include the portions of the quarter sections on 
the right bank of said river in the entries made by them for the portions of 
the same quarter sections on the left bank of the river. 

As the act of March 3, 1893 (27 3 provides for the disposal of the 


is intended to afford relief to the parties referred to by 
allowing them to enter an additional quantity of 3 lands. 

Mr. LATIMER. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN]. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, when the Iowa Reservation was 
originally opened up in Oklahoma Territory there were settlers 
who settled upon the west side of it, on what is now known as the- 
left bank of Deep Fork. There were some fractions of land that 
were located along there that the Government has since ascer- 
tained were lands of the Kickapoo Reservation, which they have 
since purchased. They ordered this stream, which is about 20 
or 30 feet wide, to be meandered in making that survey. The 
settlers who had certain fractional pieces of the land have had 
their quantities largely reduced. y of them have exhausted 
their homestead rights in that settlement, and they are brought 
down to about6or8acres. This bill permits these parties, when 
these other lands come in, to fill out a quarter section from the 
adjacent land. That is all there is in it. j 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
inn Pens it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SELECTIONS FROM PUBLIC LANDS, MONTANA, 


Mr.McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 83) author- 
55715 1 75 State of Montana to make selections from certain pub- 
The pill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for the State of Montana to 
of the lands granted the said State under the of 
an act entitled An act to for the division of Dakota into two States, 
to enable the ot North Dakota, South Dak 


ota, Montana, 
to form constitutions and State oromani and to 


tes 
for educational purposes in lieu of those appropriated for other purposes,” 
approved February 28, 1891, any of the 2 inthe Bitter Root Valley lying 


Flathead and other 


by this act. 

The SPEAKER, This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. LATIMER) was read, as follows: 

‘The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 83) 


authorizing the State of Montana to make selections from certain public 
lands, have had the same under consideration and report it back with the 


recommendation that it pass. 
The necessity for the of the bill is clearly set out in the following 
report from the of the General Land Office to the Secretary 


of Interior, which is made a part of this report: 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, > 
“ Washington, October 14, 1898. 
Sm: On the 26th ultimo you transmitted a copy of H. N. bill ‘author- 
aing the State of Montane DO AKE selections fron certain bilo s 
with request for tho views of the t thereon. I inclose herewi 
copy of report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office the 
meee — concur in his conclusion that no objection appears to tis bosons 
alaw. 
“Very respectfully, ; 
“HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
“Hon. T. C. MCRAE, 
“Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 


House of Representatives.” 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Octoder 10, 1893. 


— 


The 
as SFF the act of 
22, 1889 (25 U. S. Stats., 676), and sections 2275 and 2276 of the Re- 
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vised Statutes, as amended by theact of February 28, 1891 (26 U. S. Stats., 


1a) any of the lands in the Bitter Root Valley! above the Lo Lo Fork 
of the Bitter Root River, mentioned and descri in the act entitled An 
act to provide for the removal of the Flathead and other Indians from the 
Bitter Root Valley, in the 8 of Montana.“ approved June 5, 1872. 

These lands, the Indian title to which has been e ed under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 5, 1872 (17 U.S. Stats., 226), are not, under existing 
laws, subject to selection by the State. 

The act of June 5, 1872, above mentioned, vided that after survey the 
said lands should be open to settlement and be sold in legal subdivisions to 
actual settlers (settlements under the provisions of the homestead and pre- 
émption laws being prohibited) in quantities not exceeding 160 acres to any 
one Darpon, at the price of $1.25 per acre. It also provided for entries of 
said lands under the town-site laws. The act of February 11, 1874 (18 U. S. 
Stats., 15), extended the benefits of the homestead law over the said lands. 

The above constitutes all the legislation had on the subject of these lands 


apto 1 812 time. 
is bill, as I understand it, sim ly proposes to remove the restriction 
laced upon the disposal of the lands y former acts, and to make them sub- 
Jeet to selection by the State in the same manner and to the same extent as 
are other public lands of the United States. The bill does not increase the 
amount which has heretofore been granted to the State of Montana under 
the act of February 22, 1889, but simply removes the restriction heretofore 
pana upon the disposal of the land, and puts the State on an equality with 
viduals in regard to the right of acq’ title to the land. 
. This being the case, and existing rights to the lands being protected by 
the provisions of the bill, I can see no objection to the proposed measure 


becoming a law. 
The copy of the bill and letter from the chairman of the Committee on 
the Public Lands are herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
= S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is simply 
to give the State of Montana the privilege of going into the Bit- 
ter Root Valley and selecting a certain portion of the public 
lands there for school purposes. The letter of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office which has just been read in the re- 
port explains this fully. He says: 
erstan: poses ve t icti 
7 e 1 on — — Bo — Rt 15 9 — 
ect to selection by the State in the same manner and to the same extent as 
are other public lands of the United States. The bill does not increase the 
amount which has heretofore been granted to the State of Montana under 
the act of February 22, 1889, but simply removes the restriction heretofore 
laced upon the disposal of the land, and puts the State on an equality with 
uals inregard to the right of acquiring title to the land. 

I ask for the e of the bill. 

Mr. HART . Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken I de- 
sire to say just a word. This bill was prepared under instruc- 
tions of the State board of land commissioners of the State of 
Montana. Under the existing law we are authorized to select 
the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections as school lands, but the 
existing law does not authorize us to select lands from the par- 
ticular body of land which this bill will permit us to select from. 
The bill comes with the unanimous recommendation of the board 
of land commissioners, and it seems to be indorsed also by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior, and I presume there will be no objection to its pas- 


e. 
SMe WILSON of Washington. These lands, as I understand, 
were formerly an Indian reservation? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes, sir; the Lo Lo Indian Reservation. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Anā when that reservation 
was opened up for settlement the law provided only for home- 
stead entries, and as the State could not make homestead entries 
it could not go in there under the law. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is a correct statement of the case. 
The Indians were removed from that reservation and the lands 
were opened to settlement, but under existing laws the State has 
no right to select any lands in that valley which formerly be- 
longed to the Indian reservation. 

r. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire 
to in any way or manner put in jeopardy the passage of this bill, 
but I wish to say a few words on the subject to which it relates. 
In the second session of the Fifty-second Congress an amendment 
was es upon the sundry civil appropriation bill, granting to 
North and South Dakota, Montana, Idaho, and Washington the 
preference right for sixty days after the filing of any townshi 
pas in any local land office to select lands that had been gran 

the State for educational purposes; not, however, as against 
any bona fide homestead or preëmption settler who might be on 
the land at the time of the filing of the plat. Now, when thé 
State comes to put that law into operation it generally finds that 
it is not quick enough to secure its rights, and I think there 
ought to be an extension of the time to about four months. 
Western Washington, for bea DR- we have a great body of 
valuable timber land which, under the act of June 3, 1878, can be 


taken up at 82.50 an acre where it is chiefly valuable for timber. 
But the mill-owners and other individuals are quicker than the 
State, and when we come to select our lands we find that they 
have gotten people upon those timber lands, and so the State is 
cut out of its right to make selections from those valuable lands. 
I had intended to offer an amendment to this bill, but the gen- 
-tleman from Arkansas said he had no time to consider it, and I 


call attention to the subject now in the hope that when the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill comes before this House we may take 
up this question and try to give the new States a fair opportunity 
to select the lands that have been donated to them by Congress, 

Mr, DINGLEY. Can the gentleman state whether the privi- 
lege given under this bill to the State of Montana is the same 
that has been given to other States? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The privilege given is this: 
When the lands were granted to Montana and the other new 
States there was found to be a valuable body of land located in 
what is known as the Bitter Root Valley, formerly an Indian 
reservation, and when Congress d a law throwing that 
reservation open to settlement, it provided that it should be 
open to homestead settlement only. 

Now, there is no way by which a State can make a homestead 
entry. and consequently those States could not select any of 
their lands from the reservation. In this case the land is sur- 
yaoa I should have attempted to put an amendment to this 
bill giving the same privilege to the other new States if we had 
any large body of surveyed lands; but unfortunately, in my State, 
all of the surveyed lands have been segregated from the public 
domain, and I am unable to designata any large body of sur- 
veyed public lands from which the State could select. The only 
thing we can do in North and South Dakota, Washington, Mon- 
tana, and the other new States, is to reserve the land after it 
has been surveyed, the reservation not to operate against the 
as Suy settler who is on the land at the time of the filing of 

e pla 

This time ought to be extended. The State with its machin- 
ery and its official force can not get around as fast as individuals 
or corporations. We want to protect these lands, and give the 
State an opportunity to select the best lands; for most of these 
States have a provision in their constitutions that none of the 
lands granted them by Congress shall be sold for less than $10 
an acre. Now, if mill-owners or other individuals or corpora- 
tions can acquire valuable timber lands at $2.50 an acre, every 
man must recognize that they are going to do it. I hope that 
at a proper opportunity we shall be able to take up this subject 
and adopt such legislation as may enable our States to go for- 
zeg and select these lands for our various educational institu- 

ons. e 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I think the purpose of this bill 
has been clearly stated, but I will say one word. does not 
enlarge the school grant to Montana, but only allows that State to 
make good the grant already made iu part out of a former Indian 
reservation which is now a part of the public domain and open 
to settlement under the homestead law. The bill only permits 
the State to deal with this land as Congress has allowed it to 
deal with other public lands in the State, or, in other words, to 
select it as school lands. 

As to the proposition of the gentleman from Washing ton [Mr. 
WILSON], I am not prepared to say what the committee will do. 
I aminclined to think it right, but I have not considered it fully, 
and I shall object to in ucing upon this bill any new propo- 
sition. Wehaveconsidered this matter; we have not considered 
that. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon any amend- 
ments. I move the previous question on the third reading and 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will with- 
hold the demand for the Teva question a moment I wish to 
remind him that I have ady said I would not in any manner 
jeopardize the passage of this bill. Ihave notintimated any in- 
tention to move any amendment. But the gentleman is mis- 
taken when he says he has not considered this question. He 
has considered it once at least, if he ever considers the appro- 
priation bills in the House of Representatives, because a provi- 
sion on this subject was upon one of those bills. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
very worst place in the world to pass land legislation is on an 
appropriation bill. More ill-considered land laws have been 
passed since I have been in Congress by tacking them upon ap- 
propriation bills than in any other way. I will add that my at- 
tention was not called to the provision in the sundry civil bill 
of last Congress, and perhaps I did not give it much considera- 
tion then. I do not think it was discussed then. I will consider 
it referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam going to bring this ques- 
tion up again, if I can, when we reach the sundry civil bill; and 
I hope the gentleman will join me in the endeavor to have the 
question considered. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will not make the gentleman any promise to 
assist in putting this legislation a the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Isimply was asking that the 
gentleman join me in having the question considered. 

Mr. M I move the previous question on the third 
reading and passage of the bill. 
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The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be ba cet: and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LATIMER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 2668) authorizing the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to approve postmasters’ bonds; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: - 

A bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- 
diers’ Home; and 

A bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to supply further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other pur 8. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3289) 
to authorize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Company to 
constructand maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State of New Jersey. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2ist day of December, present, 
they stand adjourned until Monday, the 3d day of January, 1894. 

With an amendment as follows: 

Strike out Monday and insert Wednesday.” 

ERRONEOUS ENROLLMENT OF ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that in enrolling the resolution adopted by 
the House in relation to the holiday adjournment the enrolling 
clerk made an error. The resolution as passed provided for an 
adjournment of the two Houses until Wednesday, the 3d day of 
January, but this was erroneously enrolled as Monday, the 3d 
day of January.” It was simply an error in copying. © reso- 
lution as thus copied was transmitted to the Senate, and that 
body has adopted an amendment striking out Monday“ and in- 
serting Wednesday.” But inasmuch as the resolution in the 
form actually passed by the House provided for an adjournment 
until Wednesday the 3d, the House, can not of course, concur in 
this amendment, because it would imply that there was some oc- 
casion for change in the action taken to the House. The Chair 
will therefore direct the Clerk to transmit to the Senate a cor- 
rect copy of the resolution as adopted by the House, with the 
statement that the copy previously sent and upon which the 
Senate based its amendment, was erroneous. 

Mr. REED. In that case, Mr. Speaker, the Senate would act 
upon the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. T move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion one moment. I simply want to ask the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the bill for the admission 
of New Mexico, so that by unanimous consent general debate 
mäy be closed and we may commence the reading of the bill by 
paragraphs. I think all will concur that I have been patient in 
submitting to the delays caused by the interjection of appropri- 
ation bills and other privileged measures. 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icannot consent to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama. It is late enough now. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE 
to adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at5 o'clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Ir. HAINER of- Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4897) to admit 
to the mailsas second-class matter periodical publications issued 
by or under the auspices of benevolent and pastoral societies and 
orders and institutions of learning, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4898) for raisin 
ke poh and other purposes—to the Committee on Ways Bii 

eans. 


By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4899) to incor- 
porate the East Washington Heights Traction Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4900) toamend the 
act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A bill(H. R. 4901) to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4902) to author- 
ize the acquisition of certain real estate in the city of Was - 
ton for Government buildings—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COVERT: A pet resolution (H. Res. 103) directin 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay Members ant 
Delegates the amount paid or agreed to be paid for clerk hire 
from November 4 to December 3, 1893, and appropriating money 
therefor—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FITCH: A resolution requesting the Secretary of the 
Interior to suspend all further aetion in respect to ae 
land claims under the laws of the United States on the island o! 
Anastasia, Fla., during the sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, 
unless Congressional action on the subject shall have been taken 
meantime—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. STRAIT: A resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
the Navy for certain information regarding the appointment of 
naval cadets—to the Committee on Naval ‘Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to 
James A. Milan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) to pension Bryant T. Moore—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 4906) for the relief of Amos 
D. 1 surviving partner to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 4907) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Lieut. Anthony Roeslein—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. i 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of 
Edward Markle—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. wat for the relief of 
Katharine Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 4910) granting a pension to L. W. 
Barton, widow of R. P. Barton, late a private of Company I, 
Twenty-eighth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 4911) for the relief of William 
L. Peeple—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) for the relief of Safrona Heskett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) for the relief of Rachel Davis—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) for the relief of John M. Lindsay—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 4915) to correct the military 
record of Thomas F. Quigley, alias F. W. Howard, late a private 
in Company F, Eighteenth New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4916) to in- 
crease the pension of William Brown—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4917) grant- 
ing a pension to John W. Turpin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOOREHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4918) to pro- 
vide additional artillery for the National Guard to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 4919) to correct the military 
record of Charles W. Rinehardt and grant him an honorable 
discharge to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting relief to Robert P. Horn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting an increase of pension to C. 
W. Sentman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) to correct the military record of 
Charles W. Rinehardt and grant him an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) to grant a pension to Mar, t O’Don- 
nell, an nay nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4924) grantin 


Hunt—to the Committee on In Pensions. 


a pension to Ambrose D. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and refe as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of James A. Milan, for pension, 
to be considered with bill to pension him—to the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of citizens of Hanover, Pa., 
in favor of the reduction of the taxes on tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., in favor of the re- 
duction of the taxes on tobacco—to the Committee on Waysand 
Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petitionof Charles Kurtz and others, of Iron- 
ton, Ohio, for a uniform duty on unstemmed tobacco of 35 cents 
in the interest of the cigar manufacturers—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition for the relief of Susan R. 
Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: Protest of employés of McCullough Iron 
Company, of Wilmington, Del., against the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition to improve Broadkiln River, Delaware—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition from the Illinois Humane So- 
ciety, in favor of House bill 4182, providing for an international 
maritime conference for the better protection and care of ani- 
mals in transit—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, on temperance—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. - 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, asking 
relief for survivors of the Mountain Meadows massacre—io the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of John Merz and others, for a uni- 
form duty of 35 cents on unstemmed tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Remonstrance of farmers and dealers in 
barley, citizens of the State of Minnesota, against the reduction of 
the ay on barley and the change of such duty from a specific 
to an ad valorem plan as pro by the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of manufacturers and makers of ci- 
gars, for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. mieten Mandai at the em 1 55 ee 
Kuestner Belmont Carpet Mills, of Philad: : protesting 
against the e of the Wilson tariff b te the Committes 


on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the employés of the manufacturing estab- 

lishment of Messrs. Speight & Robertson, of merce care Pa., 
ro esting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Bommittes on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the employés 
and other workingmen of the Scottdale Iron and Steel Company, 
limited, of Scottdale, Pa., e against mao panapo of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Wa; Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial from the of trustees of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., to the Congress 
of ihe United States, og os ing attention to the danger to navi- 
gation lying inside the harbor of San Francisco and in 
the approaches thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition from the Chamber of Com- 
~ merce of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Caroline Day and 21 other 
citizens and property owners of Delaware avenue, pra; that 
the bill compelling the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to enter 
the city on elevated tracks be not passed—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of the citizens of Hartford, 
Ohio County, Ky., for the improvement of Rough River—tothe 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 8 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of residents of 
Ellsworth, Minn., against the change in the tariff on barley pro- 
posed in the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. { 


Also, protest of residents of Grand Prairie, Minn., against the 
proposed change in the tariff on barley—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of Foss & Co., protesting 
the removal of duty upon woolen rags—to the Commit- 

tee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. McNAGNY: Petition of H. Stoeherl and 95 others, of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., employés of the Wayne Knitting Mills, pro- 


testing against a reduction of tariff duties on hosiery—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PA : Remonstrance of 200 employés of Brokaw 
Brothers, manufacturers of clothing, against the ‘Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Typograph- 
ical Union, No. 2, of Philadelphia, against the free-book clause 
of the proposed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial and protest of citizens, workingmen, wage- 
earners, and bread-winners of Wyebrook, Pa., against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of Daniel Kaylor to refer 
bill to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. H. Woodward, administrator, to refer bill 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jacob Mann for reference of bill to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John I. Lowry to refer bill to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Margaret I. Gillispie, widow, to refer bill to 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany the bill 
for the relief of the executors of Joseph Watts, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany House bill 3711 for 
the relief of William S. Grant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of I. N. Carvalho and others, of 
Norristown, Pa., praying for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents 
1 all e e tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. = 
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ace and 19 others, ers of cigars, orristown, Pa., - 
ing for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all eee Bd 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of Lithographers’ Association of 
Indianapolis, Ind., for an increase of tariff duties on lithograph 
plates and work—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Lockwood & Berryhill and other citizens of 
Boone County, Ind., for a uniform duty on all unstemmed to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cyrus J. Long Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Boone 2 Ind., for a settlement of all n 
claims by December 1, 1894—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers in the claim of Elis- 
abeth Horton, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Allen Sanford, of Madison County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 21, 1893. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. T. O. TOWLES, the Chief Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, appeared at the bar of the Senate, and delivered the 


following ie i 

Jam directed by the House of Representatives to inform the 
Senate that there was an error of engrossment in the concurrent 
resolution transmitted to the Senate yesterday providing for a 
recess of Congress, in that the resolution as it was engrossed 
provided for a recess from Thursday, the 2ist day of December, 
1893, to Monday, the 3d day of January, 1894, when the same 
should have been from Thursday, the 21st day of December, 
1893, to Wednesday, January 3, 1894. I am further directed to 
present to the Senate the following resolution as à correct and 
true copy of the action of the House December 20, 1893, and to 
request the concurrence of the Senate therein: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 20, 1893. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2ist day of December, present, 
they stand adjourned until Wednesday, the 34 day of January, 1894. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


tion numerously 


the free list, the price of wool has fallen within the last twelve 
months from 15 cents to 6cents per pound, and the value of their 
sheep has fallen from $2.50 to $1 per head. 


1893. 


The petitioners represent that under a free schedule foreign 
wools of the character competing with those grown in that sec- 
tion can be laid down in Boston to-day for 30 cents per scoured 
pound. They further represent that, allow 70 per cent for 
shrinkage, their wools in the same market would be worth 9 cents 
per pound in the grease, and deductingscouring and marketing 
charges is 8 to the 8 5 net ed of ar Na 
per pound, whic ey say is at least 5 cen r poun: ow 
the cost of the most economical production. They state their 
belief that if wool is placed upon the free list there will be no 
advance in the values they haveabovesubmitted. Theyfurther 
represent that wool-growing is one of the most prominent in- 
dustries west of the Rocky Mountains, and that the continuance 
of the present range of values for their main products which 
may be fairly looked for under free wool will bring ruin to the 
sheep industry of the North Pacific and widespread loss and dis- 
aster to the mercantile and other interests dependent upon its 
prosperity. They also state that there are thousands of people 

Sse North Pacific almost directly dependent upon the wool 
industry 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to inquire of the Senator from Oregon 
if he is reading a memorial or making the brief statement of a 
memorial which the rule requires? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lam not reading a memorial, but 
Iam making a brief statement, according to the rule, of the sub- 
ject matter of the petition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desired to call the Senator's atten- 
tion to the fact that the rule of the Senate requires a brief state- 
ment of a petition or memorial. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly: [understand the rule. 
and I do not wish to violate it. [ am simply making a brief 
statement of the contents of the petition. 

The petitioners further represent that with free wool one-half 
of these people will be obliged to seek a living and occupation 
elsewhere. Therefore they pray that wool be not placed on the 
froe list. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ? 

The motion was to. 2 

Mr. LODGE. I t the memorial of T. W. Ranskoll and 
13 other citizens of Massachusetts, workers in the manufacture 
of gold and silver leaf, remonstrating against the reduction of 
duty on this product, 2s in the so-called Wilson tariff 
bill, which they say will roy their industry, or reduce their 
wages 50 per cent, and also remonstrating inst making the 
duty on the articles referred to ad valorem. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented the hea of Michael W. Lynch and 
10 other citizens of Boston, Mass., manufacturers and makers 
- of cigars, praying for the imposition ofa uniform rate of duty 
of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco: which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of P. W. Cloran and 10 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the imposition of à uni- 
form rate of duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 11 cigar manufac- 
turers, of Germantown, Ohio, praying for the imposition of a uni- 
form duty of 35 ee cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of soldiers of the late war, 
citizens of Monroe, Scioto, and Coshocton Counties, in the State 
of Ohio, praying for an investigation of the Pension Bureau; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of W. E. Alden and other 
citizens of Auburn, Me., praying for the imposition of a uni- 
form duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of G. W. Pettingill, of 
Haverhill, Mass., and the petition of E. Walpole and 3 other cit- 
izens of Worcester, Mass., praying for the imposition of a uni- 
form duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of George W. Davis and 14 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., workers in the manufacture of 
gold and silver leaf, remonstrating inst any e in the 
present specific duty on d, silver, aluminum, and 
metal leaf; w was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. 8 Sere Gan html be Chamber of Com- 
merce o an rayi an ropriation be 
made for the improvement of the at ——— Cal.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of cigar 
manufacturers of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the imposition of 
a uniform rate of duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which. was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
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He also presented a petition of employés of the Milwaukee 
(Wis.) Bag — pragiag that the import duty on bags be 10 
per cent in excess of the duty on burlaps; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of F. H. Silvernail 
and 40 other citizens of Lakeville, Conn., employed in the man- 
ufacture of cutlery, remonstrating against a reduction of the du- 
ties on cutlery; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the memorial of William H. El- 
liott, W. H. Buckley, H. A. Wood, and 40 others, employés of 
the Great Falls Woolen Company, Great Falls, N. H., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill. 
The memorialists state that ths ge of the bill would have 
a most disastrous effect; that if foreign-made goods were ad- 
mitted to this country at such a rate of duty as the Wilson bill 
would fix, it would have the effect of either throwing them out 
of work entirely, or else cutting down their wages to about the 
same rate that is paid in Europe; and they desire Congress shall 
understand that if they are obliged to work for reduced wages 
they will hold responsible those members of Congress who yote 
for the passage of tha bill. I move that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of A. C. Clark and 10 
others, citizens and business men of Sumter County, Fla., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for holding a term of 
the United States circuit and district courts at Ocala, Marion 
County, Fla.; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASOO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
Company, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.41) relative to the 
erection of a penitentiary in the State of North Dakota, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill S. 1355) granting a 
Mrs. Nicolas Henrich; which was read twice by its t 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. re 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Garret 
L. Joice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1357) for the relief of, 
Emile M. Blum, late commissioner-general, and James M. Sey- 
mour, jr., late assistant commissioner to the Barcelona Exposi- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1358) to annex the Terri- 
tory of Utah to the State of Nevada; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1359) toamend an act 
approved July 15, 1882, entitled An act to increase the water 
supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1300) for the 
relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1361) for the relief of 
Benjamin Peter Bailey, treasurer of the Missouri State Lunatic 
Asylum; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying r, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Piro- 
mis H. Bell, administrator of Marcus A. Bell and otters; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. ` 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced à bill (S. 1363) for the 
relief of Francis Scala; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 


ension to 
e, and re- 


proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appro riation bill; 
which was referred to the ttee on Tatan predations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN WAR CLAIMS OF CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. WHITE of California. Isubmita resolution and ask for 


its t consideration. 
e resolution was read, as follows: 
Resol That the Secret f the Treasury is hereby, di. 
rected as to the Banats Pins all pirat Baer 9 
relative to Indian war claims of the State of California, referred aud 
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recited in the resolution of the Senate adopted December 19, 1889, and in so 
doing he shall report the amount of money the State of California claimsto 
be yet due her by the United States as a full 5 moneys by her 
expended and for all liability by her assumed under her laws not fully re- 
imbursed by the United States, in any matters growing out of her efforts to 
suppress Indian depredations in said State, and upon the borders thereof, 
and to aid the United States in maintaining the common defense. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE of California. Mr. President, I will state the 
object of the resolution. Executive Document No. 122 of the 
Fifty-first Congress contains a letter of the Secre of the 
Treasury prepared in pursuance of the resolution adopted by the 
Senate on the 19th of December, 1889. There are certain mat- 
ters of a supplemental character now in the sion of the De- 
partment which we desire to have presented to the Senate, and 
which we are informed at the Department can only be presented 
as the result of the adoption of such a resolution as I have pro- 


The resolution was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- 
diers’ Home; 

A bill (H. R. 2668) authorizing the Fourth Assistant Postmas- 
tor-General to ap rove postmasters’ bonds; 

A bill (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751, in 
the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year 25 June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to supply further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

PROPOSED BANKRUPTCY LAW. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, at the second 
session of the Fifty-first Congress I presented a memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oregon, relative to the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill as a just and wise measure and demand- 
ing its early enactment. The Senate at that time, September 
29, 1890, ordered the memorial printed. It is very brief; cover- 
ing but two pages, and the copies are exhausted. I ask unani- 
mous consent at this time that there be a reprint of the usual 
number, as it is a very important memorial. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of ss, Mr. President, I desire to say a 
few words in reference to this matter. Owing to action recently 
taken elsewhere an impression seems to have gone abroad in the 
country that all hope of securing favorable legislation on the 
subject of a general bankruptcy act at this session of Congress 
isgone. This impression is not by any means justified by the 
facts. There are to-day penne in both Houses of Congress 
live bills on the subject of bankruptcy, and there seems to be a 
general disposition, if I may state it, upon the part of both 
Houses and the members generally of both Houses, that there 
should be some kind of legislation on this subject at the present 
session of Congress, the difference in sentiment and opinion be- 
ing as to the character of the bill which should be enacted, 
many insisting that it should be a general bill covering both 
voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, while upon the other 
hand it is claimed by others the billshould be confined simply to 
the subject of voluntary oasis hes è 

I myself introduced early in the last session what is known as 
the Torrey bill, and a similar bill or perhaps the same was in- 
troduced later on by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar]. Both bills are now pending before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate, and I simply desire to state that as one 
member of the Senate and a member of that committee I shall 
at the appropriate time, at an early asf do everything in m 
power to secure consideration of that bill in the committee, and, 
if possible, favorable action. 

I may state further, if permitted, thatif there ever has been a 
time in the history of this country when evidence was presented 
in a mostemphatic form in favor of the establishment of a gen- 
eral system of bankruptcy in this country, it has been during the 
past summer. I believe there is a general desire throughout 
the country, not only upon the part of the debtor class but upon 
the part of the creditor class, for a fair law on this subject, and 
for this reason I shall do all I can to bring it to consideration at 
as early a date as possible. 

SILVER COINAGE—PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I rise toa 2 of priv- 

ilege. In a speech which I delivered on the 5th of September 
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last I made a rage sont a I quoted what Iam about to read 
as ha been said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
whereas it was said by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Bogy]. 
In the hurry of the debate I did not observe in the print that 
the speakers were as he In looking over the speech of the 
Senator from Ohio T did not observe that I had reached the 
end of his remarks and I quoted the passage from Mr. Bogy as 
coming from him. I wish to correct this error. The e 
from Mr. Bogy, which I ascribed to the Senator from Ohio, is 
as follows: 

Our coinage act came into operation on the Ist of April, 1873, and consti- 
tuted the gold one-dollar piece the sole unit of value. while it restricted the 
legal tender of the new silver trade dollar and the half dollar and subdivi- 
sions to an amount not ex $ inonepayment. Thus the double stand- 
ard previously existing was finally abolished, and the United States as usual 
was influenced by Great Britain in making gold coin the only standard. 
This suits engada; but does not suit us. I think with our large silver-pro- 
ducing Gee ty we should return to the double standard, at least in part, 
and this constitute one of the means by which we will be enabled to re- 
sume specie payments, 

This speech was delivered on the 5th of September last and I 
make the correction and will prepare it for the Reporter. 

In this connection I would say that the honorable Senator 
from Ohio delivered a speech on the 12th of August, 1876, at 
Marietta, Ohio, which was reported at length, with subheadings, 
in the Cincinnati Gazette of August 14, 1876, in which he said: 

Ido not now, fellow-citizens, enter fully upon the great question of the 
restoration of the old silver dollar, as the money of account, for it has not 
yet assumed a party aspect. I have given the subject the most careful con- 
sideration, and was the first to propose the recoining of the old silver dollar. 


gs in the same speech, the Senator is reported to have 
Said: 
I was a member of the conference committee of the two Houses on the 
silver bill. Iam not at liberty to state what except as is shown 
the action of the two Houses, Both Houses were in favor of issuing the 
old dollar—the dollar in le; existence since 1792, con 412.8 h 
and only demonetized in 1 when it was worth 2 per cent more than the 
gold dollar. It was then, and for twenty years had been, only issued for 
export, and was not in circulation. Still, it was a legal standard of value, 
as well as gold, always had been, and it was the right of any debtor to pay 
in silver dollars as well as gold dollars. It was his legal option. 
The relative value of the two metals had often varied before, and still the 
right remained to the debtor to pay in either dollar, and, theref 


ore, in a 
cheaper dollar. The mere disuse of the coinage of the silver dollar could not, 


and ought not to affect preéxisting contracts. And now, when all our do- 
mestic contracts have been based upon depreciated paper money, made a 
legal tender for all debts, public and private, except customs and duties and 
interest of the public debt, it would seem not only legal, but right, in the 
broadest sense of the term, that we should avail ourselves of the rapid and 
remarkable fall of silver bullion to recoin the old silver coins, inclu the 
old silver dollar, the oldest of our coins, and with them pay our depreciated 
notes, and thus restore the old coin standard. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
The motion was to; and the Senate 8 to the 
consideration of executive business. After fty-four minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with an amendment the joint resolution (S. R. 43) relieving the 
employés of the Record and Pension Office who were injured in 
the Ford’s Theater disaster from the operation of the law re- 
stricting the amount of sick leave with pay that may be granted 
by heads of Departments; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
3 bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate: 4 

A bill (H. R. 83) authorizing the State of Montana to make se- 
lections from certain public lands; 

A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 
Lo original Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of certain settlers upon the 
Towa Reservation, Oklahdma Territory. 

SUFFERERS IN FORD'S THEATER DISASTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 
43) relieving the employés of the Record and Pension Office who 
were injured in the Ford’s Theater disaster from the operation 
of the law restricting the amount of sick leave with pay that ma 
be granted by heads of Departments; which was, after the wo 
‘‘exempted,” in line 7, to insert“ during the fiscal year 1894, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of War.’ , 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, which simply limits the 
operation of the joint resolution to the fiscal year 1894. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SCHOONER HENRY R. TILTON. 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that 


1893. 
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Order of Business 114, being the bill (S. 901) for the relief of the 


owners of the schooner Henry R. Tilton, and of personal effects 
thereon, may be taken up for present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in the case? 

eae VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state, for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri and other Senators, that this bill was very 
carefully considered at the last session of the last Congress, that 
it was reported unanimously, and passed the Senate, went to the 
House of Representatives, and was reported favorably in that 
body, but by reason of the excessive amount of business pend- 
ing it was not taken up. It has been again before the Commit- 
tee on Claims of the Senate at the present session and unani- 
mously reported, the committee adopting the report which was 
filed during the last Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there ought to be an amendment 
in line 11 of the bill, where it reads: 

And he shall. in like manner, ascertain what was the reasonable value of 
the personal effects of each of the several officers and sailors on the said 
schooner at the time of her sinking. 

While we have a general law which authorizes the payment 
to army officers for certain losses sustained by them without 
carelessness or negligence on their part, yet we confine the 
compensation to the value of such articles as are necessary 
and proper for such officers at the time in the line of duty. This 
would pay for gold watches; it would pay for pianos, and for per- 
sonal effects of any kind which the officers might have on board 
the vessel. We have never gone that far. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would not that be right? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would not be right, because when on 
duty sailors are entitled to certain things under the law, and they 
are not entitled to have other things on board. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me ask theSenatoraquestion. Sup- 
pose that this vessel had been loaded with sugar or with salt, 
when she sunk of course the cargo would be lost, and would it 
not be right and proper and would not the Government be in 
duty bound to pay for the cargo as well as for the ship? If so, 
why should the bill not apply to the personal effects of the cap- 
tain and the crew? 

The rule which applies to army and navy officers in such cases, 
certainly would not apply to a vessel which was lost by reason 
of the careless firing at the proving ground at Sandy Hook. 

Mr. PEFFER. the Senator from Missouri will refer to 
Bae 24 and 25 of the bill, he will see that a limitation is there 

e. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had not read the bill at the time I made 
the suggestion. I think the provision referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas will cover the ground. 

Mr. MILLS. How came the vessel within the line of fire? 

Mr. COCKRELL. She was not within the line of fire. 

A PEFFER. The vessel was not within the line of fire at 


Mr. MILLS. I should like to have the facts stated. 

Mr. PEFFER. The ordnance officers were exercising their 
guns, if I may use the expression, firing in a certain direction, 
as they usually do, and it seems that when the ball struck asand 
bank, which within a very recent period had assumed a peculiar 
formation. there was a glance or + deflection of the shot away 
out of the line of fire, no one expecting or anticipating anything 
of the kind. The officers have set fo: th all the facts very clearly 
and fully before the committee with diagrams with ritten 
statements, and with verbal explinations, and everything was 
made perfectly clear. While firing in this direction [indicating], 
the ship was passing along in that [indicating], and there was a 
deflection entirely out of the ordinary line of such things. It 
pu purely an accident, which was unexpected and unprovided 

or. 

Mr. PASCO. By reference to page 3 of the report will be seen 
a letter from Capt. Heath, which will serve as a reply to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Texas. Capt. Heath says: 

A careful consideration of the circumstances connected with this unfortu- 
nate accident indicates that at the time of the firing the vessel was so far 
from the gun and from the line of fire as to render it reasonably certain that 
it could not be hit by any deviations from the line of fire thate 
had shown were at all likely to occur, and that the accident was due toa 
combination of unexpected events growing out of the position of the gun 
when fired and the peculiar and unusual formation of the sand at the point 
which this shot happened to strike. 

A I think that fully replies to the inquiry of the Senator from 
exas. 

Mr. MILLS. That covers the point of my inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Kansas for 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


XXVI— 30 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War to ascertain what. wes the reasonable value of the schooner 
Henry R. Tilton and the proportion thereof belonging to each 
of her several owners at the time she was sunk by a deflected 
8 from a gun on the United States proving grounds at 

andy Hook on or about the Sth day of July, 1892; what was the 
reasonable value of the personal effects of each of the several of- 
ficers and sailors, and to report to the Secretary of the Treasury 
the several amounts so ascertained, such amounts to be paid by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the aggregate amount not to ex- 
ceed $10,000, less the amount of the net proceeds of the sale 
ofthe schooner. The Secretary of the Treasury is also directed 
to pay to the officers and crew the several sums ascert:ined to 
have been the value of their personal effects lost, but the aggre- 
gate of the several sums shall not exceed $1,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 


HOLIDAY RECESS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate a 
House concurrent resolution which is on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 
the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2ist day of December. present, 
they stand adjourned until Wednesday, the 3d day of January, 1894. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received from the House of Representa- 
tives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 83) authorizing the State of Montana to make se- 
lections for certain public lands; 

A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 
2e original Hot Springs Reservation, in the State of Alabama; 


an 
A bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of certain settlers upon the 
Iowa Reservation, Oklahoma Territory. 


RECESS 


Mr. GORMAN (atlo`ċlockand 50 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate take a recess until half past 2 o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to, andat theexpiration of the recess 
(at 2 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 
TRANSACTIONS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution heretofore submitted by me, which 
is Order of Business 33 on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope the Senator from Kansas will not 
insist upon the immediate consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that 
there is a motion pending to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I simply wish to make that disposition of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ah, that is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
September 8, 1893, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 


' -nform the Senate— 


ct. Whether at any time or times, and when and how long, within three 
iu.. las last past, the national banks, or any of them, in thecities of Boston, 
Nen York, and Philadelphia, failed to keep and maintain their bank reserves 
as required by law. 

Second. In case it appears that said banks, or any of them, did so fail, dur- 
ing the time above-mentioned, to cad Jeg maintain their lawful reserves, 
what was the amount of reserves on hand in the banks severally, and what 
was the amount aa e by law in each case to be kept on the days follow- 
W July 31, August 10, August 20, August 31. and September 8. 

hird. Whether at any time or times, and when and how long. within said 
period of three mcnths, the said banks, or any of them, failed or refused to 
pay checks or drafts of their depositors on demand in currency. 

Fourth. In case it a) that such checks and drafts of de tors were 
not promptly paid in currency, what disposition was made of them. 

Fifth. In case it appears that said checks and drafts were passed throu! 
bank clearing houses and npea in clearing-house certificates, whether 
banks, or any of them, had asked or received authority from the Treasury 
Department for making such payments of checks and drafts in clearing- 
house certificates, or by what authority of law it was done or permitted. 

Sixth. Whether the Treasury Department or any and what officer thereof 
is officially connected with the New York tank coag house, and if such 
connection does exist, what is the object and purpose thereof, and by what 
authority of law or regulation of the Department was such connection made 
and is maintained. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. If there 
be no objection such will be the order. The Chair hears no 
objection. 
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INTERRUPTION OF INTERSTATE RAILWAY TRAFFIC, - 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask for the present consideration of the res- 
olution introduced by me, which is Order of Business 373 on the 
Calendar, in order that it may be disposed of in a similar man- 
ner. It isa resolution proposing an inquiry into interruption of 
interstate railway traffic. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks 
for the present consideration of a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
September 16, 1893, as follows: 8 

Resolved. That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be instructed to 

uire whether and what legislation is necessary to prevent interruption 
of interstate railway traffic by lawless and unauthorized persons, and to 
3 ee guilty of robbery and murder committed on interstate rail- 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLoM}, to strike out Interstate Commerce“ and insert the 
Judiciary,” so as to read: 

That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. rather think that this is a matter which 
ought to gd to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is what I thought in the first place, and 
Ido not know but that this is a very goos time to insist upon 
the s ory language. The question being on the motion to 
amend Í withdraw my acceptance of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the amendment will not be agreed to. 
The Interstate Commerce Committee is the proper committee 
to consider this matter, and really it has in a general way the 
subject under investigation now. I trust the amendment will 
be voted down. 5 as g Sa 

Mr. HARRIS. L rose for the purpose of saying exactly what 
the Senator from Maryland he said. I lak the Interstate 
Commerce Committee is the only appropriate committee to con- 
sider the question. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. That is the view I entertained upon the matter 
in the first place. I agree with the Senators from Maryland and 
Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to strike out Interstate Commerce” and insert 
“ the Judiciary.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


-~ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 43) reliev- 
ing the sti! pede of the Record and Pension Office who were 
injured in the Ford's Theater disaster from the operation of the 
law restricting the amount of sick leave with pay that may be 

ranted by heads of Departments; and it was thereupon signed 

the Vice-President, 


LANDING OF FOREIGN GABLES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair) | 


laid before the Senate the following communication from the 
Secretary of State, which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States; 

In to the resolution of the Senate of the 20th instant, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of State inform the Senate whether permis- 
sion has been granted to any foreign cable telegraph company to land its 
line on the coast of the United States since the Ist day of March, 1843, and 
whether on had been refused such company prior to that date. 
Also, what reasons now exist for granting such Pas if it was granted, 
that did not oor when it was previously refused — 

I have the honor to state that no permission has been granted by this De- 


partment since March 1, 1893, to foreign cable company to land its line 
on the coast of the United States; t several omeo p or to that date such 
was refused unless accepted on prescri conditions; that the 


tary of State knows of no reason for granting such permission since 

March 1, 1893, that did not exist prior to that date; and that since March 1, 
1893, he has not granted such 88 either conditionally or uncondi- 
ti . knowing of no law of Congress authorizing him or any other exec- 
utive officer to do so. = 

Copies of an application and argument for ipo ame with the De- 
partinent's reply thereto, are herewith transmitted. 

Respectfully submitted. 

W. Q GRESHAM. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, December 21, 1893. 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the communication lie on 
the table. I desire to call the attention of Congress to some mat- 
ters connected with it and do not wish to do so until after the 
ho iday recess. c 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be printed, with the accompanying 
documents. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the communication, with the accom- 
panying documents, lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SIOUX INDIAN LANDS, 

Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which wasread: 

Whereas by Article XII of the treaty between the United States of America 
and different tribes of Sioux Indians, concluded April 29 ef seg., 1808. and 
proclaimed February 21. 1860, it was provided that no treaty for the ceasion 
of any portion or of the reservation herein described which may be held 
in common shall be of any validity or force as against the said ans, un- 
less executed and signed by at least three-fourths of all the adult male In- 

— or interested in same; and 

Whereas the report made by the commission formed and acting under the 
two separate acts of Con „both dated March 2. 1889, entitled “An act to 
divide a portion of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate res- 
ervations, and to secure the Indian title to the remainder, and for other pur- 
poses,” and the other, the appropriation bill a ved March 2, 1839, shows 
upon its face that it was signed by a number of adult Indians of the whole 
blood less in number than the three-fourths as provided in the said treaty 
dee ager February 24, 1869. and that in order to obtain the necessary three- 

‘ourths aforesaid divers mixed bloods were solicited to, and were permitted 
to, and did sign such treaty made by the commission on the part of the 
ae port acting under said acts of Congress dated, as aforesaid, March 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior of the United States has decided, 
as it is claimed, that divers of the mixed bloods who signed as aforesaid such 
treaty made with said commission are not Indians in contemplation of 
law, and that they and their families are not entitled to any rights or privi- 
leges whatever in the land em n the cession to said commis. lon, nor 
to any privileges whatsoever as Indians, and is about to cause the m to be 
reject from the so-cailed Indian reservations: Therefore, 
it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be, and heis hereby, directed to transmit tothe Senate forthwith copies 
of all orders, opinions, and directions that he has given in respect to the said 
mixed bloods or either of them, or to their families or any member thereof, 
together with copies of all reports, letters, documents, and written papers 
pertaining thereto. 


Mr. KYLE. I should like to have the immediate considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It had better be printed and lie over, I 
think. I object to its present consideration. It contains anum- 
ber of the recitals of fact, which I presume are true, but I prefer 
that as it pertains to a very important subject-matter it should 
go over and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
ob‘ects to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator from Nebraska objects, of course 
it must go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
South Dakota that he strike out the word ‘‘forthwith.” I think 
it is hardly respectful to the head of the Department to direct 
him to communicats forthwith. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Yes. let that word be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution. under the ob- 
ame of the Senator from Nebraska, has gone over under the 
rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that modification. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I withdraw the objection that the reso- 
lution may be modified. I think it should be done. 

Mr. KYLE. I will modify the resolution by striking out the 
word forthwith.“ 

Mr. M ANDERSON, I understand the Senator from South 
Dakota has so moditied it. 

Mr. BERRY. The chsirmanof the Committee on Indian Af- 


‘fairs is not here, and I desire to have the resolution go over 


until he is present. 

s MANDERSON. I have objected to its present consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The resolution goes over, under 
the rule, on objection. i 

Mr. GORMAN. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 e’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being, under the 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses, until Wednesday, Jan- 
uary 3, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 21, 1893. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J. T. Hight, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Arkansas, in the place of Thomas J. 
Hunt, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

William F. Housley, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the 
county of Garland and State of Arkans s, in the place of Flora 
H. Hawes, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Mamie B. Watkins, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, in 


1893. 
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the county of Carroll and State of Arkansas, in the place of John 
W. True, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John W. F. King, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Alachua and State of Florida, in the place of James 
Bell, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Yoel G. Rust, to be penan at Albany, in the county of 
Dougherty and State of Georgia, in the place of Benjamin F. 
Brimberry, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

William H. Harry, to be postmaster at Watseka, in the county 
of Iroquois and State of Illinois, in the place of Abraham An- 
drew, whose commission expires December 21, 1898. 

John Johnson, jr., to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Indiana, in the place of William Er- 
win, whose commission expires D cember 21, 1893. 

Abram J. Howe, to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county of 
Mills and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles A. King, whose 
commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Albert F. Nash, to be postmaster at Sioux City, 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in the place of E 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John S. Sidey, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Ad ür and State of Iowa, in the place of C. B. Hunt, whose 
commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Jonas Rosenthal, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the count; 
of Rapides and State of Louisiana, in the place of Edward J. 
Barrett, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Henry J. Connell, to be postmaster at Belding, in the county. 
of Ionia and State of Michigan, in the place of Albert L. Spen- 
cer, resigned. 

‘Engene E Douvelle, to be tmaster at Manistee, in the 
county of Manistee and State of Michigan, in the place of C. B. 
Lewis, resigned. 

Arthur F. Watson, to be postmaster at Cheboygan, in the 
county of Cheboygan and State of Michigan, in the place of 
1 P. Stumphrey, whose commission expired ber 20, 

M. A. Vardaman, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the 
county of Le Flore and State of Mississippi, in the place of Mrs. 
M. N. Parish, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Jenifer Moulton, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the 1 of Eri Oakes, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1893. 

James Fisher, to be postmaster at Hackettstown, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey, in the place of L. B. Gibbs, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Robert W. Belo, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Forsyth and State of North Carolina, in the 7 of Henry L. 
Shore, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George L. Morton, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the 
county of New Hanover and State of North Carolina, in the 

lace a George Z. French, whose commission expired December 

, 1893. 

Edgar H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Winston, in the county 
of Forsyth and State of North Carolina, in the place of William 
H. Wheeler, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Oliver A. Clauss, to be postmaster at Lehighton, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of A. W. Rau- 
denbush, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Jonas F. Moyer, to be postmaster at Catasauqua, in the county 
of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Edmund 
Randall, whose commission expires December 21, 1893. 

Frank P. Sharkey, to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, in the 
county of Carb n and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Ju- 
lius A. Remmel, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

John Wolf. to be postmaster at Bangor, in the eae Bs North- 
ampton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William A. 
Winnsboro, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Philip P. Gaillard, to ba postmaster at Sumter, in the county 
of Sumter and State of South Carolina, in the pace of George 
W. Reardon, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George A. Gibbs, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county 
of Obion and State of Tennessee, in the place of C. B. Rowland, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893, 

William W. Wood, to be postmasterat Rockport, in the county 
of Aransas and State of Texas, in the place of Lee N. MeCau- 
ghan, resigned. 

E. H. Taylor, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county 
of Haywood and State of Tennessee, in the place of John Clin- 
ton, removed. 


in the county 
win R. Kirk, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 21, 1893. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


John P. Irish, of California, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 


CONSUL, 
H. Clay Armstrong, jr., of Alabama, to be consul of the 
United States at Grenoble, France. 
COMMISSIONER OF ALASKA. 
Henry W. Mellen, of Boonville, Ind., to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John Russell, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Richard D. Welch, of Mitchell, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Mitchell, S. Dak. 

William T. Skelton, of Akron, Colo., to be receiver of public” 
moneys at Akron, Colo. 

Austin D. Hill, of Miller, S. Dak., to be receiver of 
moneys at Huron, S. Dak. 

John B. Hanten, of Watertown, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Watertown, S. Dak. 

Rush Culver. of L’Anse, Mich., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Marquette, Mich. 

C. Boyd Barrett, of Aberdeen, S. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Aberdeen, S. Dak. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. i 

Mark W. Sheafe, of Watertown, S. Dak., to be register of the 
-and office at Watertown, S. Dak. 

Joseph Patterson, of Grayling, Mich., to be register of the 
land office at Grayling, Mich. 

John M. Davis, of Huron, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Huron, S. Dak. 

Abraham Boynton, of Elk Point, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Mitchell, S. Dak. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Edward J. Doneen, to be postmaster at Oakesdale, in the 
amonat of Whitman and State of Washington. 

William H. Brunk, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Jackson and State ol Oregon. 

Dorin G. McConnell, to be postmaster at Holden, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Missouri. 

George G. McNamara, to be postmaster at Port Townsend, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Washington. 

Thomas F. Meagher, to be postmaster at Sprague, in the 


public 


county of Lincoln and State of Washington. 
John Horwege, to be tmaster at Davenport, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Washington. 


Bernard Wilkinson, to be postmaster at North Yakima, in the 
county of Yakima and State of Washington. 

J. A. Jamison, įr., to be postmaster at Ukiah, in the county 
of Mendocina and State of California. 

George H. Watrous, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the 
county of Whatcom and State of Washington. 

Joseph T. McGehee, to be Peo at Huntsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Alabama. 

James J. Brown, to be n at Uniontown, in the county 
of Perry and State of Alabama. 

E. B. Brundage, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Wood and State of Wisconsin. 

William J. Miller, to be postmaster atSan Rafael, in the county 
of Marin and Stateof California. 

Austin Hawkins, oS he paler at Yreka, in the county of 
Siskiyou and State of ornia. 

August F. Domine, to be master at Cloverdale, in the county 
of Sonoma and State of California. 

William F. Lee. to be postmaster at Pensacola, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Florida. 

Marshall P. Ryder, to be postmaster at Plainville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Francis E. Fitzpatrick, to be postmaster at Stafford Springs, 
in the county of Tolland and State of Connecticut. : 
- Pinkney L. McNabb, to be postmaster at McLeansboro, in the 
SOU of Hamilton and State of Illinois. 

J. B. M. Winburnto, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the 
county of Hall and State of Georgia. 

Martin Collins, to be postmaster at Cartersville, in the county 
of Bartow and State of rgia. 

W. O. Braden, to be postmaster at Grayling, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Michigan. 

William P. Walker, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the 
county of Anderson and State of Kentucky. 

John B. Powell, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Boyd and State of Kentucky. 

illiam V. Berry, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county 

of Callaway and State of Missouri. 

H. A. Scott, to be postmaster at Ludington, in the county of 
Mason and State of Michigan. 
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Herbert A. Burch, to be postmaster at Dowagiac, in the county 
of Cass and State of Michigan. 

George A. Herzog, to be postmaster at Harvard, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska. 

Sherman M. Smith, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the 
county of Livingston and State of Missouri. à 

John D. Tolson, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of 
Howard and State of Missouri. 

Nathaniel J. Mills, to be postmaster at Corsicana, in the county 
of Navarro and State of Texas. 

Joseph B. Kershaw, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Kershaw and State of South Carolina. 

A. G. Foogman, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of 
Traill and State of North Dakota. 

William J. Cutteridge, to be postmaster at Lake Geneva, in 
the county of Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 

Alfred Ferguson, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the 
county of Frederick and State of Virginia. 

Joseph M, Burke, to be postmaster at Middlebury,in the county 
of Addison and State of Vermont. 

Charles Sorenson, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the 
county of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming. 

William H. Rohr, to be postmaster at Watertown,in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

John A. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Washburn, in the county of 
Bayfield and State of Wisconsin. 


John H. Schulte, to be postmaster at Havana, in the county 


of Mason and State of Illinois. 
B. C. Allensworth, to be postmaster at Pekin, in the county of 
Tazewell and State of Illinois. 
J. T. Hight, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, Ark. 
William F. Housley, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, Ark. 
Mamie B. Watkins, to be postmasterat Eureka Springs, Ark. 
M. A. Vandaman, to be postmaster at Greenwood, Miss. 
Robert W. Below, to be postmaster at Salem, N. C. 
George L. Morton, to be postmaster at Wilmington, N. C. 
Edgar H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Winston, N. C. 
Philip P. Gaillard, to be postmaster at Sumter, S. C. 
George A. Gibbs, to be postmaster at Union City, Tenn. 
William W. Wood, to be postmaster at Rockport, Tex. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 21, 1893. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. . 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

: W. W. NEELY, DECEASED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of the findings of the 
court in the case of W. W. Neely, deceased, rs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WELLS, for this day. 
ELIZABETH VOSS, 


Mr. HAYES. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 855) to amend chapter 243 of 
the Laws of the second session of the Fifty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 243 of the Laws of the second session of the 
Fifty-second Congress, entitled “An act grauting a pension to Elizabeth 
Voss,” be, and is hereby, amended by striking out the word Imann“ therein 


and inserting in lieu thereof the word“ Mann;“ and that said act shall have 
the same force and effect as if said word had been therein originally. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the adoption 
of the following amendment: 

That the act approved March 3. 1883, entitled An act granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Voss,“ be, and hereby is, amended as follows: ‘ Be it enacted 
by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in 8 assembled. that the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the 
merly the widow of Jacob „late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment 
lowa Infantry, to take effect from date of said former act.” 


Mr. HAYES. I would like to make a word of explanation, 
which I think will be all that is necessary, in relation to this 


ansion laws, the name of Elizabeth Voss, for- 


matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose unanimous consent has not yet 
been given? 

The SPEAKER. It has not; but without objection the gen- 


tleman can explain the provisions of the bill. 
Mr, HAYES. This wag a pension bill, an entirely meritori- 
I 


ous case, which was reported in the last Congress and passed 
without objection or question. By reason of my own miserable 
writing the name of the soldier was spelled “ Inmann” in place 
of ‘‘ Mann;” consequently the Pension Office has not been able 
to locate him, and of course the pension can not be granted. It 
was an error simply in printing the bill, and it was not discoy- 
ered at the time. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Pension Office can not find the man for 
whose relief the bill was passed, and now they want to find some- 
bey on whom they can confer this pension? ; 

r.HAYES. Not at all. This is an entirely meritoricus case, 
and they simply want to have the proper name of the person who 
is entitled to receive the pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. There was nobody lost in the shuffle, I sup- 


et. HAYES. "Not at al. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 5 

On motion of Mr. HAYES, a motion to reconsider the vote 
last taken was laid on the table. 


USE OF NAVAL FORCES—HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk and ask 
the immediate consideration of a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it appears by certain papers transmitted by the President in 
response to a resolution of the House that the 4 the Navy, on 
the 11th day of March, 1893, issued instructions to the admiral commandin 
the naval forees of the United States at the Hawaiian Islands to hold an 
employ such armed naval forces subject to the orders of one James H. 
Blount, said instructions containing the following words: 

“You will consult freely with Mr. Blount and will obey any instructions 
zog may receive from him regarding the course to be pursued at said islands 

y the force under your command; 

And whereas it appears by the same papers that said Blount did assume 
to exercise milit command over such armed naval forces of the United 
States on the 3ist day of March, 1893, by issuing the following orders to 
“haul down the United States ensign” and to embark the troops" of the 


United States, to wit: 
“HONOLULU, March 81, 1893. 


Sm: You are directed to haul down the United States ensign from the 
Government building and to embark the troops now on shore to the ships 
to which they belong. 

This will be executed at 11 o’clock on the Ist day of April. 

“Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 
; “JAMES H. BLOUNT, 


Special Commissioner of the United States. 
Rear-Admiral J. S. S x 


KERRETT, 
“ Commanding Pacific Squadron.” 

And whereas it are by the papers referred to that the said admiral 
commanding the United States naval forces on the Pacific Station, acting 
under said instructicns, did obey the military orders of said Blount by low- 
ering the United States ensign and moving the armed forces of the United 
States “in obedience” to his (said Blount’s) directions,“ as is shown by 
the following official communication: 


„U. S. S. MOHICAN, FLAGSHIP OF THE PACIFIC STATION, 
“ Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, April 1, 1893. 


“Sim: Ihave the honor to inform Special Commissioner Blount that in 
obedience to his directions the United States ensign over the Government 


uite a number of people congregated about the Government 

building at the time. The force of marines stationed there were relieved by 

a force of the Provisional Government. There was no demonstration made 

by oe populace present; no cheering, nor any other signs of either joy or 
e 


I wenton shore this afternoon and saw quite an access in numbers of those 
who were wearing the annexation club badge. There has been no evidence 
shown — unruly or riotous characters. Absolutely there appears to be peace 

quiet. 
“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“J. S. SKERRETT, 
Near - Admiral, United States Nary, 
Commanding United States Naval Forces, Pacific Station.” 


And whereas it does not ap that said Blount, at the time of the issu- 
ance of said instructions by. the Secretary of the Navy, or at the time of said 
Blount's issuance of. sad military orders to the commander of the armed 
naval forces of the United States to!“ haul down the United States ensign” 
and to “embark the troops of the United States, or at the time of the exe- 
cution of such orders, held any military rank or authority as an officer of 
the Navy of the United States, or that he held any constitutional authority 
by appointment or commission 7 and witli the advice and consent of the 
Senate,” by virtue of which he could lawfully assume command of the armed 
forces of the United States or order its “ensign hauled down” from the 
place where it had been raised “forthe protection of the United States lega- 
tion and the United States consulate and to secure the safety of American 
life and property: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the House of Representatives by what authority instructions were 
issued placing the armed naval forces of the United States and the use of its 
ensign under the orders and control of said Blount, and that the Secre 
of the 5 Rew further directed to furnish the House of Representatives wi 
copies of orders, directions, instructions, or official suggestions issued by 
him or officer of the Navy Department or of the Navy since the 4th day 
of March, 1893, conce: the use or movements of the armed naval forces of 
the United States at the Hawaiian Islands. 


The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged resolution. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. It calls for information from the Secretary 
of the Navy. 


| 


The SPEAKER. It must be referred. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Imoveits reference to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. $ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to refer it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave not objected to its reference. 

The SPEAKER. Butit can not be read, except by unanimous 
consent. The method of introducing such resolutions is to hand 
them in at the desk. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. The rules make thisa privileged resolu- 
tion, and the committee must report it back. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is-very plain. Such resolutions 
must be introduced through the Speaker. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I asked unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman stated that it was a privi- 
leged resolution. 

r. BOUTELLE. And I asked for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that it is not a privileged 
resolution, 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I move its reference to the Com- 

nittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask for its immediate consideration. I 

isk unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky and Mr. RAYNER objected. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly why I asked unanimous 
2onsent, go that the gentleman could object. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman presented it as a privileged re- 
solution. It will be referred to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 


REIMPORTATION OF AMERICAN CATTLE FROM MEXICO. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to favorably report the m resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 43) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
permit the owners of cattle transporting them into Mexico to 
reimport the same into the United States at any time before 
May 1, 1894, and for other purposes; and I ask for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas a drought has existed in Southwest and Northwest Texas fora | 
period of several years so severe as to practically destroy the grass upon 
the ranges therein, and 1 80 great ascarcity of grass and water that 
the stock in said vast region of Texas are and have been for months suffer- 
ing and dying in large numbers; and 

Whereas both sufficient water and grass exist on the south side of the Rio 
Grande, in the Republic of Mexico; and 

Whereas said Republic has expressed a willingness to enter into recipro- 
cal relations with this Government with a view to relieving the stock inter- 
ests of Texas for a fixed period of time by permitting the importation of stock 
into Mexico for grazing purposes only; therefore, in view of the premises, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and empowered to per- 
mit the owners of cattle in Texas who shall hereafter transport their cattle 
and horses into the Republic of Mexico to reimport or retransport the same 
into the United States at any time before May 1, 1894, under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed for the protection of the revenue of the 
Government of the United States; and he is also authorized to make such 
rules and regulations with the Government of Mexico as will protect the 
revenue of the Government of the United States should a similar privilege 
for a similar period of time be asked by said Republic of Mexico for any of 
its citizens under like conditionsas exist in the section of Texas before men- 
tioned: Therefore 

Resolved, ete., That any owner or owners of cattle in the United States be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to remove their herds across the Rio Grande 
into Mexico, for the purpose of grazing, and reintroduce them into the 
United States without charge for import duties, under such rules and regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Src. 2. That the same privilege above pra to citizens of the United 
States is hereby granted to citizens of Mexico who may desire to introduce 
their cattle into the United States for like purpose. 

Src. 3. That the provisions of this act shall expire within twelve months 
from the date of its passage. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask thattheletter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the letter. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 19, 1893. 

Str: Referring to your letter of the 18th instant, with copy of H. Res. 93, 
„Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to permit the 
owners of cattle transporting them into Mexico to reimport same, ”’etc..[ have 
to state that I have examined the bill and that Ponor regulations can be is- 
sued by this Department to enforce the same if it shall be enacted into law. 

T have to call your attention to the fact thatalthough horses are mentioned 
iz — orat Une of page 2, they do not appear to be provided for in the pro- 

W. 


aw. 
Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. T. M. PASCHAL, 

United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This resolution, as it shows on its face, pro- 
vides for the transportation temporarily, and reimportation, of 
cattle across the Rio Grande into Mexico from that portion of 
Texas where the cattle are famishing in consequence of a severe 
drought. The Secretary of the Treasury has reported that itis 
possible for him to adopt regulations by which any fraud or 


TECC 


irregularity against the revenues can be prevented. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means were unanimously of the opinion that 
it was not only humane, but wise and just to adopt the resolu- 
tion. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PASCHAL] 
such time as he desires. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the gentleman from Tennessee takes 
his seat I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood from the reading of the res- 
olution that this right was to extend until the Ist day of May 
next: but in the closing portion of the resolution it is declared 
that it shall be in force for one year. I did not know but that 
was an oversight. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I think that comes in this way, that for one 

ear the Government of Mexico would like to have similar priv- 
ileges under similar circumstances, if such calamities as occa- 
sionally overtake stock-raisers on the border should afflict them. 
The Secretary of the Treasury was of the opinion that that was 
not oe ad ed 

Mr. BURROWS. While the right on our part would expire 


on the Ist day of May, the right on the part of Mexico would 


continue for one year. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to my friend that the necessity 
for it, so far as we are concerned, will have been exhausted by 
the Ist of May, for the new crop of grass comes then. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the necessity would not cease, so far as 
the Mexican Government is concerned? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would state to my friend from Michigan 
that the trouble can not possibly overtake the Mexicans this 
year, but it might possibly next year. So we give them the 
privilege next year that we ask of them, temporarily, for this 


year. 

Mr. REED. As I understand it, in order to obtain this priv- 
ilege from Mexico it is necessary for us to put ourselves under 
reciprocal obligations, and that must apply to some future time 
so far as Mexico is concerned, because the necessity does not 
now exist in Mexico? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, because it appears that in an exten- 
sive territory south of the Rio Grande there is ample pasture 
this winter, and that will continue during this season; but it is 
possible that it might not be the situation next year, but that 
the circumstances might be reversed. It was thought best to 
make this neighborly arrangement with them. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PASCHAL] whose district is inter- 
ested in this measure. 

Mr. PASCHAL. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to add other 
than has already been presented by the gentieman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Mo Tran} I only wish to say to the House that 
in order to appreciate the extent and the character of this 
drought, it will be remembered that an area of country repre- 
sented by something like one hundred and odd counties hs been 
afilicted for the past three years with a drought which even in 
that section of country has been unprecedented; that the win- 
ter rains have come too late to do any good so far as the pastur- 
age is concerned; and our cattle, the chief industry of that sec- 
tion of Texas, are dying at the rate of thousands every week. 
doubt very much whether the relief now proposed to be offered 
will be in time sufficient to obviate an immense loss to the peo- 
ple of Texas; nevertheless, it will be some relief, and save tens 
of thousands and perhaps hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth 
of cattle from starvation during the present winter. 

I will say, further, that the Mexican minister, upon whom I 
called in relation to this matter, has been pleased toextend every 
courtesy toward us in facilitating the carrying out of this act. 
He has been duly ppprised of the condition of affairs in that sec- 
tion of Texas, and has declared that the Mexican Government 
will do everything in its power to enable our people to get re- 
lief under the act. I believe that no gentleman will object to 
the consideration of the measure at this time, because if it is 
deferred it will amount to the loss of hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to our people. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I think there will be no ob;ection 
on this side of the House. 

Mr.McoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there are amendments offered 
to the resolution so as to include horses. The insertion of the 
words and horses“ is recommended in the report, in the pre- 
amble, the resolution, and the title. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
reid the third time, and passed. - 

The title was amended in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the committee. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed, was laid on the table. 


‘ 
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HAWAII. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a resolution looking to the investigation of ques- 
tions of fact connected with the late Hawaiian revolution. I ask 
that it be read for information and for immediate action by the 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent to present a resolution and ask for its con- 
sideration, and the 3 from Maryland objects. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I demand that it be referred to 
the proper committee, under the rules, 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the gentleman will not object to the 
reso.ution being read for information. It calls simply for an in- 
vestigation of facts. . 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Let it be introduced and go to 
the proper committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is simply to ascertain the truth, and if the 
House is not di d to consider it, that is for the House. I do 
not desire to make an 

Mr. TALBOTT of 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland objects. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD, without 
reading, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. REED. The gentlemen are rather shy on the Hawaiian 
question all the way through. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We shall not be shy when the 
proper time comes. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not hear what the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] says, but I always object to 
the printing of resolutions in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that it be read for information. It isa 
resolution for the investigation of a question of fact that is im- 
portant. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of 
uis Pelham. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the resolution may 
be returned to me. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred through the desk. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Speaker permit me to ask that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The 3 The resolution must be referred through 
the desk. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall not object, because of the discourtesy 
that has been shown, but I ask íor the reference of the resolu- 


on. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution under the rules must be re- 
ferred through the desk, and the Speaker will look at it and see 
to which committee it should be referred. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Does any gentleman object to its being referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to its introduction, ex- 
cept under the rules. 

r. BLAIR. Well, then, if it may be returned to me I will 
introduce it under the rules. At the suggestionof a gentleman 
on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, of which I am a member 
(and it is a matter I have mentioned to others), I ask again for 
the reading of the resolution for information, and then I will 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not see any objection to 
its being read. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
TALBOTT] obiects. 

Mr. RAYNER. But the gentleman from New Hampshire 
renews his request. A 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I withdraw objection to the 
reading of the resolution; but I object to its present considera- 
tion 


Mr. RAYNER. Itisnot to be up for present consideration. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
- unanimous consent that the resolution be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

LOUIS PELHAM. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentiaman from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (E R. 1539) for the relief of Louis Pelham. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been reported from 
any committee? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It has; and I ask to have the re- 
vort read. 


remarks upon it. 
aryland. t it go to the proper com- 


DECEMBER 21, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] ~ 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill, 
he = asks consent that the report be read. Is there objec- 

on 

Mr. LOUD. What committee reported this bill, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

Mr, KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, I ask the gentleman to withdraw 
his objection so that! may make a statement explaining the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the gentleman from Texas will withdraw 
ite arg gs It is unseemly and obstructs public business. 

ughter. n 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam willing to hear the statement, but I do 
not know that it will change my mind. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I am willing that the gentleman 
shall object, if he desires to, after I make my statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. - Mr. Speaker, I have objected, but I withdraw 
the objection. Ido this with the distinct understanding that I, 
too, shall have an opportunity to speak. I Laughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. So far as I am concerned the gen- 
tleman is at perfect liberty to speak. - 

Mr. McMILLIN No contract can be made with the House, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to re- 
fund mone N wrongfully paid out by Louis Pelham, and illegally 
collected from him, under certain confiscation proceedings 
against the property of Henry Pelham in the district court of 
the United States, in the State of Indiana, the sum of 83, 000 hav- 
ing been illegally taken and collected from him by the marshal 
of the United States for said district. court of Toalha upon the 
sale of a certain promissory note for $7,000, executed on the Ist 
day of March, 18¢2, due four years after date, executed by Louis 
Pelham to the said Henry Pelham, and sold upon a venditioni ex- 
ponas under a libel of information in said district court to the 
said Louis Pelham, when in fact the marshal of said district had 
not under the mandate of the writ of monition attached the said 
note, nor had he seized the same, nor had it ever been in hiscus- 
sony from the commencement to the end of the proceedings 

ereon, 

The said note had not been at ay time within the jurisdiction 
of said district court, and the said note was not at the time of 
the sale of the same, nor at the time of paying the said sum of 
money to the said marshal as the purchaser thereof by the said 
Louis Pelham, nor at ber time thereafter by the marshal of said 
district court delive to him, nor did he acquire any title 
whatsoever to said note under said proceedings, and the said 
protio noie was never in the territorial limits of the said 

tate of Indiana, but, on the contrary, was during all that time 


in the possession of Seny Pelham, 


the State of Kentucky, 
where the said Henry Pelham resided. 

The United States, in 1863, filed a libel of information in the 
district court for the district of Indiana ‘‘ against the following 
described credits and effects of Henry Pelham, that is to say, 
one promissory note, dated March 1, 1862, for the sum of $7,000, 
and due four years after date, executed by Louis Pelham to 
Henry Pelham.” Louis Pelham was still in Indiana and within 
the jurisdiction of the marshal; but Henry Pelham was in Ken- 
tucky, outside of the marshal’s jurisdiction, and had the note 
with him there. The libel, after reciting the act of July 17, 
1862, and making other proper recitals, alleged that, by force 
of the said statute and the public warning of the President of 
the United States, the said estate, credits, and effects of him, 
the said Henry Pelham, so described as aforesaid, became and 
were forfeited to the United States; and that the same were lia- 
ble to be condemned as enemy’s property.” 

The writ of monition stated a libel had been filed by the dis- 
trict attorney against ‘‘one promissory note,” and commanded 
the marshal ‘‘to attach the note and to detain the same in your 
custody until the further order of the court concerning the 
same,” and to give due notice to all persons claiming the same,” 


ete. 
The marshal made return, on the back of the writ, as follows: 


MAY 2, 18638. 
In obedience to the within warrant I have arrested the perty within 
mentioned and have cited all persons having or 8 to have any 
right, title, or interest therein, as by the said warrant I am commanded to 
0. 


D. G. ROSE, Marshal. 


A summons was at the same time issued against Louis Pelham, 
the maker of the note, which was served on him by the marshal, 
5 and answered, admitting the facts alleged in 
the li 

The fact of a publication of notice to all other parties in in- 
terest was proven, and a decree of condemnation was made, and 
a writ of venditioni erponas issued to the marshal, who returned 
that he had offered for sale the promissory note and sold it to 
Louis Pelham for $3,000. 
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When the war was over Henry Pelham sued the sureties of 
the marshal (he being dead in the district court for the district 
of Kentucky, for damages alleged to have accrued by the mr- 
shal’s false return in the case. The declaration alleged a false 
return to a writ of monition in a libel by the United States 
against the described credits and effects of Henry Pelham; 
that is to say, one promissory note for $7,000, executed by Louis 
Pelham to the said Henry.” 

It was an admitted fact in the case that the note was, from 
the issuing of the monition in the proceedings for confiscation 
till and at the time of the return to the monition by the marshal 
thet he had arrested the same, outside the jurisdiction of the 
said district court and not within the territorial limits of the 
State of Indiana; but, on the contrary, was, during all that time, 
in the possession of the said plaintiff in the State of Kentucky, 
where he resided. 


The plaintiff requested the courtto instruct the jury as follows: 


If the jury find, from the evidence, that the allegations of the declaration 
are true, they will find for the plaintiff and assess his damages in the amount 
of the note, with the interest thereon from maturity. 

The court refused to give this instruction and charged that, 
under the conceded facts in the case, the plaintiff was entitled 
to no more than nominal damages. 

A verdict was rendered accordingly, and the refusal to charge 
as requested and the oa as given were then assigned to the 
Supreme Court of the United States for error. The Supreme 
Court held that to effect its seizure it was necessay for the mar- 
shal to take the note into his actual control and custody, and 
consequently the debt was not confiscated. (15 Wallace, page 
196; 9 Wallace, page 103.) 

Every princip 
Government should refund the money received without con- 
sideration and for property which it did not control and had no 
right to sell; for a vendor.“ says the Supreme Court of the 
United States, is bound to know that he actually has that which 
he professes to sell.” (Allen vs. Hammond 11, Pet., 72.) 

“A court of equity,” said Chief Justice Marshall, in Garnett vs. 
Macon, 2 Brock., 185, ‘‘ considers a vendor responsible for the 
title he sells, and is bound to inform himself of its defects,” and 
to make the same known to the purchaser, as the latter has a 
right, if no liens or incumbrances are made known to him by 
the vendor, to suppose himself as purchasing an estate free from 
incumbrance. 5 

Where a vendor intends to sell and the vendee to purchase a 
subsisting title, but which in fact does rot exist, a payment of 
the purchase money, says the Supreme Court of the United 
States, would be a payment without the shadow of considera- 
tion, and no court of equity is believed ever to have sanctioned 
such a principle.” 

Claimant is, therefore, on the score of precedent as well as au- 
thority, justly and honestly entitled to a return of his money. 

The proof accompanying the bill shows that Louis Pelham 
wasan extremely loyal person. 

Mr. RAYNER (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order; what is this statement about? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is making a statement in 
connection with a bill which he desires to have considered. 

Mr. RAYNER. Has he had unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. RAYNER, Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will call the 
committees for reports. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The Clerk proceeded with the call. When the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs was called, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am directed 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report, with the recom- 
mendation that it pass, a resolution in lieu of a resolution offered 
wy the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] and of a resolu- 

on offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT]. 

The Clerk read the title of the report, as follows: 

House resolution relative to intervention by United States Government, 
„ and armed forces in the affairs of the Hawaiian Govern- 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will be printed and referred 
0 9 Calendar, and the original resolution will lie on 

e . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there a report, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. There is a report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I would like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order to read the report 
at this time. This is merely the reporting of a resolution. 3 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have not 
yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Maine inquired 


e of equity and justice, then, requires that the | cal 


whether there was a report, and, under the rules, there must be 
a report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs 

The SPEAKER, Debate is not in order. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire simply to make a 


statement. 

The SPEAKER. A statement is not in order at this time. 
This is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I supposed the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. 5 always in order. 8 i 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to 
make a personal statement. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I trust that consent will be given, 
and I ask the same courtesy for myself, the privilege of making 
known the contents of the resolution that I presented awhile ago. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to make astatement. 


The SPEAKER. No statement is in order pending the call 


of committees for reports. The Clerk will resume the call. 
The Clerk resumed the call. 
Pate McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point 
Order. 
The SPEAKER. No question of order can be raised pending 
the call of committes. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker,I have made a 
report, and I desire to ask un mimous consent 
he SPEAKER, There can be no consent given during this 


L 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, Then what is the proper 
time to ask consent that the minority may have leave to submit 
their views? 

TheSPEAKER. This is the call of committees for reports, 
and it can not be interrupted. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But the minority desire to 
submit their views. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the views of the minority 
may be filed and printed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLAIR, I object to everything ——_|Laughter. ] 
eee eee Objection is made. The Clerk will resume 

e call. 

The Clerk resumed the call of committees, which was con- 
tinued until the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was 
reached, / 

Mr. REED. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I tried to get the Chair's attention toa 
great mistake thathas beenmadehere. My privileges have been 
invaded. This isa privileged resolution; and the Speaker has 
sent it to the Cale . 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Surely the Speaker will not send this privi- 
leged resolution to the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will request the gen- 
tleman from Maine to take his seat. The gentleman will re- 
sume his seat. 

Mr. REED. The point I desire—— 

The SPEAKER. All 
pause.] The rules require that the Chair shall call the com- 
mitiees for reports; and during that call no debate is in order 
of any kind or character. 7 : 

Mr. REED. I do not propose to debate—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. REED. Isimpiy desire to know as a parliamentary ques- 
tion whether the reference of this report to the Calendar causes 
it to lose its privilege: and if it does, I desire to make the point 
of order that it can not be referred to the Calendar in such a 
way that it will lose its privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly the point to which I tried 
to call the attention of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. That question may arise at a later period. 
The gentleman from Maine, of course, is well acquainted with 
the rule or the practice that the reporting ofa resolution during 
the call of committees for reports and its reference to the Cal- 
endar, ordinarily takes away its privilege. Thegentleman un- 
derstands that. 

Mr. REED. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where is the privilege, Mr. Speaker? 
The Speaker ruled that this was a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is very plain. Even a privileged 
matter may lose its privilege by being reported during the call 
of committees for reports; and that merely emphasizes the pro- 
priety of the rule, that during the call of committees for reports 


no debate is in order and no suggestion is in order as to debate. 


ntlemen will resume their seats. IA 
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Mr. REED. I do not desire to make any suggestion or indulge 
in any debate. I . desire to have this thing p „ as I 
consider it, in order. I can not believe it to be possible that a 
privileged question, which concerns the House, can be deprived 
of its privilege by a committee choosing to report it during the 
hour for reports of committees; and either this reference of the 
resolution to the Calendar must leave it there with its privilege 
and its right to be called up, or else it can not be sent there. A 
question of privilege in its very nature is one which the House 
stops all other proceedings to consider. That is what makes it 
a question of privilege. All other business is stopped, because 
the. question of privilege concerns the very existence of the 
House—its privileges and its right to proceed with business. 
That is what makes a question o privilege: 

Now, the House can not be deprived of its privilege to exam- 
ine this thing at once by any action on the part of any one of its 
committees. The House may refer it to the Calendar after it 
has been reported; but the matter can not be referred arbitra- 
rily—I did not mean to use the word *‘ arbitrarily ” in any offensive 
sense, but it can not be referred to the Calendar except by the 
action of the House, because it is a questionof privilege. That 
is my view of the matter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair will recall that he ruled specifi- 
cally that this was a question of privilege; and by the action of 
the Chair (if the Speaker will permit me) this was taken out of 
the possession of the House and referred to a committee. 

Now, the Speaker will kindly permit me to offer this sugges- 
tion: If the present action is correct, he will readily ses that it 
will be absolutely impossible for any privilege of the House to 
be exercised if the Speaker in his own person should see fit to 

reventit; for even if aresolution of impeachment were brought 
fore the House, the Speaker could refer that question of privi- 
lege to a committee; and if the committee, by exercising some 
technical right of reporting ata certain hour of the day, can 
send the resolution to the Calendar, where it can never be 
reached, the privilege is absolutely gone, and the power of the 
Speaker is absolutely 3 between the Constitution of the 
United States and the rights of this body in the exercise of its 
highest prerogative, that of impeaching the President. It can 
not be possible, it seems to me, that the Chair is correct in the 
position he has taken. ; 

The SPEAKER (referring to the Digest). The Chair will call 
the attention of the gentleman to the rule in one moment, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave no desire, of course, to embarrass 
the Chair. Á 

The SPEAKER. There is no embarrassment about it, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I hope the Chair will take ample time 
to examine the matter, so that there may be no mistake. 

The SPEAKER. This matter has been decided so often that 
there is no question about it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I only want to reserve my rights. 

The SPEAKER. At the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
as will be seen by reference to the RECORD, page 7641, it was 
held that— 


A privileged proposition, if reported d the morning hour for reports, 
loses its privilege and takes its place on the Calendar. 


That has been the uniform ruling in the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I objected to that procedure for the very 
reason that itshould not jeopardize the privileged character of 
this resolution because it was reported at such a time. 

Mr. REED. That is not a loss of the privileges, however, of 
the House. It manifestly refers to the fact that the committee 
may lose its privilege in making the report in that way, but not 
the House. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The committees were being 
called for reports at the time this was filed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair will see, I trust, that under the 
ruling none of my rights are lost, this being a question of priv- 
ilege, as the Chair himself has heretofore held. 

The SPEAKER. Butundoubtedly the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs had the right to make the report; and what the effect 
may be will be determined when an effort is made to call the 
matter up. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I only desire to leave the matter in such 
way that my rights and privileges can not be foreclosed. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman loses no rights, for he 
has none now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, I understood the S 
specifically that my resolution was privileged. 
case 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so held. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That being the case, it certainly carries 
with it some right. 

The SPEAKER. What right has the minority of a commit- 
tee to object to the filing of a report by the committee? 


er to rule 
hat being the 


Mr. BOUTELLE. But it is the right of this House to deter- 
mine whether itis a privileged question or not. 

The SPEAKER, That comes up when the matter is, called 
up for consideration. 

The Clerk will resume the call of committees for reports, 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr, CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back the House resolution of October 2, 1893, 
directing an inquiry as to the public buildings and grounds in 
New York City; which was referred to the House Calendar, 

The remainder of the committees were called, there being no 
further reports. 


GEN. GEORGE S. GREENE. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at ten minutes 
before 1 o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, which was passed over on the Calendar yesterday 
with the privilege of returning to it to-day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideratica 
ao bill (H. R. 4416) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. George S, 

reene. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. A 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (to Mr. BLAIR). I would not object to that. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand there is objection to the con- 
sideration of this bill in the House. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read before consent 
is given. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

Mr. BLAIR. That has been withdrawn. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it be considered in the committee in 
the proper T 2 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of the bill the title of which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OATEs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. George S. Greene, United States Army, before and during the 
late war, and of severe wounds received by him in battle, the President be, 
and he is pring Siren tonominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the ate. to appoint George S. Greene, late brigadier and brevet 
major general United States Volunteers, to the rank of first lieutenant of 
78 1780 in the Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired 
list of the Army as of that pate the retired list being th-reby increased in 
number to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith 
are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, That from and after the 

ge of this act no pension shall be 2 to the said George S. Greene, 


ut this proviso shall be no bar to any for pension that the widow or 
children or other heirs of said George S. Greene may have after his decease. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that 
the beneficiary thereof shall be placed upon the retired list as a 
first lieutenant of artillery. 

Maj. Gen. Greene is entitled to this consideration from the 
American Congress for his long and distinguished services in 
behalf of his country. He entered the Military Academy in 1819, 
and is now 92 years of age. His services were continuous in the 
Army until June 30, 1836, when he resigned after a gallant and 
meritorious career. Iu January, 1862, he reSntered the service 
of his country as a colonel of volunteers. He was subsequently 
a brigadier general, and was appointed major general (by brevet) 
in 1865 for gallant and meritorious services, and honorably dis- 
charged April 30, 1866. 

It appears by the military record thatat the time of the break- 
ing out of the civil war he was 60 years of age, and notwith- 
standing that fact, he abandoned a lucrative position to take up 
arms in the defense of his country, and served with honor and 
distinction continuously, for a period of more than five years, 
until after the close of the rebellion. 

I have nothing further to say 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the gentleman to allow me five minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] concludes, I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] to say that the beneficiary of this bill was dis- 
abled in the service of the Government? 

Mr. COGSWELL. He was severely wounded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not say he was wholly disabled, 
but he was severely wounded in the service. 
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Mr. BAILEY. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] if a common soldier who happened to have been wounded, 
but who was not disabled, would be entitled to even $12 a month 
under similar circumstances? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He certainly would be, and as to the 
common soldier who at 60 years of age, far beyond the period 
when he could have been required by law to enter into the serv- 
ice, who had entered into the Army under such circumstances 
as Gen. Greene did, giving up a lucrative business, losing his 
all, I should feel like doing something more for him than is 
done for the common soldier ordinarily. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the questionis this: As I understand, the 
proposition is to put this man on the retired list under condi- 
tions such as would not justify the granting of a pension under 
ordinary circumstances. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; I stated that he was wounded 

Mr. BAILEY. But he must be disabled. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He must be disabled toa certain degres. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the gentleman does not say the beneti- 
ciary of the bill is disabled from the wound he received in the 
service of the Government. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is he drawing a pension now? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He is drawing a pension. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How much? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you propose to put him on the retired 
list in addition to that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; he lozes his pension. 

i Mr. HOLMAN. Atwhat do you place him on the retired 
ist? í 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As a lieutenant. He was a major-gen- 
eral, and it is proposed to put him on the retired list as a first 
lieutenant, at the advanced age of 92 years. It is possible he 
may live a year or two longer. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The principle is the same whether he lives 
one year or ten. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, the principle is not the same. Be- 
sides, it would make a great deal of difference as to the amount 
of expenditure, as tothe pay, between a man of 40 years of age 
and a man 92 years of age, as this gentleman is now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lou comment upon the amount involved. 

. BLANCHARD. You say he will lose his pension? 
.OUTHWAITE. He will yield up his pension. 

. BLANCHARD. Does the bill so provide. 

. OUTHWAITE. The general law says so, and 

. BLAND. The bill says so. 

. OUTHWAITE. Yes, this bill says so. 

. BRYAN. What has this man been doing since 1866? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He has been trying to make a living in 
various ways. k 

Mr. BRYAN. What are the precedents? Are we in the 
habitof restoring men to the rolls after twenty or thirty years’ 
absence? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very few instances of that kind occur. 
In every Congress for some years past some gentlemen have 
been restored to the Army and put upon the retired list, where 
there were peculiar circumstances of merit and distinction, and 
perhaps distress, accompanying their cases. 

Mr. BRYAN. I had a man in Nebraska ask me to have that 
very same thing done, and I wanted to know whether there were 
any precedents for putting a man back on the roll after thirty 


ears, 
7 Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. There are plenty of precedents. 
Gen. Averill was placed upon the retired list. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. er Congress has passed some bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What will be the increased pay which this 
officer will receive? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Three-fourths of the full pay of a first 
lieutenant. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thegentlemanfrom Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
has presented the statement of the distinguished services of this 
beneficiary, already a recipient of the Government’s bounty, and 
has mentioned his great age. Does he not think it a safer rule 
to increase the pension in meritorious cases, and put it on the 
ground of disability, than to take a man from private life, after 

aving spent years in trying to better his condition, out of his 
country’s service, when he gets too old to work on the outside, 
and in that way make u A apania list of governmental bene- 
ficiaries, by which we will ultimately have two classes, one of 
taxpayers and the other of tax-eaters? 

ow, does not the gentleman think that the line of the pen- 
sion system we have adopted had better be pursued than that 
this retired list be enormously increased? 

Mr. COOMBS. I call attention to the fact that this additional 
expense of the Government because of pension would naturally 
succeed to his wife. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The widow does not succeed to Congres- 
sional pensions. The gentleman is in error in that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In answer to one of the questions of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, I will state that I am not on the 
Committee on Pensions. This bill was sent to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and that committee have considered it and re- 
ported it unanimously. The second qtestion by the gentleman 
from Tennessee is whether it would not be better to curtail our 
long line of pensioners, and so forth. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Our long line of retired officers in private 


e. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the Committee on Military Affairs has 
been extremely guarded in such cases. Perhaps seventy or 
eighty bills were referred to that committee during the last Con- 
gress. I do not think a dozen of them were reported. I recol- 
lect but two of them passing the House. 

I appeal to the patriotism of this House; I appeal to its high 
sense of justice to give this bill favorable action. Gen. Greene 
served his country more years than the average years of the 
membership of this House. He was, in one sense of the words, 
forty-six years in the service of his country. He served it 
through the last great war. He quit at a time when it was dif- 
ficult for a man of his character and ability to find employment 
atasalary commensurate with that which he would have re- 
ceived if he had remained in the Army. He did not quit for his 
own benefit simply. He left the 5 he felt that his 
services were no longer needed, and t, if he remained in it, 
he would be to some extent, though still a tolerably hale man 
for 66 piss of age, a pensioner upon the country. He has now 
come here through his Representative in Congress and asks 
what seems to me to be a very slight recognition of his serv- 
ices—that he be pa upon the retired list as a lieutenant. 

Mr.BLANCHARD. Would his widow be entitled toa higher 
pension as widow of a lieutenant than now, if he should die? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I believe his widow might be entitled to 
a higher pension as the widow of a lieutenant, but can not say 
positively. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think so. I know she 
would not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. She would not. 

A MEMBER. Would not his widow have a right to a pension? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not where it is a special act. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Not where a has granted a pension. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If it is a special act, the pension dies with 
the beneficiary. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What is. the pay of a first lieutenant? 

Mr. BINGHAM. About $1,800 a yaar. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And he would get two-thirds of that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He is 92 years of age. Hecould not get 
that more than a year or two. 

5 ae EA ea But the principle is the thing to becon- 
sidered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There are certainly some exceptions to 
all principles. 

r. BLANCHARD. It would be a great deal better to in- 
crease his pension. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. COOMBS]. 

Mr. COOMBS. I only want to say, gentlemen of the House, 
that I have been waited upon in relation to this case for two or 
three years. Maj. Gen. Slocum, who is thoroughly acquainted 
with this case, is very much interested in seeing that this man 
receives this benefit from Congress. He knows the whole cir- 
cumstances of the case. He came on to Washington in relation 
to it. He thinks that this is a case which should be made an 
exception from the general rule; and for one I shall vote most 
heartily in favor of it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill how move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to be heard on this bill. 

it OUTHWAITE. How much time does the gentleman de- 
sire? 

Mr. BAILEY. Only a few minutes. 

we OUTHWAITE. I yield the gentleman whatever time he 
needs. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed on principle to 
all legislation of this kind. I believe now, as I have always be- 
lieved, that when any man becomes disabled in the service of 
the Government, it ought to make a fair and reasonable provi- 
sion for him. In order to do that there has existed from the 
foundation of the Government a pension roll, and all men who in 
our service have become less able to serve themselves and their 
families have very properly found a place on that pension roll, 
I heartily concur in the suggestion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], that if there is a peculiar merit in the 
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claim of this applicant, the pension roll, on which he now finds 
a place, is the proper method to extend whatever relief Congress 
may see fit to grant him. 

is retired list is anoutgrowth of the war. For over seventy 
years this Government existed without such a list. It fought 
three foreign wars. It fought the war of the Revolution, it 
fought and won the war of 1812, it fought the Indian wars, and 
then it fought the war with Mexico, in which itadded a splendid 
empire tothe Republic; and in all that more than seventy years 
it never entered the brain of any living man to establish a priv- 
ileged class of idlers to eat up the taxes which other men had 
earned. 

But during the civil war this retired list was established. It 
was inaugurated originally to meet a peculiar condition. At the 
beginning of the war there were many men engaged in the mili- 
tary service who by reason of their age were unsuitable for their 
commands, and this law was intended to retire them. Since that 
time the system has been developed and developed and excep- 
tion after exception ingrafted upon it, until to-day the people of 
the United States are paying more than three millions annually 
for the support of those who are better able to support their 
pcs eats than their . are to support them. K 

y, Mr. Chairman. they not only retire the officer and give 

him 70 per cent of the salary to which he would be entitled if in 

yer service, but then they have a provision under which they 

da longevity fee of 10 percent for each five years that he has 

served, and that longevity fee may reach as much as 40 per cent. 

Therefore when the officer first begins his work he receives a 
dollar, and when he plays he receives $1.15! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman forgets that that longev- 
ity increase is provided for oificers on the active list, and that 
they receive it while on the active list. > 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not apply to this case at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is added to their pay when in active service, 
and then they are retired with it as a part of their retired pay. 
This Government ought to pay to every man in its service every 
dollar that his services are worth, and having so paid him it is 
under no further obligation to him. Our army and navy officers 
are the only men in this country that the Government educates 
and pays them for the privilege of educating them, pays them for 
every ase which they serveit, and then allows them toretireand 
continue to draw money from the public Treasury. 

Their current salary is a fair equivalent for their service, and 
they ought io be required toexercise the prudence that other 
men are compelled to exercise, and save something while they 
work, or pay the penalty of their improvidence. The taxpayer 
himself, the most useful man in all the country, for it is his la- 
bor that supports all others, if he does not save something out 
of his earnings, is compelled to suffer the consequences of his 
folly. But the army or navy officer who is educated at a Gov- 
ernment institution and paid for every day he serves, can waste 
like a spendthrift and feel that when his money is all gone the 
Government will take care of him in his old age. 

I have introduced a bill to repeal the law establishing the re- 
tired list. That bill has gone to the committee of which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] is chairman. If he would 
report it bick or even amend the law so that no man could go 
upon the retired list unless he were disabled and indigent, then 
he might successfully appeal to the sense of justice, always re- 
siding in this House, to do a benefaction ina worthy case, But 
so long as the retired list continues to be a receptacle for men 
who have been educated by the Government, who have been 

for their work, and who are permitted to go upon that list, 
though rich and in perfect health, so long I shal! protest with all 
the power that I po sess against adding another name to it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If this man had remained in the Army 
but a few yous longer he would have been retired as a major- 
general with an income of $5,500. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why didnot he remain? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because the war had ended, and he 
3 there was no longer any pressing necessity for his serv- 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, that simply illustrates how this 
kind of . debauches public sentiment. This man re- 
tired at that time, but no man in this py fremens of retiring. 
They continue to draw the money of the Government because 
et have been taught that it is right. 

r. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Speaker, I do not feel called upon at 
this time to enter upon a discussion of the general question of 
the retired list. 

If there were no retired list I should feel just as zealous in 
favor of the passage of this bill as Ido now. Upon such a ques- 
tion as this 1 do not consider whether there is a retired list or 
not. There were days in which republics thought they were 
doing themselves honor to take liberal action for the benefit of 
their heroes; and I am surprised that in an American Congress 
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there should be any hesitation in recognizing patriotic services 
such as those of Gen, Greene. [Applause.] 

Lam surprised that gentlemen should cavil over the pittance 
that it is proposed to give this tinguished man—a man who, 
when he had passed the age at which men could be compelled to 
enter military service, returned voluntarily to the field at 60 
years of age, and continued there until he believed that his 
country had no longer any 8 need for his services; an 
then went out into the world to engage in its struggles, unfit 
in some degree by the hardships of milit ry life for competing 
with others in vocations of civil life. Broken in health and for- 
tune now, at the advanced age—not of three score and ten, but 
of four score and ten and two—this proposition is made in his 
behalf to grant him the honor of dying in the Army with rank 
and pay of a lieutenant, and I must appeal to members of the 
American Congress to do themselves the honor of voting for the 
passage of such a bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, the impassioned ap mado 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] in behalf — 
95 „ e from Texas rise for 

ep of opposing this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE, I do. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. Isuppose I would have the right to speak 
upou the question 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly; but I would prefer the gen- 
tleman should speak in my time, if he has no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 
Does he Mes 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I do not make any demand on the 
gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not consider that the gentleman is 
making any demand on me: but I cheerfully yield such time 
as he may desire, only trusting that he will not occupy so much 
as to prevent a vote upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Chuirman, the impassioned appeal 
which the gentleman from Ohio has made in behalf of the bene- 
ficiary in this bill might have been somewhat modified if he 
had stated that Gen. Greene is already receiving the bounty 
of the Government in the way of a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month, and I would not be unwilling, if it is found upon investi- 
gation that $30 a month is insu'iicient for his purposes, to see 
the amount increased by enlarging his pension. : 

But I am opposed to an enlargement of the retired list. Mr. 
Chairman, the law has fixed the limit to that list; and every 
time Congress passes a special bill to put some one on the re- 
tired list the law now in foree upon that subject must be 
amended and the retired list enlarged. Iam o d to that. 
I do not think sucha proposition ought to be ba pin t has been 
stated, I believe, by every gentleman who has opposed this prop- 
osition that he would be willing to see this old gentleman taken 
care of by giving hima proper pension. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, 830 a month is not a sum to be 
“sneezed at.” In our country it is regarded as a very fair sal- 
ary. Many of our people earn only $10 or $12 a month; and 
numbers of them went into the late war and fought it through. 
It is true they were on the “off side” in that war, and now they 
enjoy the privilege of paying their share of the expenses in- 
curred by just such legislation as this bill proposes. They 
think they are doing very well if they earn $10, $12, or $15a 
month. Now this gentleman can not have much of a family on 
his hands; because if he is as old as they say he can not have 
accumulated any family to have amounted to anything since the 
war; and it would seem that he would be abundantly able to 
take care of himself on the 830 a month which the Government 
now allows him. 

But, Mr. Chairman, pretermitting all such considerations, I 
say if this is a meritorious case considered with reference to an 
increase of pension, and if $30 a month is not sufficient to pro- 
vide for this old man in the last days he is to spend onearth, let 
his pension be enlarged ina proper way. But let us not come 
in here and violate the principle which has fixed a limit upon 
the retired list; let us not pass, almost every day Congress is in 
session, these special acts the purpose of which is to e 
that list. Ican not concur in any such proposition. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio came very near'seducing me into an agree- 
ment not to obstruct the passage of this bill; but the more I think 
of it, and the more I talk about it, and the more I hear about it 
on both sides of the question, the more Iam inclined to obstruct 
the passage of this measure, or at least to use it for the profitable 
papan of consuming the morning hour. 

r. OUTHWAITE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CURTIS]. ‘ 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, Gen. George S. 
Greene, whom the bill under consideration proposes to * on 
the retired list, graduated at the Military Academy in 1821. He 
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remsined in the Army until 1836, when Congress made provision 
for the resignation of army officers who might see fit to leave 
- the service because of the superabundance of officers. Acting 
upon that suggestion of Congress Gen. Greene tendered his 
resignation aot went into civil life. > 

en the war of 1861 broke out he was occupying a position 
on the public works in the city of New York, which he long 
held, and in which 8 he had a higher salary than was 
subsequently paid him as colonel of the regiment of which he 
took co . That regiment was organized in my own 
county, and I introduced this bill because of the relationshi 
which we in St. Lawrence County hold toward this distinguishe 
officer. He remained in the Army till the close of the war, hav- 
ing been twice promoted for distinguished services. 

e House listened with very great interest the other day to 
the gentleman from Alabama, now occupying the chair, when 
he described a contest that he had witnessed where a prominent 
part was taken by a very distinguished citizen by adoption of 
the State of Illinois (Gen. Shields). I believe the same gentle- 
man was present on another occasion, and he may or may not 
have known who it was that, with one brigade, held Culp's Hill 
at Gettysburg during one of the most important periods in that 
great battle. It was Gen. Greene. When the line was denuded 
of men to occupy some other threatened point Gen. Greene held 
ear Pda though constantly engaged, until the end of the 
conflict. 

He was seriously wounded and has suffered ever since from 
the injury there received; and while he is a man of great phys- 
ical vigor and robust constitution—indeed he must be to have 
gone through the hardship he has endured and be alive; his 
ninety-second birthday occurred last May—heis not able to earn 
a livelihood in his profession, a civil engineer, and $360 a year, 
the pension he now receives, is not ample for the support of him- 
self and wife. This appeal is made to the justice and generosity 
of Congress to do for Gen. Greene what it has done for other 
venerable and highly distinguished officers since the adoption 


of the system of placing them upon the retired list. We ask to 


put Gen. Greene on that list. It will increase the expenditures 
not more than ten or twelve hundred dollars a year above what 
is now paid. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman what arm of the 
service Gen. Greene served in? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think he wasin the Engineer 


Co 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Why, then, do you propose to give him the 

rank of a lieutenant of artillery rather than a lieutenant of en- 
eers? x 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. When the bill was under discus- 
sion amongst his friends it was first proposed to give Gen. Greene 
the rank of lieutenant of engineers, but it was suggested that 
the artillery is the branch of the service in which these retired 
officers are usually placed, and although his pay would be less 
in the artillery service than in that of the engineers, in order to 
comply with the uniform custom heretofore adopted by Congress 
it was deemed advisable to place Gen. Greene on the retired lis 
as first lieutenant of artillery. i 

paste the hammer fell.] 

. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill favorably. 

The question was taken, and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY, there were—ayes 80, noes 21. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is evident that there is no quorum 
present. If the gentleman insists on defeating the bill in this 
way I will ask unanimous consent to withdraw it. 
here being no ob'ection, the bill was withdrawn. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OATES reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 
4416, had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MARSHALL, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed aconeurrent reso- 
lution relative to providing for a joint committee, to be composed 
of three Senators and three Members of the House of Represent- 
atives, to examine into and report as to the condition of the 
Nicaragua Maritime Canal to Congress; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 


the ä when the Speaker signed the same: 
Pie 5 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- 
rs’ Home. 


A bill (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751 in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia. 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government, for the 
fiscal 1755 ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H. R. 4763) making appropriations to supply further 
urgent deficiences in the appropriations for the fi year end- 
ing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


BOARD OF REVIEW, WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 199; to authorize the Secretary of War 
to appoint a board of review in certain cases. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Calendar of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. LI yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
E 5 be considered in the House as in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER of bama. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. McCreary of Ken- 
tucky in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to ap- 
point a board of review, to consist of three members and a recorder, from 
officers of the Army on the active or retired list, to review the proceed 
findings, and sentence of any court-martial for the trial of a commission 
officer or enlisted man. either of the regular Army or volunt er forces, where 
the accused has been dishonorably discharged from the mili service of 
the United States, or to review the pr 3, find: and decision of a 
retir board, when an officer has been wholly retired from the Army. 

Sec. 2. That the said board of review shall have jurisdiction of all such 
cases as Shall be ordered before it by the Secretary of War, and its members 
shall serve without compensation, except such as they are now receiving, 
and may be relieved from time to time as tho exigencies of the service ma: 
require: Provided, That when officers of the retired list serve upon —5 
ae ey shall receive the same pay as officers of their grade upon the ac- 

ve list. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and con- 
sider any additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought be- 
fore it, under such rules and re tions as may be established by tne Sec- 
retary of War, and itis hereby authorized to subpana witnesses and to ad- 
minister oaths when necessary; and the proceedings and findings, with the 
recommendations of said board, shall be forwarded to the Secretary of 
War for his consideration and action: Provided, That the Government 
=“ be put — no expense on account of witnesses summoned on the part of 

e applican' 

SEC. 4. That the board shall have erect tae to compel the attendance of 
witnesses, and to make them testify, punish for coutempt. 

SEC. 5. That the recorder shall act as judge-advocate and be empowered to 
introduce witnesses to contradict the evidence of the applicant. 

SEC. 6. That in case of disagreement of the board the views may be ex- 
pressed in both e and minority opona: 

SEC. 7. That in all cases where the re k praon for is recommended by 
the said board of review, in whole or in part, and approved by the Secretary 
of War, it shall be his duty to refer to Congress, for such action as it may 
deem proper, the findings of the board of review, together with the evidence 
upon which the r based, and he shall also report to Congress what 
action by Congress is deemed by him asnecessary inorder that justice ma 
be done in the case: Provided, That no right to any pay or allowances sh: 
aecrue or be revived from such amendment of the records in any case. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this bill is pre- 
cisely the same bill which this House during the last Con- 
proes Its purpose is to do justice to officers who have been 

ismissed from the Army pursuant to the proceedings of courts- 
martial, in which the records prove that aoe officers have been 
unjustly dealt with by the court. 

The history of this and of all governments has shown that in 
times of war—in times of excitement, great wrong and gross in- 
justice have too frequently been done to very brave and merito- 
rious men. The purpose of this bill is to create a court to which 
such persons may appeal, and have their cases reviewed with 
calm and propor consideration. A military court is the only 
court in the civilized world of original jurisdiction of a penal 
nature from which the person tried has no appeal toa higher 
tribunal to correct errors which have been inflicted upon him 
by what may have been a partisan or prejudiced court. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Has he not an appeal to the President? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. An appeal to the President or 
to the ruling power in any country has been shown not to attain 
the purpose, because in very many instances the court is ordered 


by the ruling power and packed to dothe very wrong and injus- 
tice to which Ihave referred and which the court pro by 
this bill can correct. Mr. Cleveland, in one of messages 


said: 

If some of the proceedings of courts-martial which I have had occasion to 
examine present the ideas of justice which . vail in these tribu- 
nals, I am satisfied that they should be much reformed if the honor and hon- 
Sey aa Army and Navy are by their instrumentality to be vindicated and 
pro 
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My friend from Texas, whom I very highly esteem, will recall 
that we found it necessary in the Forty-ssventh Congress to 
a law allowing the reference of claims to the Court of Claims, 
because committees of Congress had those claims presented to 
them on ex parte evidence, and they therefore found themselves 
sometimes acting favorably upon claims that were unjust and 
neglecting to favorably report on claims which should have re- 
ceived their favorable consideration. Now, the Parnes of this 
bill is to create a court toattain the same end. I have had the 
honor to be upon the Military Committee of the House for a 
number of years. We have had a great many bills referred to 
us to correct supposed unjust findings of re ee We 
were compelled to act upon the evidence placed before us, and 
in some cases we have afterward ascertained that injustice had 
been done either by favorably reporting cases which were not 
meritorious, or by reporting unfavorably on cases which upon 
further investigation appeared to have merit. 

This bill provides that no expense or very little expense shall 
be incurred by the Government. It simply gives an honorable 
man, who has been the victim of disgrace by a partisan or mis- 
taken court, the right to have the record reviewed, and have a 
report on the case sent to the Secretary of War, so that he may 
transmit it to Congress and give this body an opportunity to ad- 
judicate the cass. according to right and justice. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; most certainly. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman says tħis will put the Gov- 
ernment to no expense. I would suggest to him that the bill 
provides that whereas Army officers receive three-fourths pay 
when they are on the retired list ordinarily, yet when they per- 
form services on this board, they are increased to their full pay. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would be willing to have the 
gentleman move to strike that out. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In addition to that I find that, whereas the 
Government is not responsible or liable for the fees of wit- 
nesses of the party who seeks the relief, yet, suppose the Gov- 
ernment desires to rebut that testimony, then the Government 
would have to pay its own witnesses. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But they would probably be 
military officers, and would not subject the Government to ex- 


nse. 
PM r. MoMILLIN. Not necessarily. Any witness might be 
called. Then, instead of this being a board of ap „it tries 
the case de novo. Vou are entitled to bring newevidence before 
it. Itseems to me that the proceedings will be interminable. 
It is not really a board of review, it is a board of retrial. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what it is. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We can hardly say that the 
roposed proceeding is a retrial. The proposed board of review 
oes not render a verdict. It only reviews the case and reports 

the facts to the Secretary of War; but where an injustice has 
been done, should there not bs a new trial? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, if it is a board of retrial, call it that; 
but do not call it a board of review. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, It is immaterial what you call 
it. The only purpose is to do justice, and to protect the Gov- 
ernment from being imposed upon as it has been by cases being 
brought before Congress and acted upon favorably when the re- 
verse action should have been taken. This will protect the Gov- 
ernment in such cases, and will save ten times the amount that 
it will possibly cost, as suggested by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. Has the gentleman in mind any case in 
which a court-martial and the President have done injustice? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill cite a case, and call the gentleman 
to testify to it, the Madison Cutts case. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, and also the case of Fitz 
John Porter. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. That has been corrected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, In that case the matter was 
acted upon fifteen years afterwards. We propose by this means 
to give an opportunity to have justice dong to others who have 
been treated in the same unjust manner. I regret to say that I 
have examined records which show very gross acts of injustice, 
and in many cases unquestioned proof has developed that offi- 
cers have been improperly tried and condemned by methods 
which are not disclosed by the record. 

One case I recall in which an officer was tried at a time and 
lace when the court knew he could not have the benefit of evi- 
ence which was essential and possibly conclusive. 

I recall another case which Meare: soon after the war where 
the accused was not present at the pretended trial, and this fact 
was not disclosed by the record. 

Mr. Cleveland has examined a variety of cases where injustice 
has been done, and there is always danger of injustice when 
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courts of original jurisdiction are exempt from review by appel- 
late tribunals. 

Theexperience of the world has developed thatappellate courts 
have had a very salutary effect over inferior courts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is necessary for me to 
discuss the matter any further. This is in the line of economy 
and in the line of justice. It imposes upon the Government the 
very first and most important duty, to protect the honor of men 
who have risked their lives in its defense. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama indicate 
how it economizes anything? He says that it is in the line of 
economy. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If the gentleman had been on 
the Committee on Military Affairs as long as I have he would 
understand it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam asking you for information. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. As the chairman said, some 
hundred cases were referred to that committee last Congress. 
It required a vast amount of investigation by that committee, 
and that committee will be relieved if these cases are referred to 
a court of this character. Its time can then be devoted to other 
important matters. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does it cost the Government anything for 
that committee to investigate them? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alibama. It costs the Government a great 
deal, and takes up time that ought to be devoted to other busi- 
ness. Under this bill nothing will be considered by that com- 
mittee until the Secretary of War has ordered a case before the 
court and this court has reported favorably or unfavorably to 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand it may save time to the commit- 
tee, but do not see how it will save any money. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And then my friend from Alabama drifts 
into one error concerning it. Congress will have power over 
these matters. Members may introduce bills concerning them, 
have them referred to the committee, and ask for action upon 
them, notwithstanding this board, independently of it, and above 
and beyond it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. With this board Congress never 
would act upon a case until it had been referred to.that board, 
and it had come back with the stamp of the Secretary of War 
and the report of this board. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] speaks about cost. 
It costs money to consider the hundreds of cases which are re- 
ferred to the committees of the House and Senate, and it costs 
honor, which is of more value than money for the Government 
to adhere to a system which often does injustice to its servants, 

The commander of the Army, Gen. Schofield, says that— 
the principal objection urged by the Judge-Advocate-General constitutes 
the strongest reason why such a measure should be adopted, namely, the 
prossu well-estaolished principle that a sentence of court-martial once 

uly executed can not be revised, reopened, set aside, or otherwise nulli- 
ned.“ It is necessary, in my judgment, to make some legislative modiltica- 
tion of this rule of action. It is. I believe, universally admitted that in our 
past history great injustice has sometimes been done through the operation 
of this “summary system of discipline which has governed the Army in 
distinction from the civil state.” j 

For the purposes of discipline, especially in time of war, it is undoubtedly 
requisite that military punishment shall be certain, military orders con- 
elusive and effectual, at least for the time being, but it does not follow that 
the interests of the military service forbid that when the military necessity 
has geen wrongs that may have been hastily done under the necessity of war 
shall be righted. On the contrary, I think the best interests of the military 
service. as well as all other considerations, demand that when it becomes 
possible all such wrongs shall be righted as far as may be practicable. It 
may not be necessary. or atallevents as necessary, that such measure shall be 
applicable to courts-martial that have been held in time of peace: yet there 
are many instances in which Congress has thought it necessary, after a lo: 
and patient investigation, to reverse, or in some way amend the action o 
such courts, and I presume this measure is intended, in part at least, to re- 
lieve committees of ss from the performance of that difficult and 
operous duty, and to provide for its performance ina more satisfactory 
manner. . 

But the moreimportant purpose of this measure, as I understand. is to 
provide for such correction as may remain possible of errors hastily com- 
mitted in time of war, when passion is raised to the highest 1 5 when 
time is precious, and when full evidence is often unobtainable, in which 
cases great injustice may be done to meritorious soldiers. 

Thus it will be seen that the Commanding General of the Army 
fully commends the bill. The Secretary of War in a letter says: 

It theaction of courts-martial are to be reviewed and reversed or confirmed, 
it would be better, doubtless, on general principles and in practice that it 
should be cone iy a court of appellate jurisdiction. But it is understood 
that the object of the bili is to relieve Congress of numerous investigations 
involving the action of courts-martial. It is possible that a board, such as 
the bill contemplates, can better hear the testimony and examine into all 
the facts than a committee of either House of Congress, especially as such a 
board can meet at eee time and place. It is not understood that 
the design of ths bill is to give the board authority to modify the sentences 
of courts-martial, but that its duty will be simply to examine into and report 
the facts and make recommendations to the Secretary of War, and that tho 
acts of the Secretary of War will be confined simply to an approval or disap- 
proval of the report of the board and a recommendation to Congress. 

In this view of the objects of the bill there does notseem to beany se- 
rious objection, except it imposes upon the War Department additional du- 
ties, but it may be better for the service in that Congress will be better ad- 
vised and can act more intelligently upon cases of this nature. 5 
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9 to the remarks of the Major-General Commanding the Army, the 
recommendation that the board be ordered by the President, instead of by 
the Secretary of War, isnot concurred in. The distinction is quite unneces- 
sary, inasmuch as all boards as well as courts-martial are actually ordered 
by the Secretary of War, whether they are said to be done by direction of 
the President or not. But if done by direction of the President, precedent 
will 3 that the reports and recommendations be referred to him for 
his on. This will unnecessarily impose upon him additional and oner- 
ous duties and require the President in advance to recommend or not rec- 
ommend to Congress the 2 of laws relieving the individuals whose 
cases have been investigated. Should Cougress afterwards pass bills of re- 
lief, the whole subject come before the ent on the question of ap- 
proving the bills, so that no sentence of a court-martial can changed or 
modified without the ultimate approval of the President. Congress may 
rhaps justly relieve itself by placing the burden of investigation u the 
War Departmen, but it ought not to relieve itself by imposing additional 
burdens upon the President. 

Now, I do hope, in the line of economy, in the line of justice, in 
the line of good military administration, and in the line of pro- 
priety, that this bill wi S Spi 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I supported this bill in 
committee and I propose to support it in the House upon some 
of the groundsadvanced by the gentleman from Alabama, chiefiy, 
however, upon the ground that the time of the Committee on 
Military Affairs will be economized. Now, we members on that 
committee are of the opinion that our time is valuable, and think 
that we could devote it to something more important to the Gov- 
ernment than hearings upon private bills. e could devote it 
to the consideration of the expenditures of the Army, to its wel- 
fare and reorganization, and perhaps the reduction of the cost 
of the Army, as well as to the general sed 0 for which money 
is expended for military purposes. But as it is, each time the 
committee meets it is presented with a number of private bills. 

The committee does not seek them for desire them to be sent 
to it. Gentlemen who claimed to have been wronged by courts- 
martial and retiring boards approach Congress through their 

‘representatives and otherwise, and present these bills. They 
come up on a presentation which upon its face very often shows 
no cause for consideration; but the papers must be examined to 
reach that conclusion, They come, again, very often soring 
some of the most startling and astounding transactions an 
sometimes showing that the grossest injustice has been done. 
Now, that is the first presentation. Shall we take the ex parte 
presentation made on behalf of the beneficiary, or shall we at- 
tempt to investigate in some way the whole case? You can 
readily see if we attempt to investigate so as to do justice to the 
claimant and also protect the Government, we must devote a 
considerable portion of our time. 

Mr. LER of Alabama. Three or four weeks in one 


case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This committee sits as nearly continu- 
ously as any other committee of the House, except the general 
Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this is a Pos to organ- 
ize a court or commission, and to give the people who are to 
have the benefits of its investigation a cause of action in that 
court? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman is mistaken if he under- 
stands that. The first proposition is that anyone seeking ad- 
mission to this court must first lay his case before the Secretary 
of War. Now, why is that proposition inserted? Because it is 
found, in the claims of these officers or soldiers or enlisted men, 
they insist that the greatest injustice has been done them; that 
it pamen through the War Department perfunctorily; that an 
indorsement was made by the Secretary of War on the investi- 

tion, relying upon some clerk; thatit passed on to the Presi- 

ent, and perhaps the President simply indorsed the indorse- 
ment of the Secretary of War: so the sentence of acourt-martial, 
arbitrary and cruel, is indorsed, and the officer is made to suffer. 
Then the officer comes to Congress, and one-half of the time of 
the two Committees on Military Affairs is taken up in the inves- 
tigation of such cases as this. 

o do justice to a citizen is not a small thing. A citizen com- 
plains that his Government has outraged him. He goes to the 
representatives of the people and says, Let me have an investi- 
gation. You are the only power to whien Loan appeal.” There 
is no power in the law authorizing the President; there is no 
power in the law authorizing the General of the Army; there is 
no power in the law authorizing the Secretary of War to review 
this matter. Injustice has been done. Now, let him go to the Sec- 
retary of War and present his case anew; and if he sees that he 
can sustain his position to such an extent that a reinvestigation 
should be had, then he will order a court composed of officers of 
the Army, so that the expense is not material, except the loss 
of Spat to those officers from the other duties which Bey might 
perform. 


This court investigates it, this court calls his witnesses, whom 
he must bring before itat his own expense. When his side of 
the case is investigated the court takes up the Government side 
of the case,and that court is able to get testimony that this com- 
mittee is never able to reach. 

Mr. KILGORE. At last, then, the purpose is to create a court 
in which a man who deems himself wronged by the judgment of 
a court-martial can have the matter reviewed? B 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; and what objection is there to that, 
there being no such court in existence? 

Mr. RE. And it requires the preliminary action of 
the Secre of War to let him in? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, everybody against whom a court-mar- 
= pronounces judgment feels that he has been outraged, does 

e not? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir; not everybody. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, most men. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; I do not think the gentleman is cor- 
rectinsaying “‘most men,” but a fair proportion of them do. After 
this court has . it makes its report and sends that re- 
port to Congress, with all the proceedings spread out before us, 
so that the Committee on Mili Affairs need not further in- 
vestigate the matter. My chief object in urging this bill is to 
avoid the continual pressure for time and opportunity to be 
heard botore the Committee on Military Affairs upon these 


8 ills. 

Mr. BAILEY. [think there isa good deal of force in that 
suggestion. [ask the gentleman if he will agree to strike out 
of the bill that part of it which relates to reviewing the findings 


of the retirin ard? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me say that thatis the most 
important part of the bill, because the retiring board is a star- 
chamber, where the officer has no opportunity to present his case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I willstate to the gentleman from Texas, 
who may not be as familiar as I am with this subject—I certainly 
did not understand it until I had occasion to investigate it—that 
officers often complain when they are retired wholly, and this 
is intended to provide for a review of the action of the retiring 
board. Sometimes officers are retired without desiring to be 
vi lst sometimes they are retired to make places for other 
officers—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no doubtof that. . 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And they do not want to be retired in 
that way without an opportunity to have their cases investigated. 

Mr. MARSHALL. ill this bill correct that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Toa great extent it will. 

The CHAIRMAN. The morning hour has expired. 

On motion the Committee rose; and the S er having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 199 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 5 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the bill (H. R. 353) for the admis- 
sion of New Mexico as a State. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put, I de- 
sire to ask the gentleman a question. I want to see if we can 
not come to an agreement. I will ask the gentleman if there 
is any objection to including Oklahoma at the same time, as I 
understand that his committee has pues to do? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This proceeding is pursuant to 
a special order of the House, which can not be amended except 
by being referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. It can be amended by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama, the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 4. 

Mr. HICKS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. The point is made 
that no quorum has voted, and the Chair will appoint to act as 
tellers the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. ; 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr.Speaker, pending this vote I ask unani- 
mous consent that the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] be agreed to,and that, as soon as that bill is 
dis d of, the House take up and consider the bill on the Cal- 
endar for the admission of Oklahoma. 
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Mr. HICKS. I object to that. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will not 


object. 

‘Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman object to Oklahoma 
coming in? 3 

Mr. HICKS. No, sir; I am in favor of the admission of Okla- 
homa, and also of New Mexico. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit another re- 

uest for unanimousconsent. I ask consent that the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the New Mexico bill be now 
ee to, and that the bill for the admission of Oklahoma be in- 
cluded in the present special order as in the first instance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So thit the Oklahoma bill shall be a continu- 
* under the same restrictions as the New Mexico bill? 

r. SPRINGER. Yes; and that as soon as this New Mexico 
bill is disposed of the special order under which we are operat- 
ing shall apply to the Oklahoma bill as well. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It should be understood that 
any arrangement which may be made with reference to these 

is not to interfere with revenue bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The proposed arrangement would not do 
so; but if the gentleman wants a reservation of that kind 

Mr. HiCKS. I still insist on my objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think there would be no objection if the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] would modify his re- 
quest so that the Oklahoma. bill shall be considered first. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the bill for the admission of New Mex- 
ico is already pending and has been partially considered. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will mike no difference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can be finished in avery few minutes, if 
gentlem n do not desire to speak further. 

Mr. BURROWS. We can take up the Oklahoma bill and 


finish that, and afterward resume the consideration of the New | fi 


Mexico bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think gentlemen ought not to ask that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Isimply made the suggestion that in this 
way the objection could be avoided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think gentlemen are unduly sensitive 
about Oklahoma. There are more than 500,000 people in that 
Territory, and Congress will not at this session neglect its duty 
in regard to those poopie, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made; and the House is divid- 


ing. 

g TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. While the House is divid- 
ing, I ask unanimous consent to say that immediately after the 
reading of the Journal on the first day of the session after the 
new year begins I shall ask the House to take up for considera- 
tion the tariff bill which has been reported by the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

HAWAII. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. And in pursuance of an 
agreement I wish also to give notice that within ten days after 
our meeting subsequent to the ent as I have been assured, 
the Committee on foreign Affairs will be allowed two days in 
which to call up the resolution reported by me this morning in 
regard to Hawaiian affairs. 

r. BOUTELLE. I desire to give notice that immediately 
after the reconvening of Congress I shall call up the privileged 
resolution which I introduced, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and which I understand the Speaker 
does not hold to have lost its privilege by any action of the com- 


mittee. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not understand that the Speaker 
has adopted the view which the gentleman from Maine inti- 


mates. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. He can do so when the question 


es. > 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I was undertaking to state the understand- 
‘ing of “the gentleman from Maine.” I did not undertake to 
state what the gentleman from Ohio miat or might not ùnder- 
stand. That would be too difficult a task. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I thought the gentleman was undertak- 
ing to state the view of some one besides himself; if he had con- 
fined his statement to his own view of the matter there would 
have been no objection. 

ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In view of the fact that the time for the con- 
sideration of the Territorial bills is limited to this afternoon, 
unless they be postponed to a late period of the session by reason 
of other matters which must come up, I ask unanimous consent 
that we immediately go into Committee of the Whole and con- 
sider first the New Mexico bill, thenthe Oklahoma bill, and that 
the Committee of the Whole shall not rise until both bills are 
ready to be reported. 


Mr. LOUD. I think the tariff bill can wait a day or two if 
these matters are of such pressing importance. The House shall 
not pass these bills to-day. - 

Mr. HICKS. I desire to object to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Hicks] indicate something to which he will not ob ect? 

Mr. HICKS. Ifit is agreed that the Oklahoma bill shall be 
considered first, I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That will never be consented to on this 
side of the House. 

Mr. HARTER. I object to that arrangement. > 

Mr. REED. There is the trouble with the Democratic party; 
it never can be reasonable. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Did you ever hear of a proposition that 
a pending bill be withdrawn in order to give preference to an- 
other no more meritorious? 

Mr. REED. I admit that such a 3 may be a little 
hard on you; but I think you might have accepted it if you had 
been really 8 {Laughter.] 

[The count by tellers continued for some time.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Before the count by tellers was concluded a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana; 

A bill (S.121) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of 


Oregon; 
Abi (S. 464) for the issue of ordnance stores and supplies to 
the State of Nebraska, to replace similar stores destroyed by 


re. 
A bill (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate four 
obsolete gun-carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 1267) authorizing the attorney for the District of 
Columbia and his assistants to administer oaths and affirmations. 

The message also announced that the Senate had d to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution (S. R. 43) relieving the employés of the Record and 
Pension Office who were injured in the Ford's Theater disaster 
from the operation of the law restricting the amount of sick 
leave with pay that may be granted by heads of Departments, 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the following resolution: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 


the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 2ist day of December, present, 
they stand adjourned until Wednesday, the 3d day of January, 1804. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Alabama vas 
WHEELER] will withdraw his motion, the House is now ready to 
adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I withdraw the motion. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, a reprint will be 
ordered of the bill (H. R. 4854) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and suppu reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman act:” It appears that the copies 
of this bill already printed have been exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
asks leave on behalf of a minority of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to file and have 8 2 during the recess of the House 
their views on the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, referring to the privilege to 

rint the minority views, I also desire to ask that the majority 
a leave to file its report. I did not understand that there 
would be a minority report submitted, and hence the majority 
report is simply a recommendation that the bill pass. 

‘he SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, leave will be 
granted to both the majority and the minority of the committee 
to file their views during the vacation. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

Un Decémber 21, 1893: 
An act (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
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in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur S; 

An act (H, R. 4763) making appropriations to supply further 
urgent deficiencies in the ayproprissions for the fiscal year end- 


ing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 288) to provide for two additional associate jus- 
tices of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for other pur H 

An act (H. R. 2668) authorizing the Fourth Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General to approve postmasters’ bonds; 

An act (H. R. 3629) to close alleys in square numbered 751, in 
the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

An act (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the Sol- 
diers’ Home. 


MINORITY REPORT ON TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. REED, in pursuance of previous leave, presented the views 
of a minority of the Committee on Ways and Means on the bill 
(H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
orams and for other purposes; which were ordered to be 

rinted. 
j Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Wednesday, January 3, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 4925) providing for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
3 or Russian thistle or cactus - to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4926) to regulate assessments 
of real estate in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. f 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 4927) to facilitate the col- 
lection of State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against 
railroads and railroad property in the hands of receivers, and to 
limit the application of the word “citizen” as occurring in the 
Judiciary act—to the Committee on the Judici try. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill H. R. 4928) to amend chapter 
70, Pas lement to Revised Statutes, granting pensions to Mexi- 
can 80 8 the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STORER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to reopen 
negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica—to the Committee 
on Interstite and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Navy for certain information concerning the landing of 
and use of naval troops at the Hawaiian Islands—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAIR: A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to investigate the Hawaiian Island controversy, 
and report same to House by resolution or otherwise—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 4929) for 
the relief of Francis Scala—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4930) for the relief of Med- 
ne nbn Francis M. Gunnell—to the Committee on Naval 

airs, 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 4931) for the relief of 
John Calvert, of Sullivan County, Ind.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4932) for the relief of Benja- 
min Peter Bailey, treasurer of the Missouri State Lunatic 
Asylum—to the Committee on War Claims 

y Mr, COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4933) for the re- 
col of the estate of John S. Sammis—to the Committee on War 
ms. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (4934) to correct military 
vecon of Charles G. Douglass—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa C. Con well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill at granting a pension to Adam King—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 4937) for the relief of Cyn- 


thia Baker, of Benton County, Ark., as found due by the Court 
of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4938) for the relief of John N. Hays, of Ben- 
ton County, Ark.,as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) for the relief of William R. Clark, ad- 
ministratorof James W. Clark, deceased, of Benton pigs Ar; 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of h 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) for the relief of Edward A. Scott, of 
Crawford County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4941) for the relief of Don 
Carlos Buell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 4942) to pension Sadie M. 
Jungerman-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bil (H. R. 4943) for the relief 
of Rufus M. Carden—to the Committee on War Claims. 4 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 4944) for the relief of the estate 
of 7 W. Tucker, late of Lafourche Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4945) for the relief of the estate of John P. 
e late of Lafourche Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) for the relief of the estate of Edmund 
Rose to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4947) for the 
relief of Malinda McLendon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) to refer claim of yg e Jolly to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H.R. 4949) for the relief of Thomas W. 
Russell, Clarke County, Va., for supplies and stores taken or 
furnished to the military forces of the United States for their 
use in said county during the war for the suppression of the re- 
bellion, as found due by the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


— — 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitious and papers 
were laid on the Clerk s desk, and referred as lollows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of the Sayse Metal Com- 
pany, of Bradford ep A Pa., against the reduction of the du 
gold and other metal leafs—to the Committee on Ways an 

euns. : 

Also, petition of citizens of McSherrystown, Pa., in favor of 
the reduction of the duty on tobacco to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CADMUS: Petition of James Davidson and 57 other 
citizens of Paterson N. J., against reducing the duty on im- 
ported yarn—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of W. O. Fayerweather and 567 other employés of 
the Passaic Rolling Mill, of Paterson, N. J., against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of James Hagan and 75 other citizens of Gutten- 
burg, N. J., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of S. S. Evans, jr., aud 540 other citizens of Pat- 
erson, N. J., against the passage of the Wilson tarif bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the employés of the Passaic (N. 
J.) Rolling Mill Company, protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John J. Kuhl and 131 other employés of S. 
Klaber & Co. Marble Works, Carlstadt, Bergen County, N. J., 
to arrest any lowering of duties on marble and bronze work—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Anton Ehman and 7 others, for a uniform rate 
of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial signed by R. C. Koerber, of New York City, 
about the injustice of import duties on nuts in shell, and of 
almonds in shell and shelled almonds—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the board of directors of the 
Westchester Free Huspital, of New York City, in favor of House 
bill 4182, providing for an international maritime conference for 
the better protection and care of animals in transit—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the employés of the Sayse 
Metal Company, of Sayse, Bradford County, Pa., against the 
enactment of certain rates of duties named in the Wilson bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employés of labor, workingmen, and other 
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citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of certain merchants, jobbers, and dealers in 
playing cards, relative to the imposition of an internal- revenue 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINSMORE (by request): Petition for the relief of C. 
L. Lynch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of the Bridal Veil Lum- 
bering Company, of Oregon, protesting against any reduction of 
duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the officers and employés of 
the Tacony Chemical Works, of the city of Philadelphia, protest- 
ing against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—tothe Commit- 
tee on Wa, aed | Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers in the pension claim of Andrew B. 
Kieth, of Company F, One hundred and twentieth Ohio Volun- 
teen Infantry- to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 400 working- 
men, of Blairsville, Pa., protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 600 workingmen of Leechburg, Pa., protest- 
ing nst the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 


By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the Board of State Viticul- 
1 5 Commissioners of California, opposing reduction of tariff 
on raisins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Board of State Viticultural Commis- 
sioners of California, protesting against the reduction of duties 
on wines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the board of supervisors of the city and 
county of San Francisco, Cal., urging the United States to con- 
struct a sewer through the military reservation in San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. H. Tobey and others, of Albia, 
Iowa, praying for a uniform rate of 35 cents a pound on un- 
stemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Petition of Col. F. M. Work and 
49 other ex-soldiers or sailors of the Union Veteran Legion, 
citizens of Grant up Ind., for the enactment of the per 
diem pension bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of a committee of the flax workers 
employed by the Boston Thread and Twine Company of Jamacia 
Plain, Mass., against the proposed reduction of the duty on flax 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of George F. Aufort and other cigar manufac- 
turers of Cambridge, Mass., for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of T. W. Eunson and 234 men, employés of the 
American Net and Twine Company of East Cambridge, Mass., 
against any reduction of the duty on netting—tothe Committee 
on Ways and Means. A 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petitionof 50 citizens of Bradley, S. Dak., 

rotesting t the provision of the Wilson bill reducing the 
iff on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 1,143 working people of Law- 
rence, Mass.. protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 109 employes of the Stirling Mills, located at 
Lowell, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Memorial of citizens of Alle- 

heny, Pa., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of citizens of . N. V., pray- 
ing that a uniform duty of 35 cents a pound be levied on un- 
stemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the employés of the 
Tonawanda Iron and Steel Company, of Tonawanda, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Memorial of the employés of the Glasgo 
Iron Works, Pottstown, Pa., protesting against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committes on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Papers to accompany House bill 4919 for an 
honorable discharge of Charles W. Reinhardt—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of J. L. Butler and others, in 
favor of a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf 
5 

tion of employés of the se Me m 
the peduotion of duty ion pole and 5 metal 5 - 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of L. B. 
Moore and 57 others, of Tyringham, Berkshire County, Mass., 
against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, January 3, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

MATTHEW S. Quay, a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 21, 
1893, was read and approved. 

SENATOR FROM VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the credentials of EPPA HUN- 
TON, elected by the Legislature of Virginia a Senator from that 
State to fill the vacancy in the term ending March 3, 1895, occa- 
sioned by the death of John S. Barbour. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will please come 
forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. HUNTON was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
BLACKBURN, and, the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

LAND IN PORTLAND, OREGON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tionfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, trausmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate of December 20, 1893, copies of all 
papers and correspondence on file relative to the claim of the 
city of Portland, Oregon, for a special assessment against cer- 
tain lots in that city; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
3 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting 
them into Mexico to reimport same into the United States at any 
time before May 1, 1894, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I have been quite actively en- 
gaged for some time in the preparation of a report with which 

am charged by the Senate, and expected to have completed it 
during the holiday recess, but had not sufficient time nor strength 
to do so. Lask the consent of the Senate that I may beexcused 
a portion of each day from attendance upon the sessions until 
the report is ee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the request. 

Mr. PEFFER. The request is that I may be excused a part 
of each day from attendance 755 the sessions of the Senate 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. In order that I may complete a report. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not care to hear further explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Kansas is excused. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PEFFER presented petitions of Joseph Triollet and 2 
other citizens of Great Bend; of John E. Semple and 2 other 
manufacturers of cigars of Beman; of 8 manufacturers of cigars 
of Lyons and Wichita, and of 4 manufacturers of cigars of Hum- 
boldt, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the imposition of 
a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON presented petitions of Frederick J. Scott and 17 
other cigar manufacturers; of M. W. Klotz and 6 other cigar 
manufacturers, of Columbus City, and of John Tauchert, cigar 
manufacturer, of Mount Pleasant, all in the State of Iowa, pray 
for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on vied Andan | 
leaf tobacco: which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented petitions of C. R. Robinson 
and others, of Grand Rapids; of Joseph Kirster and others, of 
Manistee: of Rybold Clausen and others, of Cadillac; of John 
Smith and others, of Bay City; and of Alfred W. Johnson and 
others, of Traverse City, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed 
leaf tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Marquette County, Mich., praying for the retention of the pres- 
ent duty upon iron ore; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the 2 Union of 
Lansing, Mich., praying for the purchase and control of the tel - 
egraph service by the Government of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Wer ig EEC ne oe E ee ee a 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE..-~ 


481 


Mr. MANDERSON. I present sundry petitions numerously 
signed by cigar manufacturers of Lincoln, Omaha, Seward, 
Hastings, Tecumseh, Osceola, and Hooper, all in the State of 
Nebraska, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 

r cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco. I move that the petitions 

referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Rutland (Vt.) 
Medical Club, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1153, to 
establish a bureau of public health within the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Epidemie Diseases. 

Mr. DAVIS. I 1 a large number of petitions of cigar 
manufacturers of Minnesota, praying for the imposition of a 
uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco, I ask 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as 
follows: 

A petition of Kasper Bros., of Faribault; 

A petition of J. A. Sankup and others, of New Prague; 

A petition of George Paul and others, of Granite Falls; 

A petition of James P. Danby and others, cf St. Peter; 

A petition of Gotlieb Hansing, of Wells; 

A petition of Jeff McClarney and others, of Wabasha} 

A petition of Moiller & Co. and others, of St. Paul and Min- 
neapolis; , 5 

A petition of William F. C. Gadan and others, of Cloquet; 

A petition of Edwin Snodgrass and others, of St. Paul; 

A petition of Charles Selling and others, of Albert Lea; 

A petition of John Doeren and others, of St. Paul; 

A petition of W. A. Foote & Co. and others, of Duluth; and 

A petition of Spang & Walters and others, of St. Peter. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William M. Davisand 18 
other citizens, of Minnesota, soldiers of the late war, praying 
for a pension of 1 per cent per diem of service, in addition to 
allowances for wounds, etc.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade and Stock 
Exchange of Duluth, Minn., praying for the retention of the 
present duty on iron ore; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ‘ 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Duluth, 
Minn., remonstrating against any change in the present import 
duty on barley and flaxseed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Libraries of 
Minnesota, praying for the passage of the public printing bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLEN presented petitions of cigar manufacturers of 
Omaha, South Omaha, Fremont, Beatrice, McCook, O'Neill, 
Falls City, Plattsmouth, Fairfield, Holdrege,and Superior, all in 
the State of Nebraska, praying for the imposition of a uniform 
duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the overseers and opera- 
tives in L. L. Shaw & Co.’s cotton mill at Yarmouth, Me., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committe’ on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of Hume, Hinxthal & Co., 
and other cigar manufacturers of Knoxville and Memphis, in 
the State of Tennessee, praying for the imposition of a uniform 
duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a letter from the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Carpenters ‘Council, indorsing an appropri- 
ation of public money for the furnishing of employment to the 
35 of the District of Columbia, and recommending 
the appointment of five additional building inspectors in the 
District of Columbia, to be selected from the ranks of practical 
mechanics; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of National Brotherhood Electrical 
Workers of America, Local Union No. 5, Nashville, Tenn., pray- 
ing for the governmental control of the telegraph service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition numerously signed by mem- 
bers of the Massachusetts Medical Society and also by prominent 
citizens of the county of Worcester, Mass., praying for the es- 
tablishment of a bureau of public health within the Treasury 
Department of the United States. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I also present a very large number of memorials 
signed by working men and women of Massachusetts, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill, and also 
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in some instances against the special provisions of that bill. I 
move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The memorials were referred to the Committee on Finance} 
as follows: 

A memorial of 4 citizens of Bardwell's Ferry; 

A memorial of 50 dealers and manufacturers of granite, of 
Quincy: 

A memorial of the Central Labor Union of Lowell; 

A memorial of sundry citizens of Attleboro: 

a memorial of S. Schendel & Co. and 14 other citizens, of 
ston; 

a Manora of J. W. Connor & Co. and 5 employés, of May- 
nard; 

A memorial of Ransom, Stimson & Co. and 21 employés, of 
Worcester; and 

A memorial of S. B. Puffer, treasurer, and 51 employés of the 
Criterion Knitting Company, of Lowell. 

Mr. VEST presented petitions of F. R. Rice and other dealers 
in cigars and tobacco, of Missouri, praying for the imposition of 
a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of H. C. Schmidt, of New 
Haven, Conn., and a petition of five citizens of Bethel, Conn., 
praying for thé imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on un- 
eoma leaf tobacco: which were referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Chester M. Fair- 
banks and 4 other cigar manufacturers of Nashua, N. H., pray- 
ing for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on un- 
stemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.18) for 
the protection of those parties who have heretofore been allowed 
to make entries for lands within the former Mille Lac Indian 
Reservation, in Minnesota, to report it back and recommend that 
it be indefinitely postponed, a House bill of the same character 
having already passed the Senate. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4571) to make 
service connections with water mains and sewers in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CHIPMAN. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. J. Logan 
Chipman, late a Representative from the State of Michigan, 8,000 copies; of 
which number 2,000 Sopes shall be delivered totke Senators and Representa- 
tives of the State of Michigan, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full 
morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of those remain- 
ing 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to have 
pep ane rinted a portrait of the said J. Logan Chipman to accompany 

e said eulogies. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MUTCHLER. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the . resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of sok wrens acid (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Mutchler, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 8,000 copies; 
of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of the State of Pennsylvania, which shall include 50 copies to be 
bound in full morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of 
those remaining 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is di- 
rected to have engraved and printed a portrait ofthe said Willam Mutchler 
to accompany the said eulogies. 5 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill a 1364) for the relief of F. F. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1365) to refund illegal 
internal-revenue tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin 
as United States district judge for the districtof Nevada; which 
garom twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

8. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1366) for the relief of William J. 

Murtagh, late proprietor of the National Republican, of Wash- 


KNE, 
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ington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1367) to fix the rank, pay, and 
emoluments of the commander of the Army of the United States; 
which was read twice by itstitle, andreferred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1368) for the relief of the estate of M. H. Battle; 

A bill (S. 1369) for the relief of Henry M. Green, of Fayette 
County, Tenn.; 

A Dill (S. 1370) for the relief of J. and J. Steal, of Shelby 


County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 


act of March 3, 1883; 
A bill (S. 1371) for the relief of Charles O. Spencer, of Tippah 


unty, Miss.; 
A bill (S. 1372) for the relief of estate of Jamerson W. Rice; 
d 8 


an 

A bill (S. 1373) for the relief of James Warr estate. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1374) to 
encourage the study of elementary military science and tactics 
at institutions oflearning in the United States; which was read 
twice 15 title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1375) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Jeremiah F. Brown; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on 1 | Affairs, 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1376) to limit the effect of the 
regulations of commerce between the several States and with 
foreign countries in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr: HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to refund certain duties illegally 
exacted; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PRYE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That in the opinion cf the Senate, 8 the investigation or- 
dered by resolution of December 21, directing the Committee on Fore: Re- 
lations to inquire into our relations with Hawali, there should be no inter- 
ference on the part of this Government, by moral influence or physical 
force, for the restoration of Liliuokalani, or the maintenance of the Provi- 
sional Government inthe Hawaiian islands, and that our naval forces should 
be used in said islands only for the protection of the lives and property of 
American citizens. 


Mr. FRYE. Tf ask that the resolution may for the present lie 
on the table, and by and by I shall simply move to refer it to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to permit the owners of cattle and horses trans- 
porting them into Mexico to reimport same into the United 
States at any time before May 1, 1894, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title and, on motion of Mr. COKE, referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


SIOUX INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, e 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE 
December 21, 1893, as follows: 


Whereas by Article XII of thetreaty between the United States of América 
and different tribes of Sioux Indians, concluded April 29 ef seg., 1868, and 
proclaimed February 24, 1869, it was provided that no treaty for the cession 
of any portion or part of the reservation herein described which may be held 
in common shall be of any validity or force as against the said Indians, un- 
less executed and signed by at least three-fourths of all the adult male In- 
dians occupying or interested in same; and 

Whereas the report made by the commission formed and acting under the 
two separate acts of Congress, both dated March 2, 1889, entitled An act to 
divide a portion of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate res- 
ervations, and to secure the Indian title to the remainder, and for other pur- 
poses," and the other, the appropriation bill approved March 2, 1889, shows 
upon its face that it was si, a number of adult Indians of the whole 
blood less in number than the three-fourths as provided in the said treaty 
prona February 24, 1869, and thatin order to obtain the necessary three- 

‘ourths aforesaid divers mixed bloods were solicited to, and were permitted 
to, and did sign such treaty made by the commission on the part of the 
Bisse oa acting under said acts of Congress dated, as aforesaid, March 

an 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior of the United States has decided, 
as it is claimed, that divers ot the d bloods who signed asaforesaid such 
treaty made with said commission are notindians in contemplation of law, 
and t they and their families are not entitled to any rights or privileges 
Whatever in the land embraced in the cession to saidcom: n, nor to any 
privileges whatsoever as Indians, and is about to cause them to be ejected 

‘om the so-called Indian reservations: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all 
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orders, opinions, and directions that he has given in respect tothesaid mixed 
bloods or either of them, or to their . member together 
pc oopan of all reports, letters, documents, written papers pertaining 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I wish to modify the resolution 
by striking out the preliminary statement contained in the pre- 
amble. I shall ask merely for the adoption of the resolution it- 


self. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
Mr. KYLE. I believe the resolution was modified at the last 
meeting of the Senate by striking out the word “forthwith.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification has been made. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution as modified be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution as modified. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the 
Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all 
orders, opinions, and directions that he has given in respect to the said 
mixed-bloods or either of them, or to their families or any member thereof, 
together with copies of all reports, letters, documents, and written papers 
pertaining thereto. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


DAVID B. GOTTWALS. 


Mr. PUGH. ‘I ask the Senate to take up for consideration a 
private bill, which will lead to no discussion and take but little 
time. It is Senate bill 439. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.439) for the relief of David B. 
Gottwals. = 

Mr. PUGH. The object of the bill is to relieve a resident of 
the District from the operation of the law limiting the owner- 
ship of real estate in.the Territories and the District of Colum- 
biaexclusively to American citizens. Similar bills which have 
ree reported from the Judiciary Committee have passed the 

enate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments, in line 6, 
after the word “from,” to insert all forfeitures heretofore in- 
curred by:“ at the beginning of line 7, before the words of an 
act, to strike out operations“ and insert ‘‘operation;” and in 
line 10, after the date 1887,“ to strike out and all forfeitures 
incurred by the force of said act, in respect of such real estate, 
hereby remitted.” 

Mr. PLATT. Now, let the bill be read as it will read if the 
amendments shall be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as proposed to 
be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate ly. in the District of Columbia, 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to David B. Gottwals, of said Dis- 
trict, prior to the passage of this act, be relieved and exempted from all for- 
feitures heretofore Incurred by the operation of an act entitled An act to 
restrict the egg Ai realestate in the Territories toAmerican citizens,” 
approved March 3, 1887. A 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama why 
he does not provide for repealing the act which prohibits 
ownership in the District of Columbia of real estate by persons 
other than citizens of the United States? This is the second or 
third bill for the special relief of aliens who have invested large 
amounts of money in real estate in this District. Neither 
House of Congress has ever hesitated to grant such relief. 
Why should we be called upon from week to week and year to 
year to pass special bills giving relief in certain cases? I think 
the whole theory of the act as it now stands, to which the Sen- 
ator proposes to make an exception, is wrong in principle. Why 
not modify the pending bill so as to repeal the former act, re- 
lieving, of course, from forfeitures which have been already in- 
curred? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I regret exceedingly to differ with the 
suggestion of my friend from Tennesses in the latitude of his 
expression. I, for one, hope that there will not be, without full 
discussion, any provision made which will authorize anybody in 
any place in the world to come to the District of Columbia and 
own real estate here. Lam opposed to that policy. 

Mr. HARRIS. I donotwantto retard the passage of this bill, 
but I think the bill does not go far enough. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Gottwalsisnowacitizen of the United States. 
This bill is a copy of two or three like it, which, as the Senator 
from Tennessee says, neither House has ever hesitated to pass. 
I 3 that a general act, such as the Senator from Tennes- 
see des 


res to substitute in the place of a special law, would re- 
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. lieve everyone from the operation of the act, whether he was a 
citizen or alien. I agree with the Senator from Missouri. I 
think these bills ought to be passed in the interest of those who 
have become citizens of the United States since their investment. 
I do not suppose that in such a case Congress would hesitate to 


relieve the E pete 

Mr. S. Perhaps my statement was broader than I 
myself intended. This is what I mean: I chance to remember 
one case, of which I had charge, of a couple of gentlemen reared 
here in the city of Washington. They came here with their 
father when they were infants; they were active business men, 
who had invested hundreds of thousands of dollars in real estate 
in the District of Columbia; but when an abstract office was 
called upon for an abstract of title to certain real estate, which 
had come to them regularly by conveyance, it was ascertained 
that the father, with whom they came to this country as infants, 
had never been naturalized, and that therefore they were aliens 
technically, though they had been reared right here, identified 
with this community from their early boyhood, living here, and 
engaged in large business in the District. Whilst I would not 
open the door to aliens universally, I think some general law 
ought to provide for the case of actual residents who are engaged 
8 here and whose homes are here, whether or not they 
had been technically citizens of the United States. To that ex- 
tent I do suggest that this bill ought to go. 

Mr. PUGH. I understand the Senator does not object to the 
passage of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. By no means. 

Mr. PUGH. That is all I am after at this time. Any bill of 
the character the Senator speaks of will receive due considera- 
tion if introduced and referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, und the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS RELATING TO POSTMASTERS’ ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (S. 1260) to improve 
the methods of accounting in the Post-Office Department, and 
for other purposes, be taken from the Calendar and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (H. R. 4340) to amend 

section 407 of the Revised Statutes so as to require original re- 
ceipts for deposits of postmasters to be sent to the Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Offics Department be taken from the 
Calendar and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKERELL. 
prove the methods of accounting in the Post-Office Department, 
and for other purpeses, be taken from the Calendar and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senateadjourned until to-mor- 
row, Thursday, January 4, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 3, 1894. 


The House met at12o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


E. B. BAGBY. 
The qournal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 21, 1893, 
was read and approved. 


INDIAN RESERVATION, WYOMING. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting copy of a communication 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relating to the reopen- 
ing of negotiations with the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians for 
the surrender of certain portions of their reservations in Wyo- 
ming; which was ref to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of the findings of 
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the court in the following cases against the United States, 
namely: James W. Hill, Eliza Green, Thomas W. Russell, Ma- 
linda Stone, J. G. Phelan, and J. M. Patrick; which were sev- 


erally referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate 
of the following titles; which were severally referred as indi- 
cated, namely: 

A bill (S. 1267) authorizing the attorney for the District of 
Columbia and his assistants to administer oaths and affirma- 
tions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun Sangre to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 464) for the issuance of ordnance stores and supplies 
to the State of Nebraska, to replace similar stores destroyed by 
fire—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 121) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J: T. Dana to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for a joint 
committee of three Senators and three membersof the House of 
Representatives to examine into and ga as to the condition 
of the Nicaragua Maritime Canal to Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

CREDENTIALS OF A MEMBER-ELECT. 

TheSPEAKER. Thecredentials of Mr. Adams, of Pennsylva- 
nia, elected as the successor of the late Mr. O'Neill, have n 
received, but the Chair is informed that the gentleman is not 
present. The credentials therefore will lie on the table to be 
called up and read whenever the gentleman desires to be sworn 
in. 


RESIGNATIONS OF REPRESENTATIVES FITCH AND FELLOWS, OF 
NEW YORK, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following commu- 
nications; which were read, and ordered to lie upon the table: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 26, 1893. 
DEAR Sin: I beg to call your attention to my resignationas a t- 
ative of the State of New York in the Congress rig United 9 — 
pome in writing to the secretary of state, and a copy of which is inclosed. 
cin r non as been placed on file with the secretary of state of the 
state of New York. 


Tam, with great respect, yours. sincerely, 


Hon. CHARLES F. CRIS 


8 ASHBEL P. FITCH, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 22, 1893, 
Sim: Having been elected district attorney for the county of New York to 
filla term of office beginning the Ist proximo, I have transmitted to the 
overnor of the State of New York my resignation as a Representative in 
5 from the Fourteenth district of that State, to tuke effect on the àist 
tant. 


Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. CHARLES F. Crisp, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


FITHIAN for ten days, on account of important business, and to 
Mr. BARNES for-one week, on account of important business. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
make an arrangement this morning by which Friday and Satur- 
day next will be set apart for the consideration of the Hawaiian 
resolution reported by the majority of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs and such amendments as may be offered thereto. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not let it go over until we getsome 
information from the Senate? Lunderstand they are investigat- 
ing the matter. 

ir. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The Senate can take care of 
the matter as it chooses. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. We have not had time to look intoit in 
the House. 

Mr. HITT. I can only say on behalf of those gentlemen with 
whom I have been able to confer, of the minority of the com- 
mittee and others, that the substantial thing we desire being in- 
cluded in the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky—that 
is, a time being fixed for debate without further postponement— 
we are willing to have that arrangement or that understanding 
entered into. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. 1 call up the question of priv- 
lege submitted by me to this House before the recess 


JOHN R. FELLOWS. 
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The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair was indulging 
gentlemen to see if they could make an agreement. If the go 
tleman calls for the regular order of course that cuts this off. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, T call up the question of privilege—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). Being the resolution intro- 
duced by myself, setting forth that the rights and dignity of the 
House had kaen invaded by the Executive. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate the resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, is not the regular 
order the bill to admit New Mexico, which was under considera- 
tien be ore the recess, pursuant to the special order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. BOUTELLE 
states that he calls up a privileged resolution. The spec 
order referred to by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. WHEELER] 
is after the second morning hour. The gentleman from Maine 

Mr. BOUTELLE] will indicate the resolution to which he re- 


ers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, The resolution introduced by me Decem- 
ber 19, setting forth the fact that Executive communications to 
this House, accompanying the message of the President, dis- 
close the fact that the rights and dignity of the House had been 
invaded by the executive department. I believe it is now num- 
bered Miscellaneous Document 43. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of considera- 
tion against this resolution. i 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
Chair was trying to find the resolution indicated. The Chair 
finds a report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs of a res- 
olution in lieu of Miscellaneous Documents 42 and 43. The Chair 
has not found out exactly which of these 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair ples I am not 
calling up anything from the Committee on Fore Affairs, but 
I am calling up a resolution of record introduced by myself, rec- 
ognized by the Speaker as involving a question of high privi- 
lege, and from which, of course, the privilege can not possibly be 
divested, except by action of the House. 

Mr. McMIL Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That resolution is in the possession of the 
House, and I now exercise my right, asI believe, of calling it up 
for consideration. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise 
the question of consideration, so that the House may finish the 
consideration of the bill to admit New Mexico. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] will state it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it in order to raise the question of con- 
sideration, in order to go on with the tariff bill? i 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly, the question of consideration 
can be raised; but the Chair was only seeking to determine ex- 
actly what the status of the resolution was. 

My. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, is this the resolution which the 
Chair referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The SPEAKER, The resolution was referred, but was re- 
ported back by the committee, the Chair thinks, with the rec- 
ommendation that it lie upon the table, and with a resolution in 
lieu of it. 

Mr. TURNER. 
derstand it, been reporte 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought it had. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Committee on Forei 
Affairs reported a resolution in lieu of the resolution offered 
the N from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] and in lieu of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT], 
and the Speaker directed that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] and the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HITT] lie upon the table; and the reso- 
lution 1 by the committee was put upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it makes no difference what 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs or any other committee of 
this House have attempted to do with that resolution. It is a 
resolution a ee and I have the right to call it up. 

an MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. Just as soon as the Chair can ascertain the 
status of the resolution the Chair will state the question. The 
Chair understands that the resolution referred to by the gentle- 
man from Maire [Mr. BOUTELLE] was introduced by him and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs reported k that resolution with 
the recommendation that it lie upon the table, and reported in 
lieu of it a resolution which is on the Calendar. 

Mr. TURNER. But, Mr. Speaker, in defining the parliamen- 
tary status of the resolution, is it not necessary to consider the 


Mr. r that resolution has not, as I un- 
back from the Committee on Foreign 
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uestion as to whether the Committee on Foreign Affairs had 
the power to report a substitute for two resolutions; and is itnot 
true that the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs is an original resolution proposed by that committee, and 
that it is not technically a substitute for either of the other resolu- 
tions? And again, Mr. Speaker, I ask further, if the Chair will 
indulge me, whether the question as to its being a privileged res- 
olution is concluded by the action of the Chair on a former occa- 
sion? If it is, I bow, of course, without dissent at this time. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the resolution 
was reported back on the call of committees for reports, and, be- 
ing reported on the call of committees, it lost its privilege, and 
was so held by the Speaker when reported. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it is utterly impossible that 
it should lose its privilege on account of the action of a commit- 
tee in reporting it or the time when it was reported. The de- 
cisions are uniform and numerous that a question of a privileged 
character can not be divested of its privilege except by action 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report from the 
F so that the Chair and House may understand what 

t 18. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call attention to the fact that I am not 
calling it up on the ground of its having been reported by any 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair,is trying to ascertain whether 
the gentleman has the right to call it up. Certainly the gentle- 
man does not understand he can call it back from the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, certainly, that is exactly what I 
claim. I desire to call it up: 

72 — SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report made by the 
committee on the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion introduced by Hon. ROBERT R. Hrrr, relating to intervention of United 
States Government in affairs of a foreign friendly government, and the res- 
olution on same subject introduced by Hon. C. A. BOUTELLE, have consid- 
ered the same. and recommend that the accompanying resolution be reported 
in lieu thereof and the resolutions of Mr. Hirr and Mr. BOUTELLE lie on the 
table, and that said accompanying resolution pass. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will permit the Chair to 
state the question, the gentleman need not have any apprehen- 
xin that he will lose any right. There is no necessity for any 

aste. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg pardon of the Chair, but it seems to 
me that the Chair is entirely ignoring the form in which I am 
making my demand. 4 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Chair please, the Speaker has just 
made the statement that this resolution, having been referred 
to a committee, can not becalled upunlessreported. Now, Ide- 
sire to call the attention of the Chair to distinct rulings of the 
Speakers of this House that the fact that a privileged measure 
might be pending in a committee by order of the House could 
not impair the right of any member to call it up for disposition 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER, That is not the question. If the gentleman 
will simply possess himself and let the Chair state the ques- 
tion ; 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I understood the Chair to state that that 
was the question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Maine 
was held by the Chair to be a privileged resolution. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The Committee 
on Foreign Affairs have reported back the resolution with the 
recommendation that it lie on the table, and have reported a 
resolution in lieu of that, and recommend that the -resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] and the 
resolution introduced by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOU- 
TELLE] lie on the table. Now, the gentleman from Maine calls 
up from the Speaker's table, as a privileged question, the reso- 
lution submitted by him. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood it to be reported by the com- 
mittee with a recommendation that it lie on the table,” but the 
House has never acted upon that recommendation. 

Mr. TURNER. It is subject to the objection that it is not 
privileged at this time under the status which the Speaker has 
just defined. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, without going back to the 
question as to whether this was in the outset a privileged reso- , 
lution, which the Chair seems to have decided and to which I 


1894. 
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bow, and without in any wise challenging that decision, which 
was made, of course, in the haste of the moment, but accepting 
it as res adjudicata, the question is whether, after the resolution 
which the Chair had decided to be privileged had been reported, 
it retains its privilege when on the Calendar? I insist that, in 
the practice of the House and under a decision of the Chair on 
a former occasion, in this condition when the report was made 
it lost its privileged character and can not be called up in 
this way. I therefore make the point of order, and insist that 
it had lost its privilege on being referred to one of the Calen- 
dars of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to hear the gen- 
tleman on this point. 

The question is not entirely free from doubt. There have 
been previous rulings, and the Chair does not design or intend 
to overrule them at all, that when a committee has the privi- 
lege of reporting at any time, and the committee exercises the 
privilege by reporting during the call of committees for reports, 
the privilege of calling up afterwards the resolution for con- 
sideration as a question of privilege is waived or lost. 

But the Chair is inclined to think that the privilege that is 
thus lost is that privilege only which is given to the committee. 
In the case of a resolution which is itself privileged without any 

rd to what committee it might be referred, a case where the 
privilege attached not to the committee, nor even to the com- 
mittee and the resolution together, but to the resolution itself, 
the Chair does not think it loses its privilege because reported 
during the call; because if it did, then a committee, by exercis- 
ing its right to report a privileged resolution during the call of 
committees, could deprive the House of the right to consider it 
as a privileged matter. 

A contested-election case is regarded as matter of the highest 
privilege, involving the right of a member to his seat. Such a 
case is referred, under the rule, to the Committee on Elections 
and that committee make a report upon it. They may make the 
report during the call of committeesif they desire to doso—there 
is nothing to prevent it—or they may make the report at any 
other time. But whenever a contested-election case is put upon 
the Calendar it may be called up by any member of the House. 

It is not necessarily called up by the committee, for it has been 
repeatedly held that any member of the House may at any time 
call it up asa privileged question, unless cope sidan of higher 
privilege is pending, and that the House will then proceed to 
consider it unless the question of consideration is raised and the 
House determines that it will not consider it. Therefore, inas- 
much as the resolution offered by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE] has been decided to be privileged, has been re- 
ferred to a committee, and has been reported back from that 
committee with the recommendation that it lie upon the table, 
and is now in the House and notin the committee, the Chair thinks 
the gentleman has a right to call it up asa question of privilege. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] calls up the reso- 
lution and the N from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] raises 
the question of consideration against it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I also raise the 

uestion of consideration, and give notice that I desire to call up 

e bill (H. R. 353) for the admission of New Mexico. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I know the Chair will indulge 
me ina peor) He to the remarks of the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. I desire to remind him that in the 
Forty-eighth Congress Mr. TURNER of Georgia 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

ae McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I believe debate is not in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply wish to remind the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] that in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
on his own motion, Mr. Speaker Carlisle ruled that even a con- 
tested-election case could be called up as a matter of privilege 
while it was in the hands of tlie Committee on Elections, and 
the Rhode Island case was so called up. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. The Clerk will re- 
port the resolution called up by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And 1 hold in my hands uumerous other 
precedents in the same line. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 19, 1893. 

Mr, BOUTELLE submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs: 

Whereas the executive communications just read to this House clearly 
disclose that the rights and dignity of the House of Representatives, as a 
coérdinate branch of the Congress of the United States, have been invaded 
by the executive department, in furnishing secret instructions to a minis- 
ter plenipotentiary of the United States to conspire with the representa- 
tives of a deposed and discredited monarchy for the subversion and over- 
throw of the established republican government to which he was accredited, 
and to which his public instructions pledged the good faith and sympathy 


. 
of the President, the Government, and the people of the United States: 
Therefore, 


Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that any intervention by the 
Executive of the United States, its civil or military representatives, without 
authority of Congress, in the internal affairs of a friendly r gov- 
ernment, to disturb or overthrow it, and to aid or abet the substitution or 
restoration of a monarchy therefor, is contrary to the policy and traditions 
of the Republic and the letter and spirit of the Constitution, and can not be 
too promptly or emphatically reprobate. ; 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] 
calls up the resolution just read, and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Men raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary anguiry. 
Do I understand that any gentleman on that side of the House 
raises the question of consideration on this resolution? 

Mr. MCMILLIN I raise the question of consideration, Mr. 
RETA] my object being to go on with the consideration of the 
tari 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Are you afraid to meet this question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I raise the question of consid- 
eration, and give notice to the House that I desire to call up the 
bill for the ion of New Mexico. : f 


N 


N 


` 


The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order so Br 


the Chair may state the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILUIN] will withdraw the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is not m order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We are not afraid to meet this question; but 
I will say to the gentleman from Maine lat there are other 
more important questions pending. before the House. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a par- 
l inquiry. S 8 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] raises the question of consideration, with a 
view to taking up the tariff bill. I would like to know now if we 
can agree to devote Friday and Suturday of this week to the con- 
sideration of the Hawaiian resolutions. I want to show the gen- 
tleman from Maine that we are ready to take up that question 
on Friday and Saturday. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order for me to say 
a word, as it seems to be always in odr for the gentleman from 
Kentucky to speak Ido not know that it is in order for me to say 
a word; I hope it is—I simply wish to say to him that he does 
not raise the same question that I do. I have brought in here a 
distinctive dps ate upon which I want the judgment of this 
House, and I hold in my hand a large number of precedents, all 
of which set forth the doctrine that when a question of privilege 
of this kind is raised it is the right of the House and the right 
of the member to have it decided by the House. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky has seen fit to evolve from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs some procedure with which 
I have nothing todo. The matter he has brought in here is not 
even privileged. The resolution reported by the majority of 


nature, while the resolution recommended by the minority in 
lieu of mine is not based upon a violation of the privileges of this 
House, but sets forth that it is the sense of the House that the 
rights of Congress have been interfered’ with. I supposed that 
the gentlemen on that committee might be aware of the fact 
that the parliamentary privilegesof Congress appertain to each 
of the respective Houses, and not to Congress as a whole. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire a square vote. 

The SPEAKER. This demand cuts off all debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want a square vote on my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine calls up for con- 
sideration the resolution which has just been read; and the gen- 
tieman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] raises the question of 
consideration. The question is, Willthe House proceed to con- 
sider the resolution? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On that question I call for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 57, noes 126. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I demand tellers. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there ware—yeas 3, nays 135, 
not voting 212; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Apsley, Baker, Kans. Davis. 
NAYS—135. 
Abbott, Bailey, Bell, Tex. Blanchard, 
Alderson, Baldwin, Beitzhoover, Bland. 
Alexander, Barwig, Black, Ga. Brawley, 
Arnold, Bel}, Colo. Black, III. Breckinridge, Ark. 


that committee is simply a declaration and not of a privileged - 


> 
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Bretz, Dockery, Lisle. Pearson. 
Brickner, Donovan, Livingston, Pigott, 
Bryan, oe. 0x, Richards, Ohio 
Bynum, tei Everett, Maler Richardson, Mich. 
— Geary, Ind. Robbins, 
th. Grady, McAleer, 
Catchings, Gresham, pray Ky. Russell, Ga. 
y eCull yan, 
Clarke, Ala. McDannold, Sayers, 
Cobb, Mo. Hall, Mo. McDearmon, ickles, 
McEttrick, Simpson, 
Cockrell, Hare. McGann, — — 
feen. McKaig, Springer, 
pton, Henderson, N.C. McK Stevens, 
bs, Holman, Mc Swanson, 
Cooper, Pla. Hooker, Miss, McRae, Talbott, Md. 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Ohio Meredith, A 
Hunter, Money, Tate. 
Covert Hutcheson, Montgomery, Taylor, Ind 
X. lirt, Mor-an, Terry, 
Johnson, Ohio Mutchler, A. 
Kribbs. 5 Warner, 
Kyle, O'Neil, eadock, 
Lane, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Latimer, aschal, ting, 
Layton, Patterson, Wilson, W. Va. 
ter, Paynter, 
NOT VOTING—212. 
Doolittle, H bertson, La. 
per, Jo . Robinson, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Conn. 
Dunphy, Jones, Schermerhorn, 
Durdorow, Joy, Scranton, 
Edmu «Kem, Settle, 
Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, Shaw. 
Ellis. Oregon Lacey, Shell. 
Epes, Lapham, 
man, Lawson, Sibley, 
Fins, eee, e 
t 
PIDAN, Lockwood, 1 
‘orman, 5 
Loudenslager, Stallings, 
Gartner Magner, Stoskdals 
a T, 2 
jenhain Marsh, Boone, * 
Bower, N. C. Geisse’ er, arsh, 
Bowers, Gillet. N. V. Stone, Ky. 
Branch, Gillett, Mass, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Brattan, Goldzier, McCall, Strait. 
Breckinridge, Ky. McCleary, Minn, Strong. 
Broderi Gorman, McDowell, weet, 
Brosius, Graham, McLaurin, Talbert, S. C. 
Brown, Grosvenor, Mani n Tawney, 
Bundy, Grout, ejo. Taylor, Tenn. 
Bunn, er, Mercer, Thomas, 
Burnes, er, Meyer, ‘Tucker, 
Hall, See mie 
Cabaniss, Harmer, oon, er, 
Cadwell Hartat, Monas Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
. arter, oses, 5 
t Murray, e Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell. Hatch, ew! i 
OLON III Haugen, Northway, Walker, 
Chicke x Hayes, Page, anger, 
Childs, Heiner, Payne, Washington, 
Clancy, Henderson, III. Pente. Waugh, 
Clark. Mo. Henderson, Iowa Pendleton, Tex. Wells. 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Penidieton, W. Va. Wever, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Perkins, Wheeler, II 
Conn, Phillips, White, 
Cooper, Tex. Hicks, Pickler, Williams, III. 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Post, Williams, 
Cousins, Hines, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans, Hitt, Price, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Randall, Wise, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, III. Ray. Wolverton, 
Daniels, Hop ‘a. Reed. ard. 
Davey, Houk, Reilly, Woomer, 
Dingiey, H 7 Reyd Wright, Mass, 
Dolliver, Hulick, Ritchie, Wright, Pa. 
xe quorum voting. 
e following were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. Lock woop with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr: CALDWELL. 
Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
For this day: 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. STEPHENSON. : 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. Post. 
Mr. TYLER with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. MONEY with Mr. POWERS. 
Mr. GORMAN with Mr. MCDOWELL. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. HULL. 
Mr. WELLS with Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. REILLY with Mr. BINGHAM. 
M.. BARNES with Mr. LEFEVER. 


Mr. SOMERS with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, until the 9th 


instant. 
1 SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 3, the nays 


Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members failed to answer: 


Allen, hy, Joy, Scranton, 
Apsley, . — Kem, Settle, 
Avery, Edmunds, à Shaw, 
Babcock, Epes, Lapham, Shell, 
Bankhead, i Lawson, Sherman, 
Barnes, Fielder, Lefever, Sibley, 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Lockwe Sipe, 
Bartlett, Loudenslager, Somers, , 
Belden, Gardner, —.— S linga, 

A Gear, tephenson, 
Bing Geisse! r, Marshall, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Gillet, N. Y, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, Ky. 
Bower, N.C. Gillett, cAleer, Strait, 
Branch, Goldzier, McDowell, Talbert, S. C. 
Brattan, Goodnight, MeLaurin, Talbott, Md. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gorman, McNagny, wney, 
Broderick, Graham, Meyer, Taylor, Tenn. 
3 Grout, rend ker, 

undy. * orse, „ 

, Minn. Moses, 

Cal 4 Hall, Mo. Murray, Van Voorhis, N. Y, 
Caldwell, Harris, Newlands, er, 
r; age, 8 
Chickering, Hatch, Pendleton, Tex. Washington, 
i Heiner, Pendleton, W. Va. Wells, 

F: Henderson. Iowa Perkins, White, 
Clark, Mo. Hendrix, Post, Whiting, 
Cobb, Ala. Hepburn, Powers, Williams, II 

Il. Price, Williams, Miss. 
Compton, Randall, ise, 

Hooker, N. Y. Balik Wolverton, 

i H 5 A oodard, 
Curtis, N. V. H Ritchie, Woomer, 
Daniels, Houk, Tenn Robbins, + Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Hull, Rob 
Donovan, Johnson, Ind Russell, Conn. 

Jones, Schermerhorn, 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and five members have an- 
swered to their names. ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


~ Resolved, That all leaves of absence are hereby revoked; that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms notify absent members by telegram that public business is 
suspended by reason of the absence of members and request their immedi- 


ate at 

Mr. HEARD. I would ask the gentleman from Tennessee to 
permit a modification of the resolution so as to exclude from its 
operation those members who are absent by leave of the House 
on account of sickness. There are some gentlemen who are ab- 
sent from that cause. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think there will be no rigor exercised in 
carrying into effect the order of the House. It is very impor- 
tant that members should be here. We are anxious to get on 
with the public business. If the gentleman has any special case 
in view it might be excepted. 

Mr. HEARD. I have not. I only desired that this resolution 
should conform to the usual language employed in such resolu- 
tions. I cordially agree with the’gentleman in the purpose he 


has in view. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think, as I-have said, that there will be 
no rigor in executing the order of the House. 

The question being taken, the House, on demand of Mr. BoU- 
TEPLE, divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 28. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BoUTELLE and Mr. MCMILLIN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, 


noes 4. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 1, 
not voting 199; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 
Abbott, Bailey, Bell, Tex. Boutelle, 
ser n, Bee” 
Arnold. Bell, Colo. Boen, Brickner, 
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Brookshire, Everett. Lynch, Richardson, Mich. 
Bundy. Fletcher, Maddox, ‘Richardson, Tenn. 
Burrows, Fyan, Maguire, Robbins, 
Bynum, Geary, Mallory. Russell, Ga. 
Campbell, Grady, Martin, Ind. 
Ca mart, * Samm a Aerea Ky. 8818 
ammon Ky. e, 
Caruth, McCulloc Sickles, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, McDannold, Simpson, 
Cobb. Mo. Heard, McDearmon, Sipe. 
Henderson, N.C. McEttrick, Smith, 
Coc Hermann, eGann, Sn 
Coffeen, Hilborn, McKaig, Somers, 
Compton, Holman, McKeighan, Sperry, . 
bs, Hooker, Miss. MeMill Spri y 
Cooper, Fla. Hopkins. III McRae, Stone, W. A. 
Coorer, Ind. Houk,Ohio Meredith, ‘Strong, 
Cornish, Hulick, Money, Swanson, 
Cox, Hunter, Montgomery, Talbott, Md. 
Hutcheson, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Crawford, Ikirt. Mutchler. Tate, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. Neill, Taylor, Ind. 
Cummings, Johnson, N. Dak. Oates, Terry, 
Davis, Johnson, Ohio O'Neil, Tracey, 
De 5 Kiefer, Outhwaite, r, : 
De Forest, ore, Page, arner. 
Denson, ‘Kribbs, Patterson. Weadock, 
ley, ‘Kyle, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala. 
> Lane, m. ting, 
Donovan, Latimer Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Ellis, Ky. Layton. Pigott, Wilson, Wash. 
Ellis. Oregon Linton, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
3 Lisle, Rayner, Wright, M. 
Enloc, Livingston, Richards, Ohio 
NAYS—1. 
Bowers, Cal. 
NOT VOTING—1®. 
Tonn 5 Covert, a ae Reed, 
ams, ‘Curtis, NS, * Relll y: 
Aitken. Curtis, N, Y. Hooker, N. Y. Reyburn, 
Aldrich. Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Ritchie, 
Allen, Daniels, Houk, Tenn. Robertson, La. 
Apsley, Davey, Hudson, A 
Avery, Dinsmore, Hull, k, 
i Dolliver. Jones. Russell, Conn. 
errata H. Pone 7oy, Samm cae 
Draper, m, n. 
i Saray ‘Lacey, Shaw, 
Barnes, Dunphy, Lapham, Shell, 
Bartholat, Durborow, Lawson, Sherman, 
Bartlett, Edmunds, Lefever. Sibley, 
Belden, f S, Lester, Stallings, 
Belizhoover, Erdman, Lockwood, Stephenson, 
Berry, Pieler, _Loud, Stevens, 
B Fithian, Loudenslager. Stockdale, 
Black, III Forman, Lucas. Stone, C W. 
Blair, Funk. Magner, Stone, 
Bland, Funston, Mahon, Storer, 
Boatner, Gardner, arsh, Strait, 
Bower, N. C Gear. Marshall. Sweet, 
Branch, Ge: Marvin, N. Y. Talbert, S. C. 
Brattan, Gillet, N. V. McCall, Tawney, 
âge, Ark, Gillett, Mass. M . Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goldzier. McDowell, Thomas, 
Broderick, Goodnight, Me Tucker. 
Brosius, Gorman, MeN: Turpin, 
wae pias a Meiklejohn, Lt bes 
an, resham, T, 8 
Bunn, Grosvenor, Meyer. Van Voorhis, N. V. 
Burnes, Grout, en, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cabaniss, — — Moon, Wadsworth, 
Cadmus, i Morse, Walker, 
Caldwell, Haines. Moses, 2, Manger, 
Caminetti, Hall, Minn urray, ‘Washington, 
Cannon, III. Hall. Mo. Newlands. Waugh, 
Cato Harmer, Northway Wells, 
Causey, Harris, Paschal, Wever, 
Chickering, Harter, Payne, : Wheeler, III. i 
Childs, Hartman Pendleton, Tex. Whi 
Clancy, Hatch, Pendleton. W. Va. Williams, III. 
Clark, Mo. Haugen, Perkins, Williams, Miss. 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner, Phillips, Y 4 
Cogswell, Henderson, III. Pickler, ‘Wolverton, 
Henderson, Iowa Post. Woodard, 
Cooper, Tex. Hendrix. Powers. Woomer 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Randall, Wright, Pa. 
Cousins, Hicks, Ray, : 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 
During the roll call the following proceedings took place: 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will suspend the call for a mo- 
ment, and if there be no objection the Chair will administer the 
oath to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Adams] elected 
to fill the vacancy from the Second districtof the State of Penn- 
sylvania, caused by the death of the late Mr. O'Neill. 

There being no objection, the credentials were read, and Mr. 
Adams, having appeared at the bar of the House, was duly 


qualified, taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 

The roll call was then resumed and concluded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WILSON. of West Virginia. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Underclause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HALL, from the Committee on 
ithe Public Lands, reported the bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to issue a patent for 
Mace Clements's survey, No. 386, in the Virginia military district - 


of Ohio; which, with the accompanying report (No. 246), was de- 
livered to the Clerk, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 255 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 óf Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 


pital, agen were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 4950) to amend section 553 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 4951) to-extend the limits and 
laws of the Territory of Oklahoma, and to enable the people of 
Oklahoma to form à constitution and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4953) to provide 
for the command of combined forces of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A dill (H. R4954) relative to 
recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and toallow 
certain corporations to, be accepted as surety thereon—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (by request): A bill (H. R. 4035 
to provide revenue for the support of the Government by a tax 
upon incomes from invested wealth—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4956) directing the coinage of 
the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R.4957) providing fora Territorial 
library for Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on 5 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi (by request}: A bill (H. R. 
4958) making an appropriation for the Anacostia statue of George 
Washington —to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 4959) to reimburse the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
in suppression of the rebellion—to the Commitiee on War Claims. 

SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 4960) to provide a national 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights 
over Lime Point military reservation, in the State of California— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A joint resolution H. Res. 105) 
exempting line boats from keeping licensed engineers—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, privats bills of the following 
titles were 3 and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 4962) to restore to the pension 
roll Sarah Beck, widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4963) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet—to 
the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. DENSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 4964) for the re- 
lief of the estate of A. Underwood, late of Franklin County, 
Ala,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 4955) to increase the pension 
of James W. McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DEARMON: A bill (H. R. 4936) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Crews, of Gibson County, Tenn., as found due by the Court 
8 Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting a pension 
to Alice K. Potter, widow of Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4963) for relief of the heirs 
atlaw-of William H. Muse—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4060) for the relief 
of Leonard G. Faxon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4970) for the 
relief of Mary E. Wiles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4971) for the relief of Mary E. Reed to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) for the relief of C. M. Simmons—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4973) for the relief of William Kirkpatrick— | in favor of a uniform rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf to- 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) for the relief of Houston L. Bell, of 
Madison Cany, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) for the relief of T. C. Greenhill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Mrs. S. Elizabeth 
Lauderdale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4977) for the relief of T. W. Townsend and 
wife—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.4978) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Samuel M. Weaver, administrator of 
the estate of George W. Yackley, deceased—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of citizens of Duluth, Minn., re- 
questing no reduction in ste duties on barley and its prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of farmers of esota and North and South 
Dakota, protesting against the reduction of import duties on for- 
Rien grawn barley and flaxseed—to the Committee on Waysand 

eans. A 

Also, petition of cigar manufacturers, for a uniform rate of 
duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. = 

Also, resolution of Duluth Board of Trade, protesting against 
3 iron ore on the free list to the Committee on Ways and 

eans 


Also, resolution of Duluth Stock Exchange, against reduc- 
tion of duty on iron ore to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire; Petition of the employés 
of the Mascoma Flannel ee of Lebanon, N. H., protesting 
against the passage of House bill 4864, cailed the Wilson bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of C. M. Fairbanks and others, cigar manu- 
facturers of Nashua, N. H., protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Pueblo and 
Bessemer, Colo., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Remonstrance of John H. Mate and 290 others 
employés in tal ijt Woolen Mills, Dover, N. H.,com rising all 
but 7 now at work, the mills running at about one-half capacity, 
who protest st the passage of the Wilson tariff bill, because 
it will throw them out of work or reduce their wages to the level 
of those in Europe—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of I. M. Clark and P. H. Hughes and 155 others, 
N of the Gilmarton (hosiery) Mills, of Belmont, N. H., 
praying for the defeat of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Charles W. Rogers and 533 others, citi- 
zens of the town of New Market, N. H., who believe that their 
interests are closely connected with the prosperity of their cot- 
ton-manufacturing industry, against any reduction of the duty 
on manufactured cotton goods—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of 630 persons engaged 
in the manufacture of iron and steel at Joliet, Ill., against the 
2 of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans 


By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of the employés of the 
Bound Brook Woolen Mills, Bound Brook, N. J., against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the employés of the E. R. 
Artman Treechler Carpet Company of the city of Philadelphia, 
Pa., protesting against the 1 of the Wilson tariff bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. z 

Also, memorial of McIlvaine Brothers, of the city of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and others, recommending new section as a substi- 
tute for section 468 in the free-list schedule of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the employés of manufacturers of gold, sil- 
ver, aluminum, and metal leaf, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., 
8 against any change in the specific duty now protect- 

g the industry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of employés of George Prince, manufacturer 
of worsted coating and cloakinz, Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
against the e of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of cigar manufacturers of Philadelphia, Pa., 


bacco- to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the employés of E. Sutro’s Richmond Hosiery 
Mills and Indelible Dye Works, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
againstthe passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, memorial of the em loyés of Thomas Potter Jones & Co., 
oilcloth manufacturers, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against 
a passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


Also, memorial of the employés of Messrs. Swire & Scott, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., carpet manufacturers, protesting against the 
e of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

Nea ; 


Also, memorial of the employés of Benjamin W. Greer, Belle- 

vue Worsted Mills, of Germantown, Pa., protesting nst the 

sage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Abo, memorial of the employés of Woodcock, Hall & Co., of 
Germantown, Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the 8 of W. B. Threapleton, hosiery 
manufacturers, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the pas- 
sago of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HARTMAN (by request): Resolutions relating to 
Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroads—to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers in the pension case of Andrew B. 
Keith, of Company F, One hundred and twentieth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Papers from Messrs. John T. 
Hancock & Sons, Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the reduction of 
postage to I cent an ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and 5 i 

Also, paper from George W. Miller, Waterloo, Iowa, antago- 
nizing the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of A. F. Foll and 75 other citizens of 
Lena, III., protesting against any reduction in the import duty 
on barley and its products; also against any ad valorem duty— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John P. Dixon and others, of Pecatonica, III., 
praying for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed 

tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, porton of William Walton and 115 others, employés of 
the Rockford Mitten and Hosiery Company, of Rockford, Ill., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of 125 citizens of Mun- 
cie, Delaware County, Ind., protesting against the passage of 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 145 citizens of New Castle, Henry County, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By LACEY: Petition of M. A. Mantz and others, of Iowa, for 
revision of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Francis Fritz and others, for uniform duty of 
35 cents a pound on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. > 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of manufacturers and makers 
ot cigars, for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents onall unstemmed 

eaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. Stork and other makers of cigars, for a 
uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of merchants, jobbers, and dealers in playing 
cards, against revenue tax of 10 cents per pack on playing cards 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest against the extension of time of the Pacific Short 
Line Bridge Company of Dakota County, Nebr.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrances of C. F. Rochester and 
others against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Kane & Stuber and others, of Gardiner 
Me., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of John A. Miller Post, No. 
592, Gahanna, Ohio, urging an investigation of the administra- 
tion of the Pension Bureau—io the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Victor I. Wuest, of Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., and 48 others, manufacturers and makers of ei- 
gars, as for a uniform rate of 35 cants duty per pound 5 — all 
unstemmed leaf-tobacco—to the Committee on we and Means 
Also, resolution of Iroquoise Post, No. 89, Grand Army of the 
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Republic, Iroquoise, S. Dak., asking for the enactment of a law 
that will enable the Commissioner of Pensions to examine all 
claims for pensions by the 3lst day of December, 1894—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of employés of William Woods 
& Co., Pequea Mills, Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage of 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employés of Hastings & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employés of Messrs. Powell & Bro., manu- 
facturers of seamless hosiery, Philadelphia, Pa., against the 

age of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
Also, petition of employe of Richard Hoy & Son, manufac- 
turers, Philadelphia, a., against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Protest of 65 citizens and employés of the 
Port Chester (N. Y.) Nut and Bolt Works against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of a mass meeting in Yonkers, N. Y., praying 
for an increased duty on carpets and on hats and caps over that 
proposed in the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the employésof Vernon Woolen 
Company, of Vernon, Conn., against the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hop River Webbing Mills against the 
1 of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the New Britain Knitting Company, of New 
Britain, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Atlenaugan and Ballou Mills against the 
. of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of farmers of East Windsor, Hartford County, 
Conn., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of farmers of Granby, Hartford County, Conn., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, 18 of employés of the ie gosh Woolen Mills, of 
Hopewell, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the overseers and operators of the L. W. Car- 
roll Mill, Griswold, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, five petitions of farmers, growers of cigar-leaf tobacco, 
of Wethersfield, Hartford County, Conn., against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the overseers and operators of the Briggs 
Manufacturing Company, of Voluntown, Conn., against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of 45 farmers, growers of leaf tobacco, citizens 
of Hartford County, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, two petitions of 23 farmers, growers of leaf tobacco, of 
Windsor, Hartford County, Conn., against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways ant Means. 

Also, petition of the Health Underwear Company, of Poquo- 
nock, Conn., ore the passage of the Wilson tariff billto the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of cigar-makers of 
Bradford, Pa., in favor of a uniform duty of 35 cents per pound 
on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, memorial of F. H. Steber & Co., of Warren, Pa., in favor 
of a tax of $1 per pound on Sumatra and other imported leaf to- 
vason for wrapper purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Memorial of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial signed by 1,200 citizens of Natrona, Pa., pro- 
testing against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of the brewers and maltsters of 
Albany, N. V., asking that the rates on barley and malt as fixed in 
My Wilson bill become law—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of James M. Stewart and 5 other 

citizens of Frankfort, Ind., for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents 

= all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 4, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


W. L. HARDY AND OTHERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate of the United States: 


Itransmit herewith a report of the Secre of State, submitted in com- 
pliance with the resolution of October 17 last, in the matter of the claim of 
esrtain ms tthe Government of Spain for illegal arrest off the 
coast of Yucatan in the year 1850 and subsequent imprisonment. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 4, 1894. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, rec- 
ommending an amendment to the bill (H. R. 4292) regarding 
the purchase of supplies for the Departments in Washington; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting the report of the commis- 
sion negotiating with the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians for 
surrender of certain portions oi their reservation in Wyoming; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, calling attention to the large sums due the 
United States from Utah for support of United States convicts 
in that Territory; which ‘was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the memorial of a large num- 
ber of cay dae of the A. P. Olzendam Hosiery Company, of 
Manchester, N. H., remonstrating against the enactment of the 
so-called Wilson tariff bill. The memorialists state that if the 
“bill should become a law it would have a most disastrous effect 
upon the industry which givesthememployment. Thoseamong 
us who have worked in Europe know that the prices paid for 
labor in Europe are so much lower than the prices paid for the 
same labor in this country, that if foreign-made goods were ad- 
mitted to this country at such a rate of duty as the Wilson bill | 
would give them, it would have the effect of either throwing us 
out of work entirely, or else of cutting down our wages to about 
the same rate as is paid in Europe.” 

The memorialists further desire to inform Congress ‘ that if 
we are thus deprived of our means of earning a livelihood, or if 
we are obliged to work for reduced wages, we will hold those re- 
sponsible who vote for the bill; and we hereby assert most pos- 
itively that, irrespective of former party affiliations, we will vote 
and work 0 8 the election of any member who will favor a 
bill that will cause such distress to the laboring classes.” 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of F. P. Mills and 218 
other citizens of Ishpeming, Mich., representing both politi- 
cal parties, praying that iron ore be not placed on the free list; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also prevented the memorial of Edward L. Parker and 64 
other employés of the Clinton (Mich.) Woolen Mills, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Salliotte & Chittenden; of 
Ecorse & Evart; of the Detroit Stave and Heading Works; of 
Force & Dickinson, of Detroit; of J. H. Burrell & Co., of Wy- 
andotte; of V. L. Parsons, of St. Charles; of E. H. Deri; of Wy- 
andotte; of the Grand Rapids Stave Company; of the Lowe. 
Manufacturing Company, of Reed City; of the Vanlandeghem 
Stave Company, of Mount Clemens; of Shelley & Robertson 
of Wyandotte; of A, B. Perkins & Co., of New Baltimore; o 
Calkins & Co., of Coldwater; of A. W. Dickerson, of Bannister; 
of C. E. Fenton, of Evart; of Liken, Brown & Co., of Wheeler; 
of A. M. Prouty, of South Haven; of A. J. Sager, of Climax, and o 
2 Boren of Portland, all in the State of Michigan; and 
also of Smith, Claggett & Co., and South Haven Hoop and Stave 
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating ` against placing 
staves and hoops on the free list; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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He also . a petition of the Lansing (Mich.) 1 
graphical Union, praying for governmental control of the tel- 
egraph service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Marquette County (Mich.) 
Board of Supervisors, remonstrating against the placing of iron 
ore on the free list; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the following petitions of tobacco manufac- 
turers of Michigan, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty 
of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 

A petition of Alex. Herman and others, of Alpena; 

A petition of J. M. Nagel and 4 others, of Cadillac; 

A petition of Michael Carey and 3 others, of Iron Mountain; 

A petition of William Strassburg and 2 others, of Detroit; 

A petition of Isaac Cole and others, of St. Louis; 

A petition of W. H. Mumby and others, of Corunna; 

A petition of Henry Kapsdrinsky and 6 others, of Detroit; and 

A petition of Theodore Pollins, of Detroit. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mari- 
posa County, Cal., praying for a curtailment of the boundaries of 
the Yosemite National Park; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE presented memorials of John Houston, of Guilford; 
of the Carleton Mills Company, of pug daptrees and of the Walk- 
er's Woolen Mills, of Pittsfield, all in the State of Maine, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
mosses of Nevada, Eastern Oregon, Idaho, held at the 
court-house in Reno, Nev., September 20, 1893, remonstrating 
aguinn any change in the tariff on wools and woolen goods; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented petitions of manufac- 
turers of leaf tobacco of Merrill, Milwaukee, Kiel, 
ene Oconto, Ashland, Rhinelander, Foud-du-Lac, Cedars- 
burg, Two Rivers, Wausau, and River Falls, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 

temmed leaf tobacco; which were referred to the 


Company, und other importers of tin and terne plates, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against any change from specific 
to ud valorem duty as pro by ‘the so-called Wilson bill; 
which was referred to the ittee on Finance. 

He also presented à memorial of the Duluth pete Stock 
Exchange, remonstrating against any reduction of the apes 
duty on iron ore; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a memorial of cloak and clothing manufac- 
turers of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against any reduc- 
tion of the duty on cloaks and ready-made clothing; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Manitowoc and Wa- 
terloo, Wis., praying for the enactment of certain tariff legisla- 
tion regarding the pearl-button industry in the United States; 
which were ref to the Gommittee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE of California presented memorials numerously 
signed by citizens of Santa Cruz County, Cal., and the memorial 
of E. R. Doyle and numerous other citizens of Monterey County, 
Cal., remonstrating against the repeal of the present bounty of 
2 cents per pound upon sugar 3 from beets, sorghum, or 
sugar cane within the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Dr. O. W. Peck and other 
physicians of Otsego County, N. Y., praying for the establish- 
ment of a health bureau within the Treasury Department of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. 

“He also presented a petition numerously signed by farmers of 
Suffolk County, N. V., praying for the retention of the existing 
specific duty of 25 cents per bushel on potatoes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented memorials numerously 
signed, irrespective of party, by citizens of Eugene, Sparta, 
Sanger, Keating, Siuslaw, Scappoose, Prairie City, Aurora, 
Barlow, Heppner, Sherwood, Silverton, Perrydale, and Junction 
City, all in the State of Oregon, and of sundry citizens of Yreka, 
in the State of California, vemonstrating against any change in 
the wool schedule; which were referred to the Committee on 


He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Eugene, 
net Go remonstrating against any reduction of the existi 
on wool, lumber, prunes, hops, and other tural prod- 
ucts; which was referred to the Committee on ce, 


He also presented the petition of William Hendershott, of 
Butteville, Oregon, praying for relief in the matter of his claim 
to certain lands in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eugene, 
Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be made forthe 
improvement of the Willamette River in the State of Oregon, 
between Harrisburg and Eugene in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Robert Brown and 
other citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., employés of the Farist 
Steel Company, remonstrating against any change in the pres- 
ent tariff laws; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Bridgeport (Conn.) Typograph- 
ical Union, No. 252, praying for governmental control of the 
telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 758) extending the time allowed 
the Umatilla Irrigation Company for the construction of its 
ditch across the Umatilla Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1349) authorizing the 8 of u por- 
trait of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of 


‘the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others, 


for supplies furnished the Indian ‘Service, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1377) for the 
relief of William Hendershott, of Butteville, Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1378) to amend an act of Con- 

ress approved May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har- 

r Company the right to improve Aransas Pass; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 1379) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Arkansas River, ator near Van 
Buren, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WHITE of California introduced a bill (S. 1380) for the 
relief of Matthew McGuirk, of Los Angeles, Cal.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1381) to provide for the 
restoration to the Society of the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers two flags now in the War Department; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PROCEEDINGS OF PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be nted and bound in cloth, of the proceedings of the Pan-American 
ical Congress, held in Was City, in September, 1893, under the 
authority of a joint resolution of Congress is plaka July 18, 1892, 10,000 
copies: of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the te, 4.0% for the nse of 
—— tg of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribution by the Department 
of State? 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of State be, and heis hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the . kine of th of the Pan-American 
ashington 


ie 
Medical Congress, held in City in September, 1893, under the 
authority of a joint resolution of Congress, approved July 18, 1892. 


PAYMENTS TO COMMISSIONER BLOUNT. 


Mr. HOAR. Isubmita resolution, which Lask may be adopted. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 3 
Resolred, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate what sums have been paid from the Treasury to the Hon. James H. 
Blount for salary, services, or other expenses, as a special commissioner to 
Hawail, together with copies of all orders, vouchers, or receipts for such 
nent. 
25 d also to inform the Senate from what fund and under or by virtue-of 
what appropriation or law the same have been paid. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution lie over. 
. VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 


DOCUMENTS RELATING TO HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 300 additional copies each of House Executive Documents 
Nos. 47 and 48, House Report No. 


parts 1 and 2; and Senate Executive 
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Document No. 13, of the Fifty- third second session, embracing the 
waiian correspondence, etc., be ted in pamphlet form to supply a 
mt deficiency in the document room of the Bonate. 


CORRECTION OF ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 


Mr. GORMAN. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask for 
its t consideration. 

e concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate g the United States of America (the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring ther m. That line 22, on page 2 of the bill (H. R. No. 3289) 
entitled “An act to auth the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com- 

nies to construct and maintaina bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State ot New Jersey,” as enrolled by the Cleric of the 


House of Re tatives, consisting of the following words, viz, And pro- 
vided fi ‘hich 


‘urther, That nothing in this act.“ W words were included in said 
bill by error in the conference report, be, and the same are hereby, stricken 
2 bill, and said bill is directed to be enrolled without said line and 
wi 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Maryland if the bill has 
gone to the President. 

Mr. GGRMAN. It has not. It is still in the possession of the 
House of Representatives, and the object of the resolution is 
simply to correct a clerical error made in the conference, and to 
have the bill properly enrolled. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. f 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 855) to amend an act granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Voss; and 

A bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
Tverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia. 

SIOUX INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask unanimous consent to move a reconsidera- 
tionof the resolution passed yesterday touching the mixed-blood 
Indians, in order that I may make an amendment by the change 
of one word, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears none, and 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted will be reconsid- 
ered. The resolution is before the Senate and will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (as amended yesterday by 
striking out the preamble), as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secre of the 
Interior be, and he is.hereby, directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all 
orders, opinions, and directions that he has given in respect to the said 
mixed - bloods or either of them, or to their fa or any member thereof, 
together with copies of all reports, letters, documents, and written papers 
pertaining thereto. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to strike out the words said mixed 
bloods” and insert Sioux mixed-blood Indians,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the modifica- 
tion suggested by the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair 
hears none, and the resolution will be so modified. Thequestion 
is on a ing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO .MONDAY. 


Mr, GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LAND OFFICE HEARINGS. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 2796) relating to the disqualification of registers and receivers 
of United States land offices, and making provision in case of such 
disqualification. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That no register or receiver shall receive evidence in, hear or determine 
any cause pending in any district land office in which cause he is interested 
directly or indirectly, or has been of counsel, or where he is related to an 
of the parties in interest by consanguinity or affinity within the fo 


d , computing by the rules adopted by the common law. 
Irc. 2 Thatit shall be the duty of every register or receiver so disquali- 
fled to ro the fact of hisdisqualification to the Commissioner of the Gen- 


rt 

eral Land Offica, as soon as he shall ascertain it, and before the hearing of 
such cause, Who thereupon, with the approval of the y of the Inte- 
rior, shall designate some other register, receiver, or special agent of the 
Land Department to act in the place of the disqualified officer, and the same 
authority is conferred on the officer so designated which such register or re- 
ceiver would otherwise have to act in such case, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. - 


The bill was read the third time, and $ 

Mr.BERRY. The bill (S. 903) relating to the disqualification 
of registers and receivers of the United States land offices, and 
making provision in case of such disqualification, is the samo 
bill, and [ move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 855) toamend an act granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Voss was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

JOHN W. LEWIS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 71) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of 
Oregon, : 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
W. Lewis, register of the land office at The Dalles, Oregon, 

521.97, being the amount of his maximum compensation in ad- 
dition to his salary from April 17, 1890, to July 7, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. GRAY. I move that the ee to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes relating to su- 
pervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for other 


rposes, 
A r. CHANDLER. I desire to inquire of the Senator from 
Delaware whether his object in moving to take er the bill at 
this time is to allow some Senator to speak upon it, or to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of it? 

Mr. GRAY. My motion was to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. : , 

Mr.CHANDLER. Only for the purpose of allowing some Sen- 
ator to speak? ; 

Mr. GRAY. For the general purpose of consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest tothe Senator that the views of 
the minority are not pre „and will not be ready for some 
days yet; and therefore I did nut expect the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill unless to accommodate some Sen- 
ator who desired tospeak upon it. In that view, of course, there 
will be no objection to the bill being taken up. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say tothe Senator that the understanding 
I had was that the views of the minority might be submitted at 
their convenience, and I had supposed that they would be sub- 
mitted immediately after the holidays, or as soon thereafter as 
would be convenient tothe members of the minority who wished 
to participate in that report; but I do not know that that is any 
reuson why we should not proceed to the consideration of an im- 

ortant public measure, which may possibly take some time in 
ts consideration. 

It seems to me that it will bein the interest of the public busi- 
ness to proceed to the consideration of the bill at the present 
time. There is no objection, as I understand, to filing the views 
of the minority at any time when they are prepared. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know 24 well the majority of the com- 
mittee make no objection to the tiling of the views of the minor- 
ity, and it is not material whether they are filed now or a week 
from now; but there are some Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber who desire to debats the bill at considerable length. 

Mr. GRAY. No doubt. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. And I wanted to ascertain from the Sena- 
tor what was his object in seeking to have the bill taken up at 
fhis time. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that I supposed there would be considerable debate on both 
sides of the Chamber, and that was the reason why I desired to 
have the bill taken up at this early day. My understanding 
was that the views of the minority would be prepared during 
the holiday recess and presented soon after our convening. 
There has been no majority report submitted with the bill, but 
the House bill has been merely favorably reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr.CHANDLER. TheSenatoris mistaken about that. The 
chairman of the committee submitted a majority report, which 
consisted of the House report. 

Mr. GRAY. No such report was made. 
exists, of course, in print, and is accessible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator's pardon. The bill was 
reported by the chairman of the committee, the House report 


The House report 
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1 as a Senate report, and the bill was placed upon the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GRAY. The House report has been in print for a num- 
ber of months and has been, of course, accessible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. While I always wish to concede the greatest 
latitude to the verter ie the committee of which I am a mem- 
ber, I do not see that there is any objection on the part of the 
majority and those having charge of the bill to proceeding now, 
with the understanding that the views of the minority may be 
filed hereafter. It is not a new matter at all; it is one which 
has been discussed in the other House and discussed in this 
Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I do not ask 
for delay on account of the views of the minority. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator suggest a day that will be sat- 
isfactory for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to suggest to the Senator that. 
unless there is some Senator who des to speak on the bili 
to-day, he defer his motion until Monday, when there will beno 
objection to taking up the bill. 

. GRAY. I will consent to that suggestion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and give notice that I shall move the con- 
sideration of the bill after the conclusion of the morning busi- 
ness on Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to suggest to the Senator from Del- 
aware—it is not of much consequence on which day the bill is 
taken up—that I think perhaps it will be a little more conven- 
ient to some Senators on this side, or it would be tome if I am to 
take part in the debate, to have the bill stand until Tuesday, for 
a special reason. Monday is a day, especially after the Senate 
has already voted to adjourn over until Monday, which is pretty 
apt to be taken up by an accumulation of matters. 

Mr. GRAY. Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts might 
have some religious scruples about attending to business on 
Jackson day. Monday be the 8th of January. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have kept before the country 
the example of that distinguished Democrat, bothin the matter 
of submitting to the laws of the country in all parts of the Union, 
and also his very wise and admirable views on protection. Per- 
haps, therefore, the influences of Monday would be very good 
on ever. nee we should take up the bill on Tuesday. 

Mr. GRAY. It is to be hoped so. 

Mr. HOAR. If it makes no difference to the Senator 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. ` 

Mr. HOAR. It would bea little more agreeable if he would 
defer his motion until Tuesday. 

Mr.GRAY. So far as I am concerned, I will consent to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, and now give no- 
tice that on Tuesday next, immediately after the morning busi- 
ness, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2331) to re all statutes relating to super- 
visors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for other 
purposes, being the bill which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and which has been reported by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. I shall then ask that the Senate pro- 
ceed to its consideration and continue that consideration until 
a conclusion is reached. 


DISTRICT WATER MAINS AND SEWERS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 4571. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. ` A bill (H. R. 4571) to make service con- 
nections with water mains and sewers in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other papane; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consiđeration of the bill? : r 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to kear a word of explanation 
in relation to that bill. I ask the Senator to explain its opera- 
tion and what effect it will have. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The purpose of the bill is to avoid the con- 
tinual cutting up and repair of the concrete in extending serv- 
ice connections to houses. The bill will perhaps be best ex- 
plained by the very brief report of the District Commissioners 
on Senate bill 872, which is identical with the pending billfrom 
the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.” Does the Senator desire the report 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
PROCTOR on the 2d instant: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have had this bill under con- 
sideration and recommend its passage. It is identical with Senate bill No. 
872, and reference is made to the report on that bill, and also to the report of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in favor of its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 90, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 


The Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 872) “To make service connections with water mains and sewers 
in the t of Columbia.“ report: 

Your committee have considered the same and recommend the passage of 
the 1 pul tae bill. The substitute does not change the pur- 

of the o. bill, but only the means of ca it into execution. 
e reasons for the changes in the details of the bill are sufficiently stated 
in the report of the Commissioners, which is herewith submitted. 


— 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, September 20, 1893. 
SIR: Senate bill 872, Fifty-third Co: first session, referred to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia for examination and report, re- 
uires modification in order to secure the result desired. There is no such 
t as a “compulsory permit system for laying water mains,” and the bill 
contains no provision for paying for the proposed. connections, and no pro- 
4 crediting the assessments collected so as to reimburse the appro- 


ns. 

An amended form of the bill covering these points is herewith submitted. 

The Commissioners strongly recommend the amended bill for favorable 
consideration. The object sought to be obtained by it is a worthy and a 
necessary one. For many years the law has required (paragraph 19, section 
5, of the act pro a permanent form of government for the District of 
Columbia, approved June 11, 1878) that the Commissioners shall require con- 
nections to be made with sewers and water mains before the pavements are 
laid; but the act furnished no means for carrying this rorision into effect. 
It has consequently been a dead letter; the most the Commissioners could 
do was to notify property-owners that the pavement was about to be laid, 
and request them to make connection with the sewers and water mains, 
but in the general case this request has not been complied with, and new 
asphalt pavements have frequently been cut into and ee for sewer and 
water connections almost as soon as they have been laid. 

It the bill becomes a law it will be a benefit to the District in preserving 
the pavements and macadam, and a saving to the property-owner of the ex- 
pense of cutting and repairing 5 or am. 

It will also go far to obviate a culty, which is of frequent occurrence, 
growing out of the poor quality of the work often done in connecting with 
water mains; the service pipes nently leak and the esca; water trav- 
els long distances under t nd peer ig ee before reaching the surface, so that 
the pavement has to be mutilated in many places in order to trace the leak 
toitssource. While the expense of these repairs falls on the property-owner, 
a patched pavement is never the equivalent of anew pavement. If the con- 
nections were put in by the District the work could be done with the same 
care that water mains are laid, and leaks in service pipes would be as rare as 
they now are in the mains. 


Very respectfully, - 
MYRON M. PARKER, 
Acting President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
The CHAIRMAN 0 
of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do J understand that the work to be done is 
to be paid for out of the general appropriations for the Distric 
and then afterwards recouped by assessing the property-owners 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is the offect. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
there is an appropriation sufficient for that purpose? Will the 
passage of the bill not necessitate an increase in the general ap- 
propr tions for the support of the District? 

r. PROCTOR. I did not hear the Senator's query. 

Mr. GORMAN. The question I asked the Senator from Ver- 
mont was whether, under the provisions of this bill, the Com- 
missioners would proceed to make the connections with the 
water mains running into side lots, and then assess hereafter for 
the improvement? I understand that is the provision of the 


bill. the mean time I cr de what provision has been made 
for this work? Willit req an additional appropriation by 
the Government? 


Mr. PROCTOR. I understand not. The assessment will be 
made immediately, and the payment by the property-owner will 
be put to the credit of the appropriation. 

r. ALLISON. Myattention has just been called to the bill. 
I do not see very well how the proposed improvements can be 
paid for out of the current e because there are no 
current me du hontai which can be made applicable, unless 
other work on sewers is stopped. It seems to me that the bill 
might be amended in some form so as to carry an appropriation, 
or by providing that it shall not take effect until proper appro- 
priations shall be made. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The District Commissioners and the com- 
mittee were of the oun that the connections might be made 
properly and more cheaply while the work on the mains was go- 
ing on, without additional ea Pb bere that in fact money 
would be saved and the expenditure recouped at once by the pay- 
ment by the owner of the lot, which payment would go to the 
credit of the appropriation. 

Mr. GORMAN. With the object the Senator has in view I 
am in entire sympathy, provided proper provision be made for 
carrying it out; but the suggestion I make to the Senator—I have 
not the bill carefully—is that it would require an expendi- 
ture from some general appropriation already made, that there 
is no general appropriation available, and the passage of the bill 
would probably involve an increased appropriation at the pres- 
ent session. I hardly think that it is feasible, in the present 
condition of our affairs, to have an increase. Therefore I sug- 
gest to the Senator that he let the bill go over until Monday 
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next so that he may look into the matter and provide that the 
improvements shall bə made, but that the money shall be levied 
upon the property-holders and paid into the Treasury, so as to 
meet the expense without looking to Congress for a further ap- 
propriation. With such safeguards I think the bill is wise. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator has stated the purpose of the 
bill and I think it is covered, but I think the suggestion of the 
Senator a proper one that the bill go over so as to give the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations an opportunity to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


STATUE OF MAJ. GEN. JOHN STARK, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 15) for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the ay of Manchester, N. H. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. , 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. Let the bill go over. 
ation. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Before the bill goes over, I simply desire 
to say to the Senator from Arkansas that a similar bill appro- 
priating $50,000 has the Senate three times I think. The 
proposition now is to reduce the amount to $410,009. It seems to 
me the Senator ought not to object. 

Mr. BERRY. It is true that sucha bill has passed the Senate 
the number of times stated by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. It is also true that I have opposed it every time it has 
been pressed. I do not believe in appropriating money in this 
way for statues in the States, or anywhere else in the country. 
I think at the present time, in view of the condition of the 
Treasury and the situation in the country, it is not well to ap- 
8 money for such purposes. Iam therefore opposed to 
the bi 


Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator insist upon his objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; I should rather have it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under objec- 
tion. 


I object to its consider- 


UMATILLA IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. DOLPH. This morning the Committee on Indian Affairs 
reported a little bill to extend for two or three years the time 
for the construction of aditch across the Umatilla Indian Reser- 
vation. The work has been delayed on account of the difficulty 
of obtaining money and the business disturbance. It is merely 
a local matter to which noone can have any objection. I ask that 
it be acted upon this morning, as there is urgency about the 
matter. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 15) extending the time 
allowed the Umatilla Irrigation Company for the construction 
of its ditch across the Umatilla Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Oregon; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time prescribed by the act of Congress of Feb- 
ruary 10, 1891, for the completion of the ting ditch or canal of the 
Umatilla Irrigation Company across the Uma Indian Reservation, in the 

State of Oregon, is hereby extended for three years from said date 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1o’clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 
8, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 4, 1894. 
DISTRICT COMMISSIONER. 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia, reappointment, his term of 
office having expired September 9, 1893. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Perry T. Cumberson, of New Jersey, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, in place of Robert E. Bowne, deceased. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


Tully Brown, of Tennessee, to beattorney of the United States 
for the middle district of Tennessee, vice John Ruhm, resigned. 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 


Frank Clarendon Cook, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be an assistant surgeon in the Navy, from December 22, 1893. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles F. Rankin, to be 2 at Brewton, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Alabama, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Frisby B. Logan, to be postmaster at Yuma, in the county of 
Yuma and Territory of Arizona, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1894. 

Thomas J. Davis, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county 
of Washington and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Frank Bucholtz, to be postmaster at Fort Bragg, in the coun 
of Mendocino and State of California, the appointment of a pos 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

S. M. Dodson, to be postmaster at Santa Clara, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California, in the place of Benjamin 
Fish, deceased. 

Fannie Ingram, to be postmaster at Monterey, in the coun 
of Monterey and State of California, in the place of Jacob 
Leese, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

S. J. Mayock, to be postmaster at Gilroy, in the county of 
Santa Clara and State of California, in the place of Victor Bassi- 
gano, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George E. Sawyers, to be postmaster at Santa Barbara, in the 
county of Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place of 
Edward M. Hoit, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George H. Clarke, to be postmaster at Breckenridge, in the 
county of Summit and State of Colorado, in the place of George 
Baker, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Dan Flisher, to be 2 at Silverton, in the county of 
San Juan and State of Colorado, in the place of Jacob M. Buz- 
zard, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Marcus Leahy, to be postmaster at Central City, in the county 
of Gilpin and State of Colorado, in the place of Ambrose Bray, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

T. J. York, to be yea at Ouray, in the county of Ouray 
and State of Colorado, in the place of John F. Rice, whose com- 
mission expired December 21, 1893. 

Leonard W. Chambers, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, inthe 
county of Morgan and State of Illinois, in the place of Cyrus W. 
Matthews, whose commission expires January 7, 1894. 

Allen G. Clampitt, to be postmaster at Highwood, in the county 
of Lake and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office haying, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1894. 

John Culbertson, to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county 
of Tazewell and State of Illinois, in the place of Roland J. Beatty, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

William Lee, to be postmaster at Casey, in the county of 
Clark and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1894. 

Ephriam A. Ray, to be postmaster at Oregon, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas A. Jewett, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

James F. Robertson, to be postmaster at Camp Point, in the 
county of Adams and State of Illinois, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Samuel W. Taliaferro, to be postmaster at Roseville, in the 
county of Warren and State of Illinois, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Ossian H. Cook, to be tmaster at Pendleton, in the county 

diana, the appointment of a 3 
ver for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Adam R. Ebert, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana, in the place of Marcus M. Towle, 
whose commission expires January 8, 1894. 

David A. Fawcett, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in thecounty 
of Lagrange and State of Indiana, in the place of John H. Rerick, 
removed. 

Edgar A. Smith, to be 5 at Converse, in the county 
of Miami and State of In , the appointment of a postmaster 
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_ for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1894. 

William D. Covington, to be postmaster at Lehigh, in the 
county of Choctaw, Ind. T., in the place of Mary E. Pettes, whose 
commission expired December 19, 1893. 

W. I. Branagan, to be postmaster at Emmetsburg, in the 
county of Palo Alto and State of Iowa, in the place of Almond 
W. Utter, ed. 

Joseph M. Bishop, to be postmaster at State Center, in the 
county of Marshall and State of Iowa, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law; become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

John F. Kent, to be postmaster at Dows, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1894. ~ 

James Parden, to be postmaster at Rock Valley, in the county 
of Sioux and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1894. 

W. C. Scrimgeour, to be postmaster at Belle Plaine, in the 
county of Benton and State of Iowa, in the place of William A. 
Hunter, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Martin G. Stiger, to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in the place of Sidney C. Leland, re- 
signed. 

Arnold Smouse, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa, in the place of William G. 
Power, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. z 

Anthony Thoma, to be 3 at Le Mars, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of in the place of Arthur P. Brown, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 0 

Thomas M. Bixby, to be postmaster at Herington, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Kansas, in the place of Charles 
N. Hull, whose commission expires Jan 9, 1894. 

Clyde McManigal, to be postmaster at Horton, in the county 
of Brown and State of Kansas, in the place of Lucian H. Smyth, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Samuel B. Holmes, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Kentucky, in the place of James 
M. Saffell, resigned. 

Jolin W. Rout, to be postmaster at Stanford, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Kentucky, in the place of Mrs. Pokie T. 
Courts, whose commission will expire Jan 9, 1894. 

Charles P. Weaver, to be postmaster at Louisville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Kentucky, in the place of John 
Barrett, removed. 

Thomas J. Lynch, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Walter D. 
Stinson, removed. 

John A. Flannery, to be postmaster at Laurel, inthe county 
of Prince George’s and State of Maryland, the appointment ofa 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the Presidenton and after January 1, 1894. 

Charles S. Ashley, to be postmaster at New Bedford, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
8 H. Gifford, whose commission expired December 20, 
1893. 

John E. Brown, to be postmaster at East Pepperell, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
George G. Tarbell, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Frederick L. Churchill, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Winslow W. Avery, whose commission expired March 26, 1893. 

Ellis O. Drake, to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of 


ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after January 1, 1894. 


Charles A. Downer, to be postmaster at Northville, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Michigan, in the place of E. S. 
Horton, whose commission expires January 8, 1894. 

John Fanning, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Michigan, in the place of Fred F. ripe feg 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Arthur A. Henderson, to be postmaster at Newberry, in the 
county of Luce and State of Michigan, in the place of J. Stat- 
ford, removed. 

John H. Hicok, to be postmaster at Flint, in the county of Gen- 
esee a State of Michigan, in the place of Geo. E. Newall>re- 
moy 

George S. Stout, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
of Missankee and State of Michigan, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Arthur J. Flynn, to be postmaster at Caledonia, in the county 
of Houston and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

John C. Edwards, to be postmaster at Yazoo City, in the county 
of Yazoo and State of Mississippi, in the place of J. E. Everett, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Ella Harris, to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, in the county of 
Copiah and State of Mississippi, in the place of C. C. Mathews, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Abner K. Northrop, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in 
the county of Harrison and State of Mississippi, in the place of 

Simpson, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Charles E. Hill, to be postmaster at Malden, in the county of 
Dunklin and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1894, S 

Edward W. Renkin, to ba postmaster at Hooper, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1804. 

Charles T. Alverson, to be postmaster at Deposit, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York, in theplace of Joseph White, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George W. Apgar, to bs postmaster at Ithaca, in the sonny of 
‘Tompkins and State of New York, in the place of Edmund E 
Robinson, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Robert S. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York, in the place of William J. 
Glenn, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

James C. Brophy, to be postmaster at Shortsville, in the 
county of Ontario and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1893. 

Emerson S. Crandall, to be eee at Warrensburg, in the 
county of Warren and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 

James Elliott, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York, in the place of George H. Shu- 
felt, whose commission expired March 23, 1893. 

Ernest T. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, in the 
county of Franklinand State of New York, in the place of Edgar 
E. Burkley, resigned. i 

Melville Griggs, to be postmaster at Worcester, in the county 
of Otsegoand State of New York, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law.-become vested in the Pres- 


Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in „ Henry B. | ident on and after April 1, 1893. 
3 


Story, whoss commission expired December 

Michael J. Griffin, to be 
of Hampden and State of achusetts, in 
B. Prescott, whose commission expired March 27, 1893. 

Miss Louise Imogen Guiney, to be postmaster at Auburndale, 
inthe county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the 
aon bee Carrie L. Bourne, whose commission expired December 

Ellen A. Meehan, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
H. Giffin, whose co on expired December 20, 1893. 

Merton Z. Wood , to be postmaster-at Shelburne Falls, in 
the county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place 
ng i L. Merriam, whose commission expired March 26, 

Jacob Baar, to be postmaster at Grand Haven, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan, in the place of Thomas A. Par- 
ish, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George M. Deady, to be postmaster at Bad Axe, in the county 
of Huron and State of Mic „the appointment of a postmas- 


Thomas P. Hefferman, to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the 


tmaster at Holyoke, in the county | county of Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of 
e place of Charles | 


Clarence M. Reed, whose commission expired March 27, 1893. 
John J. Hallohan, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 
John J. Kane, to be postmaster at Sing Sing, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in the place of John F. 


Jenkins, removed. 

Treadwell B. Kellum, to be ter at Babylon, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of A. E. 
Hawkins, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George Kirkland, to be postmaster at Oneonta, in the coun 
of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of Charles F. 
Shelland, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

James A. McDonald, to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of 
8 A. Boyd, whose commission expired December 21, 
1893. 


1894. 


John A. Rasbach, to be postmaster at Ilion, in the county of 
Herkimer and State of New York, in the place of Seth G. Hea- 
cock, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. ` 

Camillus P. Rogers, to bə postmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Philip 
Pearsall, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John H. Warden, to be postmaster at Portville, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for. the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1893. 

John Whaling, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of New York, in the place of A. B. West- 
cott, deceased. ; <a 

Rowan C. Charles, to be postmaster at High Point, in the 
county of Guilford and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
Edwin L. Ragan, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

William Bleckner. to be postmaster at Oak Harbor, in the 
county of Ottawa and State of Ohio, the spome of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Allen T. Cowen, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county of 
Clermont and State of Ohio, in the place of Edward B. Scott, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 7 

Charles E. Critehfield, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in 
the county of Knox and State of Ohio, in the place of James 
Israel, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

James E. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Van Wert, in the 
county of Van Wert and State of Ohio, in the place of Amos T. 
Dailey, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Proctor E. Seas, to be postmaster at Orrville, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Ohio, in the place of James W. Hostet- 
ter, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Charles A. Wyckoff, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. McKee, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Edward M. Young, to be postmasterat Gambier, in the county 
of Knox and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1894. 

John E. Malone, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Ellwood 
Griest, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George B. Nye, to be postmaster at Ellwood City, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1894. 

John H. Stauffer, to be postmaster at Millersville, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, Brot become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1894. 

W. P. Walsh, to be postmaster at Smethport, in the county of 
McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the of Ervin M. 

Kerns, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

'  Albertis E. Parmenter, to be postmaster at Scotland, in the 

county of Bonhomme and State of South Dakota, in the place 

A batt iam B. Robinson, whose commission expired December 
3. 

3 

John M. Carroll, to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Hill and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1894. 

William H. Dickson, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the 
county of Red River and State of Texas, in the place of Thomas 
W. Gaines, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Dollie F. Thompson, to be 8 at Pittsburg, in the 
county of Camp and State of Texas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Emmett M. Morrison, to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the 
county of Isle of Wight and State of Virginia, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office e become vested 
in the President on and after January 1, 1894. 

John G. White, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia, in the place of Lewis P. 
Summers, removed. 

William P. Campbell, to be postmaster at Wellsburg, in the 
county of Brooke and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
James M. Jones, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Milford M. Smith, to be postmaster at Elkins, in the county 
of Randolph and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a 
postori for the said office having, by law, become vested in 

e Presidenton and after January J, 1894. 

J. H. Marcum, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county 
of Cabell and State of West Virginia, in the place of Hamilton 
M. Adams, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 


come yested in the 


Nelson H. Biddlecom, to be postmaster at Menekaunee, in the 
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county of Marinette and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Henry G. Elisworth, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county 
of Barron and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the, 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Fred Myers, to be postmaster at Prentice, in the county of 
Price and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. j < 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 21, 1893. 


POSTMASTERS. : 
Charles F. Ballweg, to be postmaster at Edwardsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 
John Culbertson, to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Tazewell and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 4, 1894. ` 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. As mycolleague, Mr. Conn, is re- 

rted as having been absent on yesterday, I desire to state that 

e was detained from the House in consequence of sickness. 

EXPENSES REVENUE COLLECTIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ap- 
5 for defraying the expenses of collecting the revenue 

rom customs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. s 
FOND DU LAC INDIANS, MINNESOTA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriations submitted by the Secretary of the Interior for the 

ond du Lac Indians in the State of Minnesota; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

BUILDINGS, LOWER BRULE. AGENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appr opriations submitted by the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
J. K. White for drawings for buildings at the site of the Lower 
Brulé Agency in South Dakota; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

MILITARY SCHOOL, FORT RILEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
pepe topes submitted by the ee of the Interior for 
the artillery and cavalry school at Fort Riley, Kans., for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A HEATING MARINE BARRACKS, ETC, s 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of ap- 
propriations submitted by the Secretary of the Navy for heat- 
ing the marine barracks at the nayy-yards in Boston and Maine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, ` 

SAMUEL CASE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting papers in thè 
claim of Samuel Case for costs in the case of J. H. Loftus, in the 
United States circuit court for the district of Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

HARBOR OF NEW YORK. s 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from 
Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of En- 
rs relating to the act of Congress entitled An act to pre- 
vent obstructive and injurious deposits within the harbor and ad- 
jacent waters of New York City:“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting a report of the judgments ren- 
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dered against the Government by the circuit and district courts | from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] immediately after the call of com- 
of the United States, received since February 28, 1893; which | mittees for . 5 5 is concluded. 


was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. LAWSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. P 

To Mr. TRACEY, for two days, toattend the funeral of a friend. 

To Mr. SHELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HARRIS, indefinitely, on account of sickhess in his 
family. j : 

To Wr BRATTAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report a telegram received 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms from the gentleman from Maryland 
Ir. BRATTAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Say to the House I am too sick to leave m room, Im ble for me to 
go therefore. F. BRATTAN, 


REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER announced the following appointments: To fill 
the vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, occasioned by the expiration of the terms of Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, and Mr. HITT. 
The Speaker appoints Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE of Kentucky, and Mr. HITT. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had agreed to the following concur- 
rent resolutions: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 3 That there 
be printa of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. J. Logan 
Chipman, late a Representative from the State of Michigan, 8,000 copies, of 
which number 2,000 ies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representa- 
tives of the State of Michigan, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in 
full morocco to be deliv to the family of the deceased; and of those re- 
maining, 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the peng is directed to 
have ‘engraved and printed a portrait of the said J. Logan Chipman to ac- 
company the said eulogies. 

Also: 

Hesolved by the House of eee the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Mutchler, late a Re tative from the State of Pennsylvania, 8,000 copies, 
of which number 2. sopan shall be delivered to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of the State of Pennsylvania, which shall include 50 copies to be 
bound in full morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased; and of 
those remaining, 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treas is di- 
rected to have engraved and printed a portrait of the said William Mutchler 
to accompany the said calogies. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That line 
22 On page 2 of the bill (H. R. 3289) entitled “An act to authorize the New 
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Hudson River between New York City and the State of New Jer- 
sey,” as enrolled by the Clerk of the House of Representatives, consisting of 
the following words, via: And provided further, That nothing in this act,” 
which words were included in said bill by error in the conference report, 
and the same are hereby, stricken from said bill, and said bill is directed to 
be enrolled without said line and words. 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
the bill (S. 439) for the relief of David B. Gottwals; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether the 
privileged resolution that was before the House yesterday is not 
now pending, no action having been taken upon it? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been called up this morning. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does it not come over from yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The proceeding fell with the 
adjournment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the resolution again 
for consideration, and I desire the House to make some disposi- 
tion of it. / 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that the call of 
committees having been commenced, and one committee having 
been et that order can not be interfered with until it is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the call had not been com- 
meneed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It had been commenced. The Clerk had 
called one name. 3 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


` 


Mr. BO LE. It makes no difference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It makes a difference as to the orderly pro- 
cedure of the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees for reports. No 
reports of a public character were presented. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

„ This completes the call of committees far 
reports. x . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the resolution 
that was pending yesterday on a question of consideration. I du- 
nit that the House may take some action upon it, and dispose 
of it. 

Mr. MOMILLIN. I raise the question of consideration against 
the bill, in order to consider revenue bills. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iraise the question of consider- 
ation in order to call up the bill for the admission of New Mexico. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it in order for a member to raise the 
question of considerationin favor of something else? Is not the 
proper motion simply to raise the question of consideration? 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman can raise the question of 
consideration. Of course the House can determine whether it 
will proceed to consider the question or not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have been candid with the gentleman, and 
have stated to him what my object was. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is not in order for a member to raise the question of con- 
sideration for a certain stated purpose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, if we get down toinfinitesimal points, I 
might make the point of order against the remarks of the gen- 
tleman in speaking upon a question which is not debatable. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN] was entitled to raise the question of consideration sim- 
ply: but he went beyond that, and Icallhimtoorder. Heought 
to set a good example. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution offered 
by mi gentleman from Maine[Mr. BOUTELLE], which he desires 

call up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that any intervention by the 
Executive of the United States, its civil or military representatives, without 
authority of Congress in theinternal affairs of a ly recognized govern- 
1 to disturb or overthrow it, and to ald or abet the substitution or res- 
toration of a monarchy therefor, is contr; to the policy and traditions of 
the Republic and the letter and spirit of the Constitution, and can not be too 
promptly or emphatically reprobated. 


TheSPEAKER. The poa from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
calls up this resolution for consideration, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] raises the question of consid- 
eration uponit. e question is, Will the House proceed to con- 
sider the resolution? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the House will take this matter up 
and dispose of it. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!“ 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
BOUTELLE, there were—ayes 58, noes 124. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. To save time, I will ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that it is not in 
order for a gentleman in making a motion to say “ to save time 
I will make such a motion.” [Laughter.] I call the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The enon was taken; and there were—yeas 0, nays 150, not 


voting 201; as follows: 
YEAS—0. 
NAYS—150, 

Abbott, Bryan, Cummings, Haines, 
Alderson, Bynum, Davis, Hammond,’ 
Alexander, Cabaniss, De Armond, Hare, 
Arnold, Cadmus, De Forest, Harter, 
Bailey, Cannon, Cal Denson, Heard. 
Baldwin, Capehart, Dinsmore, Henderson, N. C. 
Bankhead, Caruth, Dockery, Hines, 
Bartlett, Catchings, Ellis, Ky. Hooker, Miss. 
Barwig, Causey, English, Houk, Ohio 
Bell, Colo. Clarke, Ala. Enloe, Hudson, 
Beltzhoover. Cobb, Mo. Epes, Hunter, 
Black, Ga. Cockrell Erdm: Hutcheson, 
Black, III Compton, Everett Johnson, ORIO 

lane 8 * Forman Jones, 
Bland, Cooper, Fla. Fyan, Kem, 
Brawley, Cooper, In Geary, Kil „ 

„Ark. Covert, Gorman, Kribbs, 

Bretz, ox. Grady, Kyle, 
Brickner, Crawtiord, Gresham, e, 
Brookshire, Culberson. GriMn, Latimer, 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 497 
seh — . — Sp ge Talbott, Md. Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
2 Monae Reilly. T h A call of the House was ordered. 
Li Meredith, Richards, Ohio Taylor, Ind. Theroll was called; when the following-named members failed 
Lynch, Money, Richardson, Mich. Terry, to respond: 
Maddox, Montgomery, - Richardson, Tenn. Tracey, 
M organ, Robbins, Tucker, Adams, Ky. Cooper, Fla. a Russell, Conn. 
Marshall, Moses, Russell, Ga. er, Allen, Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 
Martin, Ind. Mutchler, Ryan, ler, Apsley, Cornish, Cey, Scranton, 
McAleer, Neill, Sayers, arner, Babcock, Davey, Lapham, Shell, 
McCreary, Ky. Oates. Sickles, Weadock, Baker, Kans. $ Lawson, Sherman, 
McCulloch; O'Neil, Simpson, Wells, Barnes, Dunphy, Lefever, Sibley, 
McDannold, Outhwaite, Snodgrass, Wheeler, Ala. Beiden, Durborow, kwood, ipe, 
McDearmon, Paschal, Springer, Whiting, Berry, Edmunds, Magner, Somers, 
McEttrick, Patterson, Stallings, Williams, Miss. Boatner, Fielder, Mahon, Stephenson, 
McGann, Paynter, Stevens, Wilson, W. Va. Bower, N. C. Fithian, Mallory, Stockdale, 
McKaig, Pearson, Stone, Ky. Branch, Fletcher, McLa Storer, 
Meke Pendleton, Tex. Swauson, BORAS =- Goar, 2 Koran Sorat 80 
Breckin , Ky. ssenhainer, en, rt, S 
NOT VOTING—201. Brickust, ©" Gillett, Mass.” MOON, Taylor, Tenn. 
Adams, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Robertson, La. Broderick, Goldzier, Murray, 5 — 
Adams, Pa. Dalzell, ouk, Tenn. Robinson, Pa. Brown, G ht, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Aitken, Daniels, Hulick, Rusk, Bunn, Page, Washington, 
Aldrich, Davey, Hull, Russell, Conn. Burnes, Grout, Pendleton, W.Va. Wever, 
Allen. Do ey, Ikirt. Schermerhorn, Caminetti, Haner Perkins, Wheeler, III. 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, Campbell, Hall, Minn. Post, hite, 
Avery, Donovan, Johnson, N. Dak. Settle, Chickering, Harris, Randall, Williams, III. 
i Doolittle, oy. Shaw, Childs, Hatch, y, Wilson, Wash. 
Baker, Kans. Draper, Kiefer, Sheli, Clancy. Hayes Reyburn, Wise, 
Baker, Dunn. Lacey, Sherman, Clark, Mo. Hendrix, Ritchie, Wolverton, 
Barnes, Dunphy, Lapham, Sibley, Cobb, Ala. Hepburn, Robertson, La. Woodard, 
Bartholdt, Durborow, Lawson, Sipe, Cockran, Hicks, Robinson, Pa. Wright, Pa. 
Belden, Edmunds, Lefever, Smith, Conn, Hopkins, III. Rusk, 
ones W Sperry: The SPEAKER. The d u now be closed; the Clerk 
Try, ' ' e 3 e doors will now c ; the Cler 
ae Lardy 88 Soa will call the names of the members who have not answered, and 
Boen, Funsto Magner Stone, W. A. K ir MARTIN f Ind ora th f Mr. Co 
n, ston, ' s Mr. MARTIN Oo (when the name of Mr. CONN was 
5 c ty ae Mallory, State’ called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. CONN] is absent on 
Bowers, Cal. Gelssenhatner, Marth, Ae neang, account of sickness. His absence yesterday was for the same 
ch, et, N. V. Swee 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Talbert, S.C. hae l 5 u that 1 15 Aouda: 5 
Breck: Ky. Goldzier, — McCleary, Minn. Tawney, ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Broderick, Goodnight, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. Mr. HEARD (when the name of Mr. Harca was called). Mr. 
Brosius, ra cLaurin, omas; Speaker, I am advised by a constituent of Mr. HATCH that he is 
Brora, Soy ao — now sick and confined to his house at Hannibal, Mo. I therefore 
Bunn, H T, mares. 5 xF. ask to have him excused. 
urnes, ser ea, Le Ait o There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Raron Halt, seine. ee N Mr. HITT (when the name of Mr. STORER was called). Mr. 
Caminetti, ae 8 onee Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] was called 
m o ar ashin; . 2 
cone . Il. Harian N 5 885 Waugh, 1 7 the. re room this morning by indisposition. 
Chickering, Hatch, Page, Wever, therefore ask that he excused. 
85 Haugen, Payne, x Wheeler, III There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
an ayes, ‘ence, . a! 
OM r Hena Pendleton, W.Va. Williams, Il. : The 5 avo hundred and forty-three gentlemen 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Nl. Perkins, Wilson, Ohio ave answe o their names. 
Henderson, Iowa Phillips, Wilson, Wash. Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
Coffeen, Hendrix, ckler, ise. ceedings under the call. 
8 Sopin 8 Bhp The motion was agreed to. 
Cooper, Tex. Hicks, ce, Woomer, The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion 
8 2 — Vrient pa of the gentleman from e, to proceed with the considera- 
Cousins, Holman, Reed, tion of the resolution called up, The question is, Will the 
Crain. Hooker, N. Y. Reyburn, House proceed to the consideration of that resolution? On this 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, III. Ritchie, question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The following pairs were announced: Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 
Until further notice: The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. HATCH with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
For this day: 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. Post. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. PERKINS, 

Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. WHITE, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE, on this vote. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, until 9th of Janu- 


ary. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are none and the 
nays are 150. No quorum has voted. 


XXVI——32 


Mr. BOUTELLE. To ask whether the question does not 
come up on the question of consideration raised by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. That is exactly what the Chair has stated, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 4, nays 151, not 
voting 196; as follows: / 


YEAS—4, 
Adams, Pa, Boen, McCall, Pence. 
NAYS—151. 
Abbott, Capehart, Enloe, Hutcheson, 
Alderson, Epes, 
Alexander, Causey, Erd Johnson, Ohio 
Arnold, Clarke. Ala. Everett, Jones, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. Fyan, Kilgore, 
Baldwin, krell, Geary, Kribbs, 
Bankhead, Coffeen, Gorman, Kyle, 
Bartlett, Coombs, Grady, Lane, 
3 Cooper, Ind. Gresham, Latimer, 

Bell, Colo. vert, Griffin, Layton, 

1, Tex. x, Haines Lester, 
Beltzhoover. in, Hall, Mo. Lisle, 
Black, Ga. wiord, Hammond Livingston, 
Black. III Culberson. Hare, ch, 
Blane: $ Harter, dox. 
Bland, Davis, Hayes, aguire, 
Brawley, Armond, Heard, arshall, 
Breckinridge, Ark. De Forest. Henderson, N.C. Martin, Ind. 
Bretz, n. Hines, McAleer, 
Brickner, Dinsmore, Holman, McCreary, Ky. 
Brooks Dockery, Hooker, Miss. McCulloch, 
argan, Donovan, Houk, Ohio McDannold, 
Cabaniss. Ellis. Ky. Hudson, McDearmon, 
Cannon, Cal. English, Hunter McEttrick 
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Outhwaite, 


ly, 
Richards, Ohio Stone, Ky. 
Richardson, Mich. Swanson, 
Richardson, Tenn. Talbott, Md. 
Robbins, Ta: 
Rusk, 


Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 


Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 


Wilson, Wash. 
ise, 


W. * 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


No quorum voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia (at 1 
o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4979) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the naval militia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
‘Also,a bill (H. R. 4980) to commission passed assistant surgeons 
in the United States Navy, and to provide for their examination 
reliminary to their promotion to the grade of surgeon—to the 
m mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr.GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 4981) providing a service 
pension to all honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of 
the military and naval services of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4982) to regulate the granting of pensions 
under the act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) to define and fix the status of pensioners 
under the laws of the United States, etc.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4984) providing a general per diem pension 
for all honorably discharged soldiers, ete.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4985) to repeal tax on State banks 
and bank associations—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4986) authorizing 
and directing the Commissioner of Pensions, upon rejection of a 
pension claim, to explain fully upon what evidence and for what 


JANUARY 4, 


reason said claim, was rejected, and for other purposes—to the 
Cominittes on Invalid Pensions 5 

By Mr. HAUGEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4987) to author- 
ize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River 
between Connors Point, in the State of Wisconsin, and Rices 
Point, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4988) to provide for the coinage 
of the silver bullion now owned by the United States, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4989) to set apart certain 
lands, now known as Pacific forest reserve, as a public park, to be 
known as the Washington National Park—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE; A bill (H. R. 5010) to establish a postal 
telegraph system and to enlarge the postal facilities of the 
ple of the United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

17 Mr. O'NEIL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 106) to refund 
duties a bg exacted March 3, 1867, on merchandise of steamer 
Asia—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEARMOND: A resolution to appoint a committee of 
thirteen members of the House to inquire into the advisability 
of establishing a permanent seat of government somewhere in 
the Mississippi Valley—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were 5 and referred as follows: 

By Mr. NOLD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4990) granting a 

aie to Lorenzo D. Bowlin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R.4991) to provide for the pay- 
ment to E. W. Atchley, deceased, of the amount found due by the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. CANNON of California: A bill (H. R. 4992) for the re- 
lief of Matthew McGuirk, of Los Angeles, Cal.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, : 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of James 
C. Brokat the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief 
of James P. Catterson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4995) to pension John Brisben—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of Cathe- 
rine French—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 4998) for the relief of Bernard F. MeCormack 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 4999) to pension William 
Watson, of Garrett, Ind., late a member of the Fifth Ohio Vol- 
uproar Cavalry, unassigned—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Samuel 
Tanner, deceased, late of Lafourche Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SICKLES: A bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of William 
J. McKay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 5002) granting a pension to 
William W. Ballenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5003) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Gor- 
don—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5004) to pro- 
vide for the payment to Hugh G. Kirby, administrator of the 
estate of R. L. Kirby, deceased, of the amount found due by the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5005) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of William Albin, late of 
Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 5006) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved 
March 8, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: A bill (H. R. 5007) for the benefit of 
Lucy A. Buttrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 5008) to increase the pen- 
sion of Anna M. Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5009) for the relief of 
Mathias Pedersen—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS o Pennsylvania: Protestof the Trades League 
of Philadelphia, N adoption of the ad valorem feature of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition and papers of L. D. Bolen, for 


cial act of Congress for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of the employés 


of the Haile & Frost Manufacturing Company, of Hinsdale, N. 
H., protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. f 

By Mr. BELTZ HOOVER: Protest from the Nineteenth Con- 

ssional district of Pennsylvania, against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of L. Rosenheimer and 45 barley- 
growers of the town of Kewus cum, Washington County, Wis., 
protesting against any change of duty on barley and barley 
malt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of 30 employés of the 
Danville Woolen Mills, Danville, Ill., protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of F. R. Garlock, M. 
D., and other citizens of Racine County, Wis., for creation of 
a bureau of public health—to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of employers of labor, work- 
ingmen, and other citizens of Pittsburg, and Allegheny, Pa., 

ainst the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 
so, protest of the officers and employés of the Slatington 
Rolling Mili Company, of Slatington, Pa., against the passage 
of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of employers of labor, workingmen, and other 

citizens of McKees Rock, Allegheny County, Pa., nst the 
age of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 

Also, protest of employers of labor, workingmen, and other 
citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen, and other 
citizens of Pittsburg. Pa., against the peee of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Protest of employésof Richard T. Sullivan, 
of Newton Lower Falls, Mass., against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest ol employés of H. T. Hayward, of Franklin, Mass. 
against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, protest of W. S. and F. Cordingly, of Newton Lower 
Falls, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of employés of Nonantoun Worsted Company, of 
Newton, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of employés of Franklin Knitting Company, of 
Franklin, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of employés of Charles P. Lauriat, gold leaf 
manufacturer of Medford, Mass., against a change in the specific 
duty on manufactures of gold, silver, aluminum, and metal 
leal— to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of employés of Glover & Wilcomb, of Hyde Park, 
Mass., against taking the tax off curled hair—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT (by request): Petition of James Rothwell 
and 119 others, overseers and operatives of the Conanicut Mills, 
Fall River, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways aad Means. 

By Mr. HAMMOND): Petition of cigar-makers of Logansport, 
Cass County, Ind., in favor of a uniform duty of 35 cents per 
poundonall unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a petition of cigar-makers of Crown Point, Ind., in favor 
ofa uniform duty of 35 cents per pound on all unstemmed leaf 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers relating to claim of William M. 
West—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 600 working- 
men of the Ford City Glass sg of Pennsylvania, protest- 
ing against the passageof the Wilson bill—to the Co ttee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 100 iron-workers, of Apollo, Pa., protesting 


against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of cigar-makers, of Reynoldsville, Pa., praying 
for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf to- 
bucco- to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Hope Lodge, No. 17, Amalgamated Associa- 
tion of Iron and Steel Workers, of Apollo, Pa., protesting against 
hee passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. : ‘ 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of cigar-manufacturers of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per 
cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petitions of A. J. Cruse and 14 others of 
Bellefonte, Pa., and of J. W. Selker and 12 others of Clarion, Pa., 
in favor of a uniform rate of duty on uzstemmed leaf tobacco 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Frank H. Randall and 
51 others of Camden, N. J., against the reduction of duty on oil- 
cloth—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William T. Walker and 75 others of Camden, 
N. J., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William. J. Jordan and 81 other employés, 
workingmen, and othersof Camden, N.J., againstthe passage of 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, two petitions of John R. Bentley, Alfred Patchett, and 
441 other citizens of Camden, N. J., against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of William J. Luther and 651 other 
citizens of Attleboro, Mass., protesting against the ge of 
the Wilson tariff vill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Patrick Barry and 4) other citizens of Mount. 
Hope, ass., protesting against the passage of the proposed 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. N. S. Eaton and 134 other citizens of Plym- 
outh, Mass., protesting against the passage of the proposed 
Wilson taritf bill—to the committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of George S. Cutler and 95 other citizens of 
Stoughton, Mass., protesting against the passage of the proposed 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: Petition of Rybold & Claussen and 13 other 
manufacturers and makers of cigars, of Cadillac, Mich., asking 
for a uniform tax of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Kirsten and 6 other manufacturers 
and makers of cigars, of Manistee, Mich., asking for a uniform 
tax of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John G. Drurch and 4 other manufacturers 
and makers of cigars, of Cadillac, Mich., asking for a uniform 
tax of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of employés of Charles P. Lauriat, 
of Medford, Mass., against the proposed ad valorem duty on 
manufactured gold leaf—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Petition of Kessler Bros. and 12 others, of 
Auburn, Ind., praying for the reduction of duties on unstemmed 
tobacco to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Conrad Bayer and 8 others, of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., prayingfor the reduction of duties on unstemmed tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of I. C. Eckert and 13 others, of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., praying for a reduction of duties on unstemmed tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolutions adopted by the Little Rock Print- 
ing Pressmen’s Union, No. 59, protesting against the discrimi- 
nations made by the International Typographical Union against 
the International Printing Pressmen’s Union—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Directors of the Chamber of 
Commerce, urging the passage of a bill to t the Fort Smith 
and Van Buren Electric Railway Company, privilege of build- 
ing a bridge across the Arkansas River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONEY: Petition of James D. Lynch, for compensa- 
tion for writing the poem Columbia Saluting the Nations“ to 
the Committee on the Library, ] 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: Petition of Charles A. Meisner and 12 
others, manufacturers of cigars at Carrollton, III., asking for im- 
position of 35 per cent on unstemmed tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of druggists of Quincy, III., against a stamp tax 
on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

80, protest of Saloon-Keepers’ Protective Association of 
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Quincy, Ill., against increase of tax on malt or spirituous liquors— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEIL: Senate Miscellaneous Documents 91 and 94, 
to accompany House joint resolution, 106—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Ey Mr. PICKLER: Petition of G. H. Ferguson and 30 others, 
of Bryant, Hamilton County, S. Dak., against the reduction of 
the tariff on peer the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Ness and 20 others, of Naples, Clark 
County, S. Dak., against the reduction of tariff on barley—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Adolph Schoenheim and 7 others, manufactur: 
ers and makers of cigars, of Huron, S. Dak., asking fer a uni- 
form rate of duty of 35 cents upon unstemmed leaf tobacco to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: Petition that laws be amended so as to 
admit to the mails as second-class matter publications of benevo- 
lent or fraternal associations—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of W. L. Wilcox and others, of 
Tolland County, Conn., against the 1 of the Wilson tariff 
bill - to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Patzold and others, of Tolland, Conn., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill to the Committee 
on Waysand Means. 

Also, petition of L. C. Grant and others, of Tolland, Conn., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James Breen and others, of Rockville, Conn., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry S. Woodward and others, of Hartford, 
Conn., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. M. Dean and others, of Hartford, Conn., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James H. Prior and others, of Hartford, 
Conn., protesting against the 8 of the Wilson tariff bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Elbert M. Cushman and others, of Hartford, 
Conn., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Comittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. H. House and others, of Hartford, Conn., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of H. S. Chapman and others, employés of the 
Crosby Manufacturing Company, Connecticut, protesting against 
the eof the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. Haskins and others, of Hartford, Conn., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the farmers, growers of cigar leaf tobacco, 
their employés, and others interested in the cultivation of that 
vroduct in Suffield (southern district), Bloomfield, and East 
Granby, all of Connecticut, protesting against any change in the 

resent duty on leaf tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr, SPRINGER: Memorial of the cigar manufacturers of 
Jacksonville, III., praying for a uniform duty of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petitions of Joseph St. George and 50 other 
employés of the Warren Thread Company Mills, of Ashland, 
Mass.; also, of George E. Cotter and other employés of the 
Whittier Cotton Mills, of Lowell, Mass.; also, of Howell F. Wil- 
son and 69 other employés of the Bullardvale Mills; also, of A. 

W. Stearns, treasurer, and 116 employés of Lawrence, Mass.; 
also, of Warren C. Hamblet, president, and 52 employés of the 
Criterion Knitting Company, of Lowell, Mass.; and also, ol Wm. 
E. Walsh and 14 other employés of the Park Worsted Mills, of 
Lowell, Mass., protesting against the ria of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Jacob Quish and 17 other manufacturers and 
makers of cigars, of Lowell, pines., praying for a uniform rate 
of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRONG: Two petitions of J. Hessnoner and 9 others, 
of Delaware, Ohio, and of J. Bartholomew and others, in favor 
of uniform duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Third National Bank and others, of Find- 
lay, Ohio, against the reduction of the duty on glass—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. Milton Johnson and 16 others, of Urbana, 


Ohio, against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of the employés of the Continen- 
tal Knitting Mills, Cohoes, N. Y., opposing the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways sag Means. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of O. J. Babcock and other 
citizens of the town of McIntire, Mitchell County, Iowa, for re- 
tention of the present duty on barley—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petitionof E. W. Stacyand other citizensof Mitchell County 
for the same purpose to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Fitzsimmons & Bro. and other citizens of 
Cerro Gordo County, Iowa, manufacturers and makers of cigars, 
for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rufus Kinsley and others, of Monona Town- 
ship, Clayton County, Iowa, for retention of the present duty 
on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frank Kinsley and other citizens of Clayton 
County, Iowa, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Memorial of the president and 201 employés 
of the Alan Wood Company, of Conshohocken, Pa., protes 
against the eof the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of L. A. Lukens, John Pugh, Evan D. Jones & 
Co., and 58 others, employers of labor, workingmen, and others, 
of Conshohocken, Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of 86 employés of the Ellis and Lessig Steel 
and Jron Co., of Pottstown, Pa., protesting against the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also two memorials of 643 employés of A. and P. Roberts & Co., 
8 Tron Works; also one from 277 workingmen, employés 
of the Pottstown Iron Co., and other citizens; KÉR one from 180 
employés of C. Appleton, T. B. Harkins Foundry Co., and others, 
citizens of Bristol, Pa., all protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Fannie Lowe 
asking that the claim of Benjamin Jolly be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Protest of Frank Douks and 121 
other citizensof Piqua, Miami County, Ohio, against the passage 
of House bill 4864—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Protest of Thomas Evans and 120 citizens 
of Lebanon, Pa., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

o, petition from the drug millers of New York, suggesting 
certain changes in the free list schedule—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dauphin, Pa., urging the creation 
of a bureau of public health—to the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of George 
Bastow and 171 others, employésof the L. L. & T. D. Peck Manu- 
facturing Company, of Pittsfield, Mass., against the passage of 
the so-called Wilson bill—to the Committeeon Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of S. Taylor and 90 others, employés of 
Beebe, Webber & Co., of Holyoke, Mass., against the passage of 
the so-called Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of James Daley and 59 others, employés of 
the Pontoosuc Woolen Manufacturing Company, of Pittsfield, 
Mass., against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of John W. Milnes and 55 others, employés 
of the Chadwick Plush Company, of MOORS, Mass., against the 

assage of so-called Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, remonstrance of William M. Chapin and 408 others 
against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Jas. McCormick and 56 other employés 
of the Maple Grove 9 Mills at Adams, Mass., against the 

assage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill to the Committee on 
Wa s and Means. 

so, remonstrance of A, A. Leop and 120 other employés of 
Wilson & Harton, woolen manufacturers of Pitsfield, Mass., 
against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Carl Vetter and 144 other employés of 
the Germania Mills at Holyoke, Mass., against the passage of the 
so-called Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Terry Rondo and 59 other employés of 
the North Adams Manufacturing Company, Massachusetts, 
against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, January 5, 1894, 


The House met at12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

STA POTOA of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

roved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] is recognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I neon tae privileged ques- 
tion that was pending yesterday when the House adjourned, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- 
sith Arve to present a report from the Committee on Rules, 
which is a matter of higher privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that the ques- 
tion of privilege was pending when the House adjourned yester- 
day. The House adjourned pending a decision as to whether the 

uestion of privilege should be considered or not, and I make 

e point that it must come up again this morning. 

e SPEAKER. The matter is very plain, if the gentleman 
will reflect on it ſor a moment. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE] called up yesterday a certain resolution. The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] raised the question of 
consideration; the House proceeded to vote upon that question, 
and upon that vote no quorum was developed. The vote related 
solely to the business of that day. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The question of consideration related to 
the business of that day, but the privileged question, if the 
Speaker please, was placed before the House for disposal, and 
the House has not disposed of it. 

The SPEAKER. It was not before the House. The gentle- 
man from Maine called it up and the question of consideration 
was raised against it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I called Bp the privileged resolution and 
the Speaker caused it to be read. 

TheSPEAKER. And the question of consideration was raised, 
and upon that question no quorum voted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Speaker caused the privileged reso- 
lution to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker caused it-to be read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the question was what would the House 
do with it. The House proceeded to vote upon that question, 
but failed to determine whether it would take it up or not. 

abe SPEAKER, That is a proceeding that may be renewed 
each day. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where is the privileged resolution, then? 

The SPEAKER. Exactly where it was. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But where is it, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk began to read the resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker 

{Confusion in the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The Clerk 
will report the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will take their seats, and 
business will be suspended until members comply with the order 
of the Chair. [A pause.] The Clerk will report the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to reserve all points of order against 
the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think I am entitled to an answer from 
the Chair. Lask the Chair where my resolution is? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from oman se Mr. CATCHINGS]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I know: but the Chair has notstated where 
that resolution is which he says is before the House. Where is 
the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution pre- 
sented from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution the House shall meet 
each legislative day at 11 o'clock a. m.; that, beginning to-day, without in- 
tery motion, except conference reports and reports from the Commit- 
tee on Rules, the Journal shall be read, business under clause 1, Rule XXIV, 
shall be disposed of, the Speaker shall call the committees for reports, and 


then the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of H. R. 4864, "a bill to reduce 
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taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; 


that general debate on said bill shall be limited to the hour of adjournment 
on Wednesday, the 10th of January; that on Thursday. the lith of January, 
present, said bill shall be read through, and shall from day to day be open 
to amendment in part thereof; that on Thursday, the 25th of January, 
at the hour of 12 o'clock m., said bill, with all amendments recommended 
by or that may be ma in Committee of the Whole, shall be opora to 
the House; that the previous question shall then be conside: ordered 
upon pending amendments and the bill toitspassage. That. without other 
motion, the vote shall then be taken on the pending amendments, on the 
engrossment and third reading, on a motion to recommit with or without 
instructions, should such motion be made, on the final passage of the bill, 
and on a motion to reconsider and lay on the table. That, on 
Monday next, at the hour of 5:30 o'clock each day, the House shall 0 
recess until 8 o’clock; the evening session to be devoted to general debate 
on said bill only. General leave to print remarks on said bill is hereby 
granted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided heretofore—and such 
decision was appealed from and the e of the Chair sus- 
tained by the House—that the question of consideration can not 
be PRS against a report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is entirely correct. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I se from that ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 
The gentleman from Mississippi demands the previous question, 

Mr. BORROWS. On the point of order which I reserve I 
would like to be heard. I will first inquire of the gentleman 
from Mississippi whether this proposition was introduced in the 
House and referred to the Committee on Rules, or whether it 
originated in the committee? 

r. CATCHINGS. The proposition originated with the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, Mr. Speaker, while I am aware the 
Chair has held that the Committee on Rules has the power to 
originate propositions, yet that ruling was made some time ago; 
and I am in hopes the Chair has upon further examination found 
that ruling to be erroneous, for it is perfectly 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise to a point of order. There is so much 
confusion that we can not hear a word of what the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] is saying. - 

The SPEA The House will be in order, so that the 
gentleman occupying the floor may be heard. i 

Mr. BURROWS. In Rule XI, as the Chair is aware, provi- 
sion is made for the disposition of all propositions introduced 
in the House of Representatives, directing to what committees 
they shall be referred. I need not enumerate these various pro- 
visions, but will only say that so far as regards the Committee 
on Rules it is provided by clause 51 of this rule that— 

: on F eee 5 hegre rules and order of business 


Now, here is a proposition which not only relates to the order 
of business, but involvesachange of the rulesof the House, among 
them that rule in particular which provides for daily sessions of 
the House at 12 o'clock, and the practice, which has grown into 
arule, that no speeches can be printed in the RECORD unless 
they are delivered on the floor of the House, 

The proposition now offered by the committee goes beyond a 
change of the order of business? and proposes to change a rule 
of the House; and that being so, I submit that any such propo- 
sition relating to the rules, or the joint rules, or the order of 
business, must have its inception in the House and be referred 
to the Committee on Rules, in order to give that committee ju- 
risdiction. It being conceded that this has not been done, I sub- 
mit that the committee on its own motion can not bring into the 
House a proposition to change the rules or fix an order of busi- 
ness; that it has no more jurisdiction to do this than any other 
committee of this House. I maintain that the rule requiring all 
such propositions to be referred to the Committee on Rules pre- 
suppo-es that any such proposition must originate in the House; 
and there having been no such action in this case, I submit that 
the committee is powerless to make this report. 

As I said in the beginning, I am aware the Chair has ruled to 
the contrary on the position I am now maintaining; but I am 
confident in my own mind the ruling was erroneous, and that 
such a proposition must have its inception in the House and be 
referred to the committee in order to clothe that committee with 
power to act. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The question has been decided, Mr. 
Speaker. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was merely trying to ascertain 
whether the decision heretofore made by the Chair on this ques- 
tion was appealed from and the judgment of the Chair sustained 
by the House. The Chair his not yet been able to turn to the 
record on the subject. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say to the Chair that according to 
my recollection an . was taken, and the ruling of the Chair 
was sustained by the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The mind of the Chair was not clear on that 
uestion. 
3 Mr. BURROWS. But that decision, I think, related simply 
toan order of business and not to a change of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. In the Fifty-second Congress it was decided 
that the Committee on Rules was authorized to report on the 
rules or order of business notwithstanding the proposed rule or 
order had not been specially referred to that committee. Now, 
whether that ruling was appealed from the Chair does not know. 
He will ascertain the fact in a moment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not remember. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recollect whether the 
House reviewed that decision or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I think it did. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair will pardon me, I think in that 
case the report provided only for an order of business, without 
changing the hour of meeting of the House, which is a change 
of rule, and also without providing that members of the House 
might be permitted to print anything they may desire in the 
RECORD, which is a change of a custom so long established that 
it has grown into law. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman will understand 
that almost any order fixing a time for the consideration of a 
measure is, pro tanto at least, a change of the rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is not a change of the rule only as to the 
consideration of the proposition. For instance, any matter re- 

rted from a committee is assigned to its regular place on the 

alendar, where it remains to taken ttf its order unless 
some rule is interposed to change that order, If this resolution 
is held to be in order, providing as it does for a change of the 
practice or custom or rule of the House, the committee might 

o further, and report a change of its own volition all of the stand- 
1075 rules. Because, if you can change one standing rule, as to 
the meeting of the House, for instance, or the method of pub- 
lishing the speeches of members, then the Committee on Rules 
on its own motion can change any or all of the rules and provide 
an entirely new code_of procedure. 

The rule provides for a mode of changing the order of busi- 
ness by taking a measure on the Calendar out of its regular 
order and bri ging it before the House for te consider- 
ation, giving it precedence in consideration over other matters. 
The ruie therefo e simply relates to the order of business. It 
gives the committee authority only to take a measure out of its 
order on the Calendar, bring it before the House, and give it 
precedence in consideration. That I suppose to be the scope of 
the provision of the rule allowing the committee to fix the order 
of business. But manifestly it was not the intention of the rule 
to allow the committ e to report of its own motion a complete 
modification of the rules or change the entire body of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Ths Clerk will read from the Journal a de- 
cision bearing upon this point during the last Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CATCHINGS submitted a report from the Committee on Rules recom- 
3 the adoption by the House of the 5 resolution: 

“Resolved, That imm tely yan the adoption of this order the Speaker 
shall, in compliance with clause 2 of Rule V.call the committees for re- 


ports; and reports then made shall be by the Speaker referred to the a 
priate Calendars; and no motion shall be entertained or be in orderuntii this 


order shall have been fully executed." 
Mr. BuRROWS objected to the n ofsaid report upon the ground that, 


as a) from the Journal and the RECORD, no such resolution, orsimilar 
resolution, had been referred to the Committees on Rules. and that the com- 
mittee therefore had no Pye purge to report the pro resolution, and 
that, pursuant to clause 51 of Rule XI, all proposed action touching the rules 
and order of business must in the first instance be referred to the ttee 


on Rules. 

TheS er overruled the objection, holding that under the provisions of 
clause 57 of Rule XI the Committee on Rules had authority toreport at any 
time on the rules and order of business of the House. notwithstan the pro- 

rule or order had not been specially referred to that eommit 

Mr. BURROWS appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. Fitch moved to lay the appeal on the table. 

The N being put, it was decided in the affirmative; there being 
Yeas 173, nays 55, not voting 125. 


Mr. BURROWS. I have only this suggestion to make: It 
will be observed the order there referred to did not embody a 
change in the rules of the House or any modification of the stand- 
ing rules, It simply related to the order of business by directing 
the taking up and consideration of a certain measure out of its 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of meeting, the gentleman is 
aware, is not a matter of standing rule, but merely an order of 
the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a rule of the House, nevertheless. 

I was simply wondering whether it would make any change, 
in the opinion of the Chir. as to the power of the committee to 
report a code of rules without having it first introduced in the 
House and referred to the committee in the proper way. Of 
rmit committee to 


course the decision is broad enough to 
y of rules for the gov- 


bring in, of its own motion, acomplete 
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ernment of the House without having it first introduced in the 
House and referred under the rule to the Committee on Rules. 
x „ The question seems to have been already 
ecided, 
The yas is on ordering the previous question. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BOUTELLE, Under what rule does the Chair decline to 
entertain ay erent 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Maine that the question now before the House is the demand 
for the previous question, and it is not the duty of the Chair, 
nding the demand, or on the request of the gentleman from 
faine, to furnish him any information on that point. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Butit is the privilege of the gentleman 
from Maine to mike the point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the pre- 
vious question, 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
13$, noes 0. 
Mr. REED. No quorum. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. [demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 169, nays 1, 
not voting 181; as follows: 


YEAS—i60. 


Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Ns ge Se 


Black, III. 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 


Branch, 


Mony, 
ontgomi t 
Mo: * 
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Milliken, ye bear be Stephenson, Walker, 
Moon, Robertson, La. Stockdale, Wanger, 
Morse, Robinson, Pa. Stone, C. W. Waugh, 
Murray, Rusk, Stone, W. A. Wever, 
Newlands, Russell, Conn. Storer, Wheeler, III. 
Northway, yan, Strait, ite, 
Page, Schermerhorn, Strong, Williams, III. 
Payne, ton, Sweet, Wilson, Ohio 

ce, Settle, Talbert, S. C. Wilson, Wash. 
Perkins, Shaw, Tawney. Wolverton, 

Shell, Taylor, Tenn. Wooda d. = 
Pickler, h 00 Woomer. 
Post, Sibley, Tight, Mass. 
Powers, Simpson, Updegraff, Wright, Pa. 
Randall. Sipe, Van Voorhis, N. X. 
Ray, Smith, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Reed, Sperry. Wadsworth, = 
No quorum voting. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. SHELL with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. FIELDER with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

For this day: 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GCODNIGHT with Mr. Post, 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. BoaTNER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. PERKINS. 

Until the $th of January: 

Mr. Lawson with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

8 SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recapitulation of 
the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. The 
House will be in order, so that members can ascertain that they 
are correctly recorded. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that Iam 
paired with my colleague [Mr. BELDEN] on all party questions, 
reserving the right to vote to make a quorum. Ihave voted on 
this question to help to make a quorum. Should there bea quo- 
rum, I would withdraw my vote. The reason I make this state- 
ment is that the New York popas published the statement this 
morning that on yesterday I failed to vote. The reason why I 
did not vote was on account of being paired with my colleague 
[Mr. BELDEN]. 

be result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speers I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer to their names: 


Adams, Ky Doolittle, Lacey, Scranton, 
Allen, Draper, Lawson, Settle, 
Barnes, Dunphy, Lefever, 

Belden, Edmunds, Lockwood, Sherman, 
Berry, Fielder, Loudenslager, pe, 
Bingham, Fithian, ae 

Boatner, Fletcher, McCleary, Minn. Stockdale, 
Bower, N. C ar, McLa torer, 
Brattan, Geissenhainer, Meyer, t. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillett, Mass. Milliken, Talbert, S. C. 
Broderick, Goodnight, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, raham, Newlands, omas, 
Bunn, Grout, Perkins, in, 
Burnes, z Pickler, Wever, 
Clancy, Hatch, P Wheeler, III. 
Clark. Mo. Hepburn, Randall, hite. 

Cobb, Ala. icks, Ray, Williams, II. 
Cooper, Tex. Houk, Tenn. Rusk, Wolverton, 
Davey, Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 
will call the names of those members who failed to respond on 
the first call. On this call the presentation of excuses is in 
order. 

The Clerk called the names of those members who failed to 
respond on the first call. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. opinen I ask indefinite leave of ab- 
— for my colleague [Mr. DUNPHY], as he is very sick in New 
ork. 


There was no objection, and leave was ted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Lask that my [Mr. Lawson] 
be excused on account of sickness in his y- 

.Thė SPEAKER. He was excused on yesterday. 


The Clerk completed the call. 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and seventy-three gentlemen, 
more than a quorum, have answered to their names. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I move that all further proceedings un- 
der the call be dispensed with. i 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
REED) there were—ayes 144, noes 40. 

Mr. REED. I think we had better have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered: and the Speaker appointed Mr. REED 
and Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Sho Hone again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 135, 
noes 


Accordingly, all further proceedings under the call were dis- 
nsed with. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the demand of 
the gentleman from Mississippi Mr. CATCHINGS] for the previ- 
ous question upon the resolution reported by him from the Com- 
1 5 0 on Rules, and on that question the yeas and nays are or- 

ered. 

Tue question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 0, not 
voting 184: as follows: ; 


YEAS—167. 
Abbott, Cox, Jones, Paynter, 
Alderson, Crawford, Kilgore, Pearson, 
Alexander, Culberson, Kribbs, Pendleton, Tex. 
Arnold, Kyle, Pendleton. W. Va. 
Bailey, De Armond, Lane, Pigott, 
Baldwin, De Forest, Lapham, Price, 
Bankhead, Denson, Latimer, Rayner, 
Bartlett, Layton, Reilly, 
Barwig, Dockery, Lester, Richards, Ohio 
Bell, Donovan, Lisle, Richardson, Mich. 
Black, Ga. Dunn, Livingston, Richardson, Tenn. 
Black, III. Durborow, Lynch, Ritchie, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Ky. Maddox, Robbins, 
Bland, English, n enia Russell, Ga. 
Branch, Enloe, Mallory, Ryan, 
Brawley, Epes, € Marshall, ayers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, Martin. Ind. Snodgrass, 
Bretz, Everett, McAleer, Somers, 
Brickner, Forman, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Brookshire, Julloch, Stallings, 
Bryan, ary, MeDannold, Stevens, 
Bynum, Goldzier, McDe; Stone, Ky. 
Cabaniss, rman, McEttrick, Swanson 
Caminetti, G 8 McGann, Taloott, Md. 
Campbell. Gresham, McKaig, Tarsney, 
Cannon, Cal. Grimn, 5 te. 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. c Taylor, Ind 
Caruth, Hall. Mo. McNagny, Terry, 
Hammond, McRae, Tracey, 
Causey, Hare, Meredith, Tucker, 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, Money, Turner 
‘Cobb. Mo. Hayes, Montgomery, ler, 
Heard, Morgan, arner, 
Henderson, N. C. Moses, Washin 
Coffeen, Hendrix, Mutchler, Weadock, 
Compton, Holman, Neill, Wells, 
Conn. Hooker, Miss. Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coombs, Houk, Ohio O'Neil, Whiting, 
Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Outhwaite, ' Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Hute @, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Ikirt, Paschal, ise. 
Covert, Johnson, Ohio Patterson, 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—1I84. 
Adams, Ky. Cobb, Ala. Ratch, Meiklejohn, 
Adams, Pa. Cogswell, Haugen, Mercer, 
Aitken, Cooper, Tex. Heiner, Meyer, 
Aldrich, Cooper, Wis. Henderson, Ii Milliken, 
Cousins, Henderson, Iowa Moon, 
ey Crain, pburn. orse, 
Avery, Curtis, Hermann, Murray, 
Ba Curtis, N. Y. Hicks, Newlands, 
A Dalze Hiiborn, Northway. 
Baker, N. H. Daniels, Hines, 0, 
ee Davey, Hitt. Pence, 
Bartholdt, Davis, Hooker, N. X. er 
Belden. Dingley, Hopkins, III. Phillips, 
Bell, Colo. ver, Hopkins, Pa. Pickler, 
Beltzhoover, Doolittle, Houk, Tenn, Post, 
Berry, Draper, Hudson, Powers, 
a. Dunphy, Hulick, b 
Blair, Edmunds, Hull, Ray, 
Boatner, Johnson, Ind. 
Boen, Fielder, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Boutelle, Fit Joy, Robertson, La. 
Bower, N. O. Fletcher, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Bowers, Cal. Funk, Kiefer, Rusk, 
Brattan. y, Russell, Conn. 
Breck , Ky. Gardner, Lawson, Schermerhorn, 
Broderick, Gear, Lefever, Scranton, 
Brosius, Geisse: Linton, Settle, 
Brown, Gillet, N. Y. Lockwood, Shaw, 
amas Gaong. Loudenslager, Shera 
unn, udens A G 
Burnes, Graham, Lucas, Sibley, 
Grosvenor, Magner, Sickles, 
Grout, x on, Snapo 
Caldwe! * arsh, pe, 
Cannon, Bap Marvin, N. Y. Smith, 
Chickering, Haines, McCall, Sperry, 
Childs, Harner, McCleary, Minn. Stephenson, 
Clancy, Harris, McDowell, 
k, Mo. Hartman, McLaurin, Stone, G. W. 
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Stone, W. A. Taylor, Tenn. Walker, 

Storer, omas, Wanger, Wilson, Wash. 
Strait. in, Waugh, Wolverton, 
Strong, U opran, Wever, Woodard, 
Sweet, Van Voorhis, N.Y. Wheeler, III. Woomer, 
Talbert, S. C. Van Voorhis, Ohio White, Wright, Mass. 
Tawney, Wadsworth, Williams, III. Wright, Pa. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. This is an important vote, and the House 
will be in order, so that gentlemen can hear whether they are 
properly recorded. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 167; the nays 
none, No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. There is no need of that; all we need 
is mathematics. 

Mr. PAYNE. And that of the simplest kind. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 31. 

So acall of the House was ordered. 

The roll was called; when the following named members failed 


to respond: 


Adams, Ky. Davey, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Doolittle, Lawson, Schermerhorn, 
Allen, Dunphy. Lefever, Scranton, 
Babcock, Edimun Linton, Shell, 

Barn Fielder, Lockwood, h 

Belden. Pith Loudenslager, Sibley, 
Beltzhoover, y Magner, Sipe, 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, on, Stock 
Boainer, Gillett, Mass. arsh, Stone, C. 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, Mcd „Minn. Storer, 
Bratton, 5 La trait, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, Meyer, Talbert, S. C. 
Broderick. Grout, ken, wney, 
Brown, Hager, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bunn, Harmer, Newlands, 

Burnes, Harris, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Burrows, Hatch, Pickler, Wever, 
Cadmus, Henderson, Iowa, Post, Wheeler, Il. 
Childs, Hepburn, Randall, White, 
Clancy, Hermann, Ray. Williams, III. 
Clark, Mo Hicks, Reed, Wolverton, 
Cobb, Ala. Hull, Robinson, Pa. Woodard, 
Cooper, ‘Tex. Johnson, Ind. Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COMPTON in the chair). The 
doors will now be closed, the Clerk will call the names of those 
gentlemen who failed to respond on the first call, and on this 
Call excuses will be in order. 

Mr. MCALEER (when the name of Mr. SIPE was called). I 
ask that Mr. SIPE be excused for the day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and fifty-nine gen- 
tlemen have respondéd. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it, 

Mr. BURROWS. Division. . 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes none. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] on 
ordering the previous question. On that motion the yeas and 
ng, dear already been ordered. 

e question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 0, 
not voting 183; as follows: 


YEAS—168. 
Abbott, Capehart, English, irt, 
Alderson, Caruth, Enloe, Johnson, Ohio 
Alexander, Catchings, Epes, Jones, 
Arnold, Causey, Erdman, Kilgore, 
Bailey, Clarke, Ala. Everett, 
Bald Cobb, Mo. Forman, Kyle, 
Pa Cockrell, Geary Tapes 
A 8 ary, ham. 
Bell. Colo. Coffeen, Goldzier, 2 
Bell. Tex. Compton, Gorman, Layton, 
A nn, Grady, 
Black, Ga. „Fla. Gresham, Lisle, 
Black, II. Cooper, Ind. Griffin. Li n, 
Blanc 4 ynish, Hall, Minn. Lynch, 
Bland, Covert, Hall, Mo. addox, 
Branch, Cox, Hammond, 
Brawley, Crain, Hare, Maliory, 
Breckinridge, Ark Crawford, Harter, 
. Ky. Culberson, Hayes Martin, Ind. 
tz, Cummings, McAleer, 
Brickner, De Armond, Henderson, N.C. McCreary, Ky. 
Brookshire, De Forest, Hendrix, McCulloch, 
Bryan, mson, 0 cDannold, 
Bynum, Dinsmore, Hooker. Miss. McDearmon, 
Caba Dockery, Houk, Ohio McEttrick, 
Caminetti, Durborow, Hunter, McGann, 
Cannon, Cal. „Ey. Hutcheson, M 


McKeighan, Paschal, Robertson, La. Terry, 
Meili, Patterson, Russell, Ga. Tracey, 
McNagny, Paynter, Ryan, Tucker, 
McRae, Pearson, Sayers, Turner, 
Meredith, Pendleton, Tex. Sn ler, 
1 Pendleton, W. Va Soak arner, 
on S tt, pi T, 
Morgan, Price. Stallings, Wead 
Moses, Rayner, Stevens, ells, 
Mutchler, s Stone, Ky. Wheeler, Ala. 
Neill, Richards, Ohio Swanson, hiting, 
tes, Richardson, Mich. Talbott, Md. Williams, II. 
O'Neil, Richardson, Tenn. Tarsney, Williams, Miss, 
Outhwaite, Ritchie, Tate, Wilson, W. Va. 
Page, Robbins, Taylor, Ind. aS 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Robinson, Pa, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Houk, Tenn. Rusk, 
Aitken, Davey, Hudson, Russell, Conn, 
Aldrich, Davis, Hulick, Schermerhorn, 
Allen, Dingley, Hull, ranton, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Settle, 
Avery, Donovan, Johnson, haw, 
Babcock, Doolittle, Joy, Shell, 
Baker, Kans. Draper, Kem, Sherman, 
Bankhead, en 2 Stele 
an phy, V. ckles, 
es, Edmunds, Lawson, impson, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Lefever, Sipe, 
Belden, Fielder, ton, Smith. 
Beltzhoover, ithian, Lockwood, Sperry, 
B Fletcher, Loud, Stephenson, 
Blair, Funk, Loudenslager, 8 dale. 
Boatner, Funston, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
n. Gardner, er, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Gear, on, Storer, 
Bower, N. C. Marsh, Strait, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. V. Marvin, N. Y. Strong, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Sweet, 
Broderick, Goodnight, McCleary, Minn. Talbert, S. C. 
Brosius, Graham, McDowell, wney, 
Brown, Grosvenor, McLaurin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, Grout, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Bunn, Hager, ercer, in, 
Burnes, Hainer, Meyer, ry 5 
Burrows, Haines, ken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
m Harmer, Moon, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Caidwell, Harris, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, H Murray. Walker, 
Cannon, III. Hatch. Newlands, 
Chickering, Haugen, Northway, Waugh, 
Childs, Heiner, Payne, Wever, 
Clancy, Henderson, III. Pence, Wheeler, III. 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, Iowa Perkins, ite, 
Cobb, Ala. Hepburn, hillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Cogswell, Hermann, Pickler, * Wilson, Wash. 
Coombs, cks, Post, Woọlverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Hilborn, Powe oodard, 
Cooper, Wis. Hines, Rand: Woomer, 
Cousins. Hitt, Ray, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker, N. Y. Reed, Wright, Pa. 
N. Y. Hopkins, III. Rey burn. 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that my colleague, 
Mr. ALLEN, is detained from the House by the serious illness 
of his wife, and I ask that he be excused. j 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. RUSK with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, for the rest of the 


day. 
The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 168 and the 
nays are none. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
The motion was agreed to, and a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, when the following-named members 
failed to answer: 


Adams, Ky. Davey, Lacey, Scranton, 
Allen, Doolittle, Lawson, Shell, 
Apsley, Dunphy, Lefever, Sherman, 
Babcock, Edm 5 Linton. Sipe, 
Bankhead, Fielder, Lockwood, Stockdale, 
Barn Fithian, Loudenslager, Storer, 
Belden, Gear, Magner, Strait, 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, Maguire, Swanson. 
Boatner, Goodnight, McLaurin, Talbert, S. C 
Bower, N. C. Graham, Meyer, Tawney, 
Brattan, Grout, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, Hager, Murray, in, 
Brown, arris, Newlands, Wever, 
Bunn, Hatch, Perkins, Wheeler, III. 
Burnes, Hayes, Pickler, White, 
Causey, Henderson, Iowa Post, Wolverton, 
Childs, Hepburn, Randall, Woodard, 
Clancy, Hicks, Ray, Woomer. 
Clark, Mo. Hitt, Reyburn, 

Cobb, Ala. Johnson, Ind. Rusk, 

Cooper, Tex. Kilgore, Schermerhorn, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (upon the completion of the call). 
The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk will call the names, 
of gentlemen who have not responded on the first call. Upon 
this call excuses are in order. 

Mr. COGSWELL (when the name of Mr. APSLEY was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. APSLEY, is absent on account of} 


sickness, as I understand, and I ask that he be excused. 


1894. 
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There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COGSWELL (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa 
was called). Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, was compelled to leave the Hall a few minutes ago; he 
was suffering too much to remain, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this call 271 gentlemen 
have answered to their names; more than a quorum. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
further proceedings under the call. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question nowison ordering 


the previous question. 
have been ordered, and the Clerk w 


pon that 


to dispense with all 


uestion the yeas and nays 
call the soll: 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 0, 
not voting 184; as follows: 


YEAS —167. 

Abbott, Cornish, Jones, 
Alderson, X, — at 
Alexander, š Kribbs, 
Arnold, Crawford, Kyle, 
Bailey, Culberson, Lane, 
Bald Lapham, 
Bartlett, De Armo: Layton, 

De Forest, Lester, 
Bell, Colo. Denson, Lisle, 

H, Dinsmore, Livingston, 
Beltzhoover, Dockery, Lynch, 
Berry, Donovan, Maddox, 
Black, Ga. „ 

Black. III. Durborow, Mallory. 
Blanchard, Ellis, Ky. Mars 
Bland nloe, Martin, Ind. 
Branch, pes, McAleer, 
Brawley, Erdman, McCreary, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, McCulloch, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, Me Dannold. 
Bretz, Fyan, McDearmon, 
Brickner, Geary, McEttrick, 
Broo Goldzfer, McGann, 
ryan, rman, 0 8 
Bynum, Grady, McKeighan, 
Ca Gres rs McMill 
Caminetti, Griffin, McNagny, 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. McRae, 
Cannon, Cal. Mo. Meredith, 
Capehart, Hammond, Money, 
Catchings, Hno 3 
arter, organ, 
Causey, Heard, oses, 
Clarke. Ala. Henderson, N. C. Mutchler, 
Cobb. Mo. endrix, eill, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. O'Neil, 
Coffeen, Houk, Ohio Outhwaite, 
Compton, Hunter, Page, 
Conn, Hutcheson, Paschal, 
Cooper, Fla. Patterson, 
Cooper, Johnson, Ohio Paynter, 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—184. 
Adams, Ky Daniels, Houk, Tenn. 
Adams, Pa. Davey, Hudson, 
Aitken, Davis, Hulick, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Hull. 
Allen, Doliiver, Johnson, Ind. 
Apsley, Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak 
Avery, Draper, oy, 
Babcock. Dunphy, Kem, 
Baker, Kans. Edmunds, Kiefer, 
Baker, N. H. mas y, 
B ead, English, Latimer, 
Barnes, Fielder, Lawson, 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Lefever, 
Belden, Fletcher, Linton, 
Bingham, Funk, Lockwood, 
Blair, Funston, Loud, 
Boatner, Gardner, Loudenslager. 
Boen, Gear, Lucas, 
3 Geissenhainer, Magner, 
Bower, N.C. Gillet, N. Y. on, 
Bowers. Cal. Gillett. Mass. Marsh, 
Brattan, Goodnight, Ma N.Y. 
Broderick, Graham, McCall, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, 1 Minn. 
Brown, Grout, McDowell, 
Bundy, Hager, McLaurin, 
Bunn, Hainer, Meiklejohn, 
Burnes, Haines, ercer, 
Burrows, Harmer, Meyer, 
Cadmus, Harris, Milliken, 
Caldwell, Hartman. Moon, 
Cannon. III. Hatch, Morse, 
Chickering, Haugen, Murray, 
ds, Hayes, Newlands, 
Clancy, Heiner, Northway, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, iI. Payne, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Pence. 
Cogswe Hepburn, Perkins, 
Coombs, H Phillips, 
Cooper, Tex. Hicks, Pickler, 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn. Post, 
Cousins, Hines, Powers, 
Curtis” Hooker, N. Y Ra: 
ooker, N. Y, 
3 T Hopkins, III Rayner, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. fe 


Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 

Price. 


Reilly, 
Richards. Ohio 


Schermerhorn, 


. Scranton. 


Wheeler, III. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson. Wash. 
Wolverton, 


12 * Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the vote reca- 
pit lated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 166 and the 
nays are none. No quorum has voted. A . 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with an amendment the 
bill H. R. 2796) Sarai, Bey the disqualification of registers and 
receivers of the United States land offices and making provision 
in cass of such disqualification; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 71) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon; and 

A bill S. 758} extending the time allowed the Umatilla Irri- 
gation Company for the construction of its ditch across the Uma- 
tilla Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. a 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 3 
o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII the Committee on Military 
Affairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4999 to pension William Watson, of Garrett, Ind., late a mem- 
ber of the Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, was signed, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5011) for the 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. > 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5012) to further eqend 
an act entitled An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1887, as amended March 2, 1889—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 5013) to amend section 4 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the jurisdiction of-the police 
court of the District of Columbia! to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 5014) revising and amending 
the statutes relkting to patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A resolution requesting infor- 
ination of the Secretary of the Treasury concerning the emigra- 
tion of certain Jews from Libau, Russia—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refe as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 5915) for the relief of 
William Blissner—to the Committes on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 5016) to correct the military record of Jacob 
Weber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 5017) for the relief of 
the estate of John A. Rea, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: A bill (H. R. 5018) for the re- 
lief of Philip Morris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 5058) to correct the 
military record of Frederick Urban—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5019) granting a poa to Delaney R. Fer- 
guson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to 
Washington Hislop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 5021) for the relief of M. Robi- 
son, administrator of T. E. Robison, deceased, of Henderson 
County, Tenn.—to the Commitiee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) for the relief of James S. Blaydes, de- 
ceased, of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 5023) for tke relief of the 
heirs of James W. Bellah—to the Committee on War Claims, 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5024) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim 


” 


t the United States John Perdue, his heirs and as- 
ns, by reason of the loss of certain lands in the State of Ore- 
gon—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER; of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5025) granting 
increase of rating of husbind’s pension to Ella E. Dickey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 5026) granting accrued of pension of soldier 
to Martha Horber, widow of Mariin Horber, late sergeant Com- 
pany G, One hundred and seventh Ohio Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5027) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William Kale—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of 
Richard Mayse, of Brooklyn, N. Y.,as found due by the Court 
of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 5029) for the relief of Mary A. 
Swift—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R.5030) for the relief of Mrs. 
Matilda W. Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of William Bushby—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAE (by request): A bill (H. R. 5032) for the relief of 
Robert Burton—to the Committee on ane Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 5033) granting a 
pension to Andrew J. Malder—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. Te S04) Granting apension to Elisha L. Elam— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 5035) ene e nsion to 
Mrs. Adolphe W. Kroutinger, widow of Adolphe W. utinger, 
late of Company ——, —— Regiment United States regular 
Army—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. : 

„ By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of Matilda 
Hennessy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5037) for the relief of Samuel G. Hunter— 

to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the . and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSof Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., t the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of cigar manufacturers at Water- 
town, Wis., praying for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all un- 
stemmed leaf tobicco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Louis Hueber, John W. Miller, 
and 5] other employés of the Devonshire Woolen Mills, Goffs 
Falls, N. H., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers to sosompang House bill 4932, claim 
of B. P. Barley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 2593, 
to correct the military record of Henry Sloff—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 2599, to correct the mili- 
pr record of Henry Sloff—to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

Also, papers to accom 
William T. Golt—to the Committee on Military i 

Also, papers to accompany petition of House bill 3831, for the 
relief of Mary A. Bridwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of cigar makersand dealers of 
Louisville, Ky., asking a reduction of duty on all unstemmed leaf 
tobacco to 35 cents a pound—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: Petition of citizens of Waynesville, N. 
C., asking that the laws be amended so as to better protect the 
people against contagious and infectious pestilence—to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cherokee 3 N. C., against 
putting iron ore, coal, and lumber on the free list to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Protests of 80 employés of 
Racine Woolen Mills, Blake & Co., of Racine, Wis., and of 37 
employés of Rock River Woolen Mills, Janesville, Wis., inst 
— e of the Wilson tariff bill to the Committee on Ways 

eans. 


y House bill 2592, for the relief of 
Affairs 


By Mr. COVERT: Petition of J. F. Reeve and other citizens 
of Suffolk County, N. Y., relative to duty on potatoes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Petition of Bayless Fee- 
zell and other citizens, for a pension for said Feezell—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 21 citizens of Oregon, 
protesting agent reduction of duty on wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William Adams, W. R. Osborn, and T. C. 
Swain, wool-growersof Crook County, Oregon, protesting against 
ony reduction of duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. : 

Also, petition of 21 wool-growers and citizens of Prineville, 
Oregon, protesting against any reduction of tariff on unmanu- 
factured wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EPES: Remonstrance of the farmers and citizens of 
Mecklenburg Compas Va., against the proposed reduction of 
duty on cigarettes by the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

ce Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Alfred Foster and 64 others, 
of Trenton, N. J., against the 1 of the Wilson tariff bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial and evidence to support 
claim of the heirs of James W. Bellah, deceased to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAINES: Protest of the employés of C. H. & F. H. 
Stott, ol Stottville, N. Y; also, protest of citizens of Troy and 
Albany, N. V., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

so, protest of the Cigar-makers’ Association of Troy, N. V., 
against any interference with the tariff and internal-revenue 
laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of the Amalgamated Association of Iron 
and Steel Workers, of Troy, N. V., against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the operatives of James Thompson & Co.“s 
manufactory, Valley Falls, N. Y., against any decrease in duties 
on flax and hemp and cotton goods—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lansingburg, N. Y., for a urfiform 
rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 362 citizens and workingmen of Schaghti- 
coke, N. V., against tariff reduction upon woolen goods and other 
industries in that vicinity—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of C. W. Kipp and others, of Schaghticoke, N. 
Y., against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Edward Wilson and other citizens of Schagh- 
ticoke, N. Y., against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAGER: Suggestions for changing our system of tax- 
ation on basis of Prussian income tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Protest of the Trades Leagues of the city 
of Philadelphia, composed of 1,500 leading business firms, against 
the ad valorem feature of the Wilson bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of employers of labor, working- 
men, and others, citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against 
ue passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, protest of the employés of the W. H. Kemp Company, of 
New York, against any reduction of the duties on gold, silver, 
and metal leaf—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of James McKion, president, and other em- 
ployés of the E. M. Knox Hat Manufactory, protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill in its present condition—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Two petitions of the Oregon tobacco 


manufacturers and cigar-makers, for uniform duty on unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest from E. K. Jones & Co., of Sellwood, ‘on, 
against change of tariff on lumber to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Two petitions of Petzold & 
Martung’s employés, 15in number, asking that tariff law on gold, 
silver, and metal leaf remain unchanged —to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of 38 farmersand residents of Chautauqua County. 
N. Y., protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petit on of farmers and residents of Sinclairville, N. V., 
asking to have duties on farm products remain as they now are— 
to the Committze on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of ö cigar manufacturers of Dunkirk, N. V., for 
uniform rate of duty on unstemmed leaf tobaeco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 109 farmers of Cattaraugus County, N. V., 
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protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Buy Mr. IKIRT: Petition toannex telegraph to the postal serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Oifice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of prominent citizens of Brookville, 
Pa., in favor of private pension bill of George Van Vliet—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: Remonstrance of Alexander 
Kent and 477 other citizens of Waldron, Orange County, N. V., 
against the reduction of existing tariff rates on articles of Amer- 
ican production and manufacture—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Albert L. Decker and other citizens of 
Montgomery, Orange County, N. Y., against the reduction of 
tariff rates on articles of American production and manufacture 
to the Committ. 6 on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of R. Kincaid and other citizens of Slats- 
burg, Orange County, N. Y., with 35 girl knitters, against the 
reduction of tariff rates on articles of American manufacture 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Protest of overseers and operatives of 
Thomas Henry & Sons, of Tioga Milis No. I, No. 2, and No. 3, 
against the pissage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Petition of New Castle Steel and Tin- 
plaie Company, together with 200 laborers, protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Welk’s Rolling Mill Company, Sharon, Pa., 
protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of S. P. Wetherill Company, of Philadelphia, 

rotesting against the placing of copperas on the free list asset 
forth in the Wilson bill—to tbe Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of thread-workers of Newark, N. J., protesting 
against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Chenango Lodge, of Sharon, Pa., protesting 

ainst passage of Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, petition of Huntington and Broad Top Railroad Com- 
pany, protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 240 workingmen of Sharon, Pa., protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

o. petition of Sharon Steel Casting Company, together 
with the workingmen connected therewith, protesting against 
ue passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, petition of Stewart Iron Company, of Sharon, Pa., to- 
gether with 100 workingmen, protesting against the passage of 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sayer Metal Company, and workingmen con- 
nected therewith, protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 400 workingmen, of Sharon, Pa., protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. A 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of The All Tobacco Cigar- 
ette Manufacturers’ Association for a separate classification—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: Protest of J. C. Ford, George W. Ayers, and 
49 others, of Fruitport. Mich., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bili—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Protestof 30 operatives of the Plainville Mills 
of Mapleville, R. I.; of 33 employés of Lumson & Kirkaldy, of 
Woonsocket, R. I.: of 28 operatives of Sheffield Worsted Com- 
pany, of Pascoag, R. I.; of 294 operatives of Valley Falls Com- 
pany Mills, of Valley Falls, R. I.; of 212 operatives of E. Jencks 

nufacturing Company, of Pawtueket, R. I.; of 42 operatives 
of Mapleville Miils, of Burrilville, R. L; of 100 operatives of E. 
Jencks Manufacturing Company, of Pawtucket, R. I.; of 87 oper- 
atives of Glendale Manufacturing Company, of Glendale, R. I.; 
of 112 operatives of American Worsted Company, of Woonsocket, 
R. I., and of 234 operatives of Green & Daniels Manufacturing 
rae ger of Pawtucket, R. I., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. protest of John Marshall & Co., of Pawtucket, R. I., and 
of B. P. Clopp Ammonia Company, of Pawtucket, R. I., against 
dert in provisions of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 2,500 operatives of the J. & P. Coats Thread 

Company, of Pawtucket, R. I., against the reduction of duty on 
: paren ELPK and fi ne cotton yarn as provided in the Wilson tariff 
bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, protest of 179 operatives of the Lippitt Woolen Company, 
of Woonsocket, R. I., against the provisions of the Wilson bill re- 
lating to woolen and worsted industries—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protests of 250 operatives of British Hosiery Com 
of mainea R. I.; of 143 operatives of Woonsocket Worste: 
Mills, of Woonsocket, R. I.; and of 188 employés of Harris Woolen 
Company, of Woonsocket, R. I., against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 73 operatives of Campbell Mills, Potter Hill, 
88 operativesof Perseverance Worsted Company, 81 operatives of 
Beileville Manufacturing Company, Allentown, 35 employés of 
William orgi Manufacturing Company, 64 operatives of 
Walker Woolen Mills, Westeriy.i8 operatives of Stafford Manu- 
facturing Company, Central Falls, 34 employés Henry C. White 
& Son. of Chepachet, all in the State of Rhode Island, protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protests of 60 operatives of the Chemnitz Company, of 
Providence, R. I.; of 6 operatives of Saundersonville Mill, of 
Scituate: of 61 operatives of Carolina Mills Company; of 43 op- 
eratives of Ashland Mills, of Scituate; of 133 operatives of the E. 
Jencks Manufacturing Company, of Pawtucket: of 12 operatives 
of the Tremont Worsted Company, of Woonsocket; of 325 opera- 
tives of the Berkley Mills, of Berkley, and of 209 operatives of 
the Elizabeth Mills, of Hills Grove, all of Rhode Island, against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bili—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. s 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Remonstrance of the Lincoln League, 
composed of 250 members, of Butler, Twenty-fifth district of 
Pennsylvania, against the passage of the Wilson tarif bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 89 employers of labor, workingmen, and 
others, citizens of New Castle, Twenty-fifth district of Pennsyl- 
vania, against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. POWERS: Protest of producers of lime in Vermont 
against the passage of the Wilson iariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 156 farmers, laborers, mechanics, and 
others of Pownal, Vt., against the passage of the Wilson bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of the employés of the National Horse 
Nail Company of Vergennes, Vt., against the reduction of duties 
upon horseshoe nails proposed by the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Aso, petition of 13 manufacturers of cigars in Burlington, 
Vt., praying for uniform rate of 35 cents duty on unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of E.O. Williams and others. workers 
on gold and silver leaf, against the ge of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, petition of Wolfgang Petz and others, workers on gold 
and silver leaf, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Memorial of laborers and producers of oil of 
Oakdale, Pa., and of those of Shamokin, Smith’s Ferry, Mur- 
docksville, Co lis, McDonald, Taylorstown, and Crothers, 
all of Pennsyl protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill, which places oil on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. $ 

Also, memorial of the citizens and workingmen of McKees- 
port, and of those of Pittsburg, Cannonsburg, Pa., and from the 
State at large, protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Manufacturers’ Natural Gas Company, 
and of the 55 and Steel Company, and of the Can- 
nonsburg Light and Fuel Company, and the Budke Manufac- 
turing Company, of Cannonsburg, Pa., and of the Keystone 
Lodge, No. 45, of the Amalgamated Association, of Demmler, 
Pa., protesting against the 8 of the Wilson tariff bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the employés of the Pittsburg, Columbus 
Cincinnati and St. Louie Hallway, of Pittsburg, Pa, and of 14 
manufacturers and makers of tobacco, of Brownsville, Pa., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of trustees of the Point Pleasant(W. Va.) Meth- 


odist Episcopal Church, praying for damages for injury to their 
ee by United States troops—to the Committee on War 


Also, petition of Typographical Union, No. 160, of McKees- 
port, Pa., for the e of a bill providing for the construction 
of a Government Printing Office, no part of which building shall 
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be constructed by contract, but all by day labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of McKeesport Typographical Union, No. 160, 
of McKeesport, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill through 
Congress providing for the ownership and control by the Gov- 
ernment of the various telegraph systems of the country—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of R. W. Cummins and 356 other producers and 
farmers owning producing farms, and laborers, of Washington 
County and Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against that provision 
of the Wilson tariff bill which places oil on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr SHAW: Petition of farmers and dealers in barley, citi- 
zens and residents of Trempealeau County, Wis., against reduc- 
tion of the augon barley as proposed by the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of farmers and dealers in barley, citizens and 
residents of Lacrosse County, Wis.. protesting against the re- 
duction of the duty on rey: as proposed by the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, peanon of West & Woltersdorf, and 9 other manufac- 
turers of cigars, residents of Eauclaire County, Wis., asking for 
a uniform duty of 35 centsper pound on unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Julius Denge and 10 other manufacturers of 
cigars, residents of Eauclaire County, Wis., asking for adaty of 
35 cents per pound on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the overseers and operatives of 
the Ponemah Mills, of Taftville, Conn., protesting against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial from 1,425 iron miners of 
Ishpeming, Mich., representing that greatsuffering will prevail 


among them if iron is placed upon the free list, and praying that | b 


the iron industry be not discriminated against—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SWEET: Petition of wool-growers of Idaho, protesting 
against placing wool on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Protest of P. Hiestand, superintendent of 
Juniata Furnace and Foundry Company, of Newport, Pa., and 
75 employés and other citizens, against the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of H. Browning 
Taylor, Vernon Brink, and Arthur Pratt, cigar-manufacturers 
of Raysville, Bradford County, Pa., in favor of a uniform 
duty of 35 cents a pound on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of gold-beaters and beaters of other metals, of 
Sayre, Bradford County, Pa., against the proposed reduction of 

‘duty on their products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John J. Babcock and other tobacco-growers 
of Wells Township, Bradford County, Pa., against the proposed 
ded gine of duty on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the president and em- 
ployés of the Genesee Salt Company, protesting against the 
repeal of the present duty on salt—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 777 employés of the Ameri- 
can Optical Company, of Southbridge, Mass.; of 232 employés 
of the Harrington & Richardson Arms Company of Worcester, 
Mass., and memorial of H. Austin Putman, a citizen and work- 
ingman of Rutland, Mass., protesting against the proposed 
change in the tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 27 opore of Auburn Mills Company; of 61 
employés of Fox Mills, Worcester; of 53 of Worcester Woolen 
Mills; of 60employés of W. E. Hayward & Co., E ust Douglas; of 27 
employés of Comins & Co., Rochdale; of 13 employés of Lakeside 
Manufacturing Company; of 6l employ“s of Valley Woolen Mills, 
Cherry T of 40 a i of Hopesville Manufacturing 
Company; of 170employés of Edgeworth Woolen Mills, Worces- 
ter, all of the State of Massachusetts, protesting against proposed 
change in tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 47 employés of Rochdale Woolen Mills, Roch- 
dale, Mass.; of 33 ae oy bi of Sutton Woolen Mills, Sutton, Mass.; 
of 34employés of the Fisher Mills Company, Fisherviile, Mass.; of 
63 employésof the Aldrich Mill, Millbury, Mase: of 48 employés of 
the J. R. Toney Razor Company, Worcester, Mass.; of 9 employés 
of J. S. Smith, Wilkinsonville, Mass.; of 16 employés of Rawson & 
Simpson. Worcester, Mass.; of 59 employés of S. F. Scott, Ux- 
bridge, Mass.; and of 43 employés of Lakeville Woolen Company, 
Rutland, Mass., against the proposed change in the tariff—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


SATURDAY, January 6, 1894. 


The House met at12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. . 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

f; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE and Mr. CATCHINGS addressed the Chair. 
Mr. CATCHINGS was recognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Irise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. [call up the report of the Committee on 
Rules submitted to the House yesterday. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The’ gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] calls up a question of the highest privilege, a re- 
bort from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that the question 
of privilege which I call up is of higher order than the matter 
which the gentleman from Mississippi calls up, as plainly dis- 
closed in the rules. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the rules of this House make a very marked and clear dis- 
tinction between a ‘‘question of privilege” and a “ privileged 
question.” I ask the Chair to have read the rule on the subject. 
Iclaim that the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi 
is simply a “‘ privileged question, relating to and affecting a 
matter of legislative procedure, and that the resolution which I 
hold to be before the House is before the House as a question 
of privilege,” which is clearly declared in the rules to be, in 
contradistinction to a “privileged question,”a matter of the 
Pigno rank of precedence. On this point I ask the ruling of the 

air 


Mr. REED. I hope the Chair will give this point some con- 
sideration, because it is important for the orderly conduct of 


usiness. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I ask the Chair to have read the rule on 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The rules provide 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair please have read the rule on 
the subject? À 

The SPEAKER. Both the gentlemen from Maine will rec- 
ognize that it is in order at any time to call upa report from the 
Committee on Rules. and that pending the consideration of such 
report no motion is in order except one motion to adjourn. 

Ir. REED. Will the Chair permit me to suggest 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

Mr. REED. Unless my colleague [Mr. BoUTELLE] desires to 
say something 

r. BOUTELLE. Ifthe Chair will permit. I desire to call at- 
tention to the distinct language of the rule. I did not make it; it is 
apart of the rules of this House. I read from page 426 of the 
Digest: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the 
House collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; 
second, the rights, reputation, and conduct of mem individually in 
their representative capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other 


questions, except motions to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, 
to adjourn, and for arecess. 


That is Rule IX verbatim. In the Digest it is stated: 

“Questions of privilege ” are sometimes confounded witb what are known 
as ‘privileged questions.“ The latterdesignation applies to motions, legisla- 
tive propositions, or other questions, which take precedence in different 
Gegrees over each other and over the ordinary business of the House; while 
“questions of privilege,” as defined by the rule.relate to the rights of the 
members officially and individually, and of the House collectively. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that under the rule and practice of the 
House, as set forth in this language of the Manual, the question 
of privilege which was raised by me and placed before the House 
by the Speaker two days ago for the action of the House is now 
before the House, has been parliamentarily before the House from 
the time when the Speaker had the resolution read at the Clerk's 
cesk, and thus presented for the action of the House as a ques- 
tion of high privilege. Up to this time the House has taken no 
action on that question. We have adjourned without a quorum; 
and there is no place known to parliamentary law where that 
resolution can now be except in the possession of the House, 
into whose possession it was given by the Speaker for action; 
and it can not be disposed of until the House takes some action 
upon it. 

Mtr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the House 
for one moment. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
seems to misapprehend the position of the resolution called up 


by him. The rules provide that when any matter is called up, 


the question of consideration shall not be put to the House un- 
less some member demands it. The resolution of the gentleman 


from Maine has never been before the House in the sense of being 
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before it for consideration, because when it was called up by the 
gentleman from Maine the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] raised the question of consideration, whereupon it 
became a question for the House to determine, Will the House 
proceed to consider the resolution—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And that has never been determined. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would thank the gentleman from 
Maine if he would permit the Chair to conclude his statement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I thought the Speaker had concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the question, Will the House pro- 
ceed to consider the resolution?” no quorum voted, and with the 
business in that position the House adjourned. That question 
of consideration might be raised each day. For instance, the 

House might refuse one day to consider the resolution, and yet 
the next aay ne gentleman might call it up again. The busi- 
ness of the House might be in such a condition on one day that 
the House would not consider the resolution, and on the next 
day business might be in such a condition that the House would 
consider the resolution. 

Now then, the question of consideration having been raised, 
no quorum having voted, and adjournment having taken place, 
the Chair held that on the next legislative day the resolution 
was not before the House, but thatthe gentleman might call it 
up again; that the practical effect of the failure to obtain a quo- 
rum was when the adjournment took place the same as though 
the House had refused to consider the resolution, because the 
proceedings of that day were ended; and the only purpose of the 

uestion raised by the gentleman from Tennessee was that the 

ouse should determine whether thatday it would consider that 
resolution. 

Therefore the Chair held and holds that the resolution was 
not before the House, but that the resolution was just exactly 
where it was before the gentleman from Maine made his motion; 
that is to say, it had been reported back by the Committee on 
Fore Affairs with the recommendation that it be laid on 
the table. It was laid on the table, not being thus finally dis- 
posed of by a vote of the House, but laid on the table tempo- 
rerily until called up and acted upon by the House. 

Now, on yesterday the gentleman from Mississippi{Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] called up the report from the Committee on Rules, which 
is pending. e question of consiđeration was raised against 
that report. The Chair held that the question of consideration 
could not be raised against the report of the committee, for it 
was a ganon which was res adjudicata in the House; that the 
Chair had previously so held, andon an ates from that deci- 
sion by the vote of a large majority of the House the appen was 
laid on the table, which had the effect of sustaining the judg- 
ment of the Chair. 

So the distinction between the case the gentleman from Maine 
presents and the presentquestion—that is, the reportof the Com- 
mittee on Rules presented by the gentleman from Mississippi 
to the House on yesterday—is very clear; for in the one case—the 
resolution presented by the gentleman from Maine—the House 
had not determined to consider the resolution which he called 
up, whereas on the other hand the House had entered upon the 
consideration of the report from the Committee on Rules. The 
gentleman from Mississippi had demanded the previous question 
on the report. The yeas and nays had been ordered on the de- 
mand for the previous question, so that the pending question 
before the House, the regular order of business would be the 
consideration of the report from the Committee on Rules when 
ealled up by the gentleman having it in charge. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Now, the Digest provides, if the gentleman 
from Maine will permit the Chair to proceed, that— 

It shall AIRETA be in order to cail up for consideration a report from the 
Committee on Rules, and pending the consideration the Speaker may enter- 
tain one motion that the House adjourn. 

Now this report from the Committee on Rules is before the 
House. The gentleman from Maine rises to a question of priv- 


ilege, but the Chair is forbidden, under the rules, to entertain | B 


that question or any other question pending the consideration of 
the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. And the pending question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Mississippi for the previous question, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the Chair will reflect before making 
such a ruling—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has reflected 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to say a word upon it. 

The SPEAKER. And any suggestion on the part of the gen- 
tleman that the Chair does not reflect uponaruling of this char- 
acter, the Chair understands to bea reflectionon the part of the 
gentleman from Maine on the Chair. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. [entirely disclaim any such intention, Mr. 
Speaker. But I only ask to be heard before the Chair rules upon 
this question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has already ruled upon the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the Chair to rule that the 
uestion of privilege that I have raised does not take prece- 
ence 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled upon the question, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker 
3 BOUTELLE. I respectfully appeal from the ruling of the 

air. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has exercised his right. 
The Chair has given the gentleman ample latitude. He raises 
the question every morning 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Chair has no right to 
speak about ‘‘latitude” as applied to my actions. Iam standing 
here in my right as a Representative on this floor, and as amem- 
ber of a minority, with a Speaker opposed to me, and with an 
enormous majority politically opposed to me. I am not asking 
any latitude,“ but am asserting my representative rights. 

ee of! Regular order.“ 

10 SPEAKER. The Chair will not permit that line of dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I only ask for my rights 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 

question—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And on that the yeas and nays 
N. BOUTELLE (speaking at th ) 

r. S at the same time). I appeal from 
the ruling of the Chair. = 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor ordering the previous 
question upon the resolution will, when their names are called, 
say aye, those o d no, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


r. BOUT (speaking at the same time). Mr. Speaker, 
I spn from the decision of the Chair. I protest against this 
whole proceeding. 


The Clerk began the calling of the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is not any order here. 

The SPEAKER. This roll call can not be interrupted. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. That can not interrupt a roll call. 

Mr. BURROWS. Suppose the House is in such confusion that 
tha Clerk can not be heard? 

The SPEAKER. It would be proper to call attention to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is my question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order, so that 
gentlemen can be heard. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is a very important roll call, and the 
Clerk may make some mistakes unless the House is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order,so that mem- 
bers may hear their names when called by the Clerk. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
there were+yeas 168, nays 0, not voting 183; as follows: 


YEAS—168, 
Abbott. Cobb, Mo. Hall, Minn. McCreary, Ky. 
Alderson, kran, Hall, Mo. McCulloch, 
Alexander, Coffeen, Hammond, McDannold, 
Arnold, Compton, Hare, McDearmon, 
Bailey, mn, Harter, McEttrick, 
Baldwin, Coombs, Hayes, McGann, 
Kkhead, Cooper, Fla. Heard. McKaig, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N. C. McKeighan, 
Ba a Covert, Hendrix, MeNagny, 
Bell, X, es, McRae, 
7 Holman, Meredith, 
Black, Ga. Crawford, Hooker, Miss. mey, 
Black. Ill. Culberson, Houk, Ohio Montgomery, 
Blanchard, Cum Hunter, organ, 
land, De Armond, Hutcheson, Moses, 
Bower, N. O De Forest, Johnson, Ohio Mutchler, 
ch, mson, Jones, eill, 
Brawley, Dinsmore, Kilgore, Oates, 
Breckinridge, Ark Dockery, Kribbs, O'Neil, 
Breckinridge, Ky, Donovan, Kyle, Outhwaite, 
Bretz, Dunn, Lane, Page, 
Brickner, Durborow, Lapham, Paschal, 
Brook 5 Ellis, Ky. Latimer, Paynter, 
Bryan, o, Layton, Pearson. 
Bynum, Epes, Lester, Pendleton, Tex. 
Erdman, Lisle, Pendleton, W. Va, 
Caminetti, Everett, Livingston, Pigott, 
ona Wea Madde: Rayne 
0X, yner, 
Carni, Goldzier, uae KAN, ont 
tchings, Gorman, allory, chards, Ohio 
usey, Grady, Marshall, Richardson, Mi 
Clark, Mo Gresham, Martin, Ind. Richardson, 
ke, Haines, McAleer. Ritchie, 
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Gillet. N. v. 


No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. SHELL with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. FIELDER with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Por this day: 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. Post. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. BoATNER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Lackx. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. BINGHAM, 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. COCKRELL with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Until the 9th of January: 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to change my vote. I vote 


aye. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. LANE] 
desires to e e his vote. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. LANE. 
Mr. LANE. I vote aye. 
Mr. REED. Did the gentleman vote? Is he recorded in the 


negative? 
I should have been so recorded, if I am not. 


A. 


O S, 


Mr. LANE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he desires to 
change his vote, and to vote aye. 

Mr. BURROWS. Was he recorded in the negative? is the 
question. 

Mr. REED. I understand the Clerk to say that he was not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that he was not; 
but how is that important? The gentleman records his vote as 


aye. 


JANUARY 6, 


Mr. BURROWS. He said he desired to change his vote, and 
there does not seem to be any vote recorded. 
` The SPEAKER. But the gentleman stated that he had voted. 

Mr. LANE. Les; I voted no, and I wish to change that to 
aye. 

The SPEAKER. The change will ba made in accordance 
with the gentleman's request. 8 

Mr DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BURNES] 
e from the House on account of a recent affliction in his 

amily. ‘ 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col- 
league, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HARRIS], is detained at 
home by the death of his wife. Otherwise he would be here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has already obtained leave 
of absence. s 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. 
Dounpay] is in New York sick in bed with pneumonia, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 168; the nays 


are none. No quoram has voted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called, when thefollowing-named members failed 


to 


Sherman, 
3 


ipo, 
Soana; 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and theClerk 
will call the absentees, and on this call excuses will be in order. 

The roll was again called. $ 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. 
COCKRELL} be excused. His sister-in-law is said to be dying. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman from 
Texas will be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and eighty gentlemen have 
answered to their names. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 

Mr. MCALEER. Mr. Speaker, Lask that my colleague [Mr. 
SIPE] be excused on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was excused on yesterday. 
The gentleman from West Virginia moves to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 67. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

The question was taken, and tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will EPROR as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the gentteman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

1 House again divided; and tellers reported —ayes 129, noes 


5. 
The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and further proceedings 
under the call are dispensed with. The question now recurs on 
the demand for the previous question, and on that the yeas and 
nays are ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 0, not 
voting 183: as follows: : 
YEAS—168, 
B 
— — 
Bretz, Compton, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 


Clarke, 
Cobb, Mo. 
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Hall, Mo. 


Hammond, Lynch, tes, 
Hare, Maddox, O'Neil, Springer. 
Harter, 1 Sath vaite; Pt 
Hay allory, ‘asc tevens, 
Heard, Mars Patterson, Stone, Ky. 
Henderson, N. C. Martin, Ind. Paynter, wango: 
Hendrix, cAleer, Pearson, Talbott, Md. 
Hines, McCreary, Ky. Pendleton, Tex. Tarsney, * 
Hooker. Miss. ecOulloch, Pendleton, W. Va. Tate, 
Houk, Ohio McDannold, ‘ott, Taylor, Ind. 
Hunter, McDearmon, ice, Terry, 
u McEttrick, Rayner, y, 
Ikirt, cGann, ly, Tucker, 
Johnson, Ohio McKaig, Richards, Ohio Turner, 
Jones, McKeighan, Richardson, Mich. Tyler, 
ore, McMillin, chardson, Tenn. Warner, 
Kribbs, McNagny, Ritchie, ock, 
Kyle, Rae. bbins, e 
Lane, Meredith, Robertson, La. Wheeler, Ala. 
Lapham, Money, usk, iting, 
Latimer, Montgomery, Russell, Ga. Williams, II. 
Layton, organ, an. Williams, Miss. 
ter, Moses, Sayers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Lisle, Mutchler, Schermerhorn, Wise. 
NAYS-0. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Reyburn, 
Adams, By Daniels, Houk, Tenn. Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Davey, Hudson, 1l, 
Aldrich, Davis, Hulick, ton, 
Allen. Denson, Hull, Settle, 
Apsley, Dingle Johnson, Ind. W, 
Avery, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Shell, 
Babcuck, Doolittle, OF ae Sherman, 
Baker, Kans. Draper, Kem, Sibley, 
Baker. N. H. Dunphy, Kiefer, Sickles, 
es, Edmunds, y, pson, 
Bartholdt, Ellis. Oregon Lawson, Sipe, 
Belden. elder, Lefever, Smith, 
Bell, Colo. Fithian, ton, Sperry, 
Beltzhoover, Fletcher, Lockwood, Stephenson, 
Biagham, Funk, Loud, Stockdale, 
Black, III. Funston, Loudensiager, Stone, C. W. 
Blair, Gardner. Lucas. Stone, W. A. 
> grr — p Storer, 
Boen. Ty, on, Strait, 
Boutelle, Geissenhainer, h, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. Marvin, N. Y. Sweet, 
Brattan. Gillett, Mass. Talbert, S.C. 
Broderick, ght, MéCleary, Minn. Tawney, 
Brosius, Graham, McDowell, Taylor, Teyn. 
Brown, Grosvenor, McLaurin, Thomas, 
Bundy. Grout, Meiklejohn, 
Bunn, A Mercer, U 
Burnes, — Hainer, Meyer, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Burrows, Haines, Milliken, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cadm Harmer, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Caldw Harris, Morse, Walker, 
Cannon, Har Murray, Wanger, 
Causey. Hatch, Newlands, Washi 
Chickering, Haugen, Northway, Waugh, 
Childs, Heiner, 5 ever, J 
Clancy. Henderson, Ill Payne, Wheeler, III. 
Cobb; Henderson, Iowa Pence, ite, 
Cockrell, Hepburn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Cogswell, Hermann, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Hicks, Pickler, oly 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Post, Woodard, 
Cornish, Hitt, Powers, Woomer, 
Consins. Hoiman, dall, Wright. Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker, N. Y. A t, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hop i 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 168 and the | Curtis, Kans. 


snone. No quorum has voted. 
r.CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 101, noes 34. 

Mr. BURROWS. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken, and tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from mera Les [Mr. CaTcHINGs] and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. 

The House wo rh and tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 17. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 169, nays 2, 
not voting 180; as follows: 


YEAS—160. 

Abbott, Black, III. Caminetti, Coombs, 
Alderson, Blanchard, Campbell, Cooper, Fla. 
Alexander, Biand, Cannon, Cal. -. Cooper, Ind. 
Arnold, Bower, N. C. Capehart, Covert, 
Bailey, Branch, Cox, 
Baker, Kans. Brawley, Crain, 
Baldwin, Breckinridge, Ark. Causey, Cummings, 
Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ky. Clark. Mo. Davis, 
Bartlett, Bretz. arke, Ala. De Armond, 
Pm Brickner, Cobb, Mo. De Forest, 
Bell, Brookshire, Cockran, » Denson, 
Beltzhoover, an, —— Dinsmore, 

' um, mpton, Dockery, 
Black. Ga. Cabaniss, Donowas 
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Dunn, Sayers, 
Dur Johnson, Ohio Meredith, Schermer 
Ellis, Ky. Jones, Money, Snodgrass, 
Enloe, Kilgore, Montgomery, Somers, 
Epes, Kribbs, Morgan, Springer, 
Erdman, Kyle, oses 8 
Everett, Lane, Mutchler. Stone, 
Forman, rere Neill, alate 11 
Fyan. ayton, t. 
Goldzier, Lester, O'Neill, i 
Gorman, Lisle, Outhwaite, te, 
Grady. hal, Taylor, Ind. 
Gresham, — „Patterson. Terry, 
Griffin. addox, Paynter, Tracey, 
Hall, Minn. Tucker, 
Mo. Ory, Pendleton, Turner. 
Hammond. Marshall, Pendleton, W. Va, Warner, 
Martin, Ind. tt, Washington, 
H : McOreary Ky. Raya: Weil 
ayes, er. ells, 
Heard, McCulloc Reilly, Wheeler, Ala. 
Henderson, N. C. McDannol Richards, iting, 
Hendrix, McDearmon, Richardson, Mich. Williams, III. 
Hines, McEttrick, Richardson, Miss. 
Holman, McGann, Ritchie, W. Va 
Hooker, Miss. McKaig, bins, 
Houk, Robertson, 
Hunter, Russell, Ga. 
Hutcheson, MeNagny, Ryan, 
NAYS—2. 
Hull, Payne. - 
NOT VOTING—180. 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Hudson, 
Adams, Pa. Davey, Hulick, Russell, Conn. 
Ai Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, 
Aldric Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Settle, 
Allen, Doolittle, Joy, Shaw, 
y 5 Kem, Sheli, 
Avery, Dunphy. 2 Sherman, 
Babcoc! Edmun Sibley, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Lapham, Sickles, 
La Simpson, 
Barthold Fielder, Lefover, Sipe, 
Belden, t Linton, Smith, 
Bell, Colo. Fletcher, Lockwood, Sperry, 
ae Loud, Stephenson, 
Blair, Funston, Loudenslager, Stevens, 
r. Gardner, Lucas, 8 
~ Magner, Stone, C. 
Boutelle, Geary, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Cal. Marsh, Storer, 
ttan, Gillet, N. Y. Marvin, N. Y. Strait, 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Strong, 
Brosius, Goodnight, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Brown, G McDowell Talbert, S. C 
Bundy. Grosvenor, McLa wey 
Bunn, Grout, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
B 7 Haines Meyer, Ta in, 
urrows, aner, ar, urp: 
Cadmus, Haines, Millixen, — ler, 
Caldwe Harmer, Moon, pd p 
Cannon, Harris, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Chickering, Hartman, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Childs, Hatch, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Haugen, Northway, alker, 
Cobb, Ala Heiner, Page, Wanger, 
Cockrell, Henderson, III. Pence, Waugh, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Wever, 
Cooper, Tex. epburn, Phillips, Wheeler, III. 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Pickler, White, 
Cornish, Hicks, Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Cousins, Hilborn, Powers, Wilson, Wash. 
Crawtord, Hitt, Randall, Wolverton, 
Culberson, Hooker, N. Y. Ray, : Woodard, 
Hopkins, III. Reed, Woomer, 
Curtis, N. X. Hopkins, Pa. Rey burn, Wright. Mass. 
Dalzell. Honk, Tenn. Robinson, Pa. Wright. Pa. 
The SPEAKER pro re (Mr. CUMMINGS). On this ques- 


tion the yeas are 169 and the nays are 2. A call of the House is 
ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Adams, Ky. Cooper, Tex. Hepburn Shell, 
Allen, cey, Sherman, 
Barnes, Davey, Lawson, Sickles, 
Belden, Top 5 Lefever, ipe, 

ingham, Fielder, Lockwood, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Fithian, Loudenslager, torer, 
Brattan, Gardner, Magner, trait, 
Broderick, ar, MeLaurm. Talbert, S. C. 
Brown, isse: Meyer, whey, 
Bunn, Gillett, Mass. Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burnes, Goodnight, New in, 
Cadmus. Graham, Pickler, Wever, 
Caldwell, Grout, Pos White, 
Childs, Randall, Wolverton, 
Clancy, Hatch, Ray, Woodard, 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner, Robinson, Pa. Woomer. 

1, Henderson, Iowa Scranton, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed. 
The Clerk will call the names of gentlemen who failed to respond 
on the first call, and on this call excuses will be in order. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
$ Sats oe e the ee of Mr. 9 onah: xs 

er, Las at my co e GEAR excused, as 
is detained in Iowa ENT Aae business, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. STONE of Kentucky (when the name of Mr. GOODNIGHT 
was called). Mr.Speaker, my colleague[Mr. GOODNIGHT] is de- 
tained from the House by illness, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COOMBS (when thenameof Mr. GRAHAM wascalled). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. GRAHAM] be excused on 
account of severe sickness. So far, he has been unable to attend 
any of the sessions of the House. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HULL (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league [Mr. HENDERSON] be excused on account of serious ill- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HULL (when the name of Mr. HEPBURN was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [Mr. HEP- 
BURN], be excused, on account of important business. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HULE (when the name of Mr. LACEY was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [Mr. LA- 
CEY] beexcused, ashe is detained in loa by important business. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HULL (when the name of Mr. PERKINS was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [Mr. PER- 
Kins], whois detained in lowa by pepo business, be excused. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I object. 

Mr. HULL. I move that he be excused. 

The question was taken on the motion to excuse Mr. PERKINS; 
and there were—ayes 87, noes 30. 

Mr. REED. I think we ought to have tellers on this, Mr. 
Speaker. That vote does not show a majority. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 84. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me that we ought to have the yeas 
and nays on this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Clerk proceeded to 
Call the roll. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the roll 

al 


call. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, My point of order is that noth- 
is. in order except to continue the prior roll call. 
he SPEAKER. The House will be in order, and the Clerk 
will proceed with the call of the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 117, 
not voting 101; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 
Al Dolliver, Kem, Richardson, Tenn. 
Apsley, Doolittle, Kiefer, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Durborow, Lane, Russell, Gonn. 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Lapham, Ryan, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Linton, Settle, 
U. Colo. Funk, Livingston, Shaw, 
Beltzhoover, Geary, Loud, Sibley, 
Black, III. Gillet, N. Y. Lucas, Simpson, 
A Gresham, 2 Smith. 
Blanchard, Grosvenor, on, Stephenson, 
n. Hager, Marshall, Stone, C. W. 
Bowers, Cal. Hainer, Martin, Ind. Stone, W. A. 
Brickner, Haines, N. T. trong, 
Brosius, Hall, Minn. McCall, weet, 
Bryan, Hall, Mo. McCl „Minn. Talbott, Md. 
Bundy. e, McDow ey, 
Burrows, Harter, McGann, Thomas, 
Caldwell, Hartman, McKeighan, Turner, 
on, III. Hayes, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
usey, Heard, Mercer, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Chickering, Henderson, III. Milliken, Wadsworth, 
Hendrix, Money, Walker, 
Cogswe. Hermann Morgan, Wanger, 
Compton, Hilborn, Morse, Waugh, 
Conn, Hitt, Northway, Wever, 
Coombs, Hooker, N. Y. ‘age, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, III Paschal, Wheeler, III. 
usins, Hopkins, Pa. Patterson, . Williams, III. 
Curtis, Kans. Houk, Ohio Payne, Wilson, O 
N. Y. Hulick, Pence, Wilson, Wash. 
Hull, Phillips, Wright, Pa. 
Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, 
Dingley, Johnson, Ohio 5 
ery, oy, eyburn, 
NAYS—117. 
Abbott, Branch, Clarke, Ala, Dinsmore, 
Alderson, Breckinridge, Ark. Cobb, Mo. Edmunds, 
Alexander, Breckinridge, Ky. Coffeen, Ellis, Ky. 
Arnold, „ Bretz, per, Fla, Enloe, 
Bailey. Brookshire, Cooper, Ind. Epes, 
Baldwin ynum, Covert, 
Bankhead, baniss, xX. Everett, 
Barwig, Caminetti, ain, Forman, 
Bell. Tex. Campbell, Crawford, an. 
Rack G Spebart De ari ond, 5 
a. pehari rm: rman, 
Bland, ith, De Forest, Grady, 
Bower, N. A, Clark, Mo, Denson, G: 


JANUARY 6, 
Hammond, ory, ‘ott, Tate 
Henderson, N.C. McCreary, Ky. Reilly, Taylor, Ind, 
‘cCulloch, Richards, Ohio Terry, 
Hooker, Miss. McDannold, Richardson, Mich. Tucker, 
Hunter, McDearmon, Ritchie, 'vler, 
Hutcheson, McEttrick, Robbins, U 1 
Ikirt, cKaig, bertson, La. arner, 
Jones, MeNagny, Russell, Ga. as 
ore, McRae, Lee eadoc 
Kribbs, Meredith, Schermerhorn, Wells, 
Kyle, Moses, nodgrass, iting, 
3 9 1 8 Miss, 
yton, 0 ringer, ilson, W. 
Lester, ONeill, Stallings, Se 
Lisle, Pearson, Stevens, 
saen Pendleton, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
addox, Pendleton, W. Va. Swanson, 
NOT VOTING—101. 
Adams, Ky Culberson, Hines, Rand 
Adams, Pa. Cummings, Houk, Tenn. v. aN 
Aitken, Davey, Hudson, Rayner, 
22 Donovan, Johnson, Ind — — 
abeoc Draper, v. Cran! 
Baker, ome Lawson, Shell 
Barnes, puppi 1 Lefever, Sherman, 
Bartlett, Eng ish, k wood, Sickles, 
Belden, Fielder, Loudenslager, Sipe, 
Bingham, Fithian, agner, Sperry, 
Boatner, Funston, Marsh, Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Gardner, McAleer, Storer, 
Brattan, Gear, McLaurin, Strait, 
nianie Geissenhainer, McMillin, Talbert, S. C. 
Brode: 1 88 ores Meyor 8 
wn, nigh ontgomery, or, Tenn. 
Bunn, Grah: oon, ir prak 
Burnes, Grout, Murray, Turpin, 
Cadmus, Harmer, Newlands, White, 
Catchings, Harris, Oates, Wolverton, 
Childs, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wood 
Clancy, Haugen, Paynter, Woomer 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner, erkins, Wright, Mass. 
Cockrell, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, 
Cooper, Tex. burn, ost. 
Hicks, Price, 


Mr. HULL (pending the announcement of the result). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. PER- 
KINS, be excused. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 1 

The SPEAKER. The gen 
has been excused by the vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was there not an uncompleted roll call 
pogron when this vote was taken? 

The SPEAKER. There was not. There seems to be some 
confusion as to what was going on. The rule provides that 
when a call of the House is ordered the roll shall be called, that 
vhe doors shall then be closed, and that the House may, by order, 
send for those members for whom no sufficient excuse is offered. 
As a matter of practice it has been the custom, instead of hay- 
ing a number of gentlemen rising at the same time to offer ex- 
cuses, to call the roll for excuses; but that is not a call of the 
roll in any such sense as when the roll is called fora vote. When 
the name of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] was 
reached, unapimous consent was asked that he be excused; that 
was objected to, and a motion to excuse him was made and sub- 
mitted to the House, and that motion has been disposed of. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] now moves that the House 
adjourn. That motion, the Chair thinks, is in order pending a 
call of the roll for excuses. The question is on the motion that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Next Monday will be the 8th of January. On that day Governor 
McKinley will be reinaugurated by a majority of 81,000, and I 
desire to ask whether it would not be in order to adjourn until 
Monday and let the work of tariff reform begin on the same day? 
(Laughter. } 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there 
were—ayes 82, noes 149. 

Mr. D. Task for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered,and the Speaker appointed Mr. REED 
and Mr. CATCHINGS. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, 
noes 119. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the call of mem- 
bers for excuses. 

The call was continued and concluded, no further excuses 
being offered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I send up a resolution for immediate con- 
sideration. 


I object. 
eman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] 


1894. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the . take into custody and bring to the 
bar of the House such of its members as are absent without leave of the 
House. This order shall continue in force beyond the adjournment of the 
session of to-day and until the further order of the House. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms is directed toemploy a sufficient number of deputies to execute 
ror fens to take into custody said absentees wherever they may be 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of this resolution. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

r. COGSWELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COGSWELL. After the adoption of this resolution, if it 
should be adopted, will it be in order for me to ask that my col- 
league from Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, who is sick, be excused 
from the operation of the order. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, will be excused on account of sick- 
ness. [A pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the order bə adopted, I shall ask to have 
my colleague, Mr. HARRIS, excused. s 

The SPEAKER. He has been excused; he is absent by the 
leave of the House, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. SHELL, whose daughter is very sick, be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina has al- 
ready been excused. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask that my colleague, Mr. POST, 
be excused. z g 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is understood that this whole proceeding 
is-by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Lask that my colleague, Mr. CLANCY, be 
excused. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. HENDRIX. On account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. CLANCY was excused. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. These requests have only been entertained 
by unanimous consent. The regular order is called for, which 
is the demand for the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. ; 

The question being taken, the previous question was ordered, 
there being ayes 141, noes 5; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. My colleague from Michigan, Mr. Moon, 
left the House a day or two ago vory suddenly, and without ob- 
taining leave of the House, saying that he was called home on 
pressing business. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; on account of the sickness of his son. 

Mr. BURROWS. As I now understand from my colleague 
ee THOMAS] Mr. Moo left on accountof the illness of his son. 

ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. MOON was excused. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. CHILDS, is de- 
tained from the House on account of important business. I ask 
that he be excused. [Cries of“ No!” No!“ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KRIBBS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. SIPE, who is 
sick abed, be excused. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois Mr. HOPKINS] 
has submitted a request. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is it? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My request is that my colleague, 
Mr. CHILDS, be excused. As gentlemen areaware, he is a mem- 
ber of the minority. He was engaged in the trial of a lawsuit 
in Chicago, and has been detained beyond what he expected—he- 
cause he could not get away. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object to excusing any member on account 
of business merely. i 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes; members should attend to the public 
business, z 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Irise to a point of order. Isamotion to 
adjourn entertainable under the present order of proceedings? 

eSPEAKER. There has been intervening business since 
the last motion to adjourn—— 
5 an: BOUTELLE. But I beg to call the attention of the 
air— 

The SPEAKER. Theactionof the Houseon excusing a mem- 
ber is business. — 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But, if the Speaker please, we are proceed - 
ing, as the Chair informed us this mo ; under the rule of 
the House providing for action on the report of the Committee 
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on Rules; and under that rule only one motion to adjourn is in 
order pending the consideration of such report. 

The SPEAKER again putting the question on the motion to 
adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MOSES, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R. 3858) to pension Mrs. 
Eliza B. Pierce, widow of Charles Pierce, of New Bedford, Mass.; 
which, with the accompanying report (No. 247), was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3754) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna S. Krause, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 5039) to promote 
the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee on tho Militia, 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 5040) to maintain the solyency 
of the Treasury of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authoriz- 
ing the St. Louis and gy ites Railroad to build a bridge 
across Tennessee River at Clifton—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENCE: A bill (H. R. 5042) to provide that neither of 
the United States district land offices at Sterling or Akron, in 
the State of Colorado, shall be abolished or consolidated, and for 
other ba ee a the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5043) to provide that neither of the United 
States district land offices at Montrose or Gunnison, in the State 
of Colorado, shall be abolished or consolidated, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON; A bill (H. R. 5044) for the appropria- 
tion of $260,000 for the construction of levee on the left bank of the 
Mississippi River between Hickman, Ky., and Tiptonville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 


Mississippi River. 

By Mr. WARNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 5045) to amend 
section 3459 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, pre- 
scribing penalties for removing any liquors or wines under other 
than trade names—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 5046) to establish a port of de- 
liveryat Bonners Ferry, Idaho—to the Committe2 on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 5047) amending section 3480, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: A resolution requesting of the President all 
information touching recent reported events in Hawaii—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of Henry 
M. 8 the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5049) to provide for the 

yment to Charles L. Pyles of the amount found due by the 
Poart of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 5050) for 
tho relief of the New Orleans Gaslight Company—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: A bill (H. R.5051) for the re- 
1 the heirs of Moses Cox, deceased—to the Committee on 
Cc 8. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5052) for the relief 
of William M. Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5053) granting a pen- 
sion to ke E. Baldwin, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) granting a pension to Martin Seiler 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5055) for the relief of John 
M. Ginin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: A bill (H. R. 5056) to authorize the Post- 
master-General to credit account of James A. Sexton with 
amount of funds stolen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5057) for the relief of Ed- 
ward S. Davis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of E. W. and 
A. Cross, of Wakefield, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 5059) granting Gould P. Austin, 
of Phoebus, Va., to erect a building upon the Government reser- 
vation at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of Jona- 
than T. Rorer, late captain Company I, One hundred and thirty- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XX, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Kos. Berry and 376 other citi- 
zens of Bosque County, Tex., protesting against the reduction of 
the tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Protest of O. Olson and others, employés 
of Kohn Bros. & Co., wholesale clothing merchants of Chicago, 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of J. W. Conner & Co., and 6 other 
manufacturers and makers of cigars, of Maynard, Mass., and of 
John F. Keating, of Groton, Mass., praying fora uniform rate of 
35 cents on all unstemmed Jeaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petitions of James F. Craft and 7 other employés of C. 
W.and A. D. Gleason, of Rock Bottom; of 67 employés of the 
Leominster Worsted Mills, of Leominster; and of Edward F. 
Giffinand 50 other employés of the Clinton Worsted Company, of 
Clinton, all of Massachusetts, protesting against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Thomas S. Livingston and? otheremployésand 
operatives in the New Rock Mills, of Fitchburg, Mass., praying 
for no change in the tariff law, so faras it relates to e man- 
ufacturing industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 434 operatives of the Lancaster Mills, of Clin- 
ton, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of A. W. Johnson, Charles H. Beck- 
man, and others, of Travers City Mills, for uniform rate of 35 
cents on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of F. W. Vost and others, against reduction of 
duties on German mirror plate—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Reilly, William Monk, and 15 others, 

inst lower duty on spool-cotton thread—to the Committee on 
Wa s and Means. 

Also, petition of W. S. Tucker, Amos S. Johnson, and others, 
of Big Rapids, Mich., against passage of Wilson bill—to Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Protest from the Nineteenth Con- 

ssional district of Pennsylvania against the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Remonstrance of Michael Flanagan and 1,080 
others, operatives in the Great Falls Manufacturing Company's 
Mills, Somersworth, N. H., protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill, because it will greatly injure the textile man- 
ufacturing industry for protection against the poorly paid labor 
of foreign countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers to accompany House bill 4991—tothe 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY: Papers to accompany House bills 4621, 
4024, and 3143—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of James Adams and 140 
others, citizens of Terre Haute, Ind., prenting against the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of cigar-makers and 
manufacturers of Cham , Ill., favoring a uniform duty of 
35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Two petitions from the manufac- 
turers and makers of cigars of Topeka, Kans., for a uniform 
rateof duty of 35 cents on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Protest of employés of Glenwood Mills, of 
Wrentham, Mass., against the pango of the Wilson tariff bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Resolution that the ad valorem duties 
of lithographic products be continued—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of Potters’ National Union of 
Trenton, N. J., protesting against revision of the tariff—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Nicholas Snyder and 5 others, for uniform 
rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed tobacco leaf—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution and memorial of Litho- 
graphers' International Protective and Insurance Association of 
the United States and Canada, opposing the passage of the Wil- 
rs bill as to their products—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of James A. Hover and other citi- 
zens of Columbiaville, N. Y., against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of thread workers and spinners of Newark, N. 
J., against tariff reduction onspoo! cotton and fine yarns—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Harbor No. 1, A. A. of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels, of New York, for restrictive laws applicable to 
steam vessels—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of manufacturers and makers of 
cigars of Council Bluffs, Iowa, for a uniform duty on leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of merchants, jobbers, and dealers in playing 
cards, for a reduction of duty on their goods—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Memorial of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Superior, Wis., in favor of a Government tele- 

aph system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8 


Also, petition of A. W. Flesher and other citizens of River 
Falls, Wis., in favor of a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Superior Tailors’ Union, of Superior, Wis., 
in favor of the establishment of a Government telegraph sys- 
tem—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of masters and pilots of steam 
vessels of the port of New York, asking for law inspecting ves- 
sels propelled by naphtha, vapor, gasoline, electricity and other 
powers—to the ttee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of Judge Josiah Given and 55 others, 
citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, asking the enactment of an equit- 
able service pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Judge Josiah Given and 61 other members of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, asking the enactment of a law 
forbidding the suspension of pensions, except in case of fraud; 
also asking restoration by law of suspended pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of McFarlin Grain Company and others, 

rotesting against the barley schedule of the Wilson bill—to the 
mmittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition to establish a bureau of 
health, Treasury Department—to the Committee on Revision of 
the Laws. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition to reduce postage to 1 cent 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, poua of thread workers and spinners of fine cotton 
yarn, of Newark and Kearney, N. J., protesting against any re- 
ductions of the tarif on l cotton and fine cotton yarn—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 5030, 
Mathilda W. Morton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of 43 employés of Erben, Search 
& Co., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the . on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. Shay eae of 1 Abe of citizens of 
Granite Falls, Minn., against the proposed changes in the cigar 
schedule—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, two protests of citizens of St. Peter, Minn., against the 

roposed changes in the cigar. schedule—to the Committee on 
Wa, s and Means. 
protest of C. K. Baxter and other citizens of Wells, 
Minn., against the oes changes in the barley schedule—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, protest of a a Miller and seg 3 = secre 
Creek, Minn., against the proposed changes e barley sched- 
ule—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, protest of Harrison White and others, against the pro- 
“i changes in the barley schedule—to the Committee on 

ays and Means, 8 

Also, petition of Emil King and other citizens of Fulda, Minn., 
against change in barley schedule—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of C. Von Hartz and 21 others, of 
New York City, for the establishment of a department of trade 
and commerce and for the appointment of a secretary thereof 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Heller Manufacturing Company,of New York, 
that a department of trade and commerce be established, and for 
the ap tment of a secretary thereof, who shall be a member 
of the President’s Cabinet—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Campbell Glass and Paint Company and 
27 others, of Kansas City, Mo., that a department of trade and 
commerce be established and that provision be made for the ap- 

intment of.a secretary thereof, who shall be a member of the 

ident's Cabinet—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Henry Werg and 20 others, of New York 
City, for the establishment of a department of trade and the ap- 
pointment of a secretary thereof—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chadwick Lead Works, Walworth Manu- 
facturing Company, and Dana Hardware Company, and 15 others, 
of Boston, Mass., that a department of trade and commerce be 
established—to the Committee on Foreign and Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Roxbury, Mass., and employés 
of various industries, against reduction on tariff duties of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition fora uniform rate of duty of 35 cents 
on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition for reduction in cost of letter postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petition and papers to accompany House 
bili 4999—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers to accompany House bill 5034, ap- 

ication of Elisha L. for pension—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Joseph Rilley and 15 other citi- 
zens of Newark and 2 N. J., a committee representing 
the 4,500 employés of the lark Thread Company, protestin 

the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways an 
eins. 

Also, petition of Rey. Millard F. Johnson, a citizen of Mid- 
dleboro, Mass., praying for legislation prohibiting the manu- 
facture of alcoholic liquors, ete.—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. - 

Also, petition of Rev. Willard Johnson and citizens of Mid- 
dleboro, Mass., protesting against the proposed Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER (by request): Petition of citizens of South 
Bethlehem, Pa., protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of manufacturers and makers of 
cigars of Nazareth, Pa.,for a uniform tariff tax of 35 cents on un- 
stemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Chain Dam, Pa., pro- 
testing against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also (by request), petition of H. B. Stem and H. W. Smith, of | M 


Bethlehem, Pa., for a uniform tariff of 35 cents on unstemmed 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: * of 610 5 of the Soper Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Pawtucket, R. I., against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Meats: 

Also, protest of 12 citizens of South Kingston, R. I., against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 7 operatives of the Reynolds’ Manufacturing 
Company, Rhode Island, against the passage of the Wilson tar- 
iff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of citizens of Connecticut and New 
York, asking for an extension by Congress of the scheme for 
constructing breakwaters in Long Island Sound off the port of 
New Haven, Conn., and also for dredging the harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., 
requesting an appropriation of $500,000 for continuing the work 
of os ah theharbor of New Haven, Conn. — tothe Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of W. M. Walber and others, of Meriden, Conn., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of 17 cigar 
manufacturers of Grand Rapids, Mich., relative to duty on to- 
bacco- to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Rapids Lodge, No. 191, International 
Association of Machinists, on the subjectof immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, communication from and resolutions passed by Central 
Labor Union of Grand Rapids, Mich., relating to construction of 
Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the textile 
workers, of Chester, Pa., and vicinity, protesting against the 
pamage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committes on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the lithographers of New York, Brooklyn, 
and Jersey City, protesting against the passage of the Wil 
se bill in its present shape—to the Committee on Ways and 

Suns. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protests of 121 apor 
of Dayville Woolen Mills at Kellingly; of 98 of the Clinton M 
Company's Woolen Mill at Norwich; of 87 of the Yantic Woolen 
Mills at Norwich; of 62 of the C. D. & C. S. Chase's Woolen Mill 
at Elmville: of 58 of the Saylas & Washburn’s Woolen Mill at 
Mechanicsville, town of Thompson; and of 71 of George T. Mur- 
dock & Son’s Woolen Mill at New Boston, town of Thompson, 
all of Connecticut, st the Wilson tariff bill—to the - 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of over 1,100 residents and employés 

in Yonkers, N. Y., against reduction of duty on fur felt hats— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SHAW: Petitions of manufacturers of cigars at Sparta; 
of George Schneider and other manufacturers of cigarsof Foun- 
tain City, Arcadia, and Al all of Wisconsin, for a uniform 
duty of 35 cents on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted lumber manufacturers of Eau- 
claire and Chippewa Falls, Wis., protesting against the removal 
of the duty on lumber as proposed by the Wilson bill, and 
against the treatment of manufactured lumberasraw material— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Michael Reardon and others, 

t the Terence of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of I. B. Noble and others, against the paepe of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Hill and others, t the 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.STEVENS: Petition of 208 overseers and operatives of 
the Monument Mills of Housatonic, Mass., protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 34 woolen spinners of Lowell, Mass., asking 
for an amendment to the Wilson tariff bili so far as it applies to 
the woolen industry of the country—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of James R. D. Mor 
risonand William H. Morrison, executor and administrator, pray- 
ing that their claim for quartermasters’ stores and supplies 1 re- 
ferredto the Court of Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, protest of South Side Board of Trade, Pittsburg, against 
the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York: Protest of the officers 
of the independent military companies of Rochester, N. Y., 
agaiust the passage of the dler bill disbanding all inde- 
pendent military companies in the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Preambles and resolutions unani- 
mously adopted by the lithographers of the cities of New York, 
Brooklyn, and Jersey City, recommending the imposing of a 
specifie duty on wee, e goods, in place of the exis or 
proposed ad valorem duty therefor—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of George M. Sullivanand 
34 others of Piqua County, Ohio, against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITING: Papers to accompany House bill 5037, for 
relief of Sam G, Hunter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Protest of James H. 
Hawes Manufacturing 3 of Towanda, Pa., against the 
22 of the Wilson tariff bill to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 
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MONDAY, January 8, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

RICHARD F. PETTIGREW, a Senator from the State of South 
Dakota, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 7, 1893, a report from the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, containing two statements 
of the amounts paid to the United States district attorney for 
the southern district of New York from January 1, 1873, to Octo- 
ber 31, 1893, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas, 
was, with the accompanying paper, ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a report from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claim of Hon. JOHN T. 
HEARD for services rendered the Western Cherokee Indians; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting, in compliance with the act 
of May 9, 1888, the claim of Dennis McIntyre, postmaster at 
Mackinac Island, Mich,, for credit on his postal and money-order 
accounts by reason of losses resulting from the borgiery of his 
office September 17, 1893, stating the amount of such losses and 
recommending that his accounts be credited with such amounts; 
which was, on motion of Mr. PLATT, referred to the Commit- 
tec on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 

torney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
Senate of December 11, 1893, statements of the number of in- 
dictments found for violations of election laws since 1870, etc.; 
which was read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication is in 
answer toa resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. What disposition does he desire me 
of it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the communication,with the 
accompanying papers, be 3 and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: What became of the letter of 
the Attorney-General which was just read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Attorney- 
General was in answer to a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr.GALLINGER]. It was ordered printed 
and goes to the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it should be referred to the Committee 
on Privilegesand Elections, but I will let it lie on the table until 
the Senator comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire to it, and he asked 
that it be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. He is not in the Chamber at this moment. 

PERMITS FOR OPENING STREETS AND ALLEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of November 1, 1893, 
certain information relative to the opening of streets and alleys, 
for laying or repairing water pipes, sewers, ete., since the Ist day 
of November, 1892; which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the pooompan ying documents, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a letter from the Public Printer, which will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter should be read 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think it has been the practice to read 
communications from any except heads of Departments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is immaterial. The com- 
munication is about five lines long. 

Mr. CULLOM. We should like to know what the document 
is before it isreferred. 

Mr, HALE. If it is no longer than that I do not object. Gen- 
erally heretofore, my recollection is, the time of the Senate has 


not been taken up even by reading communications of any length 
from the heads of Departments, but they have been printed and 
referred, with all accompanying papers, to the proper commit- 
tees. The Senate will very clearly see, as the Presiding Officer 
will, that if all such communications are read the morning hour 
will stretch out indefinitely. Nobody listens to the communi- 
cations. They are printed, and are reached in that way. 

Mr. CULLOM. the Senator from Maine will allow me, it 
seems to me the rule has been exactly the reverse. When we 
get a report from a Department the letter of the head of the De- 
partment is read, and then the documents accompanying it are 
ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair remembers no in- 
stance during the service of the Chair where the letter of the 
head of a Department has not been read. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The letter of transmittal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of transmittal. 
5 accompanying it are of course a totally different 
matter. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; and therefore the letter of trans- 
mittal simply communicating the documents and indicating the 
subject-matter may be read, but my recollection is that the only 
communications of the kind read which are of length are from 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Ora State Legislature. 

Mr. HALE. Ora State Legislature. And long letterseven 
from the heads of Departments are not read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that a 
letter from the head of any Department should be read, but the 
2 = of an accompanying document depends upon the order 
of the te. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think a consultation of the RECORD in 
the morning will show that the communications which have 
been read at the Secretary's desk this morning have been simply 
the letters of transmittal. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Always. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So far as this particular document is 
Lm elie I apprehend it is the annual report of the Public 

rinter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Public Printer is an official of the 
Congress of the United States, and he makes his report direct 
to Congress just as the head of one of the great Departments 
makes his report. 

Mr. HALE. Thenhe comes under the rule applying to heads 
of Departments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Unquestionably. The letter of trans- 
mittal should be read, and if it is the annual report, if should 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
letter of the Public Printer. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1892. 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith to Congress a report of the 
condition and operations of this Office for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. 


Very respect: 
555 8 F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. 
Hon, A. E. STEVENSON, 
President of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letterof transmittal will 
be printed, and, with the accompanying document, referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the annual 
report of the Public Printer be printed, without a reference of 
the question to the Committee on Printing, as that is the usual 
course, and it is important to have it speedily in the considera- 
tion of the general printing bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there 
be no objection; that is, the letter of transmittal and the docu- 
ment accompanying it will be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday next, 
at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move to take 
from the table the resolution introduced on the 3d_instant by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] respecting Hawaii, for the pur- 
pose of submitting some remarks thereon. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Idaho; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 
I, James F. Curtis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 


the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 


1894. 
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No. 4, which was filed in this office the 4th day of March, A. D. 1893, and ad- Mr. HOAR presented memorials of the Louisville (Ky.) Sil- 


mitted to record. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 23d day of 


. March, A. D. 1893. 
J. F. CURTIS, Secretary of State. 


[SEAL.] 
House joint memorial No.4. (By Crane.) 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully rep- 


resent: 

That the waters of Lake Cœur d'Alene near the mouths of the St. Marys 
and Coeur d'Alene Rivers, inlets of said lake, cover large areas of land toa 
depth of 5 feet and less. 

That by reason of being so overfiowed all of such land is rendered useless 
and valueless. 

That the Spokane River, the outlet of said lake, at and near said iake, is 
at rapid and has an average fall of not less than 20 feet per mile. 

Thatthe 8 and clearing of the channel of said kane River at 
and near said lake toa depth of 5 feet below its present level would reclaim 
and render very valuable for agricultural purposes fully 50,000 acres of land 


Banat such dredging and clearing would not beexpensive, but that the land 
Such dri any would no ve, bu e lan 
dredging and 


reclaimed would be of a valueof at least $500,000 s0 soon as such 
clearing should be done. 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully petition that an appropriation 
be made sufficient to defray the expense necessary to make surveys and es- 
timates of the cost of lowering the mean level of said lake at least 5 feet. 

The secret of state is hereby requested to forward copies of this me- 
morial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, to 
the 1 War, and to our representatives in Congress. 

Approved 3, 1893. 

W. J. MCCONNELL, Governor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of 450 farmers of Mon 
gomery pany Ind.; of 126 citizens of Adams Township, Sen- 
eca County, O 105 of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; of 
25 employés of Dormer Bros., in Cincinnati, Ohio; of 51 manu- 
facturers of Anderson, Ind.; of 27 employés of the Joseph Turner 
and Sons Manufacturing Company of Cleveland, Ohio; of 26 cit- 
izens of Cardington, Ohio; of employés of Henry Fox & Co., of 
Urbana, Ohio, and of 264 citizens of the Fourth ward of Akron, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying that the tariff question a hse speedily 
settled; which was referred to the Committee on F ce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Directors of the 
Louisville (Ky.) Silvering and Beveling Company, remonstratin 
against any change in the tariff on mirrors; which was ref 
to the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also presented a memorial of miners of lead ores in South- 
ern Missouri and Southeast Kansas, remonstrating against a re- 
duction of duty on lead ores; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of manufacturersof clothing and 
cloaks of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating t the duty on 
imported clothing and cloaks as Tors in the so-called Wil- 
son tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Cuyahoga Republican Club 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the annexationof Hawaii; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also F a petition of the Greenwich (Chio) Farmers’ 
Institute Association, praying that no appropriation be made by 
Congress for the irrigation of arid landsin the West; which was 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation. 

He also presented petitions of 8 cigar manufacturers of Cin- 
cinnati; of 24 cigar manufacturers of Springfield, and the peti- 
tion of Vincene Woboril of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on 
unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by soldiers 
and sailors of the late war, praying for an investigation of the 
Pension Bureau; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented petitions of soldiers of the late war of Ky- 
er, Pioneer, Wilkesville, Centerburg, North Georgetown, Cos- 
octon County: Berlin Center, Mount Pleasant, Sullivan, Knox 

County, of Hocking County, of Piqua and Miami Counties, of 
Gahanna, Byhalia, Independence, Chesterville, and Defiance, 
and of Fairfield County, all in the State of Ohio, praying for an 
investigation of the Pension Bureau; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 5 Union No. 99; 
of Cigar-makers Local Union No. 173; of Mayflower Assembly 
No. 469, Knights of Labor, of Zanesville; of Cincinnati Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 3 and of 107 citizens of Youngstown, all 
in the State of Ohio, praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraph service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 44 citizens of Port Royal, 
S. C., praying for the location of a custom-house at that place: 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


reh 


vering and Beveling Company; of sundry citizens of Roxbury, 
Mass., and of John C. Tobin and 4 others, in behalf of 850 em- 
ployés of the Roxbury (Mass.) Carpet Company, remonstratin 
against the of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; whic 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Litho- 
graphic Artists and Engravers’ Association, praying for an 
amendment of the clause of the so-called Wilson tariff bill relat- 
ing to lithographic work; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fatuneh Farmers’ Club 
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against any change in the pres- 
ent tariff rates as laid down in the so-called McKinley tarif. act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Healso presented a memorial of 270 manufacturers of firearms 
of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against any reduction of 
duty on firearms; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented petitions of Typographical Union No. 13, 
and of the Wood Carvers’ Association, of Boston, Mass., pray 
for the governmental control of the telegraph service; whic 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented ery. of cigar manufacturers 
of Northfield, Chaska, Minneapolis, and Glencoe, all in the State 
of Minnesota, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 
cents on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ely, Minn., 
praying for the retention of the present duty on iron ore; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of citizens of Enter- 
prise, S. Dak., remonstrating against red reduction of the duty 
on barley and its products, as proposed by the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Yankton and Huron, 
S. Dak., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per 
cent on unstemmed leaf to ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of D. F. Bates and 65 
other tobacco-growers of Canton, Conn., remonstrating against 
any change in the present duty on leaf tobaccoand cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the memorial of A. P. Whitehouse and 127 
other employés of the Capewell Horse Nail Compan, of Hart- 
ford, Conn., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on 
horse nails; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fur Hat Manufacturers, 
of South Norwalk, Conn., remonstrating against any change in 
the present duties on materials used in the hat manufacturing 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of cigar manufacturers of 
Monmouth, Champaign, and Keithsburg, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per 
cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles F. Hawk and other 
citizens of Springfield, III., remonstrating against the e of 
the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph Capps & Sons, Limi- 
ted, of Jacksonville, Ill., manufacturers of woolen goods, re- 
monstrating against the proposed change of duty on such goods 
and urging that the duty shall not be less than 50 per cent ad 
valorem; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Chicago (III.) Board of Trade, praying for the passage of House 


bill No. 4182, for the establishment of an international confer- 


ence for the better protection of animals in transit; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

_ He also presented a memorial of the miners of the Menominee 
iron district of Michigan, remonstrating against any change in 
the duty on iron ore, as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar-makers’ Union, No. 114, 
of Jacksonville, Ill., remonstrating against any increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars, as proposed by the so-called Wil- 
son tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against any change in the duty on shirts, cuffs, col- 
lars, and linen, as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff bill; 
which was 5 the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against any reduction of the duty on wool; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of the California Jute 
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Mill Company, remonstrating against any reduction of the du 
on jute 2 „ as by the so-called Wilson Aee 
bill; which was refe to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of miners of lead ore in South- 
west Missouri and Kansas, remonstrating against the duty on 
lead ore, as proposed in the so-called W: tariff bill; which 
was refe to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 6 cigar manufacturers of 
Portland, Me., praying for the imposition of a uniform rate of 
duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of C. A. Grinshaw 
and other cotton- operatives of Springfield, Vt., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. Fonda and W. I. 
Harwood, of St. Albans, Vt., remonstrating against any reduc- 
tion of the duty on lime,as pr by the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of 13 cigar manufacturers of Bur- 
lington, Vt., praying for a uniform duty of 35 per cent on un- 
stemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also 3 the memorial of A. Jarvis and 68 other em- 
ployés of the National Horse Nail Company, of Vergennes, Vt., 
remonstrating against any reduction in the duty upon horse 
nails; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of employés of the 
Devonshire Woolen Mills, of Goffs Falls, New Hampshire, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff 

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Henry Frankenstein 
and othercitizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the imposition 
of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Andrew Gulgren and 128 
other citizens of Iron River, Mich.; the memorial of Alfred Kid- 
der and 88 other citizens of Palmer, Mich.; and the memorial of 
J.J. Anderson and 177 other citizens of Bessemer, Mich., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented memorials of lead ore and 
mining companies of Missouri, Idaho, Indiana, Illinois, Nevada, 
New Mexico, South Dakota, Utah, Kansas, Virginia, Washing- 
ton, Wisconsin, Colorado, California, and Montana; and the 
memorial of C. O. Frye and other miners of lead ores in South- 
west Missouri and Southeast Kansas, remonstrating against the 
— 45 on lead ore as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff bill; 
W were refe to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of F. O. Mills and 221 other 
citizens of Ishpeming, Mich., and the memorial of Andrew Gul- 
gren and other citizens of Iron River, Mich., remonstrating 
Pes placing iron ore on the free list; which were referred to 

Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of G. F. Fand and 37 other cit- 
izens of Ionia, Mich.; and the petition of A. J. Pierce and 18 
other citizens of Coldwater, Mich., praying for the imposition 
of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of John A. mE ere 
and 42 other employés of the Waumbek County Wilton Mills, 
New Hampshire, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
ealled Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of 225 employés of hat 
manufacturers of Bethel, Conn.,remonstrating against any re- 
duction of the duty on fur felt hats, as proposed by the so-called 
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also proces the petitions of phical Union No. 
47, of New Haven, Conn., and of Typographical Union No. 252, of 
of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraph service: which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of 210 overseers and operatives 
in the Ashland Cotton Mills, of Jewett City, Conn., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Wi tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Philip S. Wales, medical di- 
rector United States Navy, praying that he be granted certain 
relief by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

j REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 870) authorizing the issue of a 


tent to the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions for certain 
ds on the Omaha Indian Reservation for school purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1205) to 
amend An act relating to the incorporation of certain corpo- 
rations within the District of Columbia,” approved October 1, 
1890, to report it with amendments, and to submit a report 
thereon. Iam also directed by the committee to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate for the immediate consideration of 
the bill. I ask that the bill and the report be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to know more about the bill be- 
fore it is taken up, and would like to have it read at length. 

oh MARTIN. I have asked to have the bill and the report 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that is a measure too im- 

rate an 5 now. It 3 a very large subject. 

e ENT pro tempore. ere being objection, the 
1000 pies g 

Mr. MARTIN. Do I understand the Senator from Ohio to 
object to the consideration of the bill at the present time? 

r. SHERMAN. IL think the matter is too important to be 
acted upon without having it before us in print at least. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think if the Senator from Ohio will listen to 
the pating of the report he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will listen to it with pleasure. I will 
listen to the Senator in explanation of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. I should like to have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimousconsent that the report prepared by the commit- 
tee may be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro ampo. The request is objected to. 
The ropar will be printed, and the bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to make an inquiry in regard to the bill 
which has just gone to the Calendar. Will the bill with the 
amendments be printed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Necessarily. 

Mr. BATE. And the report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And the report. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers upon the Iowa Reservation, Oklahoma, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of the heirs of Martha A. Dealy, 
deceased, reported it without amendment. 


WILLIAM HENDERSHOTT. 


Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I re favorably, without amendment, the bill (S.1377) 
for the relief of William Hendershott, of Butteville, O n, 
and I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill, as it is a 
local and a private matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read subject 
to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


ber, 1854, 
donation proved September 27, 1850, 
by Louis Forcier; that heresided upon and cultivated the same for four con- 
sective years; that he proffered final proof to said land office in 1858, and that 
such proof was rejected for the reason that he could not establish the fact 
Render hott, — —— i pot faith ep sven Songs 1 — 
ershott, was a y mesne con- 
veyances from said 13 and that he is in possession of and has 
made valuable improvements thereon, to issue to him, the said William Hen- 
dershott, his heirs and assigns, a patent for the following-described pieces and 
parcels of land, to wit: Lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, in section 21, township 4 south, of 
range 1 west of the Willamette meridian, containing 97 acres, in the 
gon City land district, in the county of Marion and State of Oregon. 


The PRESIDENT pro an pa Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of bill 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Task that the petition of the claimant be in- 
serted in the RECORD. It comprises less than two pages of writ- 


ten matter. a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to inserting 


1894. 


in the RECORD the petition of the claimant? The Chair hears 


none. 
The petition is as follows: 


BUTTEVILLE, MARION County, OREGON, December 11, 1893. 
To the honorablethe Congress of the United States: 
Iwould most respectfally petition your honorable body for relief, as fol- 


lows: 

One Louis Forcier, who was born in Canada in the year 1801, and came to 
the Northwest Territory 1825, in employ of the Hudson Bay Com; im No- 
vember. 1854, filed at the Oregon City land office a donation land c! upon 
the following-described parcel of land, to wit: 

Lots 1,2,3, and 4, in section No, 21,township 4 south, of range 1 west of the 
Willamette meridian, containing 97 acres. 

On November 1, 1858, the said Forcier appeared before the officers of the 
said City land office to make final proof, but failed because he could 
not establish proof of naturalization or citizenship. 

Forcier resided in what is now county of Marion, State of Oregon, from 
1842 until 1865, when he returned to Canada and has since died. 

Since the organization of Oregon Territory there is nocourt record or any 

z oiher Rat to show that Forcier has ever acquired naturalization papers 
or p. 
In the year of 1860 he, Forcier, transferred the above-described land by 


warranty deed to one Robie, and in 1867 Robie, by warranty deed, transferred 
to one Arquette, and in 1891 uette traust, by warranty to myself; all 
of said transfers being of record in this county and State. 


The land cost me with improvements $1,200. 

Improvements consist of one residence, storeroom, cellar, barn, all under 
fence, 13 acres under cultivation, 2 acres.of which are in orc * 

There has never been a patent issued for the land as described, and I now 


our honorable body to nt relief. 
9 Respectfully, yours, wa 
WILLIAM HENDERSHOTT. 


TIMBER AND STONE LAND PURCHASES. 


Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands 
I report back without amendment the bill (H. R. 71) for the re- 
lief of purchasers of timber and stone lands under the act of 
June 3, 1878. Until this morning I was under the impression 
that the bill had already passed the Senate at this session. It 
is an exact copy of a bill which passed both branches of Congress 
during the last session of the last Congress, and I supposed it 
was a law; but when the bill came from the other House I tele- 
graphed to the Secretary of State andreceived a telegram which 
ma anie the condition of the bill of the last Congress. Itis a 
very simple bill. It merely authorizes affidavits to be made be- 
fore the gropat officer in purchases of timber and stone lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
desire to have the telegram read? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to have the telegram read. 

The 3 pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 

uested. 
he Secretary read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, December 19, 1898. 

To Hon. J. N. Dorn, United States Senate: 

Senate bill riasy was received here December 30, 1892, bearing a note in the 


3 3 
“This bill was presented to me on the 15th day of December, 1892. Con- 


pursuant toa concurrent resolution adopted on the 21st day of Decem- 
, 1842, adjourned from the 22d day of December, 1892, to January 4, 1893. I 
have not approved the bill. 
“BENJ. HARRISON. 


“December 30, 1892. 
W. Q GRESHAM. 


Mr. DOLPH. The former bill was not approved simply be- 
cause there was a recess of the Senate. I think the bill is a law 
without the President’s signature, but as that question can not 
be raised very well and the House of Representatives has sent 
us another bill, I report the bill favorably from the Senate com- 
mittee and ask that it be acted upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be read. It is short. It will be 
seen there is nothing in it that will give rise to controversy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Letit be read for information, subject to ob- 

jection. 

; The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It provides that hereafter all n affidavits and 
proofs required by law of any purchaser of lands under the pro- 
visions of an act entitled An act for the sale of tim ber lands in 
the States of Californix, Oregon, Nevada, and Washington Ter- 
ritory,” approved June 3, 1878, and the act amendatory thereof 
approved August 4, 1892, in order to perfect his title to the lands, 
may be made before any officer qualified to take proof in home- 
stead cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1382) to se- 
cure the vested rights of soldiers of the Union and their heirs and 
legal representatives, and to remedy ceftain wrongs in the 
administration of the Interior Department; which was read twice 
by its title,and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Russel 
N. Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, g 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1384) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Solomon E. Homan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1385) to restore Mary E. Tricke 
and children of Hartwell M. Trickey tò the pension rolls; whi 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1386) to promote peace among na- 
tions and for the creation of a tribunal of international arbitra- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1387) for the relief of Laura B. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Select Committee on Ford Theater Disaster. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1388) increasing the circu- 
lating medium, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 222 for an 
act to provide pensions for freedmen released from involuntary 
servitude, and to afford aid and assistance for certain persons 
released, that they may be maintained inoldage; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1390) providing 
an additional circuit judge in the eighth judicial circuit; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1391) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Levenia D. Athon; which was read twice by its title, and, 
ee ae accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1392) for the relief 
of Walter S. Kimmel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request, Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the chair), 
introduced a bill (S. 1393) for the relief of N. C. Perkins, admin- 
istrator; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1394) authorizing the 
Seere of the Treasury to purchase a place of deposit for the 
recordsof the Executive Departmentsof the Government; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1395) for the relief of George 
P. Rowell & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Naval , and ordered to be printed. 


APPOINTMENT OF DIPLOMATIC AGENTS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution, which 
was read: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and 
report to the Senate their opinion as tothe cases in which the Pr t may 
constitutionally send to foreign countries agents, representatives, or com- 
missioners, without the advice aud consent of the Senate, and whether or 
not there was constitutional authority for the appointment in March last, 
Without the advice and consent of the Senate, of Hon. James H. Blount a3 
commissioner to the Hawatian with the powers conferred upon him 
5 his letter of appointment and such other instructions as were given to 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. = 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? . 

Mr. GORMAN. I object. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution goes over. 

Mr. GORMAN. It goes over under the rule. 


PAYMENTS TO COMMISSIONER BLOUNT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Benet a resolution coming over from a previous day; which will 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HOAR on 
the 4th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate what sums have been paid from the Treasury to the Hon. James H. 
Blount for salary. services, or other expenses, as a special commissioner to 
Hawaii, together with copies of all orders, vouchers, or receipts for such 
ponas and also to inform the Senate from what fund and under or by vir- 

me of what appropriation or law the same have been paid. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution whieh has been read. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink the Senator must have made that motion 
under a misunderstanding of the scope of the resolution. It is 
merely an inquiry as to how much money has been paid from the 
Treasury for a certain purpose, which is well known to the Sen- 
ate by the message of the President, and from what fund it has 
been paid. 

I have never known in my experience in the Senate that acom- 
mittee could throw any light upon the question whether the 
Senate should know how money in the Treasury had been spent, 
and I neyer have heard of any delay or objection to such infor- 
mation. ‘I hope the Senator will not press his motion to refer. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall be compelled to insist 
on my motion. I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts and 
to the Senate that this is a very extraordinary inquiry as to the 
expenditure from a fund which has been placed at the disposal 
of the Department of State in the nature of a secret fund. It is 
a matter which ought not to be inquired into with great particu- 
larity. I know there are some precedents for it. 

Mr.HOR. Does the Senat or understand this money has been 

id from the secret fund? 

Mr. GORMAN. I take it for granted that it has been. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know nothing whatever about it, but I as- 
sume that it has been paid from that fund. I know that in the 
last Administration, and it has been so with all preceding Ad- 
ministrations, Congress, without the slightest hesitation, have 
placed at the disposal of the President of the United States a 
sufficient amount of money to conduct the business of the De- 
partment of State, and that that fund, being placed in his hands 
at his discretion, has always been expended without further in- 

uiry—I will not say “always,” for there have been probably a 
ew exceptions; but the rule has been the other way. 

Mr. HOAR. No. ‘The statute settles that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to read the statute. I do not ask that 
the details of what money has been expended at the discretion 
of the President in the secret service shall be furnished to the 
Senate. All Lask is whether this particular sum has been paid 
from that fund or not. I will read the statute: 

SEC. 291. Whenever any sum of money has been or shall be issued fromthe 
Treasury for the purposes of intercourse or treaty with foreign nations, in 

ursuance of any law, the President is authorized to cause the same to be 
Ray settled annually with the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, 
by causing the same to be accounted for, specifically, if the expenditure 
may, in his judgment, be made public; and by making or causing the Sec- 
retary of State to make acertificate of the amount of such expenditure as he 


may think it advisable not to yap and every such certificate shall be 
deemed a sufficient voucher for the sum therein expressed to have been ex- 


pended. 

If the Senator will pardon me one word to sapien my pur- 
pose, if the sum of money is one which the President thought 
the details of might be properly made public, then the ordinary 
vouchers are in the Treasury,-and that will appear in answer 
to the resolution. If, on the other hand, it be a sum of money 
the expenditure of which the President thought it was not 
expedient to be made public, then there will be a simple voucher 
from the Secretary of State in the Treasury showing that. They 
are both public facts in the Treasury, which the Senate has a 
right to know, and which I suppose any Senator would have a 
right to go and ask for, and have shown to him asa matter of 
course. They are the ordinary public records of the country. 
All this resolution asks for—and I was surprised that the Senator 
asked to have it go over the other day—is that that statement 
may be furnished as part of the history of this transaction. 
That is all. 

Mr.GORMAN. The question which has been before the Sen- 
ate and which is attracting some attention in the country, which 
the Senator from Massachusetts himself has discussed, and which 
is being examined by the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
this body, ought to be settled and determined by this body with- 
out reference to the amount of money which has been expended 
during this Administration or the preceding Administration. It 
fins ire question, it is too great a question, to be brought 
down to the mere amount of the expenditure of money. 

I want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that, as an 
American Senator, I should consider it a great misfortune, under 
the peculiar circumstances, if this body were to enter upon an 
inquiry as to the amount of money which either the last or the 
present Administration has expended in this matter. It was a 
question which two years ago rose above party. At the disposal 
of the President was placed a fund so that he might protect the 
interests of this greatcountry. I have no doubt that President 
Harrison discharged conscientiously, and as he thought best, his 
duty for the interests of the entire country. No inquiry as to 
his action was attempted then or is attempted now, and if the 
attempt were made upon this side of the Ghanber I should take 


the same position that I do about this resolution. That was a 
matter which the honor of the country required that we should 
not make inquiry about. 

I say to the Senator that I sought when he introduced the 
resolution he did it without full thought and without having 
considered to where it would lead; that this was a matter, at 
least, which both sides of this Chamber would determine had 
better be left with the executive branch of the Government, and 
about which there should not be further inquiry on the part of 
the Senate of the United States. We can not enter upon any 
portion of this inquiry without extending it to the whole sub- 
ject. I believe that the best interests of all require that atleast 
this branch of the question should be passed over and not con- 
sidered. Let us go on with the other question when we shall be 
ready and when all the facts are before us, and determine it in 
the interests of our country and in the interests of honor and of 


right. 

Bat, Mr. President, if this particular fund, which has always 
been a large one since I have had the honor of being a member 
of this „placed in the hands of the Secretary of State to be 
expended by the direction of the President of the United States, 
is to be inquired into, we shall hereafter, I think, embarrass the 
executive branch of the Government and prevent that activity 
in our affairs which has heretofore obtained. 

As suggested by my friend on my right [Mr. VEST], the 
sage of a resolution of this character destroys the very object 
which Congress has in placing these large amounts at the dis- 
posal of the Executive. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland and 
the Senator whose suggestion he has f ee strangely misunder- 
stand the object and effect of the pending resolution. The prec- 
edent is well settled from the time of the inquiry in the Admin- 
istration succeeding President Tyler's, and it is this, that the 
fact that a certain amount has been placed at the discretion of 
the President is a public fact; it is contained in the appropri- 
ation bills from year to year. 

The President is required to determine whether the expendi- 
ture is to be treated as confidential or to be treated as an ordi- 
nary expenditure, and its vouchers put upon the files of the 
Treasury Department; and that is a public fact. 

I presume it will turn out—though I know nothing about it— 
that the vouchers for Mr. Blount's expenditures will be found 
in the Treasury Department in the ordinary way. If, however, 
for any reason the President desires not to disdono the details 
of an expenditure, he directs the Secretary of State to put on 
record a certificate that such a sum has been expended, the de- 
tail of which it is not expedient to. make known, and if that is 
put upon the records it is a public fact,not the detail of the ex- 
penditure, but the fact that suchan expenditure has been made, 
the details of which the President thinks it is not for the public 
interest to be made known. But it has been the universal prac- 
tice, and there never was heard, I will venture to say, a sugges- 
tion of an objection to it that either House of Congress should 
know how much money has been expended. If it were expended 
without secrecy, the vouchers themselves are in the Treasury 
Department, and that should be known. All the resolution asks 
for is a statement of what appears on the public records of the 
Treasury, and not for a disclosure of the method by which the 
President has made the expenditure. f 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts what object he has in view in asking for 
information in regard to the amountof money that this special 
commissioner sent out by the President has expended in de- 
taring ie ordinary and necessary expenses in the discharge of 

u 

Mr. Ho AR. I will tell the Senator very frankly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to know. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know, and I want the Senate to know, 
and I want the country to know whether this gentleman, whose 
mission was conferred upon him, who exercised his authority and 
reported his action without the consent or advice of the Senate, 
was treated in all other respects as a public minister of the 
United States; I want to throw light Ts the question whether 
he was in fact a private agent of the ident within the prec- 
edents which have been cited here, or whether he was treated 
as a public agent, and the queron of the method in which his 
compensation was paid to him bears very strongly, as it seems to 
me, upon that subject. That is why I desire the information. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not feel at all dis d on any occasion to 
throw anything in the way of obtaining light on all govern- 
mental functions and exposing to the most absolute publicity all 
the transactions of this Government. It is a government of the 
people, and they have a right to know just what is being done 
and how it is being done. But a government of the people, Mr. 
President, is a decent government. God forbid that it should 
be anything else. I believe that this resolution, unusual and 
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out of the ordinary course, without any precedent so far as I 
know, would be, if , a direct reflection upon the estimable 
and honorable gentleman who has filled to the best of his ability 
and conscientiously, whatever may be our judgment as to his 
conclusions, the trust which has been reposed in him by the 
President of the United States, and I have no doubt that there 
has not been one cent of public money expended by him and de- 
frayed out of the Treasury that was not reasonably 1 
ant reasonably just and pertinent to the matter he had in hand. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I agree with him. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not care to sit here in the Senate and add 
up the items of Mr. Blount's board bill, or how much hack hire 
he paid, or whether he stayed at a first-class hotel or a cheap 
boarding-house. I am willing to trust both the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of State, and also Mr. Blount, 
to have acted within the bounds of propriety in that matter. 

Mr. HOAR. So am J. 

Mr. GRAY. And I do not believe that the Senate of the 
United States is at all curious in that regard. Ido not believe 
the vouchers and items of these expenditures will throw light 
upon any side or phase of the great publie question 40 which the 
Senator from Maryland has just alluded, which now occupies 
the Senate, and which the Senate has committed to one of its 
standing committees to investigate. 

I do not feel inclined, and I do not believe the Senate feel in- 
clined, to make a departure in this case from what seems to me 
to have been the proper and honorable usage of the Senate in 
this unless there is some foundation of suspicion or some 
allegation as to irregularity which will justify and demand in- 
vestigation on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. President, the pending resolution ought not to be so 
framed as to compel the President of the United States to say 
that this is a matter within his discretion as to the disbursement 
of this fund, which was put at his disposal. It ought not to be 
put upon him to decline a request of that kind unless there is 
some real ground for it. This request is: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate what 
sums have been paid from the Treasury to the Hon. James H. Blount for 

„services, or other expenses, as a special co oner to Hawaii, 
together with copies of all orders, vouchers, or receipts for such payment; 
and also to inform the Senate from what fund and under or by virtue of what 
appropriation or law the same have been paid. 

To the latter part of the resolution there might be no objec- 
tion; but the resolution requires, if it is passed, that there should 
be produced here all the items of expense and of disbursement 
by Mr. Blount in the prosecution of that mission. I certainly 
should never have consented that asimilar resolution should 
have been when Mr. Bate was sent to Samoa on a pre- 
cisely similar errand without the consent of the Senate and with- 
out its advice being asked, or when Mr. Babcock was sent down 
to San Domingo, or when Mr. Trescot wassent to Peru, or when 
Mr. Trist years ago was sent to Mexico. I think we had some- 
thing else to do then, and ‘that we have something else to do 
now, unless there is some allegation of irregularity about this 
matter, than to sit here as an auditing committee upon the 
amount paid by Mr. Blount for board, hack hire, and possibly 


cigars. 

n move, if it has not already been done, that the reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will parion me, I am very much 
surprised both at the objection and at the ar ent which is 
— 5 by the Senator from Delaware In its behalf. I do not think 
it ever was heard before, from the beginning of the Government 
down, that when there was a request for accounts which ap 
on the public records of the Treasury there was an objection 
made, or that any Senators or the representatives of any political 
party were afraid of such an inquiry. 

These accounts are all spread upon the public records of the 
Treasury, now open to any citizen who goes there and asks in a 
respectful manner to see them. They are provided by the statute 
to be put there in order that the two Houses of Congress who 
legislate and the people who wish to know may know what is 
going on and what the expenditures are. 

Iam very happy to say that it never occurred tome that there 
had been any irregularity in the expenditure. I suppose Mr. 
Blount is a person who could be trusted with five or ten thou- 
sand dollars. What I want to know is whether this fund was 
expended in the ordinary way, with vouchers, as a public trans- 
action, and if so what is the record of it; or whether the other 
alternative set forth in the statutes of the United States was 

saad, to wit, that it was expended on the voucher of the 
ent. 

If my friends on the other side are afraid to have the country 
know how this was done; if they are afraid to have any light 
thrown on the public character of Mr. Blount; if they are afraid 
that the public shall understand that while he was performing 
the duties of a foreign minister abroad of the highest character, 


he was not paid as are foreign 
under a fundcommitted to the President to be expe 
and on an emergency, I will not resist their attempt, but will let 
theresolution go tothe Committee on Foreign Relations and let 
the Committee on Foreign Relations tell us what they think of 


ministers abroad, but was paid 
nded in secret 


that proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is through—— 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to add that if I had any hostile pur- 
pose in this matter towards the Administration, or any political 
purpose in the matter, it has been ten thousand times more sub- 
served by what has fallen from the lips of the Senator from Del- 
aware and the Senator from Maryland than it would be by any 
answer to the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that there is not any expenditure made by 
this Administration to which the Democratic party is not con- 
tent to have the greatest publicity given; but the Senator from 
Massachusetts, an experienced Senator in this body, knows per- 
fectly well that the compensation allowed to this envoy or agent, 
appointed by the President of the United States, could not be 
paid out of any other fund except the secret-service fund of the 
State Department. He is aware that every dollar appropriated 
for ministers and other agents of the United States which are 

rovided for by law is appropriated for specifically by Congress. 

e is also aware that in this very case the last ss, with- 
out any objection on the part of the minority of this body and 
with the full concurrence of a Democratic House of Representa- 
tives, gave to the then President of the United States a very 
large sum of money to look after our interests to the south of 
us and in the Pacific Ocean. That Senator knows perfectly well 
that an inquiry as to the amount of the expenditure and the 
vouchers of Mr. Blount would-necessarily lead to an inquiry as 
to the expenditure under a former Administration of bringing 
about results which some of the people of this country regret; 
but that is a matter entirely apart from this kind of an sat pt 
As a member of the majority of this body, I should regard it as 
a most unfortunate thing if it were proposed here to investigate 
the action of a former President of the United States and taunt 
the Republicans and the Senators on the other side with the fact 
that they were afraid to have these matters ex $ 

Mr. President, nobody is afraid of it; nobody doubts the in- 
tegrity of ex-President Harrison in the expenditure of a large 
amount of money; nobody doubts the integrity of the present 
President of the United States; and no man, whether he bea 
Republican or a Democrat, would be afraid to have it exposed 
to public view; but, like the consideration of the subject ofa 
treaty, this isa matter which necessarily must be kept within the 
precincts of the State Department. Such an inquiry as is sought 
to be made now, though it has been attempted before, has always 
been rejected and resented, and the only response to such an in- 

uiry that I have found, upon reaching the Seoretary of the 
88 of the United States was the return, I furnished so 
much money upon the order of the Secretary of State.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is all the information I ask for in this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, the Senator asks only for that in this 
case; but why does he ask it? His remark a few moments ago 
indicates what his object is, that it may go to the country.that 
the Administration, or its friends upon this floor, are afraid to 
expose the details of a transaction which I regret to say has now 
become somewhat political, but which ought to be settled upon 
its merits and without regard to the aisle that divides this 
Chamber. I regret, in a case which is so important for the fu- 
ture interests of our country, where I believe the future com- 
merce of the country so much depends upon its proper settle- 
ment, that it should have drifted down toa mere ing which, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts knew when he offered the 
resolution, was an attack upon the expenditure of a secret-serv- 
ice fund which has always been regarded sacred and to be dis- 

of by the President of the United States. 
oe HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Maryland one ques- 
on? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Has he any information or will he give the Sen- 
ate any reason to think that this was made as a secret expendi- 
ture under the statute and not by the other alternative where 
the vouchers are putin the Treasury Department? Has heany 
reason to suppose that such was the case? 

Mr. GORMAN. I know nothing more of the Administration 
and its conduct in this matter than the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I know of no information that has come to the members 
of this body except ina public way. If it has come I have not 
had it myself. ButI do know, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is himself aware of the fact, that every dollar expended 
for the ministers, consuls, and other diplomatic agents fixed b 
law is appropriated for annually by the Congress of the United 
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States; and in addition to that we place at times in the handsof 
the Secretary of State, under the control of the President of the 
United States, very large amounts of money, out of which he 
may employ agents and transact business which in its nature is 
secret; and out of those funds it has always been understood and 
known that in every Administration expenditures of this kind 
have been made. Now, from the law, and that is all I know, 
there can not be any other way in which this gentleman could 
have been compensated; and the mover of the pending resolu- 
tion must have known it as well as I do. 

Mr. HOAR. Then will the honorable Senator answer my 
8 Has he any reason to believe, and if so, will he state 

t, that it was a secret expenditure which was made by Mr. 
Blount? That is what I should like to have understood. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have stated to the Senator from Massachu- 
setis that of this transaction and every other connected with 
that branch of this subject I have no more knowledge than the 
Senator has, from the public documents and the statements 
which have been made in the public press. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator answer in this form, then? 
Does the Senator believe that it was a secret transaction? 

Mr. GORMAN. As I said a moment ago, I have never known 
acase where any Secretary of State—the present Secretary of 
State, or a preceding one—could employ agents of this kind and 
compensate them in any other way except-from the fund which 
Congress had given. There is no other way to do it—none 
known to the law. 

I wish to state to the Senator from Massachusetts that it is not 
an unusual thing for the President of the United States to use 
the fund for such purposes and to employ whoever he sees 

per. That practice is generally understood. We placed in 
the hands of President Harrison within the period of a year the 
large sum of $250,000. We in the hands of that President 
in the early part of his A tration $300,000. We did the 
same in Mr. Cleveland's former Administration. No inquiry 
has been made here of the expenditure, and none can properly 
be made. As I said to the Senator from Massachusetts a moment 
ago it is not the purpose to conceal the amount that has been 
ded. If the resolution were to be followed, as it probably 
would be, by an inquiry as to what became of the fund placed in 
the hands of 3 I as a Senator, with greater in- 
terest in the honor of my country and the promotion of its inter- 
ests than I have in mere partisan advantage, would say that such 
an inquiry was wrong, and it ought not to be made. 

Mr. President, 1 voted with great pleasure to give the former 
President of the United States all that he thought was necessary 
to care for our interests in the Pacific and south of us. If the 
present President were to say to Congress or to one of its com- 
mittees, I want a like amount,“ having as much faith in his in- 
7 Yi and honesty of purpose as I have had in his predecessor, 
I should vote to grant it again, and I would know when it was 
granted that if afterward I were to inquire into the detail of the 
5 it would be discrediting him and, as I believe, im- 
pairing the best interests of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in dealing with this question 
about Hawaii, which ssems to produce a great deal of feeling 
and friction whenever it is touched g — in this body, I think 
the Senate ought to be consistent with itself and it ought to pre- 
serve its dignity in the examination and further conduct of its 

_action in re to the whole matter. The Senate has referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations an inguiry of a very 
broad character. Itincludes the whole subject of irregularities, 
if any have occurred, in the conduct of our diplomatic and other 
affairs with Hawaii, and the committee has organized a sub- 
committee, which has been industriously engaged in the inves- 
pe age of the matter. 

e point referred to in the resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts raises the question of an irregularity in expendi- 
ture. That question, of course, depends upon two facts: First, 
whether the President of the United States had the right to ap- 

int Mr. Blount as an agent, or as a diplomatic authority to 
Bamit, Iwill call it; and, secondly, whether he has been paid, if 
paid at all, out of the contingentfund voted for the secret service 
of the State Department or under some other appropriation. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, in the inquiry which has 

been addressed to it and which it is trying to execute, must neces- 
sarily ascertain and repes to this body whether the President 
of the United States had authority to send Mr. Blount to Hawaii, 
and whether he had authority to commission him to the extent 
he was commissioned, and, therefore, whether his action in 

Hawaii was regular or irregular. That question carries with it 

necessarily the question of any expenditure made out of the 

Treasury of the United States, whether from the secret fund or 


any other appropriation, for the payment of his expenses while 
he was engaged ‘in that service. 
t is quite unnecessary, and it is an unhappy fact, too, 


I think 


that so much agitation is being produced in the Senate of the 
United States by this and various other resolutions which seem 
intended to anticipate the uction of the committee. Either the 
subject ought to be withdrawn from the committee and taken 
up in the Senate and disposed of entirely here by direct action, 
or else the Senate ought to wait until the committee shall have 
discharged its duty and brought before this body and before the 
country all the facts relating to these questions. 

I therefore think that the reference of this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations ought to be rather in the nature of 
an instruction to it, if the Senate wishes to take any action about 
it, that it should inquire and report what fund this gentleman 
has been paid from and whether that was regular or irregular. 
The whole subject of the inquiry, and every inquiry that is pre- 
sented to this now except the one offered by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE], has been included in the instructions 
already given to that committee, and which, as I have observed, 
it is trying faithfully, and diligently also, to execute. 

I do not desire to express any opinion upon what would be my 
* pia as tothe irregularity of this expenditure, whether out 
of the secret-service fund or out of any other fund, inasmuch as 
the subject seems to be referred to a committee of which I ama 
member. Ishould rather withhold my judgment until I have 
had an opportunity to investigate that question. But I think 
all of this agitation in the Senate is premature and unnecessary, 
and that any inquiry touching this subject which Senators ma 
deem it necessary to address to the Senate ought to be refe 
to that committee as an instruction to the committee to make 
inquiry and report. 

will not comment at all upon the motives which gentlemen 
may have for making these inquiries. At the same time I take 
the liberty to say that I think this proceeding is very unusual. 
It is hardly justified by anything we know or have heard of in re- 
spect to the conduct of the Administration in the expenditure of 
public funds, 

Mr.HOAR. After the statement by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations that the ascertainment of these 
facts, so far as they may properly be made public under the stat- 
ute, is within the scope of the duties of the committee, I consent 
that the resolution may go to the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if that be the construction, I shall 
vote against the reference of the resolution to the committee. 
Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts puts a proper construction 
upon what has been said by the Senator from Alabama then it 
gives away the entire question at issue. I should infinitely pre- 
fer for myself to put my vote on record against the resolution, 
because I have never been clearer as to any question in my life 
than that the Senate has no power at all to ask the President of 
the United States either as to the amount of the expenditure 
from the secret-service fund which we have put at his disposal 
or the purpose for which he has expended if. 

We have a general provision in the statutes of the United 
States which makes it a penal offense for any officer of the Gov- 
ernment toe the money in the Treasury or that may be 
under the control of the Secretary of the Treasury without an 
appropriation by Congress, except in this instance, where we 
have put under the discretion of the President a secret-service 
fund, to be used by him without accounting to Congress in re- 
gard either to the amount or the purposes. To admit that Con- 
gress has a right to call upon the ident of the United States 
to give us an account of how he has expended that money is an 
absolute destruction of the idea of having any secret-service fund 
at all; and, as the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Delaware have properly stated, it is areflection upon the people 
of the United States. who are represented by their President, 
not as an individual, but as an executive officer, to say that we are 
now unwilling to trust him either as to the amount or the pur- 
pose of the expenditure. 

Mr. HOAR. May ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. What does he understand is the purpose of the 
statute, which says unless the President desire to keep it secret 
he shall cause the vouchers to be put in the Treasury? This is 
merely a request to the Secretary of the Treasury and not to the 
President for the vouchers which the Presidentin his discretion 
<P have put in the Treasury Department. That is all there is 
of it. 

Mr. VEST. It is useless to fence about this matter. We un- 
derstand what is the real p of the resolution, and every 
intelligent man in the United States will understand it. Here 
is a pending controversy in regard to the Hawaiian question. 

The position of the Senator from Massachusetts is very well 
understood, or else the English language is a complete failure. 
He is opposed to the policy of the Administration. He is attac 
it constantly and persistently; and he now seeks to obtain an ad- 
vantage in this discussion either by forcing Senators upon this 
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side of the Chamber, as he has openly avowed here, to decline 
to take any action because they are afraid—to use his parlia- 
mentary expression—or he wants to force the President to give 
an account even as to the amount of this expenditure,in order 
that it may be used for the further purposes of his ar ent. 
That is the whole of it. I say the idea of a secret: service fund 
implies distinctly and logically and beyond question that the 
President is to dispose of it, as to the amount and the purpose, 
without any account to Congress at any time or in any way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion 
of the Senator from land [Mr. GORMAN] to refer the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. TURPIE submitted the following resolution, which was 


Resolved, That from the facts and papers laid before us by the Executive 
and other sources it is unwise. inex ent, and not in accordance with the 
character and dignity of the United States to consider further at this time 
either the treaty or project of annexation of the Hawaiian territory to this 
country; that the Provisional Government therein having been d recog- 
nized, the highest international interests require that it shall pursue its 
own line of polity. Foreign intervention in the political affairs of these 
islands will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the Government of the United 
States. 


Mr. TURPIE. I desire that the resolution may go over under 
the rule. I give notice that on next Thursday morning, imme- 
diately after the conclusion of the morning business of that day, 
I shall ask the courtesy of the Senate to submit some remarks 
upon the subject-matter of the resolution. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 
and lie upon the table for the present. 

Mr. FRYE. A few days since I offered a resolution and re- 
quested that it might lie upon the table, giving information that 
my ultimate motion would be torefer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I ask that the resolution be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (submitted by Mr. FRYE 
January 3, 1894), as follows: . 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, . or- 
dered by resolution ot mber 21, direc the ttee on Fo: 
Relations to inquire into our relations with Hawaii, there should be no in- 
terference on the part of this Government, by moral influence or physical 
force, for the restoration of Liliuokalani or the maintenance of the Pro- 
visional Government in the Hawaiian Islands, that our naval forces 
should be used in said islands only for the protection of the lives and prop- 
erty of American citizens. 

Mr. FRYE. In the light of therumors of the last day or two 
itseems to me it becomes necessary (if not necessary, highly 
proper) that the Senate should give expression to its Aa aap 
and I ask unanimous consent that a vote may now be taken on 
the resolution. r; 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FRYE. I will ask unanimous consent for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Maine asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution which 
has been paa be considered at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution, but I understood the Senator from Maine to ask 
for a vote on it now. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido. Ido not myself wish to make any remarks 
upon the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. [object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, coming over 
froma former day, is now before the Senate. The question is 
upon ing to the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, if the motion is in order, I move that 
the resolution be referred tothe Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is in order. 

Mr. FRYE, I do not desire to have the resolution referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations now. If it can not be con- 
sidered I prefer that it should lie over until Wednesday morn- 
ing, when the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] will call it 
up for the 9 of submitting some remarks upon it. 
ares BU I have no objection to that course, Mr. Pres- 

ent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it go over then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be 
no objection. 

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 


Mr.GORMAN. Some days ago, when Senate bill 418, reported 
by tie Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], from the Com- 


mittee on Patents, was under consideration, I asked that the bill 
might go over for the time being. I have looked at it since. I 
have no earthly objection to the bill. As it was on my objection 
that the bill went over, I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
taken up out of order. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould be glad to have the bill considered at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the 
chair). The bill having been over informally and not 
having lost its place on the Calendar, it will be read as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill (S. 418) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, was 
read and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to understand the nature of the bill. 
Icould not catch it distinctly from the reading. The Senator 
who reported it may be able to explain it. 

Mr. PLATT. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice, and 
I think three times heretofore on full explanation. Mr, Wood- 
bridge claims to ba the inventor of a shell, for use in rifled ord- 
nance., His patent was ordered to issue, and, according to the 
rules of the Patent Office, it was then placed by him in the secret 
archives of the Patent Office subject to be issued at his order. 
Before he asked to have it issued the Patent Office changed its 
rules, and held that an application for issue must be made within 
six months; it would not issue it; and so he never obtained the 
pest The present committee and former committees that 

ve considered the matter, as well as the Senate in former Con- 
gresses, thought that the ernment ought not take any ad- 
vantage of that action. I have here the original letter of Mr. 
Ewbank, who was then the Commissioner of Patents, directed to 
Mr. Woodbridge, which is as follows: 


UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, April 15, 1882. 

Your favor of the 13th instant is received. Your application for letters 
patent for rifled ordnance has been and on the 25th March, ultimo, 
à patent was ordered to issue thereon, and in accordance with your request 
the papers were filed among the secret archives of the office subject to your 
direction as to the time of issuing the same 

All there is in the question whether he is entitled to compen- 
sation is whether the Government ought to avail itself of the 
change of the rules of the Patent Office after having told him 
that the patent was subject to his direction as to the time of 
issue. There isa question about whether he was the first in- 
ventor. Other parties have claimed to be the first inventor. 
All that is left to the court to determine. As I said, this meas- 
ure has received the sanction of the committees and of the Sen- 
ate heretofore. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WHEELOCK SIMMONS AND WIFE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first case onthe Calendar 
will be stated. 

The bill (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
the donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife, was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. VEST. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The 5 to read the report, submitted by Mr. 
DOLPH September 4, 1893, and read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate biil79, hav- 
ing considered the same, report the bill favorably and recommend its 
sage. The committee adopts the report of the committee on a similar at 
the last session cf Congress as follows: 

{Senate Report No. 1121, Fitty-Second Congress, second session.) 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 3382, 
having considered the same, report the bill favorably, with amendments, 
and recommend its eee 

The object of the is simply to correct a patent heretofore issued to 
‘Wheelock Simmons and wife for a donation in the State of Oregon. 


The facts sufficiently appear in the correspondence attached and made a 
part of this report. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., August 4, 1892. 
Sm: I am in receipt, by reference from you, of Senate bill No. 3382 entitled 
“A bill to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for the donation land 
claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife.“ with a request for an expression of 


the views of this De ent thereon. 

I herewith transmitacopy of the t ot the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office on said 3 with the accompanying papers. 

1 PER no objection to bill, after it has been properly corrected, becom- 

alaw. 
Very respectfully, 
Joux W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Hon. J. N. DOLPH, M 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United Slates Senate. 
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! DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
‘ashington, D. C., July 22, 1892. 
ent of the 13th instant, 
rst on, en- 


Sır: Iam in receipt, by reference from the 
3382, Congress, 
— to be issued for the donation 


for rt in du pon nd S. 
titled “A bill 2 a corrected 
T 


te. 

The facts in this case and the views of this office upon the legislation pro- 
posed by said bill are as follows: 

Lucinda Simmons, the wife of Wheelock Simmons, was formerly the wife 
of a man by the name of Hill. Mr. Hill died before the passage of the dona- 
tion act of Congress of tember 27, 1850 (9 Stats., 496), and shortly after his 
death his widow married Simmons. 

After the ome of said donation law Mrs. Simmons, as the late widow 
of Hill, attempted to claim a donation of land for the heirs of Hill, deceased. 
She applied for and got a oc the land claimed. As Mrs. Simmons 
could not complete her claim to land under the law, her husband, Whee- 
lock Simmons, filed his notice therefor with a slight difference as to the ex- 
terior lines, and procured a survey of the same. 

The surveyor-general in platting the claim made his plat from the field 
notes of the survey of the claim, and the register and receiver, when 
ner issued their certificate as the basis of a patent, evidently described the 
lai ae patented according to the description given in the survey for the 
Hill he 

The patent issued did not agree with the lines of survey as stated in the 
certificate. One of the courses, south 25° west 19.98 ¢ was inserted 
in the patent as having been run north 25° east 19.98 chains. This error re- 
moved all the remaining lines of the survey quite a distance away from the 
proper location and included some of the lands intended to be patented and 

not include other tracts, and caused the patent to include lands belong- 

to other parties. 

lat No. 1, inclosed herein, has been prepared by this office to show what 
lands would be included in the existing patent according to the metes and 
boundsgiven therein. I also inclose h Plat No. 2, constructed from the 
field notes of the survey of the claim of Simmons. I notice that the in- 
closed bill does not describe the second course according to the field notes 


» of the Simmons survey. 


The field notes give this second course as having been run south 59° west 
24 chains, while the bill, in line 14, gives this course as south 39° west 24 


chains. 

The course in lines 21 and 22 of said bill gives the course as running west 
39.98chains, while the field notes give this course as West 39.93 chains. 
oo co S meg record of the outstanding patent, dated April 20, 1886, is also 

ere 

The exterior lines of this donation as described in the ee yarn’ 
(see Plat No. 1) include tracts of land in sections 6, 31, and 26, which do not 
belong to the Simmons donation. 

All tracts of land which lie outside of this donation as surveyed for 
Simmons were disposed of and patented to other parties prior to the issu- 
ance of the Simmons patent. 

The honorable Secretary of the Interlor, in his decision dated March 22, 

osed herein. in 


1883, copy incl: the case of Simmons vs. Eastham, holds that 
the issuance, delivery, and pr ys eye of said patent for the Simmons claim 
pee usted the j ction of the Land Department over the matters in- 
volved. 


In view of thiscondition of affairs I can see no objection to the proposed 
l ation when the corrections herein suggested are made, 
bill No. 3382 is herewith returned. 


Very respectfull: 
A W. M. STONE, Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Transcript of field notes of the survey of the Wheelock Simmons donation land 


Mr. VEST. It is not necessary to read the remainder of the 
report. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon one ques- 
tion. A former Secretary of the Interior speaks of an amend- 
ee tothe bill. Isthatamendmentincorporated in the present 
bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think so. I will compare the bill and report 
and answer in a moment. It is an old donation claim. The title 
has passed out of the Government for many years; but in grant- 
ing the patent the line was run east instead of west. So they 
do not inclose any land unless they evidence their title; and they 
can not do it, the Land Office holds, without this legislation. 
The title has not been in the Government for many years. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that it is an old donation claim. I 
have no doubt the general object of the bill is right, but I want 
to know whether the amendment suggested 11 the Secretary of 
the Interior is incorporated in the pending bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be passed over informally and I will 
run over the aa and see, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over in- 


formally. 

Mr. DOLPH subsequently said. Ihave examined the bill that 
was underconsideration. I find that the amendments 9 7 1 — 
by the Secretary of the Interior are in the bill. The bill is cor- 
rect as it is printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been inform- 
ally laid aside, it is again before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was the bill taken up in its order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was taken up in order and 

over informally a few minutes ago. 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been read. 

Mr. HARRIS. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, under 
the rules the Senate would proceed to the consideration of bills 
under Rule [X, but I ask unanimous consent that for the re- 
mainder of to-day’s session we shall proceed under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 


asks unanimous consent that during the remainder of to-day's 
session the Senate shall proceed under Rule VIII. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. The pending bill is in the 
Senate and open to amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

PUBLIC PARK RESERVATION IN OREGON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be proceeded with under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 69) to grant to the State of Oregon townships 27, 
28, 29, 30, and 31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of Willamette 
meridian, in the State of Oregon, for a public park, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOLPH. All this land isembraced in the forest reserva- 
tion now. A similar bill has several times passed Congress. It 
would not affect that question. It simply continues the reser- 
vation, but puts the burden on the State of protecting the park 
from being despoiled or tres upon. All the land has been 
withdrawn from settlement for several years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The bill (S. 355) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned 
Fort Maginnis military reservation, in Montana, under the min- 
ing and homestead laws, for educational and other purposes, was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 53 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 9, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate Janury 8, 189}. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

John M. B. Sill, of Michigan, to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Korea, vice Augustine Heard, 
resigned. 

CHIEF JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF UTAH. 


Samuel A. Merritt, of Utah Territory, to be chief justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, vice Charles S. Zane, 
whose term expired January 7, 1894. 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF OKLAHOMA. 

A. G. Curtin Bierer, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, as 
provided for by act approved December 21, 1893. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Albert A. Wilson, of the District of Columbia, to be marshal 
of the United States for the District of Columbia, vice Daniel M. 
Ransdell, resigned. 

Shaw F. Neely, of Kansas, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Kansas, vice Richard L. Walker, resigned. 

J. V. Guillotte, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice John B. Donnally, whose 
term will expire Jan 20, 1894. 

O. J. Carroll, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of North Carolina, vice Joshua B. 
Hill, resigned. 

Joseph E. Cronan, oſ North Dakota, to be marshal of the United 
3 for the district of North Dakota, vice Albert F. Price, re- 
signed. 

J. Shelby Williams, of Texas, to be marshal of the United 
een for the eastern district of Texas, vice J. J. Dickerson, re- 
8 '- 

J. N. McKenzie, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United 
States for the middle district of Tennessee, vice Carter B. Har- 
rison, whose term will expire January 20, 1894. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Cato Sells, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States for the 
northern district of Iowa, vice Maurice D. O'Connell, whose term 
will expire January 27, 1894. 

William M. Smith, of Kentucky, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Kentucky, vice George W. Jolly, whose 
term will expire January 27, 1894. 

Charles Allen Jones, of Nevada, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Nevada, vice John W. itcher, whose 
term will expire January 27, 1894. 

John H. Benter, of Vermont, to be attorney of the United 


1894. 


States for the district of Vermont, vice Frank Plumley, resigned, 
to take effect January 10, 1894. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Waverly Stairley, of California, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fourth district of California, to succeed H. W. 
Byington, resigned. 

George W. Wilson, of Florida, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the district of Florida, to succeed Dennis Eagan, re- 


signed. 

‘Vellville E. Carter, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina,in place 
of Kope Elias, nominated to succeed William W. Rollins, re- 
si . The nomination of Mr. Elias is withdrawn. 

enry Blackman, of Oregon, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the district of Oregon, to succeed Milton Weidler, re- 
signed. 

8 E. Shearer, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania, to suc- 
ceed Sam M. Fridy, resigned. 

Grant Herring, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
Thomas F. Penman, removed. 

Samuel A. Townes, of South Carolina, to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the district of South Carolina, to succeed Eu- 
gene A. Webster, resigned. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

James R. Johnston, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Wal- 
ter Johnson, removed: 

W. B. Humphrey, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 

rt of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa, to succeed Jonas M. 
Eieland, resigned. 

APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Alfred S. Kimball, of Maine, to be Sporer of merchandise 
in the district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine, 
to succeed Eben E. Rand, removed. 

Simon C. Karrer, of Michigan, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, to succeed 
Charles F. Kimball, removed. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

John B. Malony, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, to succeed 
George H. Hopkins, whose term of office will expire by limita- 
tion January 19, 1894. 

John T. Lesley, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Tampa, in the State of Florida, to succeed Edward R. 
Gunby, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Enoch A. Higbee, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Great Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey, 
to succeed John Price, whose term of office will expire by limi- 
tation January 14, 1894. 

Benjamin M. Price, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey, to 
succeed William T. Hopper, whose term of office has expired by 
limitation. 

Frank N. Potter, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Cape Vincent, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed G. Harrison Smith, removed. 

Stephen H. Lane, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina, to 
succeed Robert Hancock, jr., resigned. 

Wesley G. Andrews, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia, to succeed 
T. Jefferson Jarratt, whose term of office has expired by limita- 
tion. 

MEMBER MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Maj. Charles J. Allen, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
to bea member of the Missouri River Commission provided for 
by the act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, entitled An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser- 
vation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes,” vice Ernst, resigned. 

MEMBER MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Lieut. Col. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, to be a member of the commission provided for in the act of 
3 se aaa June 28, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the appointment of a Mississippi River Commission for the 
improvement of said river from the Head of the Passes, nearits 
mouth, to its headwaters,” vice Ernst, resigned. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

Richard B. Hughes, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be surveyor- 

general of South Dakota, vice Boetious H. Sullivan, to be removed. 
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i REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Sylvester Hull, of Redding, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Redding, Cal., vice Adolph Dobrowsky, to be removed. 

James N. Fike, of Colby, Kans., to be register of the land office 
at Colby, Kans., a newly established office by consolidation of 
Kirwin with Oberlin land office and removal from Oberlin, vice 
Cyrus Anderson, whose term of office will expire January 8, 1894. 

John I, Lee, of Ashland, Kans., to be register of the land office 
at Dodge City, Kans., a newly established office by consolidation 
of Larned with Garden City land office and removal from Garden 
City, vice Daniel M. Frost, whose term of office will expire Jan- 
uary 8, 1894. d 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Lafayette S. Barnes, of Redding, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Redding, Cal., vice John V. Scott, whose term of 
office will expire January 8, 1894. 

James F. Thompson, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Humboldt, Cal., vice Augustus J. Wiley, whose term 
of office will expire January 26, 1894. 

Thomas J. McCue, of Norton, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Colby, Kans., a newly established office by consolida- 
tion of Kirwin with Oberlin land office and removal from Ober- 
lin, vice James B. McGonigal, resigned. 

George T. Crist, of Santa Fe, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Dodge City, Kans., a newly established office by con- 
solidation of Larned with Garden City land office and removai 
from Garden City, vice Jesse Taylor, whose term of office will 
one January 8, 1894. 

lin F. Macdonald, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be receiver of public 
noy at St. Cloud, Minn., vice William Westerman, term ex- 
pired. 

Marvin E. Mathews, of Marshall, Minn., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Marshall, Minn., vice Everett P. Freeman, 
term expired. 

Frank Harris, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Salt Lake City, Ulah, vice Hoyt Sherman, jr., 
whose term of office will expire January 21, 1894. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Harrison H. Wheeler, of Ludington, Mich., to be pension 
agent at Detroit, Mich., vice Edward H. Harvey, to be removed. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Joseph Clements, of Dakota City, Nebr., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Santee Agency in Nebraska, vice James E. Helms, 
to be removed. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
To be post chaplain. 

The Rex. James Wilson Hillman, of New York, January 4, 
1894, vice Tully, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 

First Lieut. Henry J. Reilly, Fifth Artillery, to be captain, 
January 3, 1804, vice Fessenden, Fifth Artillery, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. Oscar I. Straub, First Artillery to be first lieu- 
tenant, January 3, 1894, vice Reilly, Fifth Artillery, promoted. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. Lawrence H. Moses, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant in said corps, vice First Lieut. James A. 
Turner, retired. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
e) James H. Glennon, to be a lieutenant in 
ore vers from December 26, 1893, vice Lieut. Charles A. Stone, 
retired. 


1 Robert B. Dashiell, to be a lieutenant (junior grade 
in the Navy, from December 26, 1893, vice Lieut. (junior grade 
James H. Glennon, promoted. 

Lieut. (junior grade) William R. Rush, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from mber 26, 1893, vice Lieut. S. L. Graham, re- 
tired [subject to the examinations required by law]. 

Ensign Edward E. Capehart, to be a lieutenant (junior grade 
in the Navy, from December 26, 1893, vice Lieut. (junior grade 
William R. Rush, promoted [subject to the examinations re- 
quired by law]. 


Lieut. (junior 


POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas R. Wilcockson, to be postmaster at Paragould, in the 
county of Greene and State of Arkansas, in the place of John S. 
Barker, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Jacob L. Argabrite, to be postmaster at Ventura, in the count 
of Ventura and State of California, in the place of Nathan H. 
Shaw, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

John A. Monaghan, to be postmaster at Nokomis, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the place of R. Gelly, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 


— 
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John C. McGrath, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the coun 
of Jersey and State of Illinois, in the place of A. H. Rue, resigned. 

Samuel W. Chapman, to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county 
of Kane and State of IIlinois, in the place of W. F. Hunter, whose 
commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Jacob Marx, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county of Kane 
and State of Illinois, in the place of John H. Hodder, whose com- 
mission expired December 19, 1893. 

George E. Young, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county 
of Lee and State of Illinois, in the place of J. E. Lewis, whose 
commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Thomas K. Fleming, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the 
county of Pike and State of Indiana, in the place of W. C. Adams, 
removed. 

Emanuel B. Thumma, to be tmastar at Garrett, in the 
county of Dekalb and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry M. 
Bicknell, whose commission expires January 8, 1894. 

Parley Sheldon, to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of 
Story and State of Iowa, in the place of J. E. Duncan, whose 
commission expires January 9, 1894. 

Fred A. Lischer, to bə postmaster at Davenport, in the county 
of Scott and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry Egbert, whose 
commission expires January 8, 1894. 

William N. Hood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Washington and State of Iowa, in the place of William 
Wilson, jr., whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

William S. McChesney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Kentucky, in the place of James 
R. Howard, removed. 

Alverdo M. Glover, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Nebraska, in the place of John Tweedy, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Frank G. Tower, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of T. E. Hayes, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Samuel S. Bowne, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York, in the place of F. L. 
Gilbert, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Nicholas Conzet, jr., to be postmaster at College Point, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, in the place of H. 
Herbig, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

J. Horatio Earll, to be postmaster at Skaneateles, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of Edson D. 
Gillett, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

David S. Haines, to be postmaster at Sandy Hill, in the count 
of Washington and State of New York, in the place of G. W. 
Clarke, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Josiah J. Hasbrouck, to be postmaster at New Paltz, in the 
county of Ulster and State of New York, in the place of Jesse 
Elting, whose commission expired December 21,1893. 

Leander B. Lent, to be postmaster at Brewster, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York, in the place of E. W. Addis, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Daniel O’Leary, jr., to be postmaster at Glens Falls, in the 
county of Warren and State of New York, in the place of Wil- 
liam W. Rockwell, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Stephen J. Lonergan, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in 
the county of Onondaga and State of New York, in the place of 
Lucian C. Smith, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Elijah W. Rawls, to be postmaster at Tarboro, in the county 
of Fdgecombe and State of North Carolina, in the place of Jo- 
seph J. Martin, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

rederick Gerth, to be postmaster at Millersville, in the county 


of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a | sippi calls u 


postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested iu 
the President on and after January 1, 1894. 


John H. Stauffer, whose nomination was sent to the Senate 
on the 4th of January, 1894, to be 8 at Millersville, 
county of Lancaster, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January $, 1894. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Terence Martin, of Fargo, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Fargo, N. Dak. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John D. Stocker, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs for the 

port of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia. 
POST MASTERS. 

Edmund B. MeCianahan, to be postmaster at Waukegan, in 
the county of Lake and State of Illinois. 

F. Charles Donohue, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Stephenson and State of Illinois. 

John D. Waterman, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the 
county of Winnebago and State of Illinois. 

Lewis McCoy, to be postmaster at Golconda, in the county of 
Pore and State of Illinois. 

Charles N. Smith, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county 
of Boone and Stats of Illinois. 

John W. F. King, to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county 
of Alachua and State of Florida. 

E. H. Taylor, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county 
of Haywood and State of Tennessee. 

Frank G. Wood, to be postmaster at Gerard, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois. 

William H. O’Connell, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the 
county of Audubon and State of Iowa. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 8, 1894. 

CONSULTING ENGINEER. 

Frank H. Dabney, of Louisiana, to be consulting engineer of 
the United States on the International Boundary Commission 
provided for in the convention with Mexico, of March 1, 1889. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Waverly Stairley, of California, to be collector of internal rev- 

enue for the fourth district of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 8, 1894. 


The House met at 12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I call up the report from the Committee 
on Rules, the pending question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call up the privileged question that I 
have raised. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] calls up the pending resolution. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I call up the question of privilege that 


| I have raised, and that I claim to be pending. 


The SPEAKER (continuing). The gentleman from Missis- 
pes report from the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the question of 


rivilege 


; p 
Carroll M. Lovell, to be postmaster at Dickson, in the county | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has called 


of Dickson and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

Oliver P. Basford, to be postmaster at Flatonia, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Texas, in the place of Julius Laux, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1893. 

John Topp, to be ter at Columbus, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John R. Decker, 
whose commission expires January 9, 1894. í 

Samuel M. Sinead, to be ter at Fond du Lac, in the 
county of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
James T. Green, removed. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate January &, 1894. 
berts, whose nominstion was delivered 
to the Senate December 5, to be consul of the United States 


up a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order, if the Speaker 
pleases, that the action of the Speaker in giving precedence, or 
attempting to give precedence, to a report of the Committee on 
Rules at this time over a question involving the highest privi- 
leges of the House, is in violation of the honor, dignity, and 
privileges of the House,” under the rulings of this House as 
shown by the Journal of the Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 
I demand that the question shall be submitted to the House for 
its determination, as otherwise the privileges of the House might 
be absolutely abrogated in every contingency thatcould possibly 


arise. 
In the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 2548 of the 
Journal, this rule was laid down by Speaker Carlisle, in accord- 


ance with the uniform practice of the House: 


eee, ze int of order is made that SET E 2 2 
olation 1 vileges of the Ho b is not a ques- 
tion for the Chair but for the W inal ONAIN a : 


Under this ruling, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 


1894. 


it is absolutely incumbent on the Speaker of the House to sub- 
mit to the House, itself to decide, the question whether the 
privileges of the House, in determining the integrity of its own 
rights, proceedings, and functions, which are alleged to have 
been invaded, overthrown, or usurped by the Executive, pre- 
sents a question of higher privilege than a mere rule as to the 
number of hours the House shall devote to the discussion or con- 
sideration of any bill. : 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is a question of which 
the House itself must take cognizance, for there is not acourtin 
the United States sitting on any case that is not, under the rulings 
and precedents of the common law, required to take cognizance 
of notorious facts and matters of public information. Certainly 
nothing is more notorious than the facts proclaimed in every 

rtion of the public press that the acts and circumstances which 
Pia the basis of this question of privilege that I have brought 
before the House, and the House's action on which I think to be 
absolutely essential tothe maintenance of the dignity, the rights, 
and the capacity to act of a coördinate branch of the Govern- 
ment have become flagrant by reason of what has transpired 
abroad, to which I need not refer in detail. : i 

Every member of this House knows that the situation which I 
have deprecated, and to which this resolution refers, has culmi- 
nated already in accordance with the prediction that I made 
when I introduced the resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives 
can not afford, for any mere temporary political exigency—itcan 
not afford, under any passion or prejudice, to ignore a funda- 
mental question which goes to the right of existence of this 
House itself, which I claim has been invaded and usurped. I 
make the point of order, under the rules of the House, that the 
question shana be submitted to this House. I make the pointef 
order that these proceedings, the Speaker's refusing to enter- 
tain a question of the highest privilege and insisting upon the 
consideration of a rule involving only an order of legislative 
procedure, thus barring out every other question, would bar out 
a President's message, would exclude an impeachment of the 
President, would refuse consideration of the fact even that a 
President might have sent a message to this House declaring 
that he had usurped imperial power and assumed to dissolve the 
Congress. According to the rulings of the Speaker, the House 
stands here manacled and unable to assert its own dignity or to 
protect its own rights. I insist that the point of order shall be 
submitted to the House for its own decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if the House will indulge him 
for a moment, will make a statement. The Constitution pro- 
vides that each House shall establish rules for its own govern- 
menta This House, in the execution of that power, hasestablished 
rules. Among the rules so established is one prescribing the 
rights of the members as to questions of personal privilege, and 
the rights of members in the aggregate as to questions respect- 
ing the honor and dignity of the House. The House has also 
provided, in the same rules, the manner and method by which 
the rules may be changed or altered; and in order that force and 
effect may be given to any intention and purpose of the House to 
alter its own rules, provision has been made that when a report 
is brought in for their alteration no motion shall be in order ex- 
cept the motion to adjourn, or, using the language of the rule— 

No other dilatory motion. 

There is now pending before the House an order tochange the 
rules of the House. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] could invoke an existing rule to prevent the action of 
the House upon a proposed change of the rules, then you would 
be in that condition where you would have tied yourselves hand 
and foot, and could not change the rules that were once estab- 
lished. Suppose this report from the Committee on Rules was 
simply to repeal the very rule which the gentleman from Maine 
now invokes. Suppose it was a resolution to change the rules 
as to questions of privilege. Could it be contended for a mo- 
ment that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOoUTELLE] could 
defeat the wish of the House to change that rule by a resort to 
that rule itself; that he could say, You shall not consider a 
proposition to change that rule, because I propose to ask you to 
act under that rule, although you now desire to change it?” 

The proposition reported from the Committee on Rules is one 
which, if adopted, defines exactly what the House shall do from 
day to day until and including the 25th day of the month. And 
whilst it is true that there is a rule providing for matters of 
pratense; it is also true that this House has reserved the right 

change that rule, to spand or abrogate that rule; and the 

e 


rule that is now before ouse for its consideration has for its 


object the suspension of the operation of the very rule invoked 
the 8 as well as any other rules which are in con- 
t with the express terms of the order itself. Therefore it is 
a question that is really for the House. If the Housedeems that 
ve been assailed by any action, either 


its honor and dignity 
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of the Speaker or any department of the Government, then if 
the House desires to proceed at once to consider that question 
the House can vote down this rule and proceed to consider it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no 

The SPEAKER. But the House has never delegated to one 
era the exclusive right to take care of its honor and its 

ignity. peepee on the Democratic side.] ou 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Ahl but, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter to be determined by a ma- 
jority of- the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what I am demanding. 
[Cries of “ Regular order!” on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. Ifa majority of the House desire to proceed 
with the question called up by the gentleman from Maine, if the 
House shall vote down the pending proposition from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, then the gentleman from Maine will be recog- 
nized to call up his question of privilege, and if the question of 
consideration is not raised against it—or, if raised againstit, is. 
not sustained—then the House would proceed to consider that 
n So that there is no such thing as any individual 

inding the House. If the House declines now to proceed as in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], it is be- 


cause the majority of the House do not wish so to proceed at 


this time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That has net been determined. 

The SPEAKER. That question can be decided by the vote 
upon the report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Speaker please, I call his attention 
to the fact—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] This is the ‘‘ reg- 
ular order.” I call the Chair's attention to the fact that I am 
not arrogating to myself uny special power. Speaker Carlisle, 
in the ruling to which I refer, held: 

Whenever a point of order is made that any mat proceeding 
lation of the honor, ity, or privileges 1 the cal itis nota 5 
for the Chair, but for the House itself to determine. 

I make the point of order that it is a question which, whenever 
raised—and I am 8 8 the question of order as to the ruling 
of the Chair—must be determined by the House. I make the 
point of order that the Speaker in his ruling, substituting 
his own interpretation as to his duties under the rules at this 
1 in pi of the will of the House, is violating the priv- 

lege of this House to determine the question of order for itself. 
On that question Speaker Carlisle’s ruling is perfectly clear— 
that it is not a question for the Chair, but for the House itself 
to determine,” 

The SPEAKER. The e is merely the organ of the 
House. The rules of the House direct the Speaker, when a re- 
portis pending from the Committee on Rules, that he shall enter- 
tain no motion except one motion toadjourn, norshall he entertain 
any other dilatory motion; and the Chair holds that in the dis- 
charge of his duty as the executive officer of the House he must 
execute this rule. The House has made the rules. The present 
occupant of the Chair knows of no rule of action prescribed for 
him except such as is prescribed by the majority, embodied in the 
code of rules which they adopt. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me to call the Chair's attention to 
this fact, which is very important here, that this can not be held 
in any sense to be a “ dilatory motion.“ This resolution of mine 
was pending before the report of the Committee on Rules was 
brought in, and was recognized by the Speaker as a question of 
the highest privilege. I am simply asserting and urging the 
privilege which that resolution had acquired before the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has on two previous days de- 
termined the question, and the question now is—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let us have it understood 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- 
man to make the motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwant to know the meaning of the ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- 
man to make the motion at this time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the Chair has recognized me, and has 
made a ruling; and I appeal from that ruling of the Chair, and 
say if the rules and the privileges of this House collectively are 
less 1 than the question of a rule of procedure 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain an appeal ona 


question of recognition. 
Mr. BOUTE. I 1 from the Chair’s refusal to enter - 
Cries of Regular order!’ 


tain an a pa 
The SP 
question—— 
Mr. REED. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
Mr. REED. Does the ir rule out the ap 
man from Maine, my colleague, on the groun 
tory motion? 


y 
The question is upon E Wee the previous 


state it. 
al of the gentle- 
that it is a dila- 
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The SPEAKER. TheChair had stated to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] that under the rules the Chair was not 
permitted to recognize the gentleman to make the motion. 

Mr. REED. But the Chair had recognized him 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had heard the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. And had ruled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled practically on the same 
question two days ago, on Friday and PAVINO, and to-day had 
heard the gentleman, supposing that he might have some author- 
ity to offer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I raised the point of order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that he could not recog- 
nize the gentleman to make a motion, because the rules expressly 
say that he shall not recognize any motion except a motion to 
adjourn. 

Ir. REED. A further parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. The Chair has stated to the House that it would 
be in the power of the House to control this matter by directac- 
tion; namely, by opposing the adoption of the rule now pre- 
sented. Would it be in order toraise the question of considera- 
tion against this in order test this very question? That the 
House should have control of its own proceedings would seem to 
be beyond dispute; but it can not have control of its own pro- 
ceedings under the rules, as gentlemen upon the Democratic 
side are called upon to vote against a rule which otherwise they 

ht desire. 3 

ey might be willing to vote against consideration upon the 
ground that as soon as they had disposed of this Hawaiian mat- 
ter, either by laying iton the table or refusing to consider it, 
they could then proceed upon this proposed rule. Butif they 
defeat the rule they deprive themselves of that right; andI take 
this occasion to suggest to the Chair that perhaps there ought 
to be arevision of the former ruling of the Chair, that the House 
could not raise the question of consideration st a report of 
the Committee on Rules. This is one of the bad consequences 
to which that ruling has led. That ruling, I think, was made 
under a mistaken idea that there was some analogy between the 
present situation and a motion for the suspension of the rules. 

Of course, if the Chair believed that my coll e [Mr. BoU- 
TELLE) was presenting this matter for purposes of delay, or any- 
thing of that sort, then, under the general parliamentary law of 
every civilized body, the Chair would have the right to rule it 
out, subject to future corrective action by the House if there 
were any abuse; but surely we ought not to be put in a posi- 
tion where the House may not take up a question relating to its 
own dignity by d ing temporarily of a proposition to change 
the rules without being obliged to dispose of it permanently. 
Allow me in this connection, in order to show the importance of 
this situation, and of the course of action that ought to be taken 
in regard to it, to suggest to the Chair a possibility. Suppose 
it were within the knowledge of any member of the House at this 
moment that somebody, some band of undisciplined or of disci- 
plined people, were marching upon this House, and the House 
might desire to call for properaid in order to preserve its exist- 
ence. Sup a member should rise in his place and say that 
he desired to present that as a question of the highest privilege, 
and to ask for action on the part of the House in order to pre- 
serve itsown existence. Nobody would for an instant dispute the 
superior right of that question over the present proposition 
which the Speaker is about to lay before the House. The Chair 
will please observe that this point does not depend upon the im- 
portance of the question presented. I put an extreme case, be- 
cause it is only by putting an extreme case that we can see the 
full extent of the ruling. The principle is precisely the same 
whenever any question of privilege is presented to the House, 
and the House alone can determine whether the question is of 
sufficient importance to justify the interruption of its present 
business. r ; 

Now let me say that a question of privilege is not dependent 
upon a rule of this House. Without any rule it is inherent in 

e nature of a legislative body that it must have the right to 
interrupt temporary business for the purpose of preserving its 
own existence; and what is necessary in order to preserve its 
own existence can only be determined by the House itself. I 
think that possibly the Speaker may have been led intoerror in 
regard to this—if eisinerror. I mean to speak with perfect 
respect upon this subject, because I understand somewhat of the 
dificulties of ruling upon questions which spring up suddenly, 
and even of ruling upon questions as to which one has plenty of 
time for deliberation. ut the question, I say, must be deter- 
mined by the House, either primarily by the Speaker, with an 
appeal from his decision, or by submission to the House itself. 

ow, this being the case, ought there not to be a series of 
rulings which will allow the House to remain in that position? 
It is perfectly true that the House has a right to c e its 
rules, not merely under the Constitution, for in my judgment 


the Constitution is only 8 ol an inherent power which 
exists in every parliamentary y- It undoubtedly has the 
right to change its rules, and if this were a direct proposition to 
change this rule alone in order to get rid of this question as the 
House might desire, why then the intimation of the Speaker 
would seem to be entirely correct. 

But here is a general proposition, and I do not believe that by 
any rulings which have been heretofore made this order, either 
in its inception or in its execution, could be saved from inter- 
ruption when any matter of privilege concerning the House itself 
was up. In other words, I mean to assert that if this rule were 
actually adopted it would not abrogate the other rule to which 
my colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] has appealed. If, in the midst of 
the discussion which is to take place under this rule, and which 
is limited and prescribed by the rule, any member should rise in 
his place and present a question of privilege relating to the ex- 
istence of the House—which of course would be a question of 
privilege of the highest kind—my judgment is that the Chair 
would obliged to rule that that question of privilege had 
precedence and to call upon the House to dispose of it. 

Of course the thing which the Chair really has in mind, per- 
haps, although he may not be conscious of it, because this isa 
question of feeling—the corny may be that this is for purposes 
of delay. Upon that question I have nothing to say except that 
the Chair has a perfect right, subject to the animadversion of 
the House afterward in proper form—the Chair has a perfect 
right, on his responsibility as Speaker of the House, to rule that 
motion out. Butlinterpose here—my colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
knows thatI have had nothing to do whatever with the proceed- 
ings with re to this matter heretofore 

Ir. BOUTELLE. I cheerfully relieve my colleague from all 
responsibility for my action in this matter. 

r. REED. Ihave had nothing to do with it; but I do desire 
that this matter shall be put upon a basis where the rule would 
be such that we can transact business in orderly fashion, and it 
seems to me that if the Chair would give consideration to the 
whole condition of affairs he would either change the intimation 
which has already been made or else permit the question of con- 
sideration to be raised. 

I am quite well aware that the Chair has'been justified by the 
action of the House. I am quite well aware that the action of 
the House sustaining an appeal from the decision of the Chair is 
conclusive evidence, in a way, of what parliamentary law is for 
the time being. That I fully admit. But at the same time we 
all know that a Speaker is sustained ordinarily by his side of the 
House, and it is advantageous for the dignity and honor of the 
House that that should be so. Yet there have been instances 
where Speakers, upon examining the matter, have seen fit to 
submit the whole situation to the House. P 

I have discharged my duty in presenting this matter as it 
seems to my mind. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. [Cries ok Regular order!“ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I desire to emphasize, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One moment, please. On the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] as to the propriety of 
recognizing the right to raise the question of consideration ona 
report from the Committee on Rules, the Chair will say, it has 
always been held in this body that the question of consideration 
could not be raised against what is known and defined as the 
order of business. For instance, a gentleman makes a motion 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to 
consider a certain bill. The question of consideration can not 
be raised against that. The question of consideration is deter- 
mined on that motion by voting it up or voting itdown. Now, 
the Chair, in making the saline in respect to a report from the 
Committee on Rules, regarded it as in the nature of a motion 
relating to the order of business, and therefore held that the 
question of consideration could not be raised, because the House 
could determine that order of business by rowing ma proposed 
rule up or voting it down, and the effect would the same as 
though the question of consideration were recognized. The 
Chair so held in the last Con and again in this; and the 
decision was sustained by the House. 

Of course the Chair is aware, painfully aware, of the fact sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine, that very often the occu- 
pant of the chair isforced to make decisions withoutsuch inves- 
tigation as he would like to give, and doubtless is often in error. 
But in regard to the present decision the Chair does not see 
that any harm can come from it, because it is within the power 
of the House at any time to dispose of the question presented. 
Take the present case. Suppose there were a great emergency, 
as suggested by the gentleman from Maine; it would be in the 
power of the House to of the report from the Committee 
on Rules in forty minutes—to get it out of the way; a majority 
could get it out of the way in forty minutes. There are thirty 
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minutes allowed for debate; and then in ten minutes more the 
majority of the House could get thequestion out of the way. So 
that there could be no hardship as the effect of this ruling. 

Of course, if there were no quorum present, or if members 

resent failed to vote, so that no quorum appeared, there might 
fe some embarrassment; but if a majority of the House should 
desire to dispose of the pending matter, so as to reach another 
matter, some great privileged question, it could doso. This is 
not like a lingering matter; it could be disposed of certainly in 
an hour, so as to reach any business that the House mightdesire 
to reach. 

The Chair has thus, in response to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, given expression to the views that governed 
him in originally holding that the question of consideration 
could not be raised against a report of the Committee on Rules. 
The question is now upon the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the Speaker ruled upon the question 
of precedence now presented. the Chair has—— 

he SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gentle- 
man to make the motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair stated a moment ago that this 
presented a question of order—he recognized it as a question of 

‘the order of business.” Icall the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that a question of privilege takes precedence of every 
question of the order of business, according to the specific lan- 
guage of the rule and precedent I have quoted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has endeavored to express his 
views in regard to the question presented by the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the Chair decline to entertain an ap- 
al 


P The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to recognize the gentle- 
man again. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair declines to entertain an ap- 
1 


Phe SPEAKER. Noappeal can be entertained upon a ques- 
tion of recognition. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isimply pee against this proceeding as 
a usurpation on the part of the Speaker, only equaled by the 
usurpation on the part of the Executive. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will take his 
seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ishall do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume his seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ishall do so under duress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will do so at once. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will request the gentleman to resume his seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will not be necessary. I understand 
what force and duress are—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). And that they do not fore- 
close any constitutional right. 

Mr. BOUTELLE resumed his seat. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand of the gentle- 
ne from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] for the previous ques- 

on. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BURROWS. Simply to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.BURROWS. There has been some delay in the adoption 
of this proposed rule presented by the Committee on Rules—— 

Mr. A'SCHINGS. Let us have order, Mr. Speaker. It is 
im ible to hear the gentleman. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair has endeavored to preserve order 
upon the floor, and will request gentlemen to resume theirseats 
and cease conversation. 

Mr. BURROWS, I was saying that there has been some delay 
in the adoption of the report from the Committee on Rules, and 
I query whether the language of the rule itself ought not to be 
changed. It provides now as it stands that ‘‘next Monday,” in 
the lunguage of the rule, the House shall take a recess until 3 
o'clock, the evening session commencing at that time to be for 
pon debate only. If that is the intention of the rule it will 

well to have it understood now. That is, however, its lan- 
gu e, and of course the rule does not become operative until it 

adopted by the House, although introduced several days ago. 
To pass the rule in its present form would require that on next 
Monday, a week from to-day, there shall be an evening session, 
commencing at 8 o’clock, for general debate. 

The SPEAKER. To what part of the rule does the gentle- 
man from Michigan refer? 

Mr. BURROWS. To the last clause of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. That refers to the general debate only- 
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Mr. BURROWS. Yes. If it is the intention to have the de- 
bate begin next Monday it ought to be understood now. 

The SPEAKER. It provides for this week also. It may be 
necessary, however, to bring in another rule to correct that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is impossible to hear 
the ruling of the Chair in the confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan rose to ask 
whether, as the order was not adopted when presented—and we 
all, of course, understand the reason why the difficulty arises— 
the construction would be that the general debate at the even- 
ing session should vegin on next Monday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the Chair to 
make some ruling as to the question of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggested that this refers to 
night sessions only, not to the day sessions. The Chair stated that 
it was the intention of the order that beginning with to-night 
evening sessions should be held for debate only; and if there was 
ay doubt about it the rule could be made to conform to that in- 

ntion. : 

The gentleman from Mississippi demands the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution from the Committee on 
Rules, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask if 
the previous question ba voted down whether it would be in 
order to amend the resolution by extending the time for debate 
a day or two? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That would not be necessary. The rule 
itself provides that we may bring in another rule to extend the 
time if necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 0, 
not voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—1. 
Abbott, Covert, Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Alderson, Cox, Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va. 
Alexander, Jones, Pigott, 
Allen, Crawford, Kilgore, Price, 
Arnold, Culberson, ribbs, Reilly, 
Bailey, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Baldwin, Davey, Lane, Richardson, Mich, 
Bankhi De Armond, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartlett, De Fo timer, Ritchie, 
Barwig, Denson, Layton, Robbins, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsm r, Robertson, La. 
Beltzhoover, Dockery, e, Russell, Ga. 
8 Donovan, Ryan, 

Black, Ga. Dunn, Lockwood, Sarara; 
Black, III. e A Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
. lp Durborow, Sea Sheli; 

and, un agner, nodgrass, 
Bo en, 8 — — Ky. — guire, Syrian 

wer, ory, ger, 
Branch, Enic „ hall, Stallings, 
Brawley, Epes, Martin, Ind. Stevens. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Everett, McCreary. rait, 
Bretz, Fielder, McCulloch, Swanson, 
Brookshire, Fithian, McDannold, Talbert, S. C. 
Brown, Forman, McDearmon, Talbott, Md 
Bryan, McEttrick, Tarsney, 
Bynum, eary, eGann, Tate, 
Cabaniss, Geissenhainer. McKaig. Taylor, Ind 
Caminetti, Goldzier, MeLa Terry, 
Cannon, Cal Goodnight, McMillin, Tracey, 
Capehart, rady, McNagny, Tucker, 

th, Gresham, McRae, Turner, 
Catchings, Griffin, Meredith, Turpin, 
Causey, Hail, Money, ler, 

Y, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, arner, 
Clark, Mo. Hammond. Morgan, Was on, 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Moses, Weadoc 
Cobb, Mo. Harter, Mutchler, Wells, 

kran, Hayes, Neill, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Heard, Oates, Whiting, 
Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Williams, III. 
Compton, Hendrix, Outhwaite, Williams, Miss, 
Conn, Holman, e, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Wise. 
Cooper, Fla. Houk, Ohio Patterson. Woodard. 
Cooper, Ind Hunter, Paynter, 

Thish. Hutcheson, Pearson, 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—161. 
Adams, Ky Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Tex. Gear, 
Adams, Pa. Brattan, Cooper, Wis. Gillet, N. Y. 
Aitken, Brickner, Cousins Gillett, Mass. 
Aldrich, Broderick, Curtis, Kans, Gorman, 
Apsley, Brosius, Curtis, N. Y. Graham, 
Avery, Bundy, Dalzell, Grosvenor, 
Babcock, Bunn, Daniels, Gront, 
Baker, Kans Burnes, Davis, Hager, 
waker, N. H. Burrows, Dingley, Hainer, 
es, Cadm Doliiver, Haines, 

8 caan, 3 Harris 

en. U per, 
Bell, Colo. Cannon, III Ellis, 

gham, Chickering, Fletcher, Hatch, 
Blair, Childs, Funk, Haugen, 
Boen, Cobb, Ala. Funston, Heiner, 
Boutelle, Gardner, Henderson, Il. 
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Henderson, Iowa Loudenslager, Powers, Strong, 
Hepburn, Lucas, Randall, Sweet, 
Hermann, Mahon, Ray, Tawney, 
Marsh, Rayner, Taylor, Tenn. 

Hilborn, Marvin, N. Y. Reed. Thomas. 
Hines, McCall, Reyburn, a ne 
Hitt, McCleary, Minn. Robinson, Pa. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hooker, N. V. McDowell, Rusk, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Hopkins, II. McKeighan, Russell, Conn. Wadsworth, 
Hopkins, Pa. Meiklejohn, Scranton, Walker, 
Houk, Tenn. Mercer, Settle, Wanger, 
Hudson, 1 Shaw. Waugh, 
Hulick, Milliken, Sherman, Wever, 
Hull, Moon, Sibley, Wheeler, I. 
Johnson, Morse, Sickies, White, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Murray, Simpson, Wilson, Ohio 
Joy, Newlands, we. Wilson, Wash. 
Kem, Northway. Smith, Wolverton, 
Kiefer, Payne, Sperry, Woomer, 
Lacey, - Pence, Stephenson, Wright, Mass. 
Lawson, Perkins, Stockdale, Wright, Pa. 
Lefever, Phillips. Stone, C. W. 
Linton, Pickler, Stone, W.A 
Lond, Post, torer. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 


Mr. HATCH with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

For this day: 

Mr. BARNES with Mr, LEFEVER. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. PERKINS. ; 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. WOLVERTON with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr, BRATTAN with Mr. RAY. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. POST. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. WEVER, 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. i soar I desire to ask 
leave of absence for my colleague Gen. BINGHAM. I called to 
see him yesterday and found him sick in bed. 

There being no objection, Mr. BINGHAM was excused. 

During the roll call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, before the roll call pro- 
ceeds further I ask the Clerk to read clause 7 of Rule XIV. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule at the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7. While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no 
member shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speak- 
ing, pass between him and the Chair; and du the session of the House 
no member shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call 
of the roll or the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; 
and the raph pooper and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict en- 
forcement of this clause, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. S er, I hope that rule will be en- 
forced thoroughly in all of its particulars as well as in one. 

The roll call was then resumed and concluded as above. 

Mr. REED. I desire to call the attention of the Chair toa 
fact just stated to me, that is, that there are aconsiderable num- 
ber of members under arrest. Would they have a right to 
vote: 

The SPEAKER. That is a question the gentleman from 
Maine may recollect which came up in the last Congress, and it 
was then held that they might vote on any question except on 
their own cases; thé idea being that there was no power on the 
part of the House to deprive a member of his right to vote. 

Mr. REED. The Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided—or, has given utterance to a dictum I should say to be 
more accurate—that the House might imprison a member. If 
the House may imprison a member, of course it may deprive 
him of his vote. I can hardly conceive of a member being al- 
lowed to vote while he was actually under arrest and in contempt 
of the House. 

I should have called the attention of the Chair to it had it 
been called to my attention earlier; but I did it as soon as I was 
informed. I think it is a matter of very great importance for 
the House to know precisely what the situation is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, no member has been brought 
before the bar of the House for contempt. 

Mr. REED. No members have been brought before the bar 
of the House, but the Sergeant-at-Arms can not neglect his 
duty 
5 r. SPRINGER. There is no evidence of the fact before the 

ouse. 

Mr. REED. Iam informed that the Sergeant-at-Arms has 
arrested some thirty members. If he has done so, and is neg- 
lecting his duty to report the matter to the House, then we 
ought to know that. Y 

. MCMILLIN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Whether any report has been made to the 
Chair of the arrest of any members? 

The SPEAKER. No report has been made. 

5 MCMILLIN. That is all upon which the House will act, 
of course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, as a matter of 
fact, the Sergeant-at-Arms said to him just before the House 
met that he was preparing his report, but thatit would take him 
some little time to get it in order. = 

Mr. REED. I understand he has some thirty members of the 
House under arrest. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Sergeant-at-Arms so informed me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maine] Mr. BOUTELLE] 
is not the person to whom the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms is 
to be made. 

Rabat SPEAKER. The ruling has been made heretofore 

At 

Whena motion has been made to discharge from custody several mem - 
bers at the same time, the members thus in custody are not entitled to vote 
on the question; but when several members are present in custody under 
the zame order, and a motion is made to discharge one, it is competent for 
the other members in custody to vote on the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER, This is nota qens of custody at all. 

The SPEAKER. That simply 8 ows that although a gentle- 
man is in custody, yet he has the right to vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We have no official knowledge of anybody 
being in custody. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
present, 

TheSPEAKER. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam paired with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELDEN]. Lask leave to withdraw my vote, 

The SPEAKER. The ago from New York [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] asks to withdraw his vote, stating that he is paired with 
his colleague [Mr. BELDEN]. 

Mr. REED. My object in intervening in this matter is simply 
that we shall arrive ata proper conclusion. Lask that the Chair 
cause to be read the authority which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
I have not had an opportunity to look at it, have not read it my- 
self, but I am told that it bears on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


From the Congressional Globe, July 13, 1848, page 928. ] 
Mr. Borrs moved the previous question—in order, he remarked, that th 
Pasmat = 


a, Sy get to the 2 
© SPEAKER. e ger.tleman from Virginia being one of the tlemen 
75 content of the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Chair can not recognize tg [Great 
a r. 
r. LINCOLN, remarking that he believed he was still a member, moved 
= 3 question. 9 i 
he Speaker announced the question upon dispensing with further pro- 
ceedings in the case and remitting the fines raped yesterday. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
Mr. VENABLE inguired of the Chair whether the gentlemen in custody 
were entitled to vote upon this question? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the ae that they are not entitled to vote. 
Mr. Pettit rose and addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman from Indiana. 


[General laughter. } 
Mr. Houston of Alabama. I was here, sir. [A laugh.] I desire to know, 


if this motion should prevail, whether the amount of fees is to be paid to the 
Sergeant-of- Arms? [Cries of es!“ “Yes!") And if the fines of gentle- 
men are remitted then are the fees to be paid out of the Treasury? 

The Speaker replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. REED. There is a distinct declaration on the part of the 
Speaker at that time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was to excuse the members in 
the aggregate. 

Mr. REED. I think the Chair will see that the motion which 
was pending was simply to dispense with further proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of which would be to discharge 
the members in custody. 

Mr. REED. The effect might be that; but the ruling was 
that they could not vote. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was upon the theory that they 
were interested in the vote. 

Mr. REED. I do not think that is it. It seems to me that a 
member of the House cannot vote when he is in custody. The 
House may dispose of the question and put him out of custody. 
T want to suggest to the Speaker that perhaps the principle may 
be this: The House has ordered the arrest of members; how can 
it proceed to business until it disposes of that question? Other- 
wise we should have the very singular spectacle of men under 
arrest and in charge of the House voting, although not free 
members. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the reply to that would be that 
we have no official information that any gentleman who is under 
arrest has voted. 

Mr. REED. It does not matter whether the Chair has official 
information or not, when a member states that such is the fact, 


Ppa order. 
r. Speaker, I understand a quorum is 
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on his information, and the Speaker confirms it by stating that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms so informs him. 

I think the fact is — dispute; I think we ought not to 
hasten about this until we understand exactly what the rights 
and proprieties of the case are. It certainly would be a singu- 
lar spectacle if men were to vote and the House were to pro- 
ceed to business with members under arrest and their cases not 
disposed of. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield fora question? 

Mr. REED. I should think that the proper course would be 
now to proceed with the members, dispose of their cases, and 
then have them vote or not vote as the punishment of the House 
mightindicate. That might be done without abrogating any- 
thing that has taken place. j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how it would be in 
the power of the House, even if it were dis to do it, to pre- 
vent a member voting unless itexpelled him. You might put 
him in jail, and of course if you take his body away he can not 
vote; but if he were in the House under any circumstances I do 
not sse how it isin the power of the House to prevent his voting. 

Mr. REED. Who was the Speaker at that Congress, may I 
ask? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine and find out. 

Mr. REED. That decision was certainly made; but I recog- 
nize the fact that it must have been made in the call of the 
House, when considerable confusion reigned 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This simply emphasizes the necessity of 
first determining what are the privileges of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and whether we have a free and unshackled and 
unarrested House of Representatives to act upon a question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear the gentleman until 
the announcement is made. These statements have been made 
during a roll call. On this question the yeas are 189; the noes 
are none [applause on the Democratic side]: the ayes haveit, and 
the previous question is ordered. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered, and move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi to control the fifteen minutes in favor of the 
proposition and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] the fif- 
teen minutes in opposition, 

Mr. REED. I desire to present this point again—that there 
are now members of the House under arrest, that they are nec- 
essarily, as it stands now, in contempt of the House, andI think 
that that matter ought to be settled. Ido not ask that the matter 
be determined now, but I simply want to present it, so that when 
the question comes up for a vote the Chair may be able to find 
authorities and dispose of the question one way or the other. I 
do not care which way it is disposed of. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In what form do ee call it up? 

Mr. REED. I simply call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the same question will ariss when we come to a vote on 
the main question. That is all. [Cries of ‘*Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Maine if he desires to submit any remarks upon 
this question? 

Mr. REED. I purpose to do so. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. As some days have elapsed since this 
order was presented to the House, it may be well, perhaps, to 
restate distinctly just what the terms and conditions of the order 


are. 

The purpose of this order is to so amend the rules of this 
House that up to and including a final vote on the e of the 
bill only such business as is specifically named in this order shall 
be transacted. That business is as follows: It isallowable under 
the order to receive conference reports and reports from the 
Committee on Rules. It is allowable under the order to dispose 
of business on the Speaker's table. It is allowable for the Speaker 
to call committees forreports. When business of that character, 
if there shall be any such, has been disposed of, then, by the 
terms of this order, the House must proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. As the order is written what is known as!“ general 
debate” will expire with the adjournment of the House on 
Wednesday, the 10th of this month. 

Beginning on Thursday morning, aftersuch business as [have 
mentioned has been disposed of, the House is to enter upon the 
consideration of the bill under what is commonly-known as the 
“five-minute rule,” and its consideration under that rule is to 
proceed until the 25th, when itis hoped and expected that afinal 
vote will be had. The rule also contemplated that, beginning 
with this night, there should be night sessions, the House be- 
ing required to take a recess from the usual hour of adjournment 


until 8 o'clock for the purpose of having night sessions, such 
sessions to be devoted entirely to general debate. It was ex- 
ted, of course, that this rule would be adopted on the day of 

ts presentation. 

So far as these night sessions are concerned, the rule reads 
that“ beginning with M sip. es which is this Monday, at 
the hour of 5:30 o'clock on each day the House shall take a recess 
until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be devoted to general de- 
bate on said bill only.” As the order now stands, adopted liter- 
ally, Monday of next week would be next Monday;” but it is 
the purpose of the Committee on Rules to supplement this with 
another report, so that if the House chooses to do so it can begin 
with this general debate at evening sessions to-night. That is 
a trouble which springs from the fact I have stated, that the 
order was not adopted when it was expected it would be. 

I wish to state, as a matter of general information, that when 
the McKinley bill was under discussion four days were allowed 
for general debate. This order had contemplated setting apart 
five days for ie tae debate. On the McKinley bill eight days 
were given for discussion under the five-minute rule. OneSun- 
day having intervened, the effect was that on the 14th day from 
the beginning of the consideration of that bill the final vote was 
had. Under the terms of this rule seventeen days are allowed 
for the discussion and consideration of the bill, including gen- 
eral debate and debate under the five-minute rule. The Com- 
mittee on Rules, or the majority of the committee, had no desire 
to curtail debate upon this bill; but it was of the opinion that the 
condition of the business of the country was such that speedy 
action was more desired than discussion. We believed that we 
could not act too promptly in disposing finally of this measure. 

Every man must appreciate that, so long as there is uncer- 
tainty as to what the action of the House upon this measure is 
to be, so long will there be an unnecessary amount of suspense 
and uncertainty in the conduct ofthe great business enterprises 
of this country. I have myself received communications from 
several managers of business industries, including some who are 
utterly opposed to this bill, stating that itis very much to be de- 
sired that whatever action is to be taken shall be taken speedily, 
and the Committee on Rules believed, Mr. Speaker, that in pro- 
viding for a shortand limited debate they were fairly represent- 
ing the views of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber. 

“his is the first time for many years that the Democratic party 
has had the opportunity of putting in the shape of legisla- 
tion its views on the question of tariff taxation. We believe 
that the Wilson bill may be taken fairly as a great stride in the 
direction of the inauguration of the Democratic theory of taxa- 
tion. Of course it is not understood that it is claimed, even by 
those who framed the bill, that it is porer in all respects, for 
no human work can be perfect; but it is at all events a long step 
taken toward theestablishment asa part of our system of the 
Democratic theory of levying tariff taxes for revenue only. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we will subserve bast the interests 
of this count ig Salk this order and by speedily acting and 
voting upon the Wilson bill. There will undoubtedly be an op- 
portunity given for votes upon important amendments that 
gentlemen may desire to offer, because there can be no wish on 
the part of anybody to force through a bill which is not accept- 
able at least to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, or a ma- 
jority of them. 

1 do not know, Mr. Speaker, that it is necessary or prope for 
me to add anything to what I have already said. Iwill state 
that it is my intention to yield now to my friend from Maine 
[Mr. REED], that hemay Conny the fifteen minutes placed by the 
Speaker under his control, and after that I will yield such time 
as may remain of my fifteen minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. z 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman takes his seat I wish 
to make one inquiry. He has stated that a rule would be intro- 
duced later amendatory of this with reference to the evening 
sessions; is there any intention to introducean amendment so as 
D Ever than the three parts of days that remain for general 

ebate? À 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is a matter that we will take into 
consideration. My friend from Maine must remember that if 
two of the days which were intended to be devoted to general 
debate have been lost it hasnot been the faultof the overwhelm- 
a Fie ah of members on this side of the Chamber. 

r. DINGLEY. Oh, entirely their fault. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Overwhelming majority! 

- Mr.CATCHINGS. Les, sir; I mean exactly what I say. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, it didn’t “overwhelm” until a few 
minutes ago. mag ter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOU- 
TELLE] has been overwhelmed so miny times during the past 
week that I should think he could afford to be quiet upon an 
occasion like this. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
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side.] I hope that my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] will now 
occupy his fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the 1 pre- 
sented to the House is entirely unjustiflable. bill has been 
brought in here which has so many different aspects that it 
needs more discussion than any bill that was ever submitted to 
the House. The House is not under the necessity, in any way, 
of crowding this measure. The majority of the party in con- 
trol of this House is very large, and whatever it chooses to do it 
can do not only at the particular moment, but at any time when 
it sees fit. With a margin of 40 or 50 above a quorum and a 
majority over all of 80, there is not the slightest occasion for 
anything but perfectly liberal and open treatment of the other 
side. Nor has there been, pi to this, any system of hos- 
tility inaugurated. The only ground upon which it is even 
attempted to justify this course would seem to be the action 
which was taken upon the act of 1890. That action was then 
taken because the majority was not large, and also because a 
system of opposition from day to day had taken place to such an 
extent as rendered it essential that the majority should use its 
utmost power. 

That bill, however, had been presented to the country for an- 
entire month in completed condition: and the country had an 
opportunity to examine it. It had been prepared openly, not 
secretly. Everybody had had a hearing; everybody of either 
party had had an opportunity to present his views without stint 
and without limit. Moreover, the bill was not the establish- 
ment of any new principle, nor did it claim to establish any new 
principle. It was simply a revision of existing laws under the 
game principles which had governed those laws. Hence there 
was no such necessity for thorough discussion as there is at pres- 
ent. 

You will notice that I do not bring up against this proposed rule 
the fact that the party which now presents it made the air vocal at 
that time with their declarations against any such rule. That I 
do not think is an argument; or if it is one, it is an argument 
which could so often have been repeated in this Congress and in 
the last that it loses its force on account of repetition. The 
spectacle of seeing the Democratic party repeat the actions 
which they condemned in the Congress when they were ina 
minority has been so common as not even to excite comment; 
and I suppose there is hardly a Democrat in this House who re- 
called, when the Speaker was presenting the right of the House 
to change its rules this very morning, that that bittle was fought 
against the written protest of every Democrat in the House ex- 
cept Samuel S. Cox, who had too much sense to put himself on 
record in that way. [Laughter.] 

The agument against the method of proceeding which is pre- 
sented here is very simple and very concise. It does not allow 
sufficient time for the general discussion; it does not permit a 
thorough examination of the bill. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, with that keenness of insight which distinguishes him, at- 
tempted to break the force of thissuggestion y saying that it was 
necessary that haste should be taken with the bill. Undoubtedly 
it is the duty of Congress in most thorough fashion to go over 
the bill and go over it as rapidly as possible. But haste in this 
House is not haste with regard to the bill. So far as we leave it 
wrong, so far as we leave it undiscussed, it will have to be dis- 
cussed in the other legislative body; and the Constitution of the 
United States does not contemplate that the main discussion of a 
revenue bill shall take place in the Senate of the United States. 

We are the representatives of the people, their direct repre- 
sentatives; and in our hands is placed the initiative with regard 
to all bills raising revenue. Upon us rests the first duty to con- 
sider carefully this measure; upon us rests the necessity of 
framing a bill which shall be satisfactory to the people before 
it is sent up to be ratified a, the ambassadors of the sovereign 
States. [Laughter.] Yet that duty under the Constitution is 
the duty we propose to neglect; that is the duty which we pro- 
pose to turn over to somebody else; and we are to do this because 
the gentleman from Mississippi has received some letters urging 
haste in the dis of this matter. Right it is that there 
should be haste, but not haste in the tribunal which represents 
the people. 

Further than that, to show the tendency of Democratic con- 
centration and control, it is provided—the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will correct me if I am wrong—it is provided in the 

nding order that this bill shall not ba considered under the 

ve-minute rule—shall not be considered under the rule which 
enables members to offer amendments to each section. On the 
contrary (am I right?), the bill is to be read as a whole and is 
then to be open to amendment in all its parts. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I was going to suggest that. 

Mr. REED. Itis tober 
amendment in all its parts. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Certainly. That was the provision of the 
order in reference to the McKinley bill. 


as a whole and then to be open for 


Mr. REED. Precisely; but you are no more in favor of that 
now than you ever were}; are you? 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I am no more in favor of the McKinley 
bill than I ever was. 

Mr. REED. Of course not. Why, sir, I can remember when 
Mr. Blount, then paramount” among the Democracy of the 
House, as he has since been paramount“ in foreign parts 
[laughter], rifted the atmosphere with his representative cries 
upon that subject. But that is not argument. That is a very 
pleasant reproach; but it is no argument. I purpose to address 
myself to the merits of the matter and to show why this is an 
unsuitable method of proceeding upon such a bill as this. This, 
being a bill that is new in every detail, is precisely the bill for 
which the rules of the House, without change ever since it began 
to do business, requires consideration by e Som Now,why 
has this been so? Why was a member allowed to offer amend- 
ments to each paragraph? Simply because the Committee of 
the Whole was the most democratic part of the democratic as- 
sembly. Each member was to have his right, and nobody could 
abridgeit; and under our rules nobody canabridge it. Themem- 
ber’s right to debate may be taken away from him, but his right 
to offer an amendment to each paragraph as it comes up is a 
right of which he can not be deprivedand never has been. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. REED. ‘Surely. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Did every man who had an amendment 
which he desired to have voted on have an opportunity to offer 
itand have it voted on when the McKinley bill was under con- 
sideration? 

Mr. REED, He did not; and the lesson to be drawn from that 
example is precisely what I am presenting to the House to-day. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwould like to ask the gentleman another 
question; whether about two hundred proposed amendments did 
nor remain unacted on when we voted finally on the McKinley 

ill? 

Mr. REED. Precisely. I am glad to have the gentleman af- 
ford that information; for it enables us to see what we are com- 
ing to. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for showing 
how such a proceeding works in practice. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. You are now criticising the proceeding? 

Mr. REED. Iam now criticising a procedure by which you 
are trying to imitate what when the McKinley bill was up you 
condemned. I had hoped to hear you get up and apologize for 
what you have been doing, or at leist that you would, as you 
have been doing in this Congress and the last, apologize silentiy. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We have not apologized at all. 

Mr. REED. No; I know you have not got up and said so; but 
then imitation, my friend, is the sincerest form of flattery. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
question. 

Mr. REED. Let me resume my argument, as I have but five 
minutes. But hee to my friend from Mississippi, of course. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. By no means; I will not take the gentle- 
man’s time. 

Mr. REED. The point I make is that now you have the 
whole bill in front of you. What are you to expect? Have you 
any right, as a member of this House, to offer an amendment to 
that bill? Not at all. You are, each and every one of you, 
going to be dependent for recognition on whomsoever the 
Speaker shall put into the chair to preside in committee. 

There is not a single one going to get an opportunity to offer 
an amendment except by the consent of the gentleman who is to 
preside over the Committeeofthe Whole. Youare putting your- 
sel ves in his power absolutely, entirely, completely; and, yet me- 
thinks, thisis the body, this is the set of men who are earnest and 
anxious for debate,“ for opportunities for discussion;“ who 
were iy jer having people “crowded out,” as they were in the 
bad old times. [Laughter.] And here you are. Now, do you 
want to do it? 

I do not a peal to you to stand by any former position which 
you took. at is optional with you. tt you are satisfied from 
your own reasoning that you were then wrong it is a handsome 
ning not only for you to imitate us, but to say 80 openly, as the 
gentleman from Mississippi has declined to ĉo. 

But are you satisfied you were wrong? Are you satisfied that 
this is the right method for disposing of your power? For let 
me say to you, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, youare the depositories cf power. The right you 

ave to act as members of this House arises from the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and the duties which are entailed 
upon you come from the same source. Among those duties is 
the duty of propie such a revenue bill as will be satisfactory 
to the people whom you represent. 

Unless you do that you do notperform your duty; and the Con- 
stitution has so strenuously imposed that duty upon you alone 
that, until you act, the Senate of the United States can not so 


I would like to ask my friend another 
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much as stir a finger. If this House intends to be jealous of its 
honor and of its prerogatives it will take such care, not as any- 
body else took, but as commends itself to the wisdom and the 

paran and the sense of the members, who are responsible 
or theiractions. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has two min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will occupy the remainder of his time so that I may close 
the debate. I prefer that. 

Mr. REED. I think I will retain my two minutes. 
sary to say anything I will close the discussion. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I prefer that the gentleman 
should exhaust his time now. I have a right to close. 

Mr. REED. Well, Ido not suppose the gentleman has actually 
the right, for I may retain my two minutes and use it or not, as 
I see proper. 

But I will take the two minutes to add simply this: That I 
trust if this thing is adopted the right of recognition may sa- 
credly depend upon the judgment of the Chair, and may not be 
the subject of—ah—anything else. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. SON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I agree with 
the gentleman from Maine, who has just spoken, that whatever 
was done in the Fifty-first Congress in the consideration and 

age of the McKinley bill is not necessarily persuasive, and 
Toas not necessarily excuse similar action by this House in the 
consideration of the bill now to be brought before us. Itisour 
duty tohaye the bill brought before the House in such way that 
it shall have sufficient consideration under the rule for general 
debate, and that it shall have sufficient consideration under the 
rule for five-minutes debate, and that the members of the House 
who desire to do so shall have ample opportunity to present their 
amendmentsand have those amendments acted upon in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The rule proposed does not take away or abridge any of these 
necessary and proper rights. No men can be more interested 
in having this bill properly considered by the House, both under 
the general and the five-minutes debate, or in having the mem- 
bers of this body granted full opportunity to have their amend- 
ments offered and acted upon by the committee than those who 
have been charged with the duty of the preparation of the bill. 

It did seem to us, after consultation with a very large number 
of our fellow-members, that the rule as originally presented by 
the Committee on Rules secured all of those rights. It pro- 
posed to give five days for general debate; it proposed to give 
twelve days for debate on the items of the bill; it proposed to 
begin the present week with night sessions for general debate, 
so that there could be no part of the bill and no item in it that 
might not have sufficient and instructive discussion in this House 
and before the country. 

If two days of that time have been lost, the responsibility for 
that loss does not rest with those who were seeking to bring 
this bill before the House. But, sir, I do not propose, so far as 
I am concerned, that we shall throw even upon those who are 
responsible for it the loss of this time. I do not propose, so far 
as Jam concerned, that there shall be any abridgment of the 
time to be given to general debate because of this loss, and I 
shall ask the House, before it takes the final vote upon this rule, 
to adopt, by unanimous consent, the amendments which I shall 
propose, first, that all of the present week, six days instead of 
five, as proposed in the original rule, shall be given to general 
debate; that beginning with to-night there may be, and if the 
members desire it there shall be, regular night sessions for gen- 
eral debate; that after the lapse of the present week, beginning 
with Monday morning of next week, debate shall begin upon the 
bill under the five-minute rule, and that the bill shall be put 
forward two weeks from that time, the 29th instead of the 25th, 
as proposed in the rule. Appa And I shall also ask that 
the proposition of the rule allowing the privilege to print shall 
be incorporated also; provided, however, that the privilege shall 
end with the termination of the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent for 
an ement to these amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] asks unanimous consent that the order be modified so 
that the whole of this week may be given to general debate; 
that there be night sessions, beginning with to-night, and that 
the two weeks following shall be given to debate under the five- 
minute rule, with evening sessions for general debate, and that 
the vote be taken on Monday, the 29th, instead of Thursday, the 
25th. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to any enlargement 
of debate, but Ido not want, by my consent, to be supposed to 
admit that that leaves the thing in the proper shape, because 


If neces- 


we do not assent to it with any such proposition. We simply 
find ourselves in a minority at last. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Wedo not ask the gentle- 
man’s assent to the rule, but that gentlemen assent to these pro- 
posed amendments to the rule. 

Mr. REED. Whatever rule you gentlemen make up, you 
make up on your own responsibility. I am going to ask the 
House to recommit with instructions, if we are to be allowed 
that opportunity. \ 

The SPEAKER. Before that, then, is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from West Virginia? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the further re- 

uest suggested by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 

ILSON], that this leave to print be construed to extend only 
up to and including the day of the passage of the bill, if it is 
passed; that it shall not extend indefinitely, but that gentlemen 
desiring to avail themselves of the leave to print must do so 
before or by the time the bill passes the House, should it pass? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that might be extended to one 
month after the passage of the bill. [Cries of Oh, no!”] It will 
necessitate a great deal of labor on the part of members to pre- 
pare remarks for printing, when they will naturally desire to 
devote their time to attendance upon the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. REED. Before that consent is given I want tosuggest to 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson]—does the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] purpose to occupy 
an hour after the previous question is ordered, to close the rd 
bate on the bill? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That will depend entirely 
ae developments during the debate. I reserve the right to 

o that. 

Mr. REED. I desire, if that is the case, that we may be al- 
lowed an hour and a half prior to that. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I understand that there is 
always an arrangement of that kind, by which the minority and 
the 9 close the debate. 

Mr. REED. If that is the . it is satisfactory. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I wou d not make any un- 
derstanding —— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will suggest that it might be 
agreed that on the 29th, before the vote is taken, each side shall 
have one hour for debate in the House. That would cover it. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I shall not object to that. 

Mr. REED. That covers the right of the gentleman to close. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, that will be the 
understanding, that there shall be one hour of debate on each 
side in the House on Monday, the 29th, before the vote is taken. 
The Chair understands the modification of the order to have 
been agreed to. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED] desires 
to make a motion, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The agreement just made does not include 
myy ition with reference to extending the leave to print. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. . that leave to print 
be Arris thirty days after the passage of the bill. [Cries of 
0!” : 

The A PRAKER, Objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will say ten days. Members will not 
know the shape the bill is in on its paare 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his proposition so 
as to make it ten days. 

Mr. CALDWELL and others. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine desires to sub- 
mit a motion. 

Mr. REED. I desire to submit a motion at the proper time 
to recommit this order. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear what 
is 8 

‘he SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. BOATNER. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BOATNER. A number of gentlemen desire to know 
whether this bill is to be considered in Committee of the Whole 
under the five-minute rule, read by sections, in order that amend- 
ments may be offered when the section is considered? 

The SPEAKER. Under the order. on the first day of its con- 
sideration under the five-minute rule, the bill is to be read 
through, and then for two weeks amendments are in order to 
any paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. There is nothing in the rule that will guar- 
ite a vote on any amendment offered to any paragraph in the 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing to prevent the committee 
from coming toa vote whenever it desires to do so. 

Mr. REED. We saw that when the act of 189) was reported 
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to the House there were two hundred amendments, upon none 
of which could a vote be taken. 

Mr. OATES. I desire further information. I desire to know 
if the bill will be read by sections in the usual way, and amend- 
ments offered and disposed of and the sections not recurred to, 
or will it be in order to offer amendments to any part of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order to offer amendments to 

art of the bill. 
* EMBER. At any time? 

The SPEAKER. At any time when a gentleman is nized. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was not my understanding of the mat- 
ter. Do I understand that the bill is not going to be taken up 
by paragraphs and considered open to amendments, but that the 
0 bill is to be read and then anyone can ofer any amend- 
ments to any portion of it and consume the whole time on that? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the order that provides 
for consuming the whole time on any amendment. The order 
provides that when general debate has expired, which, under 
the order as it has been amended will be on next Monday, on 
that day the bill shall be read through entirely. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before any amendments ure offered. 

The SPEAKER. Before any amendments are offered; and 
then that any amendment is in order to any part of the bill, and 
not to the paragraphs as read in the usual order. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then we could take up any part of the bill, 
such as the administration features of the bill, and spend all the 
time on it. 

The SPEAKER, Any part. 

Mr. BURROWS. Any amendment offered will be debated 
for five minutes for or against; and then, no matter what it ma 
be, for inst ince, it may be the administrative portion of the bill, 
which comes last, andany amendment can be offered; at the very 
first opportunity a gentleman may rise and such time as the 
House finds necessary or the committee finds necessary to con- 
sume in it can be occupied, and then another section of the 
administration bill can be taken up, and so on, according to rec- 
ognition of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. That is right. 

Mr. REED. It is to corréct that that I desire to offer this 
proposition. 

- Mr.PICKLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose that twenty amendments accumu- 
late on the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. Theycannot. Under the rules of the House 
but four amendments can be pending at one time. An amend- 
ment, an amendment to that amendment, an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, and an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. And by this means the whole two weekscan 
be occupied. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the committee does not vote 
them out of the way; but the committee can vote them out of 
the way, and, under the rule, ought to vote them out of the 
way. When five minutes’ debate has been had for and against 
them it is the rule of the House that they shall be voted upon. 
The prano has extended it furthur, but the rule does not au- 
thorize it. 

Mr. REED. These amendments can be offered in detail, and 
when one lot is disposed of another series can be offered. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I want to make another suggestion. Would not 
the Committee on Rules have the right of way at all times, un- 
der the practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the practice of the 
House is to consider first the amendments offered to the bill by 
the committees reporting the bill. 

Mr. REED. That is the practice of the House, as they did in 
the case of the act of 1890. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They asked the consent of the commit- 
tee, and that consent was granted. 

Mr. REED. They would have control by general law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; the Committee of the Whole would 
have control. .Gentlemen are arguing the question as if the 
8 ittee of the Whole can not be trus to take care of 

tself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has a motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is so much confusion that we can 
not hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. [After a pause.] 
sort) ae gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] d to submit a 
motion 

Mr. REED. The proposition which I desire to submit, Mr. 
Speaker, if this is the proper time, is to recommit with instruc- 
tions to report an order for consideration which will give more 
time for general debate or more time for debate, because I do 
not care to make general debate the principal question; I only 


think that there ought to be some time for debate. I will there- 
fore move that the order be recommitted with instructions to 


Pe de an order for consideration which will give more days for 
debate and reserve the right to amend each paragraph as it is 
reached in reading, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move to recommit a prop- 
osition to amend the rules? Under the rule the Chair is to 
entertain but one dilatory motion, the motion to adjourn, and it 
seems to me that the proposition of thegentleman from Maine is 
not in order. The pending proposition is in the nature of a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules; it is a suspension of certain rules and 
the adoption of another rule in their place, and I hold that a 
motion to recommit with instructions is not allowable upon a 
proposition of this kind. I do not remember any case where a 
motion to amend the rules, or to suspend the rules—and this, I 
repeat, is in the nature of a motion to suspend the rules—has 
been held to be subject to a motion to recommit with instruc- 
tions. A bill is subject to that motion on its final passage, but 
not a proposition like this. 

Mr. REED, It is subject to every motion, It is a proceeding 
of the House. 

Mr.SPRINGER. It is subject to all the motions that are al- 
lowed under the rules, but under the rule the Chair is to enter- 
tain but one motion—a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. REED. But the Chair has ady entertained a motion 
for the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ofcourse. That is in order. 

Mr. REED. Of course. 

Meck SPRINGER. Of course. That isa motion to cut off de- 
9. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinois will see at once that 
saying “Of course” does not answer the point. [Laughter.] 

r. SPRINGER. Well, the motion for the previous question 
is a motion that is allowed for the purpose of cutting olf debate. 
There would be no end of debate unless the previous question 
could be ordered. But, upon a propion to suspend the rules 
or to change the rules, as in this case, which is the same thing 
as suspen the rules, only one motion can be entertained, 
which is a motion to adjourn. 

2 REED. The gentleman will see that that can not possi- 
so—— > 

he SPEAKER (interposing). The Chair would not hold this 
moti n to be dilatory. The rule provides that but one motion 
to adjourn shall be entertained, and no other dilatory motion, 
but the Chair would not hold this to be a dilatory motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair entertained two motions to ad- 
journ pga! 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. REED moves to recommit with intructions to report an order of con- 
sideration. which will give more days for debate, and reserve the right to 
amend each paragraph as it is reached in reading. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 174. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 6, nays 184, not 
voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Blair, Daniels, Newlan Wanger. 
Bandy, H Ms, 
NAYS—184. 

Abbott, Bynum, Cum G: 

Cabaniss, De Armond, Grimn, 
Alexander, Caminetti, DeForest, Hall, Minn. 
Allen, Cannon, Cal. Denson, Hall, Mo. 
Arnold, Capehart, Dinsmore, Hammond, 
Bailey, Caruth, Dockery, Hare, 
Bala Catchings, Donovan, Harter, 
Bankhead, Clancy. Dunn. Hayes, 
Bartlett, Clark, Mo. Dunphy, Heard, 
Barwig, Clarke. Ala. Dur / Henderson, N. O. 
Bell. Cobb, Mo. Edmunds, Hendrix, 
Berry, Cockran, Ellis, Ky. Ho 
Black, Ga. Cockrell, English, Hooker, Miss. 
Black, III. Coffeen, Enloe, Houk, Ohio 
Blanc Compton, Epes, n, 
Bland, Conn, Erdman, Hunter, 
Boatner, Coombs, Everett, Hutcheson, 
Branch, Cooper, Fla. Fithian, irt, 
Brawley, 5 Forman, Johnson, Ohio 
Breckinridge, ish, Jones, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Covert, Geissenhainer, Kilgore, 
Bretz, x, Goldzier, Krib 
Brookshire, Crain, Goodnight, Kyle, 
Brown, Crawford G Lane, 
Bryan, Grady, Lapham, 
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Latimer, bog = bert, S. O. 
n, a Nagny, Richards, Ohio Talbott, 
Lester, McRae, ichardson, Mich. Tarsney, 
Lisle, Meredith, ardson, Tenn. Tata, 
Livin Money, Ritchie, Taylor, Ind, 
Lockwood, Montgomery, Robbins, Terry; 
Lynch, Morgan, Tracey, 
Madox, Tucker, 
Maruza Mutchler, Russell, Ga. Turner, 
ory, Neill, an. Turpin, 
Marshall, ers, ler, 
Martin, Ind. O'Neil, Scuermerhorn, arner, 
McAleer, Outh Shell, 
„Ky. Paschal, nodgrass Weadock, 
Somers. Wells. 
MoDannold, Paynter, Springer, Wheeler, Ala. 
McDearmon, Pearson, Sty Whiting, 
MeEttrick, Pendleton, Tex. Stevens, Williams. 
cGann, Pendleton, W. Va. Stone, Ky. Williams, Miss. 
McKaig, Pigott, Strait, Wilson, W. Va 
McLa Price, Swanson, 
NOT VOTING—16l. 
Adams, Ky. Davey, ohnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 
Adams, Pa. Davis, Johnson, N. Dak: U. Conn. 
Aitken, Dingley. Joy, 2 Scranton, 
Aldrich, Doiliver, Kem, ttle, 
Apsley, Doolittle, Kiefer, haw, 
Avery, Draper, v. She: 
Babco: k, Ellis. Oregon Lawso Sibley, 
Baker, Kans. Fielder, Lefever, Sickles, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher. Linton, pson, 
Barnes, Funk, „ Sipe, 
Bartholdt, Funston, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Belden. Gardner, ucas, Sperry, 
Bell, Colo. Gear, Magner, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, A on, Stockdale, 
Bingham, Gillet, N. Y, Marsh. Stone, C. W. 
Boen, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Graham, McCall, torer, 
Bower, N. C. Grosvenor. McCleary, Minn. Strong. 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, McDowell, 5 weet, 
Brattan, Hager, Metin Tawney. 
Brickner, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, Haines, er, nomas, 
Brosius, Harmer, Meyer, Updegraff, 
Bunn, Harris, M en, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burnes, Hartman, Moon. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Hatch, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cadm Haugen, Murray, Walker, 
Caldwell, er, Northway, Wangh, 
Campbell, Henderson, III. Page, Wever, 
Cannon, III Henderson, Iowa Payne, Woeeler, DL 
Causey, Hepburn, Pence, White, 
Chickering, He Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
ds, Hicks, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Ala. Hilborn, Pickler, Wolverton, 
Cogswell, Hines, ost, r 
Cooper, Hitt, Powers, Woomer. 
Cooper, Wis. oaker, N. V. Ran Wright, Mass. 
Cousins, kins, III. Ray, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, Houk, Tenn. g 
Curtis, N. V. ulick, n 
Dalzell, ull, Reyburn, 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Rules. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. REED. I call for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 126, noes 55. 


Mr. 


EED. I call for tellers. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas*184, nays 1, not 


voting 166; as follows: 


YEAS—184, 
Abbott, Causey, Epes, 
Alderson, Clancy, 
Alexander, aes Mo. Everett, 
en, e, Ala. thian, 
Arnold, _ bb, Mo ` 
ley, kran, Fyan, 
Baldw. Cockrell, Geissenhainer, 
Bankhead, Coffeen, Goldzier, 
Bartlett, Compton, oodnight, 
Barwig, Conn, Gorman, 
Bell, Coombs, Grady, 
rty, Cooper, Fla. Gresham, 
Black, Ga. per, . 
Black. III Cornish, Hail, Minn. 
Blanchard, Covert, Hall, Mo. 
Bland, Cox, 
Boatner, 1 Hare, 
3 d 55 Harter, 
rawley, rson, Hayes, 
mings, Heard, 
Breckinridge, Ky. De Armond, Henderson, N. C. 
Bretz, Forest, Hendrix, 
Brookshire, Denson, Holman, 
Brown, Dinsmore, Hooker, Miss. 
Bryan, Dockery, Houk, Ohio 
Bynum, Donovan, Hunter, 
Cabaniss, Dunphy, Hutcheson, 
Caminetti, Durborow, 
Cannon, Cal. Edmunds, Jonnson, Ohio 
Capehart, Ellis, Ky. Jones, 
Caruth, Fi Kribbs. 
Catchings, „ Kyle, 


Neill, Richards. Ohio Springer, Turner, 
Oates, Siaran; Mich, S Turpi 
O'Neil, hardson, Tenn. S ler, 
Outhwaite, Ritchie, Stone, Ky. arner, 
Robbins, t, Washi 
Paschal, Robertson, La. Weadoc 
Patterson, R bert, S. C. ells, 
Paynter, Russell, Ga. Talbott, Md, Wheeler, Ala. 
Pearson, yan, reney, Whiting, 
Pendleton, Tex. ayers, Tate, Williams, III. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Schermerhorn, Taylor, Ind. Iliams. 
Pigott, Shell, Terry, Wilson, W. Va. 
Price, Snodgrass, ‘Tracey, ise, 
Reilly, Somers, Tucker, Woodard. 
> NAYS—L 
Kilgore. 
NOT VOTING—166. 
Adams, Ky, Daniels, Hudson, A 
Adams, Pa. Davey, Hulick, Reyburn, 
Ait.en, Davis, Hull. Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Scranton, 
Avery, Doolittle, Joy, Settle, 
Babcock, Draper, Kem, Shaw, 
Baker, Kans. Dunn, Kiefer, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Lacey, Sibley, 
8. Fielder, Lawson, Sickles, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lefever, Simpson, 
n. Funk. n, Sipe, 
Bell, Colo. Funston, u Smith, 
Beltzhooyer, Gardner, Loudenslager, Sperry, 
vk Samed Gear, i Stephenson, 
Blair, Geary, Mahon, Stockdale, 
Boen, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh. Stone, G, W. 
Boutelle, tt, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Bower, N. C. all. torer, 
Bowers, Cal. Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Brattan, Grout, McDowell, weet, 
Brickner, Hager, McKeighan, Tawney, 
Broderick, er, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Haines, Mercer, Thomas, 
Bundy, Harmer, Meyer, Upå 4 
unn. Harris, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burnes, Hartman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohl. 
Burrows, Hatch, Morse, Wadsworth, ` 
Haugen, Murray, Walker, 
Caldw. einer. Mutchler, Wanger, 
Campbell, Henderson, II. Newlands, Waugh. 
Cannon, III. Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wever, 
Chickering, Hepburn, yne, Wheeler, II. 
„ Hermann, Pence. te, 
Cobb. Ala, Hicks, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Cogswell, Hilborn, hillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Tex. Hines, Pickler, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Hitt, ost, Woomer, 
Hooker, N. Y. Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Kans. Hopkins, III. Randall, Wright, Pa, 
Curtis, N. V. Hopkins. Pa. Ray. 
Houk, Tenn. Rayner, 


So the resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


WYLIE BAILEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the 
court in the case Wylie Bailey against the United Stites; which 
was RIE to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered tobe 
printed. 


DENNIS M'INTYRE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting the papers in the claim of 
Dennis McIntyre, postmaster at Mackinac Island, Mich., for 
losses sustained by burglary; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL CODAY, SR. , 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
the court in the case of Samuel Cody, sr., against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. í 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill to promote the 
administration of justice in the Army, submitted by the Acting 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, amd ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYÉS OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a list of the names of the clerks 
and other employés of the War Department and its offices from 
December, 1892, to November 30, 1893, and showing the time 
each was actually employed and the sums paid to each: which 


was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JOHN T. HEARD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a report from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying papers, 
relative to the claim of JOHN T. HEARD for services rendered to 
Western Cherokee Indians in their claim against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAWS AND JOURNALS OF NEW MEXICO LEGISLATURE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting two copies of the laws and 
journals of the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of n: Mexico; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct, if there be no objec- 
tion, that the books accompanying this paper be filed in the 
library of the Hall of the House. 

There was no objection. 


R. S. PERKINS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a pop of the findings of 
the court in the case of R. S. Perkins vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


FORD THEATER BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting sundry resolutions on the con- 
dition of the Ford Theater building, and calling attention to the 
necessity of providing quarters for the Record and Pension Div- 
ision of the War Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE COMPANIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That line 22, 
on page 2, of the bill (H. R. 3289), entitled “An act to authorize the New York 
and New Jersey Bridge Com es to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Hudson River between New York City and the State of New Jersey,“ as 
enrolled by the Clerk of the House of 


Re tatives, consisting of the fol- 
lowing words, namely, “ and, provided Further, That naeng in this act,” 
which words were included in said bill by error in the conference report 
be, and the same are hereby, stricken from said bill, and said bill is direc: 

to be enrolled without said line and words. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a correction simply in accordance 
with the ment of the conference committee? 

The SPEAKER. It seems that some surplus language found 
its way into the bill. The Clerk will report the words proposed 
to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That nothing in this act. 

The SPEAKER. These words seem to have been erroneously 
inserted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On the part of the enrolling clerks? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The resolution shows 
that it was by an error in the conference committee. 

Without objection, the resolution will be concurred in. 

There was no objection. 


DISQUALIFICATION OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualification 
of registers and receivers of the United States land offices, and 
making pora in case of such disqualification. 

The SPEAKER. This billis reported from the Senate with 
an amendment, 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 2796) en- 
titled “ An act rela’ to the disqualification of registers and receivers of 
the United States land offices, making provision in case of such disqual- 
ifications "' do with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That no register or receiver shall receive evidence in, hear or determine 


ent of the 
Land Depar pan the same 


authority is conferred on the o 


cer, anı 


* ceiver would otherwise have 


Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senate 


amendment. 3 
Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that this is an entirely new bill. 


Will the gentleman please explain the changes made in the 
House bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. While it would appear to be an entirely new 
bill. in fact it is not. 

The only difference between the House bill and the Senate 
amendment is this: That in section 1 of the House bill it was 
provided that parties in interest might waive this disqualifica- 
tion. That is not allowed by the Senate amendment. ‘The sec- 
ond section of the bill as it passed the House provided for the 
pay of the actual expense of the officer designed toact. TheSen- 
ate have reported these changes in the shape of one amendment, 
I suppose for convenience; but this is the only difference between 
the two Houses on this question. 

The question being taken onconcurring in the Senate amend- 
ment, it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


UMATILLA IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER algo laid before the House the bill (S. 738) ex- 
tending the time allowed the Umatilla Irrigation Company for 
the construction of its ditch across the Umatilla Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
lie on the Speaker's table for the present, as a similar bill is 
about to be reported from the House committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOHN W. LEWIS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 71) for 


the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


DAVID B. GOTTWALS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 439) for 
the relief of David B. Gottwals. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, as this bill is simply to cure a de- 
fect in the title of property here, I will ask unanimous consent 
that it be now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to d B. Gottwals, of said District, 

r to the passage of this act, relieved and exempted from all for- 
restrict the ownership of real etate in the Territorios to American eiten 
approved March 3, 1897, ý = 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
a for unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 


lying in the District of Columbia, 


- 


There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. LEWIS. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, just a moment ago a bill for 
the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, was reported and no re- 
sponse made. I ask that it be permitted to lie upon the Speak- 
er’s table * a report from the Committee on Claims on a 
similar bill. 

The SPEAKER. It was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HERMANN. Task that it be allowed to lie upon the 
Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 71) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon [M. HERMANN] 
asks that this bill may lie upon the Speaker’s table temporarily, 
stating that a similar bill is before the Committee on Claims. 
Without objection the bill will temporarily lie upon the Speak- 
er's table. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BRICKNER, for ten days, on account of serious illness 
in his family. 

To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on account of serious illness. 

oa Mr. HARRIS, for two weeks, on account of a death in his 
family. 

To Mr. PENCE, indefinitely, on account of a death in his fam- 


ily. 

Tio Mr. GRAHAM, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CORNISH, until Wednesday, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. GARDNER, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


4 


1894. 


To Mr. CADMUS, for one day, on account of important busi- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4884) to reduce taxation and to provide revenue for the Gov- 


ness. 
To Mr. Cops of Alabama, for five days, on account of impor- | ernment, and for other purposes. 


tant business. 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MEREDITH, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Martha F. Dickinson, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER. A reprint is asked of the bill (H. R. 4568) 
to revive and amend an act to provide for the collection of aban- 
doned property and the prevention of fraud in insurrectio 
districts within the United States. and acts amendatory thereof. 
It is stated that the print of this bill has been exhausted. With- 
out objection a reprint will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MARSHALL, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 71) for the relief of purchasers of timber 
and stone lands under the act of June 3, 1878. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 

rts. 
PeThe committees were called for reports; when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported, read a first and second 
time, referred to the Calendars named below, and, with the ac- 
companying documents, ordered to be printed. 

RECOGNIZANCES, ETC. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to 

recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to al- 
low Certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon—to the 
House Calendar. 
CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 


By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: The views of the minority of the 
Judiciary Committee to accompany the report of the committee 
on the bill (H. R. 4568) to revive and amend an act to provide for 
the collection of abandoned N and the prevention of fraud 
in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof—ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 

Mr. CARUTH, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore 
Commerce, reported back favorably, with amendment, the bill 
(H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of the act approved June 18, 1878, 
entitled An act to organize the Life-Saving Service;“ which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP-LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 118) to finally adjust the 
swamp-land grants, and for other purposes; which was referred 
tothe Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RESERVATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported the bill H. R. 5065 asa substitute for the bill H. R. 3610, to 
ratify the reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 3610) was ordered to lie on the table. 
EXTENDING TIME FOR FINAL PROOF AND PAYMENT UNDER THE 
PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably, with amendment, the bill (H. R. 3458) ex- 
tending the time for final proof and payment on lands claimed 
under the public land laws of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. In accordance with the rule just adopted, the House 
will now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 4864. 

THE TARIFF. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the apa sae of considering the bill (H. R. 4864) raising reve- 
nue, e Clerk will report the title. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent to 

dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair heurs none. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from West Virginia desires 
toas than an hour, I hope the committee will grant him the 

me, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from West Virginia be al- 
lowed to proceed without limit. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 


[Mr. WILSON of West Virginia addressed the Committee, 
See Appendix.] 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from West 
Virginia is very much fatigued by the exertion that is necessary 
in making so long an address, if he will yield I will move that 
the committee rise, which will give him an opportunity to speak 
under less adverse circumstances. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having-re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4864) reducing taxation and to raise revenue, and had 
come to no resolution thereon, 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms is ready to make a 
report on the writ given him, the Chair understands. 

1 e Sergeant-at-Arms [Mr. Snow] appeared at the bar of the 
ouse. 

Mr. SNOW oe Sergeant-at-Arms). Mr. Speaker, by virtue 
of the writ of the House, directed to me, I have to submit a 
written report, which I hand to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms in execution of the writ of the House. 

The report was read, as follows: 

OFFICE OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1894. 
Sm: I, H. W. Snow, Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of 


the United States, have executed the within writ by service on the follow- 
ing members, and by acceptance of service as per telegrams herewith, to 


$: 

Hon. J. B. Brown, Hon. J. A. Geissenhainer, Hon. J. Lefever, Hon. J. F. 
Magner, Hon. C. S. Randall, Hon. D. E. Sickles (sickness, asks to be excused), 
Hon. L. E. Barnes, Hon. B. H. Bunn (sickness, asks to be excused), Hon. 
W. Turpin, Hon. F. A. Woodard, Hon. J. J. Gardner, Hon. D. B. Heiner, 
Hon. F. G. Newlands, Hon. E. M. Woomer, Hon. R. A. Childs, Hon. G. W. 
Fithian, Hon. J. L. McLaurin, Hon. W. J. Talbert. Hon. J. S. Sherman, Hon. 
G. B. Fielder, Hon. C. A. Cadmus, Hon. J. Cornish. Hon. T. J. Strait, Hon. 
W. J. White, Hon. D. N. Lockwood, Hon. J. A. Pickler, Hon. R. C. Davey, 
Hon. Silas Adams, Hon. C. J. Boatner. 

The following members have not been personally served, but I return 
herewith the list with the information that I have from each: 

Hon. S. B. Cooper, telegram received that he is on his way to Washington; 


Hon. A. A. Taylor, telegram received that he is on his way to Washington; 
Hon. P. S. Post, telegram received that he is on his way to Washington; Hon. 
W. W. Grout, telegram received that he is on his way to Was m; Hon. 


J. A. Scranton, sick, and asks to be excused; Hon. J. J. Belden, on the way 
to Washington; Hon. J. E Cobb, on the way to Washington; Hon. Geo 
W. Ray, on the way to Washington; Hon J. A. Tawney, on the way 
Washington; Hon. Adolph Meyer, on the way to Washington. 

The follo members have not been found: 
a Bon H. H. Bingham, Hon. T. R. Stockdale, Hon. H. C. Loudenslager, Hon. 

. M. Wever. 

All of which I return with the writ, as I am directed. 

W. SNOW, 


Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER Of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODER- 
ICK} this morning stated that he was present on Saturday on the 
roll call, and the correction was made in the Journal; therefore 
the gentleman’s name will be stricken from the writ, without ob- 
jection. It ought not to have been placed there. 

The Chair desires to state as to one or two of these gentlemen, 
that perhaps the Chair has been at fault. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. CORNISH] on Friday evening requested that 
the Chair present an application for a leave of absence for him 
until Monday. It art om the memory of the Chair entirely. 
It was not the fault of the gentleman from New Jersey, but the 
fault of the Chair. The gentleman from New Jersey Mr. GEIS- 
SENHAINER] telegraphed for a leave to attend the funeral of a 
friend, and that was not presented to the House through the 
fault of the Chair. It was an oversight. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], who is not 
now in the House, being too unwell to remain, requested the 
Chair to state that he was absent by leave of the House, and as 
soon as he heard of the revocation of the leaves by the House, 
last Thursday or Friday, whenever it was, he started back. He 
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has gone out of the House now because he was too unwell to re- 


main. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that under the 
rule he would be excusable; he would have the right to come in. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, I insist that, inasmuch ashe 
is under the writ, does not that require some action on the part 
of the House? 8 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was about to make a motion. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boat- 
NER] was here, and requested that the Chair make the statement 
that he was too unwell to remain. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The object of the resolution having been 
accomplished, if it is not objectionable I will move that all gen- 
tlemen named by the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms be dis- 
charged from custody and excused. 5 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order can be 
made. Without objection that order will be made. [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr.Speaker,I simply wish to state that I have 
seen it in several 3 that I was one of the delinquents. 
I was absent with the leave of the House in the first place, and 
1 was absent at home, detained by sickness in my serge As 
soon as I could leave the sick bed in my family I came to Wash- 


ton, 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that the Journal discloses the fact that the gentle- 
man had leave of absence on account of sickness in his family. 
In first making out the list of absentees that excuse was not dis- 
covered, but before the writ was issued it was discovered and 
the gentleman’s name was not included. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of privilege. 

Mr. MCMiLLIN. Before that is entertained I desire to with- 
draw the motion to adjourn, as I understand there are several 
gentlemen who desire to speak to-night under the order made, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee withdraws 
the motion to ad‘ourn. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, as I see that 
my name has been published in several papers among the names 
of members absent without leave, I desire to stute that in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of December 21, page 453, there appears 
an announcement that I was excused indefinitely on account of 
sickness. Being excused, I left Washington before the House 
took the holiday recess and went home. I returned as soon as 
my condition would permit, and when I received the notification 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms I was already on my way back to this 
city. I want to state further, that during the extra session I 
came here on the 7thday of August and did not miss a single 
roll call or a single vote during the whole of that session. 

After the adjournment I went home and returned on the first 
day of the regular session, and did not miss a single vote or asin- 
gle roll call until the day before the House took a recess for the 

olidays, when, as I have already stated, having obtained indefi- 
nite leave of absence on account of sickness, I went home and re- 
turned as soon as I was able. Let me add that I have never ab- 
sented myself or refused to vote for the p of breaking a 
quorum, that I am here to do all I can to help the Democratic 
party to redeem the pledges they have made to the people, and 
that I object to being published as an absentee when in fact I 
was absent by leave of the House on account of sickness.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
South Carolina that while his statement as to his leave of ab- 
sence is correct, yet on last Thursday all leaves of absence were 
revoked by the House. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I telegraphed to my col- 
8 [Mr. LATIMER] to have my leave of absence extended, 
and he put a written request to that effect upon the desk, but 
for some reason it was not presented. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the following appointments: 
Mr. HOUK of Ohio as a member of the Committee on the Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


gress. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia as a member of the Committee on 
Elections. i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The order adopted to-day provides that at 
half past 5 o’clock the House shall take a recess until 8 p. m., the 
eve session to be devoted to debate only upon the pending 
bill; and also that during the operation of the order the House 
shall meet daily at 11 a. m. The Chair understands that the 

tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has not concluded 
remarks, and calls the attention of members to the fact that 
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the House will meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock, when the gentleman 
from West Virginia will continue his speech. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from West Virginia, then, 
will not proceed this evening? s 

The SPEAKER. Not this evening. The Chair is informed 
by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole that arrange- 
ments have been made for certain other gentlemen to speak at 
the Soe e 

Mr. BURROWS. The evening session is for debate only? 

The SPEAKER. For debate only upon the pending bill; and 
if there be no objection, instead of waiting until half past 5, the 
Chair will now declare the House in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

There was no objection, and the House accordingly (at5 o’clock) 
took a recess until 8 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at 8 p. m., the Speaker in the chair. 
THE TARIFF. 


The SPEAKER. The House is in session for debate only on 
the bill the title of which will be read, 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The House will resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill, and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will take the chair. 

The Houss accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chuir. 

Mr. LANE. Mr, Chairman, more than a year ago the Demo- 
cratic party in its national platform, at Chicago, made the follow- 
ing declaration, which J selectas my text on the present occasion. 
It reads as follows: 

Wedenounce Republican protection as a fraud, arobbery of the great ma- 
E the American porma for the benetit of the few. We deciare it to 

a damental prineſple of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties ex- 
cept for the se Of revenue only, and we demand that the collection of 
such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when hon- 
estly and enconomically administered. We denounce the McKinley tariff 
law enacted by the Fifty-first Congress as the culminating atrocity of class 
leigslation. o indorse the effort made by the Democrats of the mt Con- 
gress to modify its most oppressivefeatures in the direction of free raw ma- 
te and cheaper manufactured goods that enter into general consumption, 
and we promiseits repeal as one of the beneticent results that will follow 
the action of the ple in intrusting power to the Democratic y. 

Sinco the M ey tariff went into operation there have ten re- 
ductions of the wages of labo! men to one increase. We deny that there 
has been any increase of pros: ty to the country since the tarif went into 
operation, aud we t io dullness and distress, the wage reductions 
and strikes in the iron trade, as positive evidence that no such prosperit 
has resulted from the McKinleyact. We call attention of thoughtful f genie 
cans to the fact that after thirty years of restrictive taxes against the im- 

rtation of foreign wealth in exchange for our agricultural surplus the 

omes of the farmers of the country have become burden d with real-estate 
mortgage debt of over $2,500,000,000, exclusive of all other forms of indebted- 
ness. in one of the chief agricultural States of the West there ap- 
pears a real-estate mortgage debt averaging #165 — 5 capita of the total 
population, and that similar conditions and tendencies are shown to exist in 


other agricultural exporting States. Wedenounce a policy which fosters 


no industry so much as it does that of thesheriff. 

In one of the most memorable campaigns ever conducted in 
this country, after a full and exhaustive discussion last falla 
year ago, the foregoing sentiment and declaration of principles 
were indorsed by 0,554,267 votes of American freemen, and the 

resent Administration went into power pledged to this doctrine. 

his icy Roy is now assembled for the purpose of crystallizing 
this idea into law and to change a system that has for nearly 
thirty years robbed the masses of the American people for the 
benefit of the classes. The language used in the platform ig 
plain and unambiguous, and the people understood the effect of 
their action. The five million and a half of voters who cast 
their ballots for the Democratic party solemnly placed them- 
selves on record in favor of the abandonment of this false doc- 
trine of protection. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, it seems almost useless to consume 
the time of the House in going Over the ground again. But 
the report of the minority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
on the bill under consideration is filed, as it were, in the nature 
of a motion for a new trial, and with the usual audacity of error 
insists that the American people were mistiken in their action 
on the great question and that tho proposition be resubmitted 
to them for their further consideration. The momentous issue 
may safely be intrusted in their hands. We read in Holy Writ 
that The dog turned to his own vomit again, and the sow that 
was washed to her wallowing in the mire,” butit can not be pre- 
sumed that a people who have just beheld the “promised land” 
and the dawn of industrial liberty will again return to Egyptian 
bondage, to make bricks even without straw” for the million- 
aires of this country. Republican protection is the great fraud 
of this or any other age and the most pronounced misnomer of all 
languages. 


1894, 
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It is a living falsehood now known and read by all intelligent 
laborers in this country from center to circumference. Trium- 
phant wrong has never yet challenged the attention of mankind 
withoutawakeningaspirit that ultimately proved unconquerable. 
Republican protection, which makes wrong a virtue and pro- 
elaine iniquity as its highest and noblest aspiration, has de- 
liberately led to its own destruction. The object and purpose 
of all protective tariffs is the taxation of one man for the benefit 
of another. Every intelligent voter now knows that this is 
robbery, and why not call it robbery as is done in the platform? 
This robbery is defended by its friends by the impudent state- 
ment that it is beneficial to all, in this: that it raises the wages 
of labor; that it preserves the home market to t e farmers; that 
it rests only on the foreigner; that it makes things cheap, and 
by the worse than infamous blasphemy, that but for this pro- 
tective system we would have no prosperity or happiness in this 
country. Every voter knows that this is false, and at the elec- 
tion in 1892 more than 5,000,000 of votes were so recorded with 
the names and residence of the electors. This falsehood must 
be battered down and its shameful injustice made known to the 
world. 

Under the tariff of 1883 the average rate was 47 per cent on 
all imported goods, but in 1890, a year of profound peace, and 
no increased demand for a national increase of revenue, by the 
McKinley bill the average duty was raised to 62 per cent, and 
on some articles being entirely prohibitory. The total value of 
imports into this country for the year 1892 was $827,402,462. Of 
this amount 8306, 402, 804 was dutiable, and the balance, $457,999,- 
658, was on the free list. The amount of customs duty collected 
for the year 1892 was $177,452,964.15, and from internal revenue 
the amount collected was $153,971,072.52. The amount of ex- 
ports from this country in 1893 was $1,015,732,011, of which 
nearly 80 per cent was farm products. The amount of duty col- 
lected in 1893 was $203,355,016.73, and for internal revenue $161,- 
027,623.93. Of this vast sum of $203,355,016.73, the farmers and 
laborers paid the greater part às the necessaries of life, and the 
articles used by the es are to-day taxed nearly double asmuch 
as luxuries and articles used by the rich. 

The McKinley bill was passedas cliimed by itsauthors to pro- 
tect the American people from the importation of the cheap 
pauper manufactured goods of foreign nations. For this osten- 
sible purpose, therefore, the American people were compelled 
to pay the import duty which I have mentioned of $203,355,016.73. 
This vast sum was RA by the American people. It may at first 
have been paid by the importers, but it was finally paid by the 
consumers, and in the final adjustment of accounts it was paid 
by the farmers and laborers of this country, for in the end labor 
pays all taxes. Nearly all this vast sum was a protective tax, 
am the tax on articles consumed by the poor was nang double 
the tax on articles used by the rich. In framing the McKinley 
bill the duty was laid on such articles as could be or were manu- 
factured in this country, and such as could not were placed on 
the free list, and in the case of sugar a bounty was given to the 

roducers of domestic sugar. So I am warranted in the state- 
ment that this gigantic sum of $203,355,016.73 was levied for the 
5 of protection the revenue being simply an incident. 

The purpose and effect of all protective tariffs is to raise the 
price of goods imported so that they can not be sold in competi- 
tion with domestic manufactured articles. A tariff is laid for 
revenue or protection, or it may be for both. A revenue tariff 
would be a just tariff if luxuries were taxed higher than the 
necessaries of life for the reason that the money would go into 
the public Treasury to pay the expenses of the Government, and 
it is supported by constitutional authority. A tariff for protec- 
tion is [aid upon the people for thè benefit of a few and is with- 
out constitutional authority and therefore void, as there is no 
law to support it; hence it is robbery plain and simple. A pro- 
tective tax is unjust because it is 80 d by the people, not for a 
pone perpen not to support the Government or to pay its debts, 

t to enrich the manufacturers. 

This was the crime that brought about the Reign of Terror in 
France, more than a hundred years ago, when French manufac- 
turersand aristocracy scoffed at all warnings and drank, laughed 
danced. and collected their robber tariff from the Be ok un 

ublic indignation gathered like a volcano, and, finally bursting 

orth, setting the guillotine at work upon the necks of the no- 
bility. It was this nefarious protective policy that caused the 
prayer of millions in England to ascend to Heaven in vain for so 
many years for daily bread, and relief only came when the torch 
of the mob litup the lurid sky and the cry of the multitudeshook 
the very foundation of the House of Par ent itself, and it was 
then, and not till then, that Sir Robert Peel determined to give 
England the cheap loaf, which et was the crow glory of his 
whole public career. As a matter of course, it is claimed by the 
tariff robbers that they share their plunder with the farmers and 


laborers of this country, but that falsehood has been exploded a 
thousand times, and still the assertion is renewed. 

The same claim was made in England and France when suc- 
cessful tariff robbery was carried on for generations, but the peo- 
ple finally unmasked the villainy and caused the oppressors to 
apologize for their oppressions. 

This protective tariff is the same everywhere the world over. 
There - is but one fact about protection, and that fact is immuta- 
ble and certain, and it is that this form of protection is robbery, 
injustice, and oppression. 

The root of the protective abomination is the taxation of the 
one man for the benefit of another, and always the ‘taxation of 
the r for the benefit of the rich. Taxation reaches down to 
the of society, and in the end labor pays all. The protec- 
tive tariff stands as the most abhorrent work of class legislation, 
and sooner or later the just sense of all nations must revolt 
against it. 

The robber tariff lives on lies and fattens onfalsehood. Itjus- 
tifies plunder and stigmatizes the people who dare to enter a 
protest against it as free traders and enemies of free government. 
On its lying tongue words are made to change their meaning, and 
it has made right a wrong and has branded truth as a ood, 
Under its false assumption of 3 it has driven hundreds 
to star vation and thousands of honest laboring men to the poor- 
house. Its teachings, that a people can besome rich by taxing 
themselves, are dishonest and pernicious. It isa justification to 
every thief, robber, burglar, bandit. and freebooter in the coun- 
try. If the tariff law justifies the rich in robbing the farmer, 
why not also justify the poor in robbing the rich. 

What a dreadful example this iniquitous protective system 
sets our young and rising generation. It taaches that it is bet- 
ter to be dishonest so you are rich than to be honest and poor. 
It sets aside the teachings of the fathers of the Republic, that 
exact justice was always the best hope of mankind. tt sets aside 
the principle that labor alone produces wealth, and teaches men 
to come to Congress, as they have done, to secure the passage of 
a law by which they secure a license to rob their neighbors. 

The 1 bill was so framed, The ready-made clothing 
business asked for atax, and they got what they asked, from 100 
to 300 per cent. The iron industry asked or a tax, and it was 
given, from 50 to 75 per cent; and so with the other industries of 
the country. They made their own demand on Congress and it 
was granted hg McKinley and his cohorts. This is proven by 
the renort of the hearings before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee and a comparison of the McKinley bill. This was all explained 
in the debate on the McKinley bill by gentlemen who were then 
of the minority of the Committee of Ways and Mewns, and I see 
it referred to now in the report of the majorityon the bill under 
discussion. It was a deliberate plan to allow the manufacturers 
to rob the people. 3 

When Cæsar led his victorious army across the Rubicon and 
finally destroyed the liberties of his country, in order to secure 
the present and future support of his leading generals he divided 
a part of the plunder of war among them. And so the Repub- 
Ilie an party, in order to secure the support of millionaire man- 
ufacturers of this country in each returning election and to ob- 
tain the money to corrupt the voters of the country gave them 
permission to write the McKinley bill that authorized them to 
rob the farmers and laborers of this country in a single year of 
more than a biltion of dollars—more than was ever divided 
among any gang of thieves or robbers since the dawn of crea- 
tion. There may be some legal differences between Cœsarism 
and McKinleyism, but morally there is none at all. A tarif for 
protection has always been a robber system. It derives its 
name from the pirate Tarifa and a town and castle called after 
him located at the Strait of Gibraltar, where the Moorish 
pirates for a number of years in the eight centuries of the Mo- 
hammedan sway in Spain exacted tribute from every vessel en- 
tering or leaving the Mediterranean. 

A certain part of the value of every cargo was taken by the 
robbers (history does not inform us, however, whether the rob- 
bery was ad valorem or specific), but the crime was tamely sub- 
mitted to by the nations of Europe rather than be at the trouble 
and expense of hanging the tariff robbers. History, however. 
informs us that the owners of the cargoes of the ships so robbed 
by tariff thieves lost nothing by the robbery, for they simply 
added the value of the stolen goods to the value of the re- 
mainder, and the consumer in purchasing the remaining goods 

id the value of thearticles stolen as well as those he received. 

t was then, as it is to-day, the consumer paid the tariff as well 
as. the price of the goods. 
It may not be just to hold the word tariff responsible for its 
antecedents, and afterall there may benoni in a name. That 
which we call arose by any other name would smell as sweet,” 
but in this case the name has adhered to the thing with great 
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pertinacity if there is no kinship between them. Whatever else 
may be said of the tariff it is true to its history in one sense at 
least, that it always takes, but never gives; it always levies, but 
never contributes. It had its origin in crime, and it is a crime 
to-day. Any and every private interest in a public tax isa crime 
against liberty and against organized society. All of the collat- 
eral tariff infamies hang upon this one offense. Put an end to 
this feature of it and ail danger will fade away, and it will then 
ete no honest man unlawfully of anything that belongs to 


The whole protection system is but a monstrous bribe. It is 
a bribe paid to Massachusetts and Pennsylvania for their sup- 
port of the Republican party, the money to pay the bribe being 
stolen from the people of the West and South. The money is 
used to buy corporations, individuals, and the entire votes of a 
State. The system begins with bribery and is sustained by it, 
and its most notable triumpbs are won by the use of money 
wrung from honest labor. In the language of the Chicago plat- 
form, the McKinley bill is the culminating atrocity of class 
legislation and should be repealed.“ 

A protective tariff as manifested in McKinleyism is the direst 
curse that ever damned the American people. It violates in- 
ternational law, human and divine, by prohibiting trade amon 
the families of men, thus denying the fatherhood of God an 
the brotherhood of man. It has driven industry to want, beg- 
gary, and starvation; it has forced virtue dressed in rags to in- 
sanity; it has driven mothers with their infants at their breasts 
from the cottage hearth starving into the winter's blast and de- 
nied to the husband and father work necessary to support his 
family; it has made thousands of millionaires and millions of 
tramps—both a curse to society: it has filled prisons with crim- 
inals and the churches with hypocrites; it has driven millions of 
honest laborers to the soup houses to be fed in the name of charity 
with the products of their own labor, out of which they were 
robbed; it makes merchandise of men, slaves of women, beggurs 
of children, and outcasts of all, and then retains power by bribery 
and fraud. It is the author of all the sweating systems in the 
world, where women and children sweat blood to be coined into 
money to satisfy the greed of Mammon, and itforges the promise 
of God into a lie, and we do see the seed of the righteous “‘ bag- 
ging bread,” the divine promise to the contrary notwithstand- 


g. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the indictment which was presented 
against the Republican party by the grand jury of the country and 
upon which it has been tried and convicted. 

The first point made is that there is 

NO CONSTITUTIONAL POWER TO IMPOSE A PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

This proposition is asserted in our platform. The Constitu- 
tion reads as follows: 

Src. 8. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes. duties, im- 
posts, and excises to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States. 

In the interpretation of this clause of the Constitution the em- 
phases are to be placed on the words to pay the debts,” and in 
this way to provide for the common defense and general welfare. 
If the section should receive any other interpretation than this 
it would not be a government of limited powers, but Congress 
would have unlimited power to levy a tax for anything that 
Congress might consider for the general welfare; whichis not 
true. 

The power of taxation is the greatest power exercised by any 
government; for the power to tax is the power to destroy. Every 
government must have the power of taxation, for without that 
povar it can not exist. But in all free governments there must 

a limit on the taxing power. If not it would simply be a 
monarchy. A tariff is a tax and therefore comes within the 
meaning of the Constitution mentioned. What, then, are taxes? 
Taxes are defined to be the enforced proportional contribution 
from persons and property levied by the State by virtue of its 
sovereignty for support of government and for all public needs.” 
A tax can only be levied for public purposes. A protective tariff 
being for the benefit of a certain industry which is private. is not 
within the meaning of the law and is therefore null and void. 
This being mainly a legal question, I wish to call the attention of 
the House to the law on this point as announced by the writers 
on elementary law as well as the adjudication of the courts of 
last resort in this country, State and national. Burroughs on 
Taxation, on page 6, states the law to be that taxes can only be 
imposed for a public purpose; they can not be imposed for a pri- 
vate purpose.” 

Cooley on Taxation, page 55, states the law to be as follows: 

tis the first r 
— — . acinar of wy ap taxation that the purpose for which it is 
The same author, on page 126 of his book, says: 


However important it may be to the community that industrial citizens 
should prosper in their industrial enterprises, it is not the business of gov- 


ernment to aid them with its means. Enlightened states, while giving all 
necessary tection to their citizens, will leave everyone to depend for his 
success ani ge acre in business on his own exertions, in the belief that 
by doing so own industry will be more certainly enlisted, and his pros- 
perity and happiness more probably secured. 

It may therefore be safely asserted that taxation for the purpose of raising 
money from the public to be given oreven loaned to private parties in order 
that they may use it in their individual business enterprises, is not recog- 
nized as an employment of the power for a public use. In contemplation ot 
law it would be t: the common property of the whole community and 
handing it over to private parties for their private gain and consequently 
unlawful. Any incidental benefits to the public that might flow from it 
would not support it as legitimate taxation. 

Hilliard on Taxation, page 12, affirms the law to be as follows: 

Taxation is allowable only for public purposes. 

The text-books all read one way, and I will now call your at- 
tention to the adjudication of the courts. 

I find in a note to volume 16, American States Reports, a very 
valuable compilation of the authorities on this point, which has 
greatly aided me and from which I have selected most of the 
following cases,and I will now read them to the House. In 58 
California Reports, 639, the court says: 

To promote a public p by a tax levy upon the property in the State 
is within the power of the Legislature; put the I Legisteture has no power to 
im taxes for the benefit of individuals connected with a private enter- 

even though the private enterprise might benefit the local public in a 
remote or collateral way. 

In 27 Iowa Reports, 46, the supreme court of that State say: 


‘Taxes are burdens or charges im d by the Legislature u rsons 
or property to raise money for SEDNA purposes or te aocomplist sons gov- 
ernmentalend, A tax for a private purpose is a solecism in language. 

In 9 Kansas Reports, 689, it is said: 

Taxation to aid ordinary manufactures or the establishment of -< 
pray ise thing matii ee quite unheard of and te power must bo de 

e appropr: 

to the power to tax be disregarded. et F 

The supreme court of Iowa has held that no authority or even 
dictum can be found which asserts that there can be any legiti- 
mate taxation, where the money to be raised does not go into 
the public treasury, and that the uniform weight of public au- 
thority is that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the people 
and not for the benefit of individuals. 

In 20 Michigan Reports, 474, the supreme court of that State 
say in regard to taxation: í 

It must be imposed fora public, not for a mere private purpose. Taxa 
is a mode of raising revenue for public 5 ad when it is seer 


tuted to objects in no way connected with public interest or welfare it ceases 
to be taxation and becomes public plunder 


The supreme court of Maine has held: 
mbic exigenc: 

Fnk 2 me fri nar can require private spoliation for the private benefit of 

It is held in 60 Maine Reports, 124, that the Legislature of the 
State has no power to pass a law to authorize a town to raise 
money either by taxation or issuing its bonds and loan the same 
to private parties to enable them toerectmills and manufactories 
in such town, thereby to increase its wealth and business as well as 
the accommodation of its inhabitants. Such an object is entirely 
a private one and in no sense entitled to be called a public use 
of such a character as to justify the imposition of taxes upon the 
inhabitants and property of a town by a vote of the majority of 
such town. 

The court say in the closing part of the opinion in this case: 


To take directly or indirectly the property of individuals to loan to others 
for the purpose of private gain and speculation against the consent uf those 
whose money is thus loaned would be to withdraw it from the protection of 
the constitution and submit it to the will of an irresponsible majority. It 
would bethe robbery and spoliation of those whose estate is thus confiscated. 
No surer or more effectual method could be devised to deter from accumu- 
Isnen to diminish capital, to render property insecure, and thus to paralyze 

ustry. 


The Legislature of Massachusetts passed a statute to authorize 
the city of Boston to issue bonds to the amount of $20,000,000 to 
be loaned to the owners of land upon which buildings were de- 
stroyed by fire. Commissioners were appointed to manage the 
loan and took a first mortgage upon the land at less than three- 
fourths its value to secure the payment of the money with in- 
terest. : 

The supreme judicial court of that State in 111 Massachusettts, 
454, unanimously held that the statute was nulland void and per- 
potini enjoined all proceeding to collect taxes to pay such 

nds. 

A similar statute was passed by the Legislature of West Vir- 
ginia authorizing the city of Wheeling to issue bonds and loan 
the money for the purpose of encouraging the establishment of 
manufacturing interests, and to take bonds and mortgages upon 
property to secure its payment, and still the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in 106 United States Reports, held that such 
a statute was utterly void. The Supreme Court say in that 
case: 


Taxation to pay the bonds in question is not taxation for a public object. 
It is taxation Which taxes the private property of one person {for the pri- 
vate use of another. 


1894. 
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In 20 Michigan, 452, the supreme court of that State say: 

Itis not in the power of the State, in my opinion, under the name of a 
bounty or under any other cover or subterfuge, to furnish the capital to set 
private parties up in any kind of business or to subsidize thuir business 
after they ente: opon it. A bounty law of which this is the real nature is 
void, whatever may bethe pretense on which it may be enacted. 

In 21 Pennsylvania State Reports, 168, the supreme court of 
that State say: 

Taxation is a mode of raising revenue for public purposes; when it is 
prostituted to objects in no way connected with the public it ceases to be 
taxation and becomes plunder. 

In 24 Wisconsin Reports, 356, the supreme court of that State 
say in regard to taxation: 

It is conceded by all that a tax must be for a public and not for a private 
purpose. If, therefore the Legislature attempts to take money from the 
people by legal compulsion for merely private purposes, that is not a tax 
according to the essential meaning of the word, and, therefore, such a law 
is not, strictly speaking, unconstitutional as being 5 by any posi- 
tive provision of the Constitution, but is void for the reason that itis be- 
yond the scope of legislation. 

The Legislature of the State of Kansas passed a law in 1872 
authorizing the city of Topeka, in order to develop and improve 
said city, to appropriate from its general funds, or by the issu- 
ance of bonds of said city to such an amount as the city council 
might determine. The city issued bonds to a certain corpora- 
tion to the amount of $100,000 to enable the corporation to estab- 
lish a manufactory of iron bridges in that city. In 20 Wallace, 
664, the Supreme Court of the United States say of this case in 
refusing to allow said bonds to be paid by taxation from the 
property of the people of that city: 

Of all powers conferred on the Government that of taxation is most liable 
toabuse. This power can as readily be employed against one class of in- 
dividuals ard in favor of another, so as to ruin the one class and give un- 
limited wealth and pr 1 Bic the other, if there are no implied limita- 
tions of the use for which the power may be exercised. To lay with one 
hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen and with 
the other bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and 
build up private fortunes is none the less robbery because it is done under 
the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation; it is a de- 
cree under legislative forms. Nor Is it taxation. Beyond a cavil there can 
be no lawful taxation which is not laid for public purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, many more decisions to the same effect could 
be cited, but I deem it unnecessary. In my examination of this 
question in the law library I found that the supreme court of 
nearly every State in this Union has passed on this question, 
and the consensus of judicial opinion is to the eifect that there 
is no power under the Constitution, State or national, that au- 
thorizes a tax to be levied to build up private industries. Iwish 
to call the attention of the House to another fact in connection 
with these decisions—that is, that a great many of these decisions 
were written by Republican judges who vote the Republican 
ticket and advocate a protective tariff on the stump. And yet 
when the question comes before them as to whether the State or 
nation can constitutionally levy a protective tariff or tax, under 
their oath of office and confronted with thecrime of perjury they 
hold that it can not be done. Gentlemen, if an examination of 
the authorities I have cited does not convince you that a pro- 
tective tarif is unconstitutional, then you are to be likened to 
the five brothers mentioned in the Scriptures, of whom Abra- 
ham said, If they hear not Moses and the re hets, neither 
will they be persuaded though one rose from the Head.” 

There can be no legal doubt that under our Constitution a tax 
can not be levied on the people solely for the purpose of protec- 
tion, and it should ever remain so. That power was not 5 
by the Constitution by the American people when the Govern- 
ment was formed nor has it been granted since. Such a law can 
be legally passed in England or Germany where they have no 
written constitution, but not in this country where our form of 
Government is one of limited powers. But for the sake of the 
pd rice grant the power to pass such a law; still it would be 
iniquitous and unjust, for it would be the right to tax one man 
for the benefit of another. If all the people are benefited alike 
then there is no benefit to any one. 

If the sugar-raiser of Louisiana, Vermont, and Kansas should 
have a bounty from the public Treasury for the amount of sugar 
peana by them, then by parity of reason the corn-grower of 

inois, Iowa, and Indiana should have a bounty on corn. If the 
ocean carrying trade should be subsidized, then railroads and 
other inland modes of transportation should be subsidized. Why 
should one man fn one trade be protected by a tariff tax for 
his encouragement and not another man in another occupation? 
Why should one man be compelled to pay a bounty to his neigh- 
bors when his neighbors pay no bounty to him? And if neigh- 
bors pay equal bounty to each other, where is the benefit? 

Itis therefore perfectly obvious that a tax to be protective 
must be unjust, for it must take from one class and give to an- 
other without receiving anything in return; that is what pro- 
tection mo: s and that is why it is called robbery. No man’s 
rights can be based on another man's injury. Ifyou take money 
from one man by law without his consent and give it to another 


you are certainly doing the first one an injury. Law can not 
make wrong right nor black white; you may pass a statute to 
that effect, but the ethical principle implanted in every honest 
human breast would revolt against it. 

Protection contravenes the adage of the fathers of the Repub- 
lic—that of ‘fequal and exact justice to all and special privileges 
to none.” It promises large rewards to labor but it never ful- 
fills the contract; it teaches that our farmers are the proper ob- 
jects to be plundered if it can be done under the forms and sanc- 
tion of law. It makes its levy upon the innocent and the unsus- 
pecting without their knowledge and then divides it among the 
cunning and the unscrupulous. Every great fortune it creates 
results from the legal oppression of the poor. Protectiondraws 
its riches from the moans of the widow, the tears of the orphan, 
and the sweating-room of oppression. It is a financial mon- 


8 ty. 
We baila railroads, construct oe open harbors, span rivers 
tunnel mountains, appropriate millions for the improvement 
harbors, construct ocean steamers, all for the benefit of free com- 
merce in order to secure our part of the trade of the world, and 
then McKinleyism builds a Chinese wall around the country 62 
feet high, and declares it would be a benefit to the American 
people if the Atlantic Ocean were ‘a sea’of fire,” forgetting that 
commerce is the golden girdle that binds the world together, 
and that we are not only citizens of the Republic, but of the 
world as well, and that even the love of country should not be 
greater than the love of mankind, and that all politics that war 
against the law of God are hurtful to the race. Restriction be- 
longs to the past and is contrary to the spirit of freedom. 
Freedom is our greatest glory. Our soil is free, our thought 
is free, our ballot is free, our speech is free, our press is free, our 
laboring men should be free; and I sincerely hope that when the 
measure under consideration is enacted into law it will secure 
larger liberty to the toiling millionsof the world. Thatis what 
the election in 1892 meant, the liberty of trade, industrial and 
rsonal liberty. It was the mightiest revolution ever enacted 
In this country, anda solemn protest against the robbery of taxa- 
tion. The wholesystem stood on two colossal falsehoods, the one 
chat it would secure better wages“ to labor, and the other that 
it would secure the home market” to the American farmer. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to examine these two propositions. 


THE LABORING MAN AND THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF, 


The Democratic platform that I have read to the House de- 
clares ‘‘ that since the McKinley bill became a law there has been 
ten reductions in the wages of Tabor to where there has been one 
increase.” I maintain the truth of this proposition, and I am 
prepared to prove and maintain that a protective tariff never 
raised the wages of labor in this or any other country in the 
world. It was not intended by its authors that it should have 
that effect, and in the very nature of things it could not accom- 

lish that end. The manufacturers of this country received the 

nefit of the protective tariff. I will grant that it enabled them 
to pay better wages to their laborers if they saw proper, but the 
question is, Did they do so? I insist ig id not. The Carne- 
gies, Rockwells, Scotts, and other tariff barons are able to pay 
their laborers $20 per day and still have sufficientleft to support 
themselves and their families in luxury and idleness if they should 
live to the age of Methuselah. Protected manufacturers never 
showed any disposition to share their ‘‘ bonus” with their work- 
men except upon compulsion. 

But what did these protected millionaire capitalists pay their 
laborers? Simply the ordinary market wages. Iam willing to 
admit that wages are higher in America than they are in 
95 97 but this is not due to the protective tariff. Wages 
were higher in this country than in Europe before McKinleyism 
was in swaddling clothes. The high wages in this country, if 
they may be called such, are due to other causes than a restrict- 
ive tariff. The labor unions and Knights of Labor have done 
more to secure reasonable wages for laboring men than all the 
tariff laws passed by the Republican ty. There are, also, 
many other reasons Why wages should be hi her in this coun- 
try than across the waters in foreign lands. England has a po 
ulation of 400 to the square mile, and the average wages paid 
were 97 cents per day. 

New England has a population of 210 to the square mile, and 
the average wages paid here were 1.02 per day. 5 cents more 
than in England. The State of Ohio has a population of 80 to 
the square mile and their wages average about $1.80. But while 
the wages are nominally 5 cents per day higher in Massa- 
chusetts than they are in England, yet this is more apparent 
than real when you take into account the purchasing power of 
money in that State and England. 

I insist that a protective tariff always reduces the wages of 
labor, because it increases the price of consumption. When a 
protective tax is placed on anything coming into this country 
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from abroad, the price of that article to. the consumer is in- 
creased to the amount of such tax. 

If a mans clothing costs him more because of a restrictive 
tariff, then his wages will not purchase as much clothing. If 
the tariff were on labor, then the wages of labor would in 
accordance with the same rule that applies to goods; but the 
tariff is not on the labor (that ison the free list) but on the prod- 
ucts of labor, which is entirely a different thing. If, however, 
the protective tariff should raise the price of wages at all, then 
it could only apply to those engaged in the protected industries, 
which only amount to less than 9 per cent of our laboring pop- 
ulation. Iwish to mention another fact that conclusively proves 
thut a protective tariff does not increase the wages of the ror, 
and that is that laborers in unprotective industries are as well 

id off, if not better, than those in the protective industries. 

a protective tariff raises the price of wages, then the wages 
in Germany and France should be higher than in free-trade 
England, which is not the fact. 

There is a greater difference in wages of labor in the differ- 
ent States of the Union than there is between this countr: 
and Europe. Colorado pays wages three times as high as No 
Carolina, Dakota twice as high as Alibama, California nearly 
twice as h as Massachusetts, and Illinois higher than Vir- 
ginia. Atleast this was the condition of things before the re- 
ceut labor troubles in the West. 

Put when me make a final analysis of wages we find that it is 
not the dollars received, but the food and clothing that the 
money will buy. Profit is not the money handled, but the sum 
saved at the end of each year. But to prove conclusively, and 
beyond cavil, that the laboring man does not get the benefit of 
the protective tariff I will state the fact that the average labor 
cost of production in America in all the protected industries is 
but 18 per cent, or placed by the hest statistician at 21 per 
cent, and the average duty by the McKinley bill is over 50 per 

cent. 

Now, who gets the tariff? The manufacturers, of course. If 
the laborers got it why should there now be 3,000,000 laborers 
out of employment willing to labor but no work to do? and in ù 
country where there is more than sufficient for all, they are 
compelled to beg from place to place for their daily bread. 

For the last twenty years the American poo le have been out- 
rageously taxed for the benefit of the laboring man.” Why, 
then, manufacturers in robes and laborers in rags, millionaires 
and paupers? The poor are the laborers for whom these tariff 
laws were passed, for whose benefit the people have been taxed 
overa billionof dollars annually, yet organized cunning despoiled 
labor of it all. 

When the McKinley bill was under consideration in this House 
Carnegie & Co. secured an increase of protection for their busi- 
ness (of course for the benefit of the laboring man, as is usual in such 
cases), but after the McKinley tariff went into effect Carnegie & 
Co, reduced. the wages of their laborers;and in order to make the 
reduction more effectual they called in the Pinkerton thugs and 
kna ves to shoot down the honest labor off of which they had 
grown rich, And finally the Republican recipe for all labor 
troubles, the militia, was called in, and or, labor at Home- 
stead was again forced under the galling yokeof slavery. Then 
a committee of this House was sent to Homestead to investigate 
the question of wages by that highly protected institution which 
every man, woman, and child in the United States was taxed 
to support. And when the committee asked for information as 
to the manner in which these taxes were used the committee was 
informed that it was a private affair. 

Not only did Carnegie & Co. reduce the price of wages in their 

factories, but since the passage of the Mc nes tariff the wages 
of labor were reduced in several thousand other protected in- 
dustries. Mycolleague and seat matefrom New York [Mr. WAR- 
NER] in the last Congress furnished a list of the reduction of 
wages in the protected industries, which covers several pages of 
the CONGRESSIONALREcCORD. There is no doubt about the fact 
that the Chicago platform is correct in its statement that“ since 
the passage of the McKinley bill there have been ten reductions in 
the wages of labor to where there has been one increase.” The 
following statement, which I take from the Philadelphia Press 
of December 26, the very citadel of protection, as uttered by the 
General Master Workman of the Knightsof Labor, reads that— 
Everywhere is starvation and death, while corporate andavaricious 
money lords apply the arrogant lash with relentless fury, and Congress, 
like a wonden . looks down in silent contempt on the miseries of the 
triotic and industrious people the world ever knew. With these 
conditions confronting the people e where, if we can not permeate 
society with a healty public opinion on t subject of labor ani force the 
adoption of our principles we deserve defeat. In the city of Philadelphia 


laboring men have been voting the Republican ticket so for the past 
twenty years. They have sown the wind and they reap the whirlwind.” 


THE FARMER AND THE HOME MARKET, 
The Republican national committee of 1892 issued a pamphlet 
be used in the campaign, and on the first page of the book it 
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is promised of the McKinley bill “ To scatter plenty over a smil- 
ing land;“ and further on the statement is made that It will 
secure work for thousands of idle men and women. It will ma- 
terially reduce the farmer's expenses and greatly increase his 
profits, but it will not raise the price to the American consumer 
of one single article that can be termed a nacessary expense.’ 

The McK Per bill is in force to-day and isscattering plenty over 
asmiling land. I wonder how the farmers of the country enjoy 
that plenty this year. Whataroaring farce, this promise of the 
Republican party! If any class deserves well of this country it 
is the farming class. 

The supreme rule of the Democratic party with reference 
to taxation is that the taxation from the citizen must be limited 
to the needs of the Government economically administered, and 
that sag sion beyond this, from whatever pretext of public 
policy, is an infringement upon Democratic freedom, In Amer- 
ica the great burden of taxation falls upon the farmer. He be- 
longs to a class which is first in number and economic impor- 
tance to the country. It may be true that the question of num- 
bers may not be of any particular consequence in consideri 
the 1 stion of equal justice, for he would be entitled to eq 
political right if there were but one-half the number. It need 
not rest exclusively on the principle of the greatest good to the 
greatest number, but upon the theory that every man is entitled 
to 5 55 and exact justice. 

With the farmer there is no combination or monopoly; he is 
confronted with the necessity of selling to the world on a purely 
competitive basis. The farmers’ burdens from year to year are 
gradually growing heavier. The tritesaying was, Young man 
go West and grow up with the country.” But the plan now is 
to organize corporations in the East for the special purpose of 
panin mortgages all over the West upon farms at nearly 

ouble the rate of interest prevailing inthe East, and in this way 
the profits of farming are largely abstracted by the corporations 
and their ally, the protective tariif. The farm mortgages of the 
country amount now to nearly $4,000,000,000, and, of course, no 
sane person ever expects that this vast sum will ever be paid. 
It can not be paid; there is not money enough in the country to 
pay this stupendous debt. The cunning money sharks of the 
country have seen to it that there shall not be sufficient money 
in the country to transact its business, for they have contracted 
the currency nearly 50 percent for that very purpose. The pris- 
oner is in jail and they have destroyed the prison keys. hat 
will the end be? 

The Democraticplatform explains the situation—that is, “ that 
the protective system fosters no industry so fully as it does that 
of the sherif.” These mortgages will be foreclosed and the 
pona occupants of the land will þe turned out, as has been 

one already in thousands of cases in Kansas and other Western 
States, and these lands will be owned by the corporations which 
have eaten up the borrower by their modern cannibalism usury. 

What next? Why, the axiomatic truth that who owns the 
soil owns the labor on the soil” will have full operation. This 
is only another statement of the Divine truth that the bor- 
rower is the servant of the lender.” $ 

The necessity that makes one man toil for the benefit of an- 
other man makes the first man the slave of the second whether 
his skin is black or white. This whole nefarious scheme is the 
work of plutocracy, aided by its natural guardian, the Repub- 
lican party, and the special subject of attack is the farmer. He 
is made their dupe and victim. I had the honor during the last 
Presidential campaign to hear the distinguished Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLOm], who is still serving in the other end of 
the Capitol, make a speech in my own town to the farmers. In 
his remarks he ridiculed the statement that Democrats make; 
that is, that the consumers pay the tariff.“ He illustrated his 
position by the statement that under the McKinley bill the tariff 
duty on calico was 6 cents, and the price here was but 5 cents. 
He wanted the farmers to tell him who paid that duty, and the 
horny handed sons of toil laughed themselves almost silly at the 
profound wisdom of their Senator. 

The Senator did not tell them, nor did they see proper to ask 
him, what would be the effect if there were no duty on calico. 
Clearly, if there were no duty at all on calico the domestic man- 
ufacturer would be compelled to sell for 4 cents, and if this is 
true then calico is protected 25 percent. He used the same state- 
ment about a certain class of nails upon which the duty under 
the McKinley billis more than the market price here. In each 
case he forgot, I suppose, to state what the effect would be if 
there were no duty on calico and nails. But he did not forget to 
tell them how the farmers were protected by the MeKin!ey bill 
by a tariff on wheat of 20 cents, and then we had three cheers 
for the McKinley bill. 

Isaw some of thesame farmers thissummer selling their wheat 
for 40 cents per bushel, and I reminded them of the Senator’s state- 
ment, and that I thought that if they would make out their bill 
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and send it to him for the 20 cents protection; the Senator would 
likely get it for them or give them a new chestnut. 

Every intelligent person knew at the time that the pretended 

rotection of the farmers by the McKinley bill on wheat was a 
ud and a humbug. It could not be done in that way. Its 
real purpose was to still further deceive the farmers of the coun- 
try into supporting the Republican party. > 
ut, thank God, the scales have falien from the eyes of the 
farmers and laborers, and they will not be deceived longer. 

The requiem of the protective tariff system was sung in this 
country in 1802, and I know that it is dead, but I wish to punish 
the robber after death by giving it a few more kicks and cuffs. 
The [linois farmer pays 50 per ceut more for his manufactured 

than he would were there no tariff; therefore the Illinois 
farmer to the extent of that per cent is impoverished. Massa- 
chusztts sells her manufactured goods 50 per cent higher than 
she could sell them were there no tariff; therefore Massachu- 
setts is enriched this per cent by reason ofsuch protection. This 
being so, does not the Illinois farmer pay the tax of Massachu- 
setts, and in addition thereto give her a bonus for the privilege? 
Labor creates all capital, and surely the laborer should at least 
have a just and full share of that which he creates. 

If labor were allowed equal privilege with capital, then there 
would be no conflict between them. But when the Government 
steps in and by the exercise of power enters into parmershi 
with capital and takes from labor the fruits of its production an 
gives it to capital, then labor becomes the slave of the master it 
has created, and in this way every farmer in the land is made 
the slave of capital. 

Wealth has accumulated in this country in the last twenty 
years ata rate never before known, but it nas been at a fearful 
cost to the farmer. The accumulation has not been of a uniform 
rate: hundreds have grown rich while millions have grown poor, 
all 2 h the intervention of the Government that should pro- 
tect ike, 

In order to show how unfairly the protective tariff treats the 
farmer, I will use some figures which I submitted to the House 
when the McKinley bill was under consideration, but they will 
bear repeating. 

These figures are taken from the census of 1880 and they show 
the increase of wealth of the farmer under the Walker tariff, 
and the decrease under the protective tariff: 


“9, 262, 803, 861 
10, 197, 096, 776 


1859 to 1860__ m- 98,273, 469, 575 or 100 per cent. 


1860. to 1870. — 2,717, 758,854 or 41 per cent. 
1870 to 1880. 931, 292, 915 or 9 per cent. 

It will be seen that there was an increase of 100 per cent from 
1850 to 1860, and but 9 per cent from 1870 to 1880, when we had a 
high tariff. : 

Now I will take from the census of 1880 (Compendium, page 
926) the following figures, which show the advantage manufac- 
turers have over farmers: 


Farms, 1880. 


352 
288 


PEKEE 
288888 


S 


What a splendid margin in favor of the manufacturers. Now, 
another lesson. How have farms increased as compared with 
other values? In 1860 the farmers owned nearly one-half the 
wealth of the nation, as appears from the census: 


Bs we NO S| JERSE a eee See PP te ee ERS $7, 988, 443, 000 
OUR WIR AA ̃⁵ . ]¾ . . —— 8. 179, 123, 000 
Farm val gt. RS ES a ANS Ee See ES ey 12, 140, 081, 000 
Other values 1, 537, 902, 000 
Increase of farm values „ 123, 683, 000 
Dent e a S nee 28. 358, 797, 000 
Increase of farm values in twenty years of protection 51 per cent. 
Increase in other values for the same time....._............... 280 per cent. 


Oh, for a name to call this infernal thing; robbery is too mild. 
I would call it Devil or Hell if I were not afraid it might offend 
his Satanic majesty. 

As to the fallacy of the home market, L take some figures from 
the Statistician of 1893 as to our wheat product: 


Total wheat crop, 1891 
umption for food 


Now, in order to consume the surplus so that the farmer would 
have a home market, it would require us to import into this 
country more than 50,000,000 persons to devour this wheat at 5 
bushels per capita, or more immigrants than ever came to this 
country. What a blessing this would be for our laboring men. 
But this is not all; our surplus wheat is less than one-third the 
surplus of our farms that we ship and sell in foreign markets 
annually. So, therefore, in order to find a home market for all 
our farm surplus, we would be compelled to import three times 
50,000,000 immigrants to consume it all. 

What a ridiculous farce this would be. And yet Senator Cul- 
lom and men of his cloth talk to the farmers about their home 
market, and they swallow it as a Utopian dream and vote for a 
protective tariff, which will in the end, as certain as day follows 
night, result in driving the farmer from his homestead and his 
children to the poorhouse. The abandoned farms of New Eng- 
land tell more eloquently than words that the farmers have not 
shared in the increased profit from protection, neither has that 
home market of which they have heard so much materialized. 

To sum the matter up, the census of 1880 showsthat the manu- 
facturers made on their business a net profit of 36% per cent per 
annum, and on investigations of the census of 1890 it is found 
that the McKinley bill adds about 74 per cent, making it now 
444 per cent, while the farms have not made over 2 Fe cent. 
This is the effect of protection, and if this is justice I have no 
conception of the meaning of that word. Mr. Chairman, [speak 
for the farmer, and I represent on this floor an agricultural dis- 
trict the equal of any in this Union of States, and a constituency 
as patriotic and generous-hearted as the worid ever saw, and in 
their names and by their authority I solemnly protest against 
this iniquitous system that has clothed the toiler in rags and 
the rascal in robes, that applauds cunning and sneers at integ- 
rity, that has driven the American flag from the seas and given 
our carrying trade to England. It has filled the cottage of the 
laborer with sorrow and sent his children supperless to bed: it 
threatens the safety of our free institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, the man who doesnot comprehend the iniquity 
and injustice of the protective system is a fool; the man who 
does and fails to denounce it is a coward; the man who compre- 
hends it and favors it for party or personal ends is a knave, and 
the man who understands its workings and has the courage to, 
denounce it is worthy of being called an American freeman. 

Gentlemen, do not deceive yourselves; the battle for tariff re- 
form is on and he who halts is a coward, and he who doubts is 


Every consideration of justice, safety, and patriotism demands 
prompt and decisive action in the passage of the bill under con- 
sideration. It will reduce the average rate of duty 18.40 per 
cent, and the taxes, as estimated. nearly $75,000,000, and leave 
that sum in the pockets of the people: and more than 8300, 000, 000 
will be saved to the farmers and laborers in the reduction of the 
prices of things they must necessarily purchase and consume. 

When this bill becomes a law it may reduce the income of 
Carnegie so that he will not be able to build another wing to his 
castle in the mountains of Scotland this year, and he may have 
to reduce the number of horses that he drives to his tallyho, but 
it will bring comfort to thousinds of American homes, the cita- 
del of American liberty. It will bring a glow of health to the 
cheek of the farmer’s wife and bread to the children of labor. 

The true grandeur and safety of this nation consist not in its 
great cities, gorgeous capitols, great corporations where opulent 
princes e in money coined from the sweat of labor; but in 


-strong, noble, honest men, pure, free, and happy women, sweet 


healthy children—in a wo: 
laboring peasantry. 
Mr. Chairman, in these homes the indomitable and uncon- 
uerable spirit of freedom had its birth, which gave life to the 
erican nation, and when the nation was in danger from these 
homes came its defenders. The farmersare the founders of civ- 
ilization and the protectors of liberty, and yet for the last quar- 
ter of a century in this country our farmers have been manacled 
and chained in worse than Egyptian bondage. But thanks to 
their own good sense and intelligence, they have finally succeeded 
in unbarring their prison door, and on the passage of this bill 
they will be restored to their original industrial freedom, to 
which they are entitled by nature and nature's God. .[Applause.] 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I think the most absurd state- 
ment that I have ever heard made on this floor since I have been 
a member of this House was one made a few minutes ago by the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] who has just taken 
hisseat. I understood him correctly he said that when aman 
went to a store and bought u dollar's worth of goods fifty cents of 
that dollar was taxes. Lrepeat, Mr. Chairman, that that is the 
most absurd statement I have ever heard made upon this floor 
since I have been a member of Congress. 
Mr. Chairman, I listened attentively this afternoon to the 


„In the well ordered homes of our 
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speech of the learned gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
SON], and heard him A be the changes for an hour on iis charge 
that the tariff was a tax. 

And I heard him charge that the pr man of this country was, 
in consequence, paying an awful, fearful, oppressive tax upon 
his clothing, and the distinguished gentleman exhibited on this 
floor samples of European woolen used by the middle classes of 
men and women in the United States. 

He told of the terrible per cent the American poops had to 
pay to get there goods with which toclothe themselves and their 
children, and he almost put the Democratic side of the House in 
tears over the wrongs of the poor working people who, I think 
he said, had to work one day in three to pay their taxes in the 
form of duty. 

I believe it was Nasby who in describing the funeral of a dear 
friend which he attended, and with whom he had enjoyed drink- 
ing whisky and cocktails on numerous occasions, said that he was 
unable to weep at his friend’s funeral because when he thought 
of these occasions all the juices of his body went to his mouth 
and he could not weep. [Laughter and applause onthe Repub- 
lican side.] 

So I was unable to weep at the argument of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, because I know and everybody knows and 
he ought to know that the middle classes in this country do not 
buy the woolens or the clothing they wear in England, nor pay 
the awful duty he spoke of for the very good reason that they 
clothe themselves in better goods of American manufacture, and 
I affirm that the clothing worn by the great mass of the people 
in this country is manufactured in America, and that clothing 
in the United States is sold cheaper than in any other country 
on the face of the earth, and our countrymen are indifferent to 
the duty on European fabrics except as they protect American 
ota and give employment to American labor. [Ap- 

lause. 
p The argument of the gentleman from West Virginia that the 
tariff is a tax has been so oftenexploded and refuted on this floor 
and elsewhere that it seems a waste of words torepeat the argu- 
ments. 

Has the gentleman from West Virginia forgotten the delega- 
tion of morchants who ore before his committee from Ber- 
muda, and denounced the McKinley act and asked forits repeal, 
because they said they had to pay the duty in order to sell their 
goods in the American market? Two familiar illustrations of 
the fallacy of the tariff-tax argument suffice. I think that the 
duty on a barrel of salt is about $2. Hundreds of thousands 
of barrels are sold by the salt manufacturersof this country at 
50 cents a barrel and the barrel thrown in. 

Will not the gentleman from West Virginia tell me where the 
tax comes in? [Applause.] 

The watch business affords another illustration of the effect 
of the duty to cheapen articles to the American consumer. The 
effect of ing a duty on watches, which were formerly bought 
principally in Europe, was to start twenty watch factories in 
this country, and to-day, owing to American skill, invention, 
and genius, the best watch made on the face of the earth is an 
American watch, and can be bought for one-half what it could 
when the duty was imposed. 

THE EFFECTS OF FREE WOOL 

The gentleman from West Virginia was quite correct in say- 
ing that sheep-raising for wool—and he might have added for 
any other purpose—had largely disappeared east of the Missis- 
sippi; and that disappearance has moved with gigantic strides 
since it was known that this Congress would insert a free-wool 
provision in this bill. The truth is that the farmers of this 
country, without a protective duty, can not compete at the price 
of labor in this country with the foreign producers of thisarticle. 

The truth is that the farmers are all killing their ner and 
going out of the business, which explains the present unheard 
of low price of mutton, and Iam told that not in seventy years 
has wool been so low in this country as now, and that Canadian 
manufacturers of woolens are paying duty and importing wool 
from the United States into Canada. 

I think the learned professor from West Virginia has some- 
thing yet to learn in regard to the woolen business and the cloth 
and clothing trade and the cost of the clothand clothing largely 
and principally worn by the people of this country, and learned 
and scholarly as he is, he is not the only college professor who 
has something to learn, I think it was Senator Hoar who said 
that President Elliot could not pass examination as a freshman 
in the matter of the construction, cost, and tariff on parts of a 
wagon with which he illustrated a tariff speech. And I think 
it was Senator Hawley of Connecticut who said ‘‘the learned 
prendent of Harvard was ignorant of anything that was out 

oors. 

The em from West Virginia denounced the duty on 
coal and iron as an unjust subsidy to the bloated bondholders 


and the railroads of the country. And he would take this busi- 
ness away from the American railroads and American coastwise 
vessels, 

Has the gentleman seen a map of the railroads of the United 
States that have gone into insolvency since this bill or its con- 
tents have been known. 

I do not charge that threatened free coal is entirely responsi- 
ble for this unprecedented failure of railroads, but it is undoubt- 
edly due to the business prostration incident to Democratic suc- 
cess, and the threatened revolution in the economic and finan- 
cial policy uuder which the country has enjoyed a wonderful 
prosperity for thirty years. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to represent upon this floor 
two hundred thousand people, largely engaged in the manufac- 
turing business, and I think that IJ can truthfully say that for 
many years prior to one year ago last November, when it was 
known that Grover Cleveland was elected and the Democratic 

rty was in control ofall the Departmentsof the Government— 

say prior to that time, and under the Republican policy of pro- 
tection inaugurated by the Morrill tariff bill in 1860, my con- 
stituents in the old Second and new Twelfth (substantially the 
same) were as happy, contented, and prosperous as any people in 
any State or country on the face of the earth. 

The manufactaring cities and villages were filled with happy 
and contented workingmen, many of them owning their own 
homes. Many of the towns and cities were adding waterworks, 
electric light plants were being married together by a network 
of electric railroads, the benefit of which the rich and the poor, 
the high and the low, all shared alike. 

Educational institutions were thriving and prosperous. I think 
every town and city in the district has a public library, and 
many of them were erecting library buildings and establishing 
reading rooms for the benefit of all classes. 8 

Institutions of religion were well supported; the spire of the 
house of God pointed toward Heaven in every village and hams 
let in my district. 

The farmers in the agricultural sections of my district found 
a ready and quick sale for their product in the manufacturing 
towns and cities. And under the wise and far-reaching states- 
ee of the McKinley tariff bill the farmer, the manufac- 
turer, the workingmen and employés, indeed all classes of citi- 
zens, and every occupation and business were enjoying a wonder- 
ful development and prosperity. 

And I presume in this regard the history of the district I 
represent was the history of Massachusetts and other great Com- 
monwealths of the Union. 

At the election in November, 1892, the poors for the first 
time in ears years turned over the control of the House, Sen- 
ate, and all the Departments of the Government to the Demo- 
cratic party, elected upon the principles of the Chicago plat- 
form, which declared that all protection to American 8 
was unconstitutional, and which declared in favor of a tariff for 
revenue only, and which declared in favor of the repeal of the 
i sa cent tax” and in favor of the reviyal of the old State 


The effect of this political revolution began to be immediately 
felt. The country was on the high tide of prosperity, and the 
result was not seriously felt at first; but in the face of the Dem- 
ocratic platform, manufacturers began to reduce their output; 
merchants began to buy sparingly, anticipating the lower prices 
promised by the Democratic speakers and papers, which re- 
sulted in the employment of less help and the discharge of many 
employés; one business reacted upon another, the consuming 
power of our people was gradually but surely reduced, and has 

en growing from bad to worse until the present time, until the 
conditions of 1857, when we were under a tariff for revenue the last 
time, are being repeated. In 1857, in the face of an abundant 
harvest, one inhabitant in thirteen and one-half in New York 
State was a pauper, and soup houses were opened in every ward 
in New York City to feed the starving poor. 

So now in the face of the Wilson tariff bill, which threatens 
destruction to many of our great manufacturing interesis, in the 
face of the abundant harvest of last year, relief committees are 
being organized in all the great centers of the country to feed 
the worthy and deserving poor. 

And distress and gaunthunger and want stares many an honest 
workingman and family in the face. Instead of prosperity 
we have adversity, instead of happy and contented workingmen 
we have idle factories, or running on reduced time at reduced 
wages. 

Tekad of confidence we have distrust, and in consequence of 
the change in the economic and financial policy of the country 
from the Republican to the Democratic party it is believed that 
every species of property in this country has shrunk from 25 to 
40 per cent, describing a grand total of $15,000,000,000, and the 
end is not yet. 
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The Democratic speakers and newspapers attempted to charge 
this terrible changed condition, which condition nobody could 
deny, to the Sherman act, and to the purchase of silver under 
that act. 

After an agony of three months, the Democratic Senate re- 


urchasing clause of that act. The Democratic 
ers predicted that business would immediately 
at prosperity would again return to our dis- 
tressed coun And if their premises, as to the cause, were 
correct, that Republican silver legislation was the cause of the 
distress, their prophecy would prove to be true. Neither was 
true. 

The purchasing clause of the Sherman act should have been 
repealed, as it was, but it was preposterous, false, and absurd to 
charge the present situation to that act. The Government 
could sink 83,000, 000 a month in the ocean without producing 
any such result. The threatened revision of the tariff on free- 
trade lines, and as contemplated by the Wilson bill, now before 
us, was the immediate, direct, and almost the only cause of the 
appalling misfortune which has overtaken the country. 

The Democrats are wont to describe their party and policy as 


pealed the 
speakers an 


brighten, end t 


the party of Jefferson, Jackson, and the Constitution. They must, 


mean Jefferson Davis, Stonewall Jackson, and the Confederate 
constitution. Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson were pro- 
tectionists. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

The Wilson bill is drawn on the line of the Confederate con- 
stitution, which stood for absolute, unrestricted free trade. and 
the Southern and Confederate end is at present the dominant 
and controlling end of the Democratic pary of the country, and 
they demand the privilege o? exchanging their cotton, lumber, 
tobacco, rice, hemp, raised with cheap negro labor, for European 

oods also manufactured with cheap, poorly paid labor; and that 
is the policy that dominates and controls the country now. That 
is the policy which dictates our economic policy to the great 
manufacturing and empire States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, New 
York, and Massachusetts [applause], and also dictatesthat the 
agricultural products of Canada and the lumber of that vast 
region shall have the duty so reduced as to come in competition 
with the products of the great States of Michigan, Indiana, IIli- 
nois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Minuesota. 

The following quotation from the platform of Andrew Jackson 
shows conclusively that the present Democratic party is not the 
party of Jackson: . 

PLATFORM OF ANDREW JACKSON 188. 

Resolved, That an adequate protection of industry is indispensable to the 
prosperity of the country, and that an aband nment of the policy at this pe, 
riod would be attended with consequences serious to the t interests of 
this nation, 

: PLATFORM OF BENJAMIN HARRISON, 182. 

We reaffirm the American doctrine of protection. We call attention to its 

owth abroad. We maintain that the prosperous condition of our country 
8 ingo due to the wise revenue legislation of the Republican Congress. 

We believe that all articles which can not be produced in the United States, 

ed a luxuries, should be admitted free of duty, and that on all imports 

coming into competition with the products of American labor there should 

be levied duties equal to the difference between wages abroad and at home. 
PLATFORM OF GROVER CLEVELAND. 1802. 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud upo the labor of the great 
majority of the American le for the benefit of a few. We declareit to 
be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties ex- 
cept for the purpose of revenue only. 

The Democrats of 1832 and the Republicans of 1892 seem to 
agree. 

Since the development of the Democratic policy an election 
was held last November, and the country condemned the Demo- 
cracy in thunder tones that drowned the roar of Niagara in the 
States where elections were held—in Massachusetts, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and Iowa. The Democratic party 
was buried out of sight, and the people of those great States 
commanded the Democratic party to halt; and surely, in the face 
of this verdict, there should be no economic legislation until the 
country can be heard from again in the Congressional elections 
of next fall. If the Wilson bill should be deferred until such 
election it could never pass this body. 

The people have already pronounced against it; patriotism and 
honesty demand that its consideration shall be deferred until the 
voice of the people can again be heard. 

And this is not all; incompetency marks the Democratic ad- 
ministration in every department, if not something worse. Wit- 
ness our humiliation in the eyes of the civilized world over the 
foreign policy of President Cleveland and Secretary Gresham in 
the affairs of the Sandwich Islands—in painful contrast to the 
diplomacy and wise statesmanship of Benjamin Harrison and 
James G. Blaine. 

Incompetency marks the conduet of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; he undoubtedly precipitated the panic and augmented the 

-distress of the country, and brought back our securities from 
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abroad by an authorized interview last summer, in which he said 
it might be necessary to pay the Government's oblszations in 
silver, and by his more recent utterances in favor of 5 
the collateral behind the Treasury notes, issued for silver bul- 
lion, by threats to coin the seigniorage. 

Now, while towns and cities are attempting to devise ways and 
means and to give public work to the unemployed, what a grand 
chance there is for the Government to do something in the same 
line by pushing public buildings and public works, already au- 
thorized by Congress, which would give work to thousands of 
the unemployed. 

Instead of that wise policy on the part of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, so far as I can learn, public buildings and public works 
are at a dead stand. Let me give an illustration or two: The 
Fifty-first Congress voted to erect a public post-office building at 
an expense of 375,000 at the city of Taunton, in my district,upon the 
condition that the city would donate the site; the grand old patri- 
otic city of Taunton responded promptly and donated a beauti- 
ful park in the center of the city to the Government of the 
United States, and got the act legalized by the Legislature of 
Massachussetts: thislot when donated would have sold for $50,000 
under the hammer; the title and all the preliminaries, survey, 
etc., were fully complete when the present Administration came 
into power nearly ayearago. In vain I have repeatedly urged 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury and upon the Supervising 
Architect the patriotic conduct of the city in donating the site, 
the unemployed workmen in the city, to whom the work would be 
a godsend, the fact that by the generous conduct of the city the 
Government would obtain a property worth $125,000 for $75,000. 
All my Benne gofor nothing. The grass in this beautiful 
park, now owned by the Government, was knee deep last sum- 
mer, disfiguring the city, and not a blow was struck on this build- 
ing, voted by Congress three years ago, andfor which the money 
has been set aside. 

Once more. The Government voted to build a post-office build- 
ing in the city of Washington at the same time. There are 
thousands of unemployed mechanics in this city to whom this 
work would be a godsend, and would relieve the charitable 
people of Washington of a burden that they can ill afford to bear. 
A million dollars or more is to be expended for this building 
and practically nothing is being done upon if; a half dozen iron 
pillars have been stood up to show that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has not forgotten it, and on yesterday I saw two or 
three lonesome workmen 1 a bolt in one of these iron 
beams. These are but illustrations of the Government work 
which is so much needed all over the country. 

A want of patriotism marks the conduct of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and these Halls have recently echoed with de- 
nunciations of that officer of the Government, and his unpatri- 
otic and unjust conduct of the Pension Bureau, and, thank God, 
this denunciation was not confined to Republicans. There were 
found Democrats on this floor brave enough and manly enough 
to join with the Republicans, like the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. MARTIN, and that scarred, maimed, and war-worn veteran 
of the Union Army, Gen. SICKLES, of New York. [Applause.] 

Well may the country cry out, How long: oh! how long?” 

Now, I come to some specific items in the Wilson tariff bill 
now before us. This bill is certainly neither fish, flesh, nor fowl. 
It certainly is not drawn on the line of the Chicago platform. 

While it ruthlessly slaughters many of the great industries of 
the country, and will either close these establishments or re- 
duce the workmen to European level, it seems in other spots 
to be drawn on protection lines, especially when the interest to 
be protected is a Democratic one. On page 32 I find a high 
specific duty on the products of Florida, oranges and lemons, 
while apples raised in the Northern States are on the free list. 

On page 30 I find a high specific duty on rice, a product of 
South Carolina and Louisiana and other Southern States. 

Then it has its likes and dislikes in the Northern States, and 
there seems to be a method in this madness: To illustrate other 
features of the bill: 

Gen, Alger, of Michigan, is perhaps the mostextensive dealer 
in lumber in the United States; he is also a large contributor to 
the Republican campaign fund; his business is ruthlessly slaught- 
ered by so low a duty or no duty as to bring him in direct com- 
petition with Canadian lumber just across the line. 

On the other hand, the most extensive chocolate manufacturer 
in this country lives in Massachusetts. He is a very nice 155 
tleman. He is a personal friend of mine. He makes the best 
chocolate, bromo, cocoa, and cocoa butter in the world. I use 
it in my. family in preference to any foreign product. By his 
enterprise and skill, and thanks to the Republican policy of pro- 
tection, he has built up an enormous business in these products. 
And Iam told that his output reaches the enormous figure of 
30 tons per day when the country is in its normal condition, and 
gives employment to many American workmen, He is a gener- 
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ous employer of labor, and an open-handed, generous, publie-spir- 
ited citizen. 

But I am sorry to have to say that this gentleman has gone 
astray upon the tariff, at least for other products than his own, 
Heisa tariff reformer, and presides at their meetings; yes, more 
than that, he is a free trader and a stanch Democrat, and 
more than that he is thelargest contributor in Massachusetts to 
the Democratic campaign fund; with that generosity which char- 
acterizes him in other directions he contributes thousands to the 
State and national Democratic campaign. 

Now turn to page 34 of this bill, and there you read thestrange 
device, Chocolate, 2 cents per pound duty;” Cocoa, 2cents per 
pound duty;” Cocoa butter, 3} cents per pound duty.” 

The majority of the committee in their report Spe atlength 
in favor of ad valorum and not specific duty; but there is no ad 
valorem foolishness about the duty on chocolate and cocoa, but 
here is a specific duty of 2 cents per pound. NowIsuggest to the 
committee that ses offer an amendment heré and make it 4 
cents per pound, and thus enable my friend to double his sub- 
scription to the Democratic campaign fund, for they will need it 
at the next election. [Applause.] 

Surely here isa sight for gods and men. Ina bill drawn on 
free-trade lines these two illustrations which I have given are 
but illustrations of othersimlar inconsistencies and acts of favor- 
itism: a lumber-dealer, a large Republican contributor, marked 
for slaughter; a chocolate manufacturer, a large Democratie con- 
tributor, has Asoo 4 Lay arg of the bill slaughtered and has his 

by 


business pro a high specific duty. 
There is a large factory in my district at old Plymouth, Mass., 
that manufactures binding-twine; the treasurer, Mr. Holmes, is 


ared-hot Republican; binding-twine is put on the free list. They 
make binding-twine in Hongkong, C ; they have the most 
improved American machinery; they pay the workmen 15 cents 
p day. There are 12, 000 men employed in the cordage industry 
New England; it is needless to describe the effect of this bill 
upon these manufacturers and workmen. 
Thereareextensive granite quarriesin Eastern Massachusetts, 


particularly in which was formerly in my district. Turn 
to page 15, you will find the duty has been reduced to one-half 
on hed te; this would enable the manufacturer at Quincy 


or Randolph to send granite blocks as ballast to Europe and have 
them returned finished for buildings, capitals, and monuments, 
and make a |; saving at the present price of wages, with the 
duty in this b One of two things must happen if this bill 
er every granite quarry in this country must reduce wages 
or close. 

These are but illustrations of the slaughter of other industries 


in my district by the Wilson tariff bill. 
Now, how is it pro to make good the large loss in reve- 
nue which this bill contemplates? Why, by anincome tax, which 


is a tax upon thrift and prosperity, however fine it may be 
in theory, it is well described by the 8 from New Vork, 
Mr. CocKRAN, when he says it should be styled a bill to fine 
honest men and pay a premium on perjury.” 

Under the Me pole bill the foreigners who sent goods 
to this wet Sanam tax, as was testified to by the merchants 
of Bermuda who appeared before the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Under this bifl it is proposed to abandon that policy of having 
the foreigners who import goods into our country support the 
Government and pay the taxes. I say it is proposed to substitute 
for this policy a revival of the odious war tax to be paid by our 
own people, one of the most obnoxious and offensive of which is 
the income tax, which is paid by truthful, honest men, and en- 
tirely escaped by those that are dishonest. Of all the odious, 
unjust systems of taxation that were ever devised the income 
er 18 + most odious and most offensive and most unjust. [Ap- 
plause. 

On my return to Washington after the holiday recess, I satin 
aseat with the agent of a great manufacturing corporation that 
employs thousands of workmen in the city of River. He 
said to me, If the Wilson bill becomes a law, our concern will 
have no alternative except to close our factory or reduce the 
sony hi our employés 40 per cent, approximating the European 

evel. 

The talk about the benefit to manufacturers resulting from 
free raw material, free coal, free iron ore, and free wool called 
for by this bill will deceive no intelligent person. 

The benefit to the manufacturers of my séction resulting from 
the removal of 75cents per ton on bituminous coal will in no way 
birt Cretan for the reduced duty on the finished product of these 
establishments. 

S Rivets, prising: proses, ‘oven: stacy U 

, rivets, p presses, etc., 
worth from $150 to $500 per ton, a duty of 75 cents per ton on 
coal and a small duty upon iron ore is not an important factor 


of the cost, and, I repeat, is unimportant as compared with the 
prosesion of thesə finished products from the competition of 
uropean manufacturers and poorly paid workmen. 

Mr. Chairman, it does not take a statesman to see that if we 
reduce the duty on American agricultural or mechanical prod- 
ucts so that we are to buy any considerable quantity of our 
goods in a foreign market, we can not at the same time manu- 
facture these goods in our own country and give employment to 
American capital and American labor. 

This bill strikes a blow at the great tack industry of my dis- 
trict and of Massachusetts by an ad valorem duty upon tacks 
that is too low for protection, and which will expose American 
manufacturers to injustice of undervaluation by foreign import- 


ers. 

This bill provides for the importation of coal free of duty into 
the United States, and thus strikes a blow at American shipping 
and coastwise industry, which is now principally maintained by 
the coal interest. 

And I have placed in my hand a memorial and resolutions 

assed against this bill by the Vessel Owners and Captains’ 
ational Association. 

There is little doubt in my mind but that this bill, substan 
tially as reported by the committee, will pass this Democratic 
House and Senate and be signed by Grover Cleveland and be- 
come a law, but I believe it is the duty of every Republican 
member of Congress to resist its passage by every means in his 
power. . , 

There may be a slight improvement in business when the 
worst is known, when the uncertainty is removed and the pol- 
icy of the Government is determined, until another Presidential 
election can be had; but there can be no permanent prosperity of 
the country while the present Democratic nightmare of free 
trade sits upon the vitals of the nation. 

The Wilson law, at the longest, will be short lived; the baby’s 
epitaph will fit this bill: “If I was so soon done for, what was I 
begun for?“ 

he country will have had an object lesson in Democratic con- 
trol that will last the country another thirty years, and the 
friends of protection, the friends of the American agriculturist, 
the friends of the American manufacturer and American work- 
man will surely elect the next national House of Representa- 
tives and the next President, and restore the country to the safe 
and 5 economic and financial policy under which we 
enjoyed for thirty years a marvelous growth and prosperity, un- 
precedented in the history of States and nations. 

The following letter is a specimen of hundreds and untold 
come of letters that are being poured in upon members of 

ongress: 

e HAVERHILL, MASS., January 6, 1894. 

DEAR Sm: Please do all you can to defeat the amendment or of 
the Wilson bill. It seems specially designed toannihilate values on all 
of property, to destroy American industries. and to make American condi- 
tions for wage-earners impossible. The threat of its passage is shutting up 
our mills and workshops, sh our hours of labor, cutting down our 


wages, and curtailing the farmers’ market. 
Respectfully, 


Would refer you to Gen. COGSWELL. 


The following is a specimen of resolutions of boards of trade 
and commercial organizations all overthe country being poured 
in upon members of Congress denouncing and protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson bill, and undoubtedly speaks the sen- 
timent of these great organizations representing the business 
and commerce of the country: : 

PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE, DREXEL BUILDING, 
Philadelphia, January 5, 1894. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 
At a quarterly meeting of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, held December 


GEORGE W. RUSSELL. 


'| 18, 1893, the following preamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted: 
Whereas 


the threatened radical modification by Congress of theexisting 
tariff has caused and is causing widespread alarm and dismay among the 
industrial masses of the country, and general anxiety and distrust by the 
admission of wool, coal, iron ore, and other so-called raw materials to the 
free list, and by the sweeping reduction in rates of duty, and by the large 
substitution of ad valorem for me duties; and 

“Whereas the projected tariff bill now being prepared by the Committeeon 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, known as the Wilgon bill, 
so far as the provisions of this bill have been given to the ewe is intensi- 
fying alarm not only by its provisions, but by the uncertainty of the ‘od 
when this 7 3 shall take effect, is 3 bation ~ y 
greatarmy unem creating deprivation and distress, ich can 
not be easily relieved oe oe present depressed business condition of the 
country; 

Wrens under the tariff system of the United States, which has existed 
since 1860. the unexampled ty of the nation can not be denied, and 
the threatened overthrow of such prosperity must not only be deplored, but 
condemned as rash and unjust; and 

“ Whereas the majority of the 27 5 and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives, by continued and numerous amendments in the forma- 
tion of the bill naw about to be presented to Congress, show it is unsatisfac- 
ton Where — —— — ded of this tistactory bill is throwing 

unsa ry 
many e oF the people out of employment, and compelling those 
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still employed to suffer great reduction in the wage received for their labor: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Reg pees Board of Trade is unalterably opposed to 
the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill. 

Resol That in the opinion of the Philadelphia Board of Trade the in- 
tended radical modification of the existing ta is injudicious and unwise 
and must be condemned as tending to the destruction of industrial employ- 
ment of vast bodies of the people, and so causing needless distress snd hark: 


ship. 
u beer u d resolutions to Co d to ur Se 
e e and resolutions mgress, an urge o n- 
ators and Representatives to oppose the passage of the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill as a measure destructive to the welfare of this nation. 
[True copy.] tae 


FREDER FRALEY, 
President Philadelphia Board ef Trade 


executive officers of this board are requested to send 


Attest: 
W. R. TUCKER. 


Harmony, consistency, or unity is not expected in the Demo- 
cratic party. The student of political history has only to turn 
back to the Congressional debates at the time the Republicans 
found it necessary to im an income tax as a war measure to 
get money to carry on the war and save us a nation among the 
nations of the earth. 

He will find that the Democratic party in Congress at that 
time denounced the income tax as inquisitorial, unconstitu- 
tional, and an outrage upon the private right of citizens. 

It was then necessary asa war measure. There can be no justi- 
fication of it ina time of profound peace. While one wing of 
the Democratic party is demanding this tax there is another 
wing that still adhere to their former position in regard to it. 

The following quotations from leading papers of New York 
are fair illustrations, and undoubtedly voice the sentiment of 
the people in all the great centers of business and trade: 


A HIGH-HANDED OUTRAGE, 
[New York Herald.] 


The m: of the Ways and Means Committee has committed the reck- 
less bi: er of deciding in favor of a sweeping general income tax. 

Against such a monarchical, inquisitorial imposition American manhood 
would rebel and condemn to ignominy the political party responsible for it. 

There is no earthly excuse for the tax, since it is for n 
revenue as itis obnoxious. To inflict it be agp th 


as unnecessary eeded 
PE ge wegen necessity 
or excuse would be nothing short of a high-handed ou 8 


A FATAL MISTAKE, 
` [New York Times.] 

Atter protesting for twenty years against the continued imposition of war 
taxes it es of peace, the Democratic party can not reim the most 
odious of the war taxes and escape * condemnation. make a per- 
sonal income tax a feature of the Wilson tariff bill is to commit one of those 
fatal mistakes of policy that drive a party from power or destroy it, just as 
some great indiscretion destroys a private reputation, or a wrong step 
bri down a financial house. 

To begin with, the income tax was decided upon in the Ways and Means 
Committee against the j ent and votes of those members of the major- 
ity who mt the principles of the Democratic party that are vital, 
sound, continuing: while the proposition obtained its support from 
those members who, while no doubt perfectly sincere, are all of them in 
greater or less degree, and some of them altogether, imbued with those er- 
rors of economic aud financial doctrine that have robbed the Democratic 
party of the confidence and poppers of thousands of men who, on other 
grounds, would gladly act with it. 

INDIVIDUAL OPINIONS ADVERSE TO THIS METHOD OF RAISING REVENUE. 

Thomas G. Shearman: The last years of the American income tax werea 
carnival of fraud, penay, ana blackmail. ~ 

Marshall Field: Such a tax is an iniquity itself, and has no place on the 
statute books of such a country as.this, 

Edward Atkinson: The adoption of an income tax will necessarily de- 
stroy that party responsible for it, no matter what its merits in other re- 


spects may be. 

John Clanin: An income tax in time of peace is a perfect outrage. Ihave 
talked with many of the big wholesalers in the dry goods district, and 
neither there nor elsewhere have I found a single man in favor of it. 

David A. Wells: It seems hardly open to dispute that a general income 
tax, with such inquisitorial features as are essential to make it effective as a 
revenue measure, can not be successfully administered under a free and 
popular form of government. 

illiam E. Gladstone: I believe it does more than any other tax to de- 
moralize and corrnpt the people. So longas you consent, without spec- 
ial to levy the income tax as a t of the ordinary and perma- 
nent revenue of the country. so long it be vain to talk of-economy and 
effective reduction of expenditure. 


A PREMIUM ON PERJURY. 
[New York Press.] 

An income tax is class legislation of the worst sort. It assails the funda- 
mental doctrines of Americanism. It puts a premium on perjury. It ne- 
cessitates the employment of a vast army of spies and informers, commis- 
sioned to pry into every man’s business and intrude in matters with which 
the Government has no right, under ordinary conditions, to interfere. 

? TTS POLITICAL EFFECT. 

[Brooklyn Eagle. ] 

If the Democratic ty tries to 7 b; rity of its Representa- 
tives and Senators at Washington favors, on apom tax blll, 10 wil probably 
lose control of the next Congress and certainly deserve to do so. 

AD VALOREM vs. SPECIFIC DUTIES, 

An examination of the tariff bill now before the House shows 
that three hundred and fifty-four items of this bill are put un- 
der ad valorem duties. The claim made by the majority of the 
committee that it is impossible to make equitable specific duties, 
is not borne out by the facts or experience, either in this coun- 
try or in other countries. 


orit 


As has been so forcibly pointed out by others, the injustice to 
our merchantsand manufacturers from ad valorem duties grows 
out of the fact that they open the door for fraud in undervalua- 
tion, and are thus another link in the free-trade evils to which 
this bill Feat to commit the country. 

The following table confirms my statement above: 


TARIFFS OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


The following shows the number of articles on which duties are imposed 
by ten foreign countries: 

England imposes duties on 38 articles. 

France imposes duties on 61 cles. 

Austria imposes duties on 857 articles. 

Russia imposes duties on 440 articles. 

Sweden imposes duties on more than 300articles. 

Denmark imposes duties on 63 articles. 


All the above duties are 8. 3 — 
articles dutiable, and imposes specific duties on 


ited inc fel tarif makes 
WO. 

Italy's tariff covers 837 articles, and on all but one the duties are specific. 

Norway collects customs on more than 500 articles, and the duties are spe- 
cific, except in six instances. 

8 with 389 articles on its tariff imposes an ad valorem duty on but one. 

The above shows that out of more than 3,957 duties only 10 are on an ad 
valorem basis. 

Thus it will be seen that this bill proposes to do indirectly, 
through the medium of undervaluation, what a majority of the 
committee have not the courage to do openly. 

This bill by its extensive changes from specific duty—that is, 
by a duty by the piece, by the dozen, by the pound, by the cubic 
foot—to ad valorem duty, that isa percentage of the value fixed 
upon the goods by the be eat or importer, admitting of fraud 
in undervaluation. While it appears to afford protection and 
has the appearance of continuing something like the duty of 
the MeK inl ey bill, as a matter of fact it throws down protection 
a exposes our manufacturers to cruel and unjust foreign com- 
petition. 

Such a thing as consistency in the Democratice party is not 
looked for or expected. For thirty years they have repeatedly 
occupied the camp of the Republican party of previous Admin- 
age toll tion fi 8 Manning’ 

e following quotation from Secretary ing’s report of 
1886 shows the attitude of the Democratic party at that time as 
hostile to ad valorem duties: 

Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the 
revenue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, or by any other means, 
under an ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates 


shall have been largely reduced. They are incontestably, they are even no- 
toriously, inherent in that system. 


And again, in 1888, Secretary Fairchild urged and demanded 
that when changes wera made in duties they should be in the 
direction of ag rae, specific for ad valorem duties. This is 
what Secretary Fairchild said in 1888: 


The high ad valorem tariff of the last quarter of a century has been the 
fruitful cause of devices to gain improper advantage at the custom-house. 
It is, therefore, desirable that in re and reducing rates of duty they 
should be made specific instead of ad valorem, so far as the nature of the 
merchandise will admit. 


That this bill is drawn in the interest of ate and English 
manufacturers you have oniy to examine the tiiesof English 
papers to discover. The Manchester (England) Courier says that 
the Wilson bill is ‘‘ much more thorough than the most sanguine 
people on this side ventured to anticipate.” It certainly is a 
8 bill for people on that side. 

I will insert in my remarks as germane to this discussion a 
letter from the author of the McKinley bill, giving his reason 
for protective policy and the protective bill which it is now pro- 
posed to repeal: 

WHY MKINLEY IS A PROTECTIONIST—COMPARISON WITH A REVENUE TARIFF, 

Lara a protectionist because I believe the protective system is best adapted 
to our conditions and citizenship. It does eve: which a revenue tariff 
can do and vastly more. It supplies needed reyenue—a revenue tariff can 
dono more. It accomplishes end with equal if not greater certainty 
than a revenue tariff, and while do this it widely discriminates in favor 
ot American interests and is ever of the welfare of the American 
people. It Proson our own products against those of the alien and the 
stranger, while the domestic consumer is secured reasonable prices through 
domestic competition. It diversifies the employments and multiplies the 
opportunities of our people, secures an unri home market for agricul- 
ture and unrivaled wages for labor. It encourages skill and genius to their 
highest activity and under its operation we have reached the foremost rank 
in invention and and the widest individual and national pros- 
perity. Itfavors the United States and is the true friend of every Ameri- 


can girl and boy struggling upward. It builds up; it never pulls down. 
W. M LEY, JR. 
To sum up, the pu of the pending bill is to relieve for- 
eigners from paying the duties upon goods which they import 


into this country in competition with American goods, and to 
im new and odious taxes upon our own people to make up the 
deficiency. And pray what benefit will free wool, free coal, and 
free iron ore be to the section of country which I represent, if 
the same legislation which gives it destroys the home market 
and deprives our manufacturers of an opportunity to dispose of 
their finished products? 
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The following anteconvention utterances of distinguished Dem- 
ocrats in 1892, in the light of the events of the past year, sound 
like the voice of prophecy, and I commend these prophecies, 
which are now history, to the thoughtful and serious considera- 
tion of Congress and the country: 

I have frequent ee it pa as to the wisdom of again putting me in nomi- 
nation.—Grover Cleveland. 

Grover Cleveland is the only man that could have led us to disaster.—Sen- 
` dtor Blackburn. 
Nominate Mr. Cleveland, and we march—through a slaughter house into 
an open grave. Henry Watterson. 
Mr. Cleveland by his message, for which I honor him, has challe’ the 
protected industries of the country toa fight of extermination.—Senator Vest. 
Mr. Chairman, if there is any doubt about the above utterances 
of distinguished Democrats being history that doubt will be en- 
tirely removed to the country and the world at the next Con- 
gressional and national election. [Laughter and applause.] 
And I bid my distressed countrymen who are now suffering 
from Democratic rule, incompetency, and inefficiency to be of 
ood courage.- The country has learned a lesson that will not 
5 forgotten by the living generation. 
Weeping may endure for a night, but Joy cometh in the morning. 


The country will surely again return to the economic and finan- 
cial policy of the 5 party, and the greatest Republic of 
all history, the Republic upon whose dominions the sun never 
sets, because evening twilight in Alaska gilds the rock-bound 
coast of Maine with the rays of the morning sun. Isay this great- 
est Republic of all history, when the present Democratic night- 
mare shall have passed away, will again under Republican rule 
enter upon a history of glory, prosperity, and development un- 
equalei in our past glorious history. [Applause]. 

And I concludo these remarks with the prayer of Daniel Web- 
ster at the laying of the corner stone of this extension to the 
Capitol, July 4, 1851, as follows: 

And all here assembled, whether 88 to public or private life, with 
hearts devoutly thankful to Almighty God for the preservation of the lib- 
erty and happiness of the country, unite in sincereand fervent prayers that 
this deposit and the walls and arches, the domes and towers, the columns 
and entablatures now to ba erected over it may endure forever. God save 
the United States of America. 

ud applause onthe Republican side.] 
Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BELL of Texas said: Mr. Chairman, the effect of tariff 
charges, or import duties, has probably been the theme of more 
thorough, exhaustive, and able discussions than any economic 
question which has engaged the attention of students, scholars, 
or statesmen, and it is impossible that pes hence could be added 
to the strength of the arguments with which the advocates of 
the conflicting theories on that subject have supported their 
respective positions; but the greatly improved methods of col- 
lecting statistics and the valuable experience of various coun- 
tries under the different systems in recent years has rendered it 

ible to demonstrate the correctness of opinions which could 
ormerly be upheld only by the force of reasoning. 

In the remarks which I am about to sumbit I will not stray 
from the beaten paths, but I hope to be able to elucidate the 
subject under consideration by referring to and commenting 
upon certain facts and figures which were not available in pre- 
vious discussions. > 

When individuals organized themselves into societies they 
conferred upon their government the right to take such portion 
of their property as might be necessary to enable it to execute 
the p ses for which it was formed. This is the power of tax- 
ation. It is an attribute of sovereignty, and one which is essen- 
tial to the very existence of governments. The method of exer- 
ong this power by the imposition of imposts upon imports is 
called a tariff. There is no doubt of the authority of our Gov- 
ernment to resort to this means of raising the revenue with which 
to meet its legitimate expenses, and it is generally conceded 
that no method has yet been devised by which the burdens of 
taxation can in this country be more equitably distributed than 
by a tariff when properly adjusted. 

The question therefore naturally arises, in what way and for 
what pur should the duties upon the importation of com- 
modities be levied? h 

There are two kinds of tariff: one for revenue, and the other 
for protection. A tariff for revenue is one where the tolls are 
sufficiently low to permit the sale of imported goods without a 
loss. A tariff for protection is one where the tolls are so high 
as to prevent, 8 ordinary circumstances, the sale of im- 
ported goods without a loss. 

If an article on which imposts are levied isimported, the duty 
collected passes into the national Treasury, and tne consumer 
contributes to that amount to the support of the Government. 
This is a tax. 

Ik an article on which an impost charge is levied is not im- 
ported, no revenue is derived from it; and the increased price 
which the consumer has to pay for it, in consequence of his not 


being allowed to buy in a cheaper market on account of the duty, 
is not a tax, but is a donation under the forms of law of the prop- 


erty of the purchaser of the article to its original owner. This 
is so abhorrent to our ideas of justice, and is so foreign to our 
conceptions of the proper functions of legislation, that, stripped 
of all collateral considerations, no one could be found to defend 
it; but, say its advocates, ‘the good results which follow and 
flow from a protective tariff more than compensate for its in- 
herent injustice and admitted evils,” and they cite the enormous 
accumulation of wealth in this country in support of their posi- 
tion. If the wonderful development of our resources in the last 
thirty years is attributable to the operation of the protective 
system which has prevailed during that time, it affords a strong 
argument in its favor; but if it can be shown that we have grown 
great in spite of that system, and that in consequence of itsome 
sections and classes had prospered at the expense of other sec- 
tions and classes, then no excuse can be found for its continuance, 

Let us, then, see what has been the effect of our tariff laws. 
While legislation can not create property, it can transfer its 
ownership. I will illustrate this is taking, as an example, a 
pair of shoes which if purchased in England would cost, landed 
at New York, $1. The duty on them would be 25 cents. The 
purchaser of the shoes would have to give 81.25 for them. If 
he should buy the imported shoes, the Government has taken 
25 cents of his money for its own purposes. If he should buy a 
similar pair of domestic make at, say, $1.20, the laws have taken 
20 cents of his earnings and given it to another. It is entirel 
immaterial, so_far as this branch of my argument is 83 
whether the additional 20 cents which the purchaser has been 
compelled to pay in consequence of the tariff charges inures to 
the ultimate benefit of the manufacturer or his employés. 

The point I make is that the ownership of the 20 cents has by 
legislation been changed from the purchaser of the shoes to the 
manufacturer. I have not been able to learn the value of the 
boots and shoes which are consumed by the 65,000,000 people in 
the United States; but, as shown by the census of 188), their 
value for that year was $195,477,412, and at the present time it 
certainly could not be less than $300,000,000 per annum. Of 
course, the cost of these articles is not enhanced by the tariff 

uite to the extent of the impost charges on them, for if so 
they would be imported: but the Statistical Abstract shows that 
the value of the boots and shoes imported for 1891 was $74,567.38; 
for 1892, $90,578.89, and for 1893, $95,662.42. 

The duty on boots and shoes, as Ihavestated, is 25 per cent ad 
valorem, and the manufacturers tell us that they can not afford to 
make them if the tariff is reduced. This indicates that the cost 
of these articles is increased nearly to the amount of the duty by 
it. But, to be perfectly conservative, let us assume that we onl 
have to pay 5 per cent more on the first cost of our boots an 
shoes than we would if it were not for the tariff. The people of 
this country, then, pay $15,000,000 per annum bounty on their 
boots and shoes, and the Government receives from the tariff 
which renders this necessary less than $25,000 in taxes. 

It would not be practicable in the limited time which I am al- 
lowed to consume under the rules to investigate many of the 
items which are subjected to tariff charges; but at the risk of 
being tedious, I wish to consider its effect on a few more articles, 
and in doing so I will select those which are in the most com- 
mon use. The duty on nails, spikes, and tacks ranges from It to 
4 cents per pound, being equivalent to an ad valorem charge of 
from 30 to 107 per cent, and the value of them imported during 
1890 was $2,728.15; for 1891, $3,046.34; for 1892, $3,552.94. I am 
informed by the officers of the Census Bureau that the value of 
the nails manufactured by the establishments engaged in the 
manufacture of iron and steel during the census year was $12,- 
333,603, but that as many establishments make nails that do not 
manufacture iron and steel, the actual output of nails in this 
country will largely exceed that amount. 

It may be, then, safely assumed that the value of the nails, 
spikes, and tacks annually consumed in this country amounts to 
$30,000,000. The average import charges on these items is 48 
por cent; but if the manufacturers realized only 10 per cent more 

or them than they would if it were not for the duty, they re- 
ceived $3,000,000 bounty on the nails, spikes, and tacks used by 
the people of the United States for the year 1892, while the Gov- 
eens obtained in taxes from the tariff on these articles 
$1,316. 

On common screws the duty ranged from 5 to 14 cents per 
pound, or from 46 to 110 per centad valorem, and yet, during the 
year 1892 there was absolutely none imported. Ihave been un- 
able to obtain any estimate of the value of the screws manu- 
factured in this country, but for the year 1880 it was $2,184,894, 
If there has been no increase in the output of this industry, and 
if the cost of the screws was increased only 10 per cent by the 
tariff charges on them, the manufacturers collected a bounty of 
$218,489 from our people on thisitem, while the Government did 
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not receive a cent of revenue from the tariff charges which ren- 
dered this possible. 

Of course the articles which I have been discussing present 
extreme cases or there would be very little income obtained 
from the tariff, while as a matter of fact most of our revenue is 
derived from that source. But it is a notable fact that on al- 
most all the articles which the necessities of the people compel 
them to have, the tariff charges are at present so high as to be 
prohibitory, but to make the injustice of the laws complete, on 
those articles which people buy only because they feel able to 
do so they are sufficiently low (as theyshould be on everything) 
to render it profitable to import them, and hence the purchasers 
are not deprived of the benefit of competition between home 
and foreign producers, 

For instance, during the year 1892, the customs collected on 
wool hats amounted to $9,864.83; on silks, to $16,965,637.03; on 
blankets, to $4,872.48; on wines, to$5,058,661.71. In other words, 
the tariff on most of the necessaries of life is prohibitory, while 
on the luxuries it is onarevenue basis. 

By the census it was ascertained that the value of the manu- 
factured goods of domestic make subject to duty consumed by 
the ple of the United States was annually in 1870, in round 
numbers, $3,000,000,000; in 1880, $6,000,000,000, while it is sup- 
posed that for 1890 the amount will exceed $8,000,000,000. If the 
average annual consumption of the protected articles for the 
past twenty years has n $6,000,000,000, the total for that 

riod would be $120,000,000,000. The average of the imposts 

evied has during all that time exceeded 40 per cent ad valorem, 
butif the first cost of the goods was enhanced by them only 10 
per cent, the bounty which one class of our citizens—the manufac- 
turers—have been able to collect under the forms of law in the 
last twenty years, amounts to $12,000,000,000, and yet during the 
same time the Government collected from the tariff which en- 
abled them to do so only $3,746,173,761.09, and nearly all of this 
from such luxuries as silks, wines, tobacco, diamonds, etc. 

It will be observed that I have not been discussing the ques- 
tion as to the additional amount the consumer has been compelled 
to pay for the protected domestic products in consequence of the 
tariff charges, for that will be much more than the bounty which 

goes to the manufacturers. Every one who handles anything 
until it reaches the person who buys it for actual use will expect 
to make a profit on his entire investment which, in the case of 
a protected article, will include what ht properly be called 
its legitimate cost and also the bounty paid onit. If, therefore, 
the wholesale merchant has to give $110 for goods which he 
could get for $100 but for the tariff, he will charge a profit on 
the $100 and also on the $10, and the retail merchant will charge 
a profit on the entire amount which he has ge the wholesale 
merchant, which will include the bounty and the profit on the 
bounty. ` 

I a not sufficiently familiar with, and have not been able to 
learn enough about the per cent which the merchants add to the 
cost of the goods which they sell to enable me to form any satis- 
factory estimate of the profit on the bounty on the $120,000,000,- 
000 worth of goods of domestic make consumed by our people in 
the last two decades, but it must be enormous. 

If all of our citizens were engaged in avocations which ena- 
bled them to receive equal advantages from the imposts levied 
neither injury nor benefit would result from them; but a large 
majority of the inhabitants of this country can not, in the very 
nature of things, be profited by a tariff, because there is a sur- 
plus of what they produce, which must beexported. While the 
population, asshown by the census of 1890, has been made known, 
the number following the different pursuits has not yet been as- 
certained; but it may be safely assumed that the proportion of 
those engaged in the various callings is about the same asin 1880. 

At that time, of the 17,392,099 of our people who were engaged 
in all kinds of business, 2,623,089 were employed in such manu- 
sog industries as it was claimed were benefited by a high 
tariff. Of the others 7,670,493 were employed in agriculture, 
4,074,238 in professional and personal service, 1,800,258 in trade 
and transportation, and the butchers, carpenters, blacksmiths, 
tailors, masons, bakers, and persons in similar avocations num- 
bered 1,214,023. To putitin another form: one-seventh of the 
laboring population of this country is engaged in industries 
which are supposed to be benefited by a protective tariff, while 
six-sevenths are ee in those which can not receive any 
advantage from tari 8 

I will illustrate this by taking the case ofafarmer, though the 
same thing is applicable to the lawyer, the doctor, the black- 

smith, the carpenter, the railroad employé,and most others. It 
isa familiar maxim of political economy that the surplus of a 
commodity regulates its price. There is a duty of 20 cents a 
bushel on wheat. If last year we had not produced as much 
wheat as our necessities required, the growers could, and would, 
have held their crops until the price advanced to a point nearly 


equa! to the value of the foreign article plus the transportation 
charges and impost duties. The tariff on wheat would then 
have benefited the wheat-raiser; but, as a matter of fact, we 
produced over 150,000,000 bushels more wheat than we could 
consume. 

The owners of it were compelled to find a market for this sur- 
pma in some other country or allow it to go to ruin on their 

ands. When they sent it abroad they had to sell it in compe- 
tition with the products of the foreign growers of similar pro- 
duce. If the price obtained for the wheat sent abroad had been 
such as to realize to the shipper 81 per bushel, after deduct: 
the charges on it, competition amongst the home “buyers woul 
have fixed the value of that which was consumed here as well as 
that which was to be exported at $1 per bushel, but when the 
consumers of wheatin foreign countries could obtain the supplies 
they needed from other sources at such prices that after deduct- 
ing the charges only 60 cents per bushel could be realized for 
our wheat sent abroad, the price of that consumed in this coun- 
try, as well as that expo , was correspondingly reduced. 

his shows clearly that a tariff on an article can not enhance 

its price as long as there is more of it in the country levying the 
tariff than is needed there; and this is the case with nearl 
everything the farmers produce, such as cheese, butter, beef, 
bacon, lard, corn and other breadstuffs, cotton, ete. The farmer, 
then, must have the price of his products fixed in the foreign 
market, where he must come in competition with those who have 
been permitted to buy in a cheap or unprotected market. That 
is, the farmers in this country have been compelled, vy the 
tariff, to pay, say, 10 per cent more than their competitors for all 
the articles covered by it which they and their families use. 

I presume it will be admitted that the farmers work harder, 
live more economically, and utilize the services of their families 
toa greater extent than do any other class, and they might, 
therefore, reasonably expect that, at least, an equal proportion 
of the accumulating capital of the country would fall to their 
share; but as there has been for a number of years a protective 
tariff on nearly everything which they buy, if the theories I 
have been advancing are correct, this has not been the case. 

The only benefits which it is claimed that the farmers derive 
from protection is that it is supposed to provide a market for 
such things as will not bear long shipments, like milk, vegeta- 
bles, fruits, ete., and that it saves them freights on their other 
products. As most of the manufacturing establishments are lo- 
cated in New England, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
and Ohio, the farmers of that section would, if this is correct, 
receive Soo greater benefit from our tariff system. The statis- 
tics collected under the census of 1890 have not yet been com- 
piled, but I have been able to procure returns as to most of the 
States, and they disclose some startling results. While the as- 
sessed valuation of the property in the ten States which I have 
just named increased from 1880, when it was $9,094,289,423 to 
$12,403,167,633 in 1890, making an actual increase of $3,308,878,- 
210, the value of the farm lands, including the fences and build- 
ings on them, in the same States, decreased from $3,930,930,755 
in 1880 to $3,585,938,744 in 1890, showing a net loss of $344,992,011. 
The value of farms, like all other property, is regulated by 
their productive capacity. If a farm could be made to yield a 
revenue of 10 per cent per annum on the amount invested in it, 
after deducting all expenses, it would be worth just twice as much 
as if it could only be made to realize a net profit of 5 per cent. 
So, when we find that the value of the farms in the States spoken 
of have decreased as they have, we must look to the profits de- 
rived from them to account for the loss in their value. 

In 1880 the value of the productions on the farms in the ten 
States that I have named was $597,557,645, while in 1890 their 
value had decreased to $551,541,564, making a net decrease of 
$46,016,081. And yet, during this time the value of the imple- 
ments and machinery used on these farms had increased from 
$137,604,606 in 1880 to $146,343,598 in 1890, making a net in- 
crease of $8,738,992, and the value of the live stock on them from 
$389,848,579 in 1880 to $430,084,194 in 1890, making a net in- 
crease of $40,135,615. It will be seen, then, that while the own- 
ers of the farms in the section of the country upon the growth 
of which I have been commenting have had $48,000,000 more in- 
vested in machinery and live stock with which to make a profit 
on their holdings in 1890 than they had in 1880, still they actu- 
ally realized $46,000,000 less on them than they did in 1880. 
There must be some reason for this deplorable state of affairs. 
It can not be possible that such an avocation as that of farming 
could grow less profitable each year without some cause. : 

It may be said that there was no possibility of an advance in 
farm values in these States because the farm lands were thor- 
oughly developed in 1880. This would prove a reasonable ex- 
planation of the fact that there has been no great increase in the 
value of the farms, but it can notaccountfor an actual decrease in 
their value. It must be observed, too, that I am not arguing here 
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simply that the farmers are not receiving a just proportion of 
5 capital of the section ofthe country in which the 
are located, but I am showing that they have actually been suf- 
fering a loss. What explanation can be offered for this? When 
one class is less prosperous than another there must be some 
discrimination against it; and when we find that the farmers in 
the most favored region of the Union are not only notreceiving 
any of the augmenting wealth of the country, but have been 
failing to keep what they had previously accumulated, we know 
that they must be laboring under some unnatural disadvantage. 
What is this disadvantage? It can not be that the farmers, of 
whom I have been speaking, have been suffering from an insuff- 
cient volume of circulating medium with which to transact their 
business, because everyone knows that there is and has been an 
absolute plethora of money in the States where they live, and, 
besidess, if that was the trouble, it would have affected all of 
those in the same section who are e in other productive 
callings; but some of them have been wonderfully prosperous. 
It can not be that the pension laws, the operation of which bear 
so heavily upon some other sections of our country, have caused 
the misfortunes of those of whom I speak, for they are to a 
reater extent than any other class the beneficiaries of those 
ws: It can not be that they are less industrious than their 
neighbors, or that they are more extravagant in their habits or 
mode of living, for it will not be questioned but that the farmers 
are the most industrious and economical of our citizens. 
The only discrimination against the farmer is that he is com- 
lled under the tariff laws to buy-in a protected or high mar- 
et; while, from the nature of N he is compelled tosell 
in an unprotected or cheap market. hen, therefore, we rea- 
son from cause to effect, we necessarily conclude that those of 
the inhabitants of our country who are the recipients of govern- 
mental favors are prospering at the expense of those who are 
not, and the correctness of this conclusion is substantiated not 
only by a comparison of the accumulations of those engaged in 
the diferent callings during the same perioda, but of those in 
the same callings at times when such discriminations did and 
did not exist. From 1850 to 1860 the tariff was nearer on a 
strictly revenue basis than at any time in our history, and dur- 
ing that decade the value of the farms in the ten States already 
named increased from 81, 813, 767,398 to $2,800,081,466, a net in- 
crease of 8986,3 14,068, while all of the proper in those States 
increased in value from $3,635,715,971 to 86, 785,505,845. This 
shows that under that system each class received something like 
x spe proportion of the aggregate earnings of the entire popu- 
on. 

But, convineing las are the figures I have just cited as to the 
injurious effects of our legislation upon a large class of our citi- 
zens, they are not more so than are thesame character of sta- 
tistics when extended tothe entire country. According to the 
estimate of the Superintendent of the Census the wealth of the 
United States increased from 1880 to 1890, $20,000,000,000, while 
the value of the farms increased 83,080,000, 000. During the 
same decade the value of the farm produets increased $246,000,- 
000, while the value of the farming implements and the live stock 
used on the farms increased $1,577,000,000. When it is remems 
bered that those e ed in agriculture constitute about one- 
half of our population, it will be seen that there is for some rea- 
son a very uneven distribution of the accumulations of the 
wealth-producing forces ofthe nation. This was not the case for- 
merly. Between 1850 and 1860 our country was not afflioted with 
a protective tariff, and the value of the property in the United 
States increased from 87, 133,780, 228 to $16,159,616,068, while the 

value of the farms increased from $3,271,575,426 to $6,645,045,007. 

These well authenticated and undisputed statistics prove be- 

` yond controversy that under a low or revenue tariff those to 
whose energy and enterprise we are indebted for our marvelous 
growth, received the just reward of their toil and frugality, 
while under a high or protective tariff the fruits of their indus- 
try and economy are transferred to others. 
ut the protective system has not been more unjust or more 
discriminating in its operation upon individuals and classes than 
upon sections. From 1880 to 1890 the assessed valuation of 
property in Pennsylvania and Massachusetts, the principal 
manufacturing States of the Union, increased exclusive of farm- 
ing properties $1,529,442,166, while the assessed valuations in 
the agricultural states of Virginia, West Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Nebraska, and Kansas increased, including farm values, city 
roperty, railroads, and everything else, only $1,428,969,834 dur- 
the same time, and yet the population in the sixteen States 
named increased 3,729,709, as 3 1,430,981 in the two States. 
When it is remembered that the inhabitants of these different 
sections are of similar intelligence, industry,and habits, it must 
be cenceded that there has been some unnatural cause for the 


fearful disparity in their relative prosperity as. shown by these 
figures; What can be this unnatural ae Lean imagine none 
except that those living in one section have been receiving the 
benefits of protection, while those living in the other have 
suffering from its unjust and injurious operations. 

I wish next to consider the effect of a protective tariff upon 
manufacturing enterprises, and in this connection I remind you 
that the Anglo-Saxon inhabitants of America are preéminently 
a manufacturing people. From the first settlement of the coun- 
try, equally with the sister arts of agriculture and commerce, 
our manufactures, without any adventitiousaids, advanced with 
the increase of population. Asearly as1708 complaint was made 
to the British Parliament by the English manufacturers that 
three-fourths of the linens und woolens used in the province of 
New York were made there, and similar complaints were subse- 
quently preferred against the other colonies. It was the efforts 
of the mother country to suppress their growing manufactories 
more than anything else which caused our ancestors to withdraw 
their allegiance from her. 

For the. decade i 1850, during which a strictly rev- 
enue tariff prevailed, the value of the products-of our manufac- 
tories increased from $553,000,000 to $1,009,000,000, orat the rate 
of 90 per cent, while our population increased only 35 per cent. 
So it appears that the development of our manufactories has 
been continuous regardless of tariff legislation, And why should 
not this be the case? Our mechanics are confessedly the most 
intelligent in the world. They use labor-saving machinery toa 
greater extent. than do the mechanics of any other country. 
And, after all, the marvelous inventions of recent years have re- 
duced the issue of competition to the question.of who can utilize 
to the greatest advantage the most labor-saving machinery. 

A very small proportion of the inhabitants of the earth are 
capable of using to any great extent the complicated machinery 
which is being made to do the work formerly done by human 
hands. It is for this reason that the artisans of the United 
Bingen are able to supply with manufactured products the 
markets of nations which have far greater natural advantages. 

Ido not question but that protection enables manufacturers to 
obtain better prices for their products, if they do not produce 
more than enough to supply the home market, but I do deny 
that it 12 eir permanent prosperity. 

As I have already shown, if there is less of a commodity, on 
which there is.a tariff, produced in a country than is consumed, 
the owners cf it can realize for it the cost of similar products in 
other countries plus the transportation charges and nearly the 
amount of the duty. If, however, the supply should exceed the 
demand, compel non amongst the owners of the commodi 
would cause the price to decline until they could only obtain the 
cost of their possessions and a reasonable compensation for the 
use of their capital invested and for their personal services. It - 
is, therefore, to the interest of the manufacturers of any article 
which is subject to a duty to keep down such competition at 
home as would prevent them from realizing the full benefit of 
the tariff rather than to extend their business to the utmost 
ait and secure foreign markets for the surplus productsof their 
industry. 

Hence it is that the manufacturers in so many lines have lim- 
ited the output of their plants by the formation of trusts or the 
organization of combines. The effect of this on their employés 
I will discuss later on, but its injurious effect upon manufacto- 
ries will be perceived at once. Instead of caus: our manufac- 
turers to strike out in manful strife and defiantly demand a share 
of the markets of the world it has caused them to content them- 
selves with a monopoly of the markets of one country. 

But we are told that our manufacturers can not compete with 
the English, and that if the tariff is materially lowered, they 
will be ruined, Let us see if their fears are well founded. The 
reason assigned by our manufacturers for their inability tocom- 
pete with foreigners is because they pay higher wages to their 
employés. It is undoubtedly a fact that laborers of all kinds re- 
ceive better compensation in this country than elsewhere, if we 
estimate it in money, by. the week; butif we estimate their com- 
1 by the results accomplished, then such is not the case. 

is is because of the greater intelligence and efficiency of our 
laborers, the more extensive use of machinery in this country. 
and the longer time which our mechanics work in a week. 
will try to make this plain by illustrating with the boot and shoe 
3 though what I say of it will apply equally well to 


1's ine a very well written article, in | 
which an intelligent writer makes à careful estimate of the 
comparative labor cost in this country and in England of certain 
articles. The results of his investigations show as follows: 

ladies’ shoes, wholesaling at $1.50 per pair, costfor labor of mak- 


American 
25 cents; English-made ladies’ shoes, wholesaling at 81.50 pair, cost 
—— of making, 34 cents: American-made men's shoes, wholesaling at 
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„cost for labor of , 83 cents; English-made men's shoes, 
wholbsailng at 83.00 per pair, cost for labor of making, 60 cents. 
This corresponds with all the estimates I have seen on the 


subject. It shows that the American manufacturer actually ob- 
tains his labor for less than his competitor, and that in that re- 
spect he is prepared to successfully compete in the open markets 
with his rival. For the year 1892 we exported to the United 
Kingdom upper leather of the value of $3,379,659.and sole leather 
of the value of $4,314,121, while for the same period we imported 
from that country upper leather of the value of $9,927 and sole 
leather of the value of $20,783. This proves that leather is more 
costly in Great Britain than in the United States, for if it was 
not it would not be shipped from this country to that. 

As leather is the only material used in making boots and shoes 
the costof which is worth considering, it follows that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer of those articles obtains his materials at least 
as cheaply as do those engaged in the same industry in land, 
and yet the value of the boots and shoes exported from the United 
States for the year 1892 was only $914,974, and the total value of 
all manufactures of leather $1,566,418, while there was exported 
from the United Kingdom for the year 1891 to Brazil alone 
manufactures of leather of the value of 31,299,961. 

Mr. MORSE. I would like to remark to the gentleman that 
there is a reason why American manufacturers sell goods abroad 
cheaper than they do in this country, a reason which operates 
for the benefit of American workingmen, by allowing the manu- 
facturers to work off their 5 products, and thus to give 
additional employment to their operatives, often upon newer 
styles of Ete : 

Mr. BELL of Texas. The gentleman misunderstood me. I 
was stating as a matter of fact that they do not send their goods 
abroad 


Mr. MORSE. Then I did misunderstand the gentleman. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I state that as a matter of fact the value 
of manufactures of leather sent abroad by the manufaeturers of 
this country is “y about a million and ahalf a year, while Eng- 
land sends to Brazil alone a million and a quarter of such manu- 
factures, 

Mr.MORSE. Well, Mr. Chairman, the argument is frequently 
made on the other side against protection that American manu- 
facturers sell goods cheaper abroad than they do at home, and I 
wanted to exp that. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I do not care to yield for that purpose 
just now, because my time is so limited. I see that the gentle- 
man has fallen into an error as to my line of argument. 

When we consider that our manufacturers of leather have an 

advantage of others in the cost of material and in the relative 
labor cost, in what way can we account for their surrender of the 
valuable markets for their products except on the theory that 
they are limiting the output of articles in that line so as to pre- 
vent an oversupply in the home market? In other words, it a; 
pears that they prefer making fewer articles at a larger pro t 
to making more ata less profit, even if the aggregate gain should 
be greater, - 
What is true with reference to the one industry of which I 
have been sesong is also true of most others. Formerly, when 
a very large part of the work was done by hand, the labor cost of 
the finished product represented a much larger proportion of 
the cost of the article than at present. The various items which 
go to make up the cost of the finished manufactured product is 
discussed very fully in the Reportof Statistics of Labor for Massa- 
chusetts for the year 1890. 

This is a very valuable work, and I expect to quote from it 
frequently. So far as I can discover it deals fairly and candidly 
with the subjects of which it treats. It certainly can not besus- 

ted of any prejudice against protection, for the arguments in 

t are all in favor of a protective tariff, though, as I say, I think 

the facts and figures given are correctly stated. According to 

this report the labor cost of all the articles manufac in 

Massachusetts at the time it was published was 24.87 per cent of 
the value of the finished product. 

The cost of material in some industries is enhanced by the 
tariff while in others it is not, but the disastrous effects of pro- 
tection, so far as our foreign commerce is concerned, exte to 
nearly every manufactured product. For instance, take the 
item of cotton goods. As we are the greatest cotton-exporting 
country our manufacturerscan obtain their raw materialscheaper 
than can others. If there is any enterprise in which they ought 
to outstrip all competitors it is in this, and when they were not 
hampered. by restrictive laws, and when their enterprise was 
not stunted by the unnatural advantages conferred upon them, 
they were rapidly doing so. 

As I have frequently stated, between 1850 and 1860 we had a 


low or revenue tariff, but between 1880 and 1890 we had a high 


or protective tariff. The value of the manufactures of cotton ex- 
ported from the United States increased from $4,734,424 in 1850 


to $10,934,796 in 1860, while it decreased from $10,467,651 in 1880 
to $9,999,277 in 1890. Hence, it is clear that under a low tariff 
we were rapidly becoming the great cotton manufacturing na- 
tion, but under a high tariff we have been losing the prestige 
we had gained. Why is this? Were the circumstances sur- 
rounding the industries materially different during the two pe- 
riods? At each time we had an advantage in the cost of raw 
materials equal to the expense of shipping it across the ocean, 

In the latter decade we had been paying higher wages than 
did our competitors, but so we did in the former. Our mone- 
tary standard was in each instance the same. So far as the 
volume of money can contribute to the prosperity of a people 
the advantage was all in favor of the later period, for the great- 
est circulation at any time from 1850 to 1860 was $12.8) per 
capita, while from 1880 to 1890 the lowest was $19.41. We 
not suffer during either of the decades compared from any gen- 
eral plague or pestilence and we wero at peace with the world. 

The friends of the protective system attribute much of the 
growth of our manufactures between 1850 and 1860 to the fact 
that the European nations were engaged in the Crimean war 
during a part of that time. The Crimean war lasted from March, 
1854, to April, 1856, while the growth of our manufactures and 
the expansion of our foreign commerce preserved about the 
same popes each year for the entire decade, except that in 
1858 they declined in consequence of the monetary disturbance 
of 1857. But it l be supposed that the other nations were 
manufacturing their cotton goods, and that that was the reason. 
of the falling off in our exports in that line. In order to show 
that this is not the case, and also to show theextent of the mar- 
kets we have surrendered, I will give the figures on the im- 
portations of a few countries. 

The value of the manufactures of cotton imported for the year 
1891 was, into Mexico from the United States, $602,382: from 
the United Kingdom, $2,772,506. Into Brazil from the United 
States, $803,700; from the United Kingdom, $12,499,274. Into 
the Argentines from the United States, $779,246; from the 
United Kingdom, $8,216,730. And the proportion is about the 
same when applied to the other importing nations. In what 
way can we account for the abandonment of these markets by 
our manufacturers except upon the theory that they find the 
monopoly of the home market so satisfactory that they supinely 
content themselves with it. 

What is true of the two industries which I have used as illus- 
trations is true of most others; but I think a comparison of 
the growth of those I have mentioned under the different sys- 
tems of tariff charges will suffice to refute the claim that our 
manufactories have been in any way benefited by protection. 

But there is one other industry to which I desire to call special 
attention. There had been a tariff of 20 per cent on quinine prior 
to July, 1879, when it was placed on the free list. I have been 
unable to obtain any information of the amount of quinine man- 
ufactured in the United States at any time, because, in taking 
the census, it is not separated from certain other medicines, but 
it is manufactured from cincona and other barks, none of which 
are found in this country, and since an accurate account is kept 
of all importations, and since the barks to which I have referred 
are not used for any other purpose except to convertinto quinine, 
wecan calculate with reasonable certainty astotheamountof qui- 
nine manufactured at different periods. There wasimported of 
the barks which I will designate under the general head of cin- 
cona, in 1876, 5,280,150 pounds; in 1877, 1,760,445 pounds; in 
1878, 3 pounds; in 1879, 6,387,378 pounds. 

This afford some idea of the extent of the industry we are 
considering at the time of the repeal of the law imposing a tariff 
on its products. While the bill to repeal the duty was pendin 
the usual cry of the beneficiaries of governmental favor was raised, 
and a doleful picture of the ruin which was about to be inflicted 
upon them was drawn; but, nevertheless, we find that about the 
same Output of quinine from the American factories has contin- 
ued. The cinchona imported for 1880 was 6,013,877 pounds; for 
1881, 4,219,403; for 1882, 5,010,547, and while for some years the 
amount imported has been less, and for others more, the aver- 
age has been pe since the tariff on quinine was repealed 
than before, which shows that the manufacturers of quinine in 
this country have been, and are, able to compete with foreign 
manufacturers. And they have been doing so in spite of the 
most unjust discriminations, for on the alcohol used by them in 
the process of manufacturing they have had to pay an internal- 
revenue tax equivalent to $1.70 per gallon, while their European 
competitors obtained their solvents free of any similar charge. 

It is a familiar claim of the protectionists that the prices of 
protected products are lower than they were formerly because 
of protection. They argue that because steel rails were selling 
at 3120 per ton when the law was passed which imposed a very 
heavy duty on rails, and are now selling at $29 per ton, the re- 
duction was caused by the stimulation in the production of the 
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rails occasioned by the duty on them. If this theory be correct 
how are we to account for the decrease in the price of quinine? 
As Iam informed by the Statistician of the Treasury Department 
that in 1877, quinine commanded $4.50 an ounce; in 1578, $3.60; 
in 1880, $2.50; while in 1890 it could be obtained for 44 cents an 
ounce. As a matter of fact the decline in the price of quinine 
was occasioned by the improved methods of making it and by the 
great decline in the cost of cincona, and was not affected by the 
tariff. The same thing is true as to steel rails and other pro- 
tected products. 
But whatever may have been the cause of it, itis an undoubted 
fact that the ability of the American H aeta to A sie re has out- 
wn their capacity to consume. e must, therefore, either 
find foreign markets for our manufactured goods, as we have for 
our agricultural products, or we must be content to not only not 
extend our manufactures, but to abandon some of those we now 
have. The suggestion that we ought to continue any aged 
which would retard our industrial development ought to be re- 
ceived with no favor by a people whose energy, ingenuity, and 
enterprise in peace has only been equaled by their valor and 
patriotism in war. 

It was to have been expected that the efforts to reduce the 
tariff to a revenue basis would meet with opposition from those 
who have been accustomed tolook to the Government instead of 
to rely upon themselves to promote their prosperity. And here 
history butrepeatsitself. Thereformsinher tariff which enabled 
the United gdom to become the unquestioned commercial 
nation of the world were effected after the most stubborn con- 
test, and yet no party which would suggest a return to the old 
system could now obtain a following in that country. When the 
low tariff of 1846 was proposed, the same cries which now fill the 
land were heard on every hand. It was said that the page ot 
that law meant the destruction of our manufactures, the de 
ment of our labor, and the general ruin ofourcountry. Every rep- 
resentative of che four principal manufacturing States of New 
England voted against it. After the beneficial effects of the 
change had been demonstrated when in 1857 a proposition was 
made to reduce the duties still further, practically all the rep- 
resentatives of those States favored it. Mr. Blaine, in his his- 
tory, says: 

This act (the tariff act of 1857) was well received by the people, and, in- 
deed, was concurred in by a considerable portion of the Repub: party. 


May we not reasonably hope that when the beneficent results 
which will flow from the adoption of the policy of the party now 
in power manifest themselves we will have the earnest codpera- 
tion of the bitterest opponents of the measure under discussion 
in making the further reduction in our tariff rates which will 
surely follow? 

Ido not contend that protection inures to the advantage of 
those engaged in all kinds of protected industries, for the expe- 
rience of the past clearly demonstrates that it does not. This is 
particularly the case with the wool-grower, as will be shown by 
comparing the prices obtained for their clip in this country at 
different times and the amount realized here and in England for 
the same grades of wool at the same time. 

This subject was thoroughly investigated by the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the Fifty-second Congress, and the result 
was embodied in a very interesting report. There had never 
been a high tariff on wool in this country prior to 1867, when the 
duty was fixed at from 10 to 12cents per pound and at 10 to 11 per 
cent ad valorem, and while the rates have beenslightly changed 
at different times since, they have always been very great; yet, 
as is shown in the report to which I refer, the average price re- 
alized for fine washed clothing wool for the ten years ending 
with 1860 was 50.8 cents per pound, and for coarse washed cloth- 
ing wool was 38.2 cents per pound, while for the ten years ending 
with 1890 the average price realized for fine washed clothing 
wool was 34.1 and for coarse washed clothing wool 24.4 cents per 


pound. 

Perhaps no better illustration could be given of the impracti- 
cability of forcing people into any calling by law than that which 
sheep husbandry affords. In 1868, when the high tariff on wool 
went into effect, there were in the United States east of the 
ging and Missouri Rivers 37,864,600 sheep, and this num- 
ber has decreased year by year until in 1891 there were in these 
States only 18,476,400. It will be observed thatthe t. me selected 
for making this comparison could not ba more favorable for the 
sheep business, because the States referred to included those 
which had suffered most from the ravages of war, and in 1868 
they had not had time to recuperate and regain their normal 
supply of sheep, and mey accordingly show an increase, which, 
however, is more than offset by enormous decrease in the other 

The showing in some of the States and Territories where they 
could obtain the free use of Government land is much better, 
For instance, in Montana the number of sheep increased from 
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2,000 in 1870 to 2,000,000 in 1891, and in Utah the increase for 
that time was about the same. The total number of sheep in 
the United States in 1868 was in round numbers 39,000,000, and 
in 1891 41,000,000. In other words, while the population of this 
country has about doubled in the last lav oa pes years, the 
number of sheep has increased only 4,000,000. 

The theory on which protectionists formerly justified their 
doctrine was that they were in favor of fostering infant industries 
until they could meet foreign competition. The wool-growers 
have had the benefit of the highest protection for twenty-four 
years, and yet the price of their product has been growing lower 
and the number of their sheep, except in a few favored localities, 
has been growing less all the time. When we had no ora low 
tariff on wool the increase in the number of sheep kept pace 
with the increase of population. Since we have had protection 
the number of sheep, in proportion to our population and the 
price realized for wool, have both decreased. hyisthis? Like 
every result there is a cause for it, which we can find if we will 
investigate carefully. 

The report of the committee to which I have referred shows 
the relative price in thiscountry andin England of washed wool 
of the grades grown in the United States from 1867 to 1891. 
The average for the whole time was in England, where there 
has been no duty on it, 41.08 cents per pound; in America, where 
there has been a high duty all that time, it was 41.48 cents per 
pound; but most of the time the price in Philadelphia and Boston 
was less than in London. Atfirstsight this would seem somewhat 
singular, but the reason for it is susceptible of a satisfactory ex- 
planation, We ouly grow onegrade of wool in the United States 
and in order to render that suitable for manufacturing into most 
kinds of woolen goods it is necessary to mix it with certain 
coarser grades of wool, which must be imported. The duty on 
this is so great that the American manufacturer of woolen goods 
is absolutely barred out of foreign markets. 

There is, therefore,no demand here for more wool than enough 
to make the product sufficient for our local wants, and since the 
supply of the kinds of wool grown in thiscountry exceeds the de- 
mand for it it follows that its price is fixed by the amount which 
could be realized for it in a foreign country. That is, the seller 
would not take less for it than he could obtain for it by shipping 
it abroad, and the purchaser not being compelled to have it not 
give more. Of course thesame law of supply and demand which 
regulates the price of everything else affects the price of wool, 
and hence we find that sometimes when the supply is limited 
and the demand great the wool-grower realizes an enhanced 
price for his product in consequence of protection. 

For instance, during the years 1871 and 1872, owing to the 
temporarily increased demand occasioned by the tariff of 1867, 
the average price of American wool in Boston was 10 cents per 

und greater than was the price of the same grade of wool in 

ndon; while if we except these two years the average price 
for the 1 ears between 1867 and 1891 has 
been greater in London than in Boston. If the wovl-growers 
could organize a trust and limit the quantity of wool produced, 
or withhold it until the manufacturers were compelled to buy, 
they could realize for it the price of the foreign article, plus the 
transportation charges and nearly the amount of the duty on 
similar wool; but, as it is impossible for them to do so, when- 
ever they grow more wool of any kind than is needed in this 
country, the competition between the sellers of it reduces the 
price. This seems to be a sufficient explanation of the well- 
established fact that wool commanded a better price in this 
country under a low than under a high tariff, and that its aver- 
age price has been about the same in Boston where we have had 
a high tariff, as in London where they have had none. 

But, it may be asked, why has not the consumption of wool 
increased in proportion to the growth of our population? The 
answer to this is very clear. In consequence of the high price 
of woolens in comparison with other things the poorer class of 
our people have been using other kinds of goods and our manu- 
facturers have been using substitutes for wool. As an evidence 
of this, look at the development of the shoddy industry, a busi- 
ness which would perhaps never have had an existence, and which 
certainly could never have attained its present proportions but 
for the exorbitant price which our manufacturers have obtained 
on their woolen goods. The value of the manufactures of shoddy 
in the United States increased to $9,208,011 in 1890, from $1,767,- 
592 in 1870. There was grown in the United States for 1890 only 
92,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, and there was used during the 
same year in the manufacture of woolen goods in this country 
61,626,261 poundsof shoddy. When itis considered that shoddy 
is only one of the substitutes for wool which is used in the man- 
ufacture of woolens the decreased demand for wool will be read- 
ily understood. 

ut there is another reason—and, in my judgment, a convince- 
ing one—why protection can not permanently benefit the wool- 
grower. Woolen goods are so indispensable not only to the 
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comfort, but to the health of those living in the latitude cov- 
ered by the United States, that there never can be a permanent 
policy adopted which does not procure for our people the best 

oods for the least money. If, taerefore, the tariff on wool en- 

anced its price there would be a continual agitation at each 
election for the repeal of the duty on it which would keep the 
industry in such a state of uncertainty that no wool-grower 
could make a reasonably accurate calculation on his income a year 
in advance. 

This applies to all kinds of protected avocations, but to none 
with so much force as to wool-growing; because, owing to the 
absolute necessity for the use of woolens, the effort to have them 
cheapened will be so great, and because from the nature of their 
business the wool-growers can least of all guard againstan over- 
supply of their products. If the manufacturers of woolens find 
that there is about to be a surplus of their outputs they can and 
do close down their mills until the stock on hand is reduced to 
such proportions as they desire, and the only loss they sustain 
in the meantime is the interest on their investment. On the 
other hand, the expense of the wool-growers is the same, regard- 
less of the prics they obtain for their wool; and if they realize 
that they are causing an overproduction of their product there 
is no way in which they can check it except by exterminating 
their flocks. If they attempt to do that there is an oversupply 
of mutton, and they can not sell their sheep. For these reasons 
I think it plain that protection has not and will not benefit the 
wool-grower. 

The next point to which I wish to invite attention is as to the 
effect tariff charges have on the wages of those engaged in indus- 
tries which are supposed to receive the benefitof protection. Of 
course the more the manufacturers realize for their products, 
the more they could afford to pay their employés; but manufac- 
turers are like other people, | get whatever they have to buy 
as cheaply as they can and sell whatever they have to sell foras 
much as possible. Itis conceded that wages are higher in the 
United States than anywhere else, and the protectionists claim 
that it is so because of protection. A completeanswer to thisis 
found in the fact that wages were much higher here than in for- 
eign countries before our protective system was adopted, and are 
much higher in England, where they have free trade, than in 
Germany or France, where they have protection: but the truth 
is that wages are regulated by the supply of and demand for the 
service of the laborers, 

If there were not enough mechanics in this country to do the 
necessary work in any particular trade, those who were here 
could command almost any price for their services until their 
high wages would cause their numbers to be increased by im- 
migration or by others taking up their calling; but if a part of 
the mechanics could do the work in their line, the competition 
would cut down the price until the wages would become so low 
that a portion of them would have to seek other fields of employ- 
ment. In this way the equilibrium between the demand for and 
supply of laborers is regulated. When it is considered that over 
one-half of the manual laborers in this country are engaged in 
agricultural pursuits, it will be perceived that anything which 
reduces the returns for agricultural services and diverts m ny 
from that ing must necessarily produce competition which 
will cause a reduction in the wages of those engaged in all the 
other avocations. 

If, therefore, the farmers of this country were relieved of all 
unnecessary burdens, and allowed to buy their supplies where 
they could be had the cheapest, the increased profit of agricul- 
ture would enable laborers in all other callings to command bet- 
ter wages, and would result in loss to none except to those manu- 
facturers who in consequence of protection have curtailed com- 
petition in the output of their products by the formation of 
trusts... 

This proposition is too clear to admit of dispute or doubt, but 
I am prepared to sapere it, as I have all others that I have made, 
by an appeal to authenticated facts of history. I will present 
figures showing a comparison of the increase of wages durin 
times when we had, and when we did not have, a high tariff, an 
also the increase in wages at the same time in countries where 
different tariff systems prevailed. 

The report of the statistics of labor for Massachusetts for 1885 
contains a comparison of the wages received in the United States 
at different periods in the various callings and brings the com- 
parison up to 1883. As I have frequently stated, from 1850 to 1860 
we had a low or revenue tariff, while from 1860 to 1883 we had a 
high or protective tariff. No periods could be selected which 
would have been more favorable for a comparison than those 
named, for the war between the States had not become a disturb- 
ing factor in 1860 and had ceased to be such in 1883. The in- 
crease of w 
when we h 
high tariff. 


a low than in the twenty-three years when we had a 


es in most avocations was greater in the ten years 


I will give a few examples: 


1860. | 1883. 
Carpenters received for a day’s work $1.37 | 82.03 | $2.41 
Glass-makers received for a day’s work 2.44 2.96 | 2.01 
Machinists received for a day’s work 1.62 2.15 | 2.25 
Painters received for a day's work... sal. 147 1.85 1.97 
Shipbuilders received for a day’s work ............__... 1.35 3.65 | 3.25 
Tanners received for a day’s Work 1.13 1.67 | 1.86 


These will suffice to show that the increase of wages has 
neither been dependent upon nor advanced by our protective 
system. 

The report from which I have obtained these statistics shows 
that the wages of workmen in only three industries in the United 
States had declined in 1860 as compared with 1850, while the 
wages of workmen in 118 industries had declined in 1883 as com- 
pared with 1860, Butit might be suggested that for some rea- 
son there was an abnormal increase in wages during the decade 
ending in 1860. 

As a matter of fact, wages have shown an upward tendency 
from the earliest recorded time. The progress been broken 
at intervals by calamities which have checked the onward cur- 
rent, but as soon as the financial embarrassments which seem 
to visit all countries with periodical regularity have ceased to 
exercise a depressing influence, the upward flow has continued. 
This will be made to appear very clearly by comparing the in- 
crease of wages in any one calling for along period. I will take 
the wages of a blacksmith as an illustration. A blacksmith re- 
ceived for a day’s work in 1820, 84 cents; in 1830, $1.12; in 1840, 
$1.40; in 1850, $1.47; in 1860, $1.69; in 1883, $1.92. 

The experience of our country alone is sufficient to establish 
the correctness of the statement that wages have advanced, 
not in consequence of, but in spite of legislation; but this posi- 
tion can be fortified by com g the increase of wages in other 
countries where they have had a different tariff system. The 
advance in wages in Great Britain, which had been continuous 
while they adhered to the 2 system, was not only not 
checked but was accelerated when they embraced the more lib- 
eral doctrines of free trade. 

In order to form a comparison of the growth of wages here 
and in Great Britain, the compilers of the excellent report to 
which I have referred investigated the wages paid in a given 
number of industries in the two countries from 1872 to 1883, and 
the result ascertained was that in 46.21 per cent of the industries 
investigated in Massachusetts there had been an increase of 
wages, while in 53.79 per cent there had been a decrease. In 
Great Britain in 44.42 por cent there had been an advance, and 
if 55.58 per cent there had been a decrease, but the average of 
all the wages in the ST E investigated for the time mentioned 
showed an advance of 9.74 per cent in Great Britain, while in 
Massachusetts it showed a loss of 5.41 per cent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes, sir; if it is not too long. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman’s statement be true, how 
does he account for the petitions from all the workingmen of 
this country pouring in against this change in the tariff? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Ido not concede that to be the fact at 
all. I understand that some of the working people of this coun- 
try, so far as they can be threatened and coerced and bulldozed 
into it by the manufacturers, have sent in some such petitions. 
e on the Democratic side and in the talleres] 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind visitors in the 
galleries that they are not at liberty to applaud. They are here 
by the courtesy of the House and must observe order. 

Mr. MORSE. I would like to remark to the gentleman from 
Texas that I represented numerous petitions from workingmen 
who were not bulldozed. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Oh, I do not doubt that there may be 
individual instances of that kind. 

Mr. MORSE. Petitions from half a million workingmen. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Well, there may be half a million even 
who have sent in such petitions; but, while that may be true, I 
dare say, it is also a fact that there are hundreds and thousands 
and millions of the working people of this country who haye ex- 
pressed themselves at the ballot box and elsewhere in favor of 
the reversal of the system under which we have come so near to 
ruin. The people of the country have expressed themselves in 
that way by an overwhelming majority. 

Mr. MORSE. Last fall? [Laughter on the Republican side. 
Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes, last fall and the fall before, an 
time and time again in the past, as they probably will do very 
frequently hereafter, whenever an election is held presenting 
the issue on which the members of this House were elected. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. Chairman, when it is remembered that in Great Britain 
they had no new land to be opened up and no new channels of 
employment into which their surplus labor could be diverted, 
as we foes had, it will be perceived that a stronger showin 
than this could not be made against the restrictivesystem whic 
me Aaro so long maintained, as is now claimed in the interest of 


v. 

As I have stated, weekly wages have always been much higher 
in America than in England, but there are a number of differ- 
enc2s in the economic conditions prevailing in the countries 
which render a comparison on this lide very unsatisfactory. The 
American mechanic works 12 per cent longer on an average in 
a week than does his English rival, while he has much less steady 
employment. These two items alone are sufficient to prevent us 
from being able to determine absolutely the relative earnings of 
those engaged in the same lines of industry here and there, as 
expressed in money, but after all, it is not the rate of money 
wages which concerns the workmen so much, as what might be 
termed real wages. or the amount of subsistence obtainable fora 
given amount of labor. 

If tariff charges do not enhance the price of products, they 
certainly do not benefit the manufacturer, and do notenable him 
to pay his 8 better wages. If they do enhance the price 
of the fini products, the laborer has to pay more for the pro- 
portion of them which he consumes than does his competitor, 
and hence it is very doubtful if our meehanics do really receive 
better wages than do foreigners of equal skill engaged in the 
same callings. A strong evidence that they do not is found in 
the fact that very few mechanics immigrate to the United States. 
As our laws are much more liberal than those of other countries, 
especially in the educational advantages afforded the poor, if we 
were paying much better wages in mechanical pursuits than 
could be obtained elsewhere, we would receive a large immigra- 
tion of skilled workmen; but nearly all of our immigrants are 
either farmers or laborers who engage in other avocations in 
which they ean realize no benefit from protection. 

Another consideration of the greatest importance to all per- 
sons, and ly to eee eee 
to maintain th ves, is the steadiness of their employment. 
Ifa mechanic obtains a very high price for his work, but is idle 
most of the time, he will soon consume all he has earned while 
he was engaged. Manifestly the more extended the market 
the less likely it is to become oversupplied. There might be, 
and doubtless has many times been, more of a certain article 

produced than the whole world could consume; and in such case 

there is absolutely no remedy except to curtail production until 

the stock in existence is 8 up. In the mean time, those en- 

gag ed in producing that eommodity would have to remain idle 

or resort to some other employment. I have already shown how 

an oversupply of anything will prevent the owner of it from ob- 
ining the benefit of the tariff on similar articles. 

In order thatthey may realize the highest possible price for 
their products the ble Sena must keep the supply so limited 
that competition among themselves will not reduce it, When 
our manufactories were in their infancy and could not make 
as many goods as we needed, there was no occasion for our man- 
ufacturers to guard against an oversupply. Now, however, 
siuce they are able to turn out more than our people can use, 
whenever the quantity of their commodities is too large, in- 


stead of sending them to foreign markets, they close up their 
factories and throw out of work their employés. This same 
thing might happen if our markets were more extended, but it 
would be less likely to when we have access to the markets of 


the world for our manufactured products than when we are re- 
stricted to one market. 

I think that I have shown very clearly that our protective sys- 
tem has not resulted, and ean not result, in any advantage to the 


employés engaged in those industries which are supposed to be 
benefited by it. But if such was the case, and if every eent of 
the enhanced cost of the products of our factories by pro- 


tection was paid directly to the laborers who made them, I would 
not abate one particle in my opposition to the system. If Tshould 
my memory would revert to honest, patient, and laborious 
cotion-growers, working in an almost tropical sun, and requir- 
ing the assistance of all the members of their families, in order 
that they might overcome in the free markets of the world the 
competition of the poorest labor known toman. It seems 
as if the American mee would spurn the insinuation that 
he is unable to successfully contend with foreign competitors 
when his countrymen in other callings have under the most ad- 
verse circumstances, and in spite of the most op ve gov- 
ernmental burdens, demonstrated their ability to all oppo- 
sition. Let me show how this has been done, 

‘Twenty-eight years ago the inhabitants of the cotton-growing 
section of the United States had just passed through the most 
disastrous experience with which any people have been afflicted 


in modern times. Their stock had been stolen or confiscated; 
their buildings burned; their fences destroyed; their farms 
turned into waste places. They had no supplies for the comi 
year and no credit with which to obtain them, Thousands ant 
tens of thousands, yea, hundreds of thousands, of the flower of 
the land had perished on the battlefield or wasted away in Fed- 
eral prisons. Those who by education, intelligence, and ex- 
rience were alone prepared to direct public affairs were dis- 
ranchised, and the most superstitions, ignorant, and easil 
imposed upon of people were invested with the ballot. : 

y a series of legislative enactments, the most cruel which 
have ever disgraced the annals of civilization, the management 
of their local concerns were turned over for years to unscrupu- 
lous adventurers, whose interest in those they governed was lim- 
ited by the amount they could steal from them and from whose 

ulations more injury resulted than from the four years of re- 

entless war. Thus handicapped the Southern people entered 
the race for supremacy in the production of cotton, and for the 
year 1868 grew 2,652,000 bales, while India, Egypt, and all other 
countries furnished 2,564,000 bales. It will be seen that we then 
supplied about one-half of the raw cotion for the world. Three 
years later the proportion had been slightly changed, for in 1871 
the United States furnished 3,241,000 as against Roca ead a 
plied by all other countries. But the real struggle had 

begun. Like the athletes of old, the Southern people pirdch 
up their loins for a renewed contest, and relying on their indi- 
vidual. manhood, and looking to the Government for nothing, 
distanced all comers, 3 

In 1881 they produced 6,073,000 bales of cotton, while all the 
other countries produced 2,500,000 bales, and still maintaining 
their lead in 189] they furnished 10,800,000 out of a total supply 
of 14,190,000 bales. d yet we are told that the American la- 
borer can notcompete with foreigners. Pray, who are the Amer- 
ican laborers if the cotton-growers are not? They have com- 
peted with foreigners and have taken from them their markets, 
and while they were doing so have been subject to the most 
grievous burdens. They have had to pay a bonus on the imple- 
ments with which they cultivate their crops: on the machinery 
with which they rendered their cotton available, and on the 
very bagging and ties with which they prepared it for shipment. 
They have had to pay a bounty on in Seca worn or used by 
them or their families: on mater —— in building their 
houses, their barns, and their fences; and yet the value of the 
exports of the raw cotton produced by them from 1866 to 1893 
was 65,925. 932,320. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Certainly, 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas if 
those workingmen of whom he is speaking now have been send- 
ing up petitions against a change ro the tariff? 

r. BELL of Texas. They! No, sir; they are only sending 
such petitions as mer have always sent, just asking us to fire 
them a fair show and no favor. That is all in God's world they 
rs aa asked or ever willask. [Applause onthe Democratic 
side. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
rate of wages those men get who are employed in 8 the 
cotton that competes with the cheap labor of India. And does 
the gentleman desire to reduce the intelligent white labor of 
this country to the same conditions that exist in India? 

Mr; B of Texas. Iwill answer that. It is the intelligent 
white laborer that is now competing successfully in the markets 
of the world in the production of cotton. 

Mr, DOOLITT What rate of wages is paid to the labor 
which produces in the gentleman's State the cotton that comes 
into competition with the India cotton? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Of course, the wages paid there are 
just whatever - = 

neha enn es Whatrate of wages is paid per day or per 
mon 

Mr, BELL of Texas, Of course, the men working on those 


farms get whatever 
Mr LITTLE. How much do they get per day or per 
month? 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Of course, I am not prepared to answer 
such a question. Ido not know precisely what they get. But I do 
know as a matter of fact that they have to pay 25 per cent tax 
on the shoes which they buy, a tax which goes not to the sup- 
port of the Government, but to the manufacturer. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
answer my question? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I am not able to do so in exact terms. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Does not the gentleman know it to be 
true that this labor in his State to which he has referred is not 

that is paid for the same 


per month or per day the wages 
Bind of labor 2 8 the North and West by white men? 
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Mr. BELL of Texas. 1 suppose the wages are substantially 


the same, or the laborers in other sections would come to our | ing 


country. N 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. The same rate of wages? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Substantially. Of course, I do not’sup- 
pose that farm laborers are paid so much anywhere in this coun- 
try as skilled labor receives; but I suppose that farm labor 
throughout the country is paid about the same thatis paid in the 
State of Texas. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Is it not true that such labor in your State 
is not paid more than 810 or $12 a month? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I think that is about correct. z 

Mr. DOOLITTLE., I have heard it so stated here frequently 

Representatives from your State. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. May I put an inquiry to the 
gentleman? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. You may if you will be quick, for my 
time is very limited. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. Are the laboring men you 
speak of represented on the floor of this House? 

Mr. B of Texas. They are. I presume the gentleman 
imagines that the laboring men who make cotton in Texas are 
colored people. If that is his supposition it is simply an illus- 
tration of the want of information which gentlemen on the other 
side have in regard to our affairs inthe South. Let me say here 
that the district which I have the honor to represent on this 
floor has probably fewer colored voters in it than the district 
represented by any gentleman on the other side of the House. 
There is one county in my district which cast last year 3,500 
votes, and which has not a single colored man in it, I do not 
mean to say merely that a colored vote was not cast, but that 
there is no colored man in the county; and that county 7 8 
last year 25,000 bales of cotton, In the county in which J have 
lived for the last eighteen years there was only one colored man 
residing at the last election, I do not mean only one colored 
man voting, but only one living there, The ignorance of some 
gentlemen on the other side in regard to the condition of things 
in the South is a constant source of surprise to us. 

Mr. Chairman, almost as good a showing as that which Ihave 
made for the cotton-grower can be made for the wheat-raiser of 
the Northwest, while the products of those engaged in these 
pursuits have never been enhanced one particle by protection. 

But we are asked, Do not the farmers get what they have to 
buy cheaper than they formerly did? Our reply is, echt 
they do: and if it is right that other people should receive 
the benefits arising from the cheape of products occasioned 
by the inventions of labor-saving . they have no right 
to complain; but the compet:tors of our farmers not only get 
their supplies for less than they formerly did, but as sopua to 
those things which are subject to a protective tariff for less 
our farmers. can now obtain them, and certainly we ought not 
to longer continue a system which places at a disadvantage and 
renders harder the lot of those upon whom we all are ultimately 
dependent. As the price of the farmer’s products is fixed in 
foreign markets we can not by legislation enhance it, but we 
can assist him to overcome competition there, by lessening the 
sapea of production, and the only way we can do that is by 
2 ucing the cost of his supplies; but of this I desire to say more 

ter on. 

The doctrine of protection proceeds on the erroneous theory 
that every time people trade one party to the contract loses, 
when in fact the more they trade the richer they get if each 
receives from the other something he needs which jt would have 
taken him longer to produce than it did to produce the article 
he parted with for it. When people are not hampered by re- 
strictive legislation, and are permitted to trade where they can 
buy the cheapest, experience soon demonstrates where the vari- 
ous necessaries or luxuries of life can be produced with the 
least expenditure of labor, and they adapt themselves to the con- 
ditions preseribed by the laws of nature. Those I represent 
could, by some hot-house process, raise all the coffee they use, 
but since they can for less than one-tenth the cost raise other 
things which they can exchange for the coffee they consume, it 
would be foolish for them to do so. 

It would be more absurd in detail, but not a particle different 
in principle, for our Government to attempt to coerce her citi- 
zens into growing their coffee than to try to force them to en- 
gage in any of the other unprofitable businesses, An industry 
which requires the assistance of pees is an unprofitable 
one, and if we take out of profitable employment a part of our 
citizens and put them at unprofitable work, those who remain 
in the profitable employment must support them. Hence it is 
that our agriculturists, being engaged in a business which is 
profitable, as theirs is, not on account of the large returns they 
receive, but on account of the economies they practice, are 
compelled not only to maintain their own business, but to con- 


than 


tribute enough from their sayings to render profitable the call - 
of others. Such an unjust and unnatural condition as this 
could not be productive of prosperity, and, unless my reasoning 
is very much at fault, it will be found that the growth of our 
country since we have had the protective system will not com- 
pare favorably with its aveo pans before we adopted it, 

No periods could be found which would be more favorable for 
a fair comparison of the effects of the different tariff systems 
than the decades ending in 1860 and 1890. The low tariff of 1846 
had time to be put into full operation at the beginning of the 
former and the high tariff had been in operation for years at 
the beginning of the latter. The economical conditions other- 
wise than as to the customs laws were very similar, as has been 
previously stated. I have already shown how under a low tariff 
our agriculture flourished, our manufactures prospered, our com- 
merce extended, our wages advanced, and how the wealth of the 
country wassomewhat evenly divided amongst those who created 
it. Ihave also shown how under a high tariff our agriculture 
faded, our manufactures languished, our commerce dwindled, our 
wages debreused, and how the wealth of the country became con- 
centrated in the hands of the few. 

I desire now to make a few final comparisons, but, before do- 
ing so, there is one other matter which ought to receive some 
consideration. As I have already stated, the wealth of the coun- 
try increased during the decade ending in 1890 to the enormous 
amount of $20,000,000,000, and this fact is by some regarded as an 
evider.ce of the beneficial effects of protection, and we areasked 
why there was such an increase if the operation of a prohibitory 
tariff is as injurious as we contend that it is. Our reply is, that 
our resources are so bountiful and the energies of our people are 
so groat that we have been prospering in spite of the difficulties 
under which we have labored. Our condition has been aptly 
likened to that of a spendthrift who has inherited a magnificent 
estate which yields an income larger than he can squander, and 
which continues to accumulate spite of his extravagance. 
However, it is not the actual, but the relative increase which 
affords the proper basis of comparison to enable us to determine 
whether we have been augmenting our wealth more rapidly 
under the one system than the other. 

Between 1850 and 1860 the aggregate wealth of the United 
States increased 126 per cent, while the population increased 
35.58 per cent. Between 1880 and 1890, it increased 46 per cent, 
while the population increased 24.86 per cent. The value of the 
Saponia from the United States between 1850 and 1860, increased 
130 per cent; between, 1880 and 1890, 25 per cent. Thislaststate- 
ment seems almost incredible, and would, at least, raise a ques- 
tion as to whether there. was not some unusual reason for so 
slight a gain in such an important item as that of our exports 
to foreign countries. 

I, theretore, wili extend the comparison. Between 1879 and 
1889 the value of our exports increased 2.4 per cent, while be- 
tween 1881 and 1891 it actually decreased 4.7 per cent. The value 
of the imports.into this country increased from 1850 to 1860, 104 
per cent; from 1880 to 1890, 18 per cent. In 1860 of the total im- 
ports into and the exports from the United States, 66.5 per cent 
was transported in our own vessels, while in 1880 only 17.4 per cent 
was, and in 1890 it decreased to 12.9 per cent, and in 1892 to 12.3 
per cent, thus affording us abundant grounds for fearing that 
if our laws are not modified the American merchant marine, 
once the pride of every patriotic heart, will soon entirely disap- 
pear from the high seas. ; 

Butconvincing as are these comparisons of the injurious results 
of the efforts of man to defy the laws of nature, they arenot more 
so than was the condition in which our country was after a fair 
trial of the different tariff systems for a sufficient time to afford 
an opportunity for each to thoroughly demonstrate its effects, 
After fourteen years’ experience under a strictly revenue tariff 
our people were fully and profitably employed, and the public 
countenance exhibited tranquillity, contentment, and happiness. 
It was this period which Gen. Garfield, in one of those speeches 
delivered in this House which so much added to his fame, de- 
scribed in this language: 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 1850 to 1860 was one of peace 
and general prosperity. Š 

Senator MORRILL one of the ablestadvocates of protection, in 
a speech delivered in 1867, describing the condition of our coun- 
try in 1860, said: 

And that was a year of as large production and as much general prosperity 
as any perhaps in our history. 

What a contrast does this picture present to the enforced idle- 
ness, misery, and suffering which we now see on every hand, 
But some say that the stagnation prevailing inall kinds of busi- 
ness in our country is caused by the apprehended change in 
our tariff schedules, and much complaint is heard of those who 
are attempting to lessen the burdens under which we have been 
laboring so long. 
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If it be true that our disturbances are occasioned or aggra- 
vated by threatened legislation, it would be as unreasonable to 
blame those who are trying to make needed changes in our cus- 
toms laws as it would be to blame the surgeon who applies the 
probe, and to allow the assailant who inflicted the wound to go 
without censure. 

But are our troubles due to the causes assigned by those who 
are trying to defeat the reforms for which the American people 
have so overwhelmingly pronounced? From their statements 
one would imagine that until within the last ten months we had 
been in the enjoyment of unbounded prosperity, when, as a mat- 
ter of fact, our ills are merely the culmination of troubles begun 
long before there was any reasonable prospect of early tariff 
reform, and when, in truth, the possibility of that reform was 
hastened, if not occasioned, by the prevalence of the hardest 
Co and most universal suffering which had been experienced 
or years. 

The McKinley tariff bill, under which the already exorbitant 
customs tolls were greatly increased, became alaw in 1890, and it 
so stimulated the home industries thattheir e @x- 
ceeded the capacity of our people to consume them. e inevi- 
table result was that the factories closed down, strikes ensued, 
riots followed, and the party to whose legislation this deplora- 
ble state of affairs was properly attributed met with the most 
overwhelming rebuke wits had been administered to any po- 
litical organization within the memory of man. These occur- 
rences are of such recent date that it is, perhaps, useless to sub- 
stantiate the statement which I have just made; but I will sub- 
mit some evidence to establish its correctness. The extracts 
which I will read are taken from reliable journals. 

January 14, 1892: 

The mills of the Oxford Nail and Iron Cempany, of Oxford, N. J., have 
been shut down for over two months. It is a mystery how the people live. 


In many houses there has not been a coal fire for weeks. If something is 
not done soon families are likely to starve to death. 


February 14, 1892: 

Owing to continued de ion in the iron trade the Chesapeake Nail 
Works, and the puddling ‘ere of the Central Iron Works shut down 
to-night, throwing between 200 and 300 men out of employment, 


March 17, 1893: 


Twelve iron furnaces at Birmingham, Ala., reduced wages 10 per cent on 
Tuesday, because of the low price of iron. The men accepted the inevitable. 


The Trade Review says: 


The one thing in order is curtailment. Thereare signs, too, that the work 
has ries IES Five Valley furnaces will quit within a week we are assured. 
That all that has been said within these past three months of the desperately 
unwholesome conditicn of the market was founded on fact appears on the 
one hand by the wholesale discharge of employés and the shutting down of 
poomi mills, and on the other hand by the bad failure of a prominent 

alley iron firm, which there can be but little doubt will be followed by the 
blowing out of more than one stack. 

April 13, 1893: : 

The Quaker Oatmeal Mills of Ravenna, Ohio, employing 150 men, have shut 
down indefinitely. This is part of the plan of the American Cereal Company, 
“The oat-meal trust,” to limit production and force prices up, in order that 
some returns can be earned on its capital. 

May 12, 1892: 

The 1 Age Si ag ir that the 9 of —.— 8 and Ba 
nango e aye agreed upon a eof wages w ey presen 
r ee Iron and Steel Workers in June, and that 
it is understood that a thorough rearrangement of prices has been made 
and ee a material reduction in the price of puddling has been de- 
manded. 


June 5, 1892: 

At a mass meeting of the Cloth Hat and Cap Makers’ Unionin New York on 
to-day over700 men, representing 26 outof the 30shopsin the citp,discussed the 
grievance of wage uction. It was said that during the last year several 
reductions in their wages at different times had made a total reduction of 
70 per cent, and that during the best four months of the year the best men 
have been unable to earn more than 8d a week. They make an effort to 

et wages back above starvation point. Pitiable as is the lot of these men 

tis no worse than that of hat- makers elsewhere in this country since the Me- 
Kinley bill came their way. A few years ago the hat factories of Bloomfield, 
Watsessung, and East Orange. N. J., were rous and E 5 steady em- 
ployment to hundreds of hands. The almost prohibitive duty on hatters’ 
raw materials has caused the business to dwindle until now no mill in Bloom- 
field is running on full time and many of the employés have sought work in 


other business. 


Similar evidence of the evil effects of the increased duties im- 
posed by the act of 1890 could be added indefinitely, but these 
will suffice to show the falsity of the claim that our business 
paralysis has come upon us since there has been a prospect of a 
speedy tariff reform, and much less has it been caused by it. 

What, then, has been the cause of the depression which has be- 
come so severe, so universal, and so long-vontinued? The ex- 
3 is to me perfectly clear. Everybody in this 3 

s dependent, directly or indirectly, upon the agriculturists. If, 
therefore, the farmers are prosperous others will be. If they 
are not, none can be. 

I have already shown how, under the operation of the high 
tariff, a portion of the earnings of the farmers, which ought to 
have remained their property, has been for years diverted from 
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them and donated to others. As prior to the adoption of the 
protective system the property of the country was somewhat 
evenly divided, the farmers had about their just proportion of 
it. But gradually, though surely, their possessions were drawn 
from them; since after paying protection prices for what they 
had to buy while realizing only free-trade prices for what they 
had tosell, they could not, even with the strictest economy, earn 
enough to supply themselves and their families with the com- 
forts and conveniences which modern civilization demands, their 
original capital became impaired. To make good their losses 
they were compelled to borrow. The Census 3 has 
compiled the figures showing the amount of the mortgage debt 
on real estate, outside of the cities and towns, in all the States 
and Territories, except Texas, Virginia, West Virginia. and 
Washington, and the result is startling. 

In 1891 it was $537,236,947, an increase since 1880 of 57.58 per 
cent. In some of the agricultural States the per cent of increase 
largely exceeded the average. In Alabama it was 270 per cent; 
in Georgia, 218 per cent; in Florida, 533 percent; in Tennessee, 
197 per cent; in Mississippi, 143 per cent; in Arkansas, 150 per 
cent; in Missouri, 106 per cent; in Nebraska, 234 per cent. It 
is claimed that the money borrowed has been devoted to the im- 
provement of the farms, and that is doubtless so to a consider- 
able extent in the new States, though it can not be the case- 
with those east of the Mississippi River. 

But there is a limit to all things. The money-lenders realized 
that they had advanced all they could with safety on the farm- 
ers’ property, and this source of obtaining ready money was cut 
off. Our farmers, therefore, being unable to buy the merchants’ 
goods the merchants had no occasion to purchase from the manu- 

acturers, and our manufacturers being restricted to the home 
markets were compelled to close their establishments and de- 
prive of work thousands of their employés. This, happening as 
it did at a time when values had been unduly inflated by wild 
speculations conducted to a great extent on borrowed capital, 
caused the collapse which has resulted in so much suffering, 
misery, and loss. 

It remains now to discuss the means by which we can check 
the adverse tide, which seems to be about to engulf our country 
in wreck and ruin. 

The remedy porond by the advocates of protection, repre- 
sented on this floor by the shes) pan is to allow the existing 
tariff laws to remain unaltered. Unless everything that I have 
said is utterly fallacious, this suggestion should not be dignified 
with controversy. It is as if the r whose patient had 
impaired his health and undermined his constitution by the con- 
tinued use of alcohol should prescribe more excessive libations 
of the same fluid as an antidote for that which had caused his 
troubles. £ 

The 7 90 proposed by the advocates of inflation, represented 
on this floor by the Populists, is to, in some manner, make money 
more plentiful. Though the methods by which they have here- 
tofore proposed to do this do not commend themselves to m 
judgment and will encounter my earnest opposition, still wit 
the results they will seek toaccomplish, if they should ever make 
an effort to expand our circulating medium, I will be in full sym- 
pathy, and I am not only willing but anxious to vote for any 
measure looking to an increase in the volume of our currency to 
the very uttermost limit to which that can be done without bis 
pairing its absolute and immediate convertibility into the coin 
of the country. 

But while I believe that it would be to dur interest to have 
the very largest possible circulation, provided it is safe and 
sound, still I do not with those who contend that an in- 
sufficientquantity of money contributed to any material extent 
to our present troubles. It must not be forgotten that we have 
had a much larger circulation, aggregate and pa capita, each 
e for the past ten years, while the vast body of our people 

ave been growing poorer and poorer, than we had at any time 
wherthey were growing richer and richer. Nor should it be 
forgotten that our circulation has been increasing every year 
during the past fifteen years, and that as our circulation grew 
larger the times grew harder. In1878the money in the United 
States in circulation, that is, outside of the Treasury,was $15.32 
per capita. In 1890, when the acute stage of present troubles 
struck us, it had grown to $22.82, in 1891 to $23.41, in 1892 to 
$24.44, and in 1893 to $25.57. 

Just at this time, when there is almost a complete stagnation 
in all kinds of business enterprises, the banks all over the land 
have the largest balances of cash on hand which has ever been 
known. Money can be had in the financial centers at as low a 
rate of interest as any reasonable man could desire. Business 
has not been paralyzed because money can not be had at reason- 
able rates of interest, but money can not be loaned at reasonable 
rates of interest because business has been paralyzed. The cure 
for this state of affairs must be found not so much in increasing 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


557 


our circulating medium as in adopting some policy which will 
permit a more extensive and just circulation of the medium we 
already have. 

Another thing which must not be overlooked is that the price 
of our agricultural products, as I have shown, is fixed in foreign 
markets. How, then, could the fact that we have a larger vol- 
ume of money affect the price of our cotton, our wheat, or our 
corn when we can not increase the volume of the money of the 
country where their prices are fixed. 

But, after all, if we had a per capita circulation of $50, the 
causes which have drained practically all of the capital of the 
country into one section of it and concentrated it in the hands of 
acomparatively few people would affect the increased circulation 
in the same way. 

The remedy proposed by the advocates of tariff reform, rep- 
resented on this floor by the Democrats, is to abandon the sys- 
tem under the operation of which we have been brought to the 
verge of ruin and to return to the one under which all will be 
“free to regulate their own pursuits of industry and improve- 
ment,” and which will not take from the mouth of labor the 
bread it has earned,” and to restore the prosperity of all by per- 
mitting the prosperity of those upon whom all are dependent. 

A bill by which we seek to accomplish this result has been 
framed by the committes having the matter in charge, and is 
now the subject of consideration. It is one which, with the ex- 
ception of a single item, meets with my unqualified approval. 
I can not agree that because the policy of paying a bounty toone 
class of our citizens (the sugar-growers) was inaugurated by 
another party, we should undo that wrong gradually. I am in 
favor of an immediate repeal of the law which provides that a 
part of the taxes which have been collected from all our people 
should be donated to a few of them. Otherwise I regard the 


measure under discussion as one which, in view of the depleted 


condition of our Treasury, is as nearly up to the ideal tariff re- 
form bill as could be reasonably hoped for. 

If the changes proposed should be accomplished the present 
duties on imported goods, which are equivalent to an ad valorem 
rate of 49.58 per cent, will be reduced to 30.66 per cent. If this 
reduction applied in oqan proportions to all imports it would 
neither satisfy the just demands of our people nor. be consistent 
with our platform declaration, that ‘‘the Federal Government 
has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, 
except for the purpose of revenue only.” 

But, as I have shown, the tariff on 1 Se aioe is already on 
a revenue basis, and accordingly we find that, as to those things, 
there has been but little and in some cases no reduction, while 
as toa few there has been an increase. For instance, the rev- 
enue derived from the duty on champagnes and wines imported 
in 1892 amounted to 85,058, 661.71, and it is not n to change 
the rates on these articles. The revenue paid on imported silks 
for 1892 was $16,965,637.03, and it is only proposed to reduce the 
tariff charges on silks from 53.56 per cent to 45.13 per cent. On 
the imports of tobacco the revenues collected was $10,265,067.98, 
and it is only proposed to reduce the duty from 117.82 per cent 
to 91.58 per cent. The duty on diamonds and pearls, which has 
heretofore been 10 per cent, it is proposed to increase to 15 per 
cent. 

In contrast to these, I will state the present and proposed rates 
on a few of the articles on which the duty is now prohibitory. 
On wool hats the present 8 ranges from 86 to 106 per cent; 
the proposed duty from 25 to 35 per cent. On flannels the pres - 
ent duty from 84 to 103 per cent; the proposed duty from 25 to 
40 per cent. On blankets, present duty from 50 to 103 per cent; 

roposed duty from 25 to 35 per cent. On shawls, present duty 
rom 88 to 150 per cent; proposed duty 40 per cent. 

The average duty on metals and the manufactures thereof, 
under the present law, is 58.91 per cent, under the proposed 
law it would be 35.50 per cent. In this, as in other lines, the 
reductions which it is proposed to make do not apply to every- 
thing in equal proportions, but is greatest on such articles as we 
are comuelied to use. It is not proposed to make any change in 
the duty of 35 per cent nowimposed on swords, sword blades, and 
side arms; while cotton ties, now subject to a duty of from 40.03 
to 50.23 per cent, are to be placed on the free list. 

No change is recommended in the duty of 25 per cent now im- 
posed on watches; but on screws it is proposed to reduce the 

resent rate, which runs from 46 to 110 per cent, to 30 per cent. 

he duty on dice, chessmen, and billiard balls is to remain 50 
per cent, as at present. Salt, now subject to a duty of from 35.14 
to 82.33 per cent, is to be put on the fres list. The duty on fire- 
crackers, gunpowder, and percussion caps, which now ranges 
from 25.81 per cent to 147.32 per cent, is to remain as at present; 
coal, now subject to a duty ranging from 22.72 to 28.68 per cent, 
is to be admitted free. No reduction is proposed in the present 
tariff charges of 20 per cent on furs; lumber, now subject to a duty 
ranging from 8.33 per cent to 21.40 per cent, is to be placed on 


the free list. The tariff of 25 per cent on the manufactures of 
amber, asbestus, coral, and jet is to remain as at present; but 
iron, which is now subject toa tariff ranging from 15 to 42.70 
per cent, is to be admitted free. 

So, it will be seen that while the reductions of the duties on 
necessaries is very considerable, the average is not very great, 
because the reductions on luxuries is so snail 

What changes will place the tariff on a revenue basis as to an 
article on which the duty has heretofore been prohibitory can 
only be determined by experiment. If, after the lapse of suffici- 
ent time to test the matter,it isascartained that on some t 
the rate is still F reductions can be and doubt- 
less will be ©. 

Representing, as I do, a constituency which is as essentially 
agricultural perhaps as any represented on this floor, I can not 
forbear to express my gratification atthe consideration the com- 
mittee which framed the bill under discussion has accorded to 
that most important of all industries. 

Each change recommended by the committee will, if adopted, 
lessen the disadvantages under which our farmers have labored, 
and will enable them to retain a larger portion of the wealth 
they create. While they will still be compelled to have the price 
of their products fixed on a free-trade basis, they will be able to 
obtain much of what they buy at free-trade prices. 

This is particularly the case with the cotton-planter. If the rec- 
ommendations of the committee are adopted, he can obtain, with- 
out rates, Heme cost enhanced by a tariff on them; the lumber 
with which he builds his houses, his barns, and his fences; the 
oil with which he lights and the fuels with which he heats his 
dwelling; the salt with which he seasons his food and preserves 
his meats, the medicines with which he heals his sick, the im- 
plements with which he cultivates his crop, the machinery with 
which he renders his cotton available for market, the ties with 
which he propras it for shipment, and when exported the bag- 
ging with which he protects it. He can obtain the benefit of the 

ower prices which will result from the competition between the 

home and foreign producers of the hardware he uses; of the 
clothes, the hats, and the shoes he wears, and of everything else 
he consumes. 

It is not strange that one who has been the recipient, as I 
have, of continued favors from a constituency whose chief in- 
dustry is the production of cotton, should hail with delight the 
prospects of the adoption of a policy which will lessen the bur- 
dens and render more prosperous the condition of those who 
have contributed so much to the prosperity of, but who have re- 
ceived such little consideration from their Government as 
have the cotton-growers. 

For this policy the American freemen have declared in no un- 
certain tones. But the battle is not yet won. Self-confident 
from continued triumphsand the possession of unlimited capital, 
tenacious of old theories and honestly fearing the result of any 
change, the beneficiaries of protection will contest every inch, 
and, like the old guard, will to a man die in the last ditch. 

With unfaltering faith the Democracy of the nation, never 
elated in victory, never daunted in defeat, marches to the per- 
formance of her mission, and will renew charge after charge un- 
til she solves the people’s problems and rights the people’s 
wrongs. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOW of California. Mr. Chairman, in some remarks 
made in the Fifty-second Congress when a bill similar to this was 
pending, which was intended to give some manufacturers a 
bonus at the expense of the wool-grower, I said: 

I have sometimes thought that if the people of these United States would 
highly resolve to hang by the neck until he was dead the first citizen, and 
every other citizen or alien, whether in Congress or out of Congress, who 

roposed, within the next twenty years, any change whatever in the tariff 

aws of the United States, it would conduce more tothe permanent prosper- 
ity of the country than any resolution ever made and enforced by the Amer- 
ican people. [Laughter.] 

What this country wants, and must have, for its permanent prosperity, is 
certainty and stability of its laws; not continual change and uncertainty. 


I said then “I sometimes thought so;“ I say now I think soall 
the time; for the very threat of such change, coupled with the 
power the Democratic party now has to put the threat into exe- 
cution, has produced widespread disaster throughout the land. 

We were told three or four months ago that the so-called 
Sherman law caused all the trouble and distress that then 
covered the land, and the President called the Congress together 
to remove that cause by repealing that law. Itwasdone. The 
law was repealed, but it is now seen that it had no more power 
to allay the public distress than would the casting of a pebble to 
still the mighty waves of the Atlantic. It is now patent to 
everyone what a wicked fraud this hue and cry set on the Sher- 
man law was. Whataclumsy and futile attempt to divert at- 
tention from the real cause of the distress that then hovered 
over all our country and rests on it to-day, which was the attack 
of the Democratic President and his managers upon the business 
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interests and welfare of the American people for the benefit of 
all Europe. 

It is unfortunate for all the people that the exigencies of the 
Democratic party seem to require it always to attack the busi- 
ness interests of the . and every industry in it, except 
those clustered around Wall street, and of the foreigners doing 
business within its shadows; but it is a party that is only demo- 
cratic in name. It is in fact the close ally and servant of aris- 
tocracy; witness its attempt to overthrow a republic and set up 
a monarchy; the attorney for foreign money-lenders and do- 
mestic stock gamblers and corporations. 

This bill is nothing more and nothing less than the ordinary 
tariff tinkers’ bill, which has made its appearance often in Con- 
gress for years past; but owing to the fact that a Republican 
Senate or a Republican President has heretofore stood between 
the people and the threatened harm, no injury had been done. 

The pending proposition is entitled A bill to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue, and for other pornos; But this 
title does not express the true purpose of the bill. To do that 
it must be amended so as to read, A bill for the relief of the 
Democratic party, at the expense of the producers and laboring 
people of the United States, and to reduce the revenue.” 

The authors of the bill confess that it will reduce the revenue 
$70.000,000, and there is no doubt that it will accomplish its pur- 

es most effectively, and also in a different direction from that 
Intended. It will relieve that party from all responsibility for 
legislation for twenty years, beginning March 4, 1895, and will 
soon after relieve it of the cares of government in every depart- 
ment. 

It is true that a majority of the 3 of the United States 
voted for the policy set out in the Democratic platform adopted 
at Chicago by voting for the candidates . it. There 
was no uncertainty about the tariff plank in that platform. It 
was plain and concise, admitting of but one meaning. Of course 
it may be charged that not being double-faced it could not be a 

enuine Democratic plank. However that may be, they put it 
f their platform and every Democratic candidatestood upon it, 
The people of this country can not claim to have been deceived 
by the tariff plank. 

The Democratic ty claimed that the policy of “ protection 
wasa fraud,” a ‘‘robbery,” and, besides that, was unconstitutional. 
It said to all the raisin-growers of the twelve counties of the 
Seventh California district—for in every county of that district 
the production of raisins is a leading industry The tariff that 
gives you a protection of 24 cents per pound on raisins, that com- 

ls the raisin-growers of Spain to pay 24 cents p k stare toll, 

come into your markets and compete with you, isafraud anda 
robbery of the many for the benefit of the few, and besides is 
unconstitutional. We will reform that tariff, take that protec- 
tion you now enjoy away.” 

They said to nearly all the producers in the country—not to 
all, for they had some pets—the same to nearly all operatives 
in the factories throughout the land—not to all of them—that 
“the protection given you Kida? tariff-to the articles you are 
manufacturing, thereby enabling you to receive ter wages 
than you otherwise would, is a fraud, a robbery of the many for 
the benefit of the few, and is unconstitutional.” 

Mr. Chairman, theories are beautiful things sometimes; facts 
are very obstinate hear je I have a few facts to present. Here 
are some raisins for which the other day I paid here in Wash- 

ton at retail 15 cents a pound; here aresome purchased at an- 
other store, for which I paid 25 cents a pound; here are some 
for which 1 at another store 30 cents a pound. All these 
raisins are from Fresno County, Cal., in my district, All of 
them are of the same grade. eseraisins, the retail price of 
which was at different stores 15 cents, 25 cents, and 30 cents, are, 
as I have said, of the same grade, a grade of which Fresno County 
alone has sent out this year over 2,000 car loads. For those 
raisins the producers receive from 34 cents to 4 cents a pound, 
frec on board the cars. 

Now, I want to ask any really smart gentleman (I do not want 
anybody else to attempt to reply) whether he supposes that if 
thistaritt bill, taking 1 cent off the duty on ra should go 
into effect, the man on F street here who charges me 40 cents a 
pound for imported raisins will the next day after the bill is 
passed cut the price down to 39 cents; or that the man from 
whom I bought this other specimen of imported raisins for 35 
cents a pound of the same brand (his store being on the avenue 
and not qe as stylish as the one on F street, where I bought 
those for 40 cents), will put the price down to 34 cents a pound. 
You all know better than to sup such a thing. You know how 
stupid and ridiculous it is to e an argument that this reduc- 


tion of the duty on raisins will in any case inure to the extent 
of 1 penny to the benefit of any consumer in the United States. 
Every man of common sense knows that such will not be the ef- 
fect. [Applause.] You simply lose that much money from your 


Then you propose in this bill to reduce the duty on oranges, 
The duty now onoranges is 10 cents per cubic foot, which you 
propose to reduce to 8cents. Now with first-class large oranges 
there will be about forty in a cubic foot—from forty tofifty. The 
reduction of duty pro in this bill on a dozen oranges, sold at 
retail in the city of Washington to-day at 75 cents a dozen, would 
be about one-half of a cent. Do you suppose that if you reduce 
the tariff in this way the man who is now charging 75 cents a 
dozen for those oranges will, after you have adopted this Demo- 
cratic tariff, reduce the price to 744 cents? You know he will 
not. Thatis yourargument. You know as wellas I do that it 
does not affect the customer at all, and all your bill is to benefit 
the importer, the handler, the dealer, and nowhere in this bill 
is the interest and welfare of the consumer benefited. 

Your Democraticargument—one of yourstrongestarguments— 
has circled around the dinner pn of the workingman. Ibought 
one to-day and weighed it. It weighed 4 ounces, and cost 10 
cents. You pr to reduce the tariff about 1 cent a pound on 
tin. That would reduce eng! har of the workingman’s in 
accordance with your idea, if it be a correct one, exactly one- 
fourth of a cent. Allowing the workingman four pails a year, 
you would take off the burdenof taxation each year to the amount 
a a are red cent from that workingman. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

But while making this tremendous saving in the way of taxa- 
tion laid upon him, you have taken $150 from him of his wages 
for that year; and then you can boast that you have reduced the 
price of his Anae pan à quarter of a cent! 

Mr. MORSE. ill the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to suggest to my friend that I fear the 
workingman is more concerned now about something to put into 
the pail than what he has to pay for it. à 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That isthe lamentable fact. I 
have here a letter from an old friend in Wisconsin, one-of the 
proprietors of a large manufactory. It is as follows: 


Fort ATKINSON, WIS., December 22, 1898. 

Dran Sm. What I wantisa copy of the Wilson tariff bill, if you can send 
it to me, and I would alsolike the minority report. Lam t uite an in- 
terest in this tariff matter because it affects us somewhat. While the tariff 
on tinis to be reduced, it seems as — it would be to our advantage; but 
dealers in Chicago tell us that tin would be no chea; under the new tariff 
law, asmanufacturers in England have told them summer that if it was 
reduced they should advance the price on tin, and I believe that the dealers 
and brokers in tin in Chicago firmly believe this to be so. 

Lam in hopes that our tin industry has got such a start that it will be able 
to hold its own, even now, but ot this I am a littledoubtful. Had it continued 
two years | T we should have been able to obtain all the tin wanted in 
America, e by American manufacturers. 

Yours ly, 
D. W. CURTIS. 

Hon. W. W. BOWERS, 

123 Fourth street, SE., Washington, D. C. 

The gentleman from Texas who preceded me told us about 
the resources of the cotton States, and how cotton-growers went 
to work like men without ee or any tariff for protection and 
raised so much cotton, But he did not tell why the rice-growers 
in the Carolinas did not wade into their work like men without 
asking a cent and a half a pound protection? Wap aa you give 
it to them? Did they ask for it, or is it a fact that you have 
some friends, some pets, in the rice business, who own some rice 
plantations? [Laughter. 

The poe of six of the nine counties then comprising the 
Seventh California district accepted the Democratic platform 
and went Democratic by a good majority, and when the returns 
came in showing that the Democratic platform had won, they 
celebrated the victory in d style, got up big processions 
held large ratification meetings, shouted themselves hoarse, and 
fell on each others’ necks in an ecstacy of joy. As it was in Cal- 
ifornia, so everywhere, the victory of reform was celebrated, 
and if any man was happier than a Democrat in those days, it 
was the festive Mugwump, who was once a Republican, but fail- 
ing ek ip a nomination for some office, let the canker of disap- 
pointed ambition prey upon him until the very blood in his 
veins ran sour, and he became a natural-born Mugwump; and b 
the way, specimens of this kind of homo were greatly prized an 
admired by our Democratic friends; they laid the best offices 
they had at their feet and Democrats became their servants. 

I am speaking of the conditions that existed one year ago. 
There have been some changes since then, some very great 
changes, even among Democrats, although I may say, parenthet- 
ically, that the condition I have described of Democratic ad- 
miration for, aud subserviency to, Mugwumps seems to remain 
the same in the higher circles of Democracy, as shown by recent 
events. 

But now in California those people who were so enthusiastic 
for reform are again holding meetings, not to ratify reform over 

. Oh, no; very serious business meetings have taken the 
of political meetings. These people are not quite as de- 
us as they were. The low diet prescribed for them by the 


1894. 
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Demooratic reform doctors has cooled their fevered blood. Some- 
how the great reform iS Ene not panned out the blessings 
it promised in the blossom; they find itsfruit—like the angler of 
Sodom, fair to the eye—turn to ashes in their mouths, and even 
the pretty little roosters they carried on their hats so proudly 
have turned into poor little scrawny black crows. 

Hardly had the echoes of the anvils which were fired at the 

oross- roads ratification, or of the cannon fired in the towns in 
celebration of the great reform victory died away before the 
ple began to ize that a change was taking place. They 
elt a chill in the air. For more than twenty years they had 
basked in the sunshine of American prosperity, and during all 
these years the ring of the hammer on the anvil, the whir of 
the mill-wheel, the sounding blows from the forges, the throb- 
bing of all the mighty machinery everywhere, all blending to- 
gether in the grand anthem of industry, had rung in their ears, 
and they had kept time with its step and melody, and eve 
breeze carried the swelling notes of the chorus of the worker’s 
song. 

But now fainter and fainter came the melody; farther and far- 
ther away it seemed; note after note dropped out of the song, and 
in their stead there came the discordant cry of dismay, the wail 
of distress, the sounds of the mourning for murdered opportuni- 
ties and industries. They saw the fires die in the furnaces, the 
wheels of the mill fall asleep, the miner's pick growing rusty, 
and the sounds from the torge had died away. They saw the 
black clouds of Democracy drifting across the sky, and pros- 
perity fly away: They saw that Democracy and prosperity could 
not dwell together; that they were opposites, incompatible, un- 
assimilable, and must forever remain strangers to each other. 

Forced to see and feel all this, these people now | to you, 
We have deceived ourselves; we have been punished enough 
fof our folly; give us back the prosperity and the peace and the 

comfort we enjoyed under protection, for one day of the glorious 
sun of Republican prosperity is worth a thousand years of such 
as this one given us by the Democracy. Take away your tariff 
reform, take it back to the devil who invented it and who owns 
it; we want no more of it.” So say the farmers, so say the pro- 
ducers, so say all the workers in the field and shop who have 


made this country what it is, 
Who asks for the passage of this bill? Is it the farmer? No. 
The miner? No. The wool-grower? No. The manufacturer? 


No. The workman in the factories? No. 


dustry? No. All ofthese protest against it; from every section 
of the country, from Maine to Texas, from Florida to Washing- 
ton, the protests come thick and fast. 


Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BELL] 
says that they are ‘‘coerced.” 
r. BOWERS of California. Coerced! Well there will be 


some other gentlemen coerced about the next time the people’ 


get a 1 8 to talk to them at the polls. [Laughter and ap- 

ause. 

p This bill comes in here followed by the imprecations of the 
American people, and in his secret heart many a member who 
will be forced to vote for it curses the fate that compels him, and 
will hereafter. Pushed in here by ee e 
at the demand of importers and foreigners, denoun by every 
industry in the United States, who is left asking for it? Eng- 
land, France, Germany, Spain, Italy, and Canada; all these are 
asking for it. Itis in fact ‘‘all Europe against America,” and 
in this contest we see the Democratic President and his man- 
agers pong the interests of Europe as against their own 
people. ho else demands this legislation? The ote Ba 
owned by foreign importers. Who else? The bond dealers. 
Who else? Thecapitalists. Whoelse? Thecorporations. Who 
else? The man who would rather give employment to an English 
ora French manufactory than to an American industry; to a 
~vineyardist in France or Spain than to one in the United States. 
Who else? The man who would rather see thousands and tens 
of thousands of American citizens walking the streets askin 
for work and bread, as they do to-day under this Democratic Ad- 
ministration, than Ea A in the mills and mines and on the 
farms as they were under the American policy of the Republican 

party. Whoelse? Noone. Have I overdrawn the picture in 
this statement? 

Mr. SIMPSON, I think you have. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I willcite the best Democratic 
authority, and call the President of the United States as a wit- 
ness, that I have not. Will you accept his evidence? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I do not know that I will. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Here is what he says to you. 
Here is the extraordinary confession he makes in message 
to this Congress: 


PFC 
gestion that its success can only be attained by means of unselfish counsel 
on the part of the friends of tariff reform, and as a result of their 

to subordinate personal desires and ambition to the general good. The 


Any American in-, 


interests affected by the proposed tariff are so numerous and so varied that 
if all insisted u them, legislation embodying the reform must inevitably 
fail.— Cleveland's Message. 

Can there be a better reason given than the one he has here 
given youfor the defeat of this bill? He tells this Congress 
plainly that if it consults the interests of the people of the United 
States, then this tariff cake becomes dough on bothsides. This 
reform must fail if the local interests of the people are consulted. 
Well, a reform that is antagonistic and harmful to the loca! in- 
terests of our people ought to fail, and will fail sooner or later. 
All interests are local; what is termed the general interest is 
but the sum of the local interests, and there is not a local inter- 
est but this bill touches. Not a change it 
from existing law that will not be detrimental to the true inter- 
ests of our people and advantageous to the interests of the 

le of Europe, and there is hardly a township in the United 
tates, inhabited by a white person, that this malign bill does 
not threaten with harm. 

The mottoof the Republican party always has been, and is now, 
‘American opportunities and American markets belong to Ameri- 
can citizens who have made them.” 

The motto of the Democratic party to-day is: American o 
eee and American markets belong to the world. No 

iscrimination in favor of American citizens as against foreign- 
ers. 

I read from the Pall Mall Gazette, one of the leading journals 
of England: 

LONDON, November 9, 1892. 


The Pall Mall Gazette this afternoon says that both the merchants and 
the unemployed workingmen of land have reason to rejoice at the Demo- 
cratic victory, as with the ib 1 57 the Peed e of the American 

‘Birmingham, adf 


market to the goods of ‘ord, and Manchester, capitalists 
will get a chance to some return on their money invested, and the 
workingmen will have an o unity to get a decent price fcr their labor 
without the necessity of ty 


And every English journal said substantially the same. Eng- 
land is unanimous for the pete of this bill; so is France, and 
Germany, and Spain, and Italy, and Canada. It has no oppos: 
tion anywhere in the world except from the great mass of the 
people of the United States. 

One more citation from an English newspaper, the Warehouse- 
man and Draper. Itsays: 

Speaking at Sheffield at the banquet in honor of the anniversary of Ameri- 
can independence, Mr. Folsom, the United States consul in that town, who 
is now on the point of retiring, expressed the satisfaction that he felt in the 
belief that ‘before another twelve months have rolled by Sheffield will not 
be subjected tothe onerous and oppressive duties of the United States which 
have so restricted her trade.“ 

For years the Democratic politicians have rung the changes 
on Republican extravagance and corruption. They have sought 
to impress upon the le the idea that they were being robbed 
by the protective tariff; that our workmen were being oppressed 
and the country going to the dogs, and a lot more of such rub- 
bish. Itis true that com ns are odious, but as the Demo- 
cratic politicians invite them they should have them. Let us 
contrast the condition of this country as it was under Republican 
rule, as it is under Democratic rule. I will hold up the picture 
of the Republican rule as painted by some first-class Democratic 
artists. e will not go back far, only to last year. 

On the 17th of July, 1892, the New York Herald (Democratic) 
remarked: 

The business of the country is ina provokingly healthy condition 
New industrial enterprises for manufacturingiron, cotton, and woolen fab- 
rics are into operation in various sections. * * * In the face of 
such a condition of t the calamity howler must remain silent. 

On Mes 15, 1892, the Boston Herald, a pronounced advocate of 
Cleveland and free trade, asked: A 

Where is the idle woolen mill today? There is none. Not. 
are the great majority of the woolen mills employed, but many * * + 
are contemplating e ements and improvements, or such enlargements 
and improvements are a begun. What does all this mean? It means 
simply the greatest consumption of wool the country has known for many 
years. 

On the 10th of September, 1892, the Dry Goods Economist, also 
roel with the free-trade brush, was constrained to remark 

t— 

Dress s manufacturers ought to be happy this season because they are 
busy delivering the goods already ordered and booking orders for more. 
* * * They can confidently look forward to a continuous run of business 
for the next six months. 

R. G. Dun & Co.’s Report, a colorless trade paper, in July 
1892, said: : : 

A fiscal year never matched in the history of the country in volume of in- 
dustrial productions, in magnitude of domestic exchanges, or in foreign 
trade has just closed. 

That eminent free-trader Edward Atkinson, whose knowledge 
of economics compares with that of Mr. Cleveland as an encyclo- 

ia compares with a primer, says, speaking of the country 
under Republican rule: 


There has never been a in the history of this or any 


period other coun’ 
when the geheral rate of wages was as high as it is now,.or the price be pote 
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relatively to the w: as low as they are to-day, nor a period when the 
workman, in the strict sense of the word, has so fully secured to his own use 
and enjoyment such a steadily and progressively increasing proportion of 
a constantly increasing product. x 

The honorable member from New York, Mr. COCKRAN, tak- 
ing as his authority the Aldrich report, which, he said, emanated 
from a Democratic Bureau of Statistics, and the accuracy of 
whose figures had never been disputed, showed that never be- 
fore in the history of human civilization have wages been so 
high, measured by gold.” And that “by the figures of this 
Aldrich committee we find that labor enjoys to-day the largest 

roportion of that which it produces that it has ever enjoyed 

the history of the world.” As the Aldrich report was made 
March 3, 1893, one day before the Democratic party came into 
power, and most of its p 8 only include the year 1891, this is 
valuable testimony to the prosperity of the country under Re- 
publican rule. 

This is the picture painted by Democrats and free traders of 
the prosperous condition of this country up to the time it was 
ascertained that the Democrats had come into power in all the 
Departments of the Federal Government. Never before did this 
nation or any other that ever existed on earth make such prog- 
ress and enjoy such a degree of prosperity as the United States 
during the twenty-five years of Republican rule preceding the 
5th Oey of November, 1892. Never before anywhere, in any 
land, did the common people receive so large a recompense for 
their labor or enjoy to so great an extent the luxuries as well as 
the comforts of life, as did all the people of the United States 
during that period. 

Shall I draw the picture of the condition of the country under 
Democratic rule as it is to-day? I hardly deem it necessary. 
It is too familiar to all of us. You see it 5 every 
morning it stares at you from your newspaper; the pictures of 
closed mills, of dead industries, of enforced idleness and desti- 
tution in places where heretofore work and wages, comfort and 
contentment, held the reins and kept even pace with the pass- 
ing days. Never before in the history of the nation did such 
widespread, and universal commercial and financial disaster 
come upon it as came with the accession of the Democratic party 
to power. It would seem that disaster and Democracy were 
twins, bound by a common tie which, if severed, leads to the 
death of both. 

This biil is a fraud; a proposition to rob the many for the 
benefit of the few. It is so characterized by the assembled wis- 
dom of the Democratic party the last time it pulled itself to- 
pet at Chicago. I will read from the gospel according te 

mocracy, its last testament, chapter 3: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud and a robbery of the many 
for the benefitof the feu : * the Federal Government has no constitu- 
tional power to impose and collect tariff duties, except for the purposes of 
revenue only. 

And yet in the face of this declaration the chiefs of that party 
bring in here this unconstitutional bill, without a doubt the 
worst specimen of a protective tariff billever introduced in Con- 
gress, containing the most outrageous discrimination against 
the many for the benefit of the few, against the farmer and the 
producer and in favor of the toll-taker. Do the farmers and the 
producers of this country constitute the few and the manufac- 
turers the many? [Applause.] 

This extraordinary specimen of a protective tariff bill says to 
all the wool-growers of this country, The Republican policy 
which protects your product by a tariff of from 25 to 40 per 
cent is a fraud and a robbery of the many (big mill-owners) 
for the benefit of the few (sheep-herders). Itshallcease. You 
must take your places by the side of and on a level with the 
bushmen of Australia and New Zealand, and compete with them 
if you will persist in such low-down business as wool-growing.” 
At the same time it pats lovingly on the back the big mill-owner 
who manufactures that wool, and says to him, You are my 
hearty; your product shall have ais cent protection; you shall 
not be forced to compete with the cheap goodsof Europe. Those 
foreign manufacturers shall pay you half their goods are worth 
before they shall come into the American market and compete 
with you. We will take care of you; but we’ve no use for that 
sheep-herder, doncher know.” 

What a beautiful sample of Democratic revenue reform this 
thing is. Was there ever a more shameless discrimination at- 
tempted? 

I read a few days ago ina newspaper a ak number of New 
Year's sentiments, contributed, the paper said, by many of the 
greatest men in the world; among them I read the following 
sentiment: 

Powerful as our Government is, it never had or can have authority to tax 
one man to make another’s vocation pay. 

This sentiment was signed by one of the distinguished mem- 
bers of this House from Tennessee. I have read many times that 
the tariff was a tax, and this our Democratic friends to the last 
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man stoutly maintain. They denounce the McKinley tariff law, 
char; tit does exactly the thing that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee declared this Government had no au- 
thority to do; and yet, wherein does this bill, which I presume 
the honorable gentleman will support and vote for, differ from 
the McKinley act? In two respects only; both are essentially 
and entirely protective tariff bills, different first in this: The 
McKinley act was intended to raise an adequate revenue for the 
support of the Government by increasing the tax on foreign 
goods, in the form of a tariff, and thus decreasing the tax upon 
our own ponte and our own products. 

This bill proposes the exact reverse to reduce the revenue 
by reducing the tax on foreign goods and thus creating a neces- 
sity for increasing the tax on our own peono and our own prod- 
uts. Second. The McKinley act sought as far as possible to do 
equal justice; to give all an equal share of protection, It gave 
the wool-grower the same protection it did the wool-handler, 
the manufacturer. This bill makes the most abominable and 
shameless discrimination as to the persons, industries, and lo- 
calities it seeks to protect, and every line in this bill fixing a 
tariff rate is drawn for the Protection of some article, some in- 
dustry, some class, and not for revenue only.” 

Upon what theory of a tariff for revenue only can paragraph 
190, page 29, be defended, which fixes the duty on barley 20 
por cent ad valorem and barley malt 30 per cent ad valorem? 

pon none. It was to protect the maltster, and to give him 33ł 
per cent more protection than was given the barley- 
the change was made from 25 per cent, as it was in the original 
draft of the bill, to 30 per cent, upon the representation to the 
committee that the maltster needed that amount of duty for the 
protection of his industry. 

Upon what theory of a tariff for revenue only is the duty upon 
rice made specific—l+ cents per pound—while other grains have 
ad valorem duties upon them. hy ad valorem duties on bar- 
ley and specific duties on rice? Upon what theory of a tariff for 
revenue only can the en scale of bounties to be paid the 
sugar producer be defended? None. It is protection. Noth- 
ing else; and if there is anything in our system of taxation that 
taxes one man to make another's vocation pay it is this sugar 
schedule. It is an impossibility for a tariff for revenue only to 
have a sliding scale of ad valorem duties, or both ad valorem and 
specific duties, or a free list; because any and every variation in 
a rate ol duty or exemption from duty is for protection; must be. 
Neither the Democratie party nor any other party ever intro- 
duced a general tariff Dill for revenue only, which, of course, | 
must tax all imports alike. No party dare to doso stupid a 
thing. All these bills are for protection and revenue the sama 
as this one, only this is the most unjust, illogical proposition of 
the kind ever made. 

See paragraphs 101 and 102, page 15, marble, rough in block 
or squared, 40 cents per cubic foot; but sawed, dressed, or other- 
wise manufactured, 75 cents per cubic foot. 

In tariff for revenue only, why should there be different ad 
valorem rates of duty on marble? 

The Oakland Times, one of the leading Democratic papers ol 
California, said editorially a few days ago: 

This Congress was elected to reform the tariff. The complexion of the 
Senate was changed to facilitate the work. Benjamin Harrison was dis- 
placed from the idency to make room for Grover Cleveland in order that 
tariff duties could be reduced to a revenue basis. 

“A tariff for revenue in contradistinction to a tariff for protection was 
the issue of the last Presidential election. It was debated on the stump in 
every State and discussed in every e ged and periodical in the land. 
Party platforms clearly defined the issue, and parties accepted the gauge of 
battle on the lines thus laid down. The issue was not dodged, nor was it, as 
in many cases, so connected and cumbered with other issues that it did not 
stand alone and sharply defined. 

The Times states the exact facts as to this issue. The Demo- 
cratic party was pledged to “a tariff for revenue only” and 
against protection. The Republican party was squarely pledged 
to protection. 

In view of all these indisputable facts, the following letter, 
written by the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and whose name is given to this bill, becomes very 
interesting reading: 

INTERESTS OF MANUFACTURERS—CHAIRMAN WILSON POINTS OUT THAT HE 
HAS A TENDER CONSIDERATION FOR THEM. 
7 BOSTON, January 3. 


The American Wool and Cotton Reporter will to-morrow publish the fol- 
lowing letter from Chairman WILSON, of the Ways and Means Committee: 

In your issue of December 28 I find in a letter from Mr. James McLaugh- 
lin, 45 Glenside Woolen Mills, the followin 

* e writer has just returned from Was m, after having a confer- 
ence with Mr. WILSON and the Hon DAVID B. L. and both of these men 
expressed themselves as having no interest in the mill-owners, but if it can 
be shown that it will affect the voters’ interest they are ready to consider a 
change in the tariff bill,’ etc. 

Permit me to state that £o far as I am referred tothis statement is abso- 
lutely incorrect. I never expressed any such statement and never-enter- 
such idea. I do not recall any conversation with the writer, but 

due to my inability to remember all with whom I have recently 
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talked. Idobelieve and have said to gentlemen thus interviewing me, that the 
interests of 70.000, 00 men, women, and children, who consume woolen goods, 
should have paramount consideration; but the fact that I have reported a 
bill carrying 40 per cent protection to mill-owners—# on 310 worth of goods— 
shows a very tender consideration for the interests of the mill-owners, es- 
pecially in view of the fact that in 1866 the joint report of the wool manu- 
facturers and wool-growers ouly asked that ‘all manufactures composed 
wholly or in of wool or worsted shall be subjected toa duty which shall 
be equal to 25 per cent net.“ This is only one of numberless misrepresenta- 
tions I have undertaken to correct. 
“WM. L. WILSON.” 


Now, if there is any one man more competent to speak of this 
bill, what it means to do, what it is, it must be the gentleman 
whose name it bears, and is in large part the architect and super- 
intendent of it, and he here unequivocally declares that the bill 
he has reported carries 40 per cent protection to mill-owners, 
$4 on $10 worth of goods.” So I have the testimony of the 
chairman of the committee that I have characterized this bill 
aright; it is for protection, and is in no respect consonant with 
the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago, and no Democrat 
who is honestly in favor of that platform and its tariff plank can 
consistently vote for it, and no Democrat can redeem his pledge 
to support a tariff for revenue only“ by voting for this bill. 
On the contrary, he squarely violates that pledge. 

Having shown that this bill is for protection, the only argu- 
ment germane to it is, Is it a better protective-tariff bill than 
the McKinley act? Are the benefits of protection more evenly 
distributed, 2nd the burdens, if any, more equitably laid? To 
all these questions the American people parla ee no. 
From beginning to end this bill singles out certain industries and 
products to which it accords protection, and from others equally 
entitled it refuses protection. Protection is refused to the miner 
who digs out the iron ore and the coal to melt it, but is given to 
the man who burns the coal and lets liquid iron run into the 
open troughs of sand. You say that coal and ore are raw ma- 
terial. But they are the finished product of the miner, and the 
rough, shapeless pig of iron when it goes into the rolling-mill or 
foundry is as absolutely and entirely raw material as is the coal 
placed under it to melt it, or as is the farmer's wool when it 
enters the woolen factory. 

The honorable chairman of the committee labored hard and 
long to-day in his speech to show that wool should be put on the 
free list. Ipresent for his consideration the followi bir Ses 
to show what the wool-growers and manufacturers o ornia 
think about it—practical men engaged in the business about 
which they telegraph me—and I place their declarations beside 
those of the politicians and theorists who bring in such bills as 
this: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., January 3, 1894. 
Hon. W. W. BOWERS, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

At a meeting of the wool-growers, dealers, and manufacturers held this 
day, it was resolved that we, the wool-growers, dealers, and manufacturers 
of ‘ornia, irrespective of party, do hereby protest in the most emphatic 
terms against changes in the affecting wool and woolens as proposed by 
the Wilson bill. We assert that to remove the duty from wool and woolens 
will prostrate, if not wholly destroy, an industry which gives direct eae 
ment to 30,000 of our citizens. We call upon you as a representative of 4 
fornia interests to work and vote * et Or algae ons. 


B. P. FLINT 

THOMAS DENIGAN, 

C. S. MOSES, 

JAMES P. HULME, 
JOHN E. SHOOBERT, - ; 

Ee. 

JACOB ROSENBERG, President. 
FRED S. MOODY, Secretary. 


And in this connection I present this letter from the honor- 
able Assistant Secretary of Agriculture: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C.; December 22, 1893. 

SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of Decem- 
ber 18, covering report on silk culture in Southern California from Mrs. Car- 
rie Williams, and to thank you for transmitting the report to this office. 

The entomologist to whom the report has been submitted states that he 
has long been aware of the perfect adaptability of the climate of California 
to the culture of the domestic silk-worm, but that the difficulty in the mat- 
ter of silk culture in this country is the absolute lack of a profitable market 
for the cocoons. Raw silk is imported from abroad at such low rates as to 
practically preclude competition on the part of American sericulturists. 


, yours, 
A EDWIN WILLITS, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. W. W. Bowers, M. C. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Asa companion piece to the letter of the honorable Assistant 
Secretary I present herewith extracts from the letter referred to 
by him, which was dated at San Diego, Cal., December 29, 1893: 


W. W. Bo 
House of Representatives, United States: 


DEAR SIR: Your esteemed favor of the 22d instant came to me to-day. I 
thank you sincerely for the same. 

Yes; the last paragraph“ gives the whole silk business away. On page 
16 of that “report of silk culture in New South Wales“ which I lent you last 
summer, C. V. Riley, M. A., PH. D., entomologist of the American Govern- 
ment, is quoted as saying The greater value of labor here as compared with 
labor in older silk-growing countries has been in the past a most serious ob- 
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stacle by no means insuperable.” 


Then he contrasts the conditions and requirements here and in the older 
siik-growing countries, showing that 20 or 30 cents a day there is as much 
toward a living as three or four times that amount here. He also siows 
that there are hundreds of thousands of women and girls all over our coun- 
try who might produce silk without ad ison the laboring classes of their 
employment, and yet tend toenrich both themselves and their country. Per- 
haps Mr. Willits was not awareof his superiors’ sentiments now before the 
world on this subject. . 

You know. Mr. Bowers, and so do I, that the industry may be made con- 
tinuous for nine months of the year. This is the strong point in our favor, 
and it has never been even hinted at before. It is a deménstrated fact now. 
Ihave the evidence here. There could not be a prenia: farce perpetrated on 
any people than to import silk as rawsilk when it is reeled silk. This is the 
pivot of silk on the tariff. The silk importers call it raw silk as a blind. 
while they know, and I know, and all who have investigated the subject 
know, that it is reeled. Every thread of silk is twisted on the reels before 
itis imported, and yet they call it raw silk. What! Is raw cotton cotton 
yarn. or is it not raw just as it comes from the pod, not twisted or operated 
on by machinery? 

With due respect, yours, 
MRS. CARRIE WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the sentiments of the 
American people one year and a half ago on tariff reform, the 
evidence presented us on all sides is overwhelming that to-day 
the great majority of the people of this nation are in favor of 
adequate and equitable protection for all American industries; 
protection not only against the competition of the products of 
the cheap labor of foreign countries, but protection against the 
importation of the cheap laborers themselves. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. RYAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

The committes accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. ¢ 

And then, on motion of Mr. KILGORE (at 10 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 9, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

y Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 5061) to repeal section 4716, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 6062) to grant the Gaines- 
ville, McAlister and St. Louis Railway Company the right 
to build two branch lines and to grant the right of way therefor 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 5063) prohibiting the drop- 
ping, suspending, or reducing of pensions, and the restoration 
of pensions already dropped, s nded, or reduced in certain 
cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5064) to reclassify 
and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COFFEEN: A bill (H. R. 5066) to encourage and es- 
tablish better facilities for travel to and from, into and through, 
the Yellowstone National Park, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Pub ie Lands. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 
5067) authorizing the Secretary of War to deed Ford's Theater 
building and grounds to the Grand Army of the Republic and 
the Local Legion of the District of Columbia—tothe Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'NEIL: A bill (H. R, 5068) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to borrow money in anticipation of the revenues, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A concurrent resolution directing the Sec- 
retary of War to appoint a commission to examine and report 
upon the cost of deepening the harbors of Superior and uth 
and their entries to a uniform depth of 20 feet—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolution 
to print 8,000 copies of the report of the Bureau of Ethnology— 
to the Committee on Printing. ; 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R 5069) making appropriation 
for construction, repairs, etc., of public works for Charlevoix 
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Harbor, Charlevoix, Mich. —to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. : 

By Mr. BAKER ot New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 5070) for the 
relief of the sufferers: by the wreck of the United States steam- 
ship Talla to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R..5071) for 
oo relief of: Oldham County, Ky.—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5072) for the benefit of John W. 
Kirby, late sheriff of Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Ciaims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 5073) to correct the 
milltary record of John Bach—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) to correct the military record of An- 
drew Duda—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill H. R. 5075) to correct the date of muster of Com- 

y F, Pacific Battalion Missouri Home Guards—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5076) to correct military record of Charles 
Burswitz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 5077) to amend an act of Con- 
gress approved May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har- 
bor Company the Ai ht to improve Aransas Pass—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr.CUMMINGS: Abill (H. R. 5078) for the relief of George 
P. Rowell & Co,—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of J. Henry 
Rives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 5080) granting u pension to 
Garrett L. Joice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) ting a pension to Mary C. Taylor, 
widow of William N. Gilbert, deceased—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 5082) for the relief of E. 
Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth Indian Agency—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) granting a pension to Anson North- 
rup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 5084) grant a 
pension to Luther L. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Fen- 
sions. ` x 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 5085) torelieve Francis Remen- 
lein from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5086) granting 
a pension to James G. Laughlin, Alexander M. Laughlin, Will- 
iamson Durley, and Charles Leeper—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 5087) gong a pension to 
Margaret Brennan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 5038) forthe reliefof Andrew 
Defiel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland; bill (H. R. 5089) for the re- 
lief of the Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company, of 
Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5090) for the relief of Thomas Buckingham 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 5091) for the relief of Mrs. 
Clara E. Bryant, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Amas Woodruff, of 
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill | H. R. 5093) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, 
of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 5094) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Bolton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 5095) for the relief of Henry 
B. Beier 0 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 5096) for the relief of George 
W. Wood—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5097) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary Stahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5098) for the 
relief of Charles N. Warner, late first lieutenant of the Fourth 
Artillery of the Army of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadel- 
Board of Trade, against Ma pamagi of the Wilson tariff 
—to the Committee on Ways Means, 
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By Mr. APSLEY:; Petition of 125 employés-of Abbott & Co., 
of Graniteville, Mass., protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AVERY: Protest of C. O. e, I. E. Stilwell, Cla: 
Gregory, and 200 others, against the lead-ore clause of the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Í pores of C. O. Frye, E. D. Porter, and O. H. Bicker, 
against the lead-ore clause of the Wilson bill—to theCommittee 
on Ways and Means. x 

Also, protest of Philadelphia Board of Trade, against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of lead miners all over the country, protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Isaac Cole and Nellie Cole, of St. Louis, Mich., 
asking for uniform rate of 35 cents per pound on leaf tobacco 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Pacific Pine Lumber Company, Califor- 
nia, a Sa repeal of duty on lumber—to the Committee on 
Lae and Means. ; : 

Also, petition of John O'Neil, Robert O'Neil, and David H. 
Fisherman, of Grand Traverse, Mich., asking that linen netti: 
does be placed on the free list to the Committee on Ways pe 

eans. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): Petitionot M. S. Sickles and 
34 others, for the reduction of duty on unstemmed tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of workingmen and citizens of 
Ely, Minn., requesting that the present tariff on iron ore be re- 
tained—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of workingmen and citizens of Virginia, Minn., 
requesting the reduction of present tariff on iron ore—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of a citizens’ meeting at Duluth, Minn., re- 
questing their Representatives in Congress to work for and vote 
for the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of glass-bottle: workers: of 
South St. Louis, against the reduction of the duty on manufac- 
tures of glass bottles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Lithograph Artists and Engi- 
neers’ Protective Association, against certain schedules of the 
Wilson bili—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ironworkers of South St. Louis, nst the 
pomego of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. I 5 

Also, petition of miners of Southwest Missouri and Southeast 
Kansas, against the lead schedule of the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of A. Boetteher, manufacturer 
of cigars at Cedarsburg, Wis., praying for a uniform rate of 35 
cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. - 

Also, petition of William Theil, of St. Michaels, Wis., manu- 
facturer of cigars, praying for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of M. A. Williams and others, of North Prairie, 
Wis., protesting against any change in the duty on barley and 
barley malt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. - 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petitions of Maj. Collins and 140 
others, of Brazil, Ind., and of Andrew Yount and 170 others, of 
Yountsville. Ind., protesting against the Wilson tariff bill to 
the Committce on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Memorial of Eagle Lodge No. 15, Ohio Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of Ironton, 
Ohio, opposing the ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Meaus. 

Also, petition R. B. Miller and 123 other citizens of Ironton, 
Ohio, protesting against the age of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways und Means. 

By Mr. COFFEEN: Petition of 23 citizens of Cas 
and vicinity, against the repeal of the McKinley 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 29 citizens of Rock Springs, Wyo.; of 18 citi- 
zens of Douglas, Wyo., and vicinity; of sundry citizens of Raw- 
lins Springs and vicinity, and of 18 citizens of Douglas, Wyo., 
and ee against the re of the McKinley tariff 
law—to the Committee on an and Means. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
Salem, Mass., in favor of a permanent appropriation for Sandy 
Bay breakwater and harbor of refuge—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Salem, Mass., for improve- 
ment of Salem harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 
By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Alois Hubal and other citizens 


r, Wyo. 
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of Suffolk County, N. V., relative to duty on unstemmed leaf 
tobacco to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petitions of citizens of Humboldt, Kans., 
also of the manufacturers of cigars of Fort Scott, Kans., for a 
uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Osawatomie, Kans., for the defeat 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Workmen in the phosphorus 
works of Rancocas, N. J., requesting that no change be made 
in the existing duty on phosphorus—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of manufacturers and makers of cigars of New 
Brunswick, N. J., in relation to the duty on unstemmed to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employés of Loyal T. Ives, of New Bruns- 
wick, N. J., against changing the duty on knitting-machine nee- 
dles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employés of the Rariton Woolen Mills, Rari- 
ton, N. 15 against the passage of Wilson bill to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial, preamble, and resolutions 
of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia. Pa., anda petition of J. 
W. Harrison and 59 others, of Wilkesville, Ohio, protesting 
against the passige of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of persons, firms, and 5 engaged in 
lead mining in Missouri, Idaho, Indiana, IIlinois, Nevada, New 
Mexico, South Dakota, Utah, Kansas, Virginia, Washington, 
Wisconsin, Colorado, California, and Montana, protesting 
against certain provisions of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. - 

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of the Lithographers’ International 
P. and I. Association of the United States and Canada, urging 
a eee duty on lithographic goods—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of the Commercial Knitting Company, of Troy, 
N. V., against the reduction of duty on knit goods to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of employés of Cunningham & 
Patton, manufacturers, of Germantown, Pa., protesting against 
the pass ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. . 

Also, preamble and resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, protesting against the age of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the State Legislature com- 
mittee of the Travelers’ Protective Association of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the passage of House bill 3291, providing for the issu- 
ance of a joint interchangeable 5,000-mile railroad ticket with 
special privileges as tofree baggage—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of I. E. Bigsby and 
82 other citizens of Blackhawk County, lows, preying for the 
defeat of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Geo. F. Gawinand and 3 others, of Waterloo, 
Iowa, for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wm. W. Davis and 44 other ex-Union sol- 
diers, of Buchanan County, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
a just and equitable service pension law—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition from I. G. Eberhart, oss La Porte City, Iowa, 

raying for the reduction of post ige to 1 cent an ounce—to the 
e on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Messrs. Morrill & Co.,of Waterloo, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the reduction of postage to 1 cent an ounce—to the Com- 

ttee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition from Smith, Lichty & Hellman Company, of 
Waterloo, Iowa, praying for the reduction of postage to I cent 
an ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Upper Iowa National Conference of the M. E. 
Church, praying for the repeal of the Geary law—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, paper from Wesley E. Dobson, esq., of Cedar Falls, Iowa, 
urging the establishment of a technical department at the Na- 
tional College of the Deaf at Kendall Green—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. > 

Also, papers from Leonard Hutchinson, esq., of Waverly, Iowa, 
urging the establishment of a technical department at the Na- 
tional College for the Deaf at Kendall Green—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia 
Board of ‘Trade. opposing the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of C. O. Frye and 257 others, miners 


. 


/ 


of lead and ores in Missouri and Kansas, for specific duty of three- 
8 of a cent per pound on lead ore, and protesting against 

e Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial and resolution of the lithograpbers of New 
York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, praying a specific duty on 
lithographic goods instead of the existing or proposed ad valorem 
duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 212 citizens and companies interested in lead 
and ore mining for duty of three-quarters of a cent a pound on 
lead ore—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Remonstrance against the removal of the 
Southern Ute Indians to-San Juan County, Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian A ffairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 252 miners of lesd 
ore in southwest Missouri and southeast Kansas, pro 

ainst the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways an 

eans. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Thirteen petitions of cit- 
izens of Tioga County, Pa., containing 428 names, againstany re- 
duction of the tariff on leaf tobacco and cigars—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 31 citizens of gost County, Pa., against 
the age of the Wilson tariff bill-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Joplin, Mo., against the reduction 
of the duty on lead ore—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 51 citizens of Murray, Pa., against any change 
y the present tarif rates—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. : 

Also, petition of the re tatives of 175 men of Clinton 
County, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Peunsylvania, against any re- 
duction of the duty on gold, silver, aluminum, or any metal leaf— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of C. W. Green & Co. and 8 others, 
asking that all suspended pensions be restored, and that here- 
after no pension be suspended until after proof of fraud—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, petition of Wm. H. H. Brown and 40 others, asking the 
enactment of an equitable pension law—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. IKIRT (by request): Petition of 24 citizens of Middle 
Branch, Ohio, of 57 citizens of Hanover, Ohio, and of 24 citizens 
of Plain Township, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of citizens of Sheridan County, Nebr., - 
praying that no change be made in the present tariff on bar- 

ey—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Burnham, Pa., against 
the parage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of Frank Teller and others of 
Philadelphia, for a uniform rate of 35 cents per pound on un- 
stemmed leaf tobaeco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of manufacturers and makers of cigars of Phila- 
delphia, for a uniform duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf 
tobacco to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. A. Wass, of G. Flaudenmerer and others, 
of Louis Michaelsen, of Frederick Heil and others, and of Traunt- 
ve ler and others, fora uniform rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the employés of the Germantown Spinning 
Company, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, proe of employés of Economy Mills of Sevill, Scho- 
field & Co., Manayunk, Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage 
of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of lithograph artists and others, asking for an 
increase of duty—to the Committe» on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston Society of Natural 
History, for the removal of all duties on scientific and philosophi- 
cal apparatus whose use is in instruction or research—to the 
Co ttee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. MERCER: Two petitions for a reduction on letter 
postage—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition that Ford's Theater be not used for Government 
purposes—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Affidavits and account of Edward S. 
Davis against the United States for property taken during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims, a 

By Mr. MORSE; Petition of Boston Typographical Union, No. 
13, praying for the Government ownership and control of all 
4 e systems in the United States to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Protest from employers of labor, work- 
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ingmen, and others of Redington, Pa., against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 8 ee 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of Lewis T. Bowers, of 
Chardon, Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. E 

Also, petition of William H. Crock and others, of Cayahoga 
Falis, Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William T. Grandel and others, of Ravenna, 
Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of W. W. Davis and others, of Trumbull County, 
Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry B. Shields and others, against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Thomas Kelley and others, of Hast Precinct 
Township, Norton County, Ohio. protesting against the passage 
of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIGOTT (by request): Memorial and bill of Sarah Win- 
throp Smith, of Seymour, Conn., for the extension of the right 
of suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also by request), remonstrance of John L. Gray and others, of 
the Waterville Cutlery Company, t the reduction of duty 
on cutlery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of M. Whiteley & Co., of Phila- 
delphia, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the overseers and operatives 

of the Westport Manufacturing Company and cotton manufac- 
. turers of Westport, Mass., protesting nst the geof the 

Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of Roth & Friedman, of Toledo, 
and employers, protesting against the passage of the, Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the em- 
loyers of lab r, workingmen, and other citizens of Phoenixville, 
a., protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 

Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen. and other 
citizens of Phoenixville, Pa., protesting against the Wilson bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employers of labor, workingmen, and citi- 
zens of Phœnixville, Pa., protesting against the Wilson bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protest of 29 employés of 
the Greenmanville Company’s woolen mill at Mystic, Conn., 
n poser the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


Also, protest of a representative convention of 8,000 farmers 
of Hartford County, Conn., against the tobacco reduction of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Kirtland Bros. and others, of 
Utica, N. Y., favoring a uniform rate of duty on unstemmed leaf 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Memorial of the board of supervisors 
of Dickinson County, Mich., irrespective of politics, protestin; 

st the reduction in any manner of the duty on ironore, an 
ng that such action would strike a death blow to the busi- 
ness interests of the Upper Peninsula of Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorials from the workmen, employers of labor, and 
others, citizens of Iron River, Mich., and from the employers of 
labor, workmen, and other citizens of Palmer, Mich., without 
regard to politics, protesting against placing iron ore on the free 
list, and affirming that such action would result in great distress 
and suffering in Northern Michigan—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 105 employés of the woolen es- 
tablishment of Philips & Kunhardt, of Lawrence, Mass., pro- 
testing against the prar of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of August Fels, agent, and 258 other employés 
of the Merrimack Woolen Mills of Lowell, Mass., protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Meuns. i 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Cigarmakers’ Union, No. 114, 
of Jacksonville, III., against any increase of the internal- revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of G. W. Van Slyke & Horton and 
110 of their employés at Albany, N. V., me f for a uniform 
rate of 35 cents a pound on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition for the relief of Mary Stahl, 
wife of Josiah F. Stahl- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Protest of James A. Bieber and 279 labor- 


ers and mechanics of Frankfort, Clinton County, Ind., t 
the ec of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means 


By Mr. WHITE: Petition of 120 workingmen against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 182 lithograph artists, engravers, printers, 
transferrers, and others, asking an increase of duty on Schedule 
O, plates, and Schedule M, paper books—to the Committtee on 
were and Means. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, against the 

assage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

éans, 

Also, petition of 86 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 229 employés of Landesman, Hirschheimer & 
Co., manufacturers of cloaks, of Cleveland, Ohio, asking that the 
duty on cloaks remain as it is in the McKinley bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of merchants, jobbers, and dealers, protesting 
against the 10 cents a npe tax to be placed on playing cards— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 124 employés of Adams Jewett Company, 
Cleveland, Ohio, asking that a duty be placed on burlap 
pori new and second-hand—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petitions of W. F. Dibble 
and others, tobacco-growers, of Albany Township, Bradford 
County, Pa., and of George W. Wilson and others, of Canton, 
Bradford County, Pa., against reduction of duty on tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE, 


. TUESDAY, January 9, 1994. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the resolution of the Senate to correct an error in the report 
of the committee on conference on the bill (H.R. 3289) to author- 
ize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State of New Jersey. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the 
eee of registers and receivers of the United States 
land offices and making provision in case of such disqualification. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 439) for the relief of David B. Gottwals. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. ‘ 

The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the New 
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York City 
and the State of New Jersey; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J. 
Berre King and George R. King,of New York City, manufac- 
turers of calcined plaster, praying for the retention of the pres- 
ent duty upon calcined and land plaster; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Foss & Co., of Boston, 
Mass., and 797 other dealers of the New England States in 
woolen rags, remonstrating against woolen rags being placed on 
the free list, as proposed by the so-called Wilson tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of A. S. Potter and 61 others, 
overseers and operatives of the Adamsdale Yarn Mill, of Adams- 
dale, Mass., and of ChasrlesW. Wolff and 119 others, overseers and 
operatives of the C. A. Edgarton Manufacturing Company, of 
Shirley, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Wilson tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 
He also presented the petition of Rev. Millard F. Johnson, of 
Middleboro, Mass., praying that all tariff legislation be deferred 
until the Fifty-fourth Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. í 
He also presented the petition of John Curran and other citi- 


zens of Lynn, Mass., praying that the so-called Wilson tariff bill 


- 
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be abandoned; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented the petition of John C. Tobin and 850 other 
employs of the Roxbury (Mass.) Carpet Company, praying that 
a specific duty be placed on tapestry carpets; which was referred 
to the Co ttee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of John C. Tobin, chairman, 
and others, employés in carpet manufactories and other indus- 
tries of Roxbury, Mass., in mass meeting assembled, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Healso presented the petition of Jacob Quirbach and 19 other 
cigar manufacturers of Massachusetts, praying for the imposi- 
tion of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Boston Newspaper Mailers’ 
Union, No. 1, praying for the governmental control of the tele- 
graph service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 

ffices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Millard F. Johnson, of 
Middleboro, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation pe 

‘ hibiting the conversion of grains and vegetables of all sorts into 
any form of alcoholic liquors for the space of three years; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of Natural History 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the removal of all duty on scien- 

` tific and philosophical apparatus used in instruction or research; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE, I presenta petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Lowell, Mass., praying for an investigation by Congress of 
alleged violations of the eight-hour law. e petition sets forth 
the eight-hour law as passed by the last Congress in reference 
to work performed on any Governmen’ building. It states cer- 
tain violations of the law, and asks that they be investigated by 
the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Eduzation and 
Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my colleague if he has any 
information of any workmen in Massachusetts who are over- 
worked? I have not myself been able to find one. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of 78 ex-Union soldiers and 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a just and equita- 
ble service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of C. O. Frye and doo, 
number of other citizens of Kansas and Missouri, praying for fair 
treatment in the proposed tariff legislation. They protest against 
that provision in the proposed tariff bill which prescribes 15 per 
cent ad valorem on lead ores and admits duty free all ores in 
which the value in silver is greater than that of lead, and ask 
that a specific duty be placed upon lead in all ores and drosses. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of A. C. Husey and other 
cigar manufacturers of Wichita, Kans., praying for the imposi- 
tion of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of Hon. John F. Hansen 

and 32 other citizens and wool-growers of Cassia County, Id ho, 

irrespective of party, and the petition of R, F. Whitney and 97 
other citizens and wool-growers of Elmore County, Idaho, pray- 
ing that no change be made in the present tariff affecting the 
wool and woolen schedule now in force; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of C. C. Bicket and 
other citizens of Louisville, Ky., praying for the imposition of a 
uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, TURPIE presented petitions of Solomon Meyer and 3 
other cigar manufacturers of Goshen; of M. Hegarty and 3 other 
cigar manufacturers of Terre Haute: of James M. Stewart and 
5 other cigar manufacturers of Frankfort; of F. W. Hathaway 
and 7 other cigar manufacturers of Brookville: of William A. 
Steffen and other citizens of Indiana; of W. F. Kessler and other 
cigar manufacturers of Auburn: of J. H. Springer and 10 other 
cigar manufacturers of Indianapolis, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on 
unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were referred to the Committee 

_ on Finance. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of Dr. G. B. Foscen and 
other physicians of Texas, praying for the establishment of a 
bureau ol public health within the Treasury Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, 


He also presented a petition signed by 15 members of the bar 
of Crockett, Houston County, Tex., praying that Houston County 
be placed in the new judicial district proposed to be created by 
Congress, to be called the judicial district of South Texas; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMiLLAN presented memorials of Liken & Bach, of 
Sebewaing, and of A. J. Bailey & Son, of Leslie, in the State of 
Michigan, and of the A. J. P. Dewey Stave Company of Toledo, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the placing of hoops and staves on 
the free list; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Edward C. Anthony and 348 
other citizens of Negaunee; of Frank Warnberg and 320 other 
citizens of Republic; of William J. Thomas and 180 other citi- 
zens of Negaunee,and of W. H. Johnson and 515 other citizens of 
Ishpeming, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the removal of the presentduty oniron ore; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


POSTMASTERS’ ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. HUNTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads to report back favorably, without amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 gf the Revised 
Statutes so as to require original receipts for deposits of t- 
masters to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post- 
Office Department. Iam also requested by the committee tousk 
for the immediate consideration of the bill, as the Post-Oflice De- 
partment seems to be desirous of its immediate passage. d 

Tne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
asks the un nimous consent of the Senate that the bill just re- 
ported be considered at this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. My attention was called away for a moment. I 
should like to have the title of the bill read. $ = 

The bill was read by title. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg leave to state in explanation of the bill 
that the subject was referred to the joint commission of the two 
Houses to investigate and determine what new methods of busi- 
ness are desirable in the 3 of the Government, and 
they reported it favorably after examining a good many experts 
in the Post-Office Department. The only object of the bill is to 
add to section 407 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to 
the Senator from Virginia that the question is not debatable. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not had time to examine the bill. I 
have intended to ask for information from the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury in regard to it. 
I do not know anything about the change of accounts that is 
proposed. It may involve a very grave and a very difficult mat- 
ter, and it may be all right. I should like to have a little time 
to examine the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will state the only change made by the bill. 
Instead of sending the receipts for money deposited to the Post- 
master-General or one of his assistants whose duty it is to send 
them down to the Auditor, the object of the proposed amend- 
ment of the lawis'to send them direct to the Auditor, and the 
Auditor will pass upon them and send them up to the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Sixth Auditor of the Treasury Depart- 
ment is the accounting officer of the Post-Office Department, 
and he is also an important officer of the Treasury Department, 
He performs a double function. Heretofore it has been neces- 
sary under the existing law to have these accounts pass through 
the Postmaster-General and also the Sixth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury Department. In that way, no doubt, some double work is 
involved, but it seems to be absolutely necessary according to 
the organization of the Treasury Department. -Unless this mat- 
ter hus been understood carefully by the heads of the two De- 

artments who have charge of the subject the change ought not 

be made. It is a very delicate question. 

Mr. HUNTON. As I understand the report made by the joint 
commiss{fon it has consulted with both Departments. The ob- 
ject of the amendment of the law is to save time and money in 
the examination of these deposits. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is a bill reported from what is known as 
the Joint Commission to inquire into the status of the laws or- 
ganizing the Executive Departments, or the members of the com- 
mission on the part of the Senate, and it was under considera- 
tion some days ago. The Senator from Missouri{Mr. COCKRELL] 
who has been very sadly called from the Senate, has a special 
interest in the bill, and if there is to be any contention over it I 
ask that it be laid aside until he returns. 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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Mr. VEST. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Chair will allow me, I will state to the 
Senator from Missouri that it is a bill reported in the first in- 
stance by his colleague from the Joint Commission. It was sub- 
sequently. referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and it now comes back to the Senate. If there is to be 
any controversy over the question of its passage, I hope no 
action will be taken until the Senator from Missouri returns. 

Mr. VEST. I join in that request. My colleague will be here 
on Thursday. i 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Illinois to object to the present consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1396) to authorize a compro- 
mise and settlement with the State of Arkansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill S. 1397) for the relief of the heirs of 
William Wakefield, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. : 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1398) to secure the rights of 

msioners, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 

itle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 49) for 
the relief of James P. Veach; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to th mmittee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. QUAY. I submit an amendment which I intend to pro- 
pose to the joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the asury to permit the owners of cattle and horses 
transporting them into Mexico to reimport same into the United 
States at any time before May 1, 1894, and for other purposes. 
I desire, in submitting it, to call the attention of the Senators 
from Texas, who appear to be in charge of the joint resolution, 
to the pro amendment. I move that the amendment be 
printed and lie on the tabie. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in 
the Army of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FORCE IN SUPERVISING ARCHITECT'S OFFICE. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and it 
is hereby, instructed to inquire whether there is need of additional service 
in the Bureau of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury with eee to 
the matter of the erection of Government buildings, and report by bill or 


0 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks for the present consideration of the resolution just read. 
Is there objection? 
Mr. VEST. Let it lie over. 
Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise to er but I wish to gr DEN 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ing objected to, the reso- 


lution goes over. 
Mr. DOLPH. I wish permission to say a word. e the 
Committee on Public Buil and Grounds has the subject 
before it upon a bill introduced by myself to repeal the limita- 
tion of the amount that may be expended for plans. I hope the 
committee will give attention soon to the bill. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution being objected 


to, goes over. 


GEORGE P. FURBER. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid George P. Furber, Jately clerk 
of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, the sum of $1,000 from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, for his services and expenses in p 
the new edition of the Senate Election Cases, and the volume 
privileges of the Senate. 

INCREASE OF GOLD COIN. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask that it be printed 
and lie on the table. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


_Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate from waat source or sources the gold coinin this coun- 
try outside of the Treasury of the United States was increased to the amount 


the 


ot $86,860,482 d the fiscal year 1 xpressed in his t report t 
that year, and if derived OA pen aa give the DAOA eedoe: 
tively from which derived and the amount thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the mover, 
the resolution will be printed and lie on the table. 


PAYMENT OF EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized to bay! out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate to the officers and employés of the Sen- 
ate who were borne on the rolls of the Senate April 15, 1 at the close of 
the special session of the Senate, and who were not borne on said rolls No- 
vember 3, 1893, at the close of the first session of the Fifty-third Congress, a 
pa equal to one month's pay, at the compensation paid them according to 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GORMAN. The senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] has been compelled to leave the city on accountof 
oe indisposition, and I ask for him a leave of absence for two 
weeks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the leave 
of absence is granted. 


REIMPORTATION OF CATTLE AND HORSES FROM MEXICO, 


Mr. COKE. I report from the Committee on Finance, at the 
request of the Senator who now occupies the chair [Mr. HARRIS], 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the 

-Treasury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting 

them into Mexico to reimport same into the United States at any 

time before May 1, 1894, and for other purposes, with an amend- 

ment striking out the preamble and changing the title to corre- 

* J ask for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
n. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Has the mistake which occurred in the 
preamble been cured? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair would state to the Senator from Indiana that the amend- 
ment striking out the preamble and amending the title to make 
it conform to the body of the resolution is recommended by the 
committes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the 
Senator from Texas that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY] within the last few moments sent to the Secretary’s desk 
an amendment which he proposes to offer to the pending joint 
resolution. The Chair does not see the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania in his seat. 

Mr. COKE. At the proper time I shall offer the amendment 
if the Senator from Pennsylvania is not here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas a drought has existed in Southwest and Northwest Texas for a 
period of several years so severe as to practically destroy the grass u 
the ranges therein, and causing so great a scarcity of grass and water that 
the stock in said vast region of Texas are and have been for months suffer- 
ing and dying in large numbers; and 

both sufficient water and grass exist on the south side of the Rio 
Grande in the Republic of Mexico; and 

Whereassaid Republic has expressed a willingness to enter into reciprocal 
relations with this Government with a view to relieving the stock interests 
of Texas for a fixed period of time by permitting the importation of stock 
into Mexico for grazing purposes only; therefore, in view of the premises, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is ha: authorized and empowered to per- 
mit the owners of cattle and horses in Texas who shall hereafter transport 
their cattle and horses into the Republic of Mbxicd to reimport or retrans- 
port the same intothe United States at any time before May 1, 1894, under 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed for the protection of the 
revenue of the Government of the United States; and he is also authorized 
to make such rules and ations with the Government of Mexico as will 
protect the revenue of the Governmentof the United States should a similar 
pean pa for a similar period of time be asked by said Republic of Mexico 

or any of its citizens under like conditions as t in the section of Texas 
before mentioned: Therefore, 

Rezolved, etc., That any owner or owners of cattle or horses in the United 
States be, and they are hereby, authorized to remove their herds across the 


Rio Grande into Mexico, for the purpose of and reintroduce them 
into the United States without for import duties, under such rules 
and r ations as the Secretary of the Treas ma be. 


SEc. 


Mr. HARRIS (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). The joint reso- 
lution must be first considered and passed,and then I pro to 
move to strike out the preamble ac to amend the title. There 
is also an amendment which the Senator from Pennsylvania de- 
sires to submit. 


Mr. QUAY. Lam informed by the Senator in charge of the 


joint resolution, who is especially interested in it, that the prob- 
able effect of my amendment will be to imperil the final passage of 
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the joint resolution upon its return to the House of Representa- 
tives, and therefore I shall not press the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that the committee direct me to move tostrike out the preamble 
and toamend the title. The joint resolution, therefore, will have 
to go back to the House of Representatives. If the Senator de- 
sires to offer his amendment, the reason he assigns for not doing 
so is not quite sufficient, as the joint resolution will have to be 
returned to the other House. 

Mr. QUAY. My understanding is that the joint resolution 
would pees fail in the other House if the special amendment 
which I intended to offer should be adopted, which is to extend 
the resolution so as to apply to the Territory of Arizona as well 
as to the State of Texas. Therefore, I have said to the Senator 
from Texas that I should not press the amendment, and I shali 
not. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend- 
ment, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC (Mr. GALLINGER). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
to strike out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. HARRIS, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to permit the ownersof cattle and horses transporting them into 
Mexico to reimport same into the United States at any time 
within twelve months from date of the passage of this resolution, 
and for other purposes.” 5 

APPOINTMENT OF DIPLOMATIC AGENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further con- 
current or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day; which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to 
report ta the Senate their opinion asto the cases in which the Pr 
constitutionally send to foreign countries agents, representatives, or com- 
missioners, without the advice and consent of the Senate, and whether or 
not there was constitutional authority for the a 13 in March last, 
without the advice and consent of the Senate, of Hon. James H. Blount as 


commissioner to the Hawaiian Islands with the powers conferred upon him 
. letter of appointment and such other instructions as were given to 


Mr. CHANDLER. I hope there will be no objection to the 
8 of this resolution. There is going forward before the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations an exhaustive inquiry into the 
condition of the Hawaiian Islands, our relations thereto, and the 
conduct of our recent minister to those islands, from which com- 
mittee there will doubtless be a report in due time. 

The object I have in asking the Committee on the Judiciary 
to make the proposed inquiry into the right of the President, 
without the advice or consent of the Senate, to send Mr. Blount 
upon his mission of March last, is because I desire to keep, if 
possible, the question of the constitutional right of appointment 
of officers of this character separate from a consideration of the 
merits of the Hawaiian e e 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the Judiciary Committee 
may as well tagure whether or not Mr. Blount’s mission was 
one which the ident could commit to him under the Consti- 
tution, and further tell the Senate and the country their opinion 
as to the cases in which agents or representatives of the i- 
dent, or commissioners from the President, may be sent abroad 
without the advice and consent of the Senate. 

It was, I repeat, in order to keep this legal and constitutional 

uestion separate from the merits of the main controversy that 
introd the resolution, and I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to its passage. z > 

Mr. VEST. Do J understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to ask for the adoption of the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the request of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. VEST. I think it will be evident from the reading of the 
resolution already adopted by the Senate, which has committed 
this entire investigation to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
that the action now asked for by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is entirely unnecessary. I ask that the Secretary read the 
resolution under which the Committee on Foreign Relations is 
now proceeding. They are examining witnesses from hour to 
hour upon the very 5 which is involved in this resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations shall uire and re- 
port whether any, and, if so, what t arities have occurred in the diplo- 
matic or other intercourse between the United States and Hawaii in rela- 
tion to the recent political revolution in Hawaii, and to this end said com- 
ae — to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths 


ent may 


uire and’ 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I repeat, it must be evident from 
the reading of this resolution that for us to adopt the resolution 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire is simply to re- 
3 or rather to reénact what has already been done by the 

nate, 

Tam authorized, although not a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to state that the very question submitted in 
the ETES e is now being investigated by the Com- 
mittes on Foreign Relations. By the terms of the resolution 
already enacted and under which the Committee on Fore 
Relations is now proceeding, that Committee is instructed to in- 
quire as to any irregularities in the diplomatic intercourse be- 
tween the United States and the Hawaiian Islands, and if Mr. 
Blount or anybody else has been appointed irregularly and with- 
out the power to make the appointment; that is the very essence 
of the inquiry which is now going on. 

Unless some Senator desires bee further on the resolution, 
I move to lay it on the table, and I call for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator Missouri, that the resolution be laid’ 
on the table. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion for amoment. 

Mr. VEST, With the greatest pleasure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ordinarily I should vote for a resolution of 
this kind, as a matter of course; but under the circumstances, as 
the Committee on Foreign Relations are now examining into 
this same matter, I do not feel that I can conscientiously vote to 
interfere with the examination being made by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations or disturb or interrupt them. I think, there- 
fore, that to make another inquiry by another committee would 
be discourteous to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
chairman of that committee is not present, and I think the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire had better allow the resolution to lie 
over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio, I withdraw the resolution. I had hoped that the 
Senate would consent to its passage. 

The PRESIDENT es tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I pave notice the other day that 
to-day I should call up the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes re- 
lating tosupervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, and 
for other purposes. I desire, if there is no Senator prepared to 
speak upon the bill at the present moment, thatit shall be called 
up at 2 o'clock and made the unfinished business at that hour. 
I give notice that at 2 o’clock I shall call up the bill; and then, 
if there is no Senator prepared to s , we can proceed to con- 
sider it or take such other action with regard to it as the Senate 
Ey aei for th f saying th 

only rose for the purpose of saying that, instead of i 
the bill up now as I had intended, I shall call it up at 2°o'cloc 
in order that it may be the unfinished business, 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, in view of 
the notice he has given, I will state that I do not believe there 
will be any objection to the taking up of the bill in order thatit 
may become the unfinished business at the time the Senator in- 
dicates, but I ask the indulgence of the Senate with reference to 
the minority tepani I have it in proof form upon my desk, but 
I have been unable to get certain statistics which I desired to in- 
corporate in it, and therefore shall not be able to present it and 
have it printed so as to be on the desks of Senators before Mon- 
day next. I therefore ae of the Senator whether, when the 
bill is taken up at 2 o'clock, if there is no Senator prepared to 
speak on either side, there will be any objection to the bill going 
over until Monday next? r 

I will add further, if the Senator will allow me, that there is 
no Senator on this side of the Chamber prepared to speak on the 
subject at this time. Senators undoubtedly wili be ready to 
speak next week. It is for the purpose of reaching an amicable 
understanding about the debate that I make this suggestion to 
the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould much prefer, so far as I am concerned, 
to accede to the request of my friend from New Hampshire or 
any reasonable request of gentlemen on the other side, in regard 
to the consideration of the bill; but I think, after the time that 
haselapsed and the notice that has been given, I shall have to call 
it up and ask the Senate to consider it. If there is anyone pre- 

ed to speak, of course that will be the time when he may be 
eard, but I have no intention of pressing unduly the considera- 
tion of the bill, nor do I feel, from what f hear from those who 
are interested in this matter, that I ought to consent to a post- 
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mement of the whole matter until Monday. It may be, if there 
180 one prepared to go on with the debate at 20’clock, that some 
one may be prepared to speak to-morrow or some subsequent day 
of the present week. But I do not think the Senator from New 
Hampshire will have reason to complain of any want of in- 
dulgence or want of courtesy on this side in the consideration 
of the bill. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I have no 
such anticipation. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
when the bill is taken up we may expect from him or some other 
member of the majority of the committee a statement of the 
reasons why the election laws ought to be repealed, other than 
those which are contained in the majority report? 

Mr. GRAY. Lein not say, unless there is some one here whom 
I do not now know of who may be ready to speak on the bill. 


FORT MAGINNIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar of General Or- 
ders under Rule VIII is in order and will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 335) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned 
Fort Maginnis military reservation in Montana, under the min- 
ing and homestead laws for educitional and other purposes, was 
announced as first in order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., Tnat the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause the lands embraced within the abandon 
Fort Maginnis military reservation in Montana to be regularly surveyed by 
an extension of the public survey over the unsurveyed portions thereof. 

Src. 2. That there be, and there is hereby, granted to the State of Mon- 
tana the use of one section (in square form) of said reservation, to be se- 
lected soas to embrace all buildings or improvements constructed upon 
said reservation for the use of said pos together with the water right be- 
longing to and used by the same, to be used by said State for educational 
purposes, and to revert to the United States whenever such use shall cease. 

SEC. 3. That the remainder of said reservation. after the approval of the 
survey thereof by the Secretary of the Interior, shall become a part of the 
public domain and subject to exploration, location, entry, and settlement 
under the mining, homestead, and other land laws of the United States, and 
not otherwise: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall limit the op- 
erations of any grant of land heretofore made to the State of Montana for 
educational or other purposes. 


The bill was raported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 7 

CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 


The bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the legal representatives of Chauncey M. 
Lockwood to commence their suit in the Court of Claims for 
extra mail service on route No. 16637, extending from Salt 
Lake City, Utah, to The Dalles, Oregon. It provides that 
the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to adjudicate the 
same upon the basis of justice and equity, and to render a final 
judgment therein for the value of such extra mail service per- 

ormed as aforesaid; and from any judgment that may be ren- 
dered in the cause either party thereto may appeal to the Su- 
remeé Court of the United States; and the bar of the statute of 
imitations shall not avail in such cases. 

Mr. VEST. Lask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senitor from Missouri will allow 
me to make a single suggestion before the report is read. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ore- 
gon whether he reported the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I did. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I desire to make the suggestion to him. 
I understand Congress has a perfect right to impose upon the 
Court of Claims the duty and confer upon it the power, of course, 
of deciding claims in which the United States is a party accord- 
ing to justice and equity as distinct from a legal obligation. 
That unquestionably is within the power of Congress. But when 
it comes to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
I do not understand that there is any legislative power to au- 
thorize that court to decide causes except upon the question of 
legal obligation, of course including the word ‘‘equity” in the 
sense in which it is used in jurisprudence; but I do not under- 
stand that to be what the pending bill says. a 

For instance, suppose there was a case where an official of the 
United Stites had given some assurance to a 7575 so that his 
claim was not brought within the period fixed by the statute of 
limitations. anybody would clearly understand that a private 
person under such circumstances would not insist upon the bar, 
and it would be a very unjust thing for the United States to do 
so. We might say to the Court of Claims or to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, or any other creature of legislation, Look into 
that case, and you are authorized to deal with the matter accord- 
ing to yovr sense of what is equitable and fair and just between 


~ the parties.” Butwe can not give an appeal on that question to 


the Supreme Court of the United States. They are a constitu- 
tional court with constitutional powers. They have more than 
once indicated that they can not be required to perform any but 
their constitutional functions. So it seems to me if this bill is 
to pass, the provision for an appeal ought to be stricken out, so 
far as it includes peo he but a legal obligation. 

The same proposition was made by the late President Harri- 
son, when he was a Senator, in regard to the French spoliation 
claims, in which he undertook to provide for an appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States: and the Senate were sat- 
isfied, and I believe that very eminent lawyer himself was satis- 
fied, on discussion, that we could not give an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court under such circumstances. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think there is a great deal of 
force in what the Senator from Massachusetts says in relation to 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. So far as I am person- 
ally concerned, I should be very glad to strike out the provision 
that gives an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


It is conceded that the Court of Claims has jurisdiction to pass 


on a case referred to it by an act of Congress upon the basis of 
justice and equity. It seems to me we can safely trust that court 
with this case. the Senator desires to amend the bill in that 
respect, I certainly have no objection. 

I will say a word or two to the Senator from Missouri, who has 
called for the reading of the report, and then if he desires to 
have the report read, it can be read. This is the tenth report 
that has been m:de on this claim, the report being every time 
favorable. There has never been a dissenting report. It has 
come from the Committee on Post-offices and Post-Roads under 
three several ovganizations of that committee. A similar bill 
has passed the Senate heretofore three separate times, after dis- 
cussion at one time, and on the other occasions without discus- 
sion, I may say. . 

I will state the bill in brief. Mr. Chauncey M. Lockwood was 
the contractor under proposals issued by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment in 1868 to carry the mails from Salt Lake to The Dalles, 
Oregon. At the time he put in his bid there wasa law upon the 
statuts book providing ineffect that all mail matter going west, 
except letter mail, should go by the Isthmus of Panama. After 
hs had put in his bid and the contract had been awarded to him, 
Congress repealed the act, the effect of which was to throw over 
this route all mail matter which had previously gone by the 
isthmus, and it presented a case of very great pardalip. 

The testimony in the case (numerous affidavits of postmasters 
along the route, other mail contractors, and persons havin 
knowledge of the subject) isto the effect that the amount of mai 
was thereby very largely increased, necessitating a very large in- 
crease of mans of transportation. As I said, the committees 
heretofore upon a thorough examination of the case have never 
had any hesitation in-coming to the conclusion that the legal 
representatives of this man ought to be permitted to go to the 
Court of Claims for an adjudication to determine whether any- 
thing ought to be paid, and if so what amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The five minutes of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon have expired. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to have the report read, especially 
as to the limitation. 

N Pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
repor 

he Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL of Oregon, September 6, 1893, and read as follows: 
The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lock- 
8 had the same under consideration, beg to snbmit tse follow- 

Teimiiar bill has been under consideration in the committee at three 
previous sessions, at each ot which it was reported favorably, and has passed 
the Senate on three several occasions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The statement which has just 
been read by the Secretary would seem to contradict my state- 
ment made a moment ago. The Secretary is reading ora an 
oid report which was adopted by the present committee. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report and was in- 
terrupted Py 

Mr. ALLISON, I object to the further consideration of the 
bill. We cin not deal with it under the five-minutes rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, 
goes over. Does the Senator from Iowa desire to place the bill 
under Rule IX, or leave it on the Calendar without prejudice? 

Mr. ALLISON. I obect to its consideration now. I do not 
especially desire that it shall go under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will remain on the 
Calendar uader Rule VIII, going over under objection. 

Mr. VEST. 1 poptog for myself. as I asked that the report 
should be read, I have no objection to the bill if the Senator 
from Oregon will agree to strike out all after the word ‘tequity,” 


in line 9, I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts as to the 
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appellate jurisdiction which it is attempted to confer by the bill. 
ere is another clause in the bill to which I specifically and 
strenuously object, and that is f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
withdraw his . 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at present. When the Senators have the 
bill in hand, so that we may understand 1 75 what they 
propose to do with it, I will withdraw my objection. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the bill may retain 
its place on the Calendar, under Rule VIII. 
r. VEST. It goes over, then, under objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it go over informally, that we may see 
whether the Senators can not agree about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, 
goes over without prejudice, holding its place on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

L. A. DAVIS. 2 


The bill (S. 110) for the relief of L. A. Davis was announced 
as next in order, and was read. 

Mr. VEST. I object to the consideration of the bill. : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The same principle is involved 
in this bill, and I ask that it may go over with the other one. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, let it go with the one ae over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice under Rule VIII. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL QUESTIONS. 


The next business on the Calendar was a concurrent resolu- 
tion providing for a joint committee of the two Houses to con- 
sider questions of finance, etc. 

Mr. VEST. Let that go over. 
the five minutes rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution 
goes over under Rule IX. 


SAMUEL COLLINS. 


The bill (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Sam- 
uel Collins, of Water Valley, Miss., $230.11. 

Mr. VEST. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr. Pasco, Sep- 
tember 7, 1893, as follows: 


This case was before the Senate in the Fifty-secondCongress. The amount 
then claimed was $500. The committee, after carefully considering the facts 
made a favorable report, but reduced the amount to „ and amended the 
bill accordingly. In this form it passed the Senate and went to the House 
of Re mtatives, where no final action was taken. The present bill is 
identical with the amended bill which then received the favorable consid- 
eration and action of the Senate, and the committee having considered 
the case, adopt so much of the former report as sets forth the facts, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The part of the former report thus adopted is as follows: 


“ [Senate Report No. 531, Fifty-second Congress, first session.) 


“The purpose of the present bill is to pay to Samuel Collins, of Water Valley, 
Miss., certain bounty money due him forenlisting in Company I, Fifth United 
States Colored Heavy Artillery, during the late war. His claim for #300 was 
allowed March 17, 1870, per settlement No. 556104, authorized by joint resolu- 
tion of Congress of January 13, 1834. The certificate for this sum was made 

yable to the Commissioner of the Freedman's Bureau in accordance with 

W,. aud the money was paid to the chief disburs officer of the Bureau 
April 1. 1870, and passed into the hands of C. L. C. Cass, the local agent at 
Jackson, Miss., on December 8, 1871. 

“This agent claimed that he paid the money to the soldier and exhibited a 
receipt purporting to be signed by Collins and witnessed by two witnesses. 
The mant, however, insisted that he had not received the money, and 
urged his demand against the Government for payment. The agent, Cass, 
then stated that the money in this case and another had been paid to the 
wrong persons, but failed or refused to make good his mistake or negligence. 

“Thereupon suits were instituted in the name of the United States by the 
United States district attorney in the district court of the southern district 
of Mississippi against the agent, Cass, for the recovery of the amounts im- 
properly paid to the wrong parties. or wro ly withheld by him while 
acting as agent of the Freedman’s Bureau and disbursing officer of the Goy- 

ent. 
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“The two sults were consolidated, and Mr. Cass in his defense set up a 
counterclaim against the United States, which on the trial was disallowed, 
and a judgment was rendered in favor of the United States for the aggre- 
gate amounts due to the two soldiers, with interest and costs. An appeal 
wee to the circuit court and the judgment of the district court was 
sustained. n 

“An execution was issued upon the judgment and ths net sum collected 
upon it was $77.39, and as to the residue of the amount it was returned nulla 
bona. Of this amount $69.89 was paid to the claimant, Collins, and he has 
received only that sum upon his bounty claim of #300, the Department rul- 
ing, according to law, that no further action could be taken with reference 
to the payment of the balance without the action of the Congress. 

“The record of the Cass suit is before thecommittee, and a letter from the 
judge who p ed at the trial, who givesa brief history of the case; also 
a letter from the Second Auditor of the Treasury. Mp Ss ese the foregoing 
55 are based, and the judge's letter is herewith submitted as a part 
of this report. 

“It is very clear thatthe napsia part of Collin’s bounty is still due to him 
by the United States. The default was on the part of one of its officers to 
whom the money was intrusted and it never reached him. The United 
States has a judgment against the officer for the money which he received 
and failed to pay, and the prosecution of the suit in its name, by its own of- 
ficer, is a full recognition of the fact that it was the money of the Govern- 


It can not be considered under 
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ment that was withheld and that no payment had ever been made that would 
8 liability. 

“The is still due the claimant, less the $59.89 that he received after the 
partial recovery upon the execution. This leaves a balance of $230.11. ” 


JACKSON, MISS., May 17, 1888, 


GENTLEMEN: I learn that there is a bill referred to you 8 lor an 
appropriation of some three or four hundred dollars to Samuel Collins, a 
colored man of Water Valley, in this State, for that amount due him as a 
soldier in the late war, as bounty money. 

The sum of $300 was duly allowed said Collins, and an order drawn in his 
favor upon one L. C. Cass, then receiver of public money in this city. Cass 
refused to Nas the money to Collins, claiming that he had paid it to some 

he United States district attorney brought suit against Cass upon 
this claim, in the name of the United States, for the use of Collins; also, in 
the name of the United States for the use of another of the same character. 
These suits were consolidated. Cass defended on the ground thatthe United 
States owed him as salary an amount more than the claim. The case was 
submitted to the courtas of a jury. 

This was inthe district court. A judgment was given in this court for the 
claims, interest, and costs, from which Cass appealed to the circuit court, 
by which the judgment of the district court was affirmed and an execution 
was issued; returned nulla bona. 

Co has never received this money, and should have it. 

The written opinion delivered in the district court at the time sets ont the 
facts, and which I herewith inclose. Ifurther state that Collins is a good, 
industrious, honest, colored man, who has been for many years in the em- 
ployment of the Illinois Central Railroad Company, and much respected by 
those who know him and for whom he labors. 

Tf Cass is living, and the money can be made l the judgment 2 Nr 
him, the Government can be reimbursed, but Collins ought not to de- 
eee upon that recovery, but should have his money; he should not be 
efeated by the embezzlement and fraud of a dishonest * z 


TL) 
United States rile. 
The COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PASCO. The letter from Judge Hill sets forth the prin- 
cipal facts in the case. I will state in addition that this matter 
has received the careful consideration of the Committee on 
Claims. It was unanimously passed through the committee dur- 
ing the last Congress and again during the present Congress. 
A similar bill passed the Senate during the last Congress, but it 
was not considered in the other House. The claim is eminently 
just. Collins is entitled to his bounty. It was paid to the wrong 
person without any fault on his part, and the Government has 
taken a judgment against the person who illegally and unlaw- 
fully received it. I think there is no doubt but that the bill 
should pass. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of my friend from 
Florida to one principle which is adopted in this proposed legis- 
lation, and it is a very dangerous one; it has always met with 
opposition in both Houses of Congress. I refer to the principle 
or practice that the Government is to be responsible for the de- 
falcation or the criminal act of one of its agents. The principle 
has never been recognized by Congress, and if recognized ‘it 
would take immense amounts of money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. PASCO. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to the fact that the money was turned over to the agent of 
the Government for the purpose of being paid to Collins, and he 
never paid it to him. 

Mr. VEST. He embezzled it? 

Mr. PASCO. Yes; and the money never went lawfully from 
the possession of the Government, The man never received his 
money; it was stayed in the handsof the Government by the un- 
lawful act of the Government's own agent, and certainly Collins 
ought not to be responsible under such circumstances. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, it is a very hard case upon this col- 
ored man. I do not deny that. We have had a great many cases 
of hardship before us; but the bill establishes a precedent which 
I do not like and which I have always resisted. I will not object 
to the bill. It involves a small amount; and the Senate can pass 
it if it chooses. 

Mr. DOLPH. It seems to me that the Senator from Missouri 
is not quite correct in his statement that this isa case where the 
Government is not responsible for the default of its agent. The 
money was the money of the Government, and of course when it 
was embezzled by the Government’s own agent—a receiver of 
public moneys—it was the loss of the Government. It was never 
the money of the claimant, and never was paid to the claimant b 
the Government. Therefore the claimant ought not to be sad- 
dled with the loss, and the Government ought not to refuse to 
pay him because its agent squandered the money without pay- 
ing the claimant. 

Mr. PASCO. [ will call attention to the fact that it was the 
Government who intrusted the agent and not the individual. 
The following peceareph from page 2 of the report accompany- 
ing the bill will, perhaps, make it a little clearer: 

Itis clear that the unpaid pape of Collins's bounty is still due to him 
by the United States. The default was on the part of one of its officers to 
whom the money was intrusted, and it never reached him. The United 


States has a judgment against the officer for the money which he received 
and failed to pay, and the prosecution of the suit in its name, by its own 
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officer, is a full recognition of the fact that it was the money of the Govern- 
ment that was withheld and that no payment had ever been made that would 


discharge its liability. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida a 
question. 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that an action was brought in the 
Federal courts for the recovery of this money, and that a judg- 
ment was rendered against the agent, and the execution which 
was issued was returned nulla bona. Was that judgment entered 
in the name of the United States? 

Mr. PASCO. Yes, in the name of the United States. It was 
treated at the time as a dishonest act against the United States. 
The United States prosecuted its remedy through the courts and 
obtained a judgment, and has the judgment now standing for 
the amount, but it has never been collected on account of the re- 
turn of nulla bona. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

OWNERS OF THE SHILLINGER PATENTS. 

Tho bill (S. 724) for the relief of the owners of the Shillinger 
patents was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The 
report will be read. AE 

e Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. 
PLATT N 8, 1893, and was interrupted by 

Mr. VEST. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri ob- 
jects to the further consideration of the bill. As the present oc- 
cupant of the chair reported the bill, he trusts that it may go 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. VEST. Thereis no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over without 
prejudice, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. f 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the motion, of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. Imerely desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] desires 
at 2 o’clock to make a certain bill the unfinished business; and 
I was also inquired of before I left the chair about how long the 
Senate would be in session to-day. I suppose there will be mes- 

es from the President within the next half hour. 
r. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
that can be done just as well to-morrow. 


Mr. HARRIS, I did not hear the suggestion of the Senator | 


from Iowa. ' 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware can on to-mor- 
row make the same suggestion at 2 o'clock that he might make 
to-day. i 

Mr HARRIS. Of course ha can. 8 

Mr. GORMAN. We can resume legislative business about 2 
o'clock, if necessary. . 

Mr. HARRIS. have no objection to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
moves thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in resuming the legislative ses- 
tion after 2 o’clock, I ask of the Chair what is the order of busi- 


ness. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of business is the 
Calendar of General Orders under Rule IX. 
Mr.GRAY. I move, then, that the Senate proceed to the 
. consideration of House bill 2331, known as the elections bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2331) to re- 
3 all statutes relating to supervisors of elections and special 

ceed marshals and for other purposes. ` 
he bill was read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to inform the Senator from Dela- 
ware that the minority report is substantially ready to be sub- 
mitted and printed so that it may be seen by Senators who are 
desirous of seeing it before Monday next. 

When the Senator gave notice this morning of his intention 

to move to take up the bill after the mo: hour, I stated that 
I thought, while there were Senators on side of the Cham- 


ber who desired to debate the bill, none of them would probably 
be ready to speak during this week. Therefore I suggest to the 
Senator, inasmuch as there are several speeches to be made this 
week, that the bill be allowed to go over until Monday next, re- 
taining its position as the unfinished business of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like toask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether he can give any prognosis of the course of debate 
upon the other side of the Chamber, as to the time it will take, 
the number of speeches that will probably be made, or as to 
when, so far as he knows, it will be likely that a vote may be 
reached upon the bill? 

Mr.CHANDLER. I havefrequently heard that inquiry made 
in the Senate Chamber, but hardly at this stage of the consider- 
ation of an important bill. I have stated frankly the wholesit- 
uation to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no wish at all to press the consideration 
of the bill to the inconvenience of those who really wish to de- 
bate it; and as there has already been notice given of speeches 
to-morrow and next day on the Hawaiian matter, Lam willing 
to accede, so far as I am concerned, to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, but I should like to have an under- 
standing that the bill shall be taken up at the expiration of the 
morning hour on Monday next at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the proposition I intended to make 
2 the Senator, that the bill shall be considered the unfinished 

usiness. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that that 
agreement be made? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware make such request? 

Mr, GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is it the understanding of the Senator in 
charge of the bill that on Monday next at 2 o'clock it shall be 
proceeded with, and then be pressed to the exclusion of other 
matters? I make the inquiry for the reason that we all know 
other important publie matters will be pressing in a very short 
time, and as the Senate has already been delayed one week and 
now almost another, I ask whether it be the understanding or in- 
tention that the bill shall be proceeded with? 

Mr. GRAY. That is my own understanding; and I would say 
now that I shall feel ed upon on Monday, when the bill is 
taken 5 as the unfinished business, and thereafter, to press for 
its consideration until a conclusion is arrived at in regard to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, the bill is up for consideration 
to-day; at 2 o'clock on Monday next it will be up for considera- 
tion and will be the unfinished business. Does the Senator mean 
that he shall press for its consideration in any extraordinary 
method or in any extraordinary haste? . 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Or only in the ordinary method in which 
the unfinished business is always considered in this body? 

Mr. GRAY. I yy ae in the ordinary method in which un- 
finished business is kept before the Senate, if there is any de- 
sire to do so by those having it in charge, until some action is 
taken upon it. That would my idea as to what is to be done, 
and I now give notice that I shall do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether any extraor- 
dinary method of proceeding with the bill with reference to the 
debate thereon is proposed by him? 

Mr. GRAY. The very object, so far as I am concerned, in ac- 
ceding to the request of the Senator from New Ham re to 
this second postponement of the consideration of the bill, would 
be that there could be no possible objection to going on in tha 
regular order with this bill as the unfinished business. I da 
not suppose that any of the traditional customs of the Senate—I 
do not say ‘‘courtesy,” as that seems to bë a tabooed word—will 
be violated by those who are interested in bringing the pend- 

bill to a conclusion. 
fr, CHANDLER. I didnot suppose so from anything which 
the Senator from Delaware said. It was only the inquiry of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] which led me to infer 
that he desired to give notice that the ordinary method of de- 
bate on important measures would not be adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. The consideration of this matter is an important 
one. I think it will awaken the attention of the Senate and I 
have no doubt of the country, or that portion of it who are in- 
terested in what goes on here, and that there will be sufficient 
interest taken in if on both sides to keep the debate alive until 
we arrive at the natural end of such things—that is, a vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe that myself, and therefore I 
hope that on Monday next the Senator from Delaware will give 
us some reasons additional to those contained in the majority re- 
port sree bill should 

Mr. GRAY. I think those of us who are interested in the 
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passage of this bill are quite justified in asking that the Senate 
shall, in its ordinary way, continue the consideration of the bill 
reasonably and rep ioy ee the end is reached. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To that course I do not propose to make 
pat ean 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the further con- 
sideration of the pending bill be postponed until Monday next, 
the bill holding its place as the unfinished business in the Sen- 
ate, and that at 2 o’clock on that day the bill be proceeded with. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, when 
the minority report comes in, which will be, I understand, 
within a day or two at any rate, that the majority report and the 
views of the minority be printed together for the convenience of 
the Senate. f 

Mr. GRAY. Of course, it is understood that the majority re- 

rt—and the Senator has been a member of the committee 

onger than I have been—is a favorable report of the bill with a 
reference to the House report. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the two reports together 
if there is no objection. The majority of the committee has, as 
I understand, adopted the House report, and it will be more con- 
venient, instead of having separate documents, to have the two 
together. Therefore I ask an order of the Senate, if there be no 
objection, that when the minority report comes in the two re- 
ports may be printed together for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that 
order will be made. TheChair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
What is the further pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 2 o’clock and 35 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 
10, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 

: . CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 4, 1894. 
ASSAYER. 

Guy Bryan, of Missouri, to be assayer in charge at the United 
States assay office at St. Louis, in the State of Missouri. 

x COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Charles Speck, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Missouri. 

Webster Withers, of Missouri, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the sixth district of Missouri. z 

- POSTMASTER. 

James Kleckner, to be postmaster at Mifflinburg, in the county 
of Union and State of Pennsylvania. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1894. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Albert A. Wilson, of the District of Columbia, to be marshal 

of the United States for the District of Columbia. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

John H. Senter, of Vermont, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Vermont. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Samuel A. Townes, of South Carolina, to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the district of South Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 9, 1894. 


The Aouse met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. - 
pe TORN of the proceeđings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MCKEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent 

esterday, on account of sickness. Had I been present I would 

ve voted, as I have heretofore voted, for the consideration of 
the report of the Committee on Rules. 


EXPENSES OF COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Railroads, recommending an in- 
crease in the estimate for traveling expenses for his office for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting acopy of a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, recommend. ng that the 
appropriation for the compensation of assistants to the United 
States attorney for the District of Columbia be increased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF CGURT OF CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the cases of William Chasteen and Mar- 
garet Garrison against the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
: By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. BUNN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

Sct PaGE, for three days, on account of a death in his 
fa 8 
To Mir. MoneEY, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. : 


ROADS AND STREETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report a bill (H. R. 5102) making ap- 
propriations to provide for the construction of county roads and 
suburban streets in the District of Columbia, and to ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Fhe gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COMP- 
TON], from the Committee on Appropriations, asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which he now 
reports from that committee. 

he bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, that bill has never been re- 
ported by any committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations this morning. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
objects. The bill will be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PRESENTATION OF A PETITION. 

Mr. APSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have here a petition signed by 
Samuel Irving and 4,038 other workingmen of Fitchburg, Mass., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill. It is a 
nonpartisan petition and it is signed by both Democrats and Re- 
pe cans in about equal numbers. It is the voice of more than 

our thousand heretofore prosperous workingmen of one place 
speaking out against the of this deceiving bill, which is 
satisfactory to no one; not even the committee that presents it. 
I would like to have the preamble and resolutions printed in the 
RECORD, and ask unanimous consent therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the preamble and resolutions may be printed in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is wholly 
unusual to print these in the RECORD. 

The SP Objection is made. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 


The committees were then called for reports, but no reports 
of a public character were presented. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, joint 
resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the retary of the Treas- 
ury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting them 
into Mexico to reimportsame into the United States at any time 
before May 1, 1894, and for other purposes; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was pected y 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 69) to grant to the State of Oregon townships 27, 28, 
29, 30, and 31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of the Willamette 
meridian, in the State of Oregon, for a public park; 

A bill (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
the donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife; 

A bill E referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
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United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which | Receipts and expenditures of the r Sor the fiscal years 1391 t8 1893 in- 


letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852; and 

A bill (S. 1377) for the relief of William Hendershott, of Butte- 
ville, Oregon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
fhe following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill H. R. 3289) to authorize the New York and New Jersey 
Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Hudson River between New York City and the State of New 
Jersey; 

A ill (H. R. 71) for the relief of purchasers of timber and stone 
lands under the act of June 3, 1878; and 

A bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualification of registers 
and receivers of the United States land offices, and making pro- 
vision in case of such disqualification... 


THE TARIFF. 


The SPEAKER. Under the order made yesterday, the House 
will now resolve itself into the Committee of the ole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4884) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. / 


The order adopted yesterday is as follows: 

Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution the House shall meet 
each legislative day at 11 o’clock a.m. That beginning to-day without in- 
tervening motion, except conference reports and reports from the Commit- 
tee on Rules, the Journal shall be read, business under clause 1 of Rule 
XXIV shall be disposed of, the Speaker shall call the committees for reports, 
and then the House shall resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4364) 
“to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 

urposes. 

z That general debate on said bill shall be limited to the hour of adjournment 
on Saturday, the 13th of January; that on Monday, the 15th January present, 
said bill shall be read through. and shall from day to day be open to amend- 
ment in any part thereof. 

That on Monday, the 29th day of January, at the hour of 12 o'clock m., said 
bill, with all amendments recommended by or that may be pending in the 
Committee of the Whole, shall be reported to the House; that two hours“ 
debate be then allowed. and then the previous question shall be considered 
ordered upon pending amendments and the bill to its passage; that without 
other motion the voce shall then be taken on pending amendments, on the 

ment and third reading, on a motion to recommit with or without 
instructions should such motion be made, on the final passage of the bill, 
and on a motion to reconsider and lay on the table. 

That beginning earn at the hour of 5:30 o'clock each day the House 
shall take a recess until 8 o'clock, the evening session to be devoted to gen- 
eral debate on said bill only. General leave to print remarks on said bill is 
hereby granted. 


8 the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 


[Mr. WILSON of West Virginia addressed the committee. 
See Appendix.] 3 : 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to aquestion of per- 
sonal privilege. r 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. In brief, answering the remarks made by 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] in response to 
a question submitted to him during his s h by myself, and 
for which answer he subsequently apologized, I desire to say 
that I charged his remarks to his associations with slavery be- 
fore the war and to some of his present associations on that side 
of the House, and consequently accept his apology. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman will 
not make me think that my apology was due rather to myself 
than to him. 5 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the measure now under 
consideration has for its avowed object a radical modification of 
the tariff act of 1890. It involves not only a change of rates, but 
a complete reversal of an economic policy. The law of 1860 was 
enacted not only with a view of securing revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government, but for the further purpose of giving 
encouragement to the creation of new enterprises and protec; 


tion to American industries and American workmen against un- 


equal and injurious foreign competition. 
its practical workings it accomplished both these results. 
ACT 18% AND REVENUE. x 
That act went into effect October 6, 1890, and as a measure for 
revenue it met, so long as its operation was undisturbed, the 
needed requirements of the Government. This appears by the 
following financial statement from the Treasury Department of 
“Receipts and expenditures” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and subsequent years. 


| increase of receipts ascribed to the marvelous prosperit 


Total expendi- Excess of rev- 
tures, including) enuc over ex- 
premium. penditures, 


Year. Total revenue, 


$392 612, 447. 31 
854, 937, 784. 24 
385, 818, 628. 78 


$305, 773, 905. 85 $26, 838, 541.96 
345, 023, 330. 58 9, O14, 453. 66 
383, 477, 954. 49 2, 340, 674. 29 


From this it will be observed that during each of these years 
the revenues derived under the act of 1890 were somewhat in 
excess of governmental needs. 

Since the Ist of July, 1893, however, there has been a 
marked decline in the public revenues until they have actually 
fallen below the requirements for the public service. During 
the first six months of the present fiscal year, viz, from July t, 
1893, to January 1, 1894, the total receipts amounted to onl 
$151,715,444, as against 8194, 251,640 for the corresponding peri 
of 1892, showing a falling of in the revenues to the amount of 
$42,535,595. The same ratio of loss continued throughout the 
current fiscal year would result in an alarming deficiency. 

venture to suggest, however, in this connection, that this de- 
cline in the public revenues during the present fiscal year is not 
attributable to any defect in the law 4 1890, but rather to the 
general derangement and prostration of business throughout the 
country. The ascendency of a political party pledged to the de- 
struction of our protective policy has not only crippled and sus- 
pended the operation of our domestic manufacturers, but the im- 
porter of foreign fabrics naturally curtails his importations in 
the hope of securing their admission into our markets upon more 
favorable conditions. 

I confidently assert that if the election of 1892 had resulted in 
the retention of the Republican party in power, accompanied as 
it would have been with the assurance of the continuance of the 
American policy of protection, the effect upon the public reve- 
nues as well as the general prosperity of the country would have 
been entirely reversed. [Applause on the Republican e In 
support of this opinion I beg leave to refer to the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury of December 5, 1892, wherein he esti- 
mates the revenues of the Government under the act of 1890, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, as follows: 


onen onweebenes acu escest pease $210, 000, 000. 00 

From internal revenua ...-- <<... cesses 175, 000, 000. 00 

From miscellaneous sources .-.-.--------.----- 20, 000, 000, 00 

From postal service. iine 20.) 20 sede ease cine 85, 125, 365. 38 
Total estimated revenue 


The Secretary also estimated the total expend- 
itures of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894, exclusive of the sinking 


ee wore soes 457, 261, 335. 33 


Leaving an estimated surplus of --------------- 32, 860, 030. 05 


This estimate was made, however, upon the supposition that 
the act of 1890 was to remain undisturbed. In connection with 
these estimates the Secretary took the precaution to say in his 
report: 

The estimated receipts are based upon conditions prevailing prior to the 
late election. Public opinion haying directed a change of policy, particu- 
larly in the tariff laws, the altered conditions resulting therefrom render it 
impossible at the present time to estimate the annual income with any 
marked degree of accuracy, and itis impossible to predict the effect that 
noa proponen radical changes would have upon the future revenues of the 

overnment. 

Under all of the circumstances it would be inappropriate in me to under- 
take to make an estimate other than as already stated, but itis not out of 
place to remark that the business community notin Be full knowledge of 
proposed tariff reductions, the inevitable result will a falling off in im- 

rlations and a correspon: decrease in the revenues, The extent of this 

ecrease no one will be able to measure until business shall again adjust 
itself to new conditions. 

A careful review of all the facts fully justifies the opinion that the large 

hes the country un- 
der the present revenue system would, if continued, enable the Department 
d g the coming fiscal year to meet all obligations without the slightest 
im ent of its cash, and thereafter continue to show a material improve- 
ment in its condition. 


President Harrison in his last annual message joined in this 
apprehension when he said: 

It is possible also that this uncertainty may result in decreased revenues 
from custom duties, for our me: nts will make cautious orders for for- 
eign goods in view of the prospect of tariff reductions and the uncertainty 
as to when they will take effect. 

I think, therefore, it may be confidently asserted that if the 
act of 1890 could have been undisturbed in its operation by public 
assurance of its continued enforcement instead of pubiic appre- 
hension of its early repeal, it would have yielded sufficient rey- 
enue to have met the ordinary expenses of the Government and 
thus accomplish one of the chief pu for which it was en- 


acted. If, however, it had failed to yield the full measure af 
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such requirement the deficiency could have easily been supplied | To this should be added the amount of American sheet iron 


without disturbing the business interests of the country by a 
general revision of the tariff. 
ACT OF 18% AND PROTECTION. 

As a measure of protection to American industries and Ameri- 
can labor, the act of 1890 in its results more than justified the 
prediction of its friends. That it would stimulate the develop- 
ment of new enterprises and promote the growth of established 
industries was confidently asserted, but that its beneficent effect 
would be so quickly manifest and so marvelous exceeded the 
highest hopes of the most sanguine. It induced capital to em- 
bark in untried ventures, enlarged the field of ‘labor's profitable 
employment, augmented our domestic and foreign trade, and 
quickened with a new life the manifold industries of all our 


ople. 

P priini Harrison only affirmed the truth of history whenin 
‘his last annual message to Congress he said: 

So high a degree of prosperity and so general a diffusion of the comforts 
of life were never before enjoyed by our people. 

This exultant declaration made but a little over one year ago, 
incredible as it seems in the midst of present appalling condi- 
tions, was nevertheless grounded on indisputable facts. 

The American Economist, a journal of the highest character 
in its issue of October 22, 1892, published the result of a par 
census of the industrial growth of the country under the act of 
1890, which disclosed thatfrom the time that act went into effect, 
October 6, 1890, 345 new industries had been established in the 
United States and 108 existing plants extended and improved, 
demanding an increased outlay of $40,499,050 in capital and the 
employment of 75,000 additional laborers. In the textile indus- 
tries alone, during the first six months of 1892, 135 new factories 
were built, comprising 

40 cotton mills(21 of which were located in the Southern States), 

48 knitting mills, 

26 woolen mills, 

15 silk mills, 

4 plush mills, and 

2 linen mills. 

In September, 1882, there were 15,200,000 working spindles, an 
increase of 660,000 over 1891; while during the year 1891, Ameri- 
can mills consumed 2,395,000 bales of cotton in the manufacture 
of domestic fabrics; it required 2,534,000 bales in 1892, showing 
an increased consumption of 188,000 bales in a single year. 

The report of the commissioner of labor for the State of New 
York discloses the astounding fact that in 67 different indus- 
tries in that State the value of the increased output in 1891 
over 1890 was $31,315,130.68, involving an increased bestowment 
of wages of $6,377,925.09. 

By the labor report for the State of Massachusetts it 9 
that 3,745 industries in that State paid to labor in 1891 $129,- 
416 248 against $126,030,303 in 1890, an enlarged expenditure of 
83,335,945 in wages alone, with an increase of 7,346 employés and 
an augmented investment of capital to the amount of $9,932,490. 

But, marvelous as was this development, yet nowhere in the 
field of our industrial achievements was the triumph of our pro- 
tective system more completely vindicated than in the creation 
of the American tin-plate industry. It is as astounding as it is 

ratifying. Tho report of Mr. Ayer, the special agent of the 
, pee fee Department, shows that this industry has been sub- 
stantially created in this country as one of the results of the act 
of 1890. On the Ist day of July, 1891, there was practically no 
manufacture of tin plate in the United States. 


From July 1, 1891, to September 30, 1891, 5 manufac- 
OPIGR eee Sco nkan rA EEN REENER 
From October 1, 1891, to December 31, 1891, 11 fac- 
aa a A tan aot o UAAR E AE E ER 


Pounds. 
826, 922 
1, 409, 821 
3, 209, 225 
8, 200, 751 


Making a total production during the first year 
under the operation of this law off 13, 646, 719 


From July 1, 1892, to September 30, 1892, 32 factories 


10, 952, 725 


SOrISS PROOUNOG Seo E T E poke tence acne 19, 756, 491 
From January 1, 1893, to March 31, 1893, 33 factories 

D e ee ß 29, 566, 399 
From April 1, 1893, to June 30, 1893, 35 factories pro- 

e owen A A T pcan ane e renew eae 39, 543, 587 


Making a total production for the second fiscal 


A E RRRA A desst ews ave E A T 99, 819, 202 


and steel made into articles and wares, tin and terne plated, 
during the same period, which amounted for the year ending 
June 30, 1892, to 5,620,867 pounds, and for the year ending June 
30, 1893, to 8,802,621 pounds, making an aggregate manufacture 
of tin and terne plates in the United States during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1892, of 19,267,586 pounds and for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893, of 108,621,883 pounds, or a total in 
two years of 127,889,469 pounds. 

In view of this marvelous development, Mr. Ayer was justi- 
fied in saying in his report of October 24, 1892: 

It would seem entirely within the range of possibilities that during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. which be the third year that the law 
will have been enforced. the United States will produce an Amount of tin 
and terne plate equal to its own consumption, and nearly all of which will 
be made from American black plates. 

Yet in the report of the committee this great and growing in- 
dustry is characterized as a bogus enterprise.” 

What is true in the tin-plate industry is equally exemplified 
in other interests. 

But it is not necessary tomultiply instances. I mightconsume 
the hour in summoning an array of unimpeachable witnesses to 
the potent influence of the act of 1890 in establishing and main- 
taining increased industrial development and promoting the en- 
larged employment of labor with the resultant prosperity and 
h 1 to all our people. In no single particular did the act 
of 1890 fail to secure the beneficent results its authors designed, 
and every proohecy of ill in which its enemies indulged utterly 
failed of fulfillment. = 

You said it would develop no new industries—it created them 
by the hundreds. You said it would bring no resultant bene- 
fits to our workmen—it secured for them enlarged employment 
and increased wages. You said it would enhance the cost of the 

rotected article—it cheapened it to the consumer. You said, 

t would diminish our foreign trade—it augmented it in 1892 to 
$1,857,680,610, an increase over the previous year of 8128, 283,604. 
Yousaid it would shut out our products from 1 markets 
our export trade increased 8145, 797, 388, swelling its volume to 
$1,030,278,148, the largest ever known in the history of the coun- 
try and exceeding the value of our imports by $202,875,686. You 
said it would paralyze our domestic trade—it was never more 
vigorous than in the years immediately following its enactment. 
And so every prophecy of ill found swift and complete refutation 
in increased industrial activity on every hand and enhanced in- 
dividual and national prosperity. [Applause.] 

PRESENT DEPRESSION NOT CAUSED BY ACT OF 1800. 


We are therefore justified in asserting that the act of 1890, 
could its permanency have been assured, would have accom- 
plished the double purpose for which it was enacted—revenue 
and protection. ` 

It may be answered, however, that the tariff act of 1890 has been 
in continuous operation since its enactment and is still in foree, 
and yet under it revenues have declined and industries decayed. 
Conceding this to be true, we deny that the existing deplorable 
condition of the country is attributable in any degree whatever 
to the law itself. 

The McKinley tariff never closed a mill in the United States 
e shut up a mine, stopped a wheel [applause], blew out 
a furnace fire, or drove a single workman into the streets. [Ap- 
plause.] This general persia of business throughout the coun- 
try comes solely from the ascendency of a political party pledged 
to the repeal of the act of 1890, and the substitution therefor of 
a tariff divested of all protective features. With such a partyin 
full control of the Government is it any wonder that domestic 
manufacturers suspend operations until advised of the conditions 
under which they must market their output? 

Business prudence dictated the suspension of the manufacture 
of domestic fabrics with high-priced labor until the conditions 
should be determined upon which the foreign competing prod- 
ucts should be permitted to enter our markets. Importers nat- 
urally limited their orders to the strict necessities of trade in 
anticipation of more favorable conditions. And so manufacturer 
and importer alike prudently suspended business until the 
Democratic party should fix the terms upon which they would be 
permitted to resume. Whenthe judge pronounces the sentence 
of death on the convicted felon there is no change in the law, 
but the victim is apt to lose interest in human affairs. [Laugh- 
ter.] On an ocean voyage the chart and compass may remain un- 
disturbed, but with a madman at the wheel and a lunatic on the 
bridge „ the interest of the passengers will be chiefly 
centered in the supply oj life-preservers. [Laughter.] 

This industrial depression came, therefore, not as the result of 
existing tariif rates, but from an apprehension (it seems now to 
have been well founded) that these rates were to be so modified 
as to overthrow and destroy our protective policy, exposing our 
domestic manufacturers to a ruinous foreign competition and in- 
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augurate in this country an era of free trade with all its attend- 
ant evils. 

How easily you might demonstrate the beneficial effects of 
restored confidence. You have but to abandon the policy upon 
which you have entered, recommit this bill, and rmit ex- 
isting tariff regulations to remain undisturbed, and all our indus- 
tries will quickly revive. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
But such an exhibition of wisdom and patriotism is not to be 
expected of a party pledged to tariff reform,” and American 
workmen must tramp and starve, great industrial plants must 
go into disuse and decay, while the Democratic party is at- 
tempting to secure revenue from imported goods without con- 
ferring protection upon American capital and American labor. 
[Renewed applause. } 

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM, 1802, 

And this brings me to the consideration of the general char- 
acter and purposes of this bill. The Democratic party, in its 
national platform of 1892, declared,“ Wedenounce Republican 
protection as a fraud. * * * We declare it to be a funda- 
mental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Goy- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff 
duties except for the purposes of revenue only.” 

No political party in the United States in its public declara- 
tion of principles was ever before bold enough to assail a pro- 
tective tariff as unconstitutional, and no parallel to this extreme 
declaration can be found in the whole history of our country out- 
side of the South Carolina ordinance of nullification. And in 
this connection it is curious to note the close harmony between 
the two declarations. 

SOUTH CAROLINA ORDINANCE OF NULLIFICATION. , 

Whereas the Congress of the United States by various acts 2 to 
be acts laying duties and imposts on foreign imports, but in reality in- 
tended for the protection of domestic manufacturers—hath extended its 
just powers under the Constitution: We, therefore, the people of the State 
of South Carolina, in convention assembled, do declare and ordain and itis 
hereby declared and ordained, that the several acts and parts of acts of the 
Congress of the United States purporting to be laws for the imposing of 
duties and im posts on the importation of foreign commodi unau- 
thorized by the Constitution of the United States and violate the true 
Meaning and intent thereof, and are null, void, and no law. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the ground on which the Demo- 
cratic nullifiers stood in 1832, and from which they were driven 
by the stern patriotism of Gen. Jackson, is at last reoceupied in 
1892, sixty years later, in force, by the whole Democratic party. 
And itis not difficult now to understand the alacrity with which 
the Northern Democracy obeys the command to take position in 
support of the unconstitutionality of a protective tariff and the 
confidence with which it seems to be inspired, reénforced as it 
is by the Southern wing of the Democratic party (now unhap- 

ily dominating the Republic) which evinced its deep-seated 
Bor ility to the be of protection by ingrafting in its Con- 
federate constitution the following expressed inhibition: 

Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes. duties, and excises for 
revenue only, necessary to debts. vide for the common defense, and 

on the government of the Confederate States; but no bounties shall 
be granted from the treasury, nor shall any duties or taxes or importations 
from: foreign nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry. 

It is not surprising, therefore, to find the Democratic party 
in 1892, with its two wings reunited, the South in the lead, 
moving under the Confederate banner of free trade to the com- 
plete overthrow of our protective system. 

THE ISSUE BETWEEN PARTIES. 

Before proceeding further in this debate it is well to note the 
exact point in controversy between the two contending political 
forces. It may be safely asserted that both parties believe in 
raising some portion of the needed revenues for the support of 
the Government by imposing duties on foreign products coming 
into our markets, and the only points at issue are: 

First. The class of articles upon which these duties shall be 
levied; and 

Second. The rate of duty they shall bear. 

On the one hand, the Democratic party insists that revenue 
is the only Jawful purpose for which any duty can be imposed 
and that such exactions therefore must be for revenue only, re- 
gardless of the conditions or necessities of American industries 
or American labor; and to that end they would admit free of 
duty, indiscriminately, all products which they are pleased to 
denominate raw material,” and impose a rate of duty on manu- 
factured articles sufficiently low to insure their importation into 
our market, and thereby secure the only purpose of a Democratic 
tariff, namely, ‘‘ revenue.” - 

On the one hand, the Republican party believes iu a tariff which, 
while yielding revenue for the support of the Government, shall 
at the same time be so adjusted as to promote the establishment 
and maintenance of domestic industries and the protection of 
American workmen; and to that end would admit free of duty 
all articles raw or manufactured (except luxuries) from 
any place on the face of the globe, the like of which are not or 
can not be advantageously producedin this country, and impose 
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dutieg only on the things we do or can produce and make that 
rate high enough to measure the difference between the cost of 
the foreign and domestic product, and by that means stimulate 
the development ofall our resources and insure the employment 
of all our people. 

Circumscribed within these narrow limits lies the whole field 
of the controversy, and on this ground the contending political 
foices confront each other in open and determined hostility. 
The Republican party stands, fi believe, securely intrenched 
behind the bulwark of the American policy of protection and 
will resist to the last the combined forces of free trade from 
whatever quarter, they may come, confident of ultimate and tri- 
umphant support by the enlightened judgment of the American 
people. [Applause on the Kepublican side.] 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF A PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

In making this assault upon our protective system the Demo- 
cratic party seeks to justify its course npon the theory expressed 
in its Chicago platform and reiterated in the report of the ma- 
jority, “ That the Federal Government has no constitutional 
power to collect tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue 
only;” and that as the existing tariff is confessedly constructed 
for the purpose of securing both revenue and protection, it be- 
comes n to readjust the schedules of duties to a revenue 
basis, and so avoid not only the fact but the suspicion of intended 
E to any domestic industry, and thus conform to the 

mocratic construction of the National Constitution. It is for 
such purposes, I suppose, and such only, that this revision is 
undertaken. 

There can scarcely be a necessity at this late day to enter into 
a defense of the constitutionality of a protective tariff. When 
it isremembered the Federal Constitution was adopted to remed 
the defects of the government of the confederation, among whic 
none was more glaring than the want of power in the central 
government to prescribe and enforce a uniform system of cus- 
toms duties, it is inconceivable that the framers of that instru- 
ment would neglect the correction of the very evils which its 
adoption was intended to remove. 

Seven years of trial of the confederation demonstrated the ne- 
cessity of a national government invested with power “to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations,” and to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare,” the want of which under 
the confederation exposed the States to domestic jealousy and 
discord and the machinations of foreign powers. The Congress 
being powerless under the confederation to enact tariff laws with- 
out the consentof all the States, and that consent being withheld, 
each State undertook the regulation of its own trade with for- 
eign nations and with the other States upon such terms as seemed 
most advantageous to itself. 

This policy resulted in a multiplicity of custom laws as nu- 
merous as the States. One State would impose certain duties 
on foreign goods, while an adjacent State would for the pur- 
pose of securing trade admit the same class of goods into its 
ports free of duty, and so the selfish policy of each exposed all to 
the cupidity of foreign powers. Domestic industries, brought 
into existence and maintained through the exigency of war 
were swept down in peace by a flood of imported goods, an 
manufacturer and laborer alike involved in a common ruin. It 
was to remedy this condition that the power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations“ and “ to provide for the common de- 
fense and general welfare“ was conferred by the Federal Consti- 
tution apon the National Government. 

Mr. Webster, in 1833, well said: 

The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of 
foreign labor, so far at least as respects handicraft ‘uctions, is 
known historicaliy to have been one end designed to be obtained by estab- 
lishing the Constitution. 

Again in 1844, he said: 


In Colonial times and during the time of the convention, the idea was 
held up that domestic industry could not prosper, manufactures and the 
mechanic arts could not advance, the condition of the common * 
could not be carried up to any considerable elevation, unless there shoul 
be one government to lay one rate of duty upon imports throughout the 
Union; to be had, in laying this duty, to the protection of American 


degree conversant with the history, in a 
acquainted with the annals of this country from 1787 to 1783. when the Gon. 
stitution was adopted, to 1 that prov of American labor and indus- 
try was not a le: „I might almost say the leading motive, South as well 
as North, for the formation of the new Government. Without that pro- 
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted. 

Fisher Ames, a member of the first Congress under the Con- 
stitution, in debate on the first tariff bill, said: 

Iconceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial 
necessity more than by any other cause. The want of an efficient govern- 
ment to secure the manufacturing interest and to advance our commerce 
was long seen by men of ment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to 
promote our general welfare. 

But of more value than the individual opinion of men, how- 
ever eminent, is the contemporaneous interpretation of the Con- 
stitution as expressed in the earliest legislation under it. The 
first act of any moment in the First Congress, suggested by Ham- 
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Uton, presented by Madison, and approved by Washington, re- 
lated to the tariff, and its purpose was declared in the preamble 
as follows: A 

Whereas itis for the support of the Government, for the dis- 
charge of the debt of the United States, and for the encouragement and pro- 
tection of manufactures, that duties be laid on imported goods, etc.: there 
fore be it enacted. ; 

That act received the official approval of Washington July 4, 
1789, and was everywhere hailed as a second declaration of in- 
dependence. If it had been in violation of the Constitution none 
would have been more apt to discover it than Washington him- 
self, who, as president of the convention which framed it, must 
have been fully possessed of the scope and spirit of that instru- 
ment. In addition to this the early Presidents took frequent oc- 
casion to refer approvingly to the course of national legislation 
eg | to the protection of domestic manufactures, 

President Washington, in his last annual message to Congress, 
said: 

Congress has repeatedly and not without success directed their attention 
to the encouragement of manufactures. The object is of too much conse- 
quence not to insure acontinuance of their efforts in every way which shall 
appear eligible. 

President Adams spoke of— 

The wisdom and efficiency of the measures which have been adopted by 
Congress for the protection of commerce. 

Thomas Jefferson spoke of the duty of Congress: 

To protect the manufacturers adapted to our circumstances. 


Tn one of his messages to Congress, when the question of dis- 
posing of the surplus revenues was arresting public attention, 
and the suggestion was made to dispense with some part of the 
customs duties, he took occasion to say: 

Shall we suppress the imposts and give that advantage to foreign over our 
domestic manufacturers? > 


Again he said: 


The general inquiry now is, shall we make our own comforts, or go with- 
out them at the will of a mengn nation? He, therefore, who is now against 
domestic manufactures must be for reducing us either to adependency upon 
that nation or to be clothed in skins and live like beasts incaves or dens. I 
am proud to saythat lam not one ot these, Experience has taught me tha 
manufactures are now as necessary to our independence as to our comforts. 
The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of foreign manufacture which 
prudence ulres us to establish at home, with the patriotic determination 
of every good citizen to use no foreign article which can be made within our - 
selves, without re; to difference of price, secures us against a relapse 
into foreign de ency. 


In 1809 Mr. Jefferson wrote to Mr. Humphrey as follows: 


My own idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the ex- 
tent of our own consumption of everything of which we raise the raw ma- 


In 1817 he was elected a member of the ‘Society for the En- 
couragement of Domestic Manufactures,” and in his letter of ae- 
ceptance said: 

The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us 
mro aepo for tiès on ourselves alone, and I noe 45 twenty years 
more will place the American hemisphere under a systemof its own, essen- 
tially peaceable and industrious and not needing to extract its comforts out 
ofthe eternal fires raging in the Old World. 


President Madison, justly recognized as the Father of the 
Constitution,” in a special message to Congress in 1809, said: 

It will be worthy of the just and provident care of Congress to make such 
fur ther alterations in the laws as will more especially protect and foster the 
several branches of manufacture which have been recently instituted or ex- 
tended by the laudable exertions of our citizens. 


And again in 1815: 


But there is no such subject that can enter with 


bi force and merit 
into the deliberations of Cu 


ess than consideration of the means to pre- 
serve.and promote the manufactures which have into existence and 
obtained an unparalleled acca 2 throughout the United States during the 
period of the European wars. This source of national inde ence and 
wealth I anxiously recommend. therefore, to the prompt and constant at- 
tention of Congress. 


James Monroe, in his inaugural address, among other things, 
said: 
Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering 

of the Government. Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruit 
of our own soil and industry, we ought not to depend in the we have 
done on supplies from other countries. Equally important is it to provide 
at home a market for raw materials, as by extending the competition it will 
enhance the price and protect the cultivator against the casualties incident 
to foreign markets. 


5 Monroe, in his seventh annual message to Congress, 


care 


Having formerly communicated my views to Congress respecting the en- 
co ment which ought to 3 to our mantfactures, and the prin- 
ciple on which it should be founded, I have only to add that those views 
remain unchanged. Irecommenda review of the tariff for the purpose of af- 
fording such additional tection to those articles which we are prepared 
to manufacture, or which are more immediately connected with the defense 
and independence of the country. 

President John Quincy Adams, in a m to Congress in 
1828, speaking of our agricultural, commere , and manufactur- 
ing interests, said: 

All these interests are alike under the protecting power of legislative au- 


But it is needless to continue these citations. Enough appears 
toestablish beyond controversy that the want of e 
the Confederation to impose duties on seg Sear with a view not 
only of raising revenue but of insuring the develepment and 
protection of domestic manufactures, was one of the most potent 
reasons urged in favor of the adoption of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, and that these 7 were embraced in that instrument 
and promptly invoked by the National Government without hes- 
itancy or question. 

Great signification is justly attached to the construction of the 
Constitution, by those who were first called upon to administer it, 
in view of the fact that Washington, the president of the conven- 
tion which framed it, became the first executive officer tc enforce 
it, and of the thirty-eight men whoconsidered, framed, andsigned 
that instrument fifteen were chosen members of the first Congress 
organized under it, among whom were Roger Sherman, Robert 
Morris, and James Madison, while Fisher Ames, Rufus King, 
Richard Henry Lee, and James Monroe, men scarcely less noted 
for their patriotism and sound judgment, participated in the work 
of g ing force and effect to the Federal Constitution. 

n the light of these facts you will have some difficulty, I appre- 
hend, in convincing the American people that a tariff adjusted 
in the interest of domestic industries is in violation of the Con- 
stitution. Intelligent people will not be apt to discard the pa- 
triotic opinions of Washinzton, Madison, Jefferson, and their 
contemporaries and accept the partisan interpretation of modern 
Democracy. 

Having said this much in answer to the assumption that a pro- 
tective tariff is unconstitutional, let us pass toa consideration of 
the substance of this measure. 


+ TARIFF REFORM, R 


And here we have at last translated into apt phrase the hith- 
erto mysterious doctrine of tariff reform.” 

You have now conjured with these words for the last time. 
Having ceased to be mysterious they will lose their magic porr 
to deceive and mislead the people. ‘Tariff reform” is finally 
interpreted to mean “free raw material“ and reduction of duties 
on competing foreign products entering our markets below the 
poot point, regardless of the consequences to American in- 

ae or see labor. 2 1s „nn mapa 

fore proceeding toa c explanation, I desire to say 
that this measure as a . 8 a parallel in the 
ret of proposed tariff legislation in this country. It was 
framed with the evident intention of carrying out that portion 
of the Democratic platform and policy which declared for a 
‘tariff for revenue only,” and is the boldest ste i taken by 
any party in the United States in the direction ree trade—a 
step which, if it shall find popular following in this 2 

certainly lead to individual disaster and national - 


ruptey. 

Bat daring as is the advance made, it seems from the report 
of the committee that while adhering to the doctrine of the un- 
constitutionality of the protective tariff, the majority have been 
restrained in theip h ng course toward free trade by the 
“existence of great industries” which impede their pona 
and which they hesitate to utterly destroy; and then in apolo- 
po tone assure their followers and the country that the bill 

not offered as a complete nse to the mandate of the 
American people and does not ‘* profess to be purged from all 
protection.” 

Are we then to understand that further nse” from the 
Democratic party may be expected, in which the tariff is to be 
wholly “purged fromall protection“ and the destruction of Amer- 
ican industries and the pauperization of American workmen fully 
consummated? Is this the prospect you hold out to a people 
already driven by your threatened policy to the very verge of 
despair and desperation? If such be your purpose, the only es- 
cape then lies in the hope that long before you are able to com- 
pae your desdlating work an indignant people will drive you 
orever from power. [Ap on the Republican side.] 

And in this connection I desire to say that, whatever may have 
been the purpose of the majority in f this bill, thatinso far 
as it conforms tothe Democratic platform of 1892 it will, if enacted 
into law, prove disastrous to the interests involved, and inso far 
as it fails to redeem the party pledges it is either a confession of 
error or an exhibition of cowardice. [Applause.] If in error you 
ought to be patriotic enough to promptly avow it, abandon the 
policy upon which you have entered, and permit the country to 


resume its industrial prosperity. If, on the other hand, you still 
adhere to the principles of the Chicago platform and have failed 
to embody them in measure, you have openly betrayed the 


confidence of the people who intrusted you with power. 
LOSS OF REVENUE. 


But upon examination of this bill, in connection with the esti- 
mated revenues it will secure, thestartling fact is disclosed that 
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as a revenue measure it is confessedly inadequate, it being con- 
ceded that upon the basis of last year’s importations it will oc- 
casion a serious loss of revenue estimated anywhere from sixty 
to seventy-five millions of dollars annually, to be supplied either 
by an enormous increase of importations to the detriment or de- 
struction of domestic industries or by resorting toa system of in- 
ternal taxation as pernicious as it is offensive. The final deter- 
mination of the majority touching the extent of internal taxation 
to be imposed, has not yet been disclosed by the Executive. 

And in this connection the query is naturally suggested whether 
this sudden conversion of the Democratic to a system of 
direct internal taxation is not attributable in a large degree, if 
notchiefly, to the fact that it is, if not the most direct, at least the 
most effective method of insuring the ultimate destruction of 
our protective system. For it is apparent, the more revenue” 
secured from internal sources the less to be derived from duties 
on imports, and the less imposed and collected on foreign goods 
the more nearly we approach absolute free trade. 

. THE FREE LIST. 

The first proposition arresting attention in this bill is the pro- 
8 transfer of one hundred and thirty-one articles from the 

utiable to the free list. Of these, twenty-nine are taken from 
the chemical schedule, three from the schedule of earths and 
earthenware, fourteen metals and manufactures of metals, 
nineteen articles of wood, two from the schedule of spirits, six 
from flax, hemp, and jute, and their manufactures; twenty-seven 

icultural products, twenty items of wool from the unwashed 
clip to the scoured. fleece and finished noil, and eleven articles 
from the schedule of sundries, together with coffee, skins, and 
hides released from the possibility of customs exactions by the 
total sh pins of the reciprocity provision of the act of 1890. 

It will not escape notice in this connection that upon examina- 
tion of the list of articles thus transferred from the dutiable to 
the free list the interests of the farmer seem to have been se- 
lected for special assault and destruction, as nearly one-half of 
the items embraced in this proposed transfer are the fruits of 
domestic husbandry. Even the duty of 20 per cent ad volorem 
accorded the American farmer on his wheat, corn, rye, oats 
buckwheat, and their manufactures is to be removed, and all 
these products admitted free of duty fromany country extending 
like privileges to us. The way is thus open to the Canadian 
farmer to invade our markets at will. 

But let us look for a moment at the scope of this proposition 
asa whole. Of the class of articles thus proposed to be trans- 
ferred to the free list, there were impor into the United 
States during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, $50,933,409 
worth, upon which there was collected under existing law the 
sum of $13,789,022 of public revenue. The immediate effect of 
this proposition, therefore, if adopted, will be to open our mar- 
kets to the free importation of nearly 351,000,000 of foreign 

roducts, accompanied with the voluntary surrender of nearly 
$14,000,000 of annual revenue. 

It is a free donation to foreigners, at a time, too, when the 
Treasury of the United States is in pressing, need of increased 
resources. There is not initeven a suggestionof reciprocity b 
which some concessions might be secured for our surplus eol 
uctsin the markets of the nations thus favored with free en- 
trance into our own. It is a bald free-trade gift—the pries paid 
for a Democratic theory. 

Such a proposition would at any time arrest public attention, 
but to be made in the presence of a depleted Treasury, and with 
its Secretary asking to be clothed wi ower to issue bonds on 
which he may borrow money to meet the current expenses of 
the Government, is a ba see pa so startling as to challenge the 
credulity of mankind. {Prolonged applause on Republican side.] 
There is only one explanation possible, and that is found in the 
exclamation of an English statesman, It is free trade gone mad.” 
The present free list ought to be sufficient tosatisfy the demands 
of the most advanced free trader. The act of 1890 enlarged it to 
srt very limit of safety to American industries and American 

abor, 

The value of our free imports increased from $266,103,048 in 
1890 to $444,172,064 in 1893, while our dutiable imports fell off 
from $507,571,764 in 1890 to $400,282,519 in 1893. And yet it is 
pro to increase our free imports to more than $490,000,000, 
while reducing the dutiable to 8354, 000, 000. 

But, serious in its results as this proposition would seem to be, 
yet its far-reaching consequences can only appear when we con- 
sider the class of products to be accorded free entrance into our 
markets. Ifthe articles proposed to be transferred to the free 
list were exclusively of foreign production and therefore not to 
come in competition with American industries and American 
labor, no advocate of the American system would make com- 
plaint, however extended the catalogue, for it would be in har- 
mony with the theory of protection. 

But the one hundred and thirty-one articles proposed to be 


transferrea to the free list are not exclusively of foreign origin. 
They are of domestic production, built up and sustained by the 
investment pf American capital and the employment of Ameri- 
can labor. They are the products of our factories, our mines, 
our forests, our mills, our flocks and our fields, which you pro- 
pose thus to expose to the merciless and unrestrained assault of 
our foreign rivals. And to what end? That the manufacturers, 
forsooth, may have the advantage of free raw material.” 

Heretofore if there was any one class of our people the Demo- 
cratic party inveighed against more than another it was the 
manufacturer, but he has now, it seems, become the object of 
your deepest solicitude, while the humble laborer for whom you 
have professed so much anxiety in the past is abindoned to an 
oo battle with his foreign antagonists. The hardy miner 
the intelligent flock master and farmer, and all the producerso 
what you are pleased to call “raw materials,” are to ba forced 
to contend unaided with the cheapest labor on the globe that 
the manufacturer may enjoy the boon of free raw material.” 

Why should not the producers of raw material be accorded the 
same consideration as the manufacturer of that material into 
his finished product? Why should the miner in his perilous 
vocation be utterly abandoned, while the workers in the raw 
material which he produces are given some measure of con- 
sideration? Why should the farmer, having invested his all in 
fields and flocks, be forced into an unequal competition with 
Australia and South America, while the manufacturer of woolen 
fabrics secures some measure of protection? And in this con- 
nection it is but just to say that the woolen manufacturers as a 
body demand no such unjustifiable discrimination. 

But I notice every “ tariff reformer” urges free raw material 
as an indispensible adjunct to the consummation of his theory. 
There is method in his madness.” No one understands better 
than he that free raw mat rial will be swiftly followed by free 
manufactured goods. It will be protection for all or protection 
for none. [Applause.] When you force the producers of raw 
material into unrestrained competition with the world the manu- 
facturers of this raw material into the finished fabric will speedily 
share the same fate. 

How long do you suppose the wool-growers of this country will 
submit to bə taxed, as you are pleased to call it, on their woolen 

oods, after you have forced their wool onto the free list to the 

estruction of their flocks and their fortunes? Human nature is 
very much the same everywhere and the spirit of retaliation will 
find swift and terrible expression. When you have completed 
this proposed transfer it is the beginning of the end of the pro- 
tective system in the United States; and I apprehend it is the 
kiomietge of this fact which inspires the free trader of to-day 
with unflagging zeal in the advocacy of free raw material. 

Yet I confess that in the light of this measure it is somewhat 
difficult to understand the Democratic idea of raw material. 

For example, y put one class of clays on the free list, while 
another, adapted to the use of the same industry, is made duti- 
able. One would suppose that clay was about as raw” a ma- 
terial as could be imagined. Yet, while putting the clays of 
New Jersey on the free list, you impose a duty of $2 a ton on the 
clays of Florida, Georgia, and other Southern States. -One 
would surmise what was raw material in New Jersey would be 
„raw material“ in Florida. But it seems not. One would sup- 
pose that hoop iron would be the same, regardless of the uses to 
which it is applied. Not so. On the farmer's bucket it is taxed, 
around the planter’s cotton it is free. Washed wool and washed 
clay ought to hold the same place in Democratic philosophy. 
Yet the wool of the Northern farmer is raw material,” while 
the washed clay in the hands of the Southern producer is a highly 
finished product. It is useless, however, to attempt to extract 
from this bill the Democratic conception of raw material. The 
truth is, there is no such thing as raw material, except in nature's 
storehouse. 

The iron in the mountain, the coal in its native bed, the trees 
in the forest, the stone in the quarry—these are raw material in 
their natural condition, and untouched by the hand of labor 
wonld remain raw material forever and continue absolutely val- 
ueless. But when labor touches them and transforms them to 
the uses of mankind that moment they cease to be raw material 
and become the finished product of invested capital and ex- 
pended labor, You may continue to delude yourself with the 
theory that these things are raw material, but you will not de- 
ceive the intelligent 1 bor of thiscountry, through whose mighty 
energies they are produced. 

But let us go a step farther and consider the effect upon the 
industries involved before this proposed free listshall be enacted 
into law. The only reason assigned by the advocates of this 
measure in support of free raw material is that it will give 
cheaper raw material and so bring a resultant benefit to the 
consumers of the finished product into which such material en- 
ters. The whole argument proceeds and is grounded upon that 
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theory. The contention is that the manufacturer can secure 
his raw material, if free, cheaper elsewhere than in the United 
States. 

If it will not give him cheaper raw material, either by purchas- 
ing abroad or forcing our domestic producers down to the level 
of the world’s market, then this step is without rhyme or reason 
and the whole bill formed upon this assumption must be recast. 
That the manufacturer will secure his raw material, when free, 
in the cheapest market goes without saying, and it becomes im- 
portant to inquire, therefore, what effect free trade in raw ma- 
terial will have on domestic producers of the competing product. 


WOOL AND IRON ORE. 


Among the articles proposed to be transferred to the free list 
are wool and iron ore. en this shall have been consummated 
the manufacturer of woolen goods will surely secure his raw 
material in the cheapest market. He will draw his supply of 
wool from Australia, South America, Turkey, and South Africa, 
where lands are practically free and climatic conditions conduce 
to the cheapest production. The manufacturer of pig iron will 
turn to Spain, Cuba, England, and the world s sources of cheap- 
est supply for his iron ore. This will inevitably result in one 
of two things—the destruction of our flocks and the closing of 
our mines or the lowering of our conditions to the level of our 
foreign competitors. 

To this complexion we must come at last.” 

In the case of the American wool-grower it is not within his 
power to reach the conditions, if such a step was desirable, which 
would enable him to successfully compete with the foreign pro- 
ducer. High-priced lands, a rigorous climate; American wages 
and the cost of transportation, offer an irresistible barrier to the 
successful prosecution of this industry in the United States under 
free trade. 

How can our flock masters contend with Australia in an open 
market where 600,090,000 pounds of wool are produced annually 
from flocks grazing on lands which are rented for a penny an 
acre a year? Or with the 460,000,000 pounds of annual produc- 
tion in South America,where lands are ireeand labor commands 
only 8 cents a day? Or with Russia's 350,000,000 pounds pro- 
duced with l5cents daily labor? Or with South Africa, Turkey, 
and Asia, where 10 cents adap is the highest recompense awarded 
in this industry? 

Under free trade these countries could put their wool down 
in our markets at a price less than the cost of production here, 
and the consequence would be the complete destruction of this 
po and growing industry in the United States. This would 

attended with the sacrifice of 47,000,000 sheep, in which 2,000,- 
000 farmers have invested $100,000,000 in capital, and the aban- 
donment of extensive ranches with all their valuable improve- 
ments. Itis idle to contend that with free wool this 9 
could survive. 

Our farmers are too intelligent to be deceived, and they are 
already selling their flocks or driving them to the slaughter 
pen in the hope of saving something from the general wreck 
which is sure to follow. I regret that time and space forbid the 
presentation of protests in my hands, from thirty-four States 
and Territories, against the consummation of this atrocious out- 
rage, Let this would probably fall now upon deaf ears, but the 
time is not far distant when they will be heard. The gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] in his oe of yester- 
day, in advocacy of free wool, summoned to his support the 
statement of a Representative from the State of Texas, to the 
effect that the industry of wool-growing can be carried on as 
cheaply in that State as anywhere on the globe; and that free 
wool would not therefore be injurious to the flock masters of that 
State. Against this assertion I interpose a remonstrance fifty 
feet long from the citizens of Texas bearing eleven hundred sig- 
natures, in condemnation of the policy of free wool. Let this 
be your answer [unrolling the remonstrance]. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Turn to the iron industry: with free trade in iron ore howcan 
the American miner in Michigan and elsewhere in the United 
States successfully contend with the miners of England, Spain, 
Cuba, and the e countries of the old world? The 
average wages in the Lake Superior mining distriet for drillers 
or miners is $2.25 to $2.75 per day while the same class of la- 
borers in England receive $1.21 and in Spain only from 60 to 72 
cents per day. With us, common laborers receive from $1.60 to 
$2 a day, in England from 72 to 84 cents, and in Spain 36 to 60 
cents a day. Even the boys in the Lake Superior mines receive 
from $1 to $1.25 per day, while boys and women in England se- 
cure from 24 to 60 cents, and in Spain 24 to 36centsa day. It is 
in evidence before the Ways and Means Committee that the 

‘es of miners on Lake Superior are more than 3} times those 
of Bilbao, and more than double those in the Cleveland (English) 
district. With these conditions staring us in the face there is 
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no escape from the conclusion that with free iron ore we must 
either close our mines or reduce the cost of production to the 
lowest level of the world’s supply. 

But to cheapen production involves a reduction of wages to 
the level of Spanish and Cuban labor—a p: oposition repugnant 
to every instinct of American manhood and to be resisted, I 
trust, to the last, by the laboring people of this country through 
every legitimate instrumentality at their command. Al y 
the suggestion of free trade in iron ore has closed our mines, 
forced the miners out of employment, and driven a people who 
were never before dependent upon public charity to beggary 
and want. The good people of my State, in every town an 
hamlet, are already contributing to their necessities. 

I hold in my hand a memorial from the citizens of the city of 
Bessemer, in the State of Michigan, addressed to the President 
of the United States, setting forth the conditions of the miners 
in the upper peninsula, from which I desire to make some ex- 
tracts. 2 


Hon. Grover Cleveland, President of the United States: 


The citizens of the city of Bessemer, in the county of Gogebic and State 
of Michigan. regardless of party or political affiliations, in mee assem- 
bled, view with alarm the reported action of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee of Congress in reco: that iron ore be placed upon the free list, 
and respectfully submit for your consideration: 

That during the year 1892 the number of men directly employed in the 
mines of this county, in the mining of iron ore, was not less than 6,000, 
whose average wage-earning power were from $350.000 to $100,000 monthly. 

In addition there was expended by the mines monthly for mining-timber, 
wood, lagging, and . $150,000 to 8200. 000, which indirectly gave 
ences Ta Te to over one thousand additional workmen, and that the pros- 
perity of this county and its people is dependent almost wholly upon the 
prosperity of the fron industries. 

Owing to doubts, fears, and uncertainty as to the policy of the General 
Government relative to the protection of American industries and Ameri- 
can labor, and especially as to the reported intention to change existing - 
tariff schedules and class iron ore as raw material and place it upon the free 
list, every mine in this county has been closed down to await the settlement 
of tariff legislation, and that thousands of laborers have been thrown out of 
employment and are unable to obtain work at any price, and that much 
want and suffe: exists in this community in consequence. 

The only labor now ＋ in this county is that engaged in manning 

mines free from water, and that the wholonum- 


Thousands of men in this county, able and will to work, are unable to 
secure employment, are in actual want, and hund of honest and deserv- 
2 are in consequence obliged to ask public aid and subsist on 

c ý 
The e: itures for r in the county of Gogebic during the 

ear 188214 not exceed 810,00, and that the sz again pe ot eight months 

the present year have already exceeded $25,000, and that owing to the ap- 
proach of winter, and the destitution and want existing in this section, the 


mditures for r purposes must be greatly increased. 
wing to the calls, made upon it the funds of this coun, available for 
poor purposes, have been exhausted, and all funds available for other pur- 


poses have been applied to relieve want and suffer: among our people, 
and that the 5 is now empty and there will be no funds therein 
available for any purpose before March 1, 18%. 

To relieve the pressing necessities of the poor, orders are being issued by 
the commissioners, but that owing to there being no available funds to take 
up such orders, the same are becom: valueless, and that unless the mines 
resume work at an early date great suffering and distress will result. 

Investigation shows that there are in this city alone one hundred families, 
about five hundred persons, mostly women and children, dependent upon 

ublic charity and in need of immediate assistance in the shape of 

‘ood and clo’ to relieve their wants, and that the condition of aff: in 
other sections of the county is comparatively no better than the condition 
of affairs in this city. t 

The classing of iron ore as raw material and placing it upon the list of 
articles to be admitted free of duty will be destructive to the mining indus- 
tries of this section and the prosperity of our goonie, and we rie! jon gokart 
but none the less earnestiy, protest againstsuch contemplated on by the 
Administration and the present Congress, and urge not only that the pres- 
ent duty be retained, but increased as well, belie that such action would 
ee to the depressed industries of our section a return of its past pros- 


perity. 

We respectfully submit that iron ore in its natural state, and in place in 
the earth before human labor has been 3 Se it, is raw material, 
and its value is determined by the royalty demanded upon it by the owners 
of the soil, which on this range averages 35 cents per fon. The cost of a ton 
of iron ore delivered to the furnaces at Lake Erie points is $3.96. 

To which must be added the cost of superin ence and interest on the 
capital invested. And we protest against iron ore being classed as raw ma- 
terial when more than ten-elevenths of its value at the furnace, where it is 
a consists of the labor and cost of its production and transporta- 

on. 

The iron ore from our mines loaded for transportation to the furnace is 
the finished product of our people. The finished product of our mines is 
the raw material of the producers of pig iron, and what is the finished prod- 
uct. of one industry is ever the raw material of the next in the ascending 
seale of manufactures. 

Wesubmit that every article into which human labor has entered and has 
increased or multiplied its value, in order to render it available for the use 
of man, has to be raw material, and we demand, as a matter of sim- 
ple justice, that the product of American labor, whether in the forest or on 
the farm, in the factory, or in the deepness and darkness of the mine, shall 
be protected, to the end that the American markets be reserved for Ameri- 
can labor and be freed from competition for bare existence with the cheaper 
and de; ing conditions surrounding the labor of other lands. 

We refore sincerely but earnestly protest t iron ore being 
classed as raw material and placed among the list of articles admitted free 
of duty, and we ask. in the name of common humanity, in the name of our 
desolated homes and suffering poor, that this nation be not committed to a 
pog = must prove destructive alike to its industries and the prosperity 
0 people. 

It is a condition not a 8 that confronts us, and confronted by this 
condition, we respectfully that should you as Chief Executive feel 
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bound to recommend in our annual message the adoption of the tariff 
policy outlined by the Ways and Means Committee, that you submit this 
our respec but earnest protest against the adoption of such a policy to 
the Congress of the United States. : 

Such is the condition of labor ina single city in my State. I 
submit also the following protest from the board of supervisors 
of the county of Gogebic in contirmation of the foregoing me- 
morial: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

The board of supervisors of Gogebic County, State of Michigan, in regu- 
lar meeting assembled, at the court house of said county, 18th day of 
December, 1893, respectfully but most earnestly remonstrate against the re- 
ported intention of the House Committee on Ways and Means to class iron 
ore as a raw material and as such put it on the free list. 

Iron ore is the only product our people have to se of; its production 
employs our labor, supports our population, and tains our homes. In 
fact, without it this county aud the entire Gogeble range become waste and 
9 and its people must seek employment elsewhere. 

r people have invested their all. the accumulations of years of gaos er- 
ity, in the Gogebic iron range and its industries, and we submit * itis 
neither fair nor just to ruin a whole community in order that the consist- 
ency of a theory may be demonstrated. 


So long as other products are protected, we ask the sams treatment for 
ours, and we ask it as a matter of right. 
The condition of affairs in this county to-day is indeed appalling, and must 


appeal to every human heart at all sensitive to the promptings of justice. 
ix months ago there were employed in the mines of this county 5,000 men; 
to-day there is less than 500. 

The average wage then paid was 81.85 day; to-day the few employed 
are working for $1 and less, and thousands of men able and willing to work 
are unable to obtain my Oop venti even at the wages named. 

Our county tre empty, and poor orders to the amount of some 
815.000 outstanding and more accumulating every month. Taxes will not bo 

$ as our people have not the funds to pay with, and there are nownot 
ess than 5.000 in the county receiving public aid and en, gre at-for 
N on outside public charity, and the governor of this State has already 
in alf of our people by proclamation ed upon the charitable people of 

Michigan for assistance. 
means simply the 


The enforcement of your committee's propan lic 
33 this county, and the practica — — on. by destrüction. 


that our people have accumulated by economy and prudence during 
more prosperous es. 
We appeal to you, therefore, in the name of our constituents and in the 
name of our equal rights as American citizens, to stay this ill-advised un- 
king and let fron ore remain as it now stands—one of the products of 
American enterprise and labor—and as such entitled to equal treatment 
With every other American interest and industry. 


EFFECT ON OTHER INTERESTS. 

If the mere approach of free trade produces such appalling re- 
sults, who can depict the awful consequences when it shall take 
full possession of this industry. But thisisnotall. Dependent 
upon the successful operation of our mines there are other inter- 
ests of vast concern which under free trade will surely be jeop- 
ardized and destroyed. In the Lake Superior district alone 
$71,325,122 have been invested in mines; $10,885,665 in docks built 
and used exclusively for shipping ore; 832,014,594 have been ex- 
pended in the construction of railways leading from these mines 
to the docks; $29,933,107 have gone into transportation facilities 
on the Great Lakes: $12,392,880 into docke and equipments for 
receiving and distributing this ore on the ports of Lake Erie, and 
$26,343,617 invested in railways for conveying this ore from these 

rts to inland mills and furnaces, a grand total of 

182,894,985 of invested capital, all of which is to be imperiled 
or destroyed. The mines will become valueless, the railways 
abandoned, docks become useless, and our splendid lake trans- 
ports will rot at decaying wharves. 
EXTENT OF INTERESTS AFFECTED BY FRED LIST. 

Thus far I have confined my remarks to the probable effect 
upon only two of the industries, the products of which you pro- 
poes to transfer to the free list. Were it possible to consider in 

etail the entire catalogue of one hundred and thirty-one arti- 
cles with a view of ascertaining the extent of the interests in- 
volved and the prob ible effect of free trade on our domestic in- 
dustries and labor, I am sure even the authors of this measure 
would hesitate to consummate their desolating work. 

I beg leave to append to my remarks a statement from official 
sources of the capital invested, material used, labor employed, 
wages paid, and annual output.so far as attainable in the indus- 
— 6 Toe have determined to transfer from the dutiable to the 

t. 

An examination of this table will disclose the magnitude of 
the interests you propose to jeopardize. We of the minority 
intené to resist to the last this wanton destruction of American in- 
terests. We believe in the development of all our industrial re- 
sources to the fullest possible extent and to that end would ex- 
tend the same measure of 8 to the producers of raw 
material as to the workers in the more advanced product. 

We would not only be independent of foreigners for our man- 
ufactured goods, but for the raw material out of which they are 
fabricated. [Applause on the Republican side.] Ican conceive 
of no policy more detrimental to American manufacturers and 


American labor than the abandonment of the production so far 
as possible of our own raw material. Such a policy would not 


only drive labor from the largest field of its em: ent, but 
it would dry up one of the most bountiful 22 


sources of 
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wealth and reduce our manufacturing industries to complete de- 
pendence on foreign nations for the supply of their raw material. 

Such a result would ba disastrous even to the interests it is 
proposed to promote, for when we have. slaughteted our flocks, 
closed our mines, and wholly abandoned the production of our 
own raw material, the foreigner would take advantage of our 
helpless condition and impose upon us whatever burden his 
cupidity might suggest. We, therefore, would protect all in- 
terests, whether of the mine or the furnace, the field or the 
factory, to the end that all our people may receive profitable 
employment and the nation attaia its highest possible develop- 
ment. [Applause.] ; . 

THE SOUTH. 

And in this conneetion i can not refrain from expressing my 
amazement that you people of the South are so blind to your 
own interests as to cringe b»neath the party lash and give this 
measure your support. A bountiful Providence has placed 
within your reach an inexhaustible supply of raw material which 
needs only to be utilized to give you an industrial impetus and 
development which would be the marvel of the age. Your 
mountains are bursting with iron and coal, your forests unex- 
plored invite to new fields of unmeasured wealth, and how long 
will you be content to stumble over these natural gifts that you 
may do homage toa theory which,if it ever had any place in 
83 affairs, belongs to other conditions and to another gen- 
eration. 

Lat me implore you to turn your backs on the dead past and 
face the future. Place yourselves abreast with the spirit of 
the age by laying hold of the mighty possibilities within your 
grasp, and so aid in securing the highest prosperity of your peo- 

le and the industrial advancement of our common country. 
PA pplause.] is 

But not content with giving the freedom of our markets to the 
individual importer, you further provide that All articles im- 
ported by the United States shall come in free of duty.” In the 
act of 1830 this provision was eliminated from the law for the 
reason it was found to be a fruitful source of fraud on the reye- 
nues, 

It was under such a provision as this that a single party was 
able to underbid and drive all others from the field of domestic 
competition and secure Government contruets for furnishing 
plate glass for public buildings and succeeded in defrauding the 
Government out of more than a million dollars of revenus. 
Under this provision the United States can purchase abroad and 
bring in free of duty clothing and equipments for its Army and 
Navy, all supplies for its hospital and Indian service, and every- 
thing which it may require in the vast range of its necessities. 
And so the American manufacturer is practically excluded from 
competing for any contract for supplies to be furnished his own 
Government. 4 

By these means you propose to enlist the Government itself 
among the forees hostile to the development and maintenance 
of domestic manufactures. The Government is to be permitted 
to use the people's money tocripple and destroy the industries of 
its own citizens. It is no answer to say that for the Govern- 
ment to pay duties on its own imports oot taking money 
out of the Treisury with one hand and returning it with the 
other, and-therefore a mere matter of bookkeeping. 

While this is true when the Government purchases abroad, 
yet it can avoid that idle ceremony by simply buying at home, 
and thereby sustain and promote itsown industrial growth. No 
government ought to exact of the citizen what it is not willing 
to accept for its2lf. But this provision will undoubtedly be re- 
tained, because it is in harmony with the policy of free trade. 
It is only another weapon in the hands of an unfriendly Admin- 
istration with which to eripple and destroy domestic industries. 

Rut passing from the consideration of the free list to the duti- 
able schedules, we find here the same spirit of hostility mani- 
fested in every provision. There is not a schedule in which 
there are not some industries which will be imperiled by the 
ry ofits bill—many will be utt rly destroyed. On the other 

and if there isany provision in this billwhich will stimulate a 
single domestic industry or give increased employment to labor 
it has not been pointed out. The measure as awhole looks only 
to lessened industries and lower wages. 

It ought to be entitled A bill to lessen the revenue, destroy 
American industries, and pauperize American labor.” The ma- 
jority seem to have been actuated only by the desire to lower 
duties all along the line, re less of the co uences to 
American industries or American labor. And in this connec- 
tion it is noticeable that not a line in it is responsive to the pub- 
lic hearings had before the Committee on Ways and Means. 
You were admonished that our chemical industry Is one to be 
encouraged ”—you have seriously depressed it. 

You were advised by the workers in pottery that with lower 
duties they could not compete with the labor of Germany 
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and England, and they implored you! for the sake of the hun- 
dreds oi idle potters who are now walking the streets, for the 
sake of our wives and children, we implore you not to reduce the 
tari ”—you wholly disregarded their appeal. The workers in 

lass urged a tariff sufficient to cover the difference in cost of 

bor and material between the United States and those compet- 
ing foreign countries whose labor and material cost less vou 
have denied their request. 

The workers in metals from the crudest form to the most highly 
finished product besought you with united voice to continue pro- 
tection and so aid them in securing good wages and maintaining 
the American standard of labor—you turned a deaf ear to their 
entreaties. The woolen and cotton manufacturers pointed out 
the disastrous consequences of the step you have taken in this 
bill- you declined to heed their admonitions. 

The agriculturists asked to be protected in their flocks and the 


products of their farms. You slaughtered their interests with-. 


out merey. I repeat, therefore, the hearings might as well never 
have taken placa so far as any seeming effect was produced on 
the majority of the committee. What secret advices you ma, 

have had in framing this bill will probably never be disclosed, 
but that they were from sourtes unfriendly to American inter- 
estscan not,in the light of this measure, be seriously questioned 


or denied. 
___BEFECT OF LOWERING DUTIES. 

As to the general effect on our industries should this measure 
be enacted into law there is no room for doubt. That it will 
stimulate importations to the detriment of American industries 
and American labor will not be controverted. Even existing 
rates, in many instances, have not been sufficient to restrain in- 
jurious foreign competition. 

In spite of our e forts to foster and protect our pottery indus- 
tries, importations have steadily increased from $4,954,813 in 
1884 to $9,529,431 in 1893. If under the present rate of duty 
there was imported into this country in 1883 $9,529,431 worth of 
foreign pottery, what will be the volume of importations when 
your reduce duties from 55 and 60 per cent to 35 and 45 per cen 
coupled with the exclusion from duties of the outside coverings 
It is stated that 7,500 crates of English crockery are now await- 
ing the passage of this bill to be shipped into our market. 

it $9,000,000 worth of pocket cutlery was imported into the 
United States last year under an ad valorem duty ranging from 
63 to 95 per cent, who can calculate the value of importations 
under the proposed rate of 45 per cent? If $17,470,178 of chem- 
ical products were imported into this country in 1892, undera 
duty of 32 per cent, what will be the value of the importations 
under a duty of 25 per cent? If crockery, glassware, and articles 
in Schedule B came into this country to the amount of $22,329,305 
in 1892, under a 50 per cent duty, what will be the importations 
under a duty of 33 per cent? t 

If the importations of metals in 1892 aggregated $38,288,459 
worth under a 53 per cent, what will be the importations under 
u duty of 32 per cent? If $30,514,607 worth of agricultural prod- 
ucts found a market in this country in 1892 under 32 per cent 
duty, what will be the volume of importations under a duty of 
22 per cent? If in 1892 there came into this country of cotton 
manufactures $17,052,525 worth under a 55 per cent duty, what 
will be the importations under #38 per cent duty? If $33,061,565 
worth of flax, hemp, jute, and the articles enumerated in Sched- 
ule J came into this market in 1892 under a 44 per cent daty, 
what will be the importations under a 32 per cent duty? If 
$35,792,973 worth of wool and woolen manufactures came in 1892 
under an average duty of 95 per cent, what will be the importa- 
tions under a duty of 39 per cent? : 

It is beyond question that under such a radical reduction of 
rates importation will be enormously increased to the serious 
detriment of domestic industries and domestic labor. 

There will be, too, no compensatory advantage to the Gov- 
ernment, for it is susceptible of demonstration that in many in- 
stances the revenue derived under this bill, ifthe entire demand 
for the home consumption wus supplied from abroad, would be 
less than under existing law. 

T shall not pause to call attention to the many incongruitiesin 
this bill. The committee may be able to explain why pig iron 
is taxed, and cotton ties are free. Why the Northern farmer, 
with harvest labor at 82 à d y, is allowed 20 per cent on his wheat, 
and the rice producer of the South, with 75 cents day labor, se- 
cures 71 per cent. 

Why tallow, wool-grease,and degras are made free as tanners’ 
materials, while the sumac of Virginia and North Carolina, 
used for the same purpose, is protected. Why the farmers’ po- 


tatoes secure only 10 per cent consideration, while peanuts of 
Virginia grow in security behind a Chinese wall of 35 per cent. 
Why in many instances the duty on the finished article is less, 
or no more than on the articles entering into its manufacture. 
But I can not pursue this inquiry. There is one criticism I would 


not venture to make, but as it comes from one of your own 
organs, the Troy Daily Times, I venture to ask the Clerk to 
the following: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[Troy Daily Times, December 16, 1893.] 

There are many evidences that the subcommittee which brought forth the 
Wilson bill are tyros in tariff tinkering. Section 273 of the measure as first 
published reads as follows: ‘Collars and cuffs and shirts and all articles of 
wearing apparel of every description not specially provided for in this ac 
composed wholly or in part of linen, and linen hydraulic hose, 35 per cent 
valorem.” The committee must have imagined that hydraulic hose related 
to some form of stockings designed to prevent wet feet. The attention of 
the tariff smashers is respectfully called to the favt that hydraulic hose is 
only another name for a certain kind of fire hose, not that of a variety of 
8 


[Troy Daily Times, December 18, 1893.] 
nrg 1 a ynsan bill harag classified oe hose, which is 
C. vi nguis D. W. parel, 
no doubt ‘will vemods] . — — om 8 include TAKANA 
rams and spinning-mules in the live-stock schedule. 
Great laughter and applause.] 
r. BURROWS. I have only to say that the bill as a whole 
is as unscientific as it is un-American. 

But the most startling feature connected with and running 
through the entire dutiable schedules is the general substitution 
of ad valorem for specific rates. Under existing law, duties are 
imposed wherever possible by the yard, pound, or quantity and 
not according to value. The object of this was to avoid under- 
valuations and insure an honest collection of the revenues. It 
was to protect not only the revenues of the Government but our 
domestic manufactures as well. In the committee s bill this pol- 
icy is abandoned, and five hundred specific rates have been 
changed to ad valorem. If anything was needed in addition to 
lowered duties to complete the destruction of our protective 
system, it is supplied by the substitution of ad valorem for spe- 
cific rates. Under such a policy, coupled with the reductions 
proposed, revenue and domestic industries will alike diminish, 
and the latter in many instances disappear. 

The reason assigned for this step by the learned chairman of 
the committee in his advance pronunciamento announcing the 
completion of the com mittee’s labors, is that specific duties fre- 
quently conceal a rate of taxation too enormous to be submitted 
to if expressed in ad valorem terms,” and then cites as an ex- 
ample “ the duty of 8 cents on 100 pounds of salt, which amounts 
to 89 per cent on ‘a common necessity of life.“ The consumer 
of salt does not realize the heavy tribute he is forced to pay of 
one-twelfth of a cent a pound on this common necessity of life ” 
and only appreciates the enormity of the outrage whenadvised it 
is over 80 per cent ad valorem. [Laughter.] Can it be possible 
that for the purpose of continuing this deception the committee 
retain a specific duty of 14 cents per pound on rice that the con- 
sumer of this common neressity of life ” may remain ignorant of 
the fact that he is bearing a burden of 7 per cent? Butitisurged 
as a further objection tospecificrates, that they operate unequal! 
on the consumers of cheapergoods. But it must be remembe 
that on all the cheaper class of fabrics it is a matter of compara- 
tive indifference whether the rate is specific or ad valorem, as 
domestic competition has reduced the price of such articles in 
many cases to the consumer even below the duty itself. 

Furthermore, specific duties serve to keep out of our markets 
cheap a lulterated fabrics which are practically worthless to the 
pure r, and insure a better grade of goods for the poor and 
rich alike. It is a matter of surprise that the chairman should 
have the courage to further state that ‘‘ specific duties lead to 
greater frauds in administration, for counting and weighing at 
the custom-houses are done by the cheapest and most easily cor- 
rupted labor.” 

may be permitted tosay, in this connection, it will bearevela- 
tion to the laboring people of the country that in the opinion of 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means they are as 
aclass more easily corrupted than their more fortunate brethren. 
But when the chairman states that specilic duties lead to greater 
frauds in administration.” he flies in the face of a current of 
authority which he cin not successfully resist. Tae method of 
levying duties has been the subject of thorough and repeated in- 
vestigation, and it is not too much to say thatad valorem duties 
are condemned by the almost unanimous verdict of those whose 
opinions are entitled to respectful consideration. I invoke the 
judgment of every Secretary of the Treasury investigating the 
subject, from Hamilton to Manning, in refutationof the position 
assumed by the majority. $ 

In 1795 Secretary Hamilton reports to the House of Represent- 
atives that by existing laws about one-third of the duties was 
derived from articles rated ad valorem, and adds: 


In other nations, experience has led to contract more and more the num- 
der of articles rated ad valorem, and, of course. to extend the number of 
those rated specifically; that is, according to weight, measure, or other rules 
of quantity. The reason of this is obvious; it is to guard agaist evasions, 
which intatiibiy happens in a greater or loss degroe when duties are high. 
It is needless to repeat that this will contribute as much to the interest of 
the fair trader as to that of the revenue. 
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Secretary Gallatin, reporting to the Senate in 1801, said: 


In order to guard as far as possible against the value of goods being un- 
derrated in tine invoices, it would be eligible to lay specific duties on all such 
articles now paying duties ad valorem as may be susceptible of that altera- 


tion. 

Secretary Dallas, reporting to the House of Representatives 
in 1816, says: 

Articles imported to a great amount should rather be charged with specific 


duties upon their weight and measure, in order to against evasions 
and frauds, than with ad valorem duties on their value. 


Secretary Crawford, in 1817, said: 


Itis certainly prudent to diminish as far as practicable the list of articles 
paying ad valorem duties. 

Secretary Meredith, in his report of December 3, 1849, says: 

I propose a return to the system of specific duties on articles on which 
they can be conveniently laid. The effects of the present ad valorem system 
are twofold, viz, on the revenue and on our own productions. Experience 
has, I think, demonstrated that, looking exclusively to the revenue, a spe- 
cific duty is more easily assessed, more favorable to commerce, more equal, 
and less exposed to frauds than any other system. Thissystem obviates the 
difficulties and controversies which attend an a ment of the foreign 
market value of each invoice, and it im an equal duty on equal quan- 
tities of the same commodity. Under the ad valorem system of the 
same kind and quality, and between which there cun not be a difference in 
value in the same market at any given time, nevertheless may often pay dit- 
ferent amounts of duty. Thus the hazards of trade are unnecessarily in- 


creased. 

As the standard of value at every pe must at last depend upon the aver- 
age of the invoices that are passed there, every successful attempt at under- 
valuation renders more easy all that follow it. The consequences are, not 
only that the revenue suffers, that a certain sum is in effect annually given 
by the public among dishonestimporters as a premium for their dishonesty, 
but that fair American svar peeks may be gradually driven out of the busi- 
ness and their places supplied by unknown and uncrupulous foreign adven- 
turers. 

It will be remembered that this report of Secretary Meredith 
was made after the tariff of 1846 had been in operation three 
years—a tariff which eliminated all specific duties and embraced 
only ad valorems. And yet the committee has the hardihood to 
assert in its report— 


Under the tariff from 1846 to 1861 this system was again tried and proved 
to be as successful in administration as it was just in principle. 


The effect of ad valorem duties was made the subject of spe- 
cial inquiry by Secretary Meredith by calling upon custom offi- 
cers throughout the United States to report the practical open 
ation of ad valorem duties as provided for under the act of 1846. 
The report of the Secretary was based on the replies received 
from these official sources and they were practically unanimous 
in condemnation of the ad valorem system, both in its admin- 
istration ” and in.‘‘ principle.” 

The collector at New Orleans said, among other things: 

There is no doubt that if the subject were referred to practical business 
men, to our merchants, and to those whose duties it is to administrate the 
law, the officers of the customs, it would be decided with singular unanimin- 
ity that the ad valorem sys.em is defective and that it works injuriously to 
public as well as to private interests. esi he 


The theory may be perfect, but its successful operation is impracti 


consequence of universal and permanent objection—the fallibility of human 
1 t and the corruption of the human heart. The present system 
Yielding provection when it is not wanted, and denying protection when it is 


most needed, is of all systems the most tantalizing, deceptive, and ous. 


The customs official at the port of New York said: 


The effect of abolishing specific duties has been to inundate our markets 
with merchandise of very inferior quality in addition to the incentive of low 
valuations. The effect produced upon the business of American merchants 
by the universal system of ad valorem duties has been à v. largely in- 
creased ratio of importations by foreigners over Americans owing to the in- 
creased facilities for undervaluations of ad valorem duties and the low esti- 
mate of the solemnity of the custom-house oaths entertained among 
merchants in many foreign countries. i 

Not only officials, but leading business men everywhere through- 
out the country condemn the system of ad valorems with prac- 
tical unanimity. 

The following is taken from a statement of a business man in 
Boston: 

In regard to the effect upon the business of American merchants engaged 
in the importations of foreign goods, the effect is to destroy the American 
importer and to turn the whole business of import into the hands of 
foreigners. The experience of the past three years has shown that the busi- 
ness of importing has increased in the hands of foreigners immensely, and 
in the hands of American merchants has diminished very greatly,so that the 
whole business of the country under the present ad valorem system will soon 
fall into the hands of the fraudulent foreigners, and the American merchant 
will be thrown out of his honest and legitimate calling. The present tariff 
discriminates in favor of the foreigner, and again the American has been 
where there is no fraud. 

These and many other citations might be made from the re- 
rts of officials and business men showing the universal condem- 
nation of the ad valorem system. It is a notorious fact that under 
that system, embodied in the tariff of 1846, every American im- 
porter of wines in the city of New Orleans except two, in three 
8 completely driven out of business by foreigners. And 
t was officially declared that three-fourths of the business of im- 
porting in the city of New York under the tariff of 1846 and by 
the system of ad valorem rates had been turned over to foreign- 
ers. How the committee, in the face of this recorded evidence 
against the ad valorem system after three years of trial, could 
have the effrontery to declare that its operation had been ‘‘suc- 


cessful in administration as it was 
man comprehension. 

Secretary Bristow, in his annual report for 1876, said: : 

Another remedy, and the most effective which could be adopted for cor- 
recting the evils of the appraisement system, is the substitution, so far as 
n of o tox ad valorem duties. The entire process of ascertain- 

g duties would be more simple, certain, and safe. Opportunities for col- 
lusive undervaluation would be Een lessened, and if errors were com- 
mitted they could not, as to specific rates and amounts. be accounted for ex- 
cept upon the supposition of culpable negligence or actual fraud; whereas, 
in res to ad valorem duties, an error of judgment may readily be as- 
signed as a sufficient explanation. 


Secretary Sherman, in his report to Congress for 1878, made 
the following suggestions: 

As a rule, specific duties are to be preferred to either ad valorem or com- 
pound rates, and in any future revision of the tariff it is hoped that Con- 


8 give preference to this system of imposing duties as far as prac- 


During the Administration of President Arthur steps were 
taken to ascertain through our consuls abroad and by means of 
special agents of the Treasury the extent of the frauds practiced 
on our revenues, and Secretary Folger in submitting his report 
of March 28, 1884, with accompanying documents, said: 


These papas seom to furnish conclusive evidence of general and extensive 
undervaluation of imported merchandise subject to ad valorem duties. Be- 
sides the serious loss to the revenue consequent upon undervaluation as in 
dicated in these reports, the practice has a demoralizing inttuence upon our 
trade with other countries. The lack of safe grounds against it offers a 
premium to dishonesty and makes it impossible for an honorable manufac- 
turer or dealer in Europe to compete with his less conscientious rival for the 
American trade, and the honest American is precluded from importing lines 
of goods thus undervalued. 


can not refrain in this connection from making some quota- 
tions from these reports which form the basis of the Secretary’s 
suggestions. 

George C. Tichenor, one of the most accomplished and trust- 
worthy special agents ever connected with the Treasury De- 
partment, said: 

An English gentleman connected with one of the largest silk houses in the 
United tagdor informed me that one of the most 3 and reputable 
manufacturers of silks in the Zurich district informed him that he con- 
signed all his products for the American market to a commission house at 
New York, and that his consular invoices were uniformly undervalued, gen- 
erally at 20 per cent. He justified his actions as follows: First. That the 
United States tariff was uitous and contrary to public policy and inter- 
national comity. Second. He could not ship to the Uni States if he de- 
clared his goods at their true value. Third. It had become an established 
custom both at Zurich and Lyons. Fourth. He had to calculate upon some 
paa debts and losses in the United States. 

m 


just in principle” is past hu- 


the competition in t 
had become arace amongst them, in which the New York commission agents 
were the greatest winners. The undervaluation of silks at Zurich is not 
alone in invoicing the goods at prices below their true market value, but it 
is quite a common tice to make deductions also from such prices in the 
form of ‘ allowances” for pretended defects or imperfections in the goods 
under such designations as “imperfect,” „ defective,” light. spotted,” 
“soft,” * streaked,” “uneven,” “ wrinkled,” „ bad,“ “ dirt * ete. 

These reports abundantly show that the ingenuity and depravity alike of 
the Old World and our own have been ceaselessly employed in devising means 
and 8 for defrauding our revenues and e our customs 
laws. There is scarcely any kind or description of merchan subject to 
ad valorem duty, imported into this country from beyond the seas but has 
been or is undervalued more or less. 

I merely state a fact known-to most merchants and tourists who have 
visited continental Europe of late years that the practice of undervaluin 
has become so common and universal there that even the shopkeepers an 
small 8 voluntarily tender American buyers, of small or large 
articles, invoices specially made for the customs.“ Numerous instances 
of the kind came directly under my observation, and I was told that in most 
cases the 5 accepted such invoices most cheerfully, and at times 
requested them. 

ere are in this country, largely at New York, an army of commission 
agents, who, in order to secure business, advise and urge foreign manu- 
facturers to undervalue their consignments to them, as they make advances 
generally on such basis. In a large number of case; the goods are de- 
clared for duty” at and below the bare cost of manufacture, and the com- 
mission agent, who can make suca returns of sales as pleases him is en- 
abled through dishonesty to profit both from the consignor and the revenues. 

While the old ad valorem system ap most equitable and just, all ex- 

rience has shown that under it the dishonest importers prosper, while the 

onest ones and the revenues suffer, and it has proved to be most expensive 

to theGovernment and people and vexatious and demoralizing to customs 
officers and employés. 


I do not hesitate to say that I am entirely convinced that the 
only safe and sure remedy for undervaluation, in all its forms, is 
specific duties, and I believe that after careful consideration and 
preparation on the part of those charged with the revision of our 
tariff the same will be found applicable to most articles of im- 
port. Speaking of the French tariff, he says: 


It is known that this system was substituted for the ad valorem my AE as 
a protective measure, and it is a significant fact that, pending the late pro- 
tracted negotiations between the English and French Governments con- 
cerning an international commercial Lin A the French manufacturers, 
particularly those in the district of Roubaix, made public remonstrance 
against any concession in the direction of ad valorem duties, or departure 


from the specific system, as to textile fabrics or tissues, urging as a reason 
that English goods would come in undervalued as much, they said, as 30 per 
cent. Lapprehend they reasoned from experience and practice. 

Mr. Mason, our consul at Basle, under date of February 5, 
1884, said: 

The undervaluations and other irregularities by which the United States 
revenues have been, particularly since 1874, systematically detrauded, and 
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the 8 intention of the tariff laws to a greater or less degree neu- 
may be traced to various causes, among which are: 

1. Excess of production in Europe and the co uent eagerness of manu- 
facturers fo pour into the American market everyt that they find super- 
fiuous here. In the ribbon manufacture, for example, factories are often 
run at their full capacity during the dull season of the year, and the super- 
fiuous product thus uced is consigned to the United States at the bare 
cost of production or less, where, if it is admitted at the declared prices, it 
undersells and destroys the market for all similar goods imported by actual 

hasers at real market valuef. 

According to European theories Americais the t national producer of 
food and raw materials and the great consumer of manufactured products. 
Thatt e people of the United States should produce and export a large sur- 
plus of b tuts, cotton, meat, an pene eum is well enough (except as 

pork), but that they should t upon manufacturing silks, watches, 
and other products of skille 1 labor at homs and even hope to export their 
surplus of such manufactures, is regarded as an audacious violation of the 
natural laws of production and consumption. The United States duty laws 
become, therefore, to many European eyes, a false and unjustifiable barrier 
to international commerce, to evade which involves no violation of con- 
science or moral reproach. 

There are exporters in Europe who would scorn a dishonest act toward 
an individual, who would redsem their unwritten promise with their last 
franc, but who sign their names to undervalued invoices for America with- 
out a twinge of conscience oc regret unless the false declaration is subse- 
quently detected and punished. 


Mr. Mason then makes a series of suggestions to remedy these 
frauds upon our revenue, and the first suggestion is as follows: 
The substitution, wherever possible, of specific for ad valorem duties. 


Mr. Shaw, our consul at Manchester, in hisoreport of Febru- 
ary, 1884, said: 

The chief difficulty which consular officers on one side of the line and ap- 

on ers on the other have to contend with in arriving at the dutia- 

e value is found in that large class of merchandise upon which ad valorem 
duties are levied. 

As a rule, specific duties on all articles are and fairly collected. 
There is generally little chance of evading payment in these cases. 

The great trouble—the ever-pressing struggie—arises over the long and 
varied listofarticles upon which ad valorem duties are imposed. These cause 
consular and appraising officers and the Treasury authorities endless anxiety. 
The perplexities surrounding and incident to the fair collection of this class 
of duties are vast; and those who know about the constant and ingenious 
shifts resorted to by importers to evade payment of just dues on the one 
hand. and how extremely difficult it is to detect such devices and under- 
valuations on the other, are surprised that our duties are as well collected 
as they are at present. 


But even the opinions of Secretary Manning seem to have been 
wholly overlooked or disregarded, who while Secretary of the 
Treasury addressed a series of twenty-four inquires to the cus- 
toms officers of the United States, at all of the important ports of 
entry, among which was the following, 


Woulda 335 ad valorem to specific rates be a benefit to the reve- 
nue and help to h a tendency to bribery, providing the existing quan- 
tity of duty is to be levied in the future, and could s c rates be applied 
to all textile fabrics? 


The answer to these interrogatories are embraced in a volume 
of nearly a thousand pages, and are substantially unanimous in 
opposition to ad valorem and in favor of specific duties. I can 
not refrain from a single quotation from one of these replies from 
James D. Power, a special agent of the Treasury: 


Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and opportunities for fraud 
which can not be guarded against, even by the most rigii rules and vigilant 
watchfulness. The assessment of values under this system is based upon 
expert wap tenn of values, the most uncertain and arbitrary method that 
could be devised. Under the ad valorem system fraud has prospered and 
demoralized the importing trade, which has passed from the hands of Ameri- 
can citizens into the control of men who have taken advantage of our h 
oa duties to enrich themselves at the expense of the revenue and the 
ruined trade of the American wholesale rms. 

Fraud of this nature is dificult to detect dnd more difficult still to establish. 
In the absence of 1 it resolves itself into a mere difference 
of opinion between experts; and the owner of the suspected goods can at all 
times procure experts who will maintain the correctness of his invoice 
prices, or he may select an easier and more convincing and efficacious line 
of defense by uring affidavits from his buyer or partner abroad to the 
effect that the invoice cost was the actual price paid for the 

While fraud may be perpetrated under the system of specific rates by re- 
turn of false weights and measures aud by false classification, the officer 
lending himself to such fraud exposes himself to risks, sure in the end to 
lead to discovery, discharge from the service, and the prosecution under the 
law, because false weights and measures and false classifications can not, as 
in the case of undervaluation, be sheltered by the specious claim of mis- 
taken judgment. 


Secretary Manning, in making his report of December 7, 1885, 
based on these responses, said: 


It is desirable that in revising and reducing rates of duty they should be 
made specitic instead of ad valorem so far as the nature of the merchandise 
will admit. Theoretically considered, ad valorem are preferable to specific 
duties; but in practice, under such rates as we have had and must continue 
to have for years to come, the former are the too easy source of deception 
and inequality at the custom-house. Congress has it in its power to change 
from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates so as to meet any 
permanent changes in values. 


Secretary Manning summed up the whole matter as follows: 


One hears it often said that if our advalorem rates did not exceed 25 per 
cent or 3) per cent, undervaluations and temptations to undervaluations 
would disappear; but the records of the Department for 1817. 1840, and 1857 
do not uphold that conclusion. Whatever successful contrivances are in 
0 tion to-day to evade the revenue by false invoices, or by undervalua- 
tions, or by any other means, under an ad valorem system, will not cease 
even if the ad valorem rates shall have been largely reduced. They are in- 
contestibiy, they are even notoriously inherent in that system. 


In view of this overwhelming testimony it is purile to con- 
tend in favor of the superiority of ad valorem over specific rates. 


Against the opinions of the mere theorists of to-day, I interpose 
the substantial judgment of practical business men, experienced 
officials, and the practic» of the mostenlightened nations on the 
globe. In all continental nations excepting the Netherlands 
ad valorem tariffs have been substantially discarded. France, 
Germany, Austria, Hungary, Italy, Sweden and Norway, Rus- 
sia, Switzerland, Belgium, Portugal, and Spain, as the result of 
long experience with both systems, have settled down to the col- 
lection of their custom revenues almost wholly toasp2cific basis. 
It is more than folly, therefore, to attempt to foist upon this 
country a system condemned bya century of our own history and 
the experience of the leading European nitizns. 

It is not surprising, however, that the pariy of free trade in 
the United States should make this method of levying duties the 
le iding feature of its pu, It is a fit accompaniment to this 
bill. It removes the last safeguard to American industries and 
strikes down the last hope for our protective system. If there 
was nothing else in this measure deserving public condemna- 
tion, this alone ought to be sufficient to insure its overwhelm- 

defeat. 

ut the members of the majority seek to secura panio ap- 
provalfor the destructionof specific duties by pluming themseives 
with a show of lessened ad valorems, hoping thereby to divert 
public attention and secure popular applause. 

Thə gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] in com- 
menting upon high ad valorems under existing law made an 
exhibit of two pieces of cloth, suited, as he declared, to the uses 
of our laboring people, upon which there was a duty of from 200 
to 300 per cent. N the courtesy of the gentleman I have 
those identical samples before me. Here they are. A laboring 
man would be ashamed to wear either. What are they? One 
is a plush with cotton back and warp, and a filling of mohair 
waste, while the other has the additional adornment of cows’ 
hair. There is not an ounce of wool in either. We placed a 
high duty on this stuff for the very purpose of keeping it out of 
our market, and saving our laboring ple from being imposed 
upon with these cheap fabrics. [Applause.] Having driven our 
workmen out of employment by your free-trade policy, you now 
offer them the consolation of lower ad valorams on clothing of 
cotton and cows’ hair. 

When commenting on high ad valorem on crockery, the gen- 
tleman omitted to state that a toilet set of twelve pieces, which 
in 1878 cost $13.25, can be had now for $4; that a tea set of fifty- 
six pieces, decorated, which cost in 1878 $11.75, costs now but $3, 
and that a decorated dinner set of one hundred and twenty-five 
pieces, which cost in 1878 $46.70, can now be secured, after fif- 
teen years of high advalorems on crockery, for $13. 

Let me say to the gentleman that the masses of the people, 
however, at this time are not specially enthusiastic over the 
prosper of lower ad valorems. Our workmen are notsearching 
or low ad valorems, but for employment. Shivering by desolate 
hearths over the expiring embers of the last handful of coal, they 
are not solicitous about ad valorems, but fuel. 

Starving families clutching for the last morsel of food, can 
not be lull d into forgetfulness of present missry by the announce- 
ment of lower ad valorems on the necessities of life. Tramping 
the streets, out of employment, receiving alms, lower ad valor- 
ems will not heal the wounded pride of the brave men who never 
before were dependent on public charity. The laboring people 
of this country ask not lower ad valorems, but work. They pre- 
fer high ad valorems, constant emoloyment, and abundant wages, 
to low ad valorems, idleness, and want. |Applause.] 

But why press this issue of free trade? It has been repeat- 
edly tried in this country, and has always been with the same 
disastrous consequences. It was tested most fully under the old 
confederation, and the flood of foreign importations not only 
swept away our manufactures, but the very foundations of that 
government. It was resorted to again in 1816 and with the same 
disastrous consequences; again in 1832, and the recollection of 
the panic and desolation of 1837 is still within the memory of liv- 
ing men. Weagainentered an this destructive policy in 1815 and 
1857, and it culminated in individual and national bankruptcy. 
Yet the committee extol the tariff of 1846 and 1857 and make 
the astounding declaration that During a period of fifteen years 
of low tariff, from 1846 to 1861, there was a healthy and harmo- 
nious growth of agriculture and all the other great industries 
of the country.” An army of living witnesses could be o illed to 
refute this assertion. The history of that period will not sustain 
that declaration. Under the operation of these tariffs, industries 
declined, public revenues fell off, labor was forced out of employ- 
ment, and general disaster and ruin was visited upon our people. 
A single quotation from the New York Tribune of January 15, 
1855, will serve to show the deplorable condition of the single 
city of New York. 


Go and see thousands, men ani women, boys and girls, old and young. 
black and white, of all nations. crowding and jostiing each other, almost 
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fighting for a first chance, acting more like hungry wolves than human be- 


ings, in a land of plenty. waiting until the food is ready for distribution. 

Such a scene may be Seen every day between 11 and 2 o'clock around the 

corner of Orange and Chatham strests, whsre charity gives a dinner to the 

2 and soup and braai to others to carry to their miserable families. 

© cry of hard times reaches us from every part of the country. The 

making of roads is stopped, factories are cl and houses and ships are no 
longer being bulit. 

Factory hands, roai-makers, carpenters, bricklayers, and laborers are 
idle. an | paralysis is rapidly embracing every pursuit in the country. The 
cause of all this stoppage of circulation is to bə found in the steady outflow 
of gold to pay foreign laborers for ths cloth, the shoes, ths iron, and other 
things that could bs produced by American labor, but which can not beso 
produced under our present revenue system. 

It is an uncontrovertible fact that during a period of thirteen 
years, from 1848 to 1860, covering almost the entire era under the 
tariffs of 1846 and 1857, that the balance of trade against this 
country aggregated more than four hundred and twenty mil- 
lions, and that exports of gold for the same period exceeded our 
imports by more than four hundred and thirty millions.- And 
that while in 1850 our imported merchandise amounted to only 
one hundred and sixty-four millions, yet in 1857 it reached the 
enormous sum of three hundred and thirty-three millions. And 
though our imports increased, our public revenues declined. 
Our warehouses were full of goods which importers declined to 
take from bond either because they were unable to pay the duties 
or there was no demand for their consumption. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, Howell Cobb, in his annual re- 

rts for 1857, 1858, and 1859, while extolling the system of free 

ade, of which he was a most pronounced advocate, neverthe- 
less was asking to be clothed with power to borrow money to 
meet the expenses of the Government in a time of peace. And it 
is a notorious fact that not only was the Treasury depleted, but 
the public credit became so seriously impaired that the obliga- 
tions of this Government was negotiated at a discount of 12 per 
cent. Millard Fillmore, in his third annual message to Congress, 
December 6, 1852, depicted the condition of the country under 
this low ad valorem system in no uncertain terms. 

Withoutrepeating the arguments contained in my former message in favor 
of discriminating protective duties, I deem it my duty to call your attention 
to one or two other considerations affecting this subject. first is, the 
effect of la importations of fore’ goods * me our currency. Most of 
the gold of California, as fast as it is coined, finds its way directly to Eu- 
rope in payment for goods purchased. In the second place, as our manufac- 
turing establishments are broken down by competition with foreigners, the 
capital invested in them is lost, tho of honest and industrious citizens 
are thrown out of employment, and the farmer to that extent is deprived of 
ahome market for the sale of his surplus produce. In the third place, the 
destruction of our manufactures leaves the foreigner without competition 
in our market, and he consequently raises the of the article sent here 
for sale, as is now seen in the increased cost of ironimported from England. 

I submit, therefore, that the committee is not justified in its 
assertion that the tariffs of 1846 and 1857 brought a healthy 
growth to all the industries of our country.” It was precisely 
the reverse, and these warnings of history ought to be sufficient 
to deter you from the repetition of the folly. 

On the contrary, the eras of protection in this country have 
always been periods of marked prosperity, and we never recoy- 
ered from the disastrous consequences of the experiment of free 
trade at any time antil protection was restored. The history of 
our country in 1824 and 1828, 1842 and 1862 fully sustains this 
assertion. The last thirty yearsof continuous protection stands 
out as the golden era of our national existence. 

Take down the census report for 1860 and 1890 and mark the 
gigantic strides by which we have reached our industrial su- 
premacy. In that period of hirig oae Lyle the ravages of 
war, our population rose from 31,443,321 to 62, 
age, from 407,212,538 to 815,000,000; improved lands, from 162,- 
110,000 to 400,000,000; engaged in agriculture, from 4,335,758 to 
9,600,000; value of lands, fences, and buildings, from $8,645,045,- 
007 to $13,110,031,334; improvements and machinery, from $246,- 
118,141 to $550,000,000; live stock on farms, from 81,050, 329, 915 
to 82,418, 766,028; cereals, from 1,239,039,947 bushels to 3,209,742,- 
000 bushels. 

Capital invested in manfactures, from $1,009,855,715 to $4,600,- 
000,000; value of production, $1,885,361 ,676 to $8,700,000,000; wages 
e in manufactures, 8378, 878,916 to 82,000,000, 000; accumula- 

ons in savings banks, from 8149, 277,554, or $4.75 per capita, to 

$1,524,844,500, or $24.35 per capita; railways, 28,920 miles to 163,- 

597 miles: assets of these roads from $1 ,867,248,720 to $10,278,835,- 

746; street railways from 403 miles to 5,783 miles; investment in 

roads and equipments, from $14,862,840 to $389,359,289; assessed 

valuation of real and personal property, from $12,084,560,005 to 
$24,651,585,465, while the real value of the nation’s wealth rose 

rom $16,129,616,063 to 883,648,000, 00 0 . 

Yet in the face of this magnificent triumph it is now pro 

to call a halt in the industrial march and turn the column k- 

ward over the deserted and disastrous pathway leading to free 

trade. The command has already been given, and consternation 
has taken possession of all our people. The record of this single 
year's disasters stands without a parallel in the history of our 
country. Fifteen.thousand five hundred and sixty business fail - 


622,250; our acre- | Cost of 


ures, seventy-three railways, aggregating 31,878 miles, and rep- 
resenting untold millions of property, gone into the hands of 
receivers and tobankruptcy. Our mines and factories are closed 
smokeless chimneys stand like monuments above the graves of 
dead industries, while an army of the unemployed are tramping 
the streets begging for bread. 

Bradstreet, in a recent publication after a careful enumeration 
of the unemployed throughout the country, states that there are 
in New England 65,200 unemployed and 154,000 dependent; New 
York and New Jersey, 223,250 unemployed and 563,750 depend- 
ent; Pennsylvania, 151,500 unemployed and 449,200 dependent; 
Central Western States, 227,340 unemployed and 443,310 de- 

endent; Northwestern States, 64,900 unemployed and 175,800 

ependent; Pacific coast, 25,800 unemployed and 4,700 depend- 
ent; Southern States, 43,065 unemployed and 122,650 dependent; 
making a frightful aggregate of 801,485 people unemployed and 
1,956,710 dependent.” 

Yet the half has not been told. The record of this year's in- 
dustrial and individual suffering resulting from this pro 
legislation will never be made up. It exceeds the possibilities 
of human calculation. 

I implore you to abandon this suicidal policy. Have you not 
pursued it far enough to become convinced of its disastrous 
consequences? It is no longer an experiment—it has become a 
public crime. You have it within your power to instantly relieve 
this appalling situation. You have only to substitute for the 
pending measure a joint resolution declaratory of your purpose 
to maintain existing law in full force and effect Curing the con- 
tinuance of this Administration, and business activity would in- 
stantly take the place of business depression. It would arrest 
the slaughter of our flocks, open our mines, relight the fires of 
our furnaces, unchain the wheels of our industries, start every 
spindle and loom; while whistles and factory bells would call the 
tramping starving millions back from enforced idleness to profit- 
able employment and the American Republic would leap with a 
bound to its accustomed place in the van of industrial nations. 
[Prolonged applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to remind our visiting 
friends in the galleries that such demonstrations are not allow- 
able under the rules, and a repetition of them will warrant the 
Chair in having the galleries cleared. [Renewed applause.] The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will be directed to remove visitors from the 
galleries unless they cease their demonstrations. 

A They vote, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter.] 


od 


The following are the statistics referred to by Mr. BURROWS: - 


APPENDIX. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO ITEMS IN SCHEDULES A, B, d, AND N. 


(Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of manufactures. ] 
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE CHEMICAL INDUSTRY. 
The following statement includes the manufacture of paints. varnish, fer- 
tilizers, chemicals, dyestuffs, and extracts, celluloid, high explosives, gun- 
powder, bone, ivory, and lamp black, oils, resinous and essen s 


Number of establishments... —— 1,626 
6 Se -+----. $168, 462, 044 
aon number of employés... 825 Ree 
E s PIENO x 
Micers and clerks nonm- 5, 
Officers’ and clerks’ wages $7, 464, 260 
All other employés s 37,7 
All other employés' wages ——. $17,856,817 
t EA en nen ccnp bane ad c E) 
Total value of products 177,811, 833 
Statement relating to particular products included in the preceding table. 
Sulphuric Acid. 
Sulphuric acid 50° Beaume 2 unds.. 1,009, 863, 
— — acid 50° Beaume Se ee ea > 8828 
pounds 379, 908 
22. 940 
854, 583, 657 
93, 249, 
P unds.. 1, 384, 776, 47 
Winne ——5ͤä total value.. 85, 198, 


Ot the above 50° acid, 591,536,200 pounds were consumed by those manufac- 
turing it in the manufacture of fertilizers, and the value for this amount is 


not shown. 

_ Paints and colors. 
po Ne eee PAE 2 Ee Ut eee Ae 143, 000 
TRAY an ssa isan on ww heli ob eng tance ———— A 
iron oxide and other earth 8 CASTS pounds. 138, 372, 483 
Iron oxide and other earth colors (a $1, 068, 800 


(a) Includes ocher and ocherous earth dry, sienna and sienna earth dry, 
umber and umber earth dry. 


[Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of manufactures.] 
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE PETROLEUM REFINING INDUSTRY. 


877, 416, 296 

Total number of employees 12, 471 
Total wages Š 989, 

Officers and clerks. 1,068 

and 81, 117, 011 


1894. 
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All other products . 

STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE SALT INDUSTRY. 
3 of establishments 


Total number of employés 
Total wages 
Officers and clerks, number 


Officers and clerks, wages 

All other employés, number. 

All other gl Oe; wages 
Cost of materials used 
Number of bushels of salt manufactured. 
Value of salt manufactured 


STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR THE COKE INDUSTRY, SCHEDULE N, EXCLU- 
SIVE OF GAS CONES., 


Number of establishments .--.-.-.------.------------------------- 


ages 
Officers and clerks, number 
Officers and clerk, wages 
és, nuniber 


Quantity of coal used, tons 
Total cost of materials used 
Total val of coke manufactured, tons 

OAL Wale pre — 


STATISTICS RELATING TO THE MINERAL 
ULE C. AND COAL, 


{Eleventh Census of the United States.] 


STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR MINERAL INDUSTRIES. 
Iron ore. 
or of mines producing. 
ao of employés... 


Sr E 
Number of employés at mines 


Production in principal producing States. 
States 
Ore pro- Black 
and a Mineral. copper. 
- Shorttons.| Pounds Pounds. 
be NE 2 N 
Montana. 3 
Arizona 
New Mexico 


Total......-. 117, 804, 926 


39, 713, 287 


Bituminous coal, 
Tener of mines, regular, 2,218; local 9,920 


811,003 
re 
Number òf tons star regulus produced, 115; value $28, 000 
(Eleventh Census of the United States.] 
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR MINERAL INDUSTRIES. 
Mica. 

r yd nnn ane~ sa essavonmnens wets ae ewtevasn 9691, 550 
Number of employés - a 185 
— — E — $12,174 
Other 9s ee Sen aS — Wr olen Sal $16, 161 

Cut mica produced --pounds.. 49, 
Cut mica produced value.. 850, 000 
Scrap mica produced. tons. 195 
cose mica produced value.. $2,450 
Wotel Value soses2 5 nse ee nese epee 2 GOR, S50 

Nickel. 

T ĩͤ K ˙¾ AAA A eSa ues a A 000 
Number of employés. — asi 187 
MSS nS on A0 E ——— --- 293. 800 
Other expenditures — 2,887 
Number of tons in matte. — 1. 151 

ON PRN AE E an a N ne oR ee emp aera oe ie 810, 

(The above ore contains a small proportion of oxide of cobalt) 
“Sulphur. ` 
ages 

-Supp „ 

Amount ot ore produced, 1. 150 tons; refined sulphur, 450 tons— value.. 7,850 


Crude barytes—Schedule A. 


Ocher Schedule A. 
T a a eT ee „F 
7 of employés.. 
5 Bs, 
Number of tons mine —— 


„ . an. . — 8177, 472 
{Eleventh Census of the United States.] 
STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR MINERAL INDUSTRIES, 


8 Metallic paints. 
22 owes RSA Dee Le wey Pe Mme freee rae ee 3462, 164 
Number of employés.. 199 

u other 
F A. 025 
Value of metallic paints mined $236, 204 
Chromic iron ore. 
Number of mines (all in attire? 
Capital invested.._.. 


Number of employés 
Wages 
Other expenditures 
Number of tons 


Productive establishments 

Capital (a) 

Sune of employés 
WUE AR 

Other expe 

Number of flasks 8 (b) = 464 

Value of product --- $1,190,500 


(a) Does not include 8112. 000 capital invested in six idle establishments. 
* Does not include 20 flasks made in Oregon, the value being less than 


3 census of the United States. Statistics of the Mineral Indus- 


Sandstone Haine 


Number of s 
Total capital invested. 
Number of employés 
Total wages 
All other expenses 
Number of cubic feet of sandstone 
Value, total both sand and freestone 


Granite. 


Number of quarries Eyy 

Total capital invested. 819, 115, 449 
Number of employés. 22, 313 
Total wages , 620, 485 
All other expenses $1, 883, 536 
Number of cubic feet of granite. sA 287, 155 
22SSSSSS%%hhꝙꝙ!V́G᷑ſ„„„.ft es E ES Ga SE 814, 464, 095 


584 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 9, 


Limestone. 
Number of quarries 3 1,954 
E Number of employes. e 
‘umber of employés. .. 
Sree 9 8 5 
All other expenses 87 
Total value of products $19, 095, 179 
Stone for building purposes. — 92,289,896 
Stone for building purposes. value.. $5,405,671 
Stone for street Work. bic feet.. 46, 491, 622 
Stone for street work. — $2, 383, 456 
Stone for bridge, dam, r r 26, 679, 012 
Stone for bridge, dam, and railroad work $1, 289, 622 
Stone for llaneous purposes. 549, 875 
Stone for miscellaneous purposes $46, 079 
All other produets $9, 970, 351 
e Bluestone. 
Number of quarries (systematically operated) 217 
otal capital 3 — — laast ad 
tone ret 15 
All other expenses „ 
Number of cubic feet of bluestone 5, 126, 340 
C ̃œͤ;“ V EA EAT 81, 689, 600 


Number Of quarries. ... 2... ...-0.s--c0e 2 en seen acne cence senccenn see 
Total capital invested. 
Number of employés. 


RECAPITULATION. 
Stone. 

(Including sandstone, granite, limestone, bluestone, and slate.) 
Number ot quarries . .....-.--.------------2----nc0-ecesenee eS 4,060 
‘Total capital invested.. $75, 119, 501 
Number of employés .. 77, 845 
989 $28, 746. 666 
All other expenses 89, 351, 068 
Number of cubic feet of stone 304, 994, 955 
Total value of stone E A A 849, 547, 450 

Not including slate. 


[Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of agriculture. ] 
Statement of the production of certain farm products. 


(Eleventh Census of the United States—Statistics of manufactures. ] 


STATEMENT GIVING TOTALS FOR WOOL MANUFACTURE, INCLUDING WOOLEN, 
WORSTED, CARPET, FELT, WOOL HAT, HOSIERY, AND KNITTING MILLS. 


mber of establishments......----- 2 
Capital g St a 255 45.872 
officer: ¿ ù 

Wages paid officers, firm members, and clerks $5, 742, 848 

All other employés ..-..-.--- 218, 859 

Wages paid all other employ $70, 917, 894 

Cost of materials used - $203, 095, 572 

Value of products 220+ ---- 20-2222 m $337, 768, 524 

Quantity and value of some of the different materials used. 

Scoured wool (domestic and foreign) pounds... ---- 214,945, 513 
Camel's hair and noils: 

Pounds 7, O84, 804 


Cost 
Mohair yam: 
Loe agian NEEE SL arian ETE R EE A 


- Quantity and value of some of the diferent products. 
Woolen yarn, all wool: 
Pounds. 


r c ack menses 35, 415, 360 

WU ha ee nee sanis Ende te eter ines #10, 742, 882 
Woolen yarn, union or merino; 

S A · eee aeen 2 ::.. te tone 6, 799, 813 

CCC TPS a Ee, ERS SO al eR. , 820, 088 
Worsted yarn: 

CC sino op E ͤ v ̃ g ⅛ 6 ĩͤ unos AS nce 29, 376, 182 

—— ͤͤ— dd... ey i Pe 22, 411, 363 
Woolen card rolls 

EE PITANA TE A A A E wise ons dnaneeast he. 1,435,215 

a PE E E IR Se ee R E, 

Worsted slubbing and tops: 

CCC ̃»—— —ÄTxvöv EE E A E e re 391, 501 

DA EREA N E A CREE ER A E E £105, 516 
Worsted noils ji 

LA aS ett cont a GaN ea 8 AE E 4, 468, 621 

lll scaics detavace owns oceanuadccdusanyescdancuue 81, 462, 050 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I yield two minutes 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire at this time to 
place in the RECORD some information which may be desired by 
the members, and which was obtained from the Department of 
State. On the 20th of May last I addressed some questions to 
the Department of State, and they were submitted to consuls in 
foreign countries. The information obtained in regard to the 
operation of the income tax in England, Prussia, Italy, Austria, 
and several of the German provinces I have felt it my duty to 
put in the RECORD, in order that those who are studying the 

uestion and preparing themselves on either side of it may have 
the advantige of the information collected by the Government. 
This information will appear in the RECORD to-morrow morning, 
except where it is contained in reports printed in foreign lan- 
guages, and these reports will be left with theclerkof the Ways 
—— Means Committee, where they can be consulted by mem- 
rs, 


Questions submitted May 20, 1893, to Hon. Alvey A. Adee, Sscond Assistant Secre- 
tary of State, and by submitted to the United States consuls.in foreign coun- 
tries where an income tax ts collected. 


First. How long has the income tax been collected? 

Second. What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed? 

Third. Is the tax graded, and what is the total annualincome from the tax? 

Fourth. What important changes have been made during the existence of 
the tax; has the rate been increased or have the exemptions been changed? 
And what is meant by income? k 
z 17 88 the tax assessed by an officer, or does the citizen make return un- 

er oath? 

Sixth. What punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return 
of income? 

Seventh. Does thetax 
fui; and if there is comp 
cape the tax? 

ighth. Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representa- 
tive of the general government? 

Ninth. Give any other facts in connection with the tax or its methods of 
assessment and collection which will enable one to judge of its wisdom and 
its advantages and disadvantages. 


ENGLAND. 


The questions put by Mr. W. Q. Gresham in his letter to Mr. Henry White, 
of the United States embassy, have been answered categorically. 

In dealing with the questions raised the board’s twenty-eighth report (1885) 
has been adopted as a basis and it has been brought up to date—so far as 
figures are available. 

That report incorporates more or less all the 3 reports ot the board 
of inland revenue since 1857, and may be considered a fair résumé of what 
has taken place since the income tax was first imposed. 

The following pnblications are herewith forwarded. viz: 

i, Twenty-eighth Report of the Board of Inland Revenue, 1885. 

2. Pamphlet entitled Some opinions on certain recently revived proposi- 
tions suggested with a view to a more equal incidence of the income tax,” 
by F. L. Robinson, esq., C. B., deputy chairman to the board. 

This pamphlet contains references to all the important discussions in con- 
nection with the proposed “differential” and *‘graduated” systems, and will 
prove very valuable in connection with questions 7 and 9. 

3. A collection of acts relating to the income tax. 

4. Some of the forms used in the administration of the tax. 


QUESTION 1. 


First. How long has the income tax been collected? 

Ashort historical statement is annexed, showing when the income tax 
was first imposed. 

The act which first created a tax with reference to income was the 33 
George III, cap. 16, in 1798. 

The tax was continued until 1816, when it ceased. 
25 was subsequently reimposed in 1812, since which year it has continued 

orce. 

The statement referred to has been taken from the twenty-eighth report 
of the Board of Inland Revenue, made in 1885, a copy of which report is here- 
with forwarded for the information of the United States Government. 


INCOME TAX—SHORT HISTORICAL STATEMENT. 


The origin of the tax dates from 1798. 

In that year an act was introduced at the instance of Mr. Pitt, entitled An 
act for granting to His Majesty an aid and contribution for the prosecution 
of the war.” This act did not, in fact, impose a duty upon property, but im- 
posed additional duties of assessed taxes, regulated by the amountof income 
which the person charged with assessed taxes possessed, provided such per- 
son an income of £60 a year or apara; The produce of the taæ for 
the first year under that system was £1,855,996. 

In the year 1799, by the act of the 3? Geo. III. c. 13, the duties granted by the 
above-mentioned act of 1798 were repealed, and in lieu thereof aduty was 
imposed upon incomes at the rate or 10 per cent. act all persons 


ow in popularity, or is it becoming more distaste- 
t, is it from those who pay or from those who es- 


were required to make returns of the whole of their income from whatso- 
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ever source the same was derived, exemption being granted to those whose 
incomes were under £60 a year, and reduced rates charged on incomes be- 
tween that amount and £200a year. The produce of the tax in the first year 
after this alteration was £¢,016,624, or about a quarter of a million for every 


Pan 1808 the pre t system of charging in all a 
e n m o 2] g incomes upon roperty an 
profit at their t source was introduced, and the return of the whole in- 
come, previously uired, was abandoned. By this act (43 Geo. III. c. 122 
the various descriptions of income chargeable with duty were. for the firs 
time, distributed under the several schedules A, B, C, D, and E, as at pres- 
ent. A poundage rate, varying from 3d. to lid. in the pound, was im 

upon all incomes between and £150a year. and 5 per cent upon all in- 
comes amounting to o ex the latter sum. The profits of farmers 
were assumed for the purposes of the act to be three-fourths of the annual 
value of the lands and tenements they occupied if the land were in England. 
and one-half in Scotland, instead of requiring from that class a return of 
their actual profits, as in the case of trades and professions generally. Ex- 
emption was confined to incomes of less than £60 a year, from whatever 
source arising. The principle of taxing income at its source is thus ex- 
plained in some observations on the tax. published at the time under the 
authority of Government. As the former duty was imposed on a general 
account of income from all sources. the present duty is imposed on each 
source, by itself, in the hands of the first possessor, at the same time permit- 
ongie diffusion through every natural channel in its course to the hands 

f the ultimate proprietor. 

Instead of the landlord and the various claimants upon him in succes- 
sion, it looks to the occupier only. Instead of the creditor, it looks to the 
fund from which the debt is answered. In the place of a complicated ac- 
count, collected from the various sources from which the income of an in- 
dividual is derived, it applies to the source itself to answer for its increase. 
By these means its object is attained with more facility and certainty, and 

th less intricacy and disclosure, diminishing the occasions of evasion by 
the means of exaction: thus the charge is gradually diffused from the first 
possessor to the ultimate proprietor, the prirate transactions of life are 
protected from the public eye. and the revenue is more effectually ed.“ 

The produce of the tax under this system at the reduced rate of 5 per cent 
was almost equal to that of 1799, when the rate was 10 per cent. 

Between the years 1803 and 1806, several acts were passed relating to the 
income tax, which made no alteration in the principle, butin the latter year 
by 45 Geo. III, cap. 65, the rate of duty was again increased to 10 per cent. 
The exemption on incomes from realized property under £60 a year (which 
before existed) was, with a few exceptions, repealed, entire exemption was 
limited to incomes under 250 a year in the whole, and a uated scale im- 
posed upon incomes between £50 and £150 a year, but ted to profits of 


trades, professions, and offices. 

The follo extract from the bao book, published by the tax office at 
that period, explain the unds for the alteration. It states that the 
8 in the .ormer act by which exemption was granted on the whole 
of every W g income under £60 a year, which was intended to have a 
strictand limited operation. has been introductive of the greatest frauds 
upon the public. It is notorious that persons living in easy circumstances, 
nay, even in apparent affluence, have returned their income under £60, al- 
though their annual expenditure has been treble that sum, and to whom 
there was no ground for imputing extravagance. The income of whole par- 
ishes has been swept away by this fraud, such persons generally bringing 
their income below £69. Hence it is that the legislature found the necessity 
of oat ning the exemptions to £50, that their former returns may be made 
use of.“ 

By this act of 1806 the dividends in the public funds. which had hitherto 
been returned by the recipients as a part of their income, were for the first 
time Leng ad thin the principle which charged income at its first source, 
provision being made that the bank should make the assessment and deduct 
the tax from the dividends, instead of a return for assessment being required 
from the ponora of the stock. An exemption was. however, granted for 
on pors ms of the funds which was the bona fide property of foreigners res- 

ent abro: 

An allowance for the repairs of buildings. which before existed, was taken 
away by this act. and abatements, previously allowed to persons with a cer- 
tain number of children, were likewise discontinued. The allowance for life 
assurance was confined to persons whose incomes were less than £150 a year. 

In the year 1816 the income tax ceased. It was not revived until the year 
1842, when it was reimposed by Sir Robert Peel's government, not as a war 
tax but for the purpose of repairing the deficiency which then occurred in 
the revenue to meet the expenditure of the country, and to enable the Gov- 
ernment to make some reforms, with the view of benefiting the commerce 
and manufactures of the kingdom. 

Sir Robert Peel's act followed the general principles laid down in that of 
1806; the duty was imposed at the rate of 7d. in the pound, being £2 18s. 4d. 
per cent, and total exemption was granted to persons whose whole income 
was under £150 a year. 

By the act of 1842 the duty on farmers was imposed on half the annual 
value of the lands and tenements occupied in England instead of three- 
fourths, and on about one-third in Scotland instead of one-half, as under the 
former act of 1806. 

From that time till 1853 but little alteration was made in the law. 

In 1853 Mr. Gladstone introduced an act by which the tax was reimposed 
for a period of seven years, with various alterations and modifications. By 
this act the original rate of duty of 7d. in the pound was continued for two 
years, 67. inthe pound was imposed for the next two years, and 5d. for the 
remaining period of three years, ending 5th April, 1860, when it was intended 
to cease altogether, and the duties under Schedule B were rtioned ac 
cordingly. The total exemption accorded to incomes under £150 was re- 
pealed and limited to incomes under £100. Incomes amounting to £100 and 
not amounting to £150 were not subjected to the full amount of tax payable 
on property and profits generally. The rate of duty on such incomes was 
fixed at 5d. in the pound annually for the whole period of seven years. 

The additional amount thus brou ht into charge on incomes from £100 to 
£150 was in Great Britain £14,467,300, which at 5d. in the pound produced a 
revenue of £301,320. 

Under this act the income tax was for the first time extended to Ireland. 
The profits of farmers in Ireland were estimated at the same rate as those 
in Scotland: that is to say, at about one-third of the annual value. 

On the declaration of war with Russia, it was found necessary to double 
the income tax from the 5th April, 1854: and a further increase was after- 
wards im by the act 18 Vict.. c. 20. from the 5th April, 1855, of 2d. in the 
pound on incomes of £150 a year or * ation and ot 11d. in the pound on in- 
comes amounting to £100 and not to £150a year, making Is. 4d. in the former 
case and 111d. in the latter. 

This is the highest point to which the tax has ever been raised since its 


reimpositionin 1842. 
The act which ted the duty of 1s.4a.in the pound declared that it 
should continue force until the 6th April after the expiration of one 


year from the ratification of the treaty of peace. As this did not take place 


until the financial year 1856, the act did not ae until the 5th April, 1858, 
In 1857, however, the tax was reduced to 7d. in ect pound r 
The Russian war upset the calculations that been made in 1853 as to 
the cessation of the income tax in 1830. Instead of being abolished in that 
year it was charged at the rate of 10d. 
In February, 1861, a select committee was appointed by the House of Com- 


mons. on the motion of Mr. Hubbard, “to inquire into the present mode of 
assessing and collecting the income and property tax, and whether any mode 
of levying the same so as to render the tax more equitable can be adopted.” 

The committee reported as follows: 

The attention of your committee on the present occasion has been main 
directed to a scheme 2 dy their 8 and explamed by him bo 
in written memoranda and in oral evidence, the principal features of which 
appear to beas follows: 

First. A proposal to make net instead of gross income the basis of assess- 
ment to the tax: not ascertaining the net income by an account of actual out- 
goings, but assuming it by a deduction, founded on an average from certain 
classes of gross income. 

Second. A proposal to divide all incomes into two classes, of which the 
one should comprise incomes called spontaneous, and the other incomes 
called indus and to tax the former upon the full amount of the net 
income, and the latter upon two-thirds of that amount. 

— A popes to dis in certain cases between the interest of 
invested capital and the repayment by installments of the invested capital 
itself. and to levy the tax upon the interest only, and not upon the repaid 
portions of capital. 

“ These three proposals are addressed to three complaints which are popu: 
larly made against the income tax in its present form, viz, that it taxes the 
owners of property in 2 2088 of income which they do not get; that it 
presses too hardly upon 1 and industry as compared with property; and 
that it on with capital, in certain cases, as if it were income, and taxes it 


accordingly. 

“The proposals which your committee have had under consideration are 
framed upon the assumption that the complaints to which your committee 
have adverted are well founded, and they are contrived with much ingenuity 
with a view to meeting them. 

“Your committee, however, after full consideration, have arrived at the 
conclusion that the plan pro; by their chairman does not afford a basis. 
fora practicable and equitable readjustment of the income tax, and they 
feel so strongly the dangers and ill consequences, to be apprehended from 
an attempt to unsettle the mera basis of the tax, without a clear percep- 
tion of the mode in which it is to be reconstructed, that they are not pre- 
pared to offer to your honorable House any suggestions for its amendment. 

“This tax having now been made the subject of investigation before two 
committees (a referenceto a committee which had considered the question 
about ten years previously), and no proposal for its amendment having been 
found satisfactory, your committee are brought to theco clusion that the 
objections which are urged against it are objéctions to its nature and es- 
sence rather than to the cular shape which has been given to it. 

“Your committee also feel that it would be unjust to make any alteration 
in the present incidence of the income tax without, at the same time, taking 
into consideration the pomore of other taxation upon the various interests 
of the couutry, some of it imposed by recent legislation, and in one case es- 
1 that of the succession duty, to some extent by way of compensa- 

© 


To those who are desirous of pursuing the subject, we suggest a reference 
to Mr. Gladstone’s financial statement of 1853. 

In 1863. an important alteration was made in favor of the class of incomes 
termed by Mr. Gladstone minor incomes,” which were previously exempted 
when under £100 a year, and were taxed at less than the full rate when be- 
tween £100 and £150. 

The total exemption of incomes under £100 a year was continued, but in 

ace of the lower rate on incomes between £100 and £150 an abatement of 

Was allowed in assessing all incomes of £100 and under £200 a year. 

In laying 8 before the House of Commons, Mr. Gladstone stated 
that in his opinion the sore place, above and beyond all others in the work- 
ing of the income tax, is at the point where incomes range from £100 to £200 
per annum,” and he expressed conviction that the effect of his plan, if 
adopted, would be to mitigate in a remarkable degree the difficulties which 
are now felt in the application of the tax to the lower incomes, especially at 
the two critical points of £100 and £150 a year.” 

The allowance relieved from tax in the year 1863-64 income amounted to 
about £10,000,000, and in the following year to upwards of £12,000,000, and itis 
believed that the produce of the tax was thus reduced by about £75,000 per 


penny. 

In 1872, Mr. Lowe increased the abatement granted to the smaller incomes, 
and allowed £80 to be deducted from all incomes between £100and £300. By 
so doing he afforded relief in the course of the two years following to nearly 
Tsons, While the amount of income on which abatements could be 
was increased in the same time from about £18,0v0,000 to £34.000,000 
and it is estimated that the produce of the tax was reduced by about £50,000 
per penny. - 

The year 1874 is memorable in the history of the income tax, both on ac- 
count of Mr. Gladstone's offer to repeal it altogether, and also from the fact 
that after the change of 898 which took place in that year the rate 
of the tax was reduced by Sir Stafford Northcote to 2d, the lowest point 
which it has ever reached. 

In i876 Sir Stafford Northcote again extended the system of exemptions 
and abatements. The limit of total exemption was raised from £100 to £150, 
while an abatement of £120 was allowed on all incomes between £150 and 
£400 per annum, instead of the existing allowance of £80 on incomes under 
£300. Inasmuch as we have no means of numbers of per- 
sons who are totally exempt from income tax it is impossible to state the 
effect of these measures separately. 

Sir Stafford Northcote estimated the combined loss at £130,000 per penny, 
but it is now believed that the 2 raising the limit of total exemption 
from £100 to £150, did not much exc £60.000 per penny. 

Upon this assumption the total effect of the two reductions must have 
been much less than estimated, inasmuch as the claims for abatement on 
incomes under £400 in 1876-77 was only £156,000 per penny, against £163,000 
per pe claimed on incomes under £300 in 1875-'76; the reason being, of 
course, that the exemption of incomes under £150 reduced the claims for 
abatement on incomes under £409. Altogether we are inclined to put the 
net loss at from £50,000 to £60,000 per penay, . 

The net produce for each penny of the tax in 1892-93 was £2,215,000 (about). 


QUESTION 2. 


Second. What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed? 

1. A list of the rates of income tax since 1842 is herewith annexed. together 
with the amount of duty charged and realized in each year since the reim- 
position of the tax, viz, 1842. 2 
ce statement is also furnished showing the net produce for each penny of 


130,000 
gran 
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INCOME TAX. 
Ambunt of duty charged and realized in each year from the eaga y Alp abana hae ths rata in the pound at which such tax was levied in each year, the nams of tha 
chancellor of the exchequer imposing 


or continuing such tax. 


Net produce after al- 
lo for sums dis- 
ch: orreturned in 
default and for re- 
payments of duty. 


gag = 
8882888 SE 828888 


err 
BERS 


IId. in the £| 1s. 4d. in the . Eua Hop Sir George G. ----do- 


£ 
9d. in the & Right Hon. W. 


Name ot chancellor of the SOMAS mnane a 4 
wholly which an 3 
exempted. | abatement 


705, 399 
ree 
738, 
85. Right 2 mer Bae de 
WOO | 2,6002 on. Am . ... 
004, do.. -| Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone Under £100 
per annum. 
908, 10d. in the E.] 1s, 2d. in the S. . do de 


— Right Hon. Be 
. Gladstone. 


48 — 
0 


9,001,482] 8,532,047 | 1,218,864] (e 7d. in the S ....---- 20- Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone 8 £100 and less £60 
than 220. 
8, 288,518 7. 878. 850 1, 312, 728 . 68. in the S. innean 60 
5,763,354 | 5, 521, 450 1,380,962 . 4d: in the 2 0- crena jron 60 
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—— - tHon. 4 
7,041,388 | 7,141,075 1,428,215 dia in the 2 (Abyssinian war) - eee 40 60 
9, 244,778 6d. in the £. Right Hon. G. Ward . e do 60 
7, 884, T72 a 60 
6, 658, 587 60 
10, 363, 246 60 
7, 232, 260 80 
5, 708, 096 80 
3, 988, 370 80 
,, Tr. ¼ (uẽñ,l“- ESU 80 
1877......] 5,801,899] 5, 714, 800 120 
1878......] 5,940,739] 5,727, 017 120 
1879... 88852 255 9, 395, 365 120 
1880 9, 746, 927 9, 233, 322 do 120 
$ Right Hon. Sir S. H. North- 120 
1881. 11,827,784 | 11, 199, 816 cote, Bart. (original budget). 


of malt duty. 
. 4. in the 


182. 
1883 


14, 595, 430 
914, 530, 000 


Id. in the £, owing to repeal 
—— 


[Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone 


Hight! Hon. Harcourt). 
ae Hon. G. J Goschen 


eGreat Britain o 


nly. 
The income tax for the years 1842 to 1944 was Imposed on financial statement ‘nate by Right Hon. Sir Robert Peel, Bart., first lord of the treasury— 
eee tax for the years 1815 to 187 was imposed on financial statement made by Right Hon. Sir Robert Peal, Bart., first lord of the treasury— 
aa Tus income tax for the years 1848to ee imposed on financial statement made by Right Hon. Lori John Russell, first lord of the treasury—in 1818. 


eInciuded in third column from 1833-6: 


JThe income tax for the year 1871, so rt as relates to the aidition of 24. in the £, was imposed on financial statement made by the Right Hon. W. E. 


Gladstone, first lord of the treas 


ary. 
gProvisional figures; actual amounts not haying been yet completely ascertained. 


2. EXEMPTIONS 


Incomes under £160 are exempt. 

Incomes under £400 are — 5 to an abatement of £120, 

Premiums for life insurance are exempt. The amount must not exceed 
one-sixth of the total income. 

There are other exemptions extending to charities, universities, friendly, 


industrial, and posmi societies, hospitals, etc., details of which will be 
found in the collection of acts relating to the income tax forwarded here- 


with. 
QUESTION 3. 


3 Is the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the tax? 
1. The tax is not graded except in so far asthe exemption of income under 
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£150 is concerned, and further in the case of the abatement of £120, which is 
allowed as regards incomes sub £400. See answer to Question 2 (2). 

2. The total annual income from the tax will be found in the statement 

furnished in answer to Question 2 (1). 
QUESTION 4. 

Fourth. What important changes have been made during the existence of 
the tax; has the rate been increased or have the exemptions been changed? 
And what is meant by income“? 

1. See answer to Question 1. 

2. Soe answer to Question 2 (1). 

32. “income” for the purposes of the income tax is defined as follows (16 


and 17 Vict., c. 34): 
II. For the purpose of and distinguis oe several ory Aa sige 
levying, 


classifying 
for and in respect of which the 


of the „„ opto A 
collecting — Pa dee 8 the said duties shall be deemed to be 
granted and made payable Jets for andin respect of the several pro es, 
SORN, and gain respectively described or com: the several sched- 
ules contained in this act, and marked respectively A, B. O, D, and E, and to 
be charged under such respective schedules; that is to say 
SCHEDULE A. 

For and in respect of the property in all lands, tenements, hereditaments, 
and heritages in the United Kingdom, and to be charged forevery 20s. of the 
annual value thereof. 

SCHEDULE B. 

For and . of the occupation of all such lands. tenements, heredit- 
aments, and heritages as aforesaid, and to be charged for every 20s. of the 
annual value thereof. 

SCHEDULE C. 

For and in respect of all profits arising from interest, annuities, dividends, 
and shares of annuities payable to Beery singe body politic or corporate, 
company or gerak whether corporate out of any 1 
revenue, and to be charged for every 20s. ö 


SCHEDULE D. 
Lady Hai t of the annual profits or gains or accruing to any 
person resid the United Kingdom e operty whatever, 
whether — in the United Kingdom or ror eke for and in respect 


or to any person tenang in 

ited Kingdom om any 8 trade, employment, or vocation, 

be respecti the United Kingdom or 

55 charged for N of the annual amount of such 


And for and in respect of the annual profits or 


arising or accruing to 
ee whatever, whether a subject of Her ty or not, altho not 
ent within the United , from property whatever in the 


United Kingdom, or rany oh on. trade, employment, or vocation exer- 
cised within the United Raton. and to be charged for every 20s, of the an- 
nual amounts of profits and Bere 

And for and in respect of interest of money, annuities, and other an- 
nual profits and gains not charged by virtue of any of the other schedules 
8 in this act, and to be charged for every 20s. of the annual amount 

0 
SCHEDULE E. 


Por and in respect of every public office or 57 Eee t of profit, and upon 
every annuity, on, or stipend payable by esty or outof the pub- 
lic revenue of the United Kingdom, except annuities char, = e 5 

ann 


under 5 C, and to be charged for eyery 


amount 
QUESTION 5. 


er Is the tax assessed by an officer, or does the citizen make return un- 
oath 
It is the duty of all from whom returns are required, to furnish 
such returns to the local assessor, who is an officer of the district commis- 
sioners of taxes; but in the event of taxpayers electing to be assessed by the 
ial commissioners, Who are a te body appointed by the Crown, 
the returns are rendered to the surveyor of taxes, who is also an officer 
inted by the Crown. 
hese returns are not under oath. If the commissioners consider the re- 
turns satisfactory then assessments are made In accordance therewith; if 
unsatisfactory, then assessments are made in such amounts as they may 
consider sufficient to cover liability. 
In cases where returns are not furnished estimated assessments are made. 
but — persons neglecting to make such returns render themselves Ii liable to 


al 
For a fuller account of the assessment and collection of the income tax 
sec pages 76 to 79 of the Twenty-eighth Report on Inland Revenue sent 


herewith. 
QUESTION 6. 
Sixth. What punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return 


of income? 
The penalties on persons i, grin Se refusing to make returns are £20 
and treble duty when imposed by the income - tax authorities; £50 when pro- 


ceedings are taken in the high court of justice. 
QUESTION 7. 


222 or is it becoming more distaste- 
t from those whopay or from those whoes 


Seventh. Does the tax 
ful; and moder gl is com 8 is 


ca) 
aan ee answer to question 9. 
QUESTION 8. 


Eighth. Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representa- 
tive of the general government? 
The mode of assessment and collection of the income tax is 5 in 
the Twenty-eighth Report on Inland Revenue. (See pages 76 to 79.) 
QUESTION 9. 


Ninth. Give any other facts in connection with the tax or its methods of 
assessment and collection which will enable one to judge of its wisdom and 
its advantages or vantages? 


[Extract from the Twenty-eighth Report on Inland Revenue, pages 84 and 


It may appear re a that in ews of all its drawbacks, and the con- 
stant attacks to which it has been subjected, the income tax should have re- 
mained in force for more than ufty years without undergoing any serious 
alterations. The fact of its having done so, furnishes a strong reason for 
ass that its present form is as good as or better than any other that 
could be devised, and this assumption appears to us to be strengthened by 
the following considerations: 

The two main objections that have been raised against the income tax are 
its inquisitorial character, and the inequitable nature of its incidence. 


As regards the second of these objections we have no substantial to 
add to the report of the committee of 1861. who declared t opinion “that 
it would be unjust to make any alteration in the present incidence of the a 
come tax without at the same time taking into consideration the peat 
other taxation upon the variousinterests of the co some of it 8 
by recent legislation, and in one case especially, that o the succession duty, 
to some extent by way of compensation.” 

The most common complaint against the incidence of the income tax is 
that it falls as heavily on persons who earn their incomes by skill and labor 
as on those who derive their incomes from pro In order to weigh the 
gravity of this objection it is necessary to consider what other taxes are 
paid by the owners of property from which persons whose incomes are ac- 
quired by their own skill and labor are free. 

Let us take the sinip.e case of a person just appointed to an office with a 

. and compare it with the case of a just suc- 
ceeding to £20,000 in consols, on wane the annual interest is also 260). 
In the course of thirty years, 


to his 8 probate duty at 3 per cent, that is | as 
income tax. The property owner, therefore, will contribute to theexchequer 
more than double the amount contributed by the officeholder. A compari- 
son can not be © so simply when real instead of personal property is 
concerned, as the special taxes to which itissubiject, namely, the house duty, 


land tax, and succession duty cannot be calculated as accnrately as the pro- 


as we 


bate duty. 

Bat this exaih: is sufficient for our purpose, and makes it quite clear 
that in conside: se burdens imposed by the income tax on incomes de- 
rived from and property, respectively. it must always be 
remem that realized is with other financial burdens 
than the income tax itself. 


eee PORS ATENE dirk SOE aS um. It 
is quite conceivable the full amount of any person's in- 
come known, either by any local authorities or by our own officers. except- 
mg the incomes of those who claim exemption or abatement, and who have 
to furnish particulars of their incomes from all Sources in order to establish 
theirclaims. It Mace certain that in multitudes of cases the full amount 
of the incomes can not be known to any authority. A who is assessed 
under Schedule D in respect of some business he carries on in London 
haveadditional income — r from land elsewhere and taxed under — 


profits directly to the revenue, then üs duct E om the divi- 
to their shareholders. No authority can tell the amount of 
shareholder's holding, or in how many companies he may 


remarks upon the income tax that, 
in the first place, the tax was ated the amount of the income of the 

taxpayer; but that, although it was imposed under these conditions by Mr. 
Pitt in 1798, it was entirely reconstituted in 1799. and again in 1803. In 1799 
with certain exemptions and abate- 


tax en their 


ested. 
It will — been noticed in our 


eir total incomes from borg Si 
also been and, after an existence of four years, abandoned. 

this should have been the case is not if the enormous tem 

to fraud, which a tax so levied must present, are considered, as well as the 
stringent and irritating measures of supervision by which alone fraud could 
be prevented, even supposing that any measures would suffice for its pre- 


vention. 

The supervision em sy ter eee eee Bie Eure ily 
its object, for the uce of the tax under the system established in 1799, 
when the charge was at the rate of 10 cent, scarcely exceeded the prod- 
uce of the tax under the system established T T 1803, though the rate was re- 
duced to 5 per cent. 

ee ager ee to say that under e © and 
and E fraudulent evasion is very difficult; and that under Sched: 
. tempta 

paid for the taxpayer instead of 9 sad thes, ta tam, 
successful frauds can scarcely now be 8 excep 

sessments must depend either entirely or part on the returns 
by the persons concerned. 

it is probably owing to these considerations that 
been made from time to time for a 


which have 
graduated 3 never been 


In conclusion we TTT 
lasted only one year nits second shape for only four years, while in 
third and present shape it lasted for thirtem years before 8 
. K —————— 

e contras: an vantages o. co 
scarcely be more conclust proved. If, however, 3 


needed it might be found in pt that the present has met with 
the approval of 5 eminent statesman who, since the days of Mr. Pitt, 
has to control the finances of the country. 
[Extract from Bradstreets, May 13, 1893. 
One of the most in „ budget speech ot tho 
British chancellor ot the exchequer was the showing there made as to the 


growth of the income tax during recent years. In introducing the subject 
h of this tax and the continual 


he said that the maintenance of the strengt! 

growth ofits yield were simply marvelous, and that nobody who had studied 

the question could und how, in all the vicissitudes of trade and ap- 

eee ree the income tax was a source of cons in- 
creased and revenue. It had been shown, the chancellor by 


predecessor, Mr. Goschen, that the yield of the income tax did not mainly 
depend on the 2 of conspicuous trade or decline with its de 
In estimating the d of the income tax for the fiscal just ended Mr. 
Goschen calculated a fall of only £100.00 on a total of £13,809.000 in the pre- 
ceding year, which was the hichest point at which the yield of the income 
tax hadeverstood. As a matter of fact the income tax yielded a total of 
213.470.000, or vga more than 4 Pi a De of Mr. Goschen, and £220,000 
more than for the ee 
Mr. Goschen's estimate, his — Fecalla, was received with scepti- 
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cism by eae people, who thought it impossible to believe that the yield of 
the tax would not fall of toa een degree. In noticing the existence of 
this state of feeling at the time Mr. Goschen said: “If lam to judge simply 
by the statistical returns, by the gossip of the city, by complaints in Lan- 
cashire, or by the position in Yorkshire. and if I am to listen to the commit- 
tee, or to be influenced by the general feeling, I might come to the con- 
clusion that there would be a very large gap in the income-tax returns for 
the pen He then proceeded to show that while public attention was tixed 
on the great staple industries of the country—cotton. gold, iron—“ there is 
a mighty trade going on, there is a wealth being rolled up—wealth of which 
no published statis exist, but which is nevertheless accumulating and 
adding to the capital of the country.“ He pointed out that the profits of the 
cotton trade were less than the aggregate profits of the medical profession, 
and that the profits of the coal es Were still less than those of the law- 
vers. As has been shown, events bore out the substantial correctness of his 


estimate. 

Sir William Harcourt, in discussing the question further, said: 

“The growth of the income tax is one of the most remarkable features of 
our finance. In 1889, when it was reduced to 6d., its yield was £12.700.000; in 
1892, oniy three years later, it was £13,810,000, or an increase of £1.100,000; and 
even with the decline last year it is still £700.000 more than it was in 1889. 

have had some remarkable figures on this subject taken out which give the 
yield for the penny for the last eight years on each of the several schedules 
Separately, a far better test than taking it upon the whole. They are new 
fi and they are very deserving of the attention of the House. They 

ve accurately the real yield of the tax, and are not merely the exchequer 
receipts for the year, which vary very much. Now, sir. in the year 1886, that 
is the commencement of the last Par ent, the income tax yielded £1,90,- 
75 oF the penny. and in 1803, which is just concluded, it yielded 22,281,000 
‘or the ges 

It will surprise many people to learn that the produce of Schedule A, lands 
and houses, has actually risen from £670,000 for the penny in 1483 to £675,000 
in 1893. As everybody will anticipate, it has fallen hea — 75 m agricultu- 
ral land —it has fallen from £217,000 for the penny to £191,000; but it risen 
upon houses from £452,000 to £484,000, so that taking the two ther there 
is an actual rise upon Schedule A. Schedule B, the occupiers of land sched- 
ule, has, as 3 expected, heavily fallen. It has fallen from £48,000 for 
the penny to £36,000. As to Schedule D, the profits ot the trade companies, 
etc., the yield in 1886 was £968,000 for the penny, and in 1893, in spite of the 
ruin which is said to attend all trade and to have destroyed all profits, it is 
1.208.000 —the highest that it has ever been. Schedule E, which represents 
the grotu of sa s, the salaries of public — 7 and the employés of 
companies, has a remarkable figure, too, In! ten years ago, the yield of 
that schedule was £118,000 for the peuny, and in 1893 it is £152,000. When Sir 
Robert Peel imposed the income tax in 1812 the yield was £770,000 for the 
penny; it is now three times as much, and it would have required in his time 
an income tax of 1s. 6d. in the El to raise a similar amount. I have laid 
these figures before the House because I think that even in times of de 
sion, and apparently of what are called bad times, it is well that the 
and the country should know what is the actual condition of things.“ 

In reviewing these figures the chancellor of the exchequer said that the 
steady and vast growth in the produce of the income tax and of the probate 
duties constituted the most irrefragable evidence of the solid advance in 
wealth, both in the annual income and the accumulated capital of the nation, 
and formed a conclusive answer to those pessimists who assured the coun- 
try that it was being ruined by a vicious commercial system. It is true.“ 
he added, “that this trade or that trade, this industry or that industry may 
have its ups and downs, its adversity and hi mes but there is a perpet- 
ual compensation in all directions; the small rivulets of in: come 
from every source, and the accumulated savings of the country supp the 
deficiencies of the 1 r stream, and year after year more capi in- 
vested, and therefore there is a larger income earned.“ 

The chancellor of the a t may be remarked, shows his confidence 
in the staying qualities of the income tax by adop for the current fiscal 
year the estimate made by Mr. Goschen last year, namely £13.400,000. Further- 
more, in order to meet the deficit shown by the balance sheet for the current 
fiscal nP darai, he ors an increase of a penny in the pound in the income 
tax, viz, from to 7d. in the pound. It is estimated that a penny in the 
pound will yield £1.750,000 the first year, which will just cover the deficit, 
estimated at £1,574,000, and leave a ht margin for contingencies. 


PRUSSIA. 


As the Kingdom of Prussia so largely preponderates over its fellow mem- 
bers in the German Union in wealth, population, and other resources, Prus- 
sian legislation on income taxation wo seem to merit paramount con- 
sideration. and in the subjoined report, embodied in the answers given to 
the series of questions submitted to this legation, attention has for this rea- 
son been given exclusively to the provisions of that legislation. 

The first Prussian income tax law, sufficiently general and uniform in its 
application to deserve that name. was enacted May 1, 1851. Further legisla- 

‘on on this subject ensued in 1873, 1875, 1877, and 1 Those laws, however, 
are no longer force, a law adopted some two years since ha re- 

aced them. The purpose of this report being a practical one, it will sut- 

ce to state that the tendency of the legislation on this subject has been to 


ouse 


simplify p! vely this s es of taxation, and make its operation more 
. eee the amount of income which is sng — 
as ess. 


being necessary to the support of its owner; to tax small incomes 
great ones more; and to abolish in its application distinctions based on the 
source of the income, or on residence, e, or profession: This tendency 
has resulted in the — income tax law, enacted June 24. 1891. 
Legislation on this subject, in great part of very recent date, and enacted 
since and largely modelled upon the present Prussian law, exists in nearly 
all of the twenty-four states, which, together with Prussia, constitute the 


German Empire. 

Tne Im Government im noincome tax. The existing laws on 
this subject are the laws of the individual German states, and the revenues 
I ron them pray thee the individual states, the means needed to 
defray the expenses of the . Government being derived mainly from 
customs, and, in cass of need, contributions, called matricular contribu- 

from the individual states. 

In Prussia the income tax law of June 24, 1891, together with the regula- 
tion respecting its execution of August 5, 1891. which will be found in inclo- 
sures ld to Ic, constitute the law on this subject now in force. 

The historical development of the income tax existing in Prussia will ap- 


I. ANSWER TO QUESTION 1. 


“Aow long has the income tax been collected?” 
It appears to have been collected in Prassia for about twenty years past. 
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II. ANSWER TO QUESTION 2. 


* What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed?“ 

The rate levied by the phn income tax will appear in the provisions of 
section 17 of the law of June 24, 1891 (see ene answer). The exemp- 
pona rom the Sax axe stated in sections 3, 5, and 6 of that law, and are as 

: EXEMPTIONS. 


The following peons are exempt from income taxation: 
one Pa The mem of the royal house and of the princely house of Hohen- 

2. The members of the former royal house of Hanover, and of the former 
princely houses of the Electorate of Hesse and the Duchy of Nassau. 

3. The representatives of foreign powers accredited to the Emperor and 
King. and the plenipotentiaries to the Bundesrath of other states of the 
German Union, the officers assigned to them, as well as the persons, in so 
po 5 they are foreigners, who are in their service or in that of their 

Ts. 

4. Other persons who, in accordance with the principles of international 
law, or pursuant to particular agreements concluded with other states, are 
entitled to claim exemption from the income tax. The exemptions granted 
under Nos, 2 and 3 do not extend to certain income declared taxable by sec- 
tion 2 of this law: that is to say, to income consisting of salaries, pensions, 
etc.. paid by the Prussian state treasury, etc. Nor do these exemptions ex- 
pona 3 cases in which the foreign states concerned do not accord 
reciprocity. 

d. All incomes under 900 marks are exempt. 

c. Incomes derived as follows are exempt: 

1. Incomes from realty situated in other states of the German Union or in 
a German protectorate, or from industries conducted therein, as well as 
from salaries, pensions, and “waiting money” (money paid by the state to 
a person to whom a place is promise l. until a vacancy occurs), accruing to 
German military persons and civil officials or to relatives entitled in case of 
death from the treasury of another state of the German Union. 

2. Income accruing to foreigners liable to taxation pursuant to section 1, 
No. 3 of the law, from foreign realty or industrial pursuits, when such per- 
sons neither reside in Prussia nor sojourn there for business purposes. 

3. The military income of noncommissioned officers and privates, as well 
as the military income of all persons in the standing army or navy, while 
bom A belong to a part of the army or navy which has been placed on a war 

‘ooting. 

4, That 7 of the 3 service income. exceeding the amount of salary 
which entitles to panan, of such state and imperial officials and officers as 
have their service domicile abroad. In so far as such persons may be re- 
cones pay corresponding direct taxes abroad, such excess also remains 
exempt. 

5. Income consisting of increases of pensions and of additions on account 
of mutilations sustained which have been accorded to war invalids, pursu- 
ant to legal provisions, as well as salaries Aonoris causa connected with war 
decorations. 

Reductions in rates are granted as follows; 

For each member of a family who is under 14 years of age and is not liable 
to be indepeadently assessed pursuant to section 11 (i. e., children who have 
income wnolly independent of the parent and not subject to his control) a 
reduction is allowed of 50 marks in the taxable income, not exc 3. 
marks, of the head of the house; with a further vision that if there be 
three or more such members of a family, the action shall in any case 
amount to that represented by an entire rate-group (section 17). 

In making an assessment it is permissible (section 19), in view of particu- 
lar economic conditions affecting essentially the ability to pay of the person 
to be taxed, to make such allowance in his behalf, that in the case of a taxa- 
ble income of not more than 9,500 marks, a maximum reduction to the ex- 
tent of three of the rate-groups prescribed in section 17 may be granted. 
The circumstances to be considered in this connection are exceptional bur- 
dens arising from the support and education of children, the obligation to 
2 helpless relatives, permanent sickness, indebtedness, and particular 

‘ortunes. 


III. ANSWER ro QUESTION 3. 


Is the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the tax?” 
GRADE OF TAX. 

There are grades with a progressive percentage according to the height of 
the income on which tax is to be paid: less than ! per 85 is charged on 
incomes up to 1,200 marks; on incomes of 1,200 marks, 1; of 3,000 marks, 2; 
of 10,000 marks, 3; and of 100,000 marks, 4 per cent of the income. 

RATE OF TAX. 


The tohovang schedule will show the gradually increasing rates jevied 
beginning with incomes of more than 900 marks, and ending with incomes ot 
100.090 marks, Which latter pay the maximum rate of 4 per cent. 

These are the tax-groups herein referred to: 


Income of | And up to Income of | And up to 

more than— | (inclusive) Rate. | morethan— eee. Rate. 
Marks. Marks. Marks. Marks. Marks Marks. 

900 1.050 6 8,900 4, 200 92 

1, 050 1,200 9 4.200 4.500 104 

1, 200 1.850 12 4,500 5, 000 118 

1,350 1.500 16 5, 000 5, 500 132 

1,500 1. 650 21 5, 500 6, 000 14 

1,650 1. 800 26 6, 000 6, 500 169 

1,800 2, 100 31 6, 500 7.000 170 

2.100 2.400 36 7,000 7.500 192 

2, 400 2,700 44 7.500 8.000 212 

2,700 3,000 52 8, 000 8,500 232 

3,000 3,300 60 8, 500 9,0%) 252 

3. 800 3, 600 70 9,000 9,500 276 

3, 600 3,900 80 9, 500 10, 500 300 


The rate is increased as follows for the following incomes: 


For each— 


Incomes of more a 
fan Up to (inclusive) 


1894. 
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For incomes of more than 100,000 marks up to (inclusive) 105,000 marks the 
tax is 4.000 marks, and increases for larger incomes by 200 marks for each 
additional 5,000 marks of income. 7 

The annual revenue from the tax: : 

For the year 1892-'93, 124,842,848 marks, about 830,210,712; for the year 1898-94. 
123,172,858 marks, about 830.7. 3,214. 

These are, however, not the final amounts, but only those assessed in the 
first instance by the appropriate authorities, and reached, therefore, with- 
out consideration of increases or diminutions occurring in consequence of 
decisions on appeal or otherwise. 


IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4. 


have been made during the existence of the 


„What important 
N. anged, and 


changes 
tax? Has the rate increased, or have the exemptions been chi 
what is meant by income! 

The tax rates 1277 tit under the law of June 24, 1891, are for smaller in- 
comes lower and for larger incomes higher than those that prevailed pre- 
viously. For instance, according to the law of 1873, incomes of 3,000 marks 
(about $750) or less were uniformly taxed with 3 per cent. Now the tax on 
them is2 per cent. More and more from time to time have the smaller in- 
comes been relieved from taxation. The law of 1851 taxed all incomes. The 
law of 1873 exempted all incomes up to 420 marks (about 8105); thelaw of 
May 26, 1883 (Law collection, page 37), all up to 900 marks (about $225); and 
thus it stands under the law of June 24, 1891. 


AS TO WHAT IS MEANT BY INCOME. 


What is meant by taxable income is determined by section 7 of the law ot 


Juné 24, 1891, which declares that all annual income in money or 
sacar, Racal from the following shall be regarded as taxable, viz: 
. Capital. 
2. Real estate, leases, and rents, including the rent value of the house, or 
the part of the same, belonging to and occupied by the taxpayer himself. 
3. e and commerce, 8 mining. 
4. Occupations from which pecuniary prolit may be derived, all rights (all 
“gettings” is the very comprehensive word used in the law) to receive peri- 
cal payments or profits from sources not mentioned above (i. e., premiums, 
royalties, annuities, or payments in the nature thereof), and all advantages 
of any kind from which profit is derivable, however they have come to or 
been acquired by the holder of the rights. 
V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5. 


“Is the tax assessed by an officer or does the citizen make return under 
oath!“ 

With respect to the assessment of taxpayers, a distinction must be made 
between those having an income up to 3,000 marks (about $750), and those 
with an income exceeding that sum. 

The latter are required to make each year a written declaration of the 
amount of their income, which declaration is to be verified by an assertion 
(not an oath) at the end of it that the statements are made accord to the 
best of the declarant’s knowledge and upon his conscience “nach bestem 
wissen und gewissen (section 24 of the law). The tax is tixed on the basis 
of the statements contained in the declaration if considered satisfactory by 
the income-tax assessment commissions, of which one is constituted pur- 
suant to the visions of section 34 of the law, for each of the circuits of the 
EDEA m of The assessment of taxpayers with incomes up to 3,000 
marks (about $750) is made by primary assessment commissions, who act for 
one or more communities or landed estate districts (section 31). The esti- 
mates of these latter commissions are subject to the confirmation of the 
chairman of the income-tax assessment commission, who, if he pro a 
change in the rate fixed, must submit the matter to the decision of the com- 
mission (section 36 of the law). 


VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6. 


“What punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return of in- 
come?! 

The provisions respecting punishment for failure to make proper returns 
of income are contained in sections 66 and following of the law. a 

Sec. 66. Whoever, in the tax declaration, or when answering the questions 

ut tohim by the appr. te authority, or in order to secure relief under the 
Ee knowingly makes false or insufficient statementsregarding his taxable 
income, or regarding the income of those whom he 8 which are 
calculated to secure areduction of the tax, or withholds information regard- 
ing his taxable income, which, according to the regulations of this law, he is 
bound to make known, will be punished with from four to ten times the 
amount of the loss—in case a loss has been suffered by the state—otherwise 
with from four tu ten times the amountof the annual tax of which it was in- 
tended to defraud the state, but [in this latter case] at least with a fine of 100 


marks. 

Instead of this punishment a penalty of from 20 to 100 marks shall be paid, 
if the circumstances indicate that the incorrect or incomplete statements, 
or the withholding of information regarding taxable income, were, though 
—_ or done wilfully, not made for the purpose of evading the payment of 


A person who has made an incorrect statement before the appropriate 
authority may escape punishment by disclosing the error and paying (within 
the time limited by law) the tax; providing such disclosure and payment 
be he nore before a charge has been made or an investigation begun on the 
subject. 

SEC. 67. The collection of tax fraudulently withheldtakes place in addition 
to and e ot that ot the penalty. 

The liability to pay tax fraudulently withheld is barred by limitation in 
ten years and passes to the heirs but not beyond the amount of their inheri- 
tance, and when it devolves on them it is barred by limitation in five years. 
The period of limitation in the case of the taxpayer begins with the end of 
the tax-year in which the fraud tukes place. 

The fixing of the amount of the tax to be paid in case of fraud rests with 
the government [the chief local administrative authority] from whose de- 
cision appeal lies only to the minister of finance. 

SEC. 68, Whoever refuses to give the information demanded of him, pur- 
suant to section 22. or upon insufficient grounds of excuse does not within 
the period limited furnish the same at all, or furnishing the same furnishes 
it incompletely or incorrectly, is punishable with a fine of 300 marks. 

Whoever does not, in accordance with the duty prescribed by section 61, 
in due season give notice of his arrival and departure [in matter of residence] 
is to 7 a malty of 20 marks. 

SEC. 69. The officials who participate in the assessment of tax, and the 
members of the commissions. are liable to a penal fine up to 1,500 marks 
(about $375), or to imprisonment for three months, if they, without authori- 
zation, make known the circumstances as to the earnings, property, or in- 
come of the taxpayer, and especially the contents of a tax declaration, or of 
the proceedings which have taken place in relation to the same. 

Prosecution in such case takes paea however, only at the instance of the 
government [the chief local administrative authority] or the taxpayer. 

SEC. 70. The pecuniary penalties, to be determined according to sections 
66, 68, and 69, are, if they can not be collected, to be changed into imprison- 


| | 


ment according to the existing regulations of the penal code of the German 
Empire. (Sections 28 and 29.) z 

The investigation and decision 5 the oe acts designated 
in sections 66 and 68 rest with the court, ess the accused, within a speci- 
fied period of which he is to have notice, voluntarily pays the fine in the 
amount primarily fixed by the Government together with the costs that 
have arisen in consequence of the procedure taken against him. 

The chief governmental administrative officers are empowered to impose 
a milder punishment than is prescribed in section 66, 

If the accused has no residence in Prussia, judicial proceedings take 

lace, without the provisional determination of the punishment by the 

vernment. This is also the case where the Government for other reasons 
declares that it will for the present desist from fixing the punishment, or 
where the acc waives such previous Visional determination. 

The decision re; tax fraudulently withheld rests in all cases with 
the administrative authorities, but pr for violation of the pro- 
visions respecting the duty of secrecy (section 69) are to be in the courts. 

VII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 7. 

Does the tax grow in popularity or is it becoming more distasteful; and 
if there is complaint is it from those who pay or those who escape the tax?” 

It will have been seen that taxation of incomes has existed in Prussia for 
more than forty years. It is one of various taxes, and the result of my ob- 
servation on the subject is that the fact that it is a tax upon incomes does 
not of itself constitute in the popular mind an objection to it. In other 
words, it does not appear that objection is made that in order to raise the 
money which is obtained by that tax, other th should be taxed instead 
of incomes, and that incomes should not be taxed. 

As will have been seen, the burdens of income taxation in Prussia fal 


most boom $ on those who are best able to bear them. Thelaw exempts all 


incomes under 900 marks (about £225), and the taxation is graded. Whilean 
income of 1,200 marks (about $300) is taxed at the rate of 1 Bing cent, one of 
3,000 marks (about $750) is taxed at 2, one of 10,000 (about $2,500) at 3, and one 
of 100,000 marks (about $25,000) at 4 per cent. Favor is shown in the law to 
those who have to bear exceptional burdens arising from support and edu- 
cation of children, the obligation to epee helpless relations, ent 
illness, indebtedness, and misfortunes. It may be remarked that 
the taxpayer is not req to make oath to the statement which he must 
make for taxation of his income, but it is to be made under his solemn dec- 
larations or asseveration on “knowledge and conscience.“ 
VIII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8. 

“Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representative of 
of the general government?” > 

The collection of the income tax is, as regards incomes up to 3,000 
marks, in several provinces confided to the communities, who receive for 
this service 2 cent of the income actually collected (section 73, subdivi- 
sion 3 of the law). Otherwise this duty devolves upon the “pe — treasury 
officers, of which one exists in each circuit of Prussia. These officers are so 

t there is but one state officer in each, the rent-master, who, 

upon his own responsibility, may employ private assistants, 


BAVARIA. 
I. ANSWER TO QUESTION 1. 


Ho long has the income tax been collected?” 
An income tax has existed in Bavaria since October 1, 1848. 
to the laws of June 4, 1848 (Bavarian Law-sheet, 154), and 
of July 11, 1850 (Bavarian Law-sheet, page 205), income tax was to be paid 
on all net incomes, whether reached by some of the other species of taxation 
or not, and whether consis of money, or money's worth, or of selbstbe- 
nutzung“ [the value of the use or occupation of a thing, or property by the 
owner of it if}, whether permapent or temporary, and whether dépend- 
ent 1 or the free will of other persons. This income tax 
remained in force until 1858, 

From the Ist of October, 1856, in pursuance of the law relating to income 
tax of May 31 of that year—the general income tax previously existing was 
replaced by a particular income tax, intended to reach income not reached 
by any direct tax; that is to say, income derived from the following sources: 
from acquired in liberal occupations (not carried on ina 
business like way). from scientific and artistic occupations; from salaries 
and service emoluments; retired Leg Bre contributions to support; from 

jointures, stipends granted to preben: es; receipts from peasant- 
— — oe of oa without po pan — ae ae and 

ar income tax respect to its under es been re- 

tained in the income-tax law now in force, of May 1. 157 (Law-sheet No. 31, 

ware 441), which, together with the regulation concerning its execution of 

29, 1881 (Law-sheet No. 46), is herewith transmitted—inclosures 2a and 

F ject ot this income tax will be found in articles 

of this law. 


II AND HI. ANSWER TO QUESTIONS 2 AND 3, 


® “ What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed?“ and 
3) „18 the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the 


The rates levied are treated ot in three groups, and within these groups are 
graded in the manner stated in article 5 of the law. The rate is in the first 
group one-third of 1 per cent, in the second it increases from about four - 
tenths of 1 per cent to a little more than 1 per cent, while in the third the 
rate up to an income of 1,020 marks, amounts to one-third of i per cent, and 
even in the highest es remains something less than 1 percent. Accord- 
ing to a provision of a law relating to finance, an additional tax of 6 pfen- 
nig on the mark in the case of Groups I and II. and of 11 pfennigs on the 
mark in that of Group III is levied. The annual yield of the income tax for 
the year 1892 was 2,110,038 marks. The exemptions from the income tax are 
enumerated in articles 12, 13, and 14 of the law of May 19, 1881. 


IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4. 


“What important changes have been made during the existence of the 
tax? Has the rate increased or have the exemptions been changed, and 
what is meant by income? 

The important c which has taken place in the taxation system of 
Bavaria since an income tax has existed there has been discussed a in 
the answer to question 1. This also answers the question What is meant 

income?” in the sense of the Bavarian income-tax law now in force. The 
changes in the tax rates since the law of May 31, 1854, consist solely in the 
conversion of their expression in florins into the present money of the Em- 
ire. The addition imposed by a finance law (hereinbefore referred to) was, 
owever, increased from the year 1882 by 1 percent. 

As regards the exemptions enumerated in the income-tax law of May 19, 
1881, the same were contained in the law of 1856 in article 12, number 1 and 
numbers 3 to 8, but were expressed in a somewhat different form. In this 
connection it should be added that the amounts stated in number 6 at 500 
marks were, in the law of 1856, put at 200 florins each, and in the before-men- 
tioned law of February 25, 1880, at 350 marks each. The exemption er 
number 2 of article 12 was newly introduced in the text of the lawof 1881. 
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A similar exemption had, however, been in fact conceded as early as 1858. 
Finally, the exemptions under articles 13 and 14 of the law of ars also 
new. 


V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5. 
“Ts the tax assessed by an oficer or does the citizen make return under 


on gr 

t to the income-tax law of May 19, 1881, all persons from whom in- 
come tax is due are required to make a declaration ting their taxable 
income. The dsclaration is not under oath. After the receipt of the decla- 
ration the amount of taxable income is fixed by a tax committee, in which 
the local refenue officer is entitled to take part in discussion, but not to vote. 


VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6. 


T to make proper return of in- 
come 
A failure to make the required declaration is pimishable by a fine up to 50 
marks (article 63, number 3, of the law). Incorrect statements. knowingly. 
made, which are calculated to lead to a loss of tax to the Government are, 
by articles 65 and 65 of the law, made punishable with a fine of from tive to 
ten times the amount of the annual tax of which it was intended to defraud 


the Government. 
VII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 7. 


“Does the tax grow in popularity, or is it becoming more distasteful, and 
if there is complaint is it from those who pay or those who escape the tax? 

This question has already been answered in the first reply to the instruc- 
tions to which this is a further response. 


VIII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8. 


Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representative of 
the general government?” 

The collection of the income tax takes place in the seven governmental 
districts of the Kingdom situated on the right side of the Rhine by Govern- 
ment Officials (rent officers). In the palatinate the collection is by the local 


authorities, 
WURTEMBERG. 


In the Kingdom of Wurtemberg there is no general income-tax law em- 
bracing incomes. The Wurtemberg income tax reaches income only from 
* capital sums. and ties on the one hand and from salaries 
and professional practice on the other. In addition there are particular 
direct taxes on realty, buildings, and industries. 

An official publication of the law of September 19, 1852, relating to the tax- 
ation of incomefrom capital sums, securities, and professional practice, ed- 
a with 5 to the most recent conditions, accompanies this report 
asinclosure 

Inreplying to the questions propounded, the law itself is referred to where 
particular items are best answered in that way. 


I. ANSWER TO QUESTION Í. 


„How long has the income tax been collected?” a 

Direct taxation of income from capital sums and securities, salaries, and 
pensions was introduced in the year as an auxiliary to the ordinary di- 
rect taxation of realty, buildings, and industries. Something (but it was 
but little) had been done before in the way of this kind of taxation. The 
law of September 19, 1852, already referred to, is in force to-day. 

IL ANSWER TO QUESTION 2. 

What rate is levied, and what exemptions are allowed!“ 

At t the tax rate is 4.4 per cent of the taxabie annual amount (see 
answer to question 3); from the Ist of April, 1834, it will be 4.8 per cent. 
exemptions allowed are enumerated in article 3 of the law. 

IIL ANSWER TO QUESTION 3. 

Is the tax and what is the total annual income from the tax?” 

The tax on income from capital sums and securitiesis not graded; the en- 
tire annual income is regarded as the taxable annual amount. On theother 
hand, the tax on income from salaries and professional practice is graded, 
as appears in article 5 of the law. 
of the tax on income from capital sums and securities for the 
,0.0 marks, and on income from 
000 marks, 


IV. ANSWER TO Question 4, 


What important changes have been made during the existence of the tax: 
has the rate ee eee the exemptions been changed, and what is 


meant by income 
The law of 1852 has not been changed in important respects. The various 
changes affecting minor ts are stated in the inclosed “Manual Edition.” 


The tax rate was originally for income from salaries and professional 
practice, 8 per cent; for income from capital sums and securities, 5 cent. 

From the ist of July. 1858, it was uniformly 4 per cent; from Ist of 
„1888. 4.4 per cent; from the Ist of July, 1871. 48 per cent; from the Ist 
of il, 1889, — ond cent of the taxable annual amount, and from the Ist of 
April, 1894. it be 4.8 per cent 

As changes in the exemptions, Article 3 of the law, as published 
in the accompanying Manual Edition, is again referred to. 


V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5, 


Is the tax assessed by an officer, or does the citizen make return under 
oath?" 
The tax is based on declarations by those from whom tax is due, which 


are not under oath. 
VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6. 
“What punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return of in- 


come?” 

Improper returns of income are punishable with ten times the amount of 
the sum withheld. Article 11 and following of the law. 

VIL Question 7, as to the popularity of the tax. has been answered in the 
reply to the instructions to which this is a further reply. 

` VIIL ANSWER TO QUESTION 8. 

Is the tax collected through local authorities or by a representative of 
the general government?” 
The tax Is collected by persons in the service of the state—the so-called 
local tax officials appointed for each community. 


BADEN. 


I. ANSWER TO QUESTION I. 


has the income tax been collected?” A 
income tax has been levied since the Ist 
on the law of June 24, 1884 (inclosure 54). 


How long 
In the Grand Duchy of Baden an 
of January, 1886, ‘The tax is based 


IL ANSWER TO QUESTION 2. 
What rate is levied, and what exemptions are allowed?” 
pinos the Ist of n rine 7 — is 2 cent. 
e exemptions are sta! article g ot the law. The most important 
one is that which frees from the tax all incomes under 500 marks. 


III. ANSWER TO QUESTION 3. 


Is the tax graded, and what is the total incomé from the tax?” 

The manner in which the tax is graded is shown in article 13 of the law. 

The entire net yield of the income tax for the year 1891 was 5, 723.754 marks. 
For the year 1892-93 (for which year the tax rate has been reduced from 2} 
to 2 per cent) the net yield is estimated at 4.50, 123 marks. 


IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4. 


“ What important changes have been made during the existence of the 
tax; has the rate increased or have the exemptions been changed? And what 
is meant by income!“ 

Since the introduction of the ineome tax, but one change has taken place, 
viz, that effected by the law of the 6th of May, 1592 (inclosure 50), and the 
“regulation” issued to carry it out (inclosure 5c). By this amendment co- 
operative societies doing an open business, registered associations which 
conduct a business resembling that of banking. and insurance companies 
based on mutuality and employing agents, are to be exempt from income 
tax after the Ist of January, 1894. 

The tax rate was from the ist of January, 1888, until the 31st of December, 
eae per cent. From the ist of January, 1892, it has been reduced to 2 per 


cen 
; No changes have taken place in the exemptions stated in article 6 of the 
Aw. { 


What is meant by income is defined in articles 2 to 4 of the law and in sec- 
tions 1 to 11 of the auxiliary regulation of the ministry of finance of the 17th 
of February, 1835 (inclosure 5). 

V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5. 


eee tax assessed by an officer or does the citizen make return under 
oath?” 

The person owing tax is required to make a declaration (not under oath). 
See Articies 12 and 14 to 19 of the law. On the basis of and after examina- 
tion of such declaration it devolves upon the board of estimate to fix the 
amount of the taxable income. ‘ 

In each community the board of estimate consists of the burgomaster 
and, according to the size of the community, of from three to twelve other 
members, who are appointed by the district councillor, a local ad: — 
ve officer, from the number of persons in the place who are assessed for 

come or other direct taxation. The taxpayer has the right to N fate from 
the decision of the board of estimate to the superior tax authorities, and, as 
against the decision of the latter, to the court of administration. 

VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6. T 

“What punishment is provided for a failure to make a proper return of 
income ?' 

Whoever fails to make a declaration of the tax he owes or makes an in- 
correct one is punishable by a fins of eight times the amount of the lossthe 
Government would have sustained. (See articles 26 and 27 of the law.) 

VIL Question 7, as to the popularity of the tax, is answered in the 
reply of these interrogatories. 

VIII. ANSWER TO QUESTION 8. 

“Ts the tax collected through local authorities or by a representative of 
the general government?” 

The tax is collected by state officers. 

BREMEN. 
I. ANSWER TO QUESTION 1. 

* How long has the income tax been collected?" 

Anincome tax has been levied since the year 1818, 

II. ANSWER TO QUESTION 2. 

‘What rate is levied and what exemptions are allowed!“ 

‘Therate levied has been for incomes taxed at a specific rate of percentage 
as follows for the following periods: 

From 1848 to 1871, 1 per cent; for 1872, 1} per cent; for 1873 and 1874, 2 
cent; for 1875, 2 per cent: for 1878, 3 per cent; for 1877, 4} per cent; for 1878, 8 
per cent; from 1879 to 1892, 4 per cent. 

For the year 1893 the rate is 4 per cent with an addition for incomesof over 
6.000 marks—as shown by the accompanying law of the lith of March, 1893 
{inclosure lia. See also answer to question 3. 

The exem allowed are stated in section 3 of the law of the 17th of De- 
cember, 1874 (inclosure 110). 

III. ANSWER TO QUESTION 3. 


Is the tax graded, and what is the total annual income from the tax?” 

Compare section 4 of the law of the Eth of December, 1874, and the scale in 
inclosure A, accompanying the same, which scale has been changed by the 
law or — 16th of November, 1830. The scale of the last mentioned law is 
still in force. 4 


The yield of the tax varies considerably. It was as follows for the last ten 

ears: 
7 ar] Marks. 
So ne wees 2, 618,540 — 2,427,643 
For 1884. ~ 2,501,474 — 2,844,315 
For 1885- - 2,237,977 = 3,231, 
For 1888-87 ---- 2, 164, 623 ---. 8, 633,794 
For 1887. 88 hda 2, 186,490 For 189-98 3, 225, 053 


IV. ANSWER TO QUESTION 4. 


„What important changes have been made during the existence of the tax; 
has the rate increated or have the exemptions been changed, and what is 
meant by ‘income’?” 2 j 

A material cha’ in the manner of le the tax was introduced by the 
law of the 25th of October, 1874 (inclosure 114). See answer to question 5. 
As regards changes in tax rates, see answer toquestion 2. Upto the year 1874 
the rate was from incomes of from v up to 400 reichsthale s, gold, I reichs- 
thaler (1 reichsthaler — 3 marks 324 pfennigs); for incomes of from 409 to 500 
reichsthalers. gold, 2} reichsthalers, and for incomes of 500 reichsthalers 
or more, I per cent. 1872, and again in 1873, the rate was changed some- 
what, especially the amounts to which a specific rate of percentage applied. 
In 1874 the scale a ed tothe law of the Ith of December. 1574, and in 
1881, that now in force pursuant to the law of the 10th of November, 1880 
8 lic), were introduced. The following exemptions existed: Until 

872, incomes under 20 reichsthalers, gold (about 830 marks); in 1873 and 
1874 incomes under 750 marks, and since 1875 (law of 1874), incomes under 600 


marks: otherwise exemptions have not been materially changed. 
What is meant by taxable income, is told in section 5 of the law and its 
inclosure B; see amendments thereto of 1880 and 1885 (inclosure Lic, 


page 119; inclosure ile, and inclosure 17). 
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V. ANSWER TO QUESTION 5. 
“Ts the tax assessed by an officer, or does the citizen make return under 


” 


were essentially correct. 

Details respecting the new system will be found in sections 8 to 10 of the 
law of the 17th of December, 1874 (ses also amendment of the 5th of January 
(nel sure 11g) as also the law of the 25th of October, 1874 (inclosure 11d) de. 
claring what authorities shall be competent to collect the income tax (see 
also amendments of the 24th of January. 1885, and of the 26th of March, 1892, 
(inclosures li and 1H). From the above-mentioned laws it will be per- 
ceived, it may be added, that the assessment board ™ consists of 4 members 
of the Bremen senate and of 12 members of the popular representative body 


of that city. 1 
4 VI. ANSWER TO QUESTION 6. 


i as punishment is provided for a failure to make proper return of in- 
come!“ 5 
See sections 11 and 12 of the law. ° 
VIII. ANSWER To QUESTION 


“Ts the tax collected through local authorities, or by representatives of 
the general government?” 

The tax is collected by state authorities, viz, by the general tax office in 
Bremen, and subordinate tax offices. 


AUSTRIA. 
In 1892 the Austrian Government collected about $10,000,000 from an income 


tax. 

In volume 28 of Consular Reports (1888) the consul-general at Vienna 
makes the following report in regard to the income tax (his report was sub 
mitted to this Government April 30, 1887): 

“An income tax has existed in Austria since the beginning of the nine- 
teenth century. It was repealed in 1829 and reénacted in 1849. 

“'This tax is divided into three classes: 

“First class. Under the first class the follo income is taxed: (a) the 
income derived from all those trades and occupations which are sub to 
a license tax; (b) the income of mining and smelting establishments; (c) 
the profits m de by the tenants of agricultural lands and of tenants of tolls 
and consumption tax districts. 

Second class. (a) Income from services rendered or labor performed in 
occupations not subject to a license tax; (6) annual income ordividends 

y life insurance or other companies or societies. 

“ Under this class are included the salaries of public and private officers 
and servants; pansions, donations, and other pecuniary assistance received 
by public functionaries, servants, and officers retired from active service; 
pensions of the widows and children of civil and military officers; also the 

donations made out of the public funds, either national or local, 
to cloisters or theological orders; also th: incomes of authors, artists, phy- 
sicians. and veterinary surgeons, midwives, and private teachers (the lat- 
ter only in towns of less than 4,000 souls); the income of university profes- 
sors from lecture and examination fees. Servants are only taxed under this 
ci uss if their total income exceeds 630 florins ($226.16) per annum. 

“Tnird class. Under this class areembraced: Interest from loans and other 
outstanding demands and claims; interest from invested capital; income 
from savings banks and life-insurance companies, Benevolent and mutual 
assistance corporations and stipends are also included in this class. 

— ions ſrom income ſar. The pay of officers and soldiers in active serv- 
ice, also that of reserve officers: the income of cloisters devoted to the care of 
the sick. of schools and benevolent institutions; the pensions of the members 
ofthe Maria Theresa Order (declaration); the donations connected with the 
medal lor bravery; day laborers; the interest on deposits in savings and post 
savings banks, all Incomes not exceeding 315 florins (#113.08) per annum; the 
income of mutual laborers’ insurance com es; the Income from the fol- 
lowing public bonds: (a) The 5 per cent Austrian stock or bonds; (b) the 
Austrian gold bonds; (c) bonds of the city of Vienna of 1867; (d) bonds of 
the Danube regulating commission of 1878; (e) certain bonds of ‘ol; (7) 
state railroad bonds; (g) bonds of all railroads subject to tax; () bonds o 
the Austro-Hungarian Bank; (i) bonds of the Mort; Bank of Bohemia; 
(j) bonds of the national debt and of the lottery loans of 1854 and 1860; a 
number of other corporation bonds. 

“Fines and penalties.—in case the party subject to the income tax makes 
either a false return or intentionally neglects to make any return, thrice the 
amount of the tax is imposed, payment of which, however, includes the tax 
itself, so that the fine proper is double the amount of the tax. 

“The percentage paid as income tar. Additional percentages have been im- 

sed from time to time, and numerousamendments of the original law have 
1 enacted, and a careful perusal of this mass of legislation furnishes as 
final result the following: ‘J 

Under the tirst class abovementioned the income tax collected under the 
laws now in force is progressive and amounts to from 8] per cent to 10 per 
cent of the net income. Under the second class from 17 per cent to 20 per 
cent, and under the third class to 10 per cent.” 


ITALY. 


In 1892 the Italian Government raised about $45,000,000 from an income tax. 
In volume 28 of Consular Reports (1838), the consul-ge..eral reports from 
Italy the following (date of report September 23, 1887): 
è © tax on inc mes is 12 per cent, and an additional sum amounting to 
one-tenth of this amount asa contribution to the war fund, making a total 
of 13.20 per cent on the income. (To certain communes there is a restitu- 
tion of one-tenth of the amount collected for an income tax within their 


t.) 
“This tax is levied — — 6 Se any source whatsoever, 
the manner of assessing diff 


except from lands and 1 ering, how- 
ever, according to the sources of incomes. 5 


“(a) Permanent incomes, those derived from interests on loans, are taxed 
at their full amount. 

%%) Temporary incomes Trom the use of capital and the results 
of labor and industry are taxed six-eighths of their gross amounts. 

“(c) Temporary incomes in which capital and labor are not employed, 
such: as 1 incomes, stipends, pensions, etc., are taxed at U 
elghths of their gross amounts. 

“ (d) Incomes derived from stipends, pensions, etc., paid by the State, are 
taxed at four-eighths of their gross amounts. + 

In the above classification, incomes included under the head of b,c, and d, 
poe or ee pene taxes 3 the amount of the fe per 2 not ex- 
0 77.20, an ey are reduced according to a graduated scale #48. 26, $38.60, 
$28.96, and 19.30 if not exceeding $154.40." 3 2 a 


SWITZERLAND. 


[Extracts from an article entitled "Income and 
land,” by Gustay Cohn, in volume 4, Political 


ZURICH. 


Two different tendencies, accordingly are leading to the same result, viz, to 
the introduction of heavy direct taxation: first, the change of opinion con- 
ce the equities; and secondly, the great increased demand which-is 
itself roduct of advanced views regarding the duties of state and com- 
munity. th tendencies form part of the general democratic drift of the 
age. First, the effort is to remove the burdens from the shoulders of the ma- 
jority of the people and to put them on the shoulders of the wealthy; sec- 
ondly, an attempt is made to render the public organs of state and commun- 
ity servicable to the interests of the majority in a greater degree than for- 
merly through improved institutions of learning, means of communication, 
ete. This democratic movement has gone furthest in the canton of Zurich, 
whose constitution of April 18, 1869, promulgates the following characteris- 


Eon 
$6 . 28. The poopie exercise the legislative power in conjunction with the 
cantonal council. 

“ART, 30. The 5 vote on the legislative acts of the cantonal council 
(referendum) takes place twice a year, in spring and autumn.“ 

Among the economic principles (article 19) are to be noticed: 

“All persons liable to taxation must contribute to the burdens of state and 
community in proportion to the means at their dis 
“The property and income tax is to be arr 
the 2 of moderate and just rogression. g 

s$ perty of small value belo; g to ns unable to work, as well as 


perty taxes in Switzer- 
ce Quarterly, 1880. 


according to classes on 


of income nor double the simple rate in case of 
“Property can be 


consumption of ties can be introduced. Tue salt tax isto be reduced 
forthwith.” 
* * s s $ * * 


In the tax law of Zurich the scale of progression is fixed according to this 
method, with one scale for property and a second scale, connected with the 
first, for personal income. erate for the property tax is so fixed that of 
the first 20,000 francs of each individual mass of property only five-tenths is 

ut in the tax lists, of the succeding 30,000 francs only six-tenths, of the next 

,000 frances only séven-tenths, of the next 100,000 francs only eight-tenths, 
of the next suc 200,000 franes only nine-tenths, and only the surplus 
Over and above the sum last mentioned is entered at the fullamount. We 
have here a relief in favor of the smaller property, which in the case of the 
smallest property amounts to one-half of the total sum, a relief which did 
not exist older tax laws of Zurich (1832 and 1861). The amount ofthe 
tax to be levied is fixed annually by the cantonal council on motion of the 
government. The second scale, for personal income, is connected with the 
tirst scale in such wise that, according to the provision-of the law, 2 francs 
are paid as taxes on each 100 of the income rate wherever 1 franc is paid on 
a thousand of the property rate, which means that the average income from 

is assumed to be 5 per cent. 

e scale of the rate for persona! income is then developed in much more 
rapid on. In the first paoa the um of existence declared 
exempt by the constitution of i869 is interpreted to include, for every in- 
come, the tirst 500 frances. On the succeeding 1,500 francs only two-tenths is 
to be put into the tax list, of the next 1,500 francs only four-tenths, of the 
next 3.000 francs only six-tenths, of the next 4.000 fraucs only eight-tenths; 
the fullrate beginning with amounts above 10,500 francs. In the income 
tax, as in the property tax, the relief accrues to every individual income, 
no matter how large. With the rateas it stands since 1877 (four per mill) an 
income of 50,000—i00.000 francs pays almost 8 per cent, but an income of 
2,000 francs only 1} per cent. 


2 $ s$ * * * Ld 


Reckoning together all communal and cantonal taxes paid by an inhabit- 
antof Zurich, the average sum capita is 3? francs in direct taxes and but 
2 francs in indirect taxes. Ad to these the indirect taxes levied for the 
confederation (principally import duties), we obtain an additional sum of 
qT} francs per capita. Altogether, therefore, fully three-fourths is raised in 
the form which corresponds to the demands cf modern radicalism—by in- 
come and property taxes. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, stories of suffering 
always appeal strongly to the humane heart. One of the con- 
summate arts of the orator, of which I submit we have this day 
had a shining and lustrous example, is to so intertwine right- 
eous sentiments with errors of conclusion and statement as to 
confuse the judgment of men upon really existing facts. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] has depicted 
suffering in its extreme form. Whether it is as widespread, as 
deep and universal as he has declared, is a question susceptible 
possibly, of proof. What we do know is, that every instance o 
suffering is caught up and repeated here until it would appear 
as if, throughout the entire American Union, misery, famine 
and starvation were stalking hand in hand. If it be admitted 
that a tithe of the terrors depicted by the gentleman exists, the 


picture would still be a very sorrowful one. But organized 


charity has gone forth, and from the stored-up wealth of the 
American people has so far relieved the suffering in every city 
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and hamlet of the American Union that not a single instance 
comes tous of that extreme destitution, penury, and death which 
mark the end. 


NOT DUE TO DEMOCRATIC LAWS. 


Tam not Soy geese e undervalue or to underestimate 
the extent of the suffering actually prevailing. Beginning with 
the grewsome picture quoted by the gentleman as drawn by Mr. 
Greeley as long ago as 1855, down to this time, under all circum- 
stances and under all administrations some suffering has pre- 
vailed in our land and in art other. There is no community in 
the world, there never was; there is no system of industry in the 
world, there never was, in which and under which, at some time 
or other, human misery has not waited upon human improvi- 
dences and human mistakes. 

But it is worth noting that the strength of the assault upon 
the measure before this House is made before that measure has 
taken effect, months, ay before one line of it can be opera- 
tive in any part ofthe Republic. The suffering that is depicted, 
supposing it to exist, comes after a period of thirty years of 
laws written, every one of them, by the Republican party, and 
not one of them formed by the Democratic party. 

The Democratic party during that time has compelled relief 
and action in reg: to certain measures; but the whole respon- 
sibility of Government has not been upon us until with the com- 
ing in of this Congress on the 4th of h, 1893. And at that 
time it is a matter of fact susceptible of demonstration, and clear 
to every gentleman on the flcor of this House, that the wide- 
spread misery dwelt upon had already descended. Until this 
hour not a single provision of the 3 system which cul- 
minated in the McKinley law had n qualified in any degree, 
either in recital or in operation. 

On the contrary, the Democratic Administration which suc- 
ceeded that of Mr. Harrison enforced that law and is enforcing 
it to-day as honestly as though it had been written in the stat- 
ute back by its own Congress. 

So, that if the existing condition of affairs may be said to be 
due to the operation of law, you can not say we did it. So far 
as the law has produced the ruin that the gentleman depicts, in 
that far the law has been a !aw of high protection, rising higher 
and higher, and finally culminating in the prohibitive tariff of 


THE FARMING INTERESTS ARE ADVANCED BY LABOR AND NOT BY PROTEC- 
TION. 


I representin part on this floor the State of Illinois, which 
along with her great commercial development, her munici 
growth, and her manufacturing progress, is still the formestag- 
ricultural State in the Union; her population fairly represents 
that of the entire United States. About one-half of our people 
are upon the farms, and the others are in all the varied indus- 
tries of the time. Such is the general proportion of the entire 
population of the United States. 2 

ow, during the last thirty years that population has worked, 
has progressed, and has produced an extraordinary amount of 
wealth; not because the products of their farms were protected, 
because we all know that while certain clauses of pretended 
protection for farmers have been written into law, as a matter 
of fact they have neither required nor received any genuine 
protection. It is talking idly to say that because a statute of 
the United States gives nominal protection to grain, that that 
has conferred either a market or protection upon the farmers of 
the country. 

It has not done so, but after thirty years of sham protection, 
here or abroad, all the ucts of the farm are selling for a less 
figure than they ever sold before since records were kept of 
American industries: while protection“ has increased, products 
have steadily diminished in price until 45 or 50 cents is the best 
price for wheat, and a like low rate for corn and oats, in spite of 
the boasted home market reserved by the policy of protection. 

But Iam not making a speech for the farmer. He spoke for 
himself in November, 1892, from every hillside and from every 
prairie in the land. erent Iam seeking to show by sta- 
tistics that the American farmer has produced a vast amount of 
wealth, set forth better in two statements which I here insert; 
one made by the Secretary of Agriculture in 1889, and one com- 
piled by the Statistician of the Agricultural Department from 
the census of 1890: 

As far back as 1880 the value of the farms of the United States exceeded 
$10,000,000,000. To the unremitting industry of their owners these farms 
yielded an te annual value of nearly $4,000,000,000, in the production 
of which a vast population of nearly 8.000, 000 toilers utilized nearly half a 
billion worth of farm implements. The value of live-stock on farms, esti- 
mated in the last census to be worth over 81,500. 000,000 is shown by the relia- 
ble statistics collected by this De t, to be worth to-day $2.507,' 00,000. 
A low estimate of the number of farmers and farm laborers ar eg by on 
our 5,000,000 farms places it at nearly 10,000,000 persons, representing 30,000,- 
000 people, or nearly one-half of our present population. 


STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 


TABLE L.—Summary for the Eleventh Census, 1890. 


Divisions, etc. 


Valuation. 


Unim- Land, fences, | Implements Live stock 
4 and on hand 
proved. | and buildings. | machinery. | June 1,1890. 


North Atlantic Division -ennta seeneennene mner 658, 42, 338, 025 20, 405, 501 
Satna 62, 3, 044, 666 3, 135, 259 98, 
New Hampshire 29, 1,727, 387 125 801 
Vermont 22. 2, 655, 943 1,739, 708 
Massachusetts „„ 31. 1, 657, 024 1, 341, 258 1 
Rhode Island 5, 274,491 194,790 21. 
Connec icut 28, 1,379, 419 874,013 95, 
New York.. 2. 16, 389, 380 5, 572, 182 968, 
New Jersey 30, 1,999, 117 662, 159, 
PANSY TVT ——— — A 211. 13, 210, 597 5, 153, 773 
South Atlantic Division 40 41,677,371 | 58. 480, 202 
ü c BA —B—P—B—P—T—V—T—V—P————— y= 9. 1.055, 702. 655 293, 037 39, 
ET PESE TARE SA E E 40, 4, 3,412,908 | 1, 539, 482 175, 
District of Columbia 9, 898 1,847 6, 
. 127, 19, 9, 125, 545 9, 979, 406 254, 490, 
West Virginia 72, 10, 4,554, 000 5,767, 326 151. 
North Carolina 178, 22, 7, 828,569 | 14. 823, 327 1 
South Carolina. 115, 13, 5, 255, 237 7.929, 415 99, 
orgia .......... 171. 25. 9,582,866 | 15,617, 569 1 
Floris „„ „„ 34. 8, 1, 145, 693 2, 528, 793 725 
er rd!!! y... ee oe 
BBG ESAS nce cen ne nner cnnasnawsneSsnsganesseaapesnuses 23, 352, 408 18, 338, 824 5, 013, 584 1, 046, 738, 247 29,475,346 | 116. 181, 690 
Pry R hy Seo tes ea E sae eas 20,362,516 | 15,107,482 | 5,255, 034 754, 789, 110 21,172,255 | | 93,361,422 
DTN TT,” RE eat EE i OE BSS 30,498,277 | 25,669,060 | 4,829,217 | 1, 262, 870, 587 $4,456,938 | 180, 431, 662 
Michigan... 14, 785, 636 9, 865, 350 4, 920, 286 556, 190, 670 22, 182, 600 69, 564, 985 
Wisconsin... 16, 787, 988 9, 793, 931 6, 994, 057 477, 524, 507 19, 167. 010 63. 784, 377 
Minnesota 18, 663, 645 11, 127, 953 7,535, 692 340, 059, 470 16, 916, 473 57,725, 683 
Iowa 30, 491, 541 25, 428, 899 5, 062, 642 857, 581, 022 36, 685, 315 206, 436, 242 
17171711 dT 30, 780,280 | 159. 782313 10,987,977 625, 858, 361 21,830,719 | 138.701, 173 
North Dakota 6. „„. „„... S ee OTN a ee ETL RA 
South Dakota a. F——r.. ESO E PA ay eee OR SE ES — ya EE Pe eae 
6, 345, 739 402, 358, 913 920 
7,911, 155 559, 726, 046 305 
——UUU—ͤ—U—ͤ n —-—2 ween men tane eee 1 1, 440, 022, 598 58, 343, 772 351, 028, 828 
TTT 240, 339, 360 10,906,506 | 70, 924, 400 
SEP ORS PEN ENAS E 700, 9,930, 880 | 60, 254, 
c 111, 051, 390 4,511, 645 30, 776, 730 
eS EAS SRSA aa eT 428,1 5,968,865 | 33, 988, 435 


aState not completed as to farms, acreage, valuations, and cost of fertilizers. 
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Divisions, etc.” aca PSC Live stock - 


on hand 


Scr E S IE E E F A OUN A E; 9, 544. 219 760, 551 7,167, 355 17, 898, 380 
Jexas 51, 496, 937 660, 722 13.746, 541 103, 259, 508 
Oklahoma 1, 605, 423 51-3. O42, 695 3133, 580 38, 203, 270 
Arkansas 14, 891, 356 , 416, 313 5, 672,490 30, 772, 880 

Western Drin — 47, 282, 283 | 251,823 186,958,178 
Montana 5, 603 1, 964, 197 915, 517 1, 048, 680 21, 620, 687 
Wyoming.. 3,125 | 1,830,432 4768.831 | 1,353, 601 15, 248, 331 
Colorado... 8,980 | 4,598,941] © 1,823,590 2 775,421 22 504 010 
New Mexico. 4,458 787, 882 263, 106 524, 776 7, 247, 180 
Arizona 1, 426 1,297, 033 104, 128 1, 192, 905 3, 257, 660 
DID A T PE 10,517 1, 323, 705 546, 223 775, 482 6, 813, 830 
NGVAR fo Score ea S 1,277 1,661, 416 723, 052 938, 364 5. 8 1. 820 
e S| ee] Gel ee jae 
Wa n. 179,1 , S20, „113. 11 

en 28.80 J., 80 88 | 3,516,000 | 3,93, 888 22" 648" 830 
Genn Se econ an cee snow dna sanip waa 52,894 21,427,203 | 12, 222, 839 9, 204, 454 „250, 230 
Live stock on hand June 1, 1890, and lite: stock products on farms in 1889. 
Number | 
Mules | Work Sate | noes | Pounds Pounds | Pounds | Pound 
ete. ules | Work- notin- | shorn | Po ounds | Poun ‘ounds 
aCe Horses.| and Milch | Other | swine. | cluding Gallons of 8 0 0 


cows. cattle. 


asses. | oxen. cheese. | honey. | wax. 


126, 808 168, 449, 230 5, 200, 125, 507 l, 024, W i 726, 81863, 897, 327 1, 165, 588 


North Atlantic 3 
5 43, 683 17,919 3, 351, 061) 1,942, 720) 2, 753, 34! — 7, 882, 127, 220 
3 278| 33,195) 157,278 29 4,119 
New Hampshire 123| 23.648 109, 423 1,674 
Vermont . . iS 21, 231, 419 5,798 
Massachusetts. 196) 9,831] 172, 1,690 
Rhode Island 51] 2,0% 23, 358 
Connecticut. 279| 21,01 127, 89 3, 683 
New Vork. 4, 87, 2931 1, 440, 230 68, 654. 
New Jersey 8, 22 1,825{ 161,57 3.881 
Pennsylvania 29,563) 17, 927, 39, 877 
South Atlantic Di- 

yision.........-.| 880,758} 417,393} 262, 982) 1, 369, 466 9 305, 005 
25,656, 4,819 3,846) 82,574 66, 1,612 
130, 305 14, 161 17,00% 132, 9,5 301,157) 5,946 
826 SS — 9 341 20 
242,512] 37,58 51,571 278, 109, 187 1. 531. 147 44,114 

154, 72 7,880 20, 360% 188, 74,872 1,218, 22. 
131,451] 100,011 58,192) 223, 60, 760) 2,3 126, 447 
„888 86. 306, 150 107, 2,476, 856, 27,739 
103,501] 157,377, 49,108} 287, 12, 833| 1,757, 49,935 
31,807] 9.755 17,683) 11 562, ” 083 


8, 240, 999/16, 150, 072 37, 624, 632,12, 332, 084) 9, 854, 644) 60, 965, 2872 

704,833) 953, 619 "4, 080, 720| 3, 683, 2 
8 8,275, 922 23) 20,987,574) 326,925,396 74, 990, 307 1, 068, 2,804,059) 33, 520 
579, 287 3, 320, 817 1, 081, 133 5 200,510,797, 48,477, 766| 360,948 2, 108,817, 24, 864 
1,087, 5, 924, 818 631 4 | 507,209. 464! 57, 121, 313,459 4,602, 941 50. 420 
497,611 1, 126, 141| 2, 400, 318) 2%, 88 50, 197, 481 328, 682) 2. 487, 134 28,750 
792, 1.37, 750 684. 972) 303, 13 46, 623} 906, 266 3, 515, 761] 46,058 
593, 908 853, 715 390,049 182, 978 34, 780, 40% 676, 642 1, 100, 12.050 
1. 498, 41 8, 266, 790 547, 394 180. 411 72,893, 1.088, 358 6, 813, 41 67, 339 
5 851, 071 4,987,432] 950, 562) 193, 108 43, 108. 521 288. 620 5, 492, 1 75, 670 
North Dakota 130, 931 8,709} 21, 339) 88, 289 92, 218 136, 413 26, 112 5, 712. 131, 374 8 
South Dakota. 250, 305 7,671 22,495; 210, 240 590, 465, 238. 448 50, 2 7 303, 951 55, 833) 1,568 
Nebraska 626, 780 46,512} 5, 708) 505,045 3, 815.647 200, 243 144. 403, 881 746,212) 6, 262 
K 930, 305 95, 937 4,495 741. 780 4,022,933 401, 192 201, 750, 210 890, 913) 8, 880 


5 |22825233% 


2, 354, 602/1, 099,722) 488, 7 65 3 6, 217, 868 6, 038, 810 21 91,298 509, 318, 307/11, 914, 123 297,200 
401, 356 663, 367| 2,777,533) 118, 64,82 2,310,615) 37, 225 
311.8 455, 653| 1,307,668! 107, 69,919) 2, 284, 155 88.280 
121, 20 351, 716 768, 55, 6,131) 1,824, 286 68, 884 
155, 050 374,996) 1,038, 1 50, 4, 822,678, 21, 926 
128,73 143, 173) i 12, 3,930 271,962) 8,584 

1, 026, 002 8| 3,826,721} 14, 917, 118, 475, 3,286, 386) 62,509 
95, 554 12,201] 59.11 1,544, 28 2.800 25 
185, 874 211, 043 512. 54. 325, 1.111. 24 24,811 

Western Division. 1, 424, 00¢ 720, 767] 4, 077, 615 1, 055, 01110, 806, 999/11, 058, 421| 57,571, 035, 202, 549, 5, 665, 98, 666 
142, 959 959 546] 24,143 667,209 17, 182 1,859, 016] 1,426,006, 9, 385,551 6, 038, E Se 
87,403) 1,242] 630 11,684} 673,655) 6,79 712.520 545,802 4,140 3,064,588! 428,200 15.19% 250 
155,170 7.13 1.28 70,948 639,631] 61, 38580 717.950 581,951 3,834,234 159,680, 390, 7,901 
8,130 8.357, 4.800 18,507} 554.01 10,471 1,248, 970) 1, 688, 074, 717, 214 98 

946 150 4,874] 2983. 00 6, 21 102, 42 91,171 p 709, 126, 124 668 
1,554 745.882 153,857 27, 046| 1,014,176] 928,943! 4, 660, 8,614, 479, 1580 11,708 
1.728 52] 9.273 201,575, 7.878 278,460) 247,240 1,450, 2,532, 8 557% 825 
1.012 27.278 1091, 807 22,188 357,712 228, 168 2119, 5, 085, 37, 148. 
1. 3,7 70,721| 180,626! 90,274] 265,207 246,415 1,556, 19, 873, 156, 2557 
4.94% 3.14 114, 156 208. 259| 1,780, 372.1. 575.018 0,982, 910 28,042, 435, 7,272 
53, 848) 1. 122 317,201) 1, 048, 584, 899) 2, 475, 140 3, 416, 16, 358, 111, 191, 3, 929, 60, 237 
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STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE—continued. 


Cereal production in 1889. 
Indian corn. Oats. c~_ Rye, 


Divisions, etc. Wheat. 


Acres. Bushels. Acres. | Bushels. | Acres. | Bushels. | Acres. | Bushels. 


2,172,038. | 72,191,305 | 3,141,114 


——5i — y 
ae ot 3 nml mm ea 
ew Ham 7 7 i 
Vermont 4l, 1. 700,688 101, 582 
Massachusetts. 34,010 1,330, 101 14, 331 
Rhode Island 7,819 258. 810 3, 48 
Counecticut.... 4 7 40, 445 1,471,979 24,428 
New vor 493, 320 15, 109, 069 | 1, 417, 371 
New Jersey. 47 18, 520 114, 626 267, 648 8, 637, 011 121, 
Pennsylvania 210, 488 3, 000, 717 | 1,252,369 | 42,318,279 | 1,310,197 
South Atlantic division...... | 9, 628, 254 | 131, 455,786 | 2, 203, 751 
Delaware... 3, 007, 164 19, 874 
W 817 14, 928, 142 
District of Columbia . f B49 10, 755 
Virginla 1,600,690 | 27,172,493 | 495, 508 
West Virginia 502. 763 18, 780, 506 180, 815 
North Carolina 2, 360,627 | 25, 788, 623 1,851 
South Carolina 1, 345, 990 18,770,417 | 308,056 
Geo 2, 582, 316 29, 261,422 516, 886 
378, 906 3, 701, 264 42, 003 


„873, 246 |1, 598, 870, 008 
3, 189, 558 113, 892, 318 
3,586,190 | 108, 843, 094 
7, 863, 025 | 289, 697, 256 165, 598 
994, 597 28,785, 579 | 1,085, 140, 754 
1, 120, 341 $4, 024,216 | 1, 627, 151 275, 058 
901,690 | 24, 696, 446 | 1,579,258 62, 869 
7,585,522 313, 190,782 3. 752,141 93. 707 
6,072, 121 | 196,999,016 | 1, 676, 706 24, 283 
11, 954 178,729 402, 855 1.508 
753,309 13, 152,008 580. 280 9.229 
5, 480, 279 | 215,895, 996 | 1, 503,515 81,372 
AD ae Ss 7,814,765 | 250,574,568 | 1, 463, 526 199, 146 
South Central Division 15, 164, 533 239 | 2, 560, 
960, 382 
791, 824 
Alabama 127, 302 
881881 706, 352 
Louisiana 837, 516 
079, 907 
18, 307 
6 648, 443 
254, 581 
Wyoming 1 977 25, 172 
0 9 
Colorado 5 119, 310 1,511, 907 
New Mexico 744 28, 589 588. 480 
Arizona 10,644 | 252,908 |..........]-...-..--.. 4, 331 82, 535 
M 316 5,78 84. 700 
Nevada 8,061 | 27, 102 - 274 6, 540 
8 1 3 186,413 
as: * „ ' 
Oregon 2, 678 12,101 238, 203 
Wlan 2 10, 388 70, 303 2, 381, 270 


Acres. Bales. Acres. Abani 8 Acres, 


The United States. 20,172,896 | 7,471,116 | 1,318,698 | 10,250,410 | 241,389 25, 054 
North Atlantic Division. — — 3,467 25,568 | 17,010 47 


Maryland Js 
aeons Columbia. 


Florſd a 
North Central Division. 1,301, 187 


Oulo — 145,557 18,877 
2 757 15.800 4. „ 
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Sugar and molasses, 1889. 


Fiber, 1889. 
Flax. 


Seed, Fiber, 
bushels. pounds. 


Divisions, ete. Cane. Maple. 


x Pounds of Gallonsof Pounds | Gallons of 


sugar. | molasses, | of sugar. | mo! 


33 
2 
3 


Becks. 


FASSE, 


y| 88828282 


South Central Division 
Kentucky 


Tobacco. Hops. Broom corn. | Pulse. 
Divisions, etc. Dry Can- Cow peas. Beans 
Acres. | Pounds, | Acres, | Pounds, | Acres. Pounds. Acres. | Pounds. à peas, | (ary), 
— 1 os bushels. 5 
The United States 161,312 | 128,590,984 | 695,201 | 488, 256, 645 39, 171, 270 93. 425 88, 557,420 2, 812, 437 3, 402,912 3. 103, 554 
North Atlantic Division --| 44,080 | 50,183,320 | 36,809 | 20,150,940) 1,058 63,089 | 1,365,850 
m „ e E, O E UU BET RAD EA 4,366 ri 710 
ew Hampshire é 
Vermont 1,141 31,880 
Massachusetts 618 11, 300 
Soll —— : ee 300 138 1,637 
6 831 pg Eg TEREA P 963 1,7834 
Fc ((o E AS fee! 50,8% | 1,111,510 
(( TATA 45 r 423 2,028 2, 164 
% So. free S nave cumess at 4 2, 148 11, 856 
South Atlantic Division $ 128, 638 
d 167 517 
3,812 1,495 
203 148 
547 24, 043 
West Virginia. 435 464 31, 269 
North Carolina. 967 427, 317 „909 
South Carolina. 803 690, 478 8, 018 
Georgia. ........ 371 19, 619 
Fio 672 6,613 
North Central Division 472 812, 645 
OR poke ngs aba — — 293 80, 213 
Ind 231 34, 988 
Illinois 264 21,308 
Mich’ 487 434, 014 
Wisconsin... 541 117, 144 
Minnesota. 288 61,009 
Iowa 360 33, 769 
Missouri 513 29, 632 
152 584 
132 3, 723 
491 , 28,225 
1,720 18,036 
113, 087 
5, 670 56, 046 
530 „780 
4.841 
2,890 
2 
Oklahoma 10, T 
Arkansas.. 8,570 
Western Division 49, 042 743, 306 
148 692 
Bk VOTE REPPER OR „ EIE n „ SSS s 1 232 
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Broom corn. 


Acres. | Pounds. | Acres. Pounds. 


7, 205 

Sea eee. pi 
482 

FFF 236 
3 1,060 
22, J z 1,358 

2 1,100 4, 697 517 3,712 

815 611,975 30, 528 1,826 713, 480 


a Less than 1 acre. 


To-day there are 6,000,000 farms in America; there are 9,000,090 
farming people, owners and laborers; there are 35,000,000 people 
upon these farms depending immediately upon that industry; 
the value of the farms is 813,000, 000,000; the annual product of 
the farms is $4,500,000,000; and, more than that, the farmers of 
the United States, by their raw material,” pay three-fourths of 
all of the foreign exchanges of the country. 

Unburdened by the protection system ee would be a pros 
perous, mighty people; what their condition is will appear later. 
They are as good, as clean, as honest as their forbear. They 
have been as frugal in most cases as those who have gone before 
them; and we all recognize that as a matter of fact, what they 
produce is the measure of values of all that is produced by any 
people, unless you shall add the little of the raw products of the 
mines and fisheries, because all men come to his mill; because 
all that all men do in the way of labor and accumulition they do 
that they may enjoy the fruits of the earth; the best measure 
of a people's prosperity is the condition of the farming classes. 
The manufacturer exchanges for the product of their labor. 
The work of the mechanic, of the lawyer, of the merchant, of the 
doctor are all exchanged with them, and they can get no more 
than the farmers raise. 

DEBT ACCUMULATIONS OF A PROTECTION PERIOD. 


Yet, despite the productiveness of our soil and the vast wealth 
yielded to agricultural toil, there exists in degree the condition 
of misery described by the gentleman from Michigan, and inad- 
dition a vast indebtedness that balances to a large extent the 
presumed prosperity described as existing prior to 1893. I have 
a statement from the Treasury dated January 4, 1894, which I 


here offer. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 4, 1894. 

My DEAR Sm: Inclosed is the statement in regard to the public and pri- 
vate indebtedness of the United States, which was promised you to-day. 

In the item of real-estate mortgages the estimate covers less than „000, 
000 for four States, the remainder of the 80, 000,000, 000 being actual figures, as 
shown by census tables. 

Very truly, yours, 


Hon. JOHN C. BLACK, Washington, D. C. 
MINIMUM DEBT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


J. H. WARDLE, Chief Clerk. 


Quast-pubis is Private debt. 
-public corporations: 
Steam PRANA Kunde) 84, 631, 473, 184 
Street railways (funded) .............--.-----. 151, 872, 289 
Telephone ompa { S , 992, 565 
Telegraph, public water, gas, electric light- 
ong: and ponar pe 0 bin 8 200, 000, 000 
er quasi-public rations make 
round total) TA „ 11,661, 962 
$5, 000, 000, 000 


Total 
Private corporations and individuals: 


estate mo (estimated) 6,000, 000, 000 
Crop liens in the South (estimated) 350, 000, 000 
Chattel mo; (estimated) 309, 000, 000 
National banks (loans and overdrafts)...... 1, 986, 058, 320 
Other banks (loans and overdrafts, not in- 

cluding real-estate mor 8 1,172, 918, 415 
Other private debts (to make round total) 1, 191, 023, 265 


2, 027, 170, 546 


ea SaR a A S S S — 18, 027, 170, 546 
I will only dwell aa two of the totals. They show that the 
public debts of the United States to-day are $2,000,000,000, and 


that the private debts of the people of the United States are 
$16,000,C00,000. At the beginning of the period of high protec- 
tion there was scarcely any public indebtedness and very little 
private indebtedness in this country. This is the accumulation 
of burdens which has been made by some process during thirt; 
years of protection. Now, gentlemen, we can afford to deal with 
utter fairness witheach other. I do not claim that the protect- 
ive tariff is responsible for all of this indebtedness. I know that 
it represents something of progress, but you and I know that it 
also represents a vast amount of poverty, that it is all debt; and 
to-day upon this debt accumulated during the period of bound- 
less protection the American people are paying yearly at the 
rate of $00,000,000 of interest. 

Now, it seems to be very clear that where there has been a proc- 
ess of law according toagiven system, acting without interrup- 
tion and universally fora lon riod, the result is fairly charge- 
able to the system itself. hat we know is that in some wa, 
or other, in spite of the vast products which I have described, 
and instead of the vast wealth which the American people be- 
lieved they were accumulating, it is found at the end of this 
period that a great mass of the peo le are miserably poor, and 
that our communities and individuals are indebted in immense 
sums, while, on the other hand, enormous accumulations of 
property are found in the hands of private parties. 

I make no raid upon private wealth. I pass by all attack upon 
it. I point to the fact that everywhere gt favored sec- 
tions of the country, those favored by the tariff laws, enormous 
fortunes have been accumulated by individuals, and it is out of 
the surplus of those fortunes that the deeds of charity are being 
done which are to-day found necessary in this land. If the 
wealth produced had remained distributed in anything like a 
reasonable degree of proportion; if it had not, by some secret 
prones been drawn off into these spectal side-pockets it would 

found reasonably distributed among the people of the coun- 
try, and the sight of poor men begging for bread, while a very 
few of our people enjoy all the proceeds of thirty years of labor 
and prosperity, would not be possible. Now, Mr. Chairman, if 
there is any other thing that will account for this dispropor- 
tionate distribution of wealth I should like to, know where it 
has appeared and what record there is of it. 

EXTENT OF DIRECT AND INDIRECT TAXATION, 

We know that year after year the Government of the United 
States has taken from the consumers of this country from two to 
three hundred million dollars of revenue, and we know that at 
the same time under the operation of the same laws sums equiv- 
alent to four or five times that amount (according to the differ- 
ent calculations of economists) have also been taken from those 
consumers and given to the protected industries of the land. 
This has been done upon two pretexts. One has been thata 
home market was to be created by this system and preserved for 
the benefit of the farmers and mechanics, the laboring men, and 
all American citizens, 

Is that true? If it is true, where is that market to-day? It is 
ites yreet gone; and to-day the poorest home market in the 
world is that which is contained within the tariff protection of 
the McKinleyeact. 

Another thing that is claimed for the policy of protection is 
that it increases wages of the workingmen employed under this 
home-market arrangement. I doubt if it can possibly be estab- 
lished as a fact that it has had that effect. The subject has 
been gone into very extensively by the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON], and I am inclined to accept the conclu- 
sions that he has reached. I doubt if it can be shown that, run- 
ning through the whole period of time covered by the po 
tive system, the average wages of the average American laborer 
have been greater than the wages of such workers in other lands 
that are equally or anything like equally favored of nature, 
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But, aed. i the times of depression, of poverty, and of idle- 
ness with the flush times, is it true that the general average of 
wages has been increased? I doubt it very much. 

he skill of the statistician would have to be called in to es- 
tablish the fact. But what we do know is that upon several oc- 
casions the wages have absolutely ceased in the American home 
market, and that this is one of those occasions. Protection has 
not kept the wage market up at this hour, nor for atwelvemonth 
past. And the same thing has occurred three times during the 
ascendency of the protective system. Gentlemen, if protection 
is the beneficent power that you believe it to be, why is it that 
in 1873 a ruin more widespread than that which now prevails in 
the land shook the financial structure of America? 

There was no thought then that the Democratic party was 
about to come into power. It had scarcely votes enough left in 
the electoral college the year before to make a record: Repub- 
licanism was in the afiluence of the successful administration of 
its own system. Yet, in 1873, such a paralysis as we are now suf- 
fering under passed over American industries; then, as now, rail- 
roads were put into the hands of receivers, trades were checked 
in their establishment, properties were mortgaged, and the 
most active industry in the land was the industry of the sheriff. 

Why was it that long before the narrow contest of 1884 was 
decided by less than 1,300 votes in the city of New York—why 
was it that while every energy of a clean and kindly Adminis- 
tration was put forward to enforce the laws of the country in re- 
gard to the collection of its revenue—why was it that 1884 was 
a year of commercial disaster and ruin, widespread indeed, al- 
though not as widespread as this, if protection has the power 
claimed for it? You knew that the Senate would be held, that 
no law overthrowing that system could be passed without the 
consent of the Republican Senate, and that you were secure in 
the administration of the protective laws of the Government 

for two years at least, as you really were until 1892. 

Yet with this system in full force there was in 1884 another 
earthquake period, another period of disaster to business, another 
period of poor wages. And so it is that three times within 
thirty years, saying nothing of the failures of intervening years, 
which ran up to one hundred and fifty, one hundred and sixty, 
one hundred and ninety million dollars a year, the fact is that 
three times in thirty years under a completed system of protec- 
tion the business industries of this country have been shaken 
and overwhelmed. To show the extent of these misfortunes I 
1 from the United States Statistical Abstract a table o 

ures: i 


Number and per cent of commercial failures and the liabilities involved in fail- 
ures in the United States for each calendar year from 1879 to 1892, inclusive. 


From the annual circular of R. G. Dun & Co., New York.] 


Number Number of Per gans 
0 


Calendar years. of business Liabilities. 
failures. | concerns. | failures. 

6, 658 702,157 -95 208, 149, 053 
4.735 746, 823 -63 65, 752, 000 
5.582 781, 689 a 81, 155, 932 
6, 738 256 .82 | 101,547,566 

9, 184 863. 993 1.06 172, 874, 192 

10, 968 904, 759 1.21 , 343, 427 
10, 637 919, 990 1.16 124, 220, 321 

9, 834 969, 841 1.01 114, 644, 119 

9, 634 994, 281 90 167, 560. 944 
10,679 1, 026, 662 1.02 123, 829, 978 
10,882 1, 051, 140 1.04] 148.784, 337 
10,907 | 1,110,590 -98 189, 856, 964 
12,273 | 1,142,951 1.07 189, 868, 638 
10,344 | 1,172,705 88 114,044, 167 


THE PANIC YEAR, 1 —LARGEST NUMBER OF BUSINESS FAILURES EVER RE- 
CORDED IN THE UNITED STATES. 


NEW YORK, December 29. 


Bradstreet's will to-morrow publish a review of the business troubles dur- 
ing the year. It says it will doubtless be known as the panic year, 1593,” 
and has et ie with it the largest number of business failures ever re- 
corded in the United States, the total amounting to 15,560. 

Continuing, Bradstreet’s says: 

The increase in the number of mercantile failures in 1893, as compared 
with the gar before. is more than 51 per cent, which, itis unnecessary to 

lain, is the heaviest annual increase on record. The proportion of indi- 
viduals, firms, and corporations having a recognized place in business com- 
munities throughout the United States which failed during the past year 
has been 1.51 or 1} in every 100, as compared with 1 in 100 or 1 percent in 1892, 
and as compared with 1.32 per cent, or nearly 14 in every 1,000 in the last pre- 
ceding important panic year. 1884. 

The d total of estimated liabilities of individuals, firms, and corpora- 
tions business, including banks which reported liabilities in excess of 
their actual assets. amounts to $403,000,000 in round numbers, or nearly four 
times the corresponding total of 1892, when the total number of failures was 
two-thirds as large as year. The next largest aggregate of liabilities 
was in the panic year, 1484—$248.700,000, and after that in 1891—%193.190.000, 
and next in order in 1883—$175.900,000, and fifth in rank in 1890—$175,000,000. 


Protection does not protect the financial interests of the coun- 
try. It creates at times a feverish interest. It gives a false im- 


petus. It may advance a particular industry at the expense of 
others, but in weighing upon the whole body of the people it is 
inevitable that it should produce the two results of heavy taxa- 
tion and discrimination in the benefits of government. And it 
always has done so. ; 

HARD TIMES NOT DUE TO DEMOCRATIC SUCCESS. 

But, say gentlemen, the existing condition may be attributed 
to the installment in power of the Democratic party. In all the 
rounds of fact we ask for one that proves this. What section of 
altered law, what minute of changed fiscal administration, what 
single alteration in the forces heretofore prevailing has occurred 
since the 4th of March last? It is well enough in the poetic and 
splendid style of my esteemed friend to dwell upon the cause that 
he has assigned, but when you ask for the fact upon which it 
is built, that fact is lacking. 

BALANCE OF TRADE AGAINST Us. 

I offer what I regard as reasonable additional explanations of 
the existing condition of affairs. In 1890 and 1891 we raised the 
greatest crops that ever were raised in this country. Our ex- 
cess of corn was 500,000,000 bushels in a year. Our excess of 
wheat and other products was proportionally great. About the¢ 
time, too, the agitation began for bringing the Worlds Fair to 
these shores, and agents were sent to Europe in every direction, 
who stimulated intercourse; and the résult was that we shipped 
abroad the largest exports we had ever made up to that time, of 
grain, which had to be had by Europe, met there by a corre- 
sponding deficit in the natural output. Europe needed our prod- 
uce and took it in an extraordinary extent; and she sent back 
to us vast quantities of our obligations. But still the balance 
against her in the transaction arising out of the year 1891 
amounted to nearly $200,000,000. 

But in the next year our people discounted the crop that they 
thought was to come. They traded with Europe more exten- 
sively, oras extensively asthey had done on the crop of the year 
1891. And when the crop of the last year, 1892, was summed up, 
it was found to be greatly short of reasonable expectations. By 
that process the trade balance against us, as is shown by the fig- 
ures from the Treasury Department, published in its tables, 
shifted ina single year nearly $300,000,000. And we had to pay 
balance as Europe had to pay the preceding balance in our 

ayor. 

That payment has been made during 1893, and it accounts, in 
my judgment, toa large extent, for the prevailing hard times 
which set in about the timə that American gold was being 
shipped to Europe. And when mn reflect that the active cur- 
rency of the country is probably less than $1,500,000,000, and 
that in a single year the trade balances against us were shifted 
$300,000,000, you can well understand that at the close of this 
year there would be a tightening in every part of our business. 

EXTRAVAGANT PUBLIC EXPENDITURES SPENDING THE SURPLUS. 

Nor was that all, During the year 1891 and a part of the year 
1892 this Government was engaged in expending the surplus 
which had been accumulated through years of frugality. The 
legislation entered into by the preceding Congresses and matur- 
ing during this year, maturing in the shape of appropriations, 
maturing in the shape of largesses, stripped the Treasury bare, 
and have rendered it necessiry for it to hold on with the grip 
of financial despair to every dollar that it can hold. So that be- 
fore the middle of the yar the surplus in the Treasury was al- 
ready exhausted, not by changing revenues, not by reducing 
the income, but by extraordinary expenditures, by having to 
pay the balances of trade against us and by enormous private 
payments of our people going abroad. The consequence is that 
to-day, when we come to settle up, we are “short;” and the 
cash we should have in the hands of our manufacturers and 
operators and laborers is in the coffers of Europe. 

Now, it seems to me that all of these forces actually existing, 
naturally working, have produced the condition of affairs now 
existing. It is unnecessary to call upon fancy and say that it was 
the incoming of the Democratic party and its installment in 
power that has produced this result. Tat is an old wife's fable, 
unsusceptible of proof, resting simply in common rumor. 

NOT DUE TO PERIODICITY. 

It has been sought to explain this condition of affairs by the 
very ingenious hypothesis of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], that it was inevitable in human affairs that periods of in- 
flation and depression would occur. Ido not believe it. I be- 
lieve that every time a financial crisis occurs it is directly 
traceable to and caused by disregard of some wise and just law 
of business. It is because some honest method has been forgot- 
ten, or some mistake made in fiscal lezislation. And so in the 
depressions which haye come, followed by alternations, ithas not 
been owing to any fatalism or any chance that recurs as regu- 
larly as a baleful comet, but has been due to a disregard of the 
laws of taxation, equality, and economy. [Applause on the Dem- 
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ocratic side.] It is because the insidious hand, the inevitable 
hand of tariff-protection law has been reaching out and gather- 
ing in taxes from every apane of the land. 
e gentleman from higan [Mr. BURROWS] has said very 
-earnestly that the industries of this country were Apa to 
know upon what terms the Democratic party proposed to allow 
them to continue in business. Upon terms of absolute and hon- 
est equality! [Applause on the Democratic side.] Upon terms 
that will tax them, not for the benefit of their neighbor, but for 
the revenues of the Government. 
The gentleman seems to have been greatly disturbed by the 
fact that the 3 bill puts 131 articles more on the free list. 
He seems to forget that these articles, if they are sought for in 
America, will be sought for by the consumers of these 131 arti- 
cles and that they will come with less of expense to the con- 
sumer than they would otherwise have done but for the inter- 
vention of the Wilson bill. And pursuing the same line, the 
gentleman spoke with upraised hand of the terrible consequences 
that were to happen to this country from opening the doors be- 
tween Canada and the United States. 
Canadian products are selling no cheaper to-day than Amer- 
ican products. Canadian labor crosses the line freely, and but 
within a few days a remonstrance was forwarded here by some 
asa(ciation of workingmen up near the northern line, complain- 
ing because Canadian workmen cross the boundary in the morn- 
ing, do a day's work in the United States, and return to their 
hon es at night. The spirit of protection is abroad in that asso- 
ciation, and they were seeking to protect“ the American la- 
bore’ against his brother who happened to be born across the 


Pb OHIBITIVE PROTECTION AND IMMIGRATION AS AFFECTING LABOR. 


This, Mr. Chairman, isan instance of the false position into 
which the public mind has been forced by long worshiping at 
the altars of protection. It seems to me thatthe gravest charge 
that can be brought against the protective system, as it has been 
developed under our laws, is that it not only is excessive in 
its taxation, but it tends to disorganize society and to perpetu- 

les who otherwise would 
t seems to me that i- 
m of protection, inde- 


ate the artificial divisions between 
slowly but.certainly come together. 
bly the worst effect produced by the syste 
pendent of the ruin that has fallen on the laborers of the coun- 
try, who have the world’s markets withdrawn from them, is the 
fact that it produces unnatural immigration of great bodies of 
men from one country to another. 

Mr. REED. What may unnatural immigration mean? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague, if he will permit me 
an interruption, instances the case of a Canadian laboring man 
coming over into our country, working a day and returning, not 
bearing the burdens of citizenship, but returning again to hi 
own home, as being complai of by the American laborer. 
Does my colleague mean to say that we should pursue a policy 
of permitting the coming of foreign citizens here in competition 
with our own people, and who do not bear the burdens of citi- 


5 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. There is to-day setting in, and there has been for ten 
years last past, from Europe, especially from Poland and Hun- 
gary, from It ly, and from other countries largely dominated by 
what are known as the Latin races, a vast immigration of 
people averaging about half a million each year for the last ten 
years. Now, if they came here naturally 

Mr. REED. How would that be? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman. I say 
if they came here naturally without artificial attraction, if they 
were a part of the great migratory masses that at one time or 
another have left their domiciles and sought new lands, un- 
awed by influences and unbought by gain, I should be willing 
to welcome the arrival of every one amongst them. But in so 
far as the protective system of laws has been responsible for their 
de from their homes and their lodgment amongst us, I 
look upon their coming with doubt. 

The tense has been published abroad, it has been translated 
into all the anguagos of the world wherever newspapers are 
circulated, that under the protective system higher wages were 
being paid to*the American than to any other workingman in 
the world. Now,I am aware that this is not the sole cause of 
this extraordinary migration. I know that the steamship and 
railroad companies have sent their agents abroad to harry the 
mountains and the valleys for the ied sea of bringing men here 
who in the first place would pay their s, s0 as to enable these 
companies to run their lines with profit, and inf the second place, 


to ship them on to our great unsubdued regions, in order that | tio 


railroad lands might be taken up and occupied by them, to such 
an extent that to-day, in the settlements of the far Northwest, 
there are regions where not a word of English, or any other lan- 
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age cognate to it, isspoken by the inhabitants in their daily 
ntercourse. - 

But the strongest reason that has induced this unprecedented 
qomigeation, that which has been the mainspring to all this, is 
the and alluring cry,dinned in the ear of the laborer, form- 
erly contented in Europe and elsewhere, that here he could have 
higher wages; and the 1 ce of these causes combined, 
and especially of the last, has been that, until the opening of last 
year, when the cholera scare came upon us and fora time à rigid 
quarantine checked the movement, there was a movement of 
foreign populations into this country as great almost as the 
movement of the Moors out of Spain or of the Israelites out of 
Egypt. I-denominate an immigration so obtained as artificial. 

And what was the consequence? When, in addition tothe ex- 
penditure of the surplus, paying it out upon every hand till there 
was a bankrupt ‘freasury at the national capital, in addition toa 
vast balance of trade against us which had to be paid, we found 
500,000 men and women and children coming into our midst each 
year to be taken care of; we did not find them sveking these homes 
in the far West in full extent, but, as the flies are drawn to the 
honey, they went to the places where they were told these wages 
were tobe had. They went tothe great cities of Boston and Chi- 
cago and New York and Philadelphia. They have jammed in 
there and the result has been that the American workingmen 
have suffered. 

Ido not mean the American by birth, but I mean the man 
who has been fitted here for workmanship; who has been comi 
here in natural and ordinary fashion for many years, attracte 
by our institutionsand the love of liberty; who has been trained 
in our life andourindustries. He has been crowded away, and 
his place has been taken by this vast incoming mass, or else his 
wages have been eut down and he has been compelled to take half 
a loaf where formerly a whole loaf was granted him. 

Mr. CANNON of Hin ois. Will my friend allow me 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. One moment. Now, I will ed to 
answer your question, which was whether I thought that the 
Canadian, who did not bear the burdens of this Government, 
ought to be allowed tocrossthe line and to share, with the Amer- 
can, the labor to be had on this side the line? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where he returns to his on coun- 
try? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Where he returns to his own home 
at night. The distinction there is not a distinction of race. It 
is not a distinction of blood. Brothers are found on both sides 
of that line. Sons upon each side have the samo father. I 
would not interdict the coming of that man. I would let trim 
come until it was demonstrated that the folly which sought to 
deepen the lines of political division between two kindred na- 
tong was unworthy of being longer continued in American leg- 
islation. 

„Mr. REED. That is, until the wages are equal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me an- 
other question? 5 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague refers to a half mil- 
lion of immigrants coming to this country each year, the most 
of whom are attracted by the larger wages here. Do I under- 
stand my friend, that the remedy which he would propose to pre- 
vent thatimmigration would be by decreasing the wages of the 
American mc el erep by bringing him into competition. not 
with the half million who come to our borders annually from 
a but with the labor of the two hundred millions on theother 
side, who would send their products here free, in competiton 
with our labor? 

Mr. BLACK of lilinois. Well, the question is ponderous, but 
fair, and I will try to reply to it. If I was being chased by bees, 
I would throw the honey down. If I was being set upon by 
wolves, I would get the fresh meat out of their sight. 

Mr. REED. Even ifthe children also did not get it? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If I was certain that the American 
workingman of to-day was being overwhelmed by a vast mass of 
men seeking these shores because they believed that wages were 
higher—a belief which is false in the long run—and if I be- 
lieved that that delusion rae ewe upon a system of misleading 
laws, I should seek to rope those laws, to let wages have their 
natural place all around the world, and let people move all 
around the world in their own way. I would not toll themover 
here by a system of laws, the effect of which is to drive Ameri- 
can workingmen from their places, and todelude into starvation 
those who are thus attracted here. 

Mr. REED. Then the gentleman favors an equality of wages 
between this country and others from which we have immigra- 

n? A 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is not a fair way to put the ques- 
tion. ; 

Mr. REED. You can make it fair in answering. 


1894. 
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Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I make answer by the removal of the 
artificial means by which we create a fictitious value of the ar- 
ticle of wages, and let wages have its natural level, as it does 
elsewhere. 

Mr. REED. If we have, then, a higher level, if we keep a 
portion of the honey, and still keep a portion of the meat, they 
will be alter it. Now, when you takeaway the honey and the meat 
and hide it, do you take it away from the children? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have not been talking about chil- 
dren, I had been talking about men. 

Mr. REED. Say men, then, if that pleases you better. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In answer I would restore a natural 
condition of affairs by taking down the protective system, which 
pretends to give higher wages here than otherwise would be 

iven. 
$ Mr. REED. Tou say, pretend to give higher wages! Do these 
people go back disappointed? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir; they are going back in 
large numbers now 

Mr. REED. Now! That is true. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And protective laws are still in 
force. 

Mr. REED. Way yon talk about the law being still in vogue. 


You might as well about having a policeman protect a com- 
side when you put him in jail. achter on the Republican 
side. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, I do not think so. 

Mr. REED. I know you do not. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. There has been no law repealed. 

Mr. REED. But do you not know that the act of 1890 is prac- 
tically suspended in its operation; and that you have had, as it 
were, a pistol at its head? ` 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It was not before the election. 

Mr. REED. Before the election! Which election? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The election of 1892. 

Mr. REED. The election of 1892, before we entered this dis- 
astrous period. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I know that it has not been, and that 
this year the revenues collected under it are greater than they 
were last year. 

Mr. REED. This year? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. The Treasury accounts tell a different story. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.) 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Our sources of information seem to 
be different. I want no mistaken impression left on the mind of 
the gentleman from Maine 

Mr. REED. You have not left it. A 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (continuing). Or any other person 
here as to the exact meaning that should be attached to what I 
have said in regard to this question of foreign immigration. I 
believe it is wrong to the American workman and to the Ameri- 
can people to put up a system of taxation which Pre a false 
system of ce and which, when it is reached by the workers 
for it, instantly disappears. Iam not opposed in any way to a 
free and untrammeled movement of the races of man about this 
earth. I believe that to be one of the high purposes of the 
Democratic party. I think that in its mission of peace and fra- 
ternity, of fair taxation, and the removal of unnatural barriers, 
the Democratic party has yet to pave the way for a universal 
kindly fraternity of all men where doctrines of equality and 
brotherhood will prevail; where the narrow opinions of localit 
will disappear, and where a man’s boast will be that he is a citi- 
zen, not of some pent-up Utica, but a citizen of the world. ; 

7 DEMOCRACY MUST ADVANCE IN ITS WORK. 

The Democratic party must stand ready to advance upon the 
line of fair and honest taxation, no matter what conclusions its 
enemies may draw, or what gloomy prognostics they may in- 
dulge in with regard to the future. I do not believe that the 
5 energies of the American people will work out such 


— doleful results as we have had depicted. I can not think that 


mills will close all over the Union; that there will be a complete 
cessation of business, and that starvation’s hordes will increase. 
With the passing of winter will come the renewal of life, and 
when the Democratic party has established, as it willestablish, 
the right doctrine of commercial intercourse, the results of its 
wisdom and justice will begin to be felt and prosperity will re- 


turn. 
SEEK TRUTH REGARDLESS OF ITS SURROUNDINGS. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] chose to in- 
dulge in a stricture which I thought had become worn and obso- 
lete. In criticising the platform of the Democratic party, as 
adopted at Chicago. he told us that he had found a marvelous re- 
sembiance between itsenunciation of the doctrine of commercial 
freedom, and the nullification ordinance of South Carolina and 


certain recitals in the Confederate constitution. I have exam- 
ined the constitution of the State of Michigan somewhat, and I 
find that it contains many declarations word for word the same 
as those that were found in the Confederate constitution. The 
Confederate constitution guaranteed the advantages of the writ 
of habeas corpus: it guaranteed freedom from unusual search and 
seizure; it guaranteed equality before the law, and it recognized 
the existence of Almighty God. So does the constitution of the 
State of Michigan; so does the constitution of the State of IIIi- 
nois. 

But, Mr. Chairman, does it make any difference in the value 
of a truth where it has been recited or where it is found? Be- 
cause a constitution, in the overthrow of which I had some small 
and humble part, because that constitution contained truths that 
are the heritage of our race, truths that have been written in 
every charter of freedom from Magna Charta down to the pres- 
ent day, because the doctrines of personal liberty and of com- 
mercial liberty and of equality before the law and the acknowl- 
edgement of a Divine Ruler of the world were contained in the 
Confederate constitution, shall we therefore blot them out of our 
own constitutions? 

If it was a truth, asannounced in the Confederate constitution, 
that the tariff should be for revenue only, are we to reject that 
truth to-day upon a cry which is addressed, not to reason, but to 
prejudice? Weare to search for the truth wherever it can be 
found, and this House knows that every truth the people prize. 
every truth that free men of all races prize, has been first of all 
wrested by rebels from the control of tyrants. That was true 
of the Declaration of Independence, it was true of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, it was true of the Bill of Rights ted by 
English kings, it is true of every enunciation by which human 
liberty has been established and human liberty secured; and it 
is idle at this time in the century to attempt to belittle an issue 
by referring to the fact that South Carolina may have asserted 
a proposition or the Confederate constitution declared it. We 
2 truth wherever we find it, and place it in its proper re- 

tion. 

DUTY OF THE DEMOCRATS OF THE HOUSE. 

The Democratic party has pledged itself to carry out the policy 
embodied in this bill, some of whose provisions I think will bear 
amendment, for, as the Chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means well said, itis not a perfect instrument. Ver} few per- 
fect instruments fall from human hands. It has been brought 
into this House that we may work upon it; it has been brought 
into this House that we may consider it; it has been brought 
into this House that we may mold and improve and pass upon 
it. Itis not the completed work either of the party or of the 
Congress. I say that the duty of the Democratic party with re 
gard to it is to advance along the line of this bill, which points 
to free raw materials, toreduced taxation, to enlarged commerce, 
and toa broader and kinder intercourse with our fellow-men. 

The gentleman from Michigan w eloquent upon the ques- 
tion of free raw wool,and thought it was very dreadful that 514. 
000,000 of taxation should be remitted to the American people 
and that $51,000,000 of free goods should be added to those al- 
ready coming in over the border. I wonder whether it occurred 
to the gentleman that if the poor who are now in the land hud 
had their share of that free trade earlier they would not now 
be suffering as they are. But it happens that I have a single 
illustration which will close what I have to say upon this sub- 
ject. Here in the midst of winter we are assured that thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of laborers, their wives and children 
are receiving 7 & and free raw materials, worked up by 
American genius American machinery, certainly would not 
have tended to bring about that condition of affairs. 

But to my illustration. A gentleman departing from these 
shores a few weeks ago wrote me, after he had passed through 
London and had gone to the Mediterranean, that while in Lon- 
don he had bought a suit of wool clothing in the open market 
for which he had paid thirteen dollars and some cents. That 
suit was not shoddy; it was the same sort of goods as the writer 
wore at home, and for which he would have been obliged to pay 
at least $35. 

Mr. Chairman, if upon each of the backs that are now suffer- 
ing the pangs of cold such a suit could have been put in time by 
the policy we adyocate, commercial freedom, or free trade, if 
you please, would not have been without its compensations. 
And if free trade or fair commercial freedom will tend to fur- 
nish more cheaply to the toilers of America the essential sup- 
plies of life, I am in favor of that commercial freedom even if 
branded with the name free trade.” [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I do not see why we should shrink back from the 
name of free traders. [Applause.] Itseems to me that every- 
thing that the human race has won that is worth hav. has 
borne upon its banners and set in plumes that decked its h- 
est frontlet the word “free.” Free speech, free press, free 
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you have that is worth having has “free” 
woven into it; and in the end we will add commerce that is free 
from unjust exactions to the mighty list. [Applause.] 

The American people voted that we should do this thing. The 
American people voted that we should strike off areny unjust, 
discriminating, and unnecessary burden of taxation. And Iam 
in favor, gentlemen, of executing their will, even though from 
the ambush of protection on every side arrows of hate and mis- 
representation continue to be hurtled. We did not expectwhen 
we entered on this crusade that the monopolists of the land 
would be with us. We do note t it now. We are not seek- 
ing theircoSperation. We, the American people, and the party 
of the American people, are great enough and strong enough to 
succeed in this reform of the tariff, and in the enactment sub- 
stantially of this Wilson bill without the aid of any monopolist 
in America. {Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois obtained the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is how half past 
4 o'clock. My colleague [Mr. HOPKINS]. who has just been rec- 
ognized, can not complete his speech this afternoon, I suggest, 
therefore, that he yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. If that is the pleasure of the com- 
mittee, it will be satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O'NEIL in the chair). The Chair did 
not hear the request of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I remarked that it is now half past 
4 o’clock, and that my colleague, who has just been recognized, 
can not complete his speech this evening. I believe the House 
meets at 11 o’clock in the morning, does it not? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Therefore, as my colleague can not 
complete his remarks this evening, I suggest that he yield now 
for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps some other gentleman would like to go 


on. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is an hour left yet. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This will not interfere, as I under- 
stand, with the night session. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iam content to go on 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand my colleague [Mr. HOPKINS] 
to say that he is ready to proceed now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If it is the wish of the committee, 
I will do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, this motion is a good way to 
test the sense of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. - Does the gentleman press his motion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwill make that motion; it cando 
no harm to take the sense of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order adopted by the House, 
as the Chair understands, the Committee of the Whole mustsit 
each day until half past 5 o’clock. Therefore it would require 
unanimous consent for the adoption of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do I understand that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole must remain in session until half past 5? 

The CHAIRMAN. It must, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the gentleman from Illinois does not 
wish to proceed now, there isa member over here who will be 
glad to speak. 

Mr. RINGER. My colleague has said that he is ready to 

roceed. ‘ 
Mr. DALZELL. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois pwe woy now, 
that would not deprive this side of the House of the hour 

RAF CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that it 
would. 

Mr. HOPKINS, IE I should yield now I would be recognized 
for the tirst hour in the morning? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not for the present occupant of 
the chair to say. According to the impression of the Chair. the 
side of the House represented by the gentleman from Illinois 
would not lose this hour, if some gentleman on the other side 
should go on at the present time. The Chair has no doubt that 
in the morning the occupant of the chair would recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. SICKLES. We are to take the regular recess to-day? 

5 The order fixes a recess for half past 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not want to interrupt 
the regular course of business, but I observe that an effort is 
being made now to.induce a gentleman on this side to speak who 
is entitled to the floor at the evening session to-night. If he 
speaks now the present arrangement will be broken up; and it 
occurs to me that we had better adhere to the plan originally 
contemplated. 


thought, everyt 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am perfectly willing to proceed 
now as I had intended. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ilinoisisrecognized. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the resolution in 
the platform that was adopted by the Democratic party at its 
last national convention, asserting as a fundamental principle 
of that party that the Federal Government has no constitutional 
power to im and collect tariff duties, except for the purposes 
of revenue alone, brought that question n before the 
American people in the great Presidential campaign of 1892. It 
is not surprising that many misguided Democrats interpreted 
the overwhelming defeat of the Republican party in that mem- 
orable campaign as an indorsement by the American people of 
their denunciation of protection and all tariff legislation. 

The exultant spirit with which the Democratic members of the 

Committee on Ways and Means of the House commenced their 
labor in the preparation of the bill which was intended to carry 
out the pledges of their party contained in their national plat- 
form has been very materially cooled by the recent elections in 
all of the Northern States. Their interpretation of the political 
victory of 1892 has not been accepted by the industrial North, 
and if we can judge from protests which have been heard from 
Birmingham, Ala., West Virginia, Louisiana, and other sections 
in the South where the spirit of industry has found lodgment, it 
has not been accepted by the people of the South either. 
The bill which has been reported by the Committee on Ways 
and Means is certainly an anomaly in Congressional legislation. 
It neither comes up to the standard of the bold and defiant declara- 
tions of their party platform, nor meets the approval or expec- 
tations of the more conservative element of their ‘ty. As a 
revenue measure it is a confessed failure. With the Treasury 
almost depleted and the Government marching onthe high road 
to bankruptcy, this bill still further reduces the revenuesof the 
Government and cuts off its power to meet its obligations tothe 
enormous amount of $70,000,000 annually. 

It ignores the fundamental 1 ple of the Democratic party, 
that the federal Government has no constitutional power toim- 
pose and collect tariff duties, except for the purpose of revenue 
only, by putting and keeping upon the freellist all the staple and 
leading articles of import where the duty would be a duty for 
revenue only, such as a duty upon tea, coffee,sugar, and many 
other articles which, under Republican legislation, have been 
placed upon the free list, Republicans contending that theseare 
the necessaries of life and should be brought in free of duty. 
This in itself is a cowardly surrender of the boasted principies 
which the Democrats claim are so dear to their hearts. 

While they have been loud and long in their denunciations of 
Republicans and of the Republican method of tariff legislation, 
they have not, in this bill, had the courage of their convictions 
to reverse the legislation of the Republican party in this re- 
spect, and put a revenue duty upon any of these articles. They 
have compromised with their consciences, however, by making 
a deadly assault in the bill upon every industry throughout the 
New England, Northern, and Western States. Noindustry that 
was giving employ mee to labor at remunerative wagesand was 
developing a market for the products of American farmers has 
escaped. 

I shall later on in my remarks pay more particular attention 
to the schedules in this mostremarkable bill, and shall endeavor 
to show that thoseschedules have been prepared with no friendly 
interest in American manufactures, wita no love or care for 
American wage-earners, and in a spirit which has called forth 
the most profound acknowledgments from foreign importers 
and foreign manufacturers. It will not escape the attention of 
the people throughout the North generally, that thecontrolling 
minds in the Democratic Committee on Ways and Means who 
have formulated and presented to the country this strange bill 
come from a section of the country that has in times past been 
pronounced in the advocacy of free trade,and hasshown a keener 
appreciation for the friendship of free-trade England than any 
disposition to cultivate fraternal relations with that section of 
our Union which lies north of thatimaginary division known as 
Mason and Dixon’s line. 

The subject of tariff legislation has become, and is now, one 
of absorbing interest to all classes and conditions of people in 
the United States. There is no subject which will so readily 
chalienge the respectful attention of an audience as this much- 
talked-of tariff question. People have come to appreciate the 
fact that the adoption or rejection of the policy of protection as 
advocated and maintained by the Republican party, for now 
more than a generation, is one which affects the interest of 
every citizen, I care not what his calling may be or in what por- 
tion of this grand Union his home may be found. In view of this, 
itseems to me that it is not inappropriate to briefly review the 
legislation of this country from its earliest days upon this sub- 
ject and to point out some of the leading historical facts con- 
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nected with this class of legislation, and from these draw such 
conclusions as in my judgment this legislation and these facts 
warrant. - 

It is important, too, that the people of this country should not 
forget that one of the great, if not the great cause for the re- 
jection of the Articles of Confederation and the adoption of the 
Constitution of the United States was to enable our forefathers 
by proper tariff legislation to protect the interests of the re- 
cently emancipated colonists from the grasping avarice of Eng- 
lish manufacturers and English importers, and to build up in the 
American Republic vast and varied industries in numbers and 
character which would be sufficient not only to meet the wants of 
the American people; but to make our country one of the impor- 
tant factors in the commerce of the world. 

It is important, too, that the American farmers and the labor- 
ing people of the country should understand and remember that 
the doctrine of free trade as advocated by the Democratic party. 
first found its birth and its subsequent support among the great 
leaders at the South, whose hearts never beat in sympathy with 
the cause of the laboring men, and who believed in establishing 
a social aristocracy in this country under which the men who 
obtained their livelihood by manual labor would forever“ be 
hewers of wood and drawers of water” to the favored class, who 
arrogated to themselves all the rights and advantages that ac- 
crue to American citizenship, and looked upon their less fortu- 
nate brothers as but little better than the slaves who tilled the 
soil of their vast plantations. 

The second bill that passed the first Congress thatever assem- 
bled under the Constitution, and that was signed by George 
Washington, was a tariff bill intended to be protective in its 
character. It was hailed by the farmers as well as the artisans 
of those daysas a declaration of industrial emancipation from 
1 8 power scarcely second to that great declaration of polit- 
ical independence which resulted in the establishment of the 
American Republic. This first tariff bill was fathered by a Vir- 

in tbe person of James Madison, one of the illustrious Pres- 
dents of the United States. Any person who will take the time 
to read the proceedings of Congress during the session which 
gave birth to this now famous piece of legislation. will affirm 
what I now assert, that the ob ectand the purpose of legislation 
of that character was to build up in the different sections of the 
American Republic industries which would furnish all classes 
and kinds of products necessary to meet the wants of the Ameri- 
can citizen, 

There was no division of political parties on this question at 
that time. The feeling of patriotism was too active and too 
great to permit partisanship to sway the votes or control the 
voice of any of the people's representatives in preparing and in 
enacting into law legislation which would enable the Govern- 
ment to raise a revenue by levying and collecting import duties 
and at the same time would serve as astimulus to induce capital 
to invest in manufacturing industries on this side of the Atlantic. 

I have neither the time nor the inclination to follow in detail 
the various pieces of legislation that was from time to time en- 
acted to enlarge and strengthen this first tariff bill. At this 
period in the history of our country the principles of protection, 
as now advocated by the Republican party, found its stanchest 
defenders in the Southern States. Whoever will take the pains 
to examine the debates of Congress when the tariff law of 1816 
was being considered, will find that John C. Calhoun of South 
Carolina was the man who was most prominent in the advocacy 
of that measure and of protective legislatien generally; and in 
a great speech in support of the bill when it was pending in this 
House ai vanied arguments in favor of protection which he 
himself at no subsequent date was ever able to overthrow, and 
which to-day stand unanswered by any of the advocates of free 
trade. 

Up to this time in the history of our country the slave-owners 
of the South had not perceived that legislation which developed 
industries that required a high grade of mechanical skill and 
intelligence, to be successfully carried on, was destructive of the 
very principle of slave labor, and that in the race of prosperity 
and the accumulation of wealth they were being distanced by 
their sister States in the North. 

John C. Calhoun, the protectionist of 1816, was one of the first 
great Southern leaders to discover this fact. He was seconded 
and supported by Senator Hayne, of his own State, and by 
Me e, one of the ablest, most eloquent, and fearless advo- 
cates of free trade who have ever discussed that doctrine on the 
floor of this House. No argument in favor of free trade and in 
support of the Democratic position on this question has been ad- 
vanced during the present generation that was not touched 
upon, enriched, and embellished by the genius of McDuffie. 

Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee who 
framed the bill now under consideration, and who have pre- 
sented to the country their report upon that bill, have gathered 


their inspiration and their arguments from the rich field that 
was furnished them in reports and speeches made by this cele- 
brated advocate of free trade during the time that he was chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means of the House. He 
lived in a different generation and under different conditions 
than the free tradersof to-day and wasa more fearless and frank 
advocate than his followers in this generation. The Republican 
party has ever contended that protection builds up the social as 
well as the material condition of the laboring men of America 
and that free trade has the directly opposite tendency. That 
the one system is to ennoble and the other to degrade the wage- 
earners of this country. The free-trade advocates of to-day at- 
stig to avoid this logical conclusion by contending that Ameri- 
can laborers can accomplish more in the same space of time, and 
that a reduction of import duty will not necessitate a corre- 
opine reduction in the wages of the laborer. 

I shall before I finish show the utter fallacy of this position. 
My purpose hereand now, however, is toshow that the men who 
formerly advocated free trade, and who are regarded as the 
fathers of the Democratic thought upon this subject, were too 
honest and too fearless in the advocacy of their opinions to re- 
sort to any such subterfuge. They planted their fuith upon the 
peculiar institutions thatexisted in the South; they proposed an 
alliance with free-trade England use they believed that by 
such an alliance only could slavery be maintained. They saw at 
the North that the men who worked in the furnaces and wrought 
at the forges were men who had a controlling voice in the local, 
Congressional, and State, as well as national elections. They 
viewed with apprehension the onward march of this class of 
American citizens in the highways of intelligenceand social ad- 
vancement. They believed that the spirit of liberty could be 
best carried forward by the maintenance of an aristocracy such 
as at that time was heldin the South, and that the laboringman 
should not participate in the rights that are accorded under 
the Constitution to an American citizen, and in support of this 
assertion I crave the indulgence of the House while I quote 
a few selections from a speech of Mr. McDuffie, of South Car- 
olina, delivered in this House on the 11th day of May, 1830. In 
speaking upon this labor question and the influence that pro- 
tection has in banefiting the wage-earners, he said: 

Yielding to the infiuence of a mawkish and mistaken humanity, our own 
statesmen have generally conceded that slavery is a political evil as it re- 
gards the white ph ages Now, sir, [firmly believe that there never has 
existed a form o very so favorable to the happiness of the servants, and 
at — 5 —.— time so conducive to political freedom, as that which we are 
cons ; 

Where those who perform the menial and degrading offices of society con- 
stitute a part of a political body and participate in the government of the 
country, through the elective franchise, this high privilege is degraded, and 
the spirit of liberty as well as its security diminished. Itis notin the na- 
tur of things that a mere dependent who brushes your coat and cleans 
your boots can be regarded by you with a feeling of equality which is due to 
a freeman, nor isit expected that he should have the profound feelings that 
belong to a freeman. 

A state of servile dependence is utterly incompatible with 8 free- 
dom; and by conferring the right of suffrage upon persons in that condition, 
whatever may be their color, you do not elevate them to the character of 
freemen, but degrade libe to their level. What, sir, would you expect 
from an election where hostlers and grooms, and postillions and footmen, 
should come to the polls and control the result? Where all the offices of 
dependent servitude are ee by a separate caste, distinguished by 
color, and wholly excluded from all participationin the Government, itis 
not to be doubted that the spirit of freedom is rendered much more proud 
and lofty by the very contrast. 


Mr. McDuffie asserts in this speech what was believed and 
practiced by all the leading free traders at the South. In his 
elaborate and able argument he undertook to demonstrate how 
much better it would be for the South to sell their raw products, 
which consisted at that time principally of cotton, to the Eng- 
lish manufacturers free of duty,and to permit the English manu- 
facturers to import the manufactured products, not only of cot- 
ton, but of all other industries, into this country free of duty in 
exchange therefor. The tillers of the soil, such as our farmers 
at the North, and the men who laborin our mines, our foundries, 
and our factories, found no lot or place in his scheme of govern- 
ment. They belonged to a class who, in the opinion of this great 
free trader, ought to be thankful that they were permitted even 
to live in the same country with such choice spirits as himself 
and his free-trade associates. 

The cardinal principle announced in the constitution of the 
so-called Confederate States was an absolute prohibition of an 
imposition of import duties. Free trade was there e 
as clearly and as fully as it has ever been asserted in any civil- 
ized government. The distinguished chairmanof the Waysand 
Means Committee, and other leading membersof the Democratic 
poru of the committee who are principally responsible for thig 

ill with all its free-trade qualities and tendencies, not only ral 
lied to the support of the constitution containing such declara- 


tions as these. but imperiled their lives upon more than ons 


occasion in its defense, in the hope that it might become an 


established fact. While disappointed in their efforts to destroy 
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the Union and establish their ideal free-trade government, they 
have ever been constant to this doctrine. 

It is therefore not surprising that a bill is here presented that 
is not only a menace to the industries that have developed and 
enriched the New England, Middle, and Western States, and 
would have made the Southern States blossom like a rose had 
the people in this favored section taken advantage of the legis- 
lation and developed the resources of their States, but is also 
antagonistic to the rights and dearest interests of the wage- 
workers in this country. Disguise it as they may in any form of 
rhetoric, the stern fact appears that in the whole history of our 
country, whenever the N of free trade have temporarily 
obtained the ascendency, we have had times of industrial depres- 
sion and capital has remained uninvested. The furnace fires 
have gone out, the busy hum of the 1 and the loom has 
been hushed, and the laborer has walked the streets unemployed, 
while hunger and want have been the companions of his wife 
and children. 

The import duties imposed under the law of 1816 were not high 
enough to protect American industries against the vast amount 
of imported goods that were cme te to this country by English 
manufacturers, and the unive judgment of history is that 
the people of this country for the years following that and pre- 
ceding the legislation of 1824 and 1828 suffered financial and com- 
mercial distress toa degree that drove them well nigh into gen- 
eral bankruptey. There was an almost universal demand for 
legislation that would guarantee asuflicient protection to Ameri- 
can manufacturers against the onslaught that was being made 
upon them by foreign manufacturers. Mr, Bolles, in his Fi- 
nancial History of the United States, in speaking of this period, 
says: 
the four years between 1817 and 1821, the holders of 3 in the 

preciation of n y 8309. 


United States were supposed to have ade k 
000,090, General bankruptcy spread its darkness over the land; many of the 


wealthiest families were — j to poverty; laborers suffered for want of 
bread; improvements of all sorts were abandoned, and a scene of the most 
intense national distress ensued. 

The same historian goes on to describe the condition of iron 
manufacturers at this period, and among other things says: 

v wh eit his cipal business, W. id his iron and pur- 

ohana his provision and stock, was Peter His —— 8. bis lands, his 3 

were all struck off under the sheriff's hammer at public auc- 

tion; he himself was driven to jail; his workmen were unemployed; some 

of them followed their employer to prison: others emigrated to new coun- 

es: th amilies were reduced to abject want and were compelled to ask 
relief from the town or resort to beggary. 

It was this condition of the American people, so 88 
and truly described by this eminent writer, that led to the tariff 
legislation of 1824, and to the still stronger protective measure 
known as the tariff law of 1828. Those who are familiar with the 
history of our country immediately following this legislation will 
‘bear me out in the statement that I make, that every industry 
seemed inspired with new life; old mills were started up, and new 
ones were built; furnace fires were again lighted; and instead of 
feeding the laboring class, ee and walking the streets 
in idleness, they were given employment at d wages, and as 
if by magic a depressed and poverty-stricken country was 
changed into a happy, contented, and industrious people. 

This condition of affairs continued until the es poem and ag- 
gression of the free traders of the South forced the country into 
the compromise measure of 1832, a measure which in many re- 
spects resembles the bill now under consideration. The avowed 
object of many of the supporters of that great measure was to 
reach absolute free trade by a system of deductions from import 
duties yearly until a period should be reached when a custom- 
house would be a thing of the past. I shall not take the time to 
go into an elaborate discussion of the history of that great meas- 
ure and the results under it. It is enough for my purpose to 
show to this House what the facts of history demonstrate; that 
the scenes and incidents that followed the extraordinary impor- 
tation of goods inio this country from 1817 to 1821 were again 
experienced, and that the thriving mills and factories through- 
out the North were seized with an industrial paralysis, pro- 
gressive in its nature, which threatened the ultimate extinc- 
tion of the life of all such industries in our Republic. 

The condition of the farmer was but little better than that of 
the laboring man. The richness of the earth yielded abundant 
crops to the cultivation of man, but there was no money in the 
country; there was no market for the surplus farm products; 
there was an abundance of foreign goods in the American 
markets, but no money or means by the farmer with 
which to scorers them. It is stated by competent authority 

that so baleful was the influence of the compromise measure 
here referred to, on the industries of the country prior to the 
act of 1842, that more than 200, 000 persons. chiefly factory hands, 
were out of 5 in the section of the country east of the 
Hudson River. You must remember, gentlemen, that that was 
at ab itty when our country’s population was scarcely over one- 
third of what it is now. - : 
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This vast army of unemployed factory hands was the sacrifice 
made to appease the wrath of the free-trade advocates of Amer- 
ica. Their cry for work or for bread for their families touched 
the hearts of the American people, and a demand was made 
upon Congress to retnact such legislation as would restore these 
men to their wanted callings. It was in response to such ap- 
peals that the tariff act of 1842 was enacted into law, and upon 
its passage every establishment was at once set in motion and 
every unemployed factory hand was given employment. I can 
not refrain in this connection from quoting from an article writ- 
ten by Freeman Hunt, a Democrat and the editor of the Mer- 
chants’ Magazine, a periodical of wide circulation in those days, 
and one which voiced the sentiments of the manufacturing and 
commercial classes of the country. In speaking upon this sub- 
ject he said: 

The condition of the country at the date of the pass: 


eof the act of 1842 
was humiliating in the extreme. The Treasury, unable to obtain at home 
the means required for administering the Government, even on the most 
economical scale, had failed in al! its efforts to negotiate a loan at 6 per 
cent, even in the same foreign markets in which it had but recently paid at 
par a debt bearing an interest of only 3 per cent. Many of the States, and 
some of the oldest of them, had been forced to suspend the payment of the 
interest of their debts. The banks toa great extent were in a state of sus- 
pension. Of the merchants, a portion had become bankrupt; factories 
and furnaces being closed hun of thousands of persons were totally un- 
Stopped commerce had scarcely an existence, those who could not sell 
their own labor being unable to — 9 of others. Nevertheless, deep as 
was the abyss into which the nation had been plunged, so magical was the 
effect of the adoption of the system that had turned the balance of trade in 
Its favor that se had the act of August. 1812, become a law. when the 
Government found that it could have all its wants supplied at home. Mills, 
factories, and furnaces long closed were again opened: labor came into de- 
mand, and before; the close of its third year almost uni y 


It would seem, Mr. Chairman, thatthe experiences of the peo- 
ple of this country which have here been mentioned, would have 
been sufficient to have created an almost united sentiment in 
favor of ample and complete protection to all American indus- 
tries, and I think, sir, had it not been for the influence that was 
exerted by the slave-owners of the South in favor of free trade, 
that the legislation of this country upon this subject would have, 
from 1842 to the present time, been uniform and continuous. 
But the great leaders who recklessly plunged this country into 
civil war had come to believe that the preservation of slave 
depended upon the establishment of free trade in America, an 
eer were sufficiently strong to enact a legislation that was in- 
tended to gradually reach this object of their ambition. 

It was in pursuance of this, that the great measure known as 
the Walker law became a part of the legislation of our country 
in 1846; and it was the same influence, exerted, in my judgment, 
against the best interests of America, that enabled the same 
class of legislators to procure the still further free-trade legis- 
lation of 1857. The condition of our country under these laws is 
too well known to the American people to requirea restatement 
at my hands here. It was a repetition of the same old story, a 
story of a depleted Treasury, of the balance of trade t our 
country; of idle mills and dead furnaces; general stagnation in 
business; all of the attendant hardships that follow the cul- 
tivation of agricultural products without adequate markets; fac- 
tory hands without employment; homes without the comforts 
and necessaries of life; and little children asking their mothers 
for bread where none was to be given. Mr. Greeley, in a few 
sentences, has given -a picture of the condition of the people of 
New York during this free-trade period, which I commend to 
the consideration of my free-trade friends before they vote upon 
this pending bill. On January 15, 1855, there appeared in the 
New York Tribune the following article: 

Whois hungry? Goandsee. You that are full-fed and know not whatit 
is to be hungry—perhaps never saw a hungry man—go and see. Go and see 
thousands, men and women, boys and girls, old and young, black and white, 
of all nations, crow and jostling each other, almost figh tor the first 
chance, acting miore like rp ad wolves than human beings, in a land of 
plenty. It is only by the continuous efforts of two policemen that the 
crowd can be kept in order, or made to wait until the food is ready for 
distribution. Such a scene may be seen between 11 and 2 o'clock around 
the corner of Orange and Chat streets. where charity gives a din- 
ner to the poore and soup and bread to others to carry to their misreable 
families. m Saturday we seed an hour there at the hour of high tide. 
We have never see anything like it before. Upward of a thousand people 
were fed with a plate of soup, a piece of and a piece of meat on the 
premises, and in all more than 1,000.. On the same day 1,130 portions of soup 
were dealt out at Stewart's soup kitchen,” in the rear of the great store, 
corner of Reede street and Broadway. 

At the rooms on Duane street. for the relief of the poor, on the same day, 
they gave food to 2,256. In the Sixth ward alone over 6,000 Arg were fed 
by charityon Saturday, January 18. And this is only one day in one ward. 

eanwhile scenes of alike nature are being enacted all over the city. A pro- 
cession of several thousand persons kept marching about the streets yester- 
day, with flags and banners which bore such inscriptions as“ Hunger is a 
sharp thorn;” “We want work.“ Such are the scenes that are enacted 
daily before our eyes, while the cry of hard times reaches us from every bck 


ofthe country. The making of roads is factories are closed. 
houses and are no longer being built. Factory hands, road-makers, 
carpenters. brickiayers, and laborers are idle, paralysis is rapidly embrac- 
every nit in the country. The cause of all this stoppage of circula- 
tion is to be found in the steady outflow of gold to pay foreign laborers for 
oes, the iron, and theother things thatcould 


system. 
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The Republican 8 has been denounced by the Democratic 
party for its steady adherence to the principles of protection, 
and for its courageous support of legislation that has created 
and developed these vast and varied industries throughout the 
length and breadth of our land. Our principles have been de- 
nounced as a fraud and a robbery of fhe great majority for the 
benefit of the few, but I thank God that no such scenes.as these, 
which have been so faithfully portrayed by Horace Greeley, have 
ever been repeated or witnessed during the entire period that 
the Republican party was in control of the destinies of this great 
Republic. No large classes of men have ever been compelled 
under oe fone administration to apponi to charity for the 
support of themselves and those of their families who are dearer 
to them than their own lives. None of the great cities that 
have grown up under the beneficent legislation that has been 
given to the country by the Republican party have ever had 
within their borders to establish soup-houses to protect the poor 
of their numbers. 

It is the boast of the Republican party and the glory of its 
administration that it has given to this country such laws and 
such legislation as have diversified labor and induced capital to 
invest in new industries and furnish employment at g wages 
to all who had a desire to earn a livelihood by honest industry. 

For two hundred years England has been mistress of the seas. 
Her commerce has been carried on under English flags to every 
civilized port in the world. She has been selfish and aggressive 
in the extreme. The moneyed and manufacturing interests of 
England have directed her commereial and legislative policy. 
Like Alexander the Great, ber ambition has been to commer- 
cially dominate and control all the great manufacturing interests 
in every part of the known world. Her colonial policy with 
America was to prevent the establishment of any new industries 
on the American continent, and to destroy those which had 
found a foothold. . 

The industry and theenergy of this country under her colonial 

em were made to feed and increase her home manufactures. 
at illiberal and hostile policy which the mother pone Son - 
played to the colonies in our early history has been dfastly 
pursued by her from that day to this. Whatever advance- 
ment has been made by American manufacturers has been over 
the protest and in spite of the piratical rivalry of that great 
manufacturing country. The sentiment on this question that 
has always prevailed já England was voiced by Lord Brougham 
in 1816, in a remarkable speech rela to the financial and in- 
dustrial condition of England, in which he recommended to 
British manufacturersto export and sell their products in this 
country at a loss, holding that it was well worth while to incur 
a loss upon first exportations, in order by the glut tostifle those 
ing manufactories in the United States; stating that after this 
was done the British manufacturers could put their prices back 
where they could make a profit that would not only recompense 
them for sacrifiees made in destroying American manufac- 
tories. but would yield them a handsome profit besides. 

This advice of this great statesman has been ado by Eng- 
lish manufacturers again and again during the seventy 
years. There is scarcely asuccessful industry which isnow amply 
and fully protected under existing law that has not felt the 
ernshing effect of that policy under previous inadequate import 
duties; but in every instance where Congress has given the 
American producers a duty which would be sufficient to protect 
and encourage the industry, it has not only been successfully 
carried on, but has furnished the article to the American con- 
sumer ata less price than was exacted by the foreign competitor 
when he controlled the market. 3 

For more than two generations English manufacturers and 
English importers have taken almost as lively an interest in our 
Presidential camprigns as the citizens themselves; and ever 
since the organization of the Republican party the English Gov- 
ernment, 3s of political divisions at home, have been 
united in their opposition to the policy of the Republican party 
and to its political success. The reason is plain, The Repub- 
lican party has advocated what Henry Clay so eloquently styled 
the American policy, while during this period the Democratic 
party has advocated a policy of free trade that found its ablest 
advocates and most fertile disseminators of that particular faith 
among English capitalists and Englishstatesmen. Theso-called 
Walker tariff of 1446 was framed on lines and political ideas con- 
genial to the English mind; and it is said that the report of Sec- 
retary Walker, which treats upon this subject, received the un- 
precedented recognition of a republication in England by au- 
thority of the British Parliament. 8 

During the campaign which resulted in the election of Mr. 
Polk as President over the protectionist, Henry Clay, the Lon- 
don Times said: 

A subscription was recently opened to:raise funds to circulate free trade 


tracts in foreign countries; about £440,000 were subscribed. Some of these 
tracts are to be printed in New York for circulation in the United States. 


— 


At this time it was published in Niles that at Manchester 
£100,000 was raised for the same purpose; and the same publica- 
tion charges: 
en * 77 — nas most = the a — — ralsed was used to 

Oik, * êe: atio! rstan tariff 
ba radically modified fa the direction of free tr: hs = eat yg 

Whether there was an understanding or not, it is alittle re- 
markable that, immediately after the election of Polk as Presi- 
dent, the Walker law of 1846 was formulated and passed by Con- 
gress, and was received with every mark of approval in Eng- 
land. English newspapers and English manufacturers have de- 
nounced every 3 tariff measure that has been fathered 
and passed by the Republican party from the Morrill bill to the 
McKinley law. The Cobden Club, a famousfree-trade organiza- 
tion, has increased its membership by establishing headquarters 
in New York, and many of the leading statesmen in the Demo- 
cratic party to-day are members of this free-trade organization. 
The present Secre of the Treasury is one of its shining 
lights. Its avowed object and purpose is tocommit this Govern- 
ment to the doctrines of free trade. 

When the MeKinley bill was presented to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and was under discussion, the most virulent and 
scandalous criticisms and opposition were found in the English 
press and in utterances of English statesmen. No Democratic 
member in this House, in the discussion of that great measure, 
ever indulged in harsher language in the denunciation of it than 
can be found in the great English journals of that day. The 
election of President Cleveland and the restoration of the Dem- 
ocratic party to power, with full control of both Houses of Con- 
gress, after more than a generation, has been accepted by the 
people of Great Britain as a triumph of the free-trade doctrine, 
and ever since the preparation of this bill was commenced by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, foreign importers and for- 
eign manufacturers have been maturing their plans to again 

e- possession of the American markets. 

The publication of the President’s message in London before 
it was given out to the American people is in harmony with the 
present order of things and of the position of this great Demo- 
cratic party. The Republican party isan American party. It 
believes in advancing the interests of the American citizen over 
that of the foreigner; it believes in protecting the wages of the 
American laborer over that of his foreign competitor; it believes 
that the American manufacturer has some claims upon the Amer- 
ican Government that are not d by those in any foreign 
country, and it believes that the interests of all classes and shades 
of people in this country will be best subserved by holding the 
American market for the benefit of American laborers, American 
farmers,and American manufacturers. Holding these views, as 
we do, it is not strange that the principles of our party are not 
. Britain. It is not remarkable in view of all 
this that the Democratic party findsas strong support in England 
as they do in America; and de‘eat for them is felt as keenly 
abroad as it is by their own leaders here. 

The recent election inthe States of Mussachusetts, New York, 
Ohio, and Iowa indicate that the people of this country are be- 

ing to realize that their interests are jeopardized by the 
success of the Democratic party in 1892. This generation has 
grown up under Republican administration and protective laws. 
They know nothing by experience of free trade or Democratic 
ascendency. It is true that history teaches that the best inter- 
ests of this country are protected and subserved by maintaining 
adequate tariff laws; but so persistent have been the advocites 
of free trade, and so emphatic have been the denunciations by the 
Democrats of the Republican y and Republican measures, 
that many honest and true citizens believed thata change inthe 
Administration would be followed byadditional prosperity to the 
people and better times in all classes and grades of business. 

Republicans in the campaign of 1892 pointed out again and 
again the evil results that would inevitably follow an overwhelm- 
ing Democratic victory; but it seems that an object lesson was 
necessary to demonstrate fully and completely the inability of the 
Democratic party to govern and control a country composed of 
67,000,000 people, and to prove that their industrial and econom- 
ical policy was one which inured to the benefit of our great com- 
mercial rival, England. and to the detriment of our own people. 

The fallacy that a properly graduated tariff law increases the 
price of the products manufactured in this country to the con- 
sumer, has been so often exposed that it seems almost useless to 
discuss it here, and I would not were itnot for the fact that, both 
in the report of the committee and in the discussion that has 
been so far had upon this great measure, the contention is made 
that the import duty is added to the foreign price when the 
consumer purchases the imported article. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact 
that the gentleman from Illinois is a member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, I ask unanimous consent that he have per- 
mission to continue his remarks without limit in the morning 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gent'eman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I now ask that the committee rise, 
as it is near the time fixed by the special order for taking a re- 


cess. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee must rise now, and go into 
the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
having had under consideration the bill H. R. 4864, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to state, Mr. 
Speaker, in justice to myself, that on N the Chair stated, 
in connection with the action of the House towards certain mem- 
bers who had been temporarily absent that the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. CORNISH] had requested the Chair to present 
an application for a leave of absence until Monday, which had 
escaped the memory of the Chair, and that it was not the fault 
of the gentleman from New Jersey but the fault of the Chair. 
On that statement the gentleman from New Jersey was not pub- 
lished as a delinquent. Also in regard to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. He said: 

1 fey ad wish to state that I have seen it in several Ne 7 al that I was 
one of the delinquents. I was absent with the leave of the House in thefirst 
place, and I was at home, detained by sickness in my family. 

The Chair stated in response to this that it appeared from the 
Journal the gentleman from Mississippi had leave of absence on 
account of sickness in his family, but in making up the list of 
absentees that fact was overlooked. The Speaker further stated 
that that being the fact, the gentleman's name would not be in- 
cluded in the list of delinquents. 

` Now, Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself, let me state that I had 

the advantage of both of these instances, and yet my name was 
published as a delinquent. I wish to call the attention of the 
House to this injustice that seems to have been done to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman,from South Carolina had 
leave of absence, as he has stated: but all leaves of absence were 
revoked by order of the House. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina had pending on the desk another application for leave of 
absence, which escaped the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is the fact, Mr. 
Speaker, that I desired to have stated. 

„ That is correct; it escaped the attention of 
the É 

Mr.TALBERT of South Carolina. And that oversight caused 
me to be published as a delinquent. 

The SPEAKER, The facts of the case are that the gentleman 
was not here, but some request was placed upon the desk, and it 
would have been submitted to the House, but by some oversight 
it was not submitted. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That was what I desired 
to call the attention of the House to, Mr. Speaker, simply that 
this justice might be done to me. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] will preside at the evening session. 

The hour of 5 o'clock and 30 minutes having now arrived, the 
Chair declares the House in recess until 8 o'clock p. m., the even- 
ing session to be devoted exclusively to debate on the pending 
bill. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for 
the purpose of debate only on the bill the title of which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole under the special order for 
the pu of considering this bill. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, ina message which the Presi- 
dent sent to Congress in December, 1885, he said that The zeal- 
ous watchfulness of our constituents, great and small, supple- 


ments their suffrages, and before the tribunals they establish 
every public servant should be judged.” 

With a unanimity not often to be found among the constitu- 
ents of a Representative, the people of the Nineteenth Congres- 
sional district of New York, which I have the honor to represent 
here, have taken a stand in regard to the bill now before the 
House, which will constitute the principle of the tribunal by 
which I, who am their public servant, shall be judged. 

It is for me a source of infinite regret that, at a time when the 
interests of so great a constituency are in such jeopardy as they 
are placed in by the provisions of this bill, when the populations 
of the many surrounding towns and villages and the large farm- 
ing district which are dependent upon it for their prosperity 
are watching with so much anxiety the conduct of their Repre- 
sentative in Congress, they have not upon the floor of this House 
at this crisis an advocate of more ability and experience. For- 
tunately for me, they have marked out the course which Ishould 
pursue, and fortunately, too, the course which they have thus 
marked out for me is one which meets with my heartiest ap- 
proval, and which it is my pleasure as well as my duty to follow. 

I have before me a memorial to this illustrious body, signed 
by 69,819 persons, 50,465 of whom are inhabitants of the city of 
Troy and vicinity, and which I shall present to the House to- 
morrow. I ask the Clerk to read said memorial. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


The poopie of Troy, without regard to party affiliations, in mass meeting 
assembled, do respectfully petition your honorable body and represent as 
follows: That this city and the surrounding country is the center of the 
great collar, cuff, and shirt masiny industries of the United States. The 
capital invested in Troy alone in these industries is $5,000,000; employment 
is here given to upwards of 15,000 persons, to whom more than 8000 000 in 
wages is annually pad This money finds its way into all the channels of 
trade and its effect is beneficially felt by every interest in the community. 
Fully 80 per cent of the employés are women, and the work is done by them 
not only in the factories but at their homes, both in thecity and the farming 
districts. The busy and prosperous communities which occupy this valley, 

the large number of individual property-owners and the thrifty and skillful 
body of artisans who have made their homes here, and who are sources of 
strength to the State in times of peace as well as war, are all powerful wit- 
nesses to the value and importance of these industries and are entitled to 
the favorable consideration of the National Legislature. 

Ind the continued growth and prosperity of this city and the — 
boring ages is absolutely dependent upon the success of these industries 
and the payment of fair wages to the employés. The recent census shows 
that the manufacture of shirts is carried on in 113 cities of the country, 
with a capital invested of more than $12,000,000 and an annual product ot 
nearly 000. Labor is the chief item in these manufactures, being 60 
per cent of the cost of production, Under the existing law the duties levied 
on foreign goods are 40 per cent ad valorem, and 30 cents per dozen on col- 
lars and cuffs made wholly or in Lpa of linen, 35 
15 cents per dozen on cotton collars and cuffs, œ cent ad valorem on 
shirts, and 35 per cent on shirting linens. By the Wilson bill it is pro: 
to entirely abolish the specific duties and to reduce the ad valorem ra to 
pod — cent on collars, cuffs, and shirts, while nothing like a correspondin 

uction is made in the duties on the raw materials of the manu — 
product, linen being reduced from 35 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

As to collars and cuffs these rates are less than the ad valorem rates which 
existed prior to the passage of the tariff law of 1890. It will be impossible 
to meet foreign competition with these rates of duties. A vast dispropor- 
tion exists in the 1 A ong toemployés in these industries in this country 
and those paid abroad; the oe weekly wages being $3 in Scotland. 82.70 
in Frances, $2.70 in eee, 40 in Berlin, and $1.50 in Saxony, While it 
is $8 in Troy. The reductions in the present rates will result in the takin, 
of W. from the home-workers for the benefit of foreigners and will seri- 
ously cripple, if they do not destroy, a considerable portion of the domestic 
manufacture. They will inevitably tend todegrade our labor to the inferior 
conditions that prevail in other lands. They will bring distress to thou- 
sands of homes, and idleness and want to a great body of deserving citizens, 
who will tind it impossible to obtain employment in any other occupations 
where the labor of women can be fairly remunerated. 

Your honorable body is undoubtedly aware of the ease with which ad va- 
lorem duties can be evaded by undervaluation. The practice, which it is 
conceded prevails in this respect, cee with the facts already pointed 
out, make the proposed rates of practically no benefit to our manufacturers 
or wage-earners. 

The present tariff has not raised the prices of these articles to consumers, 
nor has it created any combinations or trusts which control the business, 
nor has it proven to be prohibitory of all fo: competition; but, on the 
contrary, the domestic competition is greater than ever it was before, while 
the prices to the consumers have been reduced. We raise our voices, then, on 
behalf of thousands of ers Whose comfortable living is threatened 
by the proposes reduction and of an important domestic manufacture 
in which our fellow-citizens have large sums of money invested, and we 
earnestly protest inst the enactment of the Wilson bill in its present 
form, and respectfully ask your honorable body to modify it by contin 
the rates of duties that now exist upon the importation of collars, cuffs, an 
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Mr. HAINES. This memorial was adopted on Tuesday even- 
ing, December 19, ata meeting held in the city of Troy to protest 
against the provisions of this bill. The meeting was presided 
8 the Democratic mayor of the city and addressed by 
several of the principal Democratic officers of the city of Troy 
and the county of Rensselaer, and it was og ee by the press 
of the two counties which constitute the Ninteenth Congres- 
sional district, without regard to party affiliations. 

The principle upon which my constituents contend against 
this bill has been stated for them and for me by a President 
whom we have twice assisted in placing at thẹ head of the Ex- 
ecutive Department of the Government, 

Justice and fairness dictate— 


cent ad valorem and 
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Said he in one of his messages 


that in any modification of our present laws relating to revenue, the in- 
dustries and interests which haye been encouraged by such laws, and in 
which our citizens have investments, should not be ruthlessly injured 
or destroyed. We should deal with the subject in such a manner as to 
protect the interests of American labor, which is the capital of our working- 
men. 

Another principle by which we should be guided in the con- 
sideration of this question, and by which I shall be guided in 
the stand I take on this bill, has n stated by one of the most 
eminent and influential Democrats in the country: 

That the tariff on manufactured articles should, as a general rule, be 
larger where similar articles are manufactured in this country than where 
they are not. That the tariff imposed upon all manufactured articles (other 
than those which, for good reasons, are placed on the free list) should equal 
the difference between the rate of wages paid in this and for countries, 
£0 far as labor enters into the cost of their production. 

So far as concerns the interests which I have the honor to 
represent, these principles have been totally ignored by the 
framers of the bill before the House. The opposition of my con- 
stituents to the bill is not the opposition ‘ that rallies behind 
the intolerance of monopoly or the power of concentrated wealth, 
or the inertia of fixed habits,” or the alleged honest errors of 
a generation of false teachers.” We oppose the bill for the rea- 
son that, while its designers were ‘‘forced to consider,” they did 
not consider in framing it, co far as my constituents are concerned, 
“ that great interests do exist, whose existence and prosperity it 
is no part of our reform either toimperil or to curtail.” 

The framers of the bill themselves lay down a principle by 
which they claim to have been governed, and which, so far as 
the industries of my district are concerned, they altogether aban- 
don, that ‘‘in adjusting duties upon what may be called the fin- 
ished products we have tried to im such rates as will not 
destroy or distress any of our own industries on the one hand, 
nor on the other secure to them absolute and oppressive monop- 
oly of the whole market.” If this rule had been strictly adhered 
to by the framers of this bill in considering the shirt, collar, and 
cuff industry the tariff now existing would not be disturbed; and 
that industry has not an absolute and oppressive monopoly of 
the whole market;” while the change propona by this bill in 
the existing tariff will not only distress but will go far to destroy 
the great industry upon which the prosperity of my district 
ree depends. 

I will take the principle approved by the majority of the Ways 
and Means Committee, attributed by them in their report to 
the late President Garfield, that— 

Dnties should be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete with 
the foreign product, but not so high as to enable them to drive out the for- 
eign article, enjoy the monopoly of the trade, and regulate the prices as 
they please. 

The population of the city of Troy is 70,000. From 15 per 
cent to 20 per cent of this population is directly interested in the 
collar and cuff industry. The city of Troy has $5,000,000 of ca: 
ital invested in that enterprise. The annual sales of those prod- 
ucts amount to nearly $10,000,000. The annual wages paid 
amount to $4,300,000. There are 15,749 persons employed, the 
wages paid to whom amount to 444 per cent of the sales and 60 
per cent of the cost. 

In 113 cities of the United States the amount of capital in- 
vested in the shirt industry is $12,151,900, and the value of the 
pect nearly 330,000,000. There are 26,560 persons employed 

the shirt industry alone; and of this number 8,713 are engaged 
in that business in the city of Troy. 

Ninety per cent of the persons employed in these industries 
in Troy are women. No other industry in the State of New York 

ves employment to so large a proportion of women. This in- 

ustry gives them employment not only in the factories, but in 
their homes. About one-half the work is done in the factories; 
the rest is done in homes throughout the city and in the farm- 
ing districts for many miles around. These industries are the 
principal source of income for families representing 50,000 per- 
sons in and around the city of Troy. They are the only source 
of roay rame income of the wives and daughters of the farmers 
in a wide extent of territory around that city. 

The tariff of 1883 gave no recognition to these industries and 

ractically no protection, In 1886 the factories ceased producing 

or some time, owing to a strike, and the foreign manufacturers 
of collars, cuffs, and shirts, taking advantage of the condition of 
the market here due to the cessation of work in Troy, sentover 
a considerable quantity of their products, the importation of 
which from that time to this has steadily increased. 

It is important to bear in mind in connection with these im- 
portations that the foreign manufacturers are represented in 
this country by agents and sell directly to the consumer. 

The advent of these products of the foreign manufacturers 
threatened to cripple the collar and shirt industry of this coun- 
try, and made a substantial measure of protection necessary to 
preserve it. This protection was afforded by the customs 


laws of 1890.” This protection did not exclude foreign goods, 
while it saved the principal industry of the city of Troy. The 
German goods especially were constantly growing in demand. 
For a few years after 1886 the shelves of the retail dealers 
were filled with them and, as I shall show later on, they would 
ultimately have driven the domestic article from the market 
if the tariff act of 1890 had not been passed. Troy had al- 
ready suffered greatly from the closing and removal of various 
industries in which, for twenty years prior to 1890, a large part 
of its population had been engaged. Machine shops, iron and 
steel industries, woolen goods, door, sash, and blind factories, 
and upwards of thirty-seven concerns engaged in the manufac- 
ture of collars, bosoms, and shirts have gone out of business, and 
for the few years between 1886 and 1890 it looked as if the last 
important industry remaining to Troy was about to disappear. - 

he tariff on shirts provided for by the bill before the House 
is the same as it was before 1890, when this condition of things 
existed: and on collars, it proposes 5 per cent less than was 
levied prior to 1890. 

The passage of the law of 1890, to which I have referred, did 
not increase the price of collars and shirts, and did not increase 
the profits of the manufacturers, as will appear later. Nor did 
the law of 1890 decrease importations, as the customs reports 
show that the importation of shirts increased 112 per cent in 
1592 over 1891, and during the same period the importation of 
collars and cuffs increased {5 per cent. 

I have said that the prices of these goods did not increase after 
the passage of the laws of 1890, known as the McKinley bill 
and that that law was not prohibitive. Under the tariff laws o 
1883 the duty on collars and cuffs was 40 per cent. Business in- 
creased under that tariff until the foreign competition to which 
I have referred and which commenced in 1886. The bill before 
the House reduces the tariff on linen collars 5 per cent; so that 
there is 5 per cent less protection to these industries than under 
the laws of 1883, although under the laws of 1883 the importa- 
tions largely increased from 1886 to 1890, and, as I have stated, 
had not the taaiff been materially increased in that year the 
domestic trade would have been ruined. 

These questions as to whether the McKinley bill prohib- 
ited importation increased the price to consumers and the profits 
of the manufacturers were discussed before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, before which the foreign and the home manu- 
facturers had a hearing; and it resulted from this hearing that 
the statements, the ideas, and the propositions of the foreign 
manufacturers were accepted to the letter by the majority of 
the committee, and the testimony of the home manufacturers 
and their claims have been totally ignored. The bill before the 
House embodies the ideas of the foreign manufacturers. 

The position which the foreign manufacturers thought would 
be fair to them, and which they stated, the very duty which 
they proposed has been embodied in the bill; and it would ap- 
pear that the representations of the home manufacturers were 
regarded as utterly without foundation, their position untenable. 
the great interests they represented and the vast amount and 
the character of the labor they employed entitled to no consid- 
eration whatever. 

Permit me to say here that this is not a protest on ig a in 
behalf of capitalists. My principal concern is for the r en- 
gaged in these industries, which is the principal factor in shirt 
and collar making. This labor is nearly altogether performed 
by women, for whom the pro d change in the tariff laws 
means lossof work, reductionof wages, destitution, degradation. 

At the hearing before the committee the foreign manufac- 
turers were represented by an importer in the city of New York, 
a gentleman named Rosenfeld, who read a statement before 
the committee in which he stated that he believed“ that justice 
to the consumer as well as to the manufacturer may be secured 
as the reduction of the rate of duty in the proposed new tariff 
bill on linen cloth of, say, from 35 to 25 per cent, and fixing the 
rate of duty on the finished articles at 35 per cent.“. These 
propositions were practically adopted by the committee. They 
make the duty upon linen cloth 30 per cent, and they fix the 
rate of duty on the finished article at the figure suggested by 
the foreign importer. 

It is worth while considering, from some of the statements 
that this gentleman made in his testimony, what degree of credit 
he is entitled to, as at his suggestion the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives of the United States pro- 
pose to cripple a great industry and N 50,000 of my 
constituents. In his written statement he replies to the com- 
mittee as follows: 

Iam not controlled by selfish interests wholly, because under the tariff 
act of 1890 my importations have not been diminished. 

Why, therefore, not being controlled by selfish interests in 
the matter which he represented, he should have imposed upon 
the committee the grossest misrepresentations in regard to the 
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most material questions, isnot comprehensible to the disingenu- 
ous mind. He stated that the home concerns combined to form 
trusts and keep up prices; that they made from 75 to 100 per 
cent in Troy, and that he thought a man in business ought to 
make nomore than 35 percent. He said the importer of the for- 
eign articles makes 30 per cent, and he wants to make 374 per 
cent. 

It was shown by the affidavits of the leading manufacturers of 
Troy: 

That the collar and cuff business is localized in the hands of about thirty 
manufacturing concerns, among whom there are no combinations or trusts, 
but, on the contrary, a sharp and spirited rivalry and competition exists, 
compelling the offering of the productions at the lowest prices at which 
they can be made. 

So that Mr. Rosenfeld’s representation to the committee in 
regard to this alleged trust did not have the slightest founda- 
tion in fact; and Mr. Rosenfeld, being engaged in the business, 
must necessarily have known it. 

It was shown before the committee by the representatives of 
the home manufacturers that instead of 75 and 100 per cent 
prolit, as stated by Mr. Rosenfeld, the manufacturers received 
no more than from 2 to 74 per cent, except in some extreme 
styles, where the profits reach as high as 124 per cent. In some 
instances, on collars, it was shown that the profit was only 2 per 
cent, It was shown thata certain popular Germanshirt, which 
now sells for $13.50 a dozen less 6 per cent, gives a profit to the 
German importer of 26 per cent on his selling price, or 35 per 
cent on his cost price, and that under the pro: bill before 
the House the importer could sell the same shirt for 810. 80 a 
dozen and make the same profit. To produce this shirt at their 
factories would cost the Troy manufacturers $10.34; to manfac- 
ture the same shirt in Germany costs only 85.76. Under the Me- 
Kinley bill, the duty on such a shirt, at 55 per cent, amounts to 
$3.17, and with 6 per cent freight, 34 cents, leaves the net cost 
delivered in New York, 89.27; and as the shirt sells at $13.50 less 
g per cent, making $12.69 net, it leaves the importer a profit of 

er cent. 

ərmit me to call yourattention once more to the fact that these 
shits are sold directly to the consumer by the German manu- 
facturer through his agent at the port of entry. 

Under the bill before the House the same shirt that cost in 
Germany 85.76, 35 per cent duty; 81.91, 6 per cent; freight, 34 
cents; total cost delivered at the port of entry, $8.01, being sold 
for $10.80, leaves a net profit of 26 per cent. After the payment 
of the duty and freight, aggregating 41 per cent of the cost in 
Germany, these shirts, in the store of theimporter in the city of 
New York, represent a cost of $2.33 less per dozen than the same 
goods can be manufactured for by the manufaeturers in the city 
of Troy. 

It seth shown before the committee that a collar manufactured 
in Germany, which can be sold in the city of New York at 77 
cents a dozen, less 6 per cent, would cost to manufacture in the 
city of Troy 81 cents a dozen. ` 5 

rd was shown that a collar manufactured in Berlin, which, 
under the present tariff, after the payment of duty and freight, 
sells in the city of New York for 81.98 a dozen wholesale, sells at 
retail at 25 cents,or more than one-third of the cost in the 
hands of the importer in New York. 

It was shown that collars manufactured in the city of Troy, 
which Mr. Rosenfeld represented as being sold for 75 per cent 
profit, were sold Bye manufacturer at 54 per cent profit, and 
that a German collar, which it costs to land in New York duty 
and freight paid, $1.69 a dozen net, costs $1.33 to manufacture in 
Troy in material and labor alone. 

It was shown that the average profit of the home manufacturer 
is 6 per cent. È 

The home manufacturers showed that they were satisfied if 
they got 5 per cent profit on the greater part of the articles they 
manufactured. The foreign manufacturer under the present 
tariff gets 26 per cent, andin some instances 31 per cent profit, 
and he thinks he ought to get 374 per cont. r. Rosenfeld, 
therefore, grossly misrepresented the facts to the committee 
in regard to the alleged trusts and combinations among the man- 
ufacturers in Troy, in rogard to the cost of manufacturing their 
goods, and in regard to their profits. 

But the most serious misrepresentation made by Mr. Rosen- 
feld was in regard to the wages.of the German operatives en- 
gaged in the shirt, collar, and cuff industry. Hestated that the 
wages of girls in that business in Berlin is $$ a week. During 
the sessions of the committee one of the Troy manufacturers 
telegraphed to Germany, asking how much an operative earned 
a week in a German s factory, and the answer, which came 
from Billefeld, Germany, was: Here, from 6 to 15 marks per 
week; United States currency, $1.44 to $3.60 per week.” And 
in ~eply to a similar question telegraphed to Glasgow, the answer 
was: Average in anon 12 shi and 6 pence per week 
fer cutters machinists,” which would be$3 per week. It was 


shown by one of the representatives of the home manufacturers 
that in Germany a forewoman gets $3 a week, and here a fore- 
woman gets $12 and 814 a week; and one firm was shown to pay 
more than that. 

This bill proposes a reduction on linen used in the manufacture 
of shirts and collars at 5 per cent. The ratio of protection af- 
forded to shirts and collars, by reason of this reduction, is thirty- 
five one-hundredths of 1 per cent on shirts, and three-fourths of 
1 per cent on collars and cuffs. The ratio of value of the linen 
in a shirt to the total cost of the shirt is7 per cent; and the ratio 
of value of the linen in collars to the total cost is 15 per cent. 
So that the increased tariff on linen will but very slightly de- 
crease the cost of production of thes» articles, and as the addi- 
tional-cost of production, apart from the cost of labor that enters 
into their manufacture, wil! remain the same, and as the profits 
of the manufacturers are now down to a minimum, whateyer re- 
ductions there may be in the items of cost fall principally on 
labor; and hence it becomes important, in considering this ques- 
tion, to take into view the condition of the labor market in re- 
gard to these industries in the United States and in Europe. 

_ The average wages of an operative in Berlin is $2.42 a week; 
in Saxony it is $1.50 a week, and in Japan $1 a week. The 
consular reports show that the wages of these operatives in 
recent years have not varied. It appears in No. 74 of Reports 
from the Consuls of the United States for February, 1887, at 
e 377, that the wages of a female operative in a factory in 
ermany averages $1.71 per week; the lowest is $1.61 per week, 
and the highest $1.87 per week; and that young girls get as low 
as $1.14 a week; that male adults average $3.50 a week. 

The report of Consul Miller, in No, SS of the Consular Reports 
for January, 1888, shows that a skillful seamstress can only earn 
about $3 a week; and that the greater part of the families e ed 
in the industries to which I have alluded can not earn sufficient 
wages to support themselves apart from their families. He says 
that among a large part of them potatoes form the principal 
food of the workers; that a large number eat no dinner: that in 
the summer they live during the week on bread and herrings or 
sausages, and only eat a decent meal on Sundays.” In Consu- 
lar Reports No. 89 for February, 1888, page 206, it is shown that 
female workers in the Dresden district get from 24 cents to 3+ 
cents an hour, or from $1.32 to $1.80 per week, if they work ten 
hours a day. 

In Consular Reports, No. 117, the consul at Mannheim, in No- 
vember, 1889, shows the manner in which these women live: 


The lives of those toiling in these factories are like those of all other 
orkers in German 


able to do has, perhaps, been done to ventilate such factories. 

Isay 7 sais ” because Idoubt whether the lives of those who toil inthe 
dirt and dust of these mills are regarded as of sufficient im ee toawaken 
enough interest to make a search half as thorough asa scientist would make 
to discover the causes of some physical disturbances around some million- 
mile-away planet. The heartless ‘‘Was wissen, was fühlen die Leute?“ 
(What do the people know or feel?) on the part of the manufacturers more 
than the governmental interference, which by all kinds of legisla- 
tion paternally protective seeks to put about the persons of all parts and 
classes of the population safeguards against danger and securities and in- 
demnities when injured. : 

The consul at Glasgow reported in pora, 1890, in No. 115 
of these Reports, that the highest wages paid to adult women 
is 83. 71 a week, and the lowest $2.16. e consul-general at 
Berlin reported in February, 1890, that the average of the fe- 
male operatives at present there get from $1.52 to $2. 10 a week; 
and in other parts of Germany it is shown, by Consular Reports, 
No. 153, at page 173, that the wages of an adult female worker 
is from 72 cents to $3. 60 a week. 

The wages of a female operative in Troy would have to be re- 
duced 60 per cent, if the bill before the House goes into effect, 
to enable the manufacturer in Troy to compete with the manu- 
facturer in Berlin. 

A week s wages in Berlin is $2.40 on the average, which, with - 
35 per cent duty added, 84 cents, makes $3.24. For the same 
labor a female operative in Troy earns from $7 to 88, which is 
the average wages paid there. 

The dread of this tariff reduction has already within the past 
year caused a loss of $2,000,000 of wages to the workers em- 
ployed in the shirtand collarindustry of Troy. The wages have 
remained the sime, but as Troy operatives are paid re ep by 
the piece, reduction in the volume of the products of the fac- 
tories have reduced the amount paid to the employés, so that 
the volume of wages paid the operatives now, compared with 
that of a year ago, shows a decrease of 50 per cent. 
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The bill before the House affords no protection to the work- 
ers, as these articles are protected onlyso far as the rate on the 
article exceeds the rate on the base of supply. When the rate 
under this bill on linen cloth is 30 per cent and on cotton cloth 
suitable for collars 40 per cent, an average of 35 per cent, and 
the rate on manufactured collars is 35 per cent, it follows that 
the bill affords no protection. 

Hence, I think it has fairly been shown that so far as these 
industries are concerned the principle enunciated in the report 
of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, that duties 
should beso high that our manufacturers can fairly compete 
with the foreign product,” has been abandoned in the bill before 
the House. The duties under the tariff laws of 1890 have not 
been so high as to enable the manufacturers to drive out the 
foreign article, as I have shown that the importation of the for- 
eign article has increased since 1890; and hence, the home man- 
ufacturers do not enjoy a monopoly of the trade, and do not 

gulate prices as see please. 

the foreign manufacturer would sell his goods at the same 
profit with which the home manufacturer is content the foreign 
product might be sold in this country, under existing laws, 
very much cheaper than it has been sold since 1890. Thus the 
“measure of protection,” which, according to the committee, 
“should extend only sofar as tocreate competition,” is the meas- 
ure of protection, in regard to these industries, which has ex- 
isted since 18%, and the result of the bill before the House will 
be to deprive these industries of the measure of protection which 
has creited competition and give a monopoly to the foreign man- 
ufacturer. 

The American female operatives can not live upon the wages 
which the home manufacturers could afford to pay them, if this 
bill goes into effect. 
live in luxury, but they lead a comfortable existence; the wages 
that are paid to them enable them to live in decency and com- 
fort, to dress respectably, to procure wholesome food, to live in 
comfortable dwellings and amid comfortable surroundings. To 
deprive them of the protection which the present tariff laws af- 
ford them will result in changing all of the present conditions 
under which they live, and will leave a great number of them 
without any occupation at all. Nor can it be said that they can 
find employment in other walks of life. They can not find em- 
ployment in other manufacturing centers in the East. 

The manufacturers of the East ure not increasing. The utmost 
they can do is to maintain the business they have already estab- 
lished. The disruption of all kinds of domestic and business re- 
lations, by throwing out of employment such vast numbers of 
persons as will result from the passage of this bill, will cause a 

neral unsettling of the condition of things in all walks of life 
in great manufacturing centers like the city of Troy, and the dis- 
contented elements of society will be increased by a large number 
of persons who have heretofore exercised the most healthful in- 
fluence in favor of order and good government. 

These employés are, or may be under existing laws, in good 
circumstances; they are faitly well educated; they are intelligent; 
they are contented, or have every reason to be contented, with 
thelr condition; they receive steady employment. If they are 
deprived of the protection which confers these benefits Seite 
them, they will reduced to the condition, and physically, 
mentally, and morally will soon descend to the level, of the un- 
fortunate workers in Germany, whose unhappy condition is a 
n source of comment on the part of the consuls in 

urope. 

Some pee and politicians have claimed that the 
remedy for the effects of a low tariff would be found if the man- 
ufacturers would share with their employés more liberally the 
wealth which they are alleged to accumulate with the aid of 
labor. I think it was sufficiently shown before the Ways and 


Means Committee that the manufacturers of any have not ac- |. 


cumulated and can not, from the small profits which they make 
on their products, accumulate any great amount of wealth. 
While or not undertake the defense of the manufacturers, 
I must say, from a personal inquiry into the matter, that very 
few of them within the last twenty-five years have been enabled 
to make more than a fair competence, as the result of more than 
a qanar of a century of hard work and great risk of capital, 
and that the severe competition to which they are subjected in 
these days. even among the manufacturers of our own country, 
has resulted in the small profits to which I have alluded and 
in forcing a great many concerns to go out of business, whose 
places have not been filled up by new industries. The time when 
a manufacturer might commence upon a small capital and građ- 
ually increase his business in extent from profits has long since 
passed away, and only copartnerships or corporations with large 
beg oes can now expect to operate with any degree of success. 
he opposition, therefore, to this measure does not come prin- 
cipally from the manufacturers, but from the workers. The 


Their habits of life are fixed; they do not 


workers will be the first to suffer; and it will be difficult if not 
impossible for them to obtain employment in other fields of in- 
dustry. The greatest destitution, followed by the usual labor 
troubles which bring so much disgrace to our form of govern- 
ment, will inevitably result. 

I do not think that politics ought to enter into the discussion 
of a question like this. For my part I am here to take the posi- 
tion which I occupy on this question without any regard to the 
political result to Spe At the same time I have no hesita- 
tion in saying that I believe if this bill is passed I shall be the 
last Democr.tic ee who will appear in this House 
from the Nineteenth Congressional district of New York. ; 

If this bill is passed there will be an influx of foreign-made 
collars and shirts at such prices as will entirely displace the 
American-made product, a condition of things which will inevi- 
tably continue until the home manufacturer shall be enabled to 
meet the competition by fore: their employés to descend to 
the condition of the workers of Europe and Japan. The foreign- 
made goods will come from Austria, from England, from France, 
from Saxony, and from Japan. 

An immense influx of cheap goods will come from Saxony, 
where the labor engaged in this industry can be had for $1.70 a 
week, They will comefrom France, which to-day hasthe largest 
shirtfactory in the world, employing 6,000 hands. They will come 
from Berlin and from Glasgow, where the most skillful workers 
in the world can be had for $2 and $3 a week. They will come 
from Japan, where collars of the most finished design and work- 
manship are made at an expense for labor of $i a week. They 
will come from Austria, the collars and cuffs of which are al- 
ready sold in and fill the markets of all the countries of America 
except the United States. That country had one of the most 
splendid exhibits at the World's Fair at Chicago, although they 
have never sought the trade of the United States; and a vast 
quantity of the goods of that country, made at a minimum cost 
of labor impossible of attainment here, will flood our markets if 
the bill before the House should be passed in its present form. 

Nor is it Troy alone that will be affected by this result. The 
United States census reports show that shirts are manufactured 
in fifty-eight towns and cities in the United States, ani that 
there are 776 firms engaged in the business, besides a vast num- 
ber of small retail dealers, who will be proportionately affected. 
The census reports show that the shirt factories in the United 
States manufacture goods to the extent of more than $28,000,000 
a 7205 and give employment to nearly 27,000 persons. 

r. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from New 
York will allow me an interruption. 

Mr. HAINES. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. There are some of us who are anxious for 
a little further information. Weare anxious to know whether 
that document before you, which looks like a book, is an infer- 
nal machine, a Democratic bible, or simply a record of the sins 
and transgressions of the Democratic party. Will you kindly 
inform us? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAINES. If the gentleman will come close enough, he 
is at liberty, in a few moments, to open up the book and examine 
it, and he will find that in it are protests s cured, irrespective 
of partys from my constituents to the number of between fifty 
and fifty-one thousand, 

Mr. HARTMAN. And not secured under duress? 

Mr. HAINES. Decidedly not. If any one can compel the 
mayor of the city of Troy, N. Y., the Democratic board of 
aldermen; and the Democratic board of supervisors of Rensse- 
laer County, and every Democratic officeholder of Troy, a city 
of 70,000 population, and which in November last,in spite of the 
Republican cyclone, gave 6,000 Democratic majority—I say, if 
these people can be compelled, there might be some ground for 
such an allegation. 

Mr. SIMPSON. For further information I should like to ask 
the gentleman if that petition is altogether from the people who 
make collars and shirts, or from the people who wear shirts and 
collars? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAINES. Both. Themanufacturers, too, have offered a 
separate petition which will be properly placed before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does that include the people that wear 
socks also? [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. HAINES. It includes 16,030 people employed in making 
the collars and cuffs, which gives them remunerative employ- 
ment at better wages and better living than is received in the 
same business in any ether part of the world. This is their pro- 
rad against being reduced to the condition of foreign pauper 

r. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It strikes me that this petition comes from 
one distric: alone in the United States, and as there are three 
hundred and fifty or more other districts where it is presumed 
that people wear shirts and collars, and some of them socks 


Pa 


laughter), that the interests of those that wear shirts and col- 
are greater in the aggregate than those who make them, 
and if those who wear the shirts and collars should send uns 
petition, why I apprehend this petition would not be in it a lit- 
tle bit. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. HAINES. I fully agree with you; but I ask you who wear 
our collars and cuffs—and we make ¥5 per cent of all that are 
made in the United States—if there is a disposition on your part 
to throw out sixteen thousand laborers in my district, 90 per 
cent of whom are women, simply to save I cent on a collar, and 
that not against local competition, but to favor the foreigner? 
[Applause. 

lam convinced that, if this question was thoroughly under- 
stood, there is not an honest, loyal Representative on this floor, 
whether Democrat or Republican who sits here, who would per- 
mit this bill to pass until we receive in protection the amount 
that measures the difference between the wages of foreign coun- 
tries and those we pay in this country. 

Mr. BRYAN. May I ask the gentleman a question right 
there? 

Mr. HAINES. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. I was not permitted to hear the first part of 
your remarks, because I did not know you were going to speak, 
or I would have been here. 

Mr. HAINES, Thank you. 
Mr. BRYAN. I want to ask 
cost—what protection do you ask 

Mr. HAINES. We ask the protection afforded by the McKin- 
ley bill, which, in this instance, is absolutely necessary. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] As I have said previously, I am 
not here in the interest of the manufacturers of Troy, but over 
50,000 people living in one county in my district have asked me 
to represent them here in the manner that I am attempting to 
do to-night. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Willthe gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? I want toask himif the protection asked 
for by the operatives and manufacturers of Troy is aslarge a per 
cent as the protection given by this bill to the rice-producers of 
the Carolinas? 

Mr. HAINES. In answer to that I will say that I have not 
the slightest idea what protection is to be given to the rice-pro- 
ducers, and I have not the slightest conception as to what pro- 
tection is necessary to the rice-producers; but I know the necas- 
sity of protection, and the necessity for all I ask, for the people 
of the Nineteenth district of New York. 

Mr. BRYAN. Let me ask you, if we change the bill in the 
House here so as to give you the protection that you now have 
under the McKinley bill, would you be satisfied with the billand 
help to pass it? 

Mr. HAINES. Undoubtedly, if my district was taken care of. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If protection to the collar and cuff industry 
is a desirable thing, do not you think you could shy your castor 
into the ring and help the boys who are trying to get protection 
on wool and lead a little bit also, for the purpose of preventing 
the throwing out of employment of thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of men engaged in those industries? If it is a good thing 
for you, is it not it a pretty good thing for us also? 

Mr. HAINES. I believe that if you, representing that inter- 
est, can demonstrate to this Democratic House that there is 
need and necessity for such protection, this Democratic House 
will give it to you. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be 
allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. d 

Mr. HAINES. The claim that this 8 5 competition will 
result in making these goods cheaper to the consumer can be 
shown by experience and the natural course of trade to be un- 
founded. The domestic competition, even under protection, 
has kept prices at the lowest possible point, and the evidence 
before the Waysand Means Committee showed that the foreign 
manufacturers maintained their high prices, notwithstanding 
the excessive profits they made upon their goods. The rivalry 
among the domestic manufacturers is so great that they sell 
these goods at prices as low as the prices for which the same 
es are sold in Europe. They make smaller profits than the 

uropean manufacturers, but they pay higher wages. The for- 
eigner will continue to sell at the same prices, and will make 
regular profits. y 

There has been no diminution of the profits of the importer 
since the passage of the tariff laws of 1890. He sells directl 
to the consumer, as I have already stated, and he can invoice h 
goods, under custom-house rules, at cost, plus 10 per cent, in- 
stead of at the selling price in the country from which he ex- 
ports; and this rule he frequently evades by undervaluation. 

The Mr. Rosenfeld who was the mouthpiece of the importers 


you what is the difference in 
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before the committee admitted that after the passage of the 
tariff bill of 1890 he oniy eae his price 5 cents per dozen, while 
the duty was increased 30 cents per dozen and 5 per cent; so that 
either he made an exorbitant profit on his goods before the tariff 
act of 1890 became a law, or he now undervalues his goods and 
thus evades payment of part of the present duty. 

The only other person who will be benetited by this bill is the 
dealer. The bill provides for a reduction of 3 cents apiece on 
collars, and 15 cents each on shirts, which will be added to the 
dager of the dealers. As these articles are sold under re 

rands and at standard and fixed prices, according to the value, 
ranging for instance, at 3 collars for 25 cents, or 10 cents each; 
or 2 collars for 25 cents, or licents each: or 3collars for 50 cents, 
or 20 cents each; or at popular prices of 10, 15, and 25 cents, re- 
spectively, the dealer will continue to sell at these customary 
prices and be the only person besides the foreign manufacturer 
who will benefit by the reduction. 

The home trade and the workers will further suffer a loss, if 
this bill is pissed, by the restriction of the business of the home 
manufacturers. The sale of thess goods has a limit, and by re- 
stricting the market of the home manufacturer, which will re- 
sult in effect from the influx of foreign goods, if this bill is 
passed, the quantity of labor employed will consequently be 
greatly reduced. If the market is divided with the foreign manu- 
facturer the amount of labor now employed in the home product 
will necessarily be proportionately reduced. This will be unfair 
to home labor for this reason, if no other, that the, market was 
created by home labor. 

Detached collars and cuffs first came into vogue in the United 
States, and were introduced by the manufacturers of Troy. Col- 
lars and cuffs not attached to the shirt were unknown as an arti- 
cle of commerce in Europe until recent years. They were ‘rst 
manufactured for the trade in the city i Troy, and it is only in 
recent years that the European manufacturers entered into the 
business of making and exporting them. 

It follows, therefore, that if the present bill is passed the 
American manufacturers engaged in the collar and shirt busi- 
ness will have to succumb to foreign competition. The bill be- 
fore the House, as I have said again and again, affords no pro- 
tection. 

Ido not deem it necessary to discuss the arguments which 
have been brought forward on both sides for and against the 
system of ad valorem duties. The most eminent Democrats as 
well as the most eminent Republicans during the t twenty 

ears, and some of the most eminent statesmen of e 

ave raised their voices against the system of ad valorem duties. 
The manufacturers of the country have no faith in it. Its prin- 
cipal advocates have always been found among the agents of 
the importers or among the importers themselves. It has been 
shown again and again, from every experience and from indis- 
putable facts, that under that system the greatest frauds have 
at all times been perpetrated against the Government. The 
system is discredited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAINES. I trust that the House will indulge me for a 
moment longer so that I may be enabled to ap to the House 
that this bill should not pass, or that it should be modified, at 
least, so far as concerns the industries for which I speak, so as 
to leave the tariff existing as framed under the laws of 1890. I 
make this appeal in the name and at the request of more than 
70,000 of the inhabitants of my own Congressional district. I 
make itin the name of 50,000 persons in that district who will be 
immediately und disastrously affected by the bill. I make it in 
behalf of many thousands of families in and around the city of 
Troy. And in making it lam supported by the Democratic plat- 
forms of all the national conventions that have been held durin, 
the last twenty years. [Great applause in House and galieriaal 

Mr. WOOME Mr. Chairman, if the question before us were 
not one of extraordinary importance I should cheerfully refrain 
from attempting toadd anything to the full exposition it has re- 
ceived, and content myself with casting my vote in accordance 
with the demands of the country and myconstituency. But the 
matter now under consideration is one of such vital interest tomy 
native State, and to the district which elected me a member of 
this body, that I am unwilling to forego the right to add m 

rotest to the many lia, eo Congress has already received. 
The State of Pennsylvania aright to require that her repre- 
sentatives in the National Legislature maintain that consistent 
and unfaltering attitude which has been hers from the very 
beginning of the protective controversy. 
uch of the prosperity of that State is due to the wise and 
beneficent legislation of the past, much of it depends upon the 
continuance of that legislation in the future. It is little wonder, 
then, that now when her prosperity is attacked, when it is flun 
into her teeth that the tariff is to be reformed and that it w 
not be reformed in the interests of Pennsylvania, she could de- 
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clare, as she now does, that no such radical alteration as is pro- 
posed shall be made but in defiance of her solemn protest. 

But, sir, I am not to be understood as representing the great 
manufacturing State of Pennsylvania as a suppliant begging for 
your charity to assist her to maintain a position that does not 
rightfully belong to her. The Representatives of the Keystone 
State do not come before you in any such pitiable condition; they 
base their right to advise and warn you upon their experience 
with the system you A si pore to destroy, and they have aright 
to be ean, because the history of their State records the advan- 
tages of that system and the dangers of its overthrow. 

What protection has done for Pennsylvania it has also done 
for many other Commonwealths of this Union, and will do for 
such as have not already felt its strengthening aid, in the noar 
future; and we ask you carefully to heed the lesson our experi- 
ence teaches before you withdraw the protection of the Govern- 
ment from the great partially developed resources of the nation 
at the time that their need of it is most pressing. We freely 
admit that it is to the advantage of Pennsylvania to have the 
present degree of protection continued, but we deny that this 
makes out the charge of sectionalism that has been hurled at us, 
for we are convinced that the interests of our State and those of 
the nation are identical; that it isa patriotic thing to legislate 
for the national prosperity, and that no better rule exists for 
discovering what the national interest really is than by taking 
the sum total of the local interests of the many communities that 
together compose this country. 

And if you, gentlemen, vote in sympathy with the true inter- 
ests of the constituencies you represent, there is little danger 
that this question will be decided in the way the workingmen 
of America tremble to think it will be decided; for the wage- 
earners of the nation are following the progress of this bill with 
an anxiety that is pitiful in its intensity; they have never before 
seen such a tremendous blow threatened st their means of live- 

lihood, and they are organizing as they never did before to im- 
` press upon you what this bill means to them. The representa- 
tives of the purely agricultural districts of the South, whose 
influence was all-powerful in framing this measure, do not know, 
they could hardly understand the distress that this wanton and 
untimely attack upon the industriesof the country has produced; 
they can hardly conceive the sufferings which hundreds of thou- 
sands of men who earn their living in the workshop and the fac- 
tory are now undergoing; they can not realize the poverty that 
has come into manufacturing centers with the closing of the 
mills and the banking of the furnaces. 7 

It seems to me then that this issue can be decided withoutany 
reference to economic arguments. The first duty of Congressis 
to alleviate the almost universal distress which the fear of its 
probable course has caused by giving back to the workingmen 
the opportunity to work, to earn the wages that will give bread 
to them and their children. These are not the times to indulge 
in experiments with the system upon which our industries are 
founded. For more than thirty years the business interests of 
the country have adjusted themselves with reference to a defi- 
nite, consistent policy on the part of the Government. Capital 
has been lavishly invested in these industries upon the assump- 
tion that the same policy was to continue: employers have regu- 
lated wages with regard to it, and by reason of its beneficial in- 
fluence the American wage-earner has accustomed himself to a 
standard of comfortable living which none of us I think has any 
wish to lower. 

These considerations should surely be sufficient very strongly 
to impress us with the danger of doing anything to disturb the 
basis upon which so much depends. The possibility of such a 
disturbance, with its far-reaching consequences, is something 
from which the wisest might shrink in the most prosperous 
times after having taken the greatest precautions; and heed- 
lessly and deliberately to aggravate distress when the manu- 
factures of the nation are reeling under the mere threat of the 
assault made upon them, when armies of unemployed men are 
looking wistfuily toward Washington as their only hope, is 
worse than unstatesmanlike; it is wicked and criminal. 

We are told, however, as an unanswerable reply to any criti- 
cism of this bill, that it is merely in obedience to the express 
command of the American people. Ever since the Presidential 
election in 1892 it has been dinned into our ears in the press and 
upon the floor of Congress that the Democratic party has been 
intrasted with a mission by the voters of this country to apply 
its peculiar ideas to the tariff question, and it has been 0 
assumed that the election of the present Administration was an 
unqualified sanction of the radical declarations of the Chicago 

latform; a reference to this supposed popular indorsement has 
n thought sufficient to close all debate upon the question. I 
deny that any such mission was ge by the people to the party in 
wer, and insist that the popular vondiot of 1892, whether taken 


y itself or in the light of subsequent events, can not be regarded 
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as an expression of discontent with the tariff policy of the Re- 
publican party. 3 

We all have heard the story of the Athenian citizen who 
voted to ostracise Aristides because he was tired of hearing him 
called “the just;“ and it was much this sme sort of feeling that 
led to the defeat of the ad para party in the last Presidential 
campaign. Thepeople well knew that party had proved equal to 
every one of the great responsibilities imposed upon it; that for 
more than thirty years it had given to the country the greatest 
Prosperity any nation had ever known; that it had solved prob- 

ems more difficult than those sa other. party had ever been 
called upon to solve, and in the belief that their prosperity was 
so firmly established as tobe impregnable against any assaults, 
they listened to the cheap promises of the Democratic party 
and yielded to its request for atrial. The unfortunate Taber 
8 of that year contributed to this result, but it was prin- 
cipally due to apathy and restlessness; the people voted fora 
change, hardly knowing why they did it. 

The lack of any foundation to the notion that this Administra- 
tion is authorized to convert its tariff theories into legislation is 
completely shown by the defeat of the party in control in last 
fall's election; when the voters of the United States realized 
that their vote had been misunderstood, their carelessness mis- 
interpreted, they were prompt to set themselves right and de- 
clare as emphatically as they knew how what their real views 
on this question are. However the results of 1892 can be con- 
strued, the vote of last November can bear but one interpreta- 
tion; the only national issue invelyed was the question of tariff 
reduction, and the people recorded their decision in unmistak- 
able terms. In the deplorable condition of business to-day you 
have no right to go on with a measure that has been condemned 
in every State where an election means anything; you have no 
right to pass an act which the people have warned you they will 
never allow to become permanent. 

It is not, after all, strange that a party which for a third of a 
century had been debarred from control of the Government 
should persuade itself that its return to power marked an epoch 
in history, and ascribe an undeserved importance to such an 
unexpected and unfortunate event. It is still less strange than 
this that the people have discovered as soon as they have that 
such a long freedom from responsibility has developed, as might 
have been foreseen, a very high degree of incompetency in the 
Democratic party to introduce measures of any lasting value. 
The pity is that the crude attempts of this inexperienced and 
untrained party are far from harmless, but that they fall with 
crushing force upon the industries which have been developed 
and can only be continued by adhering to the views of their op- 

nents. 

Iam one of those who believe that the protective systemshould 
form a permanent part of our national policy; for while I admit 
that industries begun by its assistance should become independ- 
ent after the period of their infancy is passed, yet in the varied 
industrial development of a country so rich in resources and an 
age so pregnant with mechanical inventions and improvements 
as our own, there must inevitably be atall times some new indus- 
tries, or new forms of those already carried on, that stand for a 
time in need of protective aid, though in the future they may 
be successfully pursued without it. Were there nothing else in 
this question than this, the idea of a permanent protective duty 
in any single industry might be excluded, but another factor of 
the greatest importance enters into the question and causes us 
to arrive at an entirely different result. 

Since the Morrill tariff marked the beginning of substantial 
protection there has been a steady rise in the wages paid to 
American labor. Wages have reached a point that permits those 
who receive them to enjoy a measure of comfort unknown to the 
workingmen of other nations; the American wage-earner is well 
able to provide himself with many articles that not long ago 
were considered luxuries in this country, and will for many 
de continue to rank as such in others; hischildren are spared 

rom the obligation to labor at tender years, and are given an 
education that affords them an equal start in life with those of 
wealthier citizens; he enjoys shorter hours of work, end has 
better opportunities to improve his leisure and condition than 
his fellow-workman across the ocean. It is the most vital inter- 
est of the nation that this gratifying condition of things be con- 
tinued, and it can be maintained in no other way than by keeping 
wages at their present figures. 
ut, with the invasion of foreign competition invited by this 
bill such a thing is impossible. Manufacturers will be com- 
pelled to reduce the wages of their employés to meet the cut- 
throat prices of foreign competitors. This bill gives to the man- 
ufacturer the alternative of dismantling his plant or of lower- 
ing the wages of his working people, and of the two evils it is 
hard to say which is the lesser to the workingman. That the 
wage-earner will be compensated for his diminished returns by 
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nding increase in his necessary outlays is untrue. 
The fact that the very commodities which enter most largely 
into the cost of living are those to which the free-traders direct 
this country to devote all its powers indicates its falsity, and 
the statistics in the most careful examinations of the subject 
within my reach—the Senate report on retail prices and wages— 


- is absolutely conclusive. It is at least beyond disproof that 
the higher wages are the greater is the margin for saving, and 
as this margin is not expended but invested, workingmen will 
require some proof that the interest on their savings will be in- 
creased by this bill in the proportion that their chances for 
accumulating them are diminished, before they are ready to 
accept it. 

Another argument very frequently employed among the farm- 

communities is that this increase in the rate of wages comes 
directly out of the pockets of the agricultural classes. The 
higher prices that persons employed in one protected industry 
may have to pay for the articles produced by those engaged in 
another industry also protected are made up, it is admitted 
even by the free trader, by the higher prices that they in turn 
rece.ve from the rest of the public; but it is alleged that in the 
last resort what our friends choose to call “ the tariff tax” falls 
upon the farmers. This conclusion will not, however, bear ex- 
amination; the farmer receives his share of the benefits of pro- 
tection equally with the other wealth producersof the land, and 
indeed the articles for which he pays a higher price because of 
a protected system ure so few and the increase is so inconsid- 
erable that the advantages are overwhelmingly on his side; he 
receives a direct and substantial benefit in the exclusion from 
the home markets of many articles of which wool, potatoes, eggs, 
live stock, and the like are instances, which, if imported free, 
would force him into an unprofitable competition. 

What is of much greater service to him is the home market 
that the protective system gives him at his very door. The es- 
tablishment of every manufacturing town, of every industrial 
plant, opens a market to the adjoining farmers where they can 
dispose of their products at those prices with little or no charge 
for transportation; it enables them to diversify the productions 
of their farm, and to place less reliance upon the great staple 
crops like wheat and cotton, in which they must compete in the 
world’s exchanges with the poorly paid Egyptian fellah and the 
Indian ryot; or are able to go into the business of raising 
small fruits, truck, poultry, and many products for which a man- 
ufacturing community offers a remunerative market; and finally, 
they are guaranteed against overproductions and overcrowd 
of their business by the manifold opportunities that diversifie 
industries create for labor. It is a matter worthy of the most 
serious consideration of the farmers of this country, to calculate 
what the effect of the return to the soil of the millions of persons 
now engaged in protected pursuits would mean to them, and 
this is the logical result of the adoption of a 7 that would 
narrow the present numerous fields of national industry. 

The protective system is strongest when viewed as a whole. 
It provides for the most varied forms of industrial activity; it 
seeks to distribute the gifts of nature among the largest number 
of recipients, and to give to each a fair and equal chance with 
any other to enjoy his part of the national prosperity. It is 
perfectly possible to lay one’s finger on this or that branch of 
the system, and by excluding everything not directly affecting 
that particular subject to arrive atan unfavorable result. This 
was the ingenious course of the Democratic party with what has 
been well called their popgun policy in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress; but it is manifestly unfair. The interdependence of 

` manufactures and agriculture and trade and transportation 

must all be considered; and never before was this correlation of 
the different branches of industry so well illustrated as to-day, 
when the farmer must sacrifice his crops at ruinous prices, the 
storekeeper close his store for want of business, the railroad 
manager 3 hands and reduce his service, and the 
banker contract discounts and withdraw his aid because of 
the blight that the fear of tariff changes has brought upon the 

3 industries of the nation. 

The sympathy of all industries with one another, and the ef- 
fect upon the whole of an injury to any part, is foreign to the 
ideas of the writers on political economy whose views we are 
bidden to accept as final upon this question; their writings re- 
flect the conditions of industrial society as it existed in the past 
much more accurately than they do the conditions with which 
we have now to do, and these dogmas are very materially quali- 
fied when applied to modern business conditions; at best they 
are tendencies rather than laws, and recent industrial history 
has shown us that these tendencies are often checked and not 
infrequently completely arrested by the present industrial meth- 
ods. We have to-day todo with the regulation of competition 
and production in the place-of the unrestricted competition of 
the theoriste; we know thatmanufacturers will and do sell their 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 9, 


goods at unusually low prices togain or keep control of markets 
against competitors; we know that the importer very often pays 
a part or the whole of a customs duty without making a propor- 
tionate increase in the price of his wares. 

All these things are opposed to the teachings of the old polit- 
ical economists, and are but a few of the many instances that 
might be given. We have to-day, in a word, a highly complex 
business and industrial organization with which Mill and Adam 
Smith were not acquainted, an artificial organization as com- 
pared with the society upon which their arguments rest, and 
we must deal with them artificially. The let alone” doctrine is 
unsuited to these times, and the advocates of it and not we are 
yet in darkness; we decline all their sympathy with our sup- 

d economic ignorance in the full confidence that our 
would-be teachers will some day pay a little attention to the 
facts and appreciate the changes that have taken place. If 
for the present they will only refrain from invoking these anti- 
quated documents asinspired and infallible authorities we shall 
be content. 

I know of no better illustration of the mutual benefits that ac- 
crue to a whole community from a protective tariff than the ex- 
perience of the section with which id am most familiar;it relleets 
very accurately the varied industrial life which that system has 
so successfully introduced upon a larger scale throughout the 
country. The proportion of persons eng: ged in agriculture to 
those employed in manufactures varies somewhat in the three 
counties which I represent, but the totals may roughly be taken 
as equal; of those not engaged in anag fully two-thirds are 
directly dependent upon some form or other of the iron indus- 
try; in my own county are situated the famous Cornwall mines, 
which have now been worked for more than one hundred and 
fifty years, and still form the richest and most accessible ore 
supply in the seaboard States: iron-ore mining was naturally the 
first industry of any consequence established, together with the 
closely related manufacture of pig iron from the ore so mined. 
From this small beginning there arose in time other manufac- 
tures, but these were insignificant until the iron industry first 
received its deserved protection in 1961; since that date almost 
every form of the manufactures of iron has been established in 
the close vicinity, until the Congressional district now contains 
not only the large number of blast furnaces and rolling mills 
which perhaps might be expected in a locality so favored by 
natural advantages, but establishments for the manufacture of 
steel rails, malleable iron, bolts and nuts, chains, nails, agricul- 
tural implements of no less importance. 

We have several plants that are either the largest or among 
the largest of the kind in the United States, and which never 
would have been established had it not been for the protection 
that the Republican party afforded them. Now, the men who 
earn their wages in these mines and mills and manufactories, 
and the neighboring farmers who supply cheir tables are not 
willing to come down to the scale of wages which the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] spoke of as prevailing in 
that State. If they were they might be willing to accept this bill. 

It was said, I think, that ten or twelve dollars a month was 
considered a very fair average income in Texas, and that on lit- 
tle more than double that amount the gentleman’s happy con- 
stituents reveled in luxury. The farmers and workers that I 
represent have fortunately thus far been spared from the effort 
to live upon such limited means, and Iam very greatly mistaken 
if they have any wish to attempttheexperiment. The working- 
men of my district know that their wages steadily increased 
under Republican rule, that work was plentiful, and that under 
the latest developments of protection in the McKinley act mar- 
kets had been opened up with the South American countries 
that promised them anew eraofincreased prosperity. The farm- 
ers know that under this same Republican rule, although the 
prices of some of the staple crops had either fallen or remained 
stationary, the value of the annual 8 of their farms stead- 
ily increased, because they were able to put more and more of 
their land into other crops to supply the men employed at the 
near-by mills and factories, and that the price of every article 
they used steadily declined, and they, too, are unprepared to 
live upon the Texas scale, from which they are exempt as long 
as the neighboring industries are prosperous; they, too, are 
very anxious that the duties protecting those industries should 
not be diminished: nor do they make an exception in the case of 
the duty on iron ore. 

It is assumed by many gentlemen on this floor that the remark 
that ore is a raw material fully and finally answers any plea 
for the retention of the duty upon it. but so is everything raw 
material to a manufacturer who producesa more highly finished 


roduct than the last was, no matter how many processes it may 
here pos through, or how much labor may have been expended 
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the wor shall not be reduced by any act of ours. He is 
entitled to be protected, whether he labors in the ore mines or 
in the steel mill or in the woolen factory. The miner differs 
from more skilled mechanics in degree and not in kind, and is 
as well entitled as they to have the reward of his labor mai- 
tained, 

if we once admit that it is desirable to keep wages at their 
present rate it is the rankest injustice and discrimination to ex- 
cept the laborers in the mines from the advantsgesof the tariff. 
It is a more serious objection that labor of this class is often 
performed by those foreigners who are least welcome in our 
country, and itis almost the only encouraging incident of the 
present depression that these gentry have been driven back to 
their native lands by lack ef work and must cross the Atlantic 
before they can again secure employment here, and Congress 
will not do its duty if it does not take this favorable opportunity 
to prevent.this undesirable foreign element from again coming 
into ruinous competition with American labor, by enacting more 
stringent immigration laws. 

Thus far only the wisdom of the policy upon which this bill 
rests has been considered, but the methods by which the results 
sought are attempted to be obtained are no less open to criti- 
cism. If the Demoeratie theory that the American people au- 
thorized the present proposed measures by their vote in 1892 be 
eorrect, then the popular instructions are to be found in the 
platiorm of that party, and it has been given no discretionary 

wer to alter the line of action there set forth. We learned 

m that very inferesting document, the tariff plank in the 
Chieago platform, that duties are to be limited to the supply of 
the revenues required for the necessities of the Government eco- 
nomically administered; thatis, the people have, according tothe 
Democratic supposition, directed a reduction of tariff dutiesonly 
when the revenues derived from them exceed such necessary ex- 
uses, but in place of any such surplus of revenue we are con- 
mted with a deficit of seventy-five millions even with the 
esent receipts from customs duties. Where, then, is the popu- 
mandate that justifies a bill providing for a further reduction 

of fifty millions in these already shrunken receipts? 

Our coatention is that the proper course for Congress to pur- 
sue under these circumstances would be to refuse to make any 
change in the tariff laws now upon the statute book; with the 
revival of prosperity and public confidence that such action 
would insure, we could look forward to an increase in the reve- 
nues to their normal figure, and there would be no occasion to 
devise any untried methods for supplying a deficit, simply be- 
eause such a deficit would not then exist. We may note again 
that the expenses of the Government in the Chicago platform 
are to be only those of a government ecomically administered. 
There has been no serious effort made to fulfill this pledge but 
in one branch of the national expenditure, and that thelast that 
should have been touched. 

The obligations of the Government to its pensioners are of too 
sacred a nature to be lightly and recklessly broken, and what- 
ever the frauds that have been perpetrated in this respect may 
be, and the Administration has been very unsuccessful in find- 
ing many such, it is my deliberate conviction that the manner 
in which the economy in the Pension Bureau has been affected 
is one of the greatest national disgraces of our history; the 
methods employed were mean and unworthy of a great Govern- 
ment; suspensions and removals from the list were attended with 
the most scandalous injustice, and the results att ined are trivial. 
I do not suppose that there is a member of this House represent- 
ing a district north of Mason and Dixon's line who could not 
give numerous uses in which deserving veterans. have had the 
pittance they received from the Government stopped or reduced 
upon the most frivolous pretexts, where the unjust conduct of 

e Government has 5 a worthy soldier of his sole means 
of support and reduced him to beggary. 

I could certainly give many such instances that have come 
within my own limited experience, and this, I repeat, has been 
the only serious effort of the party in power to reduce the ex- 
penses of Government. Again, if we are to look to the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892 for the terms of the contract upon which 
that party was given control of the country, we find still greater 
difficulty in understanding how even the least incidental protec- 
tion is permissible, much less the avowed protection that this 
bill gives to certain industries which have been fortunate enough 
to obtain the favor of its authors. Where do the gentlemen de- 


rive their right to recede a step from their instructions? If the 
tariff is unconstitutional and a robbery, by what right do they 
tamper with the evil? Their duty is plain, and upon their theory 
the responsibility is with the people; they have declared that 
protective duties should be immediately and entirely eradi- 
cated, and A i they have introduced a measure just consistent 

their promises to produce the maximum amount of 


enough wi 


harm, and yet falling far shortof whattheir platform announced 
their policy to be. 

The attempt to balance the different constructions that the 
Democratic platform is capable of has resulted in a scheme that 
is consistent with neither of them, They have not dared tolive 
up to one interpretation of it, and frankly say that with the 
present deficit in sight they are not bound to remove any of the 
present duties. Neither have they dared to carry their ideas to 
the other extreme, and give the country a tariff for revenue 
only. The gap that their equivocal policy creates batween the 
receipts necessary to earry on the Government and those pro- 
vided by this bill is to be filled by the iniquitous income tax. No 
one knows what this tax will produce, and no one seems to care; 
something was wanted to fill the void in the National Treasu 
that will be created by this measure, and this tax has been 8 
in in want of something better to fill it. A new set of revenue 
officials and an annoying inquest annually into every man's pri- 
vate affairs is to be foreed upon the country because the Demo- 
cratic party has not the eourage of its convictions. 

Another great defect of this measure, in the substitution of ad 
valorem for specifie duties, has been fully pointed out in this de- 
bate,and its many dangers shown. It is unnecessary to say any- 
thing further to show that this bill is, as might be expected from 
the work of a pirty whose business it has been to criticise and 
destroy what. wiser men have created, a half-hearted, inconsis- 
tent, incomplete measure, a Janus-faced god looking toward 
free traders and protectionists, and not forgetting to squint in- 
cidentally at the Populists. We can briefly describe it when we 
say that it is characteristic of the dominant party, and that im- 
plies that it has reached the lowest depths of incompetency. 

Gentlemen, many of you must already realize that your triumph 
will be but short-lived. You received your quit-notice from the 
country but a few months ago: you know well that the return to 
power of your opponents is imminent, and you are now on the 
point of enacting a law that is manifestly unfair to the most im- 
portant industrial interests of the nation. Youhave taken good 
care to protect the Southern planter, but the Northern manufac- 
turer snd the Northern farmer have asked in vain for your con- 
sideration. It may be worth your while to reflect that when this 
question comes up again before a House whose disposition will 
be very different from this one, your statements and your votes 
may be taken as conclusive evidence against you and yours. 

The Republican party will always be true to its record. It will 
treat this matter as it always has treated it, in a thoroughly 
broad, national way; but it may in the future have no other re- 
course than to accept what you, and your constituents through 
you, assert to be the principles that should govern the tariff policy 
of the nation, and the Republican party perhaps will not be willing 
to accept the exceptions to these principles that you are now 
making in favor of your particular local interests. It therefore 
will be well for you to assure yourselves of the interests of your 
constituents and to think very carefuly before you misrepresent 
them. [Ap lause on the Republican side. | e 

Mr. P ETON of Texas, Mr. Chairman, it is said that 
death and taxes are the only two absolutely certain things, but 
to these may be added another certainty, and that is that no bill 
which promises any substantial relief to the tax-burdened peo- 
ple meet the approval of the tariff- protected industries. So 
that those who imagine it possible to frame a measure to satisfy 
both taxpayers and tax-exters had as well dismiss the pleasing 
illusion. The tariff is a tax, and taxes must be paid if the Gov- 
ernment is to be supported. If we were just now beginning our 
national existence, without the Constitution and without a fiscal 
system, and were trying to raise the necessary revenue in the 
way fairest to the peop e and most impartial in its treatment of 
all industries, many thinking and fair-minded men, after the ex- 
perience ef one hundred years, would hesitate before consenting 
o any tax on imports. Other things being equal, that country 
will make the most Bie 5 5 growth where a free ple are gov- 
erned by just and equal laws; where production is not burdened 
by heavy taxes, nor distribution misdirected by discriminating 
legislation. 

‘The dominant party has before it two imperative duties, first, 
to reduce the burden of taxation; next, to adjust that burden so 
that it will be equally borne by all, as nearly as is possible, un- 
der any system deriving its largest revenue from the tax on im- 
ports. From the foundation of the Government to the present, 
under all parties, the Government has derived its largest support 
from its customs duties. The reasons originally urged for these 
duties were the necessities of the Government and the duty to 
aid our struggling industries. Temporary protection was advo- 
cated by one party and acquiesced in by many of the leaders in 
the other, and surely if it was ever de‘ensible it was at the be- 
ginning of our national existence, when we had not Gean, Reson 
3 a separate Government, but had adopted a theory in gov- 
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ernment which was a threat to monarchical institutions and ex- 
cited their 33 apprehensions. 

Our people then felt themselves compelled to subordinate theo- 
ries to emergencies, and pre for inevitable collisions with 
those European nations who had not yet been taught to respect 
our rights and fear our strength: but, Mr. Chairman, the Gov- 
ernment was cheaply administered and our demands for revenue 
so much smaller then than now that from the beginning up to 
1860 our entire expense did not during that time exceed $2 per 
capita per annum. The manufacturers thought a modest tax of 
10 or 20 per cent per annum would be amply sufficient to cover 
the difference between European and American wages, and con- 
fidently looked forward to the period when even this small meas- 
ure of protection could be dispensed with; but now, after one 
hundred years of national existence and thirty years of Repub- 
lican rule, we find these puling infant industries, grown to lusty 
manhood, declaiming more loudly than ever the necessity for 
continued protection. 

Protection and higher protection have gone hand in hand 
with extravagance and greater extravagance, and, Mr. Chair- 
man, one of the worst features of the protection theory is, that 
while the masses favor cheap government, the entire body of 
manufacturing industries favors costly government, because that 
means high tariff, and high tariff means ct profits for the 
manufacturers. A recent instance is the conduct of the Repub- 
lican party under Mr. Harrison. Mr. Cleveland left a surplus of 
one hundred millions. The Republicans had a golden 1 
to lighten the burdens of the people, but it answered their peti- 
tions by increasing their taxes, and got rid of their surplus by 
adding to their expenses. ‘‘ We asked for bread and they gave 
us a stone.” 

The Republican theory assumes the right to direct the course 
of industry by taxing some for the benefit of others. It makes 
some less profitable in order to make others more profitable. 
This is adangerous power in any government, but especially in 
` arepublican government where equality of rights should be as 
closely allied to equality of conditions as may be obtainable un- 
der just laws. We see before us the natural and inevitable con- 
sequence of such pernicious theories. Protected by the ocean 
from the aggressive designs of other powers, blessed with cheap 
and fertile lands,and enjoying a larger measure of freedom than 
any other poe our popen has been more rapid than any 
other in all history. The people have spread over and con- 

uered a continent, and wealth has accumulated beyond the 

reams of the miser; but, Mr. Chairman, when we inquire how 
this wealth has been distributed we find that thirty thousand 
people own one-half of it, and sixty-three millions of people own 
the other half. : 

While a few aro reveling in law-made wealth, thousands, aye, 
millions, are suffering for the necessaries of life, and many 
throng the streetsand beg for bread. I grant you, sir, that some 
men will not thrive under the best government, and that others 
will thrive under the worst governments; but all men are enti- 
tled to just government. Inequalities in condition are insepar- 
able from human affairs; though deplorable, they are unayoid- 
able, but surely legislation ought not to accelerate this ten- 
dency. 

I are to those who have better opportunities and more apti- 
tude for statistics to show the exact comparative growth in 
wealth of the different sections in the last decade, but I state a 
proposition which I think will not be denied when I say that 
the manufacturing have vastly outstripped the agricultural re- 
gions in the race for profit, and when we have traced this in- 
creased wealth we will find that it has not lodged in the pocket 
of the laborer, but in the strong box of the manufacturer. 

As the danger from foreign cannon no longer alarms us, we 
are now told by our Republican friends that the present danger 
is foreign cheap labor, and against this we must level our legis- 
lative artillery. We are told that a high tariff is necessary to 
enable the manufacturer to pay high wages and compete with 
the pauper labor of Europe. 

h tiriff means high prices to the consumer, and three- 
fourths of the workingmen engagedin unprotected industries are 
taxed and made less prosperous in order to pay higher wages to 
the other fourth; but, Mr. Chairman, after having a tax laid os- 
tensibly in their interest they are denied the benefit of it, for the 
law kindly turns it over to the manufacturer, and he scours the 
market and stands upon the seashore beckoning to the landing 
immigrant to come and work in competition with his high- 
priced American brother. 

If pauper labor is so despicable in Europe, why should it be so 
lovable when it lands in Castle Garden? If the Republican 

ty is really so much in love with the American laborer, why 
oes it not, m 555 taxing all the people for his ostensible benefit, 
follow the tax into the factory and see that it is equitably dis- 
tributed among its beneficiaries. True, it would savor of pater- 


- 


nalism, but not more so than the entire protective theory. The 
Republicans claim that high tariff and high wages are insepa- 
rable, and that the one is indispensable tothe other, The Dem- 
ocrats say that this contention is neither correct nor just. They 
say that high wages do not necessarily follow from high tariffs, 
and if they did it would not be right to lower the wages of three 
men to add to the wages of the fourth. To escape this proposi- 
tion the Republicans say that high tariff means not higher but 
lower prices. If it means lower prices what becomes of the 
workingman for whom they profess so much solicitude? Is it 
ssible that it brings both lower prices and higher wages? And 
f the manufacturer has to pay higher wages, and take less for 
his goods, where does his profit come in? 

Mr. Chairman, the American people can no longer be deluded 
with such indefensible pretenses. The value of products has for 
many years suffered a gradual, sometimes a rapid decline, but 
this decline is world-wide, and is not confined to protective tariff 
countries, Goods are cheap here, but cheaper still beyond the 
tariff wall. If this were not true the manufacturers theinselves 
would assist to level the wall so that their cheaper goods could 
go out and compete with the world. 

Reciprocity has been for several years à favorite word in their 
mouths. Protection and reciprocity in their abstract meaning 
convey ideas that are very dear to the American heart, but as 
reciprocity is applied by the Republican party it means high- 
priced goods for the American consumer and exper goods for 
the foreign consumer. It means that the American manufac- 
turer shall have the American market free from competition 
with the European market, but that he may take the same class 
of goods to South America and then sell them for less money in 
competition with the European market. 

In fact, the modern article of reciprocity seems to have been 
invented solely for the benefit of the foreign consumer and the 
American manufacturer, and in the transaction the great mass 
of burden-bearing American taxpayers are forgotten. Another 
fear agonizing the Republican party is that if the tariff bars are 
let down a flood of cheap foreign goods will be let in, and the 
people will buy too many of them. It would naturally follow 
that they would buy more, because the same amount of money 
would purchase more; but, Mr. Chairman, is not the average 
American citizen capable of running his own business, and can 
he not wisely determine for himself how to spend his money 
after he has made it? 

This is the Democratic theory, but the Republicans seem to 
think it a province of the Government to build up certain indus- 
tries, to give certain classes higher wages, and finally to direct 
the purchases of the people and protect them from overconsump- 
tion. Thisis paternalism pure and simple, and it is not wonder- 
ful that a party which advocates such doctrines should be the 
author and advocate of every plan which has been proposed to 
enlarge the power of the General Government at the expense of 
the State and individual citizen. 

The sole reliance for the continuance of our free institutions 
is the capacity of the individual for self-government. This power 
can only be preserved and increased by letting him absolutel 
alone, protecting him in all his rights, and taking from his to 
as a tax only his fair pro rata of the necessary levy. It is not 
our province 

To scatter plenty o'er a smiling land 
And read our history in a nation's eyes. 

Plenty is created by industry, and its creator should be allowed 
to seatter or keep it just as he prefers. Under Republican rule 
wealth has rapidly increased, but production has been abnormally 
increased and made more profitable in some industries, and 
heavily burdened and made less profitable in other directions. 
The result has been to concentrate enormous wealth with cer- 
tain individuals and classes, and to deprive larger classes of their 
share in the prosperity. Men have opened their eyes to these 
conditions. In the manufacturing States we find that the work- 
ingmen, for whom the Republicans profess so much solicitude, 
are compelled to combine in societies to secure their shares of 
the profits voted to them out of the pockets of the American 

ople, but grudgingly given, and often refused by the manu- 

acturer. : 

In the West and South, in the wheat and cotton regions, we 
find every year more hard work and less profit in productions. 
They are compelled to make their products for sale in a foreign 
market in competition with the cheap labor of the world, but 
toreturn home and buy their goods in a protected market. 
They toil from year’s end to year’s end and their profits, if they 
make profits at all, are growing smaller and smaller. Such a 
condition must result in discontent. We want just and equal 
laws that will compel yt man to bea his own burden, but 
n him from bearing the burden o others. We want our 

telligent American citizenship to rc y on their cultivated 
minds and brawny arms and not on the Government at Wash- 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


613 


ington for their prosperity. Agriculture, commerce, and man- 
ufactures, the great sources of our prosperity, will reach their 
best and most healthful development when neither fostered nor 
hindered by special legislation. , 

In 1860 at least three-fourths of our carrying trade was done 
in our own vessels; now after thirty years of protection our mer- 
chant marine is reduced to a beggarly 15 per cent. After afew 
more years of such 33 the American flag will be driven 
from the ocean. The former incumbent of the Presidency, for 
whom the people, without regard to party, entertain a genuine 

t, said in one of his many able speeches made in the cam- 
paign of 1888, that the Democrats were “students of maxims, 
not of markets.” His meaning, of course, was that the Demo- 
crats were theoretical, not practical; and that the Republicans 
were the practical business men, the students, and makers or 
discoverers of markets. 

Asa fact Mr. Chairman, where are the markets they have 
opened to us? In the words of Mr. Blaine the McKinley bill 
has not found a sale for ‘‘a bushel of wheat or a pound of pork;” 
but, sir, perhaps they will claim that the purpose of the protec- 
tive policy is to find a home market for our raw materials and 
food products, and a foreign market for our manufactures. Let 
us see what success they have made in this. We now consume 
about two million bales of cotton, and the annual product is more 
than eight million bales. If it has taken one hundred years to 
reach this point, at the same ratio it will take over three hun- 
dred years before the cotton can all be consumed at home. 

The manufacturer enjoying a comfortable seat on the prostrate 
form of the cotton raiser can say: ‘‘Be patient, my friend; the 
good time will come in the sweet by and by, three hundred 
years hence; only work for us until then, and then having be- 
come rich at your expense we will allow you to make something 
for yourself.” But Mr. Speaker, this is a very uncomfortable po- 
sition for the under man to occupy, with nothing to feed on but 

romises that may not be redeemed until the judgment day. 
Row let us see about a foreign market for manufacturers. Ihave 
an official report from the Bureau of Statistics which shows that 
from 1847 to 1860, fourteen years, the percentage of exports of 
manufactures of cotton, iron and steel, leather and wool were 
5.22 of the whole; from 1880 to 1893 the percentage of exports 
of these articles had risen to 5.61 per cent or a net proportionate 
increase of .39 per cent. 

Now, if it takes us at the period of our greatest national activ- 
ity thirty-three years to make an increase of .39 per cent, it is 
pasy ee how long it will be before we sweep proud Brit- 
tania from the ocean, and again the under man in the intensity 
of his agony may gasp between breaths and say, Oh, Lord, how 


long.” 

The nding bill, Mr. Chairman, bears hard on the section 
which I have the honor in part to represent,. because it pute raw 
materials on the free list; and in my ignorance, Ds of the 
correct principles which underlie a revenue tariff, I have never 
been able to see any good reason why we should not collect some 
revenue from every article that passes through the custom-house; 
yet believing that the poe measure is better for the whole 
people and more just than the law which it is designed to sup- 
plant L shall vote for it, reserving the right to support amend- 
ments intended to perfect the bill. 

Loving my country wWithout regard to class, section, or party, 
I rejoice in its prosperity, and while the wealth of the manu- 
facturer is largely the result of favoring and discriminating leg: 
islation, yet they are our people, and their wealth is our wealth, 
and in changing from favoritism to justice the changes should 
be so gradual that they can adapt themselves to the change with- 
out serious injury or financial and commercial paralysis, and I 
believe that the moderate bill now under consideration will ac- 
complish that purpose. The entire people are waiting upon our 
action, industry is inactive, commerce is waiting, enterprise is 
suspended, suspense is continued injury, certainty of any sort is 
beneficial. - 

We know our duty, and we know that duty and interest point 
in the same direction, Letus lighten the burden of 5 ture, 
unfetter commerce, strike the shackles from all industry, im- 
pose the same burdens, and give the same privileges to all. Give 
them all anopen field and a fair fight. Reduce expenses, reduce 
taxes, and inaugurate a just, honest, and economical Govern- 
ment, and when we return to our homes we will deserve and 
gde the plaudits of the people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

During tho delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of Mr. 
PENDLETON of Texas having expired, on motion of Mr. KIL- 
GORE, it was extended ten minutes. 


[Mr. CURTIS of New York addressed the committee. See 
Appendix.] 


Mr. KILGORE. I move that the committee do now rise. 


The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation and 
to provide revenue for the Government, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 43 minutes) the House ad- 
journed untill 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 5099) for appropriation of 
$40,000 to repair, improve, or erect buildings at Government 
G post at Del Rio, Tex.—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5100) to 
appropriate Government land for a cemetery, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

pra BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5101) to provide tha- 
neither of the United States district land offices at Hugo or Lat 
mar, in the State of Colorado, shall be abolished or consolidated, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 5103) to amendan act enti- 
tled An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa In- 
dians in the State of Minnesota“ - to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 5104) for additional appropria- 
tions for a panne building at South Bend, Ind.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ` 

By Mr. RITCHIE: A bill (H. R. 5105) to purchase, inclose, 
and improve the sites, or portions thereof, of certain forts, bat- 
tlelields, and graves of American soldiers, sailors, and marines 
in the Maumee Valley, and to erect thereon appropriate monu- 
ments and commemorative tablets—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD; A bill (H. R. 5106) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge or tunnel across Niagara River—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) for the necessary and better protection 
of American labor and enforcement of the law of domicile, and 
the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 107) directing 
the Secretary of War to 8 a commissioner of engineers to 
examine and report upon the cost of deepening the harbors of 
Superior and Duluth and their extremes to a uniform depth of 
20 feet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 8,000 copies of the report of the Fish Commissioner 
for the year 1893—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MCLAURIN: A resolution to place Granville Ten- 
nant on the roll of the Doorkeeper as a page—to the Committee 
on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R.5108) empowering and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish two pieces of condemned 
cinnon to Lakeside Cemetery, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT; A bill (H. R. 5109) granting a pension 
to Margaret Meyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK; A bül (H. R. 5110) for the relief of 
Jennie E. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of John 
I. Patman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 5113) for the relief of 
Enoch Voyles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5114) for the relief of Wil- 
liam A. Starkweather, of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 5115) for the relief of James 
L. Ord, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army—to 
the Committee on C aims. 

By Mr. McKAIG (by request): A bill (H. R. 5116) for the re- 
lief of Reuben A. Hurley, of Montgomery County, Md., admin- 
istrator de bonis non of A. F. Hurley, deceased, late of Lyon 
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County, Nev., for stores and supplies furnished by the decedent 

to the Utah volunteers in 1860, during the suppression of In- 

dian hostilities. as found by the Court of Claims and the War 

Claims Committee of the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Con- 
ses—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5117) to correct the 
military record of Frank G. Gardner—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) increasing the pension of Lewis H. 
McCaskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of John 
H. Fralick—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5120) for relief of 
the legal representatives of Carroll Winters, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) for the relief of H. P. Bennett—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETG. 


By Mr. ALDRICH: Protest of Edward B. Bacon and 55 others, 
emp:oyés of Clement Balne & Co., wholesale clothiers of Chicago; 
of James F. Shields and 42 others,employés of Henry W. King & 
Co., wholesale clothiers of Chicago; and of J. I. Howe and 24 
others, employés of E. Rothschilds & Bros., wholesale clothiers 
of Chicago, against the pass of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. S. Roberts and 80 others, miners and work- 
ingmen of the Menominee iron district, Michigan, protesting 
against the placing of iron ore on the free list—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of Samuel Irving and 4,038 others, 
of Fitchburg, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 124 employés of Abbott & Co., of Forge Vil- 

e, Mass., protesting against the 8 of the Wilson tariff 
bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of workingmen and citizens of 
Ely, Minn., asking for a reduction of tariff on iron ore—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Jefferson, Wis., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Copeland & Ryder Shoe Factory, at Jef- 
ferson, Wis., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. > 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petitions of citizens of Louisiana and 
Texas, for improvement of Sabine River, in Louisianaand Texas— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CONN: Protest of the South Bend Woolen Company 
and the A. C. Staley Manufacturing Company, against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the business men of South Bend, Ind., remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. x 

By Mr. COBBof Missouri: Petition of the Carpenters’ District 
Council of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners 
of America, of St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the Government 
ownership and control of telegraphs—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of William Charles Schuter and F. R. Rice, and 
other manufacturers and makers of cigara; of St. Louis, Mo., for 
a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John J. Applebaum and others, makers of 
cigars, of St. Louis, Mo., for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents 
on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 200 honorably discharged 
Union soldiers of John Kyle Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
and others of Coggon, lowa, for a just and equitable service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition relating to the limitation of 
the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed 
upon the public works of the United States and District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of miners of lead ores in South- 
west Missouri and Southeast Kansas, in faver of a specific duty 
= lead in all ores and drosses—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolutions of Workingmen’s Protective Tariff League 
of Philadelphia, of Philadelphia Board of Trade, and of the 
South Pittsburg (Pa.) Board of Trade, against the passage of 
the Wilson tariif bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the employing printers of Pittsburg in favor 


of repeal of provision permitting the Postmaster-General to have 
return request printed on stamped enyelopes—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of lithographers of New York, Sista . 


and New Jersey, in favor of an amendment to the Wilson 


relating to lithographic products, ete.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, two petitions of employers of labor, workingmen, and 
others, citizens of Pittsburg, against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of shoe manufacturers and 
jobbers of the city of Chicago, praying that sole leather be 
placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the employés of Cohn Bros. and Kohn, 
Schoenbrun & Co., both of Chicago, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, memorial to Congress for a national alphabet—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 47 employés of the Ore- 
gon City Manufacturing . of Oregon, protesting against 
i passage of the Wilson bill-to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Protest of 204 workmen, con- 
stituting the entire force opera in the glass-cutting estab- 
lishment of T. G. Hawkes & Co., covering New York, against a 
reduction of the tariff on cut glass—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of 11 members of Onsted (Mich.) 
Grange, No. 279, Patrons of Husbandry, asking for the 
of Senate bill 1136, to provide for the Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 35 soldiers of Ypsilanti, Mich., asking that 
all claims for pensions be made special and disposed of at once— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of honorably discharged Union sol- 
diers and sailors of Iowa, for the enactment of a law prohibiti 
the e of pensions pending investigation of alleg 
fraud; also praying that all pensions now suspended be restored 
until pending investigations are concluded—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, pstition of manufacturers and makers of cigars fora uni- 
form rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pottawatomie, Lowa, for a bureau 
of public health within the Treasury Department of the United 
Stites—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of lead-ore miners of Missouri and 
Kansas against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (by request): Petition of 
Philip S. Wales, medical director of the United States Navy, 
praying for relief of charges standing against him as such officer— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of O. Frenell, J. F. Cox, R. Knox, and 101 other 
citizens of Henry County, III., praying for the defeat of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Protest of laborers in Salem (Oregon) 
Woolen Mills, againstchange of duty on woolens—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Salem, Oreg., denying 
and repudiating the statements made by the governor of Oregon, 
representing the State and ple to be in a wretched condi- 
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL; Petition of A. L. Ogg and 27 other citizens of 
Warren Con, Iowa, asking that all suspended pensions be re- 
stored and no further suspension be allowed except on proof of 
fraud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, peers of A. L. Ogg and 27 others of Warren County, 
Iowa, asking the enactment of an equitable service-pension law 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Two petitions from officers of the United 
States Army and citizens of New Mexico, praying Congress to 
pass the act entitled An act to amend the act of February 14, 
1885”—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of subassociation northwest No. 
10, Lithegraphers’ International Protective and Insurance Asso- 


ciation, United States and Canada, asking that no reduction be 
made in tariff upon lithograph work—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 55 citizens of Nebraska, who are 
members of Garrison No. 53, asking for the passage of an act to 
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amend the act of February 14, 1885, relative to the renlistment 
of enlisted men of the Army and Marine Corps—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of S. T. Wire Dealers’ Association, 
Viticultural Commission, 5,000 vineyardists, and over 20.000 
others interested, against the clause relative to wire in the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of coal-miners of Huntingdon 
County, Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill, House bill No. 4861 to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of George S. 5 and 
others, of Philadelphia, against the passage of the Wilson bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of St. Botolph Club, of Boston, 
Mass., for the placing of paintings and statuary on the free list— 
to the Committze on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of F. W. Betz 
and other citizens of Fairmont, Minn., against proposed change 
in the McKinley act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petition and papers to accompany House 
bill 4999—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIEKLEJOHN: Resolutions of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, protesting against the . of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of miners of lead in Southwest Missouri and 
Southeast Kansas, praying that a specific duty be placed upon 
—_ in all ores and drosses—to the Committee on Ways and 

enns. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER (by request): Protest of mine owners 
and laborers and others of South Easton, Pa., against the pas- 
— of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

Sans. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Ithaca, N. Y., as to duty 
on playing cards—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of cigar manufacturers of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., for a duty of 35 cents on unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of fur-hat manu- 
facturers of South Norwalk, Conn., for retention of present tariff 
duty on fur hats—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Messrs. Reiche’s, Albany, N. 
Y., asking that a duty of 35 cents a pound be laid on un- 
stemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of William Vanpel and others, citizens of Al- 
bany, N. V., for a uniform rate of 35 cents a pound on un- 
stemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Q. Cunningham and T. E. ingham, of 
Albany, N. V., that a uniform duty of 35 cents a pn be im- 
8 on all unstemmed leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cohoes, Troy, and Lansingburg, 
N. V., praying for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf eee the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 90 members of Garrison 34, Watervliet Ar- 
senal, West Troy, N. V., favoring amendments to act relative to 
retirement of enlisted men in the United States Army, Navy, 
and Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 83 employés of Globe Knitting Mills, of Co- 
hoes, N. V., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of M. Larson and 144 others, citizens 
of Stockholm, Pepin County, Wis., farmers and dealers in barley, 

inst the reduction in duty on barley proposed in the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Twopetitionsof Martin Lutz and of John 
Weikert and others, of Utica, N. Y.,asking for a uniform rate of 
duty on unstemmed leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the employés of P. & F. Corbin 
Manufacturing Company against the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of farmers, growers of cigar leaf tobacco, their 
3 and others interested, of Canton, Hartford County; 
also, petition of the same from South Windsor, Hartford, and 
other places in Connecticut, protesting against the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of workingmen employed in the shops at East 
Berlin, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial from 569 miners and oth- 
ers directly engaged in the iron industry at Ishpeming, Mich., 

rotesting against the proposed placing of iron ore on the free 
ist, and representing that great suffering must ensue if such 
action is taken by Congress—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 
Also, memorial from 728 miners, workingmen, and citizens of 


Negaunee, Mich., regardless of polities, protesting against the 
removal of the duty on iron ore,and announcing thatsuch action 
y must bring desiitution to a large proportion of the 
ople of that section, among whom there is already great suffer- 
ng, owing to the uncertainty as to the action of Congress con- 
cerning iron ore—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from 178 workmen, employers of labor, and 
and others, citizens of Bessemer, Mich., without regard to an 

litical relation, expressing great anxiety concerning propose 

egislation in reference to iron ore, protesting against the plac- 
ing of this commodity on the free list, and affirming that such 
action would work great hardship to the people of that sec- 
tion—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from 144 citizens and business men of Ishpem- 
ing, Mich., regardless of polities, protesting ugainst the removal 
of the duty on iron ore, and affirming that such action would bring 

rave distress not only to those engaged in the iron industry 
in Northern Michigi n, but to large numbers of other people of 
that section—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from 37 workmen, employés and citizens of 
Marquette County, Mich., irrespective of politics, protesting 
against the removal of the duty on iron ore, and affi that 
such action would result in gre\t hardship to the people of that 
section—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from 284 workingmen, employers of labor, and 
others, citizens of Republic, Mich., irrespective of party rela- 
tions, remonstrating against the free admission of iron ore end 
declaring that such action would prove most disastrous to the 
iron industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of employés of the Duncan 
Salt Company again«t the passage of the Wilson tariff bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 100 employés of Josiah Perry, 
Webster, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Mans. 

Also, petition of 195 employés of the Stone; ille Worsted Com- 
pany, Auburn, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 7 employés of Samuel A. Prescott, Wilkin- 
sonville, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 258 employés of Forchand Ames Company, 
Worcester, Mass., protesting against the proposed change in the 
tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of C. Huber, jr., manufacturer 
and employés, makers of cigars, for a uniform rate of 35 eentson 
uns emmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Charles 
E. Alderman and 109 others, employés of the Surface Coating 
Paper Mills, of Holyoke, Mass., against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Ino Lewis and 118 other citizens of 
Great Barrington, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee cn Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of the manufacturers and makers 
of cigars for a uniform rat of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 10, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had a 
to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 
93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to permit the 
owners of cattie and horses transporting them into Mexico to re- 
import the same into the United States at any time before May 
1, 1894, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m Ə also announced that the Speaker of the Hense 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill S. 439) for the relief of David R. Gottwals; 

A bill H. R. 71) for the relief of purchasers of timber and 
stone lands under the act of June 3, 1878; and 

A bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualification of registers 
and receivers of the United States land offices, and making pro- 
vision in case of such disqualification. : 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN pee memorials of Gilbert Hodgkin and 
128 other citizens of Ishpeming; of G. R. Persons and 36 other 
citizens of Marquette County; of G. R. Persons and 79 other cit- 
izens of Ishpeming, and of James Harvey and 62 workingmen, 
employers of labor and others, citizens of Negaunee, all in the 
State of Michigan, remonstrating against placing iron ore on the 
free list; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Hugh Mitchelson 
and 38 other cigar-manufacturers of East Granby, Conn., remon- 
strating against any change in the present duty on leaf tobacco 
and cigars; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Theodore Cameron and 2 
other cigar-manufacturers of Westport, Conn., praying for the 
imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf 
tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of 70 operatives of the Dana 

Warp Mills, of Westbrook, Me., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was refer to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a memorial of sundry workingmen 
of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the e of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maryland, 
praying for the establishment of a road department similar to 
the Agricultural Department at Washington, D. C.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented 13 petitionsof Louis Hellwig and other cigar- 
manufacturers, citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the im- 

zition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf to- 

o; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of citizens of Fort Wayne, 
Indianapo is, Logansport, Crown Point, Connersville, Laporte, 
and Bloomington, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the 
imposition of a duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the memorial of O. G. Korb and 
other citizens of Ely, -, remonstrating against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill, and especially against placing iron ore 
on the free list; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 269) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. 
Randolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 8th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the naval D bill, 
i nage it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 299) making an appropriation toward 
the construction of a dock at the Portsmouth navy-yard; re- 

rted it favorably as an amendment to the naval appropriation 

ill, and moved t it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was agreed to. 
PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the House concurrent resolution 
relative to the appointment of a commission on the part of the 
House and the Senate to consider the personnel of the Navy, to 
report it with amendments. Lask that the concurrent resolu- 
tion may go to the Calendar, stating thatthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, instead of providing for a joint commission, as the other 
House have done, substituted for it a provision that subcom- 
mittees of the two committees may act together, so that the 
Laras matter may be in the hands of the committees of the two 

ouses. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask my friend from Maine to give no- 
tice that he will ask for the early consideration of the concur- 
rent resolution, as it isimportant that the joint committee should 
get to work? 

Mr. HALE. Tes, I am obliged to the Senator from South 
Carolina.. I give notice that I shall call up the concurrent reso- 
lution for passage at an early day. I presume there will be no 
objection to it. 

r. FRYE (to Mr. HALE). Can you not have it passed now? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know but that the Senate will agree to 
passitnow. I ask consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read for 
information. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read at length. - 
The Secretary 
Mr. HALE. Ifthe Secretary will read the amendments I will 
explain in brief the effect of the resolution. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Amendments proposed by the committee: 


read the concurrent resolution. 


Strike out, after the word concurring,” page 1, line 12, the words “that 
aspecial joint committee, consisting of three members of the House and three 
members of the Senate, be appointed. respectively, by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President of the Senate, and inse: 
that subcommittees of the Committees on Naval Affairs of the Senate a! 
of the House of Representatives, to be selected by each of said committees, 
are hereby directed to act jointly.” 

After the word convenient,“ in line 6, page 2, insert to said commit- 


Strike out all after the word premises in line 8, page 2. 

Mr. HALE. The object of the concurrent resolution is to take 
into consideration the great and difficult questions that have 
arisen as to the personnel and the rank of the Navy. It isa 
matter that ought to be attended to. The House of Representa- 
tives have provided for a joint committee to consider the whole 
subject and report to Congress. Senators will remember that a 


few days ago, upon another report from a joint commission of 
this kind, the sense of the Senate was shown very clearly against 
such jointcommissions. The Committee on Naval Affairs, in the 


amendments which I report, have stricken out the feature of a 
joint committee separate and apart from the two committees, and 
simply provide that subcommittees of the two committees may 
act jointly. Thatisdesirable, because there is no necessity that 
the investigation should be made in two places. It can all be 
done at once. 

That is the effect of the first amendment. Then by the second 
amendment it is provided that instead of reporting to Congress 
the subcommittees shall report to their respective committees, 
and they of course to their respective Houses. The whole mat- 
ter is to go through the channels by which the two bodies act, 
and I think it is a wise thing in this case and generally, because 
the committees are constituted for the very purpose of aitend- 
ing to these duties. If the Secretary will now read the concur- 
rent resolution as it will stand after the amendments are made 
every Senator will see what is provided by it. 

me VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as sug- 
gested. 

The Secretary read as follows: ; 

Resolved by the House of Representatives es Senate concurring), That sub 
committees ot the Committees on Naval Affairs of the Senate and of the House 
of Representatives, to be selected by each of said committees, are hereby di- 
rected to act jointly, whose duty it shall be to fully investigate and consider 
the entire sul gas ot the rank, pay, and allother matters relating to the per- 
sonnel of the Navy; to have power to send for persons and papers, sit dur- 
ing the recess, if any, and during the sitting of both Houses, and to report 
at any time after it convenes as * Rea convenient to such committees what 
legislation, if any, is necessary in the pre: 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
significance he gives to the phrase to act jointly.” 

Mr. HALE. That the two subcommittees, instead of each 
taking the same testimony separately, may act together. That 
in fact is the distinctive feature of the amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not be more strictly in accordance with 
parliamentary phraseology to say, to act in concurrence?” A 
joint committee, I understand, makes one committee, and that 
committee acts by its majority; it does not require a majority of 
each; that is, a majority of the House committee and a minority 
of the Senate committee might adopt a particular report. I do 
not suppose that is the intention; but I submit to the Senator 
from Maine whether the words to act in concurrence” would 
not better express what he desires to get at. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think there is much difference between 
the two, although I think the word jointly,“ selected by the 
committee would more certainly tend to bring them together. 
At the same time I think no such question would arise as the 
Senator suggests. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to indulge in any personalities to- 
wards my friend from Maine, but if I were to do so I should say 
that I think there is no member of this body who is more re- 
markable for neatness and elegance in his style of rd Beek 
sion. I know it must have been very hard for him indeed to have 
had to report the curious example of language which he has re- 
ported, and that he is not in the least responsible for it. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator refer to the amendments or to 
the House provision? 

Mr. HOAR. Irefer toso much of the original resolution as is 
proposed to be leit by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. The Senztor's compliment to the clause inserted 


by the Senate committee does not apply to the House provision, 
J understand; I think, perhaps, the language is well enough as 
it is. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall move to strike out the second part of the 
preamble when that is reached. 
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Mr. HALE. I do not object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Senate. The 


question is on ing to the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now the Senator from Massachusetts has an 
amendment to offer to which I do not object. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Secretary will read the whole preamble 

„I will move to strike out part of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The preamble will be again read. 

The Secretary read the preamble, as follows: 

Wheres there are constantly before Congress numerous bills dealing with 
the question of rank and pay in the Navy and other matters concerning the 
personnel of the same; and 

Whereas the present laws Lampe | 
imperfect, inconsistent, unjust, an 
Therefore be it 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the second whereas. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not see much force in the preamble. I do 
not de to the entire preamble being stricken out. It is not 
needed. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the preamble 
will be stricken out. The question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF FIRST COMPTROLLER’S REPORT. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the report of the First Comptroller 
of the Treusury, forwarding books and stating accounts settled 
by his office for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, to report ad- 
versely upon the printing thereof; and I ask for the adoption of 
the report. This is in conformity with the usual custom. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be agreed to, in 
the absence of objection. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 
Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Prin re 
following concurrent resolution: which was conside 
mous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the Report of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey for the fiscal year 1892, 1.500 copies of Part I in quarto form; 200 
copies for the use of the Senate, 400 oopa for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 900 copies for distribution by the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey; and 2.800 copies of Part II in octavo form; 200 
copies for the use of the Senate, 400 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
rescntatives, and 2,200 copies for distribution by the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


LEGATION QUARTERS AT PEKING, CHINA. 

Mr. MORGAN, By direction of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, I present a communication from the Secre of State, 
relating to an increase of appropriation for the payment for the 
lease of property at Peking, China, for the use of our legation 
there, and I move its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1399) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the naval militia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1400) to commission passed assist- 
ant surgeons in the United States Navy and to provide for their 
examination preliminary to their promotion to the grade of sur- 
geon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia I introduce a bill, which, after a second 
reading, I ask may be referred, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill S. 1401) to amend section 3 of an act entitled An act 
for the further protection of propery from fire and safety of 
lives in the District of Columbia,” was read twice by its title, 
and, with the onp inying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas by request) introduced a bill (S. 1402) 
to create the office of foreman of presswork in the Government 
Printing Office; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1403) to authorize the recon- 
struction of a bridge across the Niobrara River near the village 
of Niobrara, Nebr., and making an appropriation therefor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
disn Affairs. 8 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1404) to o 
vide for the disposal of the public lan 


to this subject are in many instances 
ths result of piece-meal legislation: 


rted the 
by unani- 


n tosettlementand pro- 
of the Old Sheridan 


reservation,” in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1405) for the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Despatch on 
Assateague Shoals, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1406) for the relief of 
Eliza H. Yerger and Mary Virginia Rawlins, both born Sizer, 
daughters and only heirsatlaw of Henry E. Sizer, deceased, late 
of Jackson, State of Mississippi; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1407) for 
the relief of William H. Sloan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committze on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S.1408) to provide for the 
purchase of additional land in the square now occupied by the 
custom-house in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the prepara- 
tion of plans and specifications for a new custom-houss building; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1409) for the relief of James A. 
Windsor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1410) for the relief of John 
H. Redman, a citizen of King George County, Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1411) to increase the fa- 
cilities of the Post-Office Department for obtaining the use of 
buildings for post-office porns: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Ojfices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 50) directing 
the Secre of the Interior to permit certain persons to enter 
lands upon the Umatilla Indian Reservation: which was read 
twice y ies title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

INVESTIGATION OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay the necessary e es of the investigation by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, including mileage and lawful fees for attend- 
ance of witnesses, and the employment of a stenographer, in pursuance of 
Senate resolution of December 20, 1893, out of the contingent fund of the 


Senate. 
STREET TRAVEL IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to have erected suitable and convenient sheds or covers 
at each and every transfer station of the street car and herdic lines of the 
District of Columbia for the protection of passengers. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF STATISTICS. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con» 
curring), That there be printed 6,000 copies of Senate Report No. 2130, Fifty- 
first Congress, second session, “Rates of duty on ae! Naber into the United 
States from i789 to 1890, inclusive. together with the statistics relating 
thereto; ™ of which 4,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives and 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


LANDS ON ANASTASIA ISLAND, FLORIDA. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, uested 
to 3 all further action in respect of admitting land claims er the 
laws of the United States on the island of Anastasia, Florida, during the pres- 


iration of the next session of Con- 


ent session of Congress, and until the 
e subject shall have been taken 


gress. unless Congressional action on 
meantime. 


On motion of Mr. HALE it was— 

Ordered, That the papers relating to land claims on the island of Anasta- 
sia, Florida, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HALE. On the same subject matter I present a petition 
of the heirs of Jesse Fish, jr., of the State of Florida, prayin, 
Congress to confirm the report of the commissioners Batic ej 
granting to them 10,900 acres of land on what is known as Anas- 
tasia Island, and directing the issuance of a patent to secure to 
them the undisturbed possession of their own. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORCE IN SUPERVISING ARCHITECT’S OFFICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolu- 
tion coming over from a preceding day, which will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER on 
the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and it 
is hereby, instructed to inquire whether there is need of additional service 
in the Bureau of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury with respect to 
ee of the erection of Government buildings, and report by bill or 
0 * 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to the reason for introducing the resolution. Some 
four or five or perhaps more years ago an appropriation was made 
a Congress for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon 
of a public building at the city of Salina, in the State of Kansas. 
Nothing has been done about the matter by the Department, and 
my attention was called to it for the first time during the past 
session of the Senate, when the mayor of the city and one or two 
other citizens came to Washington for the purpose of looking 
after it and inquiring why nothing had been done. They went 
to the Treasury Department and had a conference with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and with the Supervising Architect, and 
learned from the latter named gentleman that the reason no ac- 
tion had been taken in the way of erec the building at Salina 
was that there was not sufficient help in his office to keep up 
with the work that was given to him by Congress. With a view 
of ascertaining something further about it, and alsourging ac- 
tion, I wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury making 
inquiry, and -I will ask that the Secretary read the letter in re- 


sponse. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, D. C., January 6, 1804. 
Sri: Referring to your letters of the 18th and 27th ultimo, relating to the 
con ruction of the new United States Mce building at Salina, Kans., 
I hsve to advise you that the Salina Iding is one of twenty-seven author- 
ized by Congress for which this office has not been able hitherto to com - 
men o the working drawings. The delay in these cases is due to the inade- 
uate technical force employed in the office, which is necessarily limited by 
the mount fixed by Congress annually for payment for such services. The 
pres ure also on the office for drawings necessary to prevent the interrup- 
tion of work on the ee already commenced is such as to render it im- 
ssible for me to fix at this time a date when the drawings for the Salina 
miling ean be taken in hand. They, however, will be taken up at the 
earliest possible moment. 
Respectfully yours, 


J. OROURKE, 
Supervising Architect. 

Hon, Mad States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PEFFER. It appears from this letter that not only has 
nothing been done in relation to the erection of the building, but 
that for want of help the Department is not able to give us any 
encouragement as to when work can be done. At each ses- 
sion of Congress there are appropriations made for other build- 
ings in other parts of the country. I introduced a bill upon the 
first day of this session, 8 to enlarge the building at To- 
peka, the capital of my State, and several other applications of a 
similar character are about to be made. This is true of all the 
States in the Union. 

Tt seems to me that under those circumstances, Mr. President, 
it will be well for the committee to make inquiry, and if it be 
true as there can be nodoubt that it is true—that the Department 
neeis more assistance in order to get up with this work, the com- 
mittees hould so advise the Senate, that we may act accordingly. 

Publie buildings would not be authorized, indeed they would 
not be asked for, if it were not to accommodate the people. I 
know in my own town it is n now to rent other rooms 
for the purpose of accommodating different divisions of the pub- 
lic service. The pension agency is one case where we are com- 
pelled to rent a room in another part of the city to accommodate 
the pension business. 

I therefore submit, with great respect to the committee, that 
this is a matter with which they may very properly deal, and I 
hope they will do so promptly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be permitted to say one word in 
retnforecement of what has been so well said by the honorable 
Senator from Kansas, 

I think every visitor to the exhibition at Chicago, even those 
who were familiar with the greatest works of ‘the architectural 
genius of other countries and of past ages, experienced a feeling 
of pride at the wonderful achievement of the genius of the archi- 
tects of the United States in the designing and construction of 
those buildings. Those 8 forms of beauty and grace were 
in perishable material. hen colleeted in one neighborhood 
their relations to each other constituted a result which I think 
nothing in human history has surpassed. Why should not that 
architectural genius be called into the service of the United States 
in the construction of our public buildings? 

I desire to find no fault with and to make no imputation upon 
the ability of the gentlemen who have from time to time since 
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I have been in the public service held the office of Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury; but our public buildings are the cre- 
ation of a single mind, and so long as one and the same man re- 
mains in that office they have been and will be largely the crea- 
tion of a tired and exhausted mind. No one man, however able he 
may be, can design, unless he keeps along in the same rut and 
on the same model and plan, this vast number of public build- 
ings, and it seems to me that there ought to be a provision 
made—it would not and ought not largely to increase the ex- 
pense—by which the best architectural genius in this country 
should be summoned into this service, either by having an asso- 
ciation of architects employed to give out this work, or by giv- 
ing amplest authority to the Supervising Architect himself to 
employ the eminent men of all parts of the country, not merely 
as assistants, but as original designers, either by competition or 
where an architect has won his spurs and his genius is well 
known, by confidence, and not a particular architect to be se- 
lected for the purpose. 

I hope the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will 
address themselves to bringing about that much-needed reform, 
which will not only accomplish all that my honorable friend 
from Kansas desires of promptness in the accomplishment of the 
work so far as the Architect can bring that to pore, but will give 
to the people of the United States all over the country public 
buildings which will increase their sentiment of pride and rev- 
erence for the Republie itself. There-is no reason why in Italy, 
France, England, and Germany, the traveler should see in every 
little village some structure of beauty and grace which he re- 
members always as one of the fairest visions of life, and we 
should be condemned to tameness and sameness and mediocrity 
in our public architecture. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
had given his usual attention to this subject he would have known 
that Con has done all it could in the direction he has indi- 
cated in hisremarks. We havea provision already in a general 
appropriation act that the architects of the United States shall 
be invited to submit plans for the construction of public build- 
ings, and there is already authority inthe Treasury Department 
to employ them. 

This matter has been considered by the Committees on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of the House and the Senate, and legis- 
lation was formulated in a bill which was afterwards put into a 
general appropriation act. To the trouble in the whole matter 
ed the attention of the Senate repeatedly since I have 
been connected with the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. We do not pay a sufficient salary to the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury Department. e expect to obtain 
first-class talent for a very low salary, and we have never been 
able to do it. That is the first defect. 

In the second place the system under which public buildings 
have been constructed in the United States has been such as to 
2 the possibility of obtaining first-class buildings. We 

ve proceeded in this matter upon a sporadic principle, every 
Senator and Representative attempting to get the largest ap- 
propriation possible for his city or town, without re to the 
recommendations made by the Supervising Architect as to the 
kind of building that should be constructed. 

Now, as to the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas, 
I have no particular objection to it, but I suggest to him that a 
gon committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 

s now engaged in exami the different branches of the pub- 
lic service and going through the bureaus of the different De- 
artments in order to make a report as to their reorganization. 
tis an open secret that the Supervising Architect’s Bureau 
needs reorganization. 

Again, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that his resolu- 
tion should go to the standing committee of the Senate which is 
charged with an examination of the different branches of the 
civil service. That would be the appropriate reference, and as 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the Senate I would prefer to haveit referred to that committee. 
The committee of which I am chairman has done all it could in 
the direction indicated by the resolution, and if it is agreeable 
to him I should like that change to be made. I ask the Senator 
from Kansas to have his resolution referred to the Committee 
to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection. Let the resolution beso 
referred. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I appreciate perfectly the de- 
sire of the Senator from Kansas and other Senators with regard 
to the construction of public buildings, and I know how annoy- 
ing is the delay where Congress has already directed the con- 
struction of such buildings. The underlying fact is that C 
has made provision for the construction of more buildings than it 
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was possible to have the plans prepared for by the . De- 
pinon wi h the present force, efficient as it may be, and as I 
ve no doubt it is. But there is another consideration which 
Senators mustnotoverlook. Wehaveappropriated so much more 
money than there is revenue to meet the 3 that it is 
not possible to force the construction, to employ additional archi- 
tects for the plans, or to commence the erection of buildings un- 
less additional provision shall be made by Congress to supply 
the Treasury with money. When the Senator from Kansas or 
any other Senator has in mind any provision of law or resolution 
of this body to expedite work upon public structures he must at 
the same time be prepared to vote for an additional loan to the 
Treasury or an increase of the revenues from taxation. 

This eondition applies not only tothe present Administration, 
but to the one which has just gone out of power. There have been 
three hundred and odd million of dollars more appropriated in 
the last three years than the revenues of the Government have 
amounted to. While I have no objection to an grat} as to the 
amount of money that ought to be expended in facilitating all 
matters in the Treasury Department in the preparation of plans, 
I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that we are met immedi- 
ately afterward with the greater question, where is the money 
to come from? 

Iam myself very anxious to have all the public buildings that 
are necessary for Government pu constructed at the earliest 

ible moment, but the condition in which the Treasury is 

ound, and has been for a year past and will be for the next year, 

is the important question which is to come up for consideration 
in this body. 

I trust, notwithstanding the objection of the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to have the reso- 
lution referred to his committee, that on examination he will 
waive the objection. He has had great familiarity with this 
work. The committee would examine it intelligently and come 
back again, I have no doubt, with proper recommendations, as 
they have done in the past. Then their recommendations would 
go to the Committee on Appropriations, as a matter of course, 
with the other question I have suggested, which is much more 
serious, and which will confront us. 7 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, in connection with this subjec 
I wish to put myself upon the record. The present condition 
of the United States, with the millions of unemployed and stary- 
ing people who are to be found throughout the country, demands, 
in my judgment, the most liberal expenditure on the part of the 
Federal Government. The credit of this country is inexhaust- 
ible, and it is easy to provide a form in which it may be utilized 
to relieve the millions of people who are now out of employment. 
No more important question can address itself to the considera- 
tion of a statesman and of those who are charged with public 
duty than that of a public policy which will at least prevent 
widespread want and suffering for the want of employment 
because work can not be had. 

My own judgment is that noninterest-paying Treasury notes 
ought to be issued to a great extent, and every important public 
work in the United States which is useful and necessary ought 
now-to be encouraged and liberal expenditures made for its con- 
duct. Ishould gofurther. I would even appropriate money for 
the construction under the immediate direction and supervision 
of the United States. of the great water way across the continent 
at Nicaragua, if it be ascertained to be practicable. It surprises 
me that more attention is not given to the conditionin which our 
people are found everywhere throughout the pica? fa without 
employment and dependent upon the unstable confidence to be 
inspired in business men for renewed enterprises which may 
give them employment. 

I wish to put myself upon record as favoring liberal expendi- 
tures, and whatever financial policy may be necessary to utilize 
the public credit of the United States in the shape of Treasury 
notes which may pass current in order to relieve the distress pre- 
vail ing throughout the country. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, very early in the special ses- 
sion of Congress I introduced a bill to repeal the limitation con- 


tained in the sundry civil appropriation act, I think, as to the 


amount of money that may be expended in any one year in the 
office of the Supervising Architect for the preparation of plans 
and for clerical services. The bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. I was informed then by 
members of the Committee on Appropriations that the provision 
I complained of was one which was contiined in previous appro- 
pri tion acts, and that the amount which was permitted to be 
expanded under the provision of the last sundry civil act for 
thut purpose was as large or larger than had been expended in 
previous years. I was also told that if a larger appropriation 
were made additional office room for the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury would have to be provided, and that was an ob- 
jection to the expenditure of a larger sum in any one year. 


Now, I have ascertained that in the opinion of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury if the amount were increased fifty 
or a hundred thousand dollars, which may be used for that pur- 
pose for the present fiscal year, no additional room would be re- 
quired, but that with that increased appropriation and an in- 
crease in the clerical force the necessary plans for the public 
buildings which Congress has provided for could be prepared 
and the buildings could be commenced. 

I hardly thought, as the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds desired my bill to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that it would receive immediate con- 
sideration; but I desire to call the attention of the Senate again 
to the proposition that the only purpose of this provision in the 
sundry civil act, limiting the amount which may be expended in 
any one year by the Supervising Architect for tho preparation 
of plans, of moneys already appropriated for public buildings, is 
to prevent the expenditure of money already appropriated and 
lessen the expenditures of the Government. The money is al- 
ready appropriated. The cost of the preparation of the plans 
comes out of the appropriations made for the different public 
buildings, and the limitation in the sundry civil act is not a lim- 
itation of appropriation, but simply a limitation of the expendi- 
ture for the purposes stated in any one year out of moneys al- 
gay appropriated for public ngs: 

I do not agree with my friend from Florida that it is the duty 
of the General Government, or the State governments, or even 
of the numerous municipalities, to provide for the general desti- 
tution and want in the community, and to furnish idle laborers 
with employment of which they have been deprived by the fear 
of hostile legislation by Congress. If it is desirable that these 
men shall be employed, as I once before stated on this floor, let 
the Senate or the pie, ove paa aresolution pens Sag country 
that there will be no e tariff legislation during the pres- 
ent Congress; give the country opportunity to reverse its ver- 
dict upon the question of protection and the chance to elect 
another House of Representatives,and it will not be ten days 
until every industry in the country will be in full blast and labor 
will be employed. If we are going to try to remedy the troubles 
let us adopt the true Tomoa: z 

Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from Florida give 
me an opportunity I have been waiting for recently to notice cer- 
tain transactions in my own State. Our worth governor saw 
fit to address a letter to the President of the United States, I 
think on Christmas day, in which he took the President to task 
for his position on the financial question, for fayoring a repeal 
of the Sherman law, and in which he asserted that two-thirds of 
the people of the State of Oregon were unemployed and in desti- 
tution and want on account of the repeal of the provision of the 
Sherman law authorizing the purchase of silver. The press in 
my State is very indignantat the State having been advertised in 
that manner by the governor, and the boards of trade of Salem 
and Portland have adopted resolutions denying the statements 
of the governor and asserting that he has misrepresented the 
condition of our people, 

Mr. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator from Ore- 

on—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I should prefer not to be interrupted just now. 
I will yield directly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not wish to be interrupted until I complete 
my statement: 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator the letter of the 
containing the statement he has just attributed to him: 

Mr. DOLPH. I have not, but I have the resolution. Idonot 
care to reproduce the letter. I am not advertising Governor 
Pennoyer. I propose to correct his statement in regard to the 
condition of the people of my State. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have the letter i 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I decline to yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon declines 
to yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator goes entirely beyond the gover- 
nor's statement. A ' 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not. I do not know in what respect I 
have done so. I have stated only one fact, I think, concerning 
the governor's letter, and that is that he stated that two-thirds 
of the people of my State were unemployed. The truth is that 
Oregon is suffering, like every other State in the Union, from the 
paent depression of business and the financial disturbance. 

ere have been some failures of banks in Portland. There has 
been some suspension of industries, but probably Oregon is suffer- 
ing as little as any other State in the Union. There are nota great 
many unemployed people. Of course it is difficult for people now 
to borrow money for speculative purposes. The money of some 
of the poopie has been tied up in suspended banks and there are 
some people unemployed, but the general condition of the peo- 
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ple of the State of Oregon is quite as prosperous as that of any 
other State in the Union. . 

T have had transmitted to me, with the request that I give it 
all possible publicity, a resolution of the of Trade of Salem, 
Oregon, which is as follows: 

Whereas the Governor of the State of u has abused the official posi- 
tion conferred upon him by the people by addressing the President of the 
United States a letter conta: certain statements injurious to the Com- 
monwealth and calculated to create an erroneous impression in the minds 
of those not acquainted with the facts, thereby deter 2 those who might 
contemplate engaging in productive industries here: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That we, the board of trade and business men of Salem, most 
emphatically deny the assertions of the governor and brand his statements 
as false. and aver that, notwithstanding the eae 5 there 18 
no widespread destitution or actual want in ‘on, and that the governor 
in claiming that two-thirds of our people are without employment while 
one-third are without the means of subsistence was guilty of gross misrep- 
resentation; and we uest our representatives in Congress to present these 
resolutions to the President of the United States and to deny. in both Sen- 
ate and House, the truth of the governor's statements. While admitting 
that Oregon is suffering from the prevailing hard times, we confidently 
claim that there is less fo here in proportion to the population than 
in any other State in the Union, and the prospects for the future are excellent. 

ALBERT I. WAGNER, 
Secretary Salem Board of Trade. 


Mr. President, I have discharged my duty in this regard. 

Mr. VEST. I hardly anticipated, sir, that a little ordinary 
resolution in regard to the expenditure for public buildings would 
lead to a discussion of the Senatorial question in Oregon. Iam 
also profoundly astonished that the Senator from Oregon should 
have now changed his opinion as to the causes of the depression 
of business throughout thecountry. Unless my memory has ab- 
colutaly deserted me, I think I racollect some very eloquent 
speeches by the Senator from a during the last silver dis- 
cussion, in which he promised us that if there should be a repeal 
of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act a millenium of pros- 

rity would flood the country like the sunlight on a Mag day. 
He, with his friends, succeeded in securing the repeal of that 
clause, but yet the sunlight has not materialized, and the coun- 
try is suffering to-day to a greater extent than almost ever be- 
fore in its history. 

After having failed to prophesy correctly in that regard, the 
Senator from Oregon has discovered another cause of calamity, 
and that is the tariff. Butitisasingularcontradictionofhisstate- 
ment that the depression extends throughout the whole world. 
Business in Europe is depressed as well as in the United States. 
and certainly our tariff has not affected business relations there, 
It is also a singular fact that whenever such statements as those 
alluded to by the Senator from Oregon as having been made by 
his governor are brought forward in either House of Congress 
they are denied most emphatically, as in this instance, by the 
Senators and Representatives from those States. While we are 
told that there is a general depression throughout the country, 
the Representatives and Senators are always ready to contra- 
dict the assertion that in their States an unusual degree of de- 
pression exists. 

Coming back to the real matter before the Senate, I did not 
care in the few remarksI made in reply to the Senator from 
Kansas, or rather in discussing his resolution, to allude to the 
condition of the Treasury of the United States, as has been done 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. When the Sen- 
ator from Oregon sent to the committee of which I am chairman 
his bill removing thelimitation upon the amount to be expended 
in any one year in plans and specifications of public buildings, as 
a matter of course it involved to a large extent the condition of 
the Treasury of the country. 

It wes not my purpose, Mr. President, to avoid any legitimate 
duty whenI suggested to the Senator from Oregon when he came 
to the reference of that bill that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The idea in my mind was that the 
Committee on Appropriations was the proper committee to look 
into legislation which increased the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, and it was an open secret then, as it is now, that the 
condition of the Treasury of the United States was such that ap- 

ropriations by us, unless we furnished additional means to the 
8 constituted simply anempty farce. It is known, with- 
out any official inguiry, that more money must be furnished in 
some way to the Treasury. We can appropriate. What is it 
but a simple and empty appropriation unless money is furnished 
to the Treasury with which to pay these appropriations? Until 
that question could be in some sort of way met, and the amount 
in the Treasury properly ascertained, I was reluctant to report 
x bill which took off the limitation in the general appropriation 
bill and extended the expenditures of the Government without 
understanding exactly where we stood. 

Iam glad that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] has 
stated here so frankly the real condition. It is above all party. 
The representatives of the people must now meet the situation 
asit exists, and in some sort of way furnish the money in order 
to carry on the Government. 


I do not care to indulge in any partisan discussion. It is not 
my purpose to go back and show the condition of the Tre 
when it was passed over by our Republican friends to us. It 
enough now for Senators to know that the Treasury is practi- 
cally empty, and that we must furnish the money in order to 
meet such appropriations as Congress thinks proper to make. 
It is very easy to find out how money should be expended, but 
the question is where is the money to be obtained? 

I shall not follow the Senator from Oregon in his attempt to 
make the tariff policy of the Democratic party responsible for 
existing conditions. Those conditions were upon us before the 
tariff agitation commenced. They came from other causes, and 
every intelligent man in the United States knows it. 

It is no good now, however, to indulge in recrimination, but 
it is the highest duty of statesmanship, without regard to party, 
to meet the condition as it is and adopt some means by which to 
replenish the exchequer of the country in order that our appro- 
priations may amount to something. 

Mr. DOLPH. I regret exceedingly that so able and distin- 
guished a Senator as the Senator from Missouri should have paid 
so little attention to my speech apon the silver question as to in- 
dulge in the idea he kas stated, that I ever suggested that our 
business disturbances and financial troubles were the result of 
the operation of the Sherman law. On the contrary, onthe very 
day that the President’s message was received at the special ses- 
sion of Congress, I took occasion to dissent from the statement 
of the President that the then existing condition of the country 
had been brought about by the operation of the Sherman law, 
and asserted that, in my judgment, the then condition of the 
country was the result of threatened hostile tariff legislation, a 
7 Which had always produced in this country similar condi- 

ions. 

Again, on the 3d day of October, in another speech I made upon 
the bill for the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
law, I took occasion to amplify that statement to some extent, 
and then stated what I have substantially repeated this morning 
in regard to the securing of prosperity to the country by assur- 
ing the country that there would be no hostile tariff legislation 
at the present session of Congress. I did assert on more than 
one occasion in discussing the silver bill that, in my judgment, 
its repeal would not greatly aid in restoring the prosperity of 
the country; and then, not being willing to occupy the time of 
the Senate and let the impression go to the Senate and the ct antr 
that I was seeking to delay the final vote upon that measure, 
promised that when an opportunity came when I could doso 
without interfering with the other business of the Senate, I 
would undertake to prove by reference to our history from the 
foundation of the Government to the present time that what had 
this recently happened in this country had always haf pened when 
the protective policy had been abandoned or its abandonment had 
been threatened. 

On the 18th of last month I fulfilled my promise, and notwith- 
standing the Senator from Missouri asserts that every intelli- 
gent man knows that the present condition of the country is not 
the result of threatened tariff legislation, I desire to s.y that, 
in my judgment and in the judgment of a good many others, I 
then established the proposition beyond controversy by refer- 
ence to our history, by reference to the messages of the Presi- 
dents of the United States, by reference to the speeches of Demo- 
cratsand of Whigsin Congress, and by other historical references, 
that what has happened since the last Presidential election in 
this country has always happened whenever the protective sys- 
tem has been abandoned or its abandonment has been threatened. 

Isay, I regret that it is necessary to correct the honorable 
Senator from Missouri. I hoped that he had paid better atten- 
tion to what I said ee the silver question than to make the 
assertion which he did. 

Mr. PEFFER. I merely wish to add afew more words. I do 
not desire to be sidetracked, if I may use that Western phrase, 
by the threat of a deficit in the Treasury, for I think it is safe to 
say that if the present policy of the Government of the United 
States, without regard to party, is to be continued it will not be 
long until there will not be anything that they call a dollar in 
the Treasury or anywhere else in the country; for it seems, Mr. 
President, that it has been the policy of every Administration 
since the time of the great war to contract our money to the gold 
basis, and then to pie the gold in the hands of a few specula- 
tors so that they shall have control not only of the money of the 

ple but, through the money, of their business. If we are go- 
ing to wait until there is money in the Treasury according to the 
resent and past policies of the Administration we shall never 
ve any money there and we shall never have any public build- 


ings. 

But it is a mistake to say—and the word “ mistake” is hardly 
expressive of what I mean—that there is not money enough on 
hand to carry out every contract of the Government. I wish to 
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say to the Senator from Maryland, to the Senator from Missouri, 
and to other Senators who believe as they do, that there is an 
abundance of money in the Treasury at this hour to meet every 
appropriation which has been made by Congress. I do not mean 
to say that there is gold in the Treasury—I do not mean to say 
that at all—but I mean to say that, according to the platforms 
of those parties, the Democratic and the Republican, everything 
we are now — as money is money and that it is just as good as 
gold, that for all practical purposes national-bank notes are just 
as good as gold, for all practical purposes silver certificates are 
just as good as gold, Treasury notes just as good as gold, green- 

cks just ag good as gold, andsilver dollars just as good as gold; 
and we have -I do not know how much, because I have not fig- 
ured the amount exactly—an abundance of that kind of arn! 
which the people out where T live are very glad to take, and 
have no doubt the people in the State that the Senator from 
Oregon represents so ably are quite anxious to get that money 
out, and so it is everywhere in the country. There isan abun- 
dance of that kind of money, 1 will say to Senators. So there 
can be no trouble on that score, and if we can prevail upon the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to take charge of 
this resolution and see that the Supervising Architect is properly 
supplied with help to catch up with his work—if that is a proper 
expression—there will be no trouble about the money by the poor 
sri ows who do the work. It is just such money as the rest of us 

ve. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
p by the Senator from Missouri. 

r. VEST. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment being withdrawn, 
the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TARIFF POLICY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to give notice that on Monday 
next, the 15th instant, after the routine morning business, I 
shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks 
on the resolution I offered the 20th day of December relating to 
the tariff. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. ~ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call up the resolution I offered yesterday, 
which is now lying on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Daval is recognized by the Chair, under notice previously 
given. 

Mr. ALLEN. My resolution comes over, as I suppose, as the 
unfinished business from yesterday, but under the circumstances 
the resolution may be d over for the present. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask to have taken from the table the resolu- 
tion introduced on the 3d instant by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] respecting the affairs of Hawaii. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. FRYE on 
the 2d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, ponding the investigation or- 
dered by resolution of December 21, 1 Committee on Forei 
Relations to Inquire into our relations with Hawaii, there should be no in- 
terference on the part of this Government, by moral influence or ph: 
force, for the restoration of Liliuokalani or the maintenance of the vi- 
sional Government in the Hawatian Islands, and that our naval forces 
should be used in sald is!auds only for the protection of the lives and prop- 
orty of American citizens. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Minnesota desires to 
make some observations on the resolution, I ask at this time 
unanimous consent that he may be permitted to conclude his re- 
marks without interruption by the intervention of the hour of 
2 o'clock, and that at the conclusion of his remarks the regular 
order may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. What is tho regular order? 

Mr. ALLISON, I suppose there is no regular order unless it 
be the Calendar. I ask that the Senator from Minnesota may 
be permitted to conclude his remarks without the customary in- 
terruption at the close of the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, on the 4th day of March, 1893, 
there was noquestion pending between this Government and the 
Government of Hawaii except the consideration of the ney of 
annexation. All preceding questions, whatever they were, had 
been gathered up into the recognition of that Government, and 
had been settled in the most solemn form by the conclusion of a 
convention which had been submitted to the Senate. The Pro- 
visional Government of Hawaii had also been recognized by the 


nations of the civilized world, and from no quarter of the horizon 
was there any portent whatever of trouble to come. 

Immediately upon the accession of the present Administration 
recommendations were made and action was taken which, in the 
course of their performance and in their consequences, have 
largely undone, and threaten entirely to undo, the composed con- 
dition of affairs which up to that time had existed. Ourrelations 
to those islands are now such as to excite the gravest apprehen- 
sion, and seem to be fraught with consequences which, as they 
evolve from day to day, no foresight can Scene een 
The widest divergence of opinion exists, the matter is thrown 
into the sea of debate and public discussion, and itis my purpose, 
with powers which I regret are not adequate to so great an oc- 
casion, to discuss somewhat extensively the past and the present 
of those transactions. 

Mr. President, the relations of Hawaii to the United States are 
and have been peculiar and exceptional. For more than fifty 
years, as a matter of announced national policy on the part of 
this Government, acquiesced in by Hawaii and by the nations of 
the civilized world, those islands have been entailed to the 
United States, and as to the United States have been in reversion 
when the time should come when the fleeting monarchy which 
has existed there should expire. There has not been a Secretary 
of State since 1840 who has not announced this determination 
and this policy. Mr. Webster, Mr. Se Mr. Marcy, Mr. Buch- 
anan, Mr. Seward, Mr. Blaine, an all who have held that 
office have spoken in the voice of their Government in this re- 
spect with no uncertain tone, and it has been acquiesced in by 
foreign nations. 

So that it is neither extraordinary nor remarkable that at some- 
time under favorable circumstances and conditions that to which 
manifest destiny had dedicated those islands should be brought 
to pass. Indeed in 1854, Mr. Marcy, then being Secretary of 
State, a treaty of annexation was negotiated and only failed of 
confirmation 3 of its condition respecting pecuniary com- 
pensation to be made, and because of the fact that the treaty 
provided that the Islands of Hawaii should become a State in 
the Union. 

Mr. President, the condition of that country, like all com- 
munities which have emerged or are emerging from barbarism 
into civilization, has always been peculiar and precarious. It 
has been subjected to 88 intervention over and over again, 
and those interventions were the occasions of many expressions 
4 poliey by the various Secretaries of State whom Ihave men- 

‘tioned. 

In 1836 the English negotiated relations with that island un- 
der the guns of a frigate. In 1839 the French did the same. 
1848 the English Government by force took ssion of those 
islands and held them for months. The French did so substan- 
tially on another occasion, and when in 1851, under the guns of 
a French man-of-war, treaty obligations were demanded of the 
Kingdom of Hawaii, the then king executed a deed of cession 
and delivered it in escrow to the United States representative 
to be opened and considered as received upon tho happening of 
certain events, 

As I shall, in the course of the remarks which I propose to 
make, discuss at considerable length the eventsof January, 1893, 
in that island and the events subsequent to that time, it is, in my 
conception of the subject, necessary and proper, not for the pur- 
pose of vindicating particularly what has been done, but for 
showing the reasons and occasions of the action of the civilized 
people of those islands, to go somewhat into the . of the 
repeated occasions of oppression and abuse of power which finally 
brought those people to a conviction that they were under 
a condition of government which they could no longer en- 
dure and which authorized them to resort to the sacred right 
of revolution. 

The reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands was con- 
cluded in 1876. Before that time and from the beginning of its 
history, or from the beginning of the time when civilization had 
come in contact with its history, those islands had been, so far 
as their civilized condition was concerned, the outgrowth of 
American influence, American settlement, and American civil- 
ization. It was a proud memorial of these. No other govern- 
mentexercising a protectorate or a sovereignty over the people 
of any other islands in the Pacific Ocean had brought about such 
results. The English found a republican form of government 
recently organized by the Maorisin New Zealand when they took 
es in 1840, and where are the Maoris now? Sweptaway 

y the inexorable destructiveness of British administration. 

But here in these islands, through American settlement, 
American influence, American wealth, and American Christi- 
anity, is presented the only instance in ali that vast sea of a peo- 
ple forming themselves into a government under the guidance of 
civilization. Sowhen the reciprocity treaty of 1876 became oper- 
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ative, there poured into those islands thus prepared an enor- 
mous accession of American enterprise, wealth, and people, and 
its influence epee the destinies of that islandof all kinds was of 
the most beneficent character. 

But the new influences had to contend with a condition of 
things destined to soon pass sien The experiment of monar- 
chical rule, then being conducted there, was ephemeral in its very 
nature. 

Mr. President, relations such as those between this Govern- 
ment and that implied a certain right of intervention and con- 
trol and interference. Suchinterrvention and control have been 
exercised over and over again. That which would not be neces- 
sary in any situation which may now be conceived of as to rela- 
tions which we have with any other nation of the world has been 
necessary there. 

In 1874, by the death of the King without issue, he naming no 
successor, the office became elective by the Legislature. Strife 
arose between the partisans of Queen Emma, who represented 
the British interests, and those of the late King Kalakaua, whose 

ition toward the United States was sup to be favora- 
ble. The Legislature of Hawaii convened. ere was an elec- 
tion. It resulted in the choice of the late King. Immediately a 
riot sprang up, intended by its contrivers to grow to the propor- 
tions of a revolution. The rioters were natives. They broke 
into the legislative chamber where the ceremony of election was 
taking place, and assaulted and b2at the legislators then in the 
performance of their duty. Whereupon, without invitation, 
upon the mere motion of the United States minister, the Amer- 
ican marines were landed from the ship of war then in the har- 
bor of Honolulu, and that election was thereupon condueted and 
concluded, and King Kalakaua was inaugurated under the direct 
su ion and guard of American military power. 

1880 there was trouble in Hawaii because a foreign adven- 
turer by the name of Moreno, who had become minister of for- 
eign affairs or of finance, was playing havoc with the interests 
of the islands. The situation e so intolerable that all the 
foreign ministers raised their flags over their legations, and de- 
clined to hold any further intercourse with that Government 
until Moreno was displaced. 

In time the Government became corrupt—corrupt beyond ex- 
ample, inefficient beyond precedent; it beeame the prey of every 
flagitious scheme which wasnot able to obtain a foothold in any 
other land. The opium bill of 1886, designed by its promoters 
to have its inevitable efect of producing amoral let upon 
the pen was introduced, and a most singular systemof bribery 
did its work. 

A Chinese named Aki gave to the then King $71,000 as a con- 
sideration for a license to be thereafter issued to him. Another 
Chinese paid to the King 880,000 for the same thing, but took 
the precaution to get the license before he paid his money. The 
consequence of which was that Aki co tted suicide and his 
estate went into administration. Beeauses of the excesses, the 

4 , the riotous expenditure of the late King, his private 
Aebi bs become about $250,000, and he was compelled to assign 
thecrown lands to trustees as security for the payment. Thead- 
ministratorof Aki put in his claim. It was contended on the part 
of the Hawaiian Government, or by the trustees, that the contract 
eta ey good morals and public polioy, and therefore was 
void; butbyastrange yet I think logical application ofthe an- 
cient maxim that the king can do no wrong, the supreme court of 
Hawaii held the contract valid and held the estate for the repay- 
ment of the sum. 

The year 1337 was marked with great. disturbances. Many 
events, which the limitations of the present occasion donot permit 
me to recount in detail, had brought this about. Many people 
from civilized lands had come in; greatoperations were going on, 

icultural and otherwise; the existing constitution of 1874 was 

tasteful to them—unjust, for it contained instrumentalities of 
oppression. Acco ly, in that year a revolution was organ- 
ized—revolutions are frequent in that island—and volunteer 
es were per LEON Foreign residents addressed their 
mi rs and stated that the situation as it had been was intol- 
erable. Mass meetings were held, 13 by armed volunteer 
troops; business was suspended, and resolutions were passed de- 
claring that the monarchy had ceased to exist through its in- 
competency and corruption. 

A co ttee was sent to the King with this resolution. He 
called upon certain foreign ministers, those of the United States 
and Great Britain and Portugal, and offered to put his Kingdom 
into their hands if he could be extricated from what he consid- 
ered the personal peril of his position. They declined this, and ad- 
vised him to promulgate a new constitution at once, acceding to 
the demands of the revolutionists. He followed the advice. 
This was the constitution of 1887, which the ex-queen, by a rev- 
olutionary act, and in violation of the terms of every constitu- 
tion which ever has subsisted in that island, undertook to ab- 
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rogate by her own personal deeree, and to restore that of 1874, 
which contained the unjust and oppressive provisions to which 
Ihave alluded. 

After the adoption of the constitution of 1887 the next three 
years and a half of the history of that island were marked with 
sedition, conspiracy, and tumult. There was a revolution in 
July, 1889, and it resulted in insurrection, fighting in the streets, 
and much bloodshed. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that the Senator is not strictly 
accurate when he says that Queen -Liliuokalani proposed to re- 
store the constitution of 1874. I think the evidence shows that 
she proposed a constitution of her own, which was infinitely 
worse than that of 1874. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave compared the constitutions of 1887 and 
1874 with what purports to be a copy of the constitution which 
she proposed to promulgate in January, 1893, and which until a 
very recent date has been visible to no man, and I am inclined 
to think that my general statement in that respect is correct. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to say further in relation to that, 
that there may be similar features in the constitution of 1874 to 
the one proposed by the Queen, but as published in the Blount 
report there are some parts of it left out of the constitution 
which the Queen proposes, notably the article which provided 
for disfranchising all the white inhabitants. 

Mr. DAVIS. [shall come to that in the due course of my re- 
marks. I propose to analyze those constitutions before I get 
through. 

There was another conspiracy in 1888, the direct object of 
which was to depose the then King, and the ultimate object of 
which was to procure an abrogation of the constitution of 1887 
and a return to the former bad condition of affairs. 

Mr. President, I wish to impute in the discussion I am about 
to make upon this question of fact improper motives to no man. 
I have, however, become impressed with the conviction that 
upon the testimony which Mr. Blount took in the Hawaiian 
Islands, and upon that alone, his rt can not be sustained. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, I 
should like him to state right there if it is a fact that his argu- 
ment is L sas « upon the evidence printed in the Blount re- 
port, and that he has not been present as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to hear the evidence which has 
been since taken? 

Mr. DAVIS. That is true. In what I shall say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, respecting the bearing of the testimony upon the Blount 
report, I shall confine myself exclusively to the testimony re- 
ported by that gentleman inconnection withit. I will also state 
that, as a matter of fact, and designedly, I have not attended a 
meeting of the subcommittees of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations now conducting its investigations. No syllable of the 
testimony taken there has been reported tome. Iam unable to 
use it. I would not use it if I could, owing to the manifest im- 
propriety of any such action. But I purpose to test the report 
so far as I can by the testimony which was taken by Mr. Blount 
and which it is asserted sustains it; and it does seem to me, 
weighing it with as much impartiality as one can who has con- 
victions upon either side of the subject. that. instead of sustain- 
ing the conclusions to which the commissioner came, it sustains 
the action of Minister Stevens and sustains the action of the pre- 
ceding Administration based thereon. 

As I said, another conspiracy was inaugurated in 1888, all of 
these conspiracies having for their object thedeprivation of the 
people there, who are of American and European birth, of the 
civil rights guaranteed to them by the constitution of 1887, 
having for their object a reversion to the old order of things 
whereby only native subjects were electors and eligible to office. 
The King having granted the constitution of 1887 under the con- 
ditions of force and duress which I havestated, many of hissub- 
jects were naturally dissatisfied, and accordingly the conspiracy 
of 1888 was entered into, in which the recent Queen, then Mrs. 
Dominis, was a prime mover, for the purpose of deposing her 
brother. Its object was to compel by foree the King to abdicate. 

The King got forty-eight hours to temporize, and the result 
was that some of the revolutionists were arrested, the conspi- 
racy was frustrated, and the object of Mrs. Dominis, who after- 
wards became queen, was not attained. Leite this and other 
analogous facts to show the character and disposition of this wo- 
man, what she has done in the past, what her purposes have been, 
how she has violated pledges and oaths, and how much reliance 
ean be placed upon any assurance of hers that her conduct in 
the future will ever be otherwise than it has been in the past. 

Another revolution or conspiracy took shape and force on 
the 30th day of July, 1889, and Mrs. Dominis was back of that. 
It was known as the Wilcox insurrection. He arrayed a force 
of one hundred men, and he was a man perfectly competent to 
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carry out adesign of thatcharacter. He is asomewhat remark- 
able personage, of Hawaiian birth, largely of Hawaiian blood. 
He was educated in his youth at the expense of the Government 
of the islands in the military schools of Italy, and served as a 
subaltern in the artillery service of that Kingdom until he was 
recalled by his own government. He entered into a conspiracy 
to dethrone the King. and Mrs. Dominis, the King's sister, was 
a confederate with him. With characteristic falsity she after- 
wards disavowed it, but no one ĉan read the evidence in this re- 

t without being convinced that such was the fact, the scheme 
Polay throughout to procure a return to the old bad order of 
things. 

Wilcox with his armed force moved out early in the morning 
and took possession of the government building. He received 
large accessions. The King fied from his palace and took ref- 
uge in a boathouse, under the guns of the United States man-of- 
war Adams. Some ten Hawaiians were killed in the fighting 
which ensued before the insurrection was put down. 

On that oecasion, in 1889, in the presence of a revolution or- 
ganized and carried out to overthrow the King, the then minis- 
ter of the United States did not hesitate. His conduct was never 
condemned. Mr. Merriil, who was then onr minister, without 
any invitation from the Government, landed the American ma- 
rines from the ship of war then in the harbor. He landed them 
because it was necessary to protect American life and property, 
no matter what the incidental results or the collateral conse- 
quences might be as to the stability of the Kingdom itself. His 
conduct was never blamed. Liter in the afternoon, at the re- 
ga of the Government, which he had not asked before, another 

etachment was landed and he reports: 


The appearance of the marines on the streets and at the legation had a 
yery favorable effect upon the populace. 


Here was a conspiracy to overthrow the throne, necessarily 
implicating American interestsin the result, whichever way the 
result might be, threatening violence; and yet before 0 77 
overt had happened, an article of property e or the life 
or safety of a single person actually 3 the then minis- 
ter landed the American troops, and no exception was ever taken 
to that act. 

The time came for the King to die, and Mrs. Dominis was 
elected as his successor and took the title of Queen Liliuokalani. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mrs, Dominis was not elected by the Legis- 
lature; she was appointed by 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not mean to say that. The constitution of 
that kingdom, issue failing, empowers the king the right to 
designate his successor, and that failing, the right of election 
vests in the Legislature. She was designated by her brother. 
When she was inducted into the sovereignty, under circum- 
stances of great solemnity, she took an oath administered by the 
chief justice of the Kingdom to support the constitution of the 
year 1887; and yet her words had scarcely died away (certainly 
not from the recollection and hopes of those who heard them) 
before, in the eariy part of the year 1892, she began to conspire 
to do that which she afterwirds attempted to do in January, 
1893. She purposed and conspired to promulgate a constitution 
similar to that of January 14, 1893, and which when attempted 
resulted in her downfall. She requested Wilcox. the trained 
military man who conducted the pre-eding revolution, to assist 
her in the attempt and he etic: She caused warrants to be 
issued for 87 members of the Patriotic League. She laid plans 
to att ek and shoot in the streets all who should resist her in- 
tended proceedings. Proclamations of martial law were drafted, 
to be made efficient by their issuance whenever it should be 
thought necessary. 

Not meeting with sufficient encouragement, that attempt took 
no ecient shape; but the fact that it was made so recently 
after her coronation, so recently after she had sworn to support 
the constitution under which she had been inaugurated, with the 
other facts and circimstances to which I hive called and to 
which | shall call attention, shows how little she is to be trusted 
and how justifiable her subjects were at the time of the revolu- 
tion of January, 1893, indeclaring that the time had passed when 
they could put any faith in her promises, and that any excuse 
or promise she might make was only significant of ulterior de- 
8 ol the same character intended by her. 

he year 1893 ename in. The Legislature had been in session 
several months. The constitution of that kingdom provided, not 
that the cabinet should exist as long as the sovereign pleased, 
but that it should continue until voted out by a want of confi- 
dence of the Legislature. Up to January three cabinets had 
been voted out. It also provided that no royal act should be of 
validity unless countersigned by one member of the cabinet, who 
should thereby become responsible therefor, 

During the session of this Le ture many causes conspired 
to produce the greatest discontent and alarm among the people 


of those islands. The opium-license bill came up again; but 
wors than that, the Louisiana lottery, driven from its own coun- 
try, made its appearance through its agents in those islands and 
was seeking to spread over them the blight of another leprosy. 

The result was that about the 11th of January, 1893, a bill was 
passed providing for granting opium licenses and another was 
passed granting a franchise to certain persons, but which, it 
was understood, was to go from them to the Louisiana lot- 
tery. The subsidy to be paid by the lottery company to the 
Hawaiian Government annually for the lottery fanculas was 
$500,000, and the amount expected to be realized annually from 
the operations of the opium-license statute was $2.0,000, in all 
$700,000; one-third of the sum had hitherto been the highest 
revenues of the Kingdom. Of course, the feelings of the law- 
abiding people of the islands. of those who saw the correct way 
to civilization and who were leading in it, were outrazed. 

It was, however, a mere matter of domestic administration, 
and perhaps might have been suffered but for other proceedings. 
It being feared that no member of the then cabinet would coun- 
tersign those bills, as required by the Hawaiian constitution, in 
order to make the Queen's approval valid, it w is resolved by those 
who had secured the passage of those bills by bribery and cor- 
ruption that they would obviate that difficulty by voting out the 
cabinet, whose action they feared, and by voting in one whom the 
Queen should nominate, upon wnose favorable action they knew 
they could rely. 8 

Accordingly, a vote of want of confidence was passed, and the 
ministry that was feared gave way to one from which much was 
to be expected withcertainty. On the lth day of January, 1893, 
if I am not mistaken in the date, the work all having been done 
to which I have alluded, the Queen prorogued the Legislature. 
The constitution of Hawaii contained a provision that any amend- 
ment of that instrument should be considered by two successive 
Legislatures, and be submitted to the people in the meantime. 
No proposition was heard in that Legislature for the amendment 
of the constitution; no knowledge or hint had been given to the 
public of the intention of the Queen; but immediately upon the 
prorogation, and upon the same day, word was given out to the 
native population to repair to the palace, and that the Queen was 
about to proclaim another constitution. 

The announcement was heard with alarm, with indignation. 
The ultimate extent of her purposes could only be conjectured, 
but it was believed that they were radical and subversive in 
their character to rights existing and property invested in those 
islands by foreign-born residents, and yet who were citizens for 
all purposes of holding office and of voting. It is a most singu- 
lar commentary upon this revolution and everything connected 
with it, and a most emphatic refutation of the pretexts of the 
defunct monarchy that it had the power at that time to crush 
the revolution, that from the time of the announcement of the 
Queen's intention to her ministers, of her wish and purpose to 
promulgate a new constitution, they were in continual confer- 
ence wich Thurston and the other reyolutionists, receiving pro- 
posals from them. 

On Saturday at 11 a. m., testifies Mr. Smith, Thurston and Col- 
burn, the minister of the interior, had a conference at Hart- 
well's office, und here is what took place. W. O. Smith, at page 
489, states in substance that about 11 o'clock Saturday morning 
he found Thurston, Hartwell, and Colburn, one of the cabinet. in 
Hartwell's office talking very earnestly. Colburn very much 
excited. Colburn said that the ministers had b2en informed 
that the Queen would promulgate a constitution ponies sey 
after the prorogation. Colburn was excited and very muc 
alarmed. Colburn’s manner was that of a scared man, very 
much frightened. Smith says that a number of native mem- 
bers knew that the new constitution was eng. Y 

A meeting of some of the native members of the Legislature 
had been he d on the preceding Fridiy night. It was reported 
that John Kaluna, a member, was very violent in hiss and 
stated at that meeting that he could kill five or six men, and 
would be perfectly 157 to be hung for it, or die if he only 
had the opportunity to kill five or six more in defense of the pro- 

constitution. On a subsequent occasion, on the same A 
lburn came to Smith's office wearing a blue sash, only worn on 
state occasions, and asked Smith to go with him to the attorney- _ 
general's office (Colburn was the minister of finance, and the at- 
torney-general was Mr. Peterson) in the Government building. 
Smith wentand found there Peterson, Colburn, and Cornwell (the 
minister of the interior), Thurston, Wundenburg, and McFarlane. 
Colburn stated what had taken place at the palace. The others 
advised the ministers not to resign. A messenger came from 
the Queen requesting the ministers to return to the palace. At 
as 3 the whole of the Queen's guard was drawn up in front 
of the palace. 

Thee deri the various streets, Mr. Smith says that on 

the Waikikki side of the main entrance to the palace and on the 
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Ewa side of that entrance was a large crowd of natives - two or 
three hundred—and half as many more on the Makai side. 

Mr. HOAR. What day was that? 

Mr. DAVIS. This was Saturday. Smith says when the 
messenger came to summon them he told them not to return, 
explai that three being absent it was a majority of the Gov- 
ernment. Colburn expressed unwillingness to go, stating that 
he feared an excited mob and felt that their lives were in dan- 
ger if they went back. It was decided to send for Parker to 
come over. He came, and the whole situation was discussed. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Parker was the other member of the cabinet? 

Mr. DAVIS. Parker was the minister offoreignaffairs. There 
was a third conference between the revolutionists and the Queen's 
minister held at 3 o'clock in the afternoon of Saturday, concern- 
ing which Mr. Smith states in substance on page 489: 

After the attempt to promulgate the constitution, and at about half past 
3, Colburn overtook Thurston and myself returning to my office and told us 
how the Queen in great wre ek had stated to the people that she had been 
unable to carry out her wishes and had been prevented. 

Concerning this third interview Mr. Waterhouse states in 
substance on page 47: 

Colburn stated that the Queen had gotten them into a room 
and requested them to sign the new constitution; they asked for 
a half hour to talk it over; in the meantime the natives were 
talking quite loud, and Colburn thought it about time for him to 
get outofit. So they went out the back way to the Government 

ouse. If they had gone out thefront way the natives were all 
out there, and they were afraid. They wanted to know if the 
merchants would support them in their position. After discuss- 
ing the matter.a committee of safety was appointed. 

Í pause here, Mr. President, to callattention to the fact that this 
potent monarchy which it is nowasserted was all through these 

roceedings, if it had been let alone by the United States. power- 
fol enough to put down the insurrection, was, through three of 
its cabinet ministers, consulting with the revolutionists for what 
was deemed to be the public good. It was at the last consulta- 
tion that the committee of public safety was appointed. The 
ministers had fled from the palace. The royal power was bro- 
ken then and there. 

Its executive arm was palsied. No element of force able to 
sustain it appears during the four days covered by these events 
except in the personof Mr. Wilson, concerning whom this testi- 
mony is full, and who was the only one of the Queen’s adherents, 
I am bound to say, who throughout this entire business showed 
any courage or manhood, or was willing to employ the powers 
which it is said she possessed to put down the revolution, which 
they knew from its very inception was in progress, and which 
they assisted up to a certain point and knowingly helped to carry 
out. 

There was still a fourth conference upon that Saturday, but it 
was probably not the fourth in order. This depends upon the 
statement made to Mr. Blount by Mr. Colburn, one of the min- 
isters (page 30). January 14, Colburn and Peterson conferred 
with Thurston and others at Smith’s office, and Thurston sub- 
mitted to them a written pa of action in case the Queen per- 
sisted. This Colburn and Peterson took, and told Thurston 
they would await developments. The Queen was very deter- 
mined at first. Mr. Colburn further states that Mr. Thurston 
came to him and insisted that he (Mr: Colburn) should oppose 
the Queen’sintention, and that he would receive all the wa 
wanted, even if necessary to depose her. This was at the Gov- 
ernment building, whence the ministers returned to the palace. 

The proposition which Colburn and Peterson took from Mr. 
Thurston on that Saturday was that the Queen under certain 
circumstances should be deposed, and that they should take 
part in the act of deposition. And these ministers, invested 
with such powers, powerful enough, as they afterward said in 
this testimony, to suppress the insurrection if they had been 
let alone, neither on that Saturday, nor on any day thereafter, 
took one step, so far as physical force is concerned, to attempt 
to doit, but put the proposition for the deposition of the Queen, 
in which they were to assist, into their own pockets and took it 
into further consideration. Some of these conferences to which 
Ihave alluded took place at the Government building and some 
of them were held at the office of Mr. R. O. Smith. Mr. Smith 
says, page 489: 

And we hoard from various sources of the violent speeches of William 
White and others threatening bloodshed, and we returned and reported this 
tothe meeting. My office was crowded with people. Colburn worked his 


way in, and Peterson appeared a little later and Colburn repeated his state- 
ment. This was after the constitution was attempted to be promulgated. 


There is much more in this testimony to the same effect, but 
Ihave given in a condensed way the substance of some of its 
salient points. 

This was a singular revolution, avowed, open, known to the 
Queen’s ministers, they consulting and finally confederating with 


the revolutionists in a certain contingency, not one of them 
invoking any show whatever of physical force for its repression. 
The fact is that the monarchy was physically and morally gone 
on Saturday, two days, nearly three days, before a United States 
marine put his foot upon the island. They knew perfectly well 
and the silence of the Queen all through these proceedings is 
significant, for nobody claims that she is nota bold and brave 
woman—thatthe days of the monarchy were over. The revolu- 
tion was, like the great volcano on the neighboring island, giving 
signs of an activity which no human power could repress, but 
in the presence of which all human beings were hushed awaiting 
the unavoidable convulsion that was shortly to come to pass with 
irresistible power. 

The proceedings at the palace when the Queen attempted to 
promulgate this constitution throw great light upon wink she 
intended to do, whether she did in good faith then or thereafter - 
defer her intention, how much reliance can be placed upon her 
promises now, and whether the apprehensions of the people on 
the island—the American people, the English people, the Ger- 
man people, the Norwegian people, the Portuguese people— 
were well founded, that there was no safety for them if the rotten 
dynasty should be suffered tocontinue. What took place at the 
palace does not seem to have impressed the mind of Commis- 
sioner Blount with any particular force, and yet it is concurred 
in by witnesses of the highest respectability. I shall take the 
liberty to read some condensations of their testimony. I will 
read first from the reportof the committee on public pot 7 5 page 
316. Tread this for what it is worth, and ask no further credence 
for it than is derived from corroborative evidence to which in 
a few minutes I shall call the attention of the Senate. 

These portions of the testimony which I shall state pertain to 
the proceedings that took place at the palace between 1 o'clock 
and 4 o’clock on Saturday afterncon, the 14th of January, 1893; 
and I may say that the entire events of the revolution are com- 
prised within that Saturday, and the following Sunday, Monday, 
and Tuesday. 

The Queen turned a deaf ear to the protests of the cabinet 
that the pro action would cause the streets to run red with 
blood, and threatened that unless they complied with her de- 
mands she would state from the steps of the palace that the rea- 
son she did not give the people the new constitution was because 
the ministers would not let her. Three of the ministers feared 
mob violence and went to the Government house. They were 
summoned back, but refused to go. Later they returned to the 
palace, and for 5 hours she again endeavored to force 
them to acquiesce. Upon their final refusal, in a public speech 
in the throne room, and again from the upper gallery of the 
palace, she announced that she desired to issue the new consti- 
tion, but was prevented by her ministers, and would do so in a 
few days. So the committee of public safety reported to the 


people. 
I wish the Senate to be Popery impressed with the situation 
as it was at the time. constitution was to be promulgated 
without any previous public announcement of the fact. It had 
been kept a profound secret except as to very few people. It 
was to be promulgated by a revolutionary act to be committed 
by the Queen, in violation of the existing constitution which 
she had sworn to support. It does not appear in this testimony 
that anybody but Peterson, and perhaps some of the natives, 
knew of the existence of such an instrument before it was pre- 
sented by the Queen at the palace about 1 o'clock on Saturday 
afternoon, and he had been carrying it around in his pocket 
for about eleven days. The entire royal forces of the island 
were drawn up in line and in arms before the palace, the force 
being limited to seventy-five by the law of the kingdom. Word 
had been sent out to the natives to appear, and hundreds of them 
surrounded the palace on all sides where the troops were not 
anexcitedmob, Bearing in mind the previous attempts to forci- 
bly abrogate the constitution of 1887, the conspiracies in which 
the Queen then in private life had figured and in which blood 
had been shed, this testimony and that which follows and cor- 
roborates it is very signiticant, not only as to the character of 
the woman, but as to the utter want of reliance which any cir- 
cumspect person or administration can place in her assurance of 
her future good conduct. 

Mr. Bishop, who was present on the same occasion, says in sub- 
stance that the Queen drew up the household troops in front of 
the palace and determined to promulgate a new constitution; 
thatshe used violent language toward her ministers and they 
fled, and that she said she abandoned her intention for the pres- 
ent, but told her native subjects that she did so with regret, and 
would promulgate the constitution within a short time. And, 
as Mr. Bishop says, this wrecked her government. 

Let me attention to the testimony of Chief Justice Judd, 
who had been summoned from the seat of judgment where he 
was holding court to attend at the palace—he learning for the 


333 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


first time when he was summoned what the object of the mes- 
saga was. Mr, Judd had sworn the Queen to the constitution of 
1887. He isa man of great prominence in the island, and is 
of the very highest personal character. Let us consider his 
version of the events at the palace, of which he was a per- 
sonal witness. He says, in substance, that the Queen invited 
him to attend at the promulgation of the new constitution. 

Shortly before the invitation, the chief justice was told that 
an advocate of the lottery bill was going to the palace, with a 
prep number following, and thit the Queen was going to pro- 
claim a new constitution. The chief justice proceeds to say that 
the Queen was in great agitation, and at the same time con- 
trolled herself. He gives h-r language as follows: She had 
prepared a new constitution whi-h she thought would meet the 
purposes re uired and meet the approval of the peoole, but” she 
said with great sorrow, I am obliged to tell you that I can not 
do it now, but I ask you to go home and love me. and I will con- 
tinue to love you, and in a few days you will have your wishes 
gratified.” hereupon a member of the Legislature tursed 
around and said: What shall we do with these men who pre- 
vent the gratification of our w shes ?” 

He was seeking an objectof vengeance, and asked what shall be 
done with the cabinet, who in obedience to their constitutional 
duty, and in fear for the personal consequences to themselves, 
had refused to countersign the proclamation of the Queen giv- 
ing out the new constitution, abrogating a constitution which 
she had been enn sworn to support, and which contuined 
provision for the only method by which it could be amended, 
namely, by a new organic instrument, or by amendments which 
were to be passed upon by the action of two successive Legisla- 
tures. And as against this any royal proclamation promul- 
gating another constitution was revolutionary in its charac- 
ter, and by its very force and effect absolved every subject of the 
Queen from allegiance to her, just as surely as the arbitrary 
acts of the King of Great Britain absolved our forefathers from 
allegiance to him. 

Mr. Boyd was also present and he says the Quoen was a very 
angry woman when at 4 p. m. Saturday she returned to the 
throne room, where were assembled the Hui Kalaiaina with most 
of the native members of the Legislature, the cabinet, the gov- 
ernor of Oahu, the young princess, Chief Justice Judd, and Mr. 
Justice Bickerton, the staff, ladies of the court, kahili bearers 
and others. She ascended the dais and spoke substantially as 
follows: Princes, nobles, and representatives: I have listened 
to the thousands of voices of my people that have come to me, 
and I am prepared to grant their request. 

“The 2 constitution is full of defects, as the chief justice 
here will testify, as questions regarding it have so often come 
before him for settlement. It is so faulty that I think a new one 
should be granted. I have prepared one, in which the rights of 
all have been regarded—a constitution suited to the wishes of 
the people. I was ready und expected to proclaim the new con- 
stitution to-day as a suitable occasion for it, and thus satisfy the 
wishes of my dear people. But, with deep regret, I say that I 
have met with obstacles that prevent it. turn to your homes 
peaceably and quietly, and continue to look toward me and I 
will look wad. you. Keep me ever in your love. Iamobliged 
to postpone the granting of the new constitution for a few days. 
I must confer with my cabinet, and when, after you return 
home, you may see it, receive it graciously. You have my love, 
and with sorrow I now dismiss you.” 

There is published, in the evidence which accompanies the 
report of Commissioner Blount, extracts from an article ora 
work called Two Weeks of Hawaiian History, which gives a 
somewhat circumstantial account of the proceedings at the 


palace. 

Its substance is that Mr. White replied, thanking the Queen 
and assuring her of the love of the people and that they would 
wait patientiy until their desires should be fulfilled; to which 
the Queen responded with thanks, and left the throne room. 

This was after she had announced her failure. 

Mr. Kaunamano then began, in a loud voice, an inflammatory 
harangue, which was suppressed. He demanded the lives of 
the members of the cabinet who had opposed the wishes of Her 
Majesty, and declared that he thirsted for bloodshed. A few mo- 
ments later the Queen went out upon the upper balcony of the 
palace and addressed the crowd. She told them that on account 
of the perfidy of her ministers she was unable to give them the 
constitution which she had promised them, but that she would 
take the earliest opportunity of procuring it for them. The 
crowd then gave threecheers. Representative White then pro- 
ceeded to the steps of the palace and began an address. He told 
the crowd that the cabinet had betrayed them, and that instead 
of going home peaceably they should go into the palace and kill 
and burythem. Attempts were made tostop him, which he re- 
sisted, saying that he would never close his mouth until the 
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ed constitution was granted. Finally he yielded to expostula- 
ons. 

Mr. President, this discussion of the question of fact has per- 
haps been wearisome, but I am very anxious to lay before the 
Senate testimony which evidently made no impression whatever 
upon the mind of Commissioner Blount. It seems to me if he 
had had the least desire to sustain his own country in this mat- 
ter, to sustain what had been done for our glory and credit, and 
not to discompose a condition of affairs which when he went 
there was settled, that some weight might have been given to 
this testimony. I am aware that there is scattered through this 
record testimony which can be strained and perverted according 
to the condition of mind in which you look at the transaction, to 
sustain to some degree the report of Commissioner Blount, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota, 
before he passes from the narrative he has just made, whether 
he has found anywhere, in the report of Mr. Blount, or the state- 
ment of the case on either side, in the evidence or elsewhere, 
in the discussion of the press or otherwise, any claim that the 
Queen had any constitutional power to proclaim a constitution? 
Has any human being claimed that, sofar as the Senator knows? 

Mr. DAVIS. No human being has ever made that claim. It 
has been conceded from all points and it must be conceded that 
it was a revolutionary act, in violationof the constitution which 
the Queen had sworn to support. 

It is a proper time now, Mr. President, to state very brief 
what these constitutions were; those which had been, were, an 
were proposed. and to which these events have relevance. There 
was the constitution of 1874, the constitution of 1887, which was 
that in force during the Queen’s reign, and the proposed consti- 
tution. I said some time ago that the influx into the island of 
people of European and American birth after the convention of 
1876, establishing reciprocity between that government and ours, 
had been so great, and the property thereby created so vast in 
value that it was felt, felt by them, felt by many of the enlight- 
ened natives, that their interests were not safe until there could 
be some radical change in the organiclaw whereby, by the right 
of voting and the right of holding office, they aali in some de- 
gree protect the great interests which they had created. Out 
of this conviction sprang the constitution of 1887. 

The constitution of 1374 gave the King the absolute right of 
veto. The constitution of 1887 provided, as ours does, that a 
vetced bill could be passed over the disapproval of the executive 
by a two-thirds vote. It is certain that the Queen proposed in 
the constitution which in 1893 she intended and attempted to 
promulgate. to restore and to retake toherself, by the arbitrary 
act of proclamation, the right of absolute veto, and to take from 
mo Legislature any control or restriction of her powers as to 
thit. 

Under the constitution of 1874, the one which was set aside 
and supplanted by the revolution of 1887, the 1 ot suffrage 
was limited, and consequently the right of holding office, to 
every male subject of the island. Every male subject of the Ha- 
waiian Islands of a certain age and with certain qualifications, 
not necessary to be considered here, was an elector, and no one 
else. The evils to which I have alluded, and which were reme- 
died in the constitution of 1887 (which, I confess, w .s revolution- 
ary in its character, but long acquiesced in), procured the intro- 
duction of a clause into that constitution by which every male 
resident of the island, of Hawaiian or American or European 
birth, of a certain age and possessing certain property qualifica 
tions, became entitled to the right of suffrage, and became enti- 
tled to the right to hold office. 

Now that provision, concerning which I will not descant here 
meritorious and protective in its character to all the material 
interests of the island, was 3 by the Queen to be taken 
away by a revolutionary proceeding in 1893, and the right of 
sulfrage and the right to hold office were to be revested, as under 
the constitution of 1874, only in the male subjects of the island, 
the vastly large 8 being of native Hawaiian blood. 
That proceeding took from the great interests which have 
sprung up there every security which they had. It took away 
the right to limit taxation, and vested the power to tax without 
limit in a half reclaimed horde of semi-barbarians. Ittookaway 
the dearest right which a man in any constitutional government 
can have—theright to protect himself by his suffrage. It limited 
itexclusively to others. There is nota government on earth, 
constitutional in its form, where the people have the right to ex- 
ercise the elective franchise, where such people would not rise 
in revolution, and have not repeatedly risen, for instances of en- 
crozchment less flagrant, and who would not be justified in so 
doing by the earnest sympathy, if not by the active assistance of 
the people of other nations. 

I can not refrain, Mr. President, from the expression that here 
throughout Iam talking on behalf of men and women who are of 
American blood and birth or of American descent. This is no 
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abstract question in that regard. They built up the islands. 
They caused the influences ol civilization to fall upon them for 
morethansixty years. They Christianized them. They reduced 
the language to form and put it into printed speech. They in- 
vited American industries, American wealth, and American peo- 
ple to those shores.. They established and fostered self-govern- 
ment. They drafted their laws; and it is upon them, people of 


any of her adherents, it is apparent, had any knowledge as to 
when the Boston would return. It can not 25 and it has not 
been, charged against Mr. Stevens or the memory of Capt. 
Wiltse that in the preliminary acts by which the revolutionists 
irrevocably committed themselves to revolt, they had any lot 
or part whatever. 


Mr. HOAR. Or that they knew when the Boston was coming 


our own blood, inhabitants and citizens of islands dedicated by a | back 


long system of policy to ultimate annexation to the United States, 
that the attack of the present Administration ismade, by proc- 
esses which many of us think are unconstitutional, and which 
are certainly irregular and without precedent. ; 

Under the constitution of 1874 the nobles, who constituted 
one-half of the Legislature, were appointed by the King for life. 
Under the constitution of 1887 they were elected for six years, 
one-third going out at intervals of two years, as is the case with 
the Senate of the United States. That was proposed to be taken 
away, und the power of the Queen to appoint for life as nobles 
one-half of the Legislature was in this unconstitutional form to 
be re"stablished and revested in the sovereign. The full effect 
of this usurpation is apparent when it is considered that the Leg- 
islature of that Kingdom sits as one body. The Queen thus pur- 
posed to appoint one-half of that Legislature for life. 

The cabinet under the constitution of 1874 was appointed and 
was removable by the King. Under that of 1887 it was remov- 
able only upon a vote of want of confidence, and no sovereign 
written act whatever could have any validity without the signa- 
ture of one member of that cabinct. That provision was to be 
abrogated by this revolutionary act of the Queen, secret in its 
inception, sprung with sudden force upon the public mind when 
she, surrounded by troops and having gathered around her a 
turbulent Hawaiian mob, attempted to commit an act of usurpa- 
tion which was contrary not o ae her general duty as sover- 
eign, but was violative of the oath which she took at the time of 
her coronation. 

The judges under the constitution of 1874 were appointed by 
the King ior life. The judicial tenure was thus stable, not sub- 

*ject to the mutations of popular caprice nor to the whims of 
the sovereign. The propped constitution of 1893 provided that 
they should be appointed by the sovereign for six years. The 
succession to the throne was carefully limited in the constitu- 
tion of 1887. By this arbitrary act she added two persons to the 
Has of succession, those failing who stood before them in the 

ne. : 

I have stated the provisions of the proposed constitution of 
1893 as nearly as they can be ascertained. Up toa very recent 
time no copy of thatconstitution could be obtained. It vanished 
at the time of the failure to n it and did not reappear 
until very recently, as I find one in the documents which have 
been laid before the Senate. It is certified to in the most 
guarded manner by Parker and others as to being a copy and as 
to the changes which it was to effect. 

Mr. President, as I have said, on Saturday it was resolved to 
appoint a committee of public safety. This was done at a meet- 
ang st which two of the Queen’s cabinet ministers were present 
andhadtaken part. Butbefore I proceed to discuss that branch of 
the subject let me call attention to a fact which to my mind all 
throughout has had great significance. When the Queen took 
occasion to attempt to prom te the constitution on Saturday, 
the 14th day of January, Minister Stevens was not in the islands, 
nor was there any United States ship of war there. The Boston, 
with Mr. Stevens on board, had been gone to Hilo for about ten 
days, and the time of return was uncertain, It seems to me that 
the Queen and those who were conspiring with her took advan- 

of the absence of the Boston and of the American minister, 

king that the situation would be more advantageous for the 
consummation of this revolutionary act than if the minister or 
the ship of war were present, 

Mr. PLATT. The revolution was not anticipated by them be- 
fore leaving? 

Mr. DAVIS. When the 1 went away no such thing was 
suspected. No idea or hint come from sea or shore to any 
person that any revolutionary act whatever was in design or 
course oan tration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The old cabinet was in existence. 

Mr. DAVIS. The old cabinet, as is suggested, was in exist- 
ence—known, I believe, as the Wilcox istry—one in which 
the country had a great re fad of confidence, and one which, as 
Ihave remarked, was voted out because it was felt that none of 
its members would sign either of those twin iniquities, the opium 
and lottery bills,and one voted in that it was known would sign 
them. Mr. Stevens returned on Saturday. The Boston sailed 
into the harbor of Honolulu on Saturday at about II o'clock, 

Mr. PLATT. On what day of the month? 

Mr. DAVIS. On the 1ithofJanuary—thissameday. Neither 
those who had decided to create a revolution nor the Queen nor 


Mr. DAVIS. Or that the revolutionists or anybody knew 
when the Boston was coming back. Mr.Stevens’s daughter was 
an invalid. He was away caring for her health. Isay before the 
Boston had raturned to the port the revolution was under way, 
and firm and resolute men with our blood in their veins; yes, 
and Englishmen, and Germans, too, and Portuguese, Norwe- 
gians, and French, had resolved that they would rise in their 
might and majesty against this corrupt dynasty and depose and 
overthrow it forever. It is in vain to argue by special pleading 
that Mr. Stevens did not, as a matter of fact, find this revolu- 
tionary situation there when he returned, and that it was not 
one which required his immediate action if he obeyed the dic- 
tates of duty as imposed by international law, or if he obeyed the 
nn instructions which were then upon file in his office from 
r 


Mr. CULLOM. And by following precedents? 

Mr. DAVIS. And by following oat repeated precedents in the 
history of our diplomatic relations with thoseislands. Of course, 
when the Boston came into port with these forces looking each 
other in the face, the one side resolute and determined and the 
other cowed, with no action latent in them and no resolve to act 
except by mob violence breaking out upon impulse, it became a 
matter of importance to every citizen, irrespective of his connec- 
tion with either side, to know what in the certainty and inevi- 
table character of the impending troubles the action of the 
Unied States forces was to be. It was known that they had landed 
twice before during revolutionary times. Accordingly, a dele- 

tion of the committee of safety was appointed to wait on Mr. 

tevens to ascertain the disposition of the United States minister 
and what would be his action in regard to the landing of troops. 
He undoubtedly knew the situation. The town isa little town 
of 20,000 people. The island is but 600 miles square, turbulent 
as the yolcano in one of the neighboring islands. Every noise is 
heard and every sight is seen by everybody. 

The American interests there were vast and the American 
. yarn numerous. The matter undoubtedly came with force 
and suddenness upon Mr. Stevens's mind the moment he touched 
the shore in landing from the Boston, at about 11 or 12 o’clock 
on that Saturday. The committee waited on Stevens, and I will 
read from the testimony of Mr. Smith the substance of what 
they reported he said. 

= $ LLOM. Is that in the testimony accompanying Blount's 
re 

r. DAVIS. Everything that I am speaking about is in the 
eng | which Mr. Blount has submitted as . of 
and as a foundation for his report. 

At 8 o'clock in the evening another meeting of the committee 
was held at the Thurston House. Thurston stated that Stevens 
had said thatthe United States troops on board the Boston would 
be ready to land any moment to protect the lives and property; 
and as to the estrblishment of a provisional government, he 
bid at course recognize the existing government, whatever it 
might be. 

If he had taken down a work on international law from the 
shelf and read it, he could not have stated the abstract princi- 
ples any more justly or correctly. 

Mr. GRAY. Whom is the Senator now reading from? 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam reading from my abstract of the testimony 
of Mr. Smith, page 489. Thurston stated to Stevens the propo- 
sition that was under consideration, and he asked Stevens what 
his attitude would be. Stevens told him whatever government 
was established and was actually in possession of the Govern- 
ment building, the executive departments and archives, and in 
pona of the city, that was a de facto government, proclaim- 

g itself as a government, and would necessarily have to be 
recognized. 

I say, Mr. President, that that isa general principle of law 
which could not be stated better and never has been stated more 
exactly by text-writer or commentator. Time after time in the 
history of our diplomatic relations that has gone dut as the 
standing instruction of our Government in regard to revolu- 
tionary transactions, especially upon this hemisphere. 

What was Mr. Stevens to do under these circumstances? The 
revolution was on. It had been resolved to depose the Queen. 
All civilization was back of the revolt. The passions of the na- 
tives were excited. Lives had been threatened in the very 
throneroom of thepalace. Preceding history wasfull 2 of 


warnings, butof imperious monitions toaction. Anyaction 
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there without some restraining force would inevitably result in 
danger and perhaps destruction to American life and property. 
Why should he have acted differently from the manner Mr. Mer- 
rill acted in 1889, or differently from what was done in 1874 when 
the election of King Kalakaua was being conducted, and a native 
force of insurrectionists broke into the legislative hall and there 
inflicted personal violence upon the members because they, the 
asstilants, favored the cause of Queen Emma? 

Mr, President, supposing the marines had not been landed and 
this revolution hid progressed, as most assuredly it would—for 
the men at the back of it were determined men, and I say they 
had the force to carry out their intention—sup the marines 
had not been landed and the result had been bloodshed in the 
streets of Honolulu, that the lives of American men, women, 
or children had been taken away, or arson had lit the sky with 
its red glow, or property had been destroyed, how instantly the 
American people, officially and unofficially, would have risen up 
in condemnation of his negligence! 

Mr. Stevens was not without instructions here. If he con- 
sulted-the records of his leg ation he found a letter from the pre- 
mier of Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, Mr. Bayard, to 
Minister Merrill of July 12,1887. It is to be found in Executive 
Document No.1, Foreign Relations. 1587, page 580. It will be ob- 
served that this disp.tch was written about the time, either 
after, or in immediate apprehension of the troubles and insur- 
rections whica h d culminated in enforcing from King Kal- 
akaua the constitution of 1887. Mr. Bayard recites the necessity 
for the strictest vigilance. Mr. Merrill had written to Mr. Bay- 
ard stating the precarious condition of things there, the latent 
turbulency and unrest, and had requested instructions what todo 
in case that happened which actually happened in July andwhich 
actually happened in the year of grace 1893. ; 

Mr. Bayard recites in his een the necessity for strict vigi- 
lance by those charged with the care of the rights of American 
citizens, as well as the rights of the United States under treaties, 
regrets recent domestic discords, and states that the interests of 
American citizens, which have grown up under the extension 
of commerce between the United States and Hawaii, must not 
be jeopardized—mearing, as I construe it, must not be put in 
peril, but must be protecied by precautionary action in advance 
of actual assault, or attempt; this is the fair construction of that 
language—must not be jeopardized xi internal confusion in the 
Government of those islands, and that it is the duty of the 
United States to see that these interests arə not imperiled or 
5 be, and to do all things necessary for their just protec- 

on. 

That is very comprehensive language written by the Secretary 
of State to Mr. Merrill at the time when the events which after- 
wards took place were feared—nothing must be jeopardized or 
imperiled or injured. He states that the Department can give 
only general instructions, which may be communicated to the 
commanding officer of the naval forces, with whom you will 
freely confer in order that such prompt and efficient action may 
be taken as the circumstances may make necessary.” Then he 
concludes as follows: 

While we abstam from interference with the domestic affairs of Hawaii in 
accordance with the policy and practice of this Government, yet obstruction 
to the channels of legitimate commerce under existing trea must not be 
allowed, and American citizens in Hawaii must be protected in their persons 
and property by the representatives of their country's law and power, and 
no internal discord must be suffered to impair them. Your own aid and 
counsel, as well as the assistance of our Government vessels, if found neces- 
sary, will therefore be promptly afforded to promote the reign of law and 
Tespect for orderly government in Hawaii. 

I maintain, taking into consideration the situation as it was 
when Mr. Stevens returned to the port of Honolulu, that those 
instructions of Secretary Bayard's vindicated and were a direc- 
tion to do all that Mr. Stevens did, and to say that because in 
doing that, in protecting American citizens, he incidentally, 
and asa collateral consequence, made the sustaining of royalty 
more difficult than it otherwise would have been by preventing 
bloodshed and havoc in the streets, is to attach all importance 
to the incidental and particular and to leave out of all account 
the general and conclusive object that was to be attained. 

These, Mr. President, comprise principally the events of Satur- 
day, sketched at more length than was perhaps necessary, but 
sketched, I think, with substantial accuracy from the material 
furnished by the testimony taken by Mr. Blount. 

We come now to Sunday, and we find Colburn and Peterson 
still in collusion with Thurston and the others. I refer to the 
testimony of Colburn, on page 30, who says in effect that the next 
morning, Sunday, January 15, at 6 a. m., Thurston came to Col- 
burn’s house and wanted him to go with him to Peterson's house. 
Upon their arrival there Thurston said thit he represented a 
committee of safety, who had held a meeting at his house on 
Saturday evening and decided to send him to us with a proposi- 
tion that Peterson and Colburn should depose the Queen. 
Thurston gave them the names of the committee of thirteen, 


and said that the desire of this committee was that you two depose 
the Queen and declare a provisional government. 

What did the ministers do? Did they rise up in their might 
and loyalty and endeavor to secure the arrest or even the rebuke 
of Mr. Thurston? Not atall. ; 

We told him that we would have to take the matter under advisement and 
would inform him of our conclusions later on. 

This proposition, treusonable as it is claimed, was made on 
Sunday, when there was not a United States marine on the island, 
and when itis asserted by the royalists in the United States and 
elsewhere that all-sufficient physical force and military power 
were in the handsof the Queen’s Government; was made to these 
cabinet ministers, who said that they would have to take it into 
consideration, and would inform the revolutionists of their con- 
clusions later on. If they thought they had the physical force to 
suppress or check that which to their knowledge had been resolved 
upon, and which to their knowledge was being carried on, wh 
was itnotemployed? It was not employed. Mr. President, an 
these considerations and suggestions were received thus favora- 
bly for the simple and only reason that they knew that the mon- 
archy was powerless, and that it had broken down in substance 
and effect. 

On the same day, at a meeting at Mr. Thurston’s house,a mes- 
sage was received from the cabinet that the ministers would like 
to meet the committee of thirteen, whose names had been given 
to Colburn and Peterson. 

To show how much force and power there was behind the 
Queen's Government, adequate in any degree to prevent that 
which afterwards came to pass, I call attention to the statement 
of Robert Wilcox, (on page 539 of the report), a trained military 
man, who conducted the revolution of 1889. Speaking of Sun- 
a he says in substance that on Sunday he was called on by 
Colburn, who wanted him to assist the Government, who said 
that Thurston had requested him to sign a document 5 
the ordering of the Boston s marines onshore and to proclaim the 
Provisional Government. Colburn called again in the ev ning 
and wanted Wilcox to go down to the Government building. 
Several people were there consulting over the situation. Mar- 
shal Wilson was there. Wilson decided it was proper to arrest 
the committee of safety. 

Mr. PLATT. Was that after the troops landed? 

Mr. DAVIS. No; it was the day before. This was on Sun- 
mr The troops landed at 5 o'clock on Monday afternoon. 

ilson, the only resolute man who appears upon the side of the 
Queen, was there with full knowledge of the [acts and of the 
names of the committee of public safety, and he decided and held 
that it was proper to arrest that committee. 


They asked my opinion— 

It is Wilcox who is testifying— 

I said the only t was to suppress them before they made ee 
They said re ts were going to have a 8 A hen they 


decided to have a meeting of the supporters of the Government in the square 
right opposite the Government building. and some one talked about pro- 
claiming martial law. and s all the rebels and riots, and all that sort of 
thing; but Paul Neumann 

He is one of the leading advovates of the Queenand her trusted 
representative— 
it would not be necessary; it would only create friction. I told Paul Neu- 
mann thatif there was any bloodshed the Government would be ble 
for such a weak stand. Paul Neumann said there was a document 
to be there to dethrone the Queen— 

That was at the mass meeting— 

the o tion ty. H as “if 5 
. Deer give Up the whole thing ne ahatia 

Here, on Sunday, with full knowledge by the Queen’s govern- 
ment and all her ministers that the committee of safety had been 
appointed; that the Queen was to be deposed, and that a procla- 
mation to that effect was to be read at the mass meeting, as then 
intended; with not a show of force up to that time back of the 
Provisional Government; with all the public arms in the hands 
of the Queen’s Government; with the educated military officer, 
Wilcox, then adherent to the Queen, sent for to come into their 
councils—under all these circumstances the Queen's advisers met 
and declined to make any civil arrests; they decided that it was 
unnecessary to proclaim martial law, because it would produce 
friction. They decided to do nothing whatever except to call 
another mass meeting. 

Finally Paul Neumann, the lawyer and attorney of the Queen, 
who has held her letters of attorney, who represented her in 
Washi n, as Iam informed, declares that all this proceeding 
which they had been discussingis not treason. Then they were 
advised by the only military man on the island on either side, if 
that was not treason they had better give up the whole thing. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator ought to add one more thing, t 
eee who was the marshal and had charge of the police, was 


re. 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Wilson was the marshal, as the Senator 
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suggests, and had the entire control of the police force, 60 in 
number: and he was there, as I have stated. He had, in addi- 
tion to that, 75 of the Queen's guard, a trained body of men. Re- 

ted meetings of the committes of safety had been heldin Mr. 
Smiths office and elsewhere, and that fact was well known. 
Three constables could have effected the arrest of the entire 
committee in a time when the Government had any power. It 
was not attempted. 

I say that Government had broken down, and these pretexts, 
officially and otherwise set forth, that this power of the Govern- 
ment, otherwise invincible, broke down at the presence of 
United States troops, is absolutely and flagrantly contradicted 
by concurrent facts from the time and many hours before a 
United States Government marine was in sight of the island, 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
I understand him to say that on Sunday there was not a United 
States Government marine in sight of the island? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido. 

Mr.GRAY. The Boston was in the harbor. 

Mr. DAVIS. I beg pardon. I did not for the moment re- 
member that. 

Mr. GRAY. The Boston arrived at 10 o’clock on Saturday 
morning. 

Mr. FRYE. There was not a marine on shore. 

Mr. DAVIS. There was not a marine on shore. The Boston 
had arrived—and I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Delaware for correcting me. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will pardon my interruption. I 
know he wants to be accurate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Delaware. 

Mr. Wilson, in a statement on page 552, states that he pro- 

to the cabinet on Sunday to arrest the ringleaders of the 
plot at once. 

What I have said isarésumé, and hardly that—a few scattered 
suggestions of fact as to what took place on Sunday. Two days 
had passed away since this revolution was more than brewing; 
it had been in full progress. 

Coming now to Monday, the 16th of January, Mr. Waterhouse 
testifies as to the mass meeting of 2 p. m. on Monday, that after 
the mass meeting the committee of safety met and decided to 
take ion of the Government. There was still another 
meeting on Monday, when they planned what should be done on 
Tuesday. After the meeting on Monday, Mr. Carter took the 
ae cl of the committee of safety to Mr. Stevens. 

ithout going into this testimony as fully as I had intended, I 
make the statement here that in all the interviews which were 
held with Mr. Stevens by the committee of public safety, and 
also by the Queen's ministers for the applications to Mr. Stevens 
were not confined to one party—his invariable assertion was that 
he would land troops to protect American lives and property, 
and every attempt to draw him by declaration or intimation into 
a pledge or understanding, express or implied, that he would 
support the Provisional Government failed to elicit anything of 
that kind from him. He stated in reply to all such inquiries 
the abstract principle of international law, reiterated over and 
over again in our diplomatic history, that the Government de 
facto would be the one that would be recognized. He had no 
authority to stay this revolution; he had noauthority tosupport 
this reeling, toppling monarchy. He did have the right, and 
it was his duty, if either revolution or monarchy created a situa- 
tion which, in the language of Mr. Bayard, ‘‘imperi‘ed American 
interests,” to land the troops and to thus prevent those interests 
thus imperiled from being injured. If the Queen’s Government 
had by a course of action created a situation which made the 
exercise of that right by Mr. Stevens necessary, she can not 
complain if, by her own act thus creating occasion for the exer- 
cise of that necessary right by Mr. Stevens, such exercise by 
him incidentally and collaterally may have had some effect to- 
isthe es away the throne which she herself had thus put 

n jeo $ 

Mr PLATT. The Senator does not admit that? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not admit that it did—that his action had 
that effect. I maintain that it had not. I shall come to that 
in due time. The testimony here is abundant that the revolu- 
tionists were able to protect themselves, and that the Queen's 
Government was powerless to stay the execution of their pur- 


I may say here, for fear that I forget it in a more appropriate 
connection, that the testimony isconcurrent that the Provisional 
Government expected to have some trouble, and it is abundant, 
as I have stated, that they did not rely upon the United States 
troopsand that they were able to take care of themselves. This 
revolution would have gone on if not a marine had ever set his 
foot on the island of Oahu. I shall demonstrate, I think, be- 
fore I get through, that all the talk of intervention or of implied 


duress by the United States troops by reason of their position is 
the merest fallacy, a far-drawn argument to support what I think 
was a foregone conclusion. 

As illustrative of just exactly what the attitude of Mr. Stevens 
was—and contemporaneous records of this character are of much 
greater value than the testimony of any witness whose recollec- 
tion may be distorted by want of full retention in memory or by 

rejudicé—I desire to read at length Mr. Stevens's letter to Capt. 
iltse, and Capt. Wiltse’s order to Lieut. Swinburne: 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 


Str: In view of existing critical circumstances in Honolulu, indicating an 
inadequate legal force, I request you to land marines and sailors from the 
nnp under your command for the protection of the United States legation 
a mee U; ei States consulate, and to secure the safety of American life 
and property. 


Yours truly, 
JOHN L. STEVENS. 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotent 


of the United States, 

Capt. G. C. WILTSE. 

This request to Copi Wiltse is limited by its very terms to 
the protection of the legation and the morog of the safety of 
American lives and property. Acting upon that, Capt. Wiltse 
e to the executive officer, Lieut. Swinburne, the following 
order: 


U. S. S. BOSTON, SECOND RATE, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, January 16, 1893. 


8 ere e oren 8 per * in Honain for 
of pro g our legation, consulate, and the lives perty 
of American piperi and to assist in preserving public order. 15 

Great prudence must be exercised by both officers and men, and no action 
taken that is not fully warranted by the condition of affairs, and by the 
ornnes of those who may be inimical to the treaty rights of American citi- 

8. ‘ 
You will inform me at the earliest practicable moment of any changein 
the 3 
ery respectfully, 
T ‘4 G. C. WILTSE, 
Captain, U. S. Navy, Commanding U. S. S. Boston. 
Lieut. Commander W. T. SWINBURNE, 
Executive Oficer, U. S. 8. Boston. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has been s ing continuously for 
several hours. Would he prefer to yield now and continue to- 
morrow? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould prefer it. 

Mr. HALE. Then, unless there is some business to intervene, 
I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 


REPORT OF UTAH SCHOOL COMMISSIONER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GORMAN in the chair). Be- 
fore putting the motion of the Senator from Maine, the Chair 
lays before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting the sixth annual report of the com- 
missioner of schools for Utah Territory. 

The communication was read, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pee: referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to 

printed. 
REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairlays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes 
relating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other purposes. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and forty- 
two minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and at 5 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Thursday, January 11, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


' NOMINATIONS. | 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Otis B. Spencer, of Colorado, to be surveyor of customs for the 
rt of Denver, in the State of Colorado, to succeed Henry G. 
éffron, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Stephen P. Slocum, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island, to suc- 
ceed John H. Cozzens, whose term of office has expired by limi- 
tation. 

Thomas W. Lamb, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia, to succeed 
John H. Devereaux, resigned. 
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POSTMASTERS. 


Theodore H. Holck, to be postmaster at Grundy Center, in the 
county of Grundy, and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles J. 
Keiter, whose commission expired January 8, 1894. À 

W. L. Farrar, to be postmaster at South Paris, in the county 
of Oxford and State of Maine, in the place of Franklin Maxim, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. y 

Charles R. Henry, to be postmaster at Au Sable, in thecounty 
of Iosco and State of Michigan, in the place of James A. Perry, 
whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

James McNamara, to be postmaster at Alpena, in the county 
of Alpena and State of Michigan, in the place of Thomas White, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Alfred E. Haven, to be postmaster at Faribault, in the county 
of Rice and State of Minnesota, in the place of Eden N. Leavens, 
whose commi:sion expired December 21, 1892. 

- Hettie J. Foose, to be postmaster at Kosciusko, in the county 
of Attula and State of Mississippi, in the place of Rasselas Boyd, 
deceased. 

John W. Mason, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of 
Audrain and State of Missouri, in the place of Eugene C. Burk- 
hart, removed. 

David H. Mock, to be postmaster at Webb City, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Missouri, in the place of Elten M. Dodge, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Robert C. Albright, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of William T. 
Brown, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Garrabrant R. Alyea, to be postmaster at Rutherford, in the 
county of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in the place of Charles 
Burrows, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Frank K. Avery, to be postmaster at Phoenix, in the count 
of Oswego and State of New York, in the place of Joshua M. 
Williams, whose commission expired Decemter 21, 1893. 

Lyman S. Coleman, to be postmaster at Castile, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of New York, in the place of Edward A. 
Pie ce, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

C. Leonard Lewis, to be postmaster at Naples, in the county of 
Ontario and State of New York, in the place of Frank W. James, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

James H. Quinlan, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York, in the place of Elisha F. Har- 
ris, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Patrick Reiley, to be postmaster at West Troy, in the coun 
of Albany and State of New York, in the place of T. T. Wood- 
ward, whose commission expired Jan 9, 1894. 

Andrew McTigue, to be postmaster at Far Rockaway, in the 
county of Queens and Stateof New York. in the place of Thomas 
Henderson, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Charles E. Kinder, to be postmaster at Miamisburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Ohio, in the place of Emanuel 
Schultz, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Jacob Stief, to be postmaster at Carey, in the county of Wyan- 
dot and State of Ohio, in the place of James A. Gibbs, resigned. 

Thomas A. Butkiewicz, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George T. Morgan, resigned. 

Thomas B. Gillouly, to be postmaster at Ridgway, in the 
county of Elk and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 2 — H. 
Hagerty, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

John Julian, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of El 
Paso ee State of Texas, in the place of James A. Smith, re- 
moved. 

Ed E. King, to be postmaster at Brownwood, in the county of 
Brown and State of Texas.in the placeof Marion Mullins, whose 
commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Robert M.Crawford, to be postmaster at Mineral Point, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Sidney 
E. Shepard, whose commission expires January 16, 1894. 

Fergus F. Green, to te postmaster at Shawano, in the county 
of Shawano and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Christopher 
Hill, whosé commission expires January 16, 1894. 

Daniel P. Gallivan, to be postmaster at Clintonville, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
David L. Clinton, whose commission expired December 21. 1893. 

Denis T. Walsh, to be postmaster at Ansonia, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Morris 
Drew, whose commission expires January 16, 1894. ` 

William H. Burks, to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county 
of Sullivan and State of Indiana, in the place of James H. Clu- 
gage, whose commission expired January, 8, 1894. 

V.C. Hanawalt, to be postmaster at Logansport, in the county 
of Cass and State of Indiana, in the place of Daniel W. Tomlin- 
son, whose commision expired January 8, 1894. 


. 


. CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 8, 1894. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. : 


William N. Hailmann, of La Porte, Ind., to be superintendent 
of Indian schools. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


John W. Ferguson, of Minden, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Lincoln, Nebr. 


POSTMASTERS. 


William M. Kintner, to be postmaster at La Junta, in the county 
of Otero and State of Colorado. 

Samuel A. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Golden, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Colorado. 

Frank P. Hobbs, to be postmaster at Wolfboro, in the county 
of Carroll and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles Spinney, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county 
of Newton and State of Indiana. 

Eugene Lewis, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Indiana. 

Benjamin F. Sonnenstine, to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in 
the county of Medina and State of Ohio. à 

Joseph W. Falknor, to bə postmaster at Covington, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio. 

Frank M. Parker, to be postmaster at Hillsboro Bridge, in 
the county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

John G. Schwegman, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana. 

Patrick Roach, to be e at Harbor, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio. 

James L. Carson, to be postmaster at Wapakoneta, in the 
county of Auglaize and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 10, 1894, 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rabbi Edw. N. 
Calisch, of Richmond, Va. 

eset Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found duly enrolled an act 
(S. 489) for the relief of David R. Gottwals. 


WITNESS FEES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communicition from 
the Attorney-General submitting an estimate of deiciexcy in 
the appropriation for fees of witn:ssesin the United States courts 
for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGAREE RIVER. S 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution 
dated December 15, 1893, information relating to the necessity 
of deepening the 2 miles of the Congaree River beiow Columbia, 
S. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


MISDEMEANORS: IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting sundry letters from the United 
States attorney for the Indian Territory relative to the method 
of trying misdemeanors now in force in the Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REIMPORTATION OF HORSES AND CATTLE FROM MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to permit 
the owner of cattle and horses transporting them into Mexico to 
reimport same into the United States at any time before May 1, 
135 and for other purposes, with an amendment of the Senate 

ereto. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. PAS- 
CHAL, who is not just now in His seat, being in attendance upon 
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a committee, desires that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, and I make that motion for him. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
trike out the preamble. 
remus title: soasto read, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting them 
into Mexico, to reimport same into the United States at any time within 
twelve months from the date of the passage of this resolution, and for other 


purposes.“ 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles, which were severally referred as follows: 

An act (S. 1377) for the relief of William Hendershott, of Butte- 
ville, Oregon—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act (S. 69) to grant to the State of Oregon townships 27, 
28, 29, 30, and 31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east of the Willamette 
meridian, in the State of Oregon, for a public park—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
the donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


USE OF THE NAVY AT HAWAII. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Naval Affairs on the resolu- 
tion offered on December 21 by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE] asking for information from the Secretary of the 
Navy concerning Hawaiian affairs. I will state that under the 
rules the report should have been made yesterday, but the House 
took a recess before there was an opportunity to present it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can submit the report, but 
no action can be taken on it except by unanimous consent. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Task for its present consideration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, Mr. S er, I ask that it lie on 
the Speaker's table without losing its ree 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the Chair to rule that 
this is not a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I refer the Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not rule that the report was 
not privileged. It is privileged. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I refer the Chair to page 519 of the Manual, 
where he will finda ruling of the House that the fact that a 

rivileged report is not made on the day prescribed by the rule 
oes not cause it to lose its privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that the report is 
. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In what does the privilege consist, Mr. 


8 

he SPEAKER. The privilege consists in the right under 
the rules to call it up for consideration; but the House has modi- 
fied and altered its rules by a rule adopted a day or two ago, pro- 
viding for a special order, which order does not permit the Chair 
to entertain any motion except one of those mentioned in the or- 


der. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But this is nota motion. Thisisa report 
which comes back as a privileged matter, and comes up by force 
of its own inherent privilege outside of the ordinary rules of 
procedure. 

The SPEAKER. The motion would necessarily be to agree to 
the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I understand that the report comes u 
by reason of its own inherent privilege, and must be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be disposed of at this time under 
the order. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Weare proves to do a great many things 
here that do not appear in the order. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. BOUTELLEH. Why, the Chair has already transacted 
other business here this morning. 

The SPEAKER. It is provided for in the order. The Clerk 
will report the 1 order so that the House may understand 
this matter. e Chair calls attention to the first part of the 
order, which defines what must be done daily. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution the House shall meet 

each legislative day at 11 clock a. m. That be; g to-day without in- 
teryening motion, except conference reports and reports from the Commit- 
tee on Rules, the Journal shall be read, business under clause 1 of Rule 
XXIV shall be disposed of, the Speaker shall call the committees for rts, 
and then the House shall resolve itself into the Committee of the ole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
* to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes.“ 


uche SPEAKER. This order, it will be observed, provides 


beginning to-day without intervening motion— 
Now that cuts off every other motion— 


except conference reports and reports from the Committee on Rules, the 
Journal shall be read— Ri 


That-has been done— 
business under clause 1 of Rule XXIV shall be disposed of— 


That is, clearing the Speaker’s table, which has just been 
done— 


The Speaker shall call the committees for reports— 
That was about to be done— 


and then the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then the Chair rules that this matter can 
not be called up? 

The SPEAKER. It can not be called up now; but it does not 
lose its privilege—— > 

-Mr. BOUTELLE. Where does it go? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Task that it lie on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will not my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. CUMMINGS] ask unanimous consent to take up and adopt 
this unanimous report? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request for unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object 

1 BOUTELLE, This is a unanimous report from the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The matter does not lose its privilege, but 
can be called up when the pending order of business is disposed of. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [call up the questionof privilege pending, 
which the Chair presented to the House a week ago—the resolu- 
tion setting forth that the Executive has invaded the rights and 
privileges of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the Chair will 
be forced to direct the call—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Before the Chair rules I would like to 
make a suggestion. I desire to make a point of order. I have 
been looking into this question with some little care—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Do J understand that the report of which 
I had charge lies on the table without losing its privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The report does not lose its privilege, and 
can be called up at any time when the special order isout of the 


way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That carries it over until Jan 29? 

The SPEAKER. Until the operation of the pending order 
has terminated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And it will not terminate until January 29. 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now I call up this question of privilege; 
and Imake the pointof order that neither the House by any 
rule nor the 3 by any as Baer divest this body of any 
of its constitutional functions. The function here involved in 
the pending question of privilege is one which does not rely upon 
any rule, but is based upon the fundamental organic law of the 
Government, a provision that is absolutely and obviously essen- 
tial to the maintenance of republican institutions, viz, that the 
House of Representatives shall be an independent coérdinate 
branch of the Government, and shall at all times be in es- 
sion of the power and opportunity to protect its existence, its 
honor, and its privileges, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the Chair will see that in the nature 
of things, if we are to continue as a republican government with 
colrdinate branches, and if this House is to continue to be what 
the Constitution made it, a coordinate branch of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, with its codrdinate privileges and 
powers, it can not be possible that by the adoption of any mere 
rule as to consideration of a bill the constitutional function and 

rivileges and duties of the House not specified in this rulé can 
be putin absolute abeyance, be practically abrogated for more 
than three weeks while the House is in session. 

Mr. Speaker, sup that the Committee on Rules in prepar- 
ing this rule had dvertently or otherwise omitted to take 
note of the fact that during the period embraced in its opera- 
tion—a period of more than twenty days—it would become the 
constitutional duty of the House to participate in the counting 
and declaration of the electoral vote. Of course, so far as any 
inherent power of this rule is concerned, the Speaker, ruling 
that he is absolutely bound hand and foot, as it were, by the 
N terms and provisions of this rule, would have to deny 

e right to 8 to the performance of that cere as he has de- 
nied the right to consider any other matter of high privilege. 
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But it can not be possible that if during a period which the 
House had thus assigned for the consideration of a tariff bill, it 
should be found that the time had arrived for the execution of 
the duty of the House to participate in counting and declaring 
the electoral vote; the Chair would hold that by reason of the 
adoption of such a rule for the consideration of a matter of busi- 
ness, the constitutional 7 and function of the House with 
reference to the counting of the electoral vote would be set aside; 
that the House could not take part in the counting of that vote; 
that the statutes of the United States providing for executing 
the constitutional determination of the succession to the Presi- 
dency of the United States would be rendered nugatory, because 
the House by the adoption of a special rule or order for the con- 
sideration of a tariff bill had provided that nothing outside of 
the matters specified in that rule could be entertained. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one more suggestion. Suppose the Exec- 
utive of the United States, inthe pursuance of the policy which 
the Executive has inaugurated, and that is now in process of 
being carried forward in Hawaii, should deem it necessary to 
use the armed forces of the United States? On the 3d day of 
December. the Secretary of State, in a letter of instructions to 
the United States minister in Hawaii. informed him what the 
Administration desired him to do to displace the Government, 
but for the first time put in the qualifying phrase that armed 
forces could not be used without the authority of Congress. 
Now, clearly on the face of the instructions the minister of the 
United States in Hawaii was authorized by the Executive to go 
forward in the attempt at the restoration of the Queen to the 
full extent that he could carry out that policy without using 
armed forces, and the implication gathered from the instruc- 
tions is that when he reaches that point the action of Congress, 
if necessary, would be invoked to authorize the use of the armed 
forces of the United States. 

Now, does the Speaker of the House hold that by the opera- 
tion of the rule under which we are now acting it is possible, if 
the conditions now existing in Hawaii should be shown by to- 
day's or to-morrow’s advices to have reached a point where it is 
impossible to carry out the policy of the Administration with- 
out the use of the armed forces of the United States, and the 
President should send a message to Congress asking for power 
in this particular to declare war, does the Speaker then hold 
that the mere operation of this rule prevents the House of Re 
resentatives from exercising its high constitutional functions? 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to demand 
the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine was making a 
statement of his view on this question. 

A MEMBER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why this impatience? The White House 
clock has not struck this moring- 

The SPEAKER. TheChair call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Maine—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, if I may be kindly indulged for 
a moment, I wish to say, if the gentleman from Maine desires to 
offer an affront to a fellow-member on the floor of the House, I 
would advise him to do it in a more marked manner—something 
that can be taken notice of. } 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TRACEY. Ihave never attempted to use the slightest 
discourtesy to the gentlemanfrom Maine. Now, if it is not my 
privilege to rise here and make a parliamentary inquiry with- 
out being insulted, I would like to be in ormed of the fact. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New 
Yorkis hurt by what I have said I withdraw the jocular remark. 
If he is so sensitive that he can not accept a piece of pleasantr. 
of that kind, I withdraw the remark. Isupposed that he wo 
see it was merely a joke. 

Mr. TRACEY. It is not pleasant to hear such language. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I withdraw the remark. I had no inten- 
tion, of course. of wounding the gentleman. 2 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in response to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Maine that the House of Repre- 
sentatives acts, of course, through and by a majority of its mem- 


bers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope that gentlemen on the other side 
will preserve order while the Chair is ruling on this question so 
that he may be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The House acts by a majority of its mem- 
bers. A majority of the House has determined, by theadoption 
of this rule, that they will attend only to the business marked 
out in this rule until they shall have disposed of the pending rev- 
enue bill. Now, in order to provide for any emergency which 
might arise, the Committee on Rules, in reporting this order of 
business to the House, and the House in adopting it, have provided 
that the reports from the Committee on Rules may be in order at 
any time pending the operation of this rule, for without such a pro- 


vision it is doubtful whether that would even have been in order. 
So that there can be no trouble about the House bindingitself. A 
majority of the House is responsible to the country for the man- 
ner in which it transacts the public business; it is responsible 
for the maintenance of the honor, the dignity, and the integrity 
of the proceedings of the House, so that a majority can deter- 
mine on their responsibility what. business shall be transacted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Chair pleases, do I understand the 
Chair to mean that that whole matter is to be determined and 
pone alee not by the House itself, but by the Committee on 

ules? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Rules represents the 
majority of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. All matters coming before the House of 
Representatives go to the committees, which are organized by 
the majority, which committees represent the majority of the 
House, and are supposed to be responsible to the wishes, views, 
and purposes of the majority of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But does the Chair hold that the Commit- 
tee on Rules is the entire repository of the control and defense 
of the privileges of the House? 

The SPEAKER. When the House of Depron eer OF a 
majority vote, determine that they will pursue a certain order 
of business, not to be interrupted except by a report from the 
Committee on Rules, the Chair understands that they have re- 

in that committee discretion and judgment as to whether 
or no they shall make a report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair kindly rule on the point of 
order that I made, that it is not in the power of the House itself, 
or of any committee of the House, or of the Speaker, by any rul- 
ing to divest the House for one moment, or for an hour, or for 
three weeks, of its constitutional functions? 

The SPEAKER. That question does not arise. There is no 
such purpose; no such intention. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Speaker, suppose the President 
sends a . here, setting forth certain conditions; for exam- 
ple, that the United States minister is obstructed in carrying out 

instructions, that the British marines are already on the shores 
of Hawaii, and that it is necessary for us to land troops there to 
carry out the Administration’s policy. Now, does the Speaker 
hold that because we are operating under a rule that has bound 
us until the 29th of January, that the House can notconsider that 
message? I am not spe now of the Committee on Rules, 
because we can not control the volition of the Committee on 
Rules. Under the ruling of the Chair the House can not even 
instruct the Committee on Rules, can not even take cognizance 
of the matter, and order the Committee on Rules to presentany 
subject for consideration. Suppose that the three members 
constituting the majority of the Committee on Rules, individu- 
ally or officially, were indisposed or physically unable to act on 
such a matter, does the Speaker hold that thereby the House 
of Representatives in its collective capacity is estopped by this 
rule from taking any action for the exercise of its constitutional 
function of declaring war? It certainly can not seem possi- 
ble 

The SPEAKER. Ol course no such question has arisen. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I present the question, I call the ques- 
tion up now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man now to raise that question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But if the Chair please, the very question 
is precipitated by the resolution now pending. It declares that 
the rights of this Houss are invaded by the Executive, by his 
own statements. Now, it makes no difference as to the degree, if 
the 1 ok this House are invaded to the slightest degree 
by the Executive, the principle is exactly the same as if every 
right of the House were invaded. My resolution sets forth— 
and the Speaker has recognized it as involving a question of 
high privilege—that to-day this House is not in the full exer. 
cise of its powers, by reason of a usurpation on the part of the 
executive department. Now, it makes no difference, Mr. 
Speaker, as to the operation of these rules, or as to the duty of 
the House, whether this usurpation is a little one or a big one. 
It makes no difference whether it goes to one degree or another; 
and just exactly as itisimpossible to conceive that this House 
has bound itself so that it can not act upon a call of the Execu- 
tive to declare war, even if it were to enable the Government 
of the United States to repel invasion, so I insist that it is im- 
pna that this resolution or question of privilege can be out - 
of order, š 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has not the Chair already ruled that the 
gentleman is out of order and not entitled to be heard further? 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will not be discour- 
teous. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There has been no discourtesy. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When the Chair is willing to listen, I 
think the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] can very 


well continue to keep his seat until I have finished. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, it it eomes to that, I will have the right 
the rules give me. The Chair has decided the question and the 

ntleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] has not appealed. He 
is out of order, and I make the point of order against him. 
~ Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair has not ruled upon the point 
made. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iso understood from the Chair. I under- 
stand the Chair to state that he had decided the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has expressed an opinion. The 
Chair thinks 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then the gentleman's only remedy is by 


garas 
Pes r. BOUTELLE. Well, now, you need not instruct me on 


t. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the order adopted 
by the Hose the Chair must submit to the House only that busi- 
ness which is provided for in theorder. Now, so far as the im- 
mediate question is concerned—that called up by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE]—the gentieman from Maine him- 
self can not dispute the power of the House, if it had been con- 
sidering the resolution offered by the gentleman from Maine, to 
postpone its further consideration until the 29th day of January 
or until the 15th d y of February. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But if the Speaker please—— 

The SPEAKER. The House might have done that bya vote. 
The Chair understands this order to be not only that that prop- 
osition, butevery other proposition not provided for in the order 
is postponed until after the House has disposed of the revenue 
bill which is now pending beſo e it. That is the whole ques- 
tion, as the Chair understands it. The Chair is forced, then, to 
direct the Clerk to call the committees for reports. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair permit me to call his at- 
tention to his statement of afew days ago? I want to remind the 
Chair that he distinctly stated that if consideration was voted 
down at one time it might be because on that day the House did 
not want to consider it. and that on another day the House might 
want to consider the question. There is no analogy between the 
question of consideration and the refusal to submit the question 
of consideration. Iam perfectly willing to submit this question 
to the consideration of the House. My protest is against the 
Chair refusing to permit the House to act upon this question in 
anyway, and that he is thereby absolutely depriving the House 
of the right to exercire its own privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair must take the respon- 
sibility, subject, as stated the other day by the gentleman from 
Maine, to the criticism of the House. The Chair must take the 
responsibility of executing the orders of the House. 

r. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not en.ertain the appeal. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Under what rule does the Chair refuse to 

entertain the appeal? 

The SPEAKER. Because there is no provi ‘on in the order 
to entertain any motion at all. The Chair does not recognize 
the gentleman to make a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair does not recognize any appeal 
now. When will an appeal be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. 

The Clerk proceeded to call committees for reports. 


POST LIGHTS ON YORK RIVER, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstats and Foreign 
Commerce, reported bick favorably the bill (H. R. 4697) to au- 
thorize the establishment and maintenance of post lights on 
York River, in the State of Virginia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NONRESIDENT PENSIONERS. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1138) to repeal so much of a 
proviso of an act entitled An act making appropriations for in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 189, and for other purposes,” and approved 
March 1, 1893, as relates to the payment of pensions to nonresi- 
dents who are not citizens of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on-the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This complstes the call of committees for 
reports. Under the order of the House heretofore made the 
House will now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation and to vide revenue for the — 
ernment, and for other purposes. 9 Soy, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York rise? 

Mr. HAINES. I rise, Mr. Speaker, in order to present this 
petition [pointing toan immense bound petition], and I ask unani- 
mous consent that I be permitted at this time to present the re- 
monstrance from the citizens and collar and cuff operatives of 
the city of Troy, N. V. It contains 69,817 protests, 50,465 of 
which are from citizens of the city of Troy and vicinity, who 
pray that the tariff be not changed so far as it affects the reduc- 
tion of tariff on collars, cuffs, and shirts. 

Mr. KILGORE, Lask that the petition ba read. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. That can not be without unanimous con- 
sent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a motion that 
at the end of this discussion the gentleman from New York be 
permitted to take possession of this petition. It is my under- 
standing that it is in accordance with his wishes. 

Mr. REED. That is ail right. You can insult anybody in 
this House now, because privilege exists no longer. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman can make remarks when he 
desires, but I make this request with the approval of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order. I make the point 
of onder that no motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. None is in order without unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER, It requires unanimous consent to make it. 
The Chair had announced that the House would resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole, but recognized the gentlemanfrom 
New York because he stated that he desired to call attention to 
petition. 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. That can not be entertained at this time. 
Ths House will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill the title of which has been read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: , 

A bill (S. 335) to provide for the dis of the abandoned 
Fort Maginnis military reservation, in Montana, under the home- 
stead and mining laws, for educational and other purposes; 

A bill (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins; and 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Henry Tilton anld of personal effects thereon. 

The message acso announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments con_urrent resolution relative to the personnel of 
the very: etc.; i which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

Also, that the Senate had d a concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the 
fiscal year 1892; in which concurrence was requested. 


THE TARIFF. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is inCommittee of the Whole 
to consider a bill raising revenue. Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the argument is 
made that we are a tax-ridden people, and that we are paying 
much more for articles of consumption and apparel than we 
would were the principles of the Democratic party to prevail. 
There is no article manufactured in this country to-day in suffi- 
cient quantities to meet or nearly meet the requirements of the 
consumers that is not cheaper than it was when we W 
upon the foreign manufacturer. I defy any Democrat in this 

ouse or out of it, in America or in England, to successfully con- 
trovert this statement. In the discussions in this House which 
resulted in the compromise measure of 1832 this argument, which 
the Democrats now so strenuously contend for, was as loudly 
proclaimed then. 

Mr. Ingersoll, of Penusylvania, who was a consistent protec- 
tionist and a true lover of his country, met these obie~*ions by 
a number of illustrations demonstrating the fallacy of the then 
Democratic position, and showed conclusively that under the 


The gentleman from Nebraska makes a mo- 


1894. 


rotective laws of 1824 and 1828 all articles that were covered 
by adequate protective duties were being sold in the American 
markets cheaper than they were when we depended upon the 


importer and the foreign manufacturer for them. In a report 


to the House he said: 

The soundness of this objection, as applying generally, for such as it is 
used, may be well tested by a few fa ar examples: cut nails were for- 
merly from 10 to 12cents the pound; there is a specitic duty on them of5cents 
and, under this duty, competition has brought down the price to 6 cents the 
pound, which is but little more than half what they formerly cost. 

According to the objection, this yp eee have been a reasonableone when 
first imposed, but is an odious tax when, under its protection, we can get 
nails for nearly one-half the former prices. Supposing the duty to be a 
tax“ in the sense generally used. we — 7 to get them for 1 cent the pound 
if the tax should be taken off; but it will be didicult for us to believe this 
because, under a lower rate of duty, and when our principal supply was 
from foreign workshops, we were obliged to pay 10 and 12 cents for what our 
workmen now turn out for 6 cents. 

Lead formerly cost from 6 vo 8 cents the pound. the duty is 3 cents specific, 
and the present price is far below the former. Common window glass for- 
merly cost from $10 to $14 the box; it is subject to a specific duty of 83.50 
per 100 feet, and is now selling from $ to $4.25 the box. Brown sugar for- 
merly cost $14 the hundredweight; it is subject to a specific duty of 3 cents 
the pound, and the present price is about $7 or €7.50 the hundredweight, but 
about one-half the former price. The duties on certain kinds of iron are 
again specific. Twelve years ago bar iron sold at Pittsburg for #190 to $200 
the ton. Under the protection of a specific duty the price has fallen to $100 
per ton. Hoop iron was 8250. and is now 8120. Sheet iron was sold tor $18 
the hundredweight, and is now $8.50. 

Cotton bagging has also a specific duty; the price was formerly 26 ering 
and is now 16 cents the yard. The minimum duty on coarss cotton goods 
in effect a specific duty of 8} cents the square yard; the price was formerly 
20 and 25 cents; the like goods, or zatar goons of a much better quality, 
are now furnished for about § cents the yard; so that it the protecting duty 
of s3 cents is a "tax" to that extent, we ought to get the fabric for less than 
n if the tax should bere ed. But in truth the people are not taxed 
in these cases, unless itis by having their supplies furnished by American 
workmen. in instances, at one-half the price ver were formerly taxed 
with for similar articles when our market was controlled by for: 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly, 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman has stated, as I understand 
him, that hoop iron is offered at $1.20 per hundred pounds. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iam reading what Mr. Ingersoll 
said was the price of hoop iron in 1833; showing that under the 
protection that was given to that product the price had fallen 
from $2.50 to $1.20. 

Mr. COOMBS. Itis $1.20 per hundred pounds to-day. Itis 
offered at that price in large quantities. I would remind the gen- 
tleman that the duty upon hoop iron is $1 per hundred pounds. 
Now, does not the gentleman realize that this great fall is due to no 
other cause than to the extraordinary and ruinous competition 
which the McKinley bill has brought into the market, and does 
he not see, therefore, that the McKinley law, instead of benefit- 
ing the manufacturers, is ruining them? 

Ir. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the McKinley law 
could not have ruined anything in1833. [Laughter.] The point 
that I am presenting here is from a report that was made by Mr. 
Ingersoll, a member of the Ways and Means Committee in 1833, 
showing that by putting a proper import duty upon hoop iron, 
which had been selling when we were dependent upon the for- 
eign manufacturer for $2.50, the price had been reduced at the 
time this report was made to 81.20. And, Mr. Chairman, every 
other article that has been properly and adequately protected 
will show like gratifying results in the reduction of price. 

This statement of Mr. Ingersoll illustrates the workings of 
protective tariff legislation. Instead ot its being a“ tax” upon 
the people, it is the means of their procuring all of the neces- 
saries of life much cheaper than it would be possible for them 
to procure them when we were wholly dependent upon foreign 
manufacturers. Familiar illustrations can be given by examin- 
ing the ledgers and books of any firm or corporation which has 
been engaged in mercantile buSiness for a period of thirty, forty, 
or fifty years past. At any of the free-trade periods in the his- 
tory of our country the prices of articles have been higher than 
at other times when the Government has been under the control 
of a political party which favored adequate and ample protec- 
tion. In 1837, a period when free-trade Democracy controlled 
this Government, the ledger of a prominent mercantile house 
shows the retail prices of eighteen different articles, as follows: 


Calico, per yard Iron, per pound ®. 12) 
Unbleached cotton C 3. 00 
Bleached cotton... Lamb's wool hose, per pair... 1.25 
TTT Bp hoe Yarn, per pound 1.75 
Coal shovels ............ Gingham, per yard 44 
Cast steel, per pound Pins, per Paper +124 
cotton Mater duckets 7⁵ 

hite lead, per keg White flannel, per yard. — 1.25 
Shoe tacks s Needles, per paper 12 


These articles, many of them, are 80 per cent cheaper to- day 
than they were then, and there are none of them that are not 
50 Ase cent cheaper than they were in those free-trade days. 

r. BRYAN. Does the gentleman claim that that reduction 
has been caused by protection? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman. He 
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ass me if I claim that this reduction has been caused by pro- 
tection. Protection is the primary cause. If we were merely 
an agricultural people there would be no invention in machinery 
in this country, and the reduction in prices has been brought 
about in part by stimulating the inventive genius of our people 
as well as by the aid that has been given to the establishment 
and maintenance of these industries by judicious protection. A 
splendid illustration of this was given before the Ways and 
Means Committee during the hearings that were accorded to the 
public when the present bill was under consideration. A wit- 
hess engaged in the carpet industry came before the committee 
and spoke of a kind of carpet which had cost formerly, when we 
depended upon the foreign manufacturer, about $6 à yard, but 
to day that article is sold in the American market for $1.50 a 
yard. How has that reduction been brought about? In this man- 
ner: 

First, by perfecting and improving our machinery. In the 
case about which I am s ing, an ingenious Yankee boy was 
employed in the coarser work in the mills which were engaged 
in the manufacture of carpeting. This boy, whohad come from 
the farm, and whos; inventive genius would probably have lain 
dormant during his entire life if there had not been mills and 
factories here where he could find a field for the stimulation and 
development of the natural bent of his mind, wentinto this mill 
and soon saw that improvements could be made in the ma hine 
that was used, by means of which the carpet could be made muc 
cheaper, and, by the result of his inventive genius together with 
ths protection that was afforded to the manufacture by our 
laws, this kind of carpet has been brought down in price from 
$5 a yard to 81.50 a yard. Now, in the main the same thing is 
true of every other article that has been produced under our pro- 
tective system. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does that réasoning apply to the reduction in 
ths prios of farm products, which have been protected, and 
which have yee down in price under protection? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman, that 
a little later on I will show him that the reason why farm prod- 
ucts have remained as low as they are, is because the Ameri- 
can farmer has not been properly and adequately protected, For 
example, the gentleman is in favor of putting wool on the free 
list. My colleague from North Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON] in an 
argument upon this floor in the last Congress showed to this 
House and to the country that wool in North Dakoti was 2 
for 10 cents a pound more than it brought in British America, an 
that, were it not for the protective duty upon wool, the flocks 
which were being herded and developed in North Dakota would 
have been wiped out of existence, the capital which the far- 
mers and herders had put into that business would have been 
destroyed, and they would have been driven back to raising 
wheat and corn. 

Mr. BRYAN. Are we to understand, then, that the tariff re- 
duces the price of manufactured products, butraises the price 
of agricultural products? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I will not be re- 
sponsible for what the gentleman from Nebraska understands. 
If he will quietly listen to my argument I will endeavorto prove 
to him before I close that a protective tariff law is as beneficial 
to the farmer as it is to any other class of American citizens. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I must decline to 
yield further. It would take too much of my time to yield toall 
these interruptions. 

The iron and steel industry shows a remarkable reduction in 
prices under proper protection. In 1856 a ton of pig iron cost 
346.87. This is a product that for some years now has been 
under a protection ample in character to develop that industry 
in this country. The product in 1886 was 1.205, 086 tons: in 1890 
it had increased to 9,202,703 tons, and instead of costing $46.87 
per ton, this increased product. was furnished at an average of 
$18.40 a ton, a decrease in price of 61 per cent. In 1867 railway 
bars, better known as steel rails, sold for $166 per ton. Our 
production that year aggregated 2,277 tons. In 1890 thatindus- 
try, under the tariff laws that have been maintained by the Repub- 
lican party, produced 1,957, 386 tons at an average price of $31.75. 
The same product at the present time can be purchased in the 
market for $26 per ton. Here is a decrease in the price of steel 
rails of 84 per cent, while the increase in the production, or vol- 
ume of the business has been 85,862 per cent. In 1866, 17,000 
tons of ingot steel were produced in the United States, while in 
1890 4,272,610 gross tons were produced here, an increase in the 
volume of production in this industry of 25,033 per cent. These 
figures ought to satisfy the most skeptical of the wisdom of main- 
taining a legislation that will show such phenomenal results. 

Not only has the consumer been enabled to procure these prod- 
ucts at these enormously reduced prices, but more than three 
hundred thousand men have found employment at good wages to 
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develop the various materials that are used in the production of 
pig iron, steel ingots, and steel rails. 

e wealth that has been 5 in this industry has built 
churches, founded schools, endowed libraries, and created thriv- 
ing cities. The 9 that is directly and indirectly sp 
ported by the development of our iron and steel industries 
5 by the millions. Railroad transportation and freights 
have been reduced by reason of the id and enormous de- 
crease in the price of steel rails and other iron and steel that 
have entered into the construction of the great lines of de 
that span our country and make such cities as San Francisco an 
New York near neighbors. The reduction in the price of other 
productions which have been amply protected under Republican 
administration and Republican law, give almost as flatiering re- 
sults as these which are briefly set forth here. An assorted crate 
of China ware in 1852, under the revenue duties that were then 
in force, cost the American merchant $95.30. 

In 1890, under a protective sls pi 55 per cent, an assorted 
crate of white China ware, superior in quality, could be pur- 
chased for $46.20, a reduction in price, under Republican pro- 
tection, of 52 per cent. While the Democratic pariy was in 
power, and maintiined their free-trade doctrines, no bunting 
was manufactured in this country. The price paid for foreign 
labor, and the character of the machinery used in this country, 
was such that no manufacturer in America dared invest his cap- 
ital, and while our soldiers and sailors were winning glorious 
victories during the late civil war and bringing imperishable 
renown to the American Army and the American Navy, they 
were fighting under flags that were made from bunting manu- 
8 in England. 

The Republican party paa anadequate duty upon this article, 
and within twelve years from that time 13,000 looms were weaving 
bunting in the United States. Hundreds of honest men, who 
had fought under the flag, were engaged in the business of weav- 
ing material from which the poroa emblem of our country is 
made, and bunting now is sold for $18 that cost $25 when we de- 
pended upon the foreign manufacturer, a reduction, as you will 
see, of 23 per cent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois., Will my colleague yield fora ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman was speaking a mo- 
ment ago of china and crockery ware 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And he stated, as I understood, 

that in 1455 a crate of crockery ware cost $90 and over. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. : 4 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And that under our protective laws 
fostering the manufacture of crockery in this country it could 
be bought in 1890 for $47 a crate? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, Forty-six dollars, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Iwill ask my colleague first 
whether the wage of that industry in this country is larger than 
wages abroad? 

. HOPKINS of Illinois. Vastl her. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Secondly, is it not true that there 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have already yielded several 
times, and in justice to other members I can not yield further. 

The spool-cotton industry is another illustration of the benefits 
of protection and the decrease in the price of the product under 
well-regulated and graduated import duties. 

Prior to 1861 nine-tenths of the spool cotton used in the United 
States was manufactured abroad and imported here. The price 
charged by the importer to the American consumer was 474 
cents per dozen of spools. At this time the same product was 
sold in the English market for 26 cents per dozen of spools. 
Without competition in the American market from American 
producers, the foreign manufacturer was charging the Ameri- 
can consumer 83 per cent more for the sime production than 
he was charging the consumer in England. The Republican 
party placed a duty equal to 21 cents per dozen of spools on 
this production, and it has remained practically at that figure up 
to the present time. As a result $25,000,000 have been invested 
in that branch of the industry alone, and the price has been re- 
duced from 474 cents for each dozen of spools containing 200 
of cotton thread to 38 cents per dozen of spools, a reduction of 
20 per cent in the price, and instead of getting nine-tenths of 
this product abroad, as was required under Democratic free- 
trade times, the American manufacturer now furnishes more 
than nine-tenths of all the spool cotton consumed in America. 

What demonstrates to my mind, and I think will satisfy the 
country, that there would have been no reduction in the price to 
the Amerivan consumer had it not been for our protective tar- 
iff laws, and the development of this industry in America, is 
that during all this time, from 1861 to the present, there has 
been no reduction in the price of spool cotton in England, where 
the manufacturers there have for more than thirty-two years 
controlled the market, and not only has there been no reduction, 
as a fact the English consumer is paying 28 cents a dozen for 
what he paid only 28 cents a dozen thirty-two years ago. 

These figures must satisfy even the most prejudiced minds 
that in this production a tariff is not a tax, and that if there 
should be such a reduction in the import duties as would enable 
the foreign manufacturer to glut the market here at ruinous 
rates, and drive the American producers out of this branch of 
the business, that they would again, after having obtained con- 
trol of the American market, restore the old prices that they 
had in the gona old Democratic days, and thus reimburse them- 
selves for all the sacrifices they would make in reëstablishing 
themselves in the control of the American markets. 

I give a 8 wed by Mr. Atkinson, of West Virginia, 
showing the retail prices on many articles in common consump- 
tion. The first column shows the prices in 1857, near the close 
of the last free-trade period in this country; the second column 
gives rices in 1839, a year before the McKinley bill became a 

W. e next column gives prices in 1890, and the last column 
the prices that were charged after the McKinley law was in full 
force and its effect was being felt upon these industries. 


has been no labor-saving machinery introduced into the making | X. . -14nn znn01 nnmnnn nnm $1.49 on 80. 88 
of crockery, so that this cheapening of over one-half in the cost | Blank FT celia 43 
of this article to the American consumer comes from the compe- arc eia „17 117 11 00 
tition in the manufacture of crockery in the United States? Boots. .--.---.-..---.<.- —. 4.76 8. 5 3.07 z 
Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. The gentleman is absolutely cor- 8 2 al = : F 
rectin his statement. There has been no improvement of ma- ete 7 24 z 1 
chinery in this respect; the result is due to competition among | Cotton Hosterx. 3 a 27 i 5 
home manufacturers. While the cost of labor has been higher, 00 05 04 F 
the price of the product has been reduced, as shown by figures | Crowbar, per pound 8 ut 07 i 
which I hive given to the House. A 7 65 
Mr. HUTC N. Will the gentleman yield to me a mo- 5 “Sop ane 24 $ 
ment? y ‘70 139 E : 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will. 8.00 72 . 65 „54 
Mr. HUTCHESON. In view of what the gentleman has just =e cell gael “ven 
said I would like to know why it isnot to the disadvantage of the PTS SS 85 8 43 87 
manufacturer to continue a system which stimulates at home a | Hemp rope, per pound 21 14 1417 11 
competition that drives down the price of the product from $90 | Linen, per yard---..-.- ep aoe il vegan’ vine sacl oe 
to $16 per crate? How do you encourage existing manufactures | Nais, Wire, per pound ... Wiad 00 04 60 
by fostering a policy which so stimulates the industry at home Nails, iron, per pound. 061 +053 5 -03 
as to make a reduction of something like 50 percent in the price Ollcloth, per yard . 4 — 4 — : „3i 
of the product? f 11 11 1 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. One of the reasons is this: By rea- 1 of £ 
son of the high wages which we pay to our laboring people in | Plow ...--...-...- at ML EE ee 
this country they are enabled to live in better condition than the 8 ETIE “61 84 “20 “96 
laborers in any other country in the world. They are the large 5 247.85 | 142.36 | 120,85 115. 
consumers of every product that is manufactured; and by reason Bub r 88 eo 4 act 9 170 
of the extended consumption the manufacturers are enabled to | Shor... 5.84 345 | -3.15 3.00 
accept a smaller profit upon a crate of crockery ware than if the Sheeting, per yard - 121 0³ r .00} 
consumption were more limited. From the grand total they 5 5 5 9 12 . . -84 
realize the profit necessary for the maintenance of the industry. | Starch, per pound 222227 13 : x P 
Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? | Straw hat, good 1.75 1.28 1.25 1.10 
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$130.00 
14.00 
25.05 
50. 00 
6.00 
o 50. 00 
Two-seated spring wagon 75.00 
HARDWARE. 
Barb wire, per pound 10 04 
Fence Stari, +10 „05 
Iron nails, per CO: bo 
Steel Nails, per keg. sa „„ „„ ene naselonenanaame! 2.80 
Plain wire. per pound.. - 06} . 034 
hoes, per keg 8.00 4.50 
Mattock and 1.40 . 85 
e ES . = 
Shot, per pound é 2 
> 2 0⁵ -03 
Four-tined fork. 7 5⁰ 
Tak pans par dozen 22 18 
Uk pans, per dozen F 
Post auger 22% 135 
ains, per . 8 
. 65 2 
Wheelbarrow... 2. 1.6 
Cistern pump... 4.25 2.25 
versal wringer 7.00 3.00 
Sugar, granulated, 12 . * 
Kerosen 2 13 
Salt, per barrel 2,25 1.25 
Fiour, per cwt 4.50 3.50 
Coffee, Java . 33 .33 
Coffee, Rio 2 25 
Canned tomutoes, per can 15 10 
Soda crackers, per pound 10 031 
Soap, per cake 07 05 
rr nasacss ache nen (*) $ 
CC 00 
PF 65 
Gingham, per yard, unbleached - 10 
Worsted dress goods, per yard 123 
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#25 per cent reduction. 
1 22 to 33 per cent reduction. 


These figures showa steady and gradual reduction in the price 
of all articles that have been properly and adequately protected 


$25 to 33} per cent reduction. 


for a series of years, and show, too, that the McKinley bill in- 
stead of increasing the price of commodities to the consumer 
has decreased it, and that to day there is no article of common 
consumption which is manufactured in this countryin any large 
. that is not cheaper than it was before the passage of 

e McKinley bill. The facts here presented ought to satisfy 
any person who is open to reason that the system of protection 
to American industries and American labor, as advocated and 
Pee by the Republican party, is beneficial to all people 


e. 

This reduction of the price of the manufactured article to the 
consumer has not been brought about by any reduction in the 
wages of those who have been engaged in their manufacture and 
production. : 

The condition of the laboring man at the close of the Harri- 
son Administration was. never better in the whole history of 
our Government. There was not an idle man in the country. 
The demand for employment.was such that a common day la- 
borer was receiving from $1.75 to $2 per day, and the skilled me- 
chanic was receiving from $2.50 to $10 a day. The report of the 


Finances Committee of the Senate, made on the 3d day of March, 
1892, gives a most gratifying summary of the condition of the 
laboring people of this country. 

I can not in the time that is given mə for this discussion enter 
into a detailed statement of the condition of these wage-workers 
in the different industries in which they are and have been en- 
gaged; but the result of the investigation that was instituted by 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, to secure statistics of the 
course of wages and earnings of the laboring people of this coun- 
try for a series of years, is one which must be gratifying to shied 
loyal American. It shows conclusively that the standard of life 
has been improved; that the average of wages has been in- 
creased, and that the condition of the laboring man at the close 
of the Harrison Administration was such that the President in 
his last annual message to Congress said with great truth: 

There never has been a time in our history when work was so abundant or 
wages Were as high. whether measured by the currency in which they were 
paid or by their power to supply the necessaries and comforts of life, 

My colleague from Illinois [Mr. BLACK], in his argument yes- 
terday, undertook to show that the price of labor had not in- 
creased in this country during Republican administration. Icon- 
fessI 5 at the st .tament, and no doubt my surprise was 
shared by other members of the Republican party. I had aap 

that if there was one thing which had been conclusively 
settled by statistics in this country it was that the condition of 
the laboring man had been improved under Republican admin- 
istration and protective laws. I had supposed this question to 
be beyond debate. But, inasmuch as my colleague saw fit yes- 
terday to chailenge the statement which had been made by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] | desire to call atten- 
tion to a statement of Mr. Atkinson, of Massachusetts, one of 
the ablest statisticians of this country, a gentleman who is in 
sympathy with the Democratic party in their tariff-reform move- 
ment, who is himself a pronounced free trader, but a man who 
has too much honesty of intellect to misstate the facts or draw 
illogical conclusions from the statistics presented to him. 

at is the statement of Mr. Atkinson? He says that from 
1865 down to 1892, when his statement was made, there had been 
a gradual upward movement in the prices paid to labor—not 
only uns 
throughout the country. Mr. Atkinson says that from 1880 to 
1890 this increase averaged from 10 to 40 per cent; and not only 
this, but during all this time when the Republican party under 
the policy it has maintained all these years was gavin in- 
creased wages to the laboring man, the prices of the products 
that he consumed were gradually decreased; so that at the time 
when Mr. Atkinson gave this statement to the public in the 
Forum of May, 1892, the condition of the laboring man had never 
been better. I trust that in view of this declaration of Mr. At- 
kinson we shall hear no more fromthe Democratic party in this 
House or throughout the country uponthislabor question. Any 
man who has investigated this matter sufficiently to give an in- 
telligent opinion must agree with the conclusions that have been 
given to the public by Mr. Atkinson. 

Those who favor free trade have as one of their stock argu- 
ments that protection is maintained at the expense of the 
farmer. No speech has been made in this House in the discus- 
sion of this question since I have had the honor to be a member 
of this body that has not in some manner referred to the hard 
lines of the farmers, and insisted with a good deal of vehemence 
that they received no benefits under protective tarifflegislation, 
while they were required to pay more for all machiuery used on 
their farms and the products consumed upon their tables than 
they would if free trade were the order of the day. The hard 
lot of the farmer is found more in the imagination of these free- 
trade orators than in the facts of history. 

It is true that in some localities, owing to local causes largely, 
farmers now have and in the past have had serious struggles 
life; but the great mass of the farmers of America are not the 
suffering ponis they arə ted by our Damocratic friends. 
Their condition as com with the farmers of free-trade Eng- 
land is infinitely better. They have made steady advance- 
mentin wealth, and the improvement in their home conditions 
is apparent to anybody who is familiar with this class of our 
American citizens. I have lived wichthem and been one of them 
and I know whereof I speak. Had 1 the power I would like to 
give a faithful picture of the condition of the farmers of this 
country from 1846 up to the time that the Republican party came 
into power and compare it with an equally truthful picture of 
their condition at the present time. 

Under Democracy and free trade at the time I mention there 
was no money in the country; there were no markets for the 
products of the farm; and no means were possessed by the tillers 
of the soil to purchase more than the scantiest necessities of life. 
The log house and the straw shed were the improvements that 
covered the family and the small amount of stock that had been 


ed labor, but in the wages of skilled mechanics - 
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gathered upon the farm. Ican remember in Illinois, when both 
our National and State governments were under Democratic con- 
trol, that a farmer with a hundred and sixty acres of the richest 
land that God ever blessed man with, would not produce enough, 
when reduced to money under free-trade prices, to pay his taxes, 
support his family, furnish himself with a new suit of clothes, 
and his wife a calico dress. 

In those days there were no carpets on the floor, no pictures 
on the wall, and no books in the home, and the rudest kind of 
furniture was all that could be afforded by even the most fortu- 
nate ones among the farmers. The soil yielded abundant crops, 
but there was no market for the corn, wheat, and other cere ils 
raised. The strictest economy was the order of the day. The 

irls and i in the family were all uired to engage in the 
8 kind of manual labor to help their parents eke out their 
humble existence; while three months’ schooling in the winter 
season at a cross-road schoolhouse, reached sometimes by almost 
impassable roads, was the extent of the educational advantages 
that were given. The good old Democratic days, mentioned as 
so favorable to the farmer, always wiet my mind the picture 
of privation and distress through which the farmers of Illinois 
were compelled to pass during the period it was under Demo- 
cratic free-trade control. 

Tho people of Illinois early took advantage of the tariff legis- 
lation that was given the country 9 fas Republican party, to es- 
tablish manufactories there which have increased and multiplied 
in number, diversified the labor of our people, and furnished a 
certain and sure market for allofthe products ofthe farm. The 
log house of free-trade days has given place to beautiful frame 
houses with all of the modern comforts and conveniences of life. 
Rugs and carpets cover the floor of the sitting room and the par- 
lors; while the walls have been adorned with pictures which not 
only delight the eye, but improve the mind; books and maga- 
zines are found upon the table; organs and pianos attest the mu- 
sical culture of the household; the scanty schooling that was 
given the children in the early days has now givenplace to our 
splendid public schools of to-day, where the farmer boys and 
girls are not oy taught the common English branches, but are 
given an education that enables the boys to engage in business, 
adoptany of the learned professions, and compete for all of the 

rizes of life, on an equality with those who have heretofore 

en regarded as the most favored in our land; while the girls, 
under our present system of education, are so taught that they 
are enabled to qualify themselves to fill any position in life, not 
only with credit, but with a grace and ease of manner that is an 
honor to their sex. 

Political economists teach us what practical experience has 
demonstrated; that the nearer you can bring the producer and 
the consumer to each other, the better itis for both classes. If 
the farmers of Illinois and the great West had no market for 
any of their products west of the Alleghany Mountains their 
condition would be much more unfavorable than it is at the pres- 
ent time. The true theory of . is to diversily our 
manufacturing industries and distribute them in a manner so 
that the products of the farm will be consumed by the employés 
in the factories, and farmers can become the customersof these 
factories that create the home market for the products of the 
farm. Wherever this has been done, not only his the condition 
of the farmer been improved by securing better prices for his 
products, but he has been enabled to purchase all of the neces- 
saries and comforts and many of the luxuries of life cheaper than 
when he dep2nded upon a distant or a foreign market. 

The great State of New York serves as a good illustration of 
the principle for which I here contend. There was a time, and 
that not very long ago, when New York, from the wonderful feltil- 
ity of her soil, supplied all of the States to the east of her with 
wheat; yet such has been the remarkable development of man- 
ufacturing industries in that Empire State that now she is en- 
abled to supply only. a portion of her own people with the wheat 
that is annually consumed within her borders. The rapid de- 
velopment of manufacturing industries in that State furnished 
a better market for the products of the farms in Ohio, Indiana, 
Michigan, and Illinois. As these industries have increased in 
this country end extended to the States which are now large 
consumers and small producers of agricultural products, they 
have built up beautiful and thriving cities within their borders. 
Statistics show that the prices of all farm products range highor 
in manufscturing States than they do 1 7 agricultural 
States. This arises from the superiority of the home market 
over that of a distant or foreign market. A 

For examp!e: New York is the greatest manufacturing State 
in the Union: it is a great agricultural Stateas well. Nebraska 
is a fine agricultural State; but, unfortunately, up to the present 
time has not developed manufacturing industries within her 
borders in sufficient quantities to furnish a good home market 
for the productsof herfarms. Whatis the effect upon the prices 


of agricultural products in these two States? Cornin New York 

sells for 100 per cent more than it will in Nebraska; wheat for 

38 per cent more; ryefor 76 per cent more; oats 94 per cent more; 

barley 44 per cent more; Irish potatoes 100 per cent more; hay 

100 per cent more. The average selling price of these farm 

9 0 is nearly 80 per cent higher in New York than in Ne- 
raska. ; 

Mr. BRYAN. Do not the farmers of the Eastern States have 
the advantage of the freights which have to be paid on the crop 
from the West; and is it not natural to expect that wheat will he 
higher in Massachusetts than in Illinois and Nebraska? 

Ir. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's 
statement answers itself. The point I make is that as a State 
develops manufacturing industries, and as an increased number 
of people engage in such industries they become the consumers 
of the products of the soil and thus the price of such products is 
raised. My remarks further on will be a complete answer to the 
statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is it not true that the State of Illi- 
ncis while first in agriculture is third in manufactures, and that 
Chicago is the second manufacturing city in the Union? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is true; and, Mr. Chairman, 
further on in my remarks I shall give a splendid illustration of 
the benefits of the protective system to the farmer, by referring 
to the city of Chicago. 

_Mr.BRYAN,. Will the gentleman indulge me with one more 
interruption in this connection? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr.BRYAN. Will the gentleman state whether the price of 
agricultural proas is higher in New York to-day, with all of 
the increased manufactures in that State, than it was twenty 
years ago? ? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will not speak of to-day, because 
we are under a Democratic Administration and are experiencin 
what free trade is. [Applause on the Republican side.] But 
will say thatduring the Administration of Mr. Harrison, with the 
single pal e of wheat, they were all higher, infinitely higher. 

Let me give a different illustration to demonstrate the benefits 
of a protective tariff to the farmer. 

Prof. Dodge, of the Agricultural Department, has given a good 
deal of attention to statistics on this question, and from his 
study and observation has divided the States of the Union into 
four classes or groups; the first class is where the per cent of the 
population of the States engaged in farming is less than 30 per 
cent; the second class is where the per cent is over 20 and Tea 
than 50 per cent; the third class is where the farmers number 
over Spe cent and are less than 70 per cent of the aggregate 
population of the States; and the fourth class is where the farm- 
ers number over 70 per cent of the population of the States. 
In the States comprised in the first class, Prof. Dodge tells us 
that the value of land per acre will average 838.65; in the sec- 
ond class it will average $30.55; in the third class $13.53; and in 
the fourth class $5.18. 

These statistics are prepared by Prof. Dodge for no partisan 
pur ; they are given to illustrate the condition of the farmers 
in the various sections in the Union. They furnish a most in- 
structive lesson. Why is it that the land in Pennsylvania or 
New York is worth on an average of $38.65 per acre? It is be- 
cause those States have stimulated capital to invest in manufac- 
turing industries, and thousands of men are given employment 
in mills, factories, and foundries who live upon tho products of 
the farms of those States. They have a market at their own 
doors for everything that is raised in the field or in their gar- 
dens. Their profits are not eaten up by middlemen or railroad 
transportation; and the result is that no more thrifty. success- 
ful, or independent class of citizens can be found in the world 
than the farmers in these two States. 

Who are the poor farmers, and where are they found? They 
are found in the sections of the Union where the States are given 
55 almost wholly to agriculture; they are found in localities 
where the market for the products of their farms is hundreds if 
not thousands of miles away from the places where they are pro- 
duced. Another illustration is given by Prof. Dodge which still 
further demoustrates the benefits of protective tariff legislation 
to the farmers of America. In the grouping of theStates which 
I have just given he further shows the value of products per cap- 
its to the individual cultivator. His statistics show that in the 
first group of States, where the population engaged in farming 
is less than 30 per cent, that the valueof the products of the farm 
per capita to individual cultivator averages $457, in the second 
class it averages $394, in the third class $261, and in the fourth 
class $160; in other words, a man engaged in agriculture in any 
of the first group of States, for the same labor in the cultivation 
of the same number of acres, will make 185 per cent more than 
the individual cultivator in the States where over 70 per cent of 
the population is engaged in farming. 
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These facts ought to satisfy even a British free trader that 
agriculture is more profitable where it has a market at the door 
of the farmer for all that he raises on his farm. A remarkable 
illustration of the truth of this is furnished in the aggregate of 
the manufacturing and agricultural products of Cook County, 
III. As appears by the census of 1890 Cook County yielded in 
that year farm products valued at $4,437,140; and manufactured 

roducts valued at $664,567,923. The farmers of Cook County, 
can not afford to raise wheat, corn, rye, and barley. Why? 
Because by the diversity of industries in that county so large 
a population has been developed there that the farmer finds it 
profitable to engage in what is known as truck farming. 

This diversitication of farm industry is only possible where 
manufacturing industries are establisbed alongside or near the 
farms. Take wheat at an average of 75 cents per bushel, and 
the yield at 18 bushels per acre, a fair estimate in Illinois, it 
would require 328,677 acres of land to cultivate, as we used to 
en tend in the good old Democratic free-trade times, to 

roduce in value the products that are raised on the few acres 
1 to agriculture in Cook County under the conditions that 
have been developed and exist under Republican administra- 
tion and protective tariff legislation. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that these figures demonstrate 
what I started out to prove, that the farmer is benefited as much 
as the manufacturer or any other class of citizens, by the main- 
tenance of a system of protection that will give such splendid 
results as we see in New York, Pennsylvania, and in Illinois, and 
I can say to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] that if that 

t and rich State will adopt the policy that has prevailed in 
füinois for now more than a generation, the city of Omaha will 
become a rival of Chicago, and the farmers of the State of Ne- 
braska will find as rich a market for their product in the cities 
of Omaha and Lincoln as the farmers of Illinois now find in the 
great city of rage 

Mr. BRYAN. ill the gentleman allow me to say that the 
cities of Lincoln and Omaha have grown more rapidly in the last 
ten years than any manufacturing vity in the East. 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to say that the cities of Omaha and 
Lincoln are becoming manufacturing cities very rapidly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me give another illustration 
of the benefits of the protective tariff tothe farmer, drawn from 
the county in which I reside. Kane is about 40 miles from 
the city of Chicago. I can remember when that county was 
given up entirely to raising wheat, corn, and other cereals, when 
these ee were taken in a farm wagon and drawn to the 
city of Chicago, and there sold at prices that would hardly pay 
for a barrel of salt that a farmer could take back to his home. 
To-day, by the development of these industries along the Fox 
River, which runs through this county, and the development of 
the city of Chicago, there are $3,600,000 annually paid to the 
farmers of Kane County for milk alone, an industry that could 
not exist under any other conditions than those conditions 
which have grown up under a protective tariff system in this 
country. 

When the McKinley bill was under discussion in the House 
and before the country, much ado was made over the effort on 
the part of the Republican party to protect the farmers on the 
various farm products, including cattle and horses, from foreign 
importations; and we were charged with a desire to mislead this 
worthy classof citizens when we asserted that they would receive 
a direct benefit by this check upon importations from Canada, 
Mexico, and other foreign countries. Democratic newspapers 
and Democratic speakers contended that the amount of farm 

roducts of every kind, including cattle and horses, which were 
ported into this country was so small that it was not and 
would not be felt by the farmers. I have with some pains gath- 
ered statistics on this point, and I find that in that, as well as 
its other provisions, the McKinley bill wisely and justly placed 
high duties upon further importations on all products in which 
the farmers of the country are most interested. 

As illustrating this, I desire to show that in 1888 there were 
62,411 head of horses imported and sold in the markets of this 
country. On this item alone the farmers were deprived of the 
sale of more than 60,000horses. This importation in 1888 is only a 
fair average of the annual importation for five or six years pre- 
ceding the adoption of the McKinley law. The average impor- 
tation of beef cattle into America prior to the enactment of the 
McKinley N rested 88,000 head. The United States Wool 
Growers’ Association estimates that by a proper protection of the 
wool and sheep industry the farmers of this country could in- 
crease their flocks by more than 60,000,000 sheep. 

Prior to the passage of the McKinley bill in the House there 
were 8,259,538 bushels of potatoes imported annually into this 
country, and in 1883 there were imported 1,942,864 bushels of 
beans and pease and 100,269 tons of hay, 7,000,000 pounds of hops, 
55,000 bushels of buckwheat, 1,583,941 bushels of flaxseed, 16, 


000,000 dozen eggs annually; $54,230 worth of sauerkraut, $4,100 
worth of peanuts, $2,564 worth of sweet potatoes; 200,000 barrels 
of turnips, besides cabbage, cauliflower, and other vegetabies 
which our Eastern farmers can raise at much greater profit than 
they can wheat and other cereals. It has been estimated by 
competent and careful authority that if our own farmers were 
properly protected, so that they could produce all of the farm 
productsimported, some of which I have enumerated, they would 
require nearly 70,000,000 acres of land for that purpose. 
he tarm products of this country are all consumed here ex- 

cept about 15 per cent, and, excluding cotton and tobacco, it is 
estimated that we do not export of agricultural products to ex- 
ceed 5 per cent; but, on the basis of sending abroad nearly 10 
per cent of all farm products, the amount that we annually ex- 

rt does not require over 44,000,000 acres of land to produce— 
26,000,000 acres of land less than is required to cultivate and pro- 
duce what was imported into this country prior to the enact- 
ment of the McKinley lew. These figures show that it is as im- 
portant to the farmer to be protected from Canada, Mexico,and 
other foreign countries as it is to protect our cotton, wool, and 
iron industries. I trust that in the future those who make a 
study of this great subject will cease their declaiming against 
protective tariff legislation upon the ground that it is against 
the interests of the farming and producing classes. Henry 
C. Carey, the at protection writer, gives us the idea that 
there is a perfect harmony of interests among all the differ- 
ent classes of producers in this country; you break down the 
protection to one, and you impair the whole edifice; you main- 
tain all of the parts in their relative positions, and you havea 
structure not only beautiful in its symmetry, but grand in its 
proportions; a structure which has brought the most marvelous 
results in this country that have been witnessed or experienced 
in any nation since time began. 

When the Republican party came into power the wealth of 
this country aggregated $16,159,616,068. Under the fostering 
influences of Republican protective legislation, that wealth has 
increased in the thirty years of Republican rule 288 per cent. 
If we judged of the benetits of the system by grand totals alone, 
here is an increase in wealth that should paralyze the tongue 
and silence the lips of every opponent of American protection. 

Our Democratic friends have endeavored to ridicule protection 
out of existence by charging that it was only asked in the first 
instance on behalf of infant industries,” and that the larger the 
infant has grown the more nourishment he requires, and that if 
a halt is not declared somewhere his demands will be so great 
that the very life of the parent will be taken in giving nourish- 
ment to the child. If they are to treat of protection in this fig- 
urative style, they should at least give a truthful picture. The 
infant industry is not the cormorant they would have us believe; 
but a ray of sunshine that islet into the hearts and homes of the 
laboring people of America; a ray that reinvigorates the ho 
and ambitions of all American citizens, and gives prome of that 
social well-being and industrial independence which alone can 
insure the happiness and improvement of the race. 

As an argument of ridicule it has its place in the Democratic 
arsenal from which to draw ammunition to meet the claims of 
the friends of the American system; but protection is neither 
asked nor givenon that theory. The productions of Americado 
not need protection against those of England orany other fore 
country because the industries are younger, but as is well said 
by an eminent writer on political economy— 

They are asked for because the industries in America are carried on under 
a higher civilization, a civilization in which the human element in produc- 
tion is more expensive than it is in other countries. 

It goes without saying that the factory hands and wage-work- 
ers in America are better housed, better clothed, and better fed 
than in any other civilized country in the world. They receive 
for the same number of hours of labor a much higher rate of 
wages, and they are thus enabled to live in better style, and 
give better advantages to their families than like workers in 
any other country. -If this question were a contest simply be- 
tween American machinery and capital, and that of foreign ma- 
chinery and capital, I grant you there would be no reason in 
maintaining import duties for the protection of either. This 

uestion has resolved itself into one of labor, and the contest 
that is being waged by the Democratic party to pass this Wil- 
son bill is a war upon the laboring class of America. 

No person can dispute the proposition that where the foreign 
competitor has as perfect machinery as we have in this country, 
with capital that can be secured at a lower rate of interest, that 
we must have discriminating import duties of a sufficient amount 
to make the difference between what is paid for labor here and 
labor abroad: or else there is a discrimination against the Ameri- 
can manufacturer in favor of the foreigner. No man who has 
his capital invested in manufacturing industries in America can 
afford to come to Congress and ask to have legislation enacted 
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for his special benefit, where he will receive rignts and privi- | in maintaining the Government. 


legcs that are not enjoyed by other citizens. $ 

When he asks, however, to have an import duty upon articles 
that are brought from abroad and sold in the markets here that 
he is manufacturing sufficient in amount and character to make 
up for the difference between what he pays his employés, and 
Sini his foreign competitor is paying, he is not asking for an 
special privileges or benefits, and isonly demanding what shoul 
be accorded without argument to any man or set of men who 
may ba willing to invest their capital in enterprises that will 
give employment to the vast army of unemployed. men in this 
country to-day. 

In the interests of civilization that country which has accorded 
the highest privileges to the laboring classes, and where you 
find their social conditions the best, should be made the stand- 
ard on all industrial questions; and in the contest between the 
laboring classesof such acountry,and one ofalower gradeof social 
standing or civilization, the contest should be made equal by 
legislation which will protect those living in the superior, from 
their competitors living under inferior social conditions. For 
example: The laboring people of America are living under 
better social conditions than like employés in England. It costs 
the English employé less to live than it does the American. If 
we have no protection in our commercial intercourse with Eng- 
land, the English laborer will not be elevated to the standard of 
the social condition of the American laborer, but the American 
laborer will be degraded to the social condition of the English 
workman. 

A still more marked illustration can be found inour commerce 
with Japan. The Japanese Government in many respects is u 
progressive governmert, but her people work for less than one- 
tenih the amount for which the American laborer should be 
asked to give his services. In the silk industries, and in many 
others, the Japanese are as expert in operating machinery as 
the English or American laborer. Now, in any industry that is 
carried on by the aid of machinery in Japan of a like character 
to any that we have in this country, the Japanese manufacturer 
has an advantage over the American manufacturer to this vast 
diffcrence in the pay roll of his employés. I trust there is no 
Democrat in this House, or in this country, that would be will- 
ing to see the Ameficin laborer or mechanic degraded to the 
condition of the Japanese laborer. 

How, then, are we to maintain our manufacturing interests, 
and how are we to give employment to thousands of laboring 
men unless we maintain a protective tariff duty sufficient in char- 
acter to make up for this difference in the wages paid in the two 
countries? Some enthusiastic free trader may say that if the 
Japanese manufacturer can furnish these products cheaper than 
they can be furnished in America, it is the part of wisdom to 
1 — 5 the markets to the Japanese manufacturer and importer. 

t if this were done what would be the result? Fifty-three 
thousand ple who are now engaged in manufacturing silk 
would be thrown out of employment, and either made a charge 
upon the publie for support or else they would be compelled to 
seek employment in some other calling. 

The next industry that would likely be attacked would be our 
cotton industries, and the 221,000 people that find employment 
there would follow the fortunes of those eng in the silk in- 
dustry; and thus one industry after another would be destroyed 
by this low-priced labor abroad, and 1 would be in- 
creased in America. These hundreds of thousands of workmen 
who under this kind of competition would be driven out of em- 

loyment, would cease to be consumers of the products of the 

rms, and instead would be competitors of the farmers in the 
cultivation of the soil. The disastrous effect of this upon the 
markets for all farm products can not be estimated. The Dem- 
ocrats say that the markets of the world will then bs open to the 
American farmer; but I ask them what market will be open for 
the wheat of the American farmer? 

Under existing conditions there are now practically only two 
Euro governments who furnish any market for the wheat 
that f grown in America—England and Belgium. Within the 
last few years Russia, India, and Roumania have become sharp 
competitors in the English and 8 markets on wheat and 
other farm products, With their cheap labor and cheap lands, 
they will in the future drive the American farmer out of all 
European markets, as the Japanese laborer, under the condi- 
tions of free trade, would drive the American laborer from our 
mills and factories. An honest and a candid consideration of 
the true interests of all of the people of this country, leads to 
the logical and inevitable support of protective tariff laws. 

In the discussion of this 3 are liable to forget that 
the p object of import duties is to raise money to pay the 
expenses of the Government. -With ourrapidly increasing pop- 
ulation and growing importance in all departments of Govern- 
ment, we year by year increase the necessary expenses incurred 


Four hundred and sixty mil- 
lion dollars are required annually to pay the expenses of the 
Government. This makes, as you will see, a daily expenditure 
of more than $1,260,000. If we are to remove the duties uponall 
products that have given us the marvelous success that has 
marked the career of this country under Republican adminis- 
tration this vast sum of money must be collected by some kind 
of internal or domestic taxes. 

The cutting down of import duties under the present bill does 
not lessen the amount of money that must be raised to support 
the Government. One would infer from the talk that is so freely 
indulged in by the Democratic members of this House that the re- 
duction of about-$70,000,000 that is made upon import duties in 
the bill now under discussion is that much money saved to the 
taxpayers of this country. Not so. That amount of money is 
taken from the foreign manufacturer and the foreign 12 
porter, and is an added burden to the American citizen. For 
weeks after the schedules relating to import duties were pre- 
pared by the Committee of Ways and Means, they wrestled with 
the great problem as to how they could tax American products, 
American industries, and American citizens in a manner to raise 
this large amount of money. s 

i have grown weary listening to the talk of the friends of this 
bill about the burdens of taxation. One would suppose from 
arguments they make that they regarded taxation as an evil, 
and that it is something that has been imposed upon the people 
of th 1 by this terrible monster known as import Buty.” 
The facts and figures which I have already given have demon- 
strated the falsity of their position; but I wish to take issue 
with those who deride and cry out against all taxation. Like 
any of the blessings that have been bestowed by a kind Provi- 
dence upon the human race, it may be misapplied and b come 
an engine of evil; when properly considered and administered it 
results in the social, spiritual, and intellectual improvement of 
our people. 

The only interest the public have in taxation is, that the taxes 
assessed shall be economically collected and wisely expended. 
I have already shown that to support the Government, regard- 
less of which political party is in power, requires the expendi- 
ture of more than $1,260,000 per day. It is important in the col- 
lection of this large sum of money that methods should be 
adopted that will bring this revenue into the Treasury of the 
United States at the least expense; and it is still more important 
that this daily sum of money be wisely expended. A govern- 
ment differs but little in this respect from the proper adminis- 
tration of one’s home affairs. It has been trathfully as well as 
eloquently said, that the home is the unit of government. 

To the average citizen there is a time of intense application, 
rigid economy, and a denial of many of the pleasures and lux- 
ur ies of life; but as he advances along the highway of life and 
accumulates property the love and affection he bears for his 
wife and children lead him into the expenditure of larger sums 
of money in providing for their comfort and convenience and 
social and educational improvement. That he spends more 
money under these conditions than when he started in life is no 
evidence that he has grown extravagant or wasteful; or that he 
has deteriorated in any of the relati ens that go to make up the 
good citizen, but just the contrary is true. If he isa progressive, 

ighminded, and Christian citizen, his greatest delight is in 
surrounding himself and his family with the superior advan- 
tages that his accumulated wealth will warrant. 

A collection of such citizens makes the township or the mu- 
nicipal government; and the same reasons that have actuated 
the citizen in providing these superior comforts and advan- 
tages for his own home, will prompt him to expend the public 
money in the building of schoolhouses, the improvement of 
streets, and all matte:s that relate to a well-ordered town or 
municipal government. When this principle is extended from 
the few Rute pees or the ſew tho sand, as the case may be, 
whoformthe small municipality, into the 57,000,000 who form this 
great Republic, we can readily ses that the people's great inter- 
est lies, not in the amount of money that may be raised for pub- 
lic purposes, but that whatever sum is raisedshall be, as I have 
stated, economically collected, and then wisely expended. 

It is the duty of this Government to maintain a Navy com- 
mensurate with the dignity and character of our people. This, 
of itself, requires a large expenditure of money. In the interest 
of humanity it is imporiant to establish and maintain a life-say- 
ing service with propor light-houses, and all the attendant im- 
provements that modern civilization has developed for the pro- 
tection of those who go down to the sea. When we turn our at- 
tention to the interior of our country, we can then see how the 
people can be benefited by proper mail facilities, by the con- 
struction of public buildings, in improving the gre it rivers that 
are freighted with the commerce of our country, and in i 
expenditures upon the Great Lakes and upon the harbors that 
dot our Atlantic and Pacific coasts. 
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Another great expenditure that some cry out against, but 
which I think is the chief glory of our Government, is the mil- 
lions of dollars of money that is annually expended in the way 
of pensions to the veterans of the late war. Grand and noble 
men who, in the great crisis of our National Government, left 
the comforts of life and the endearments of their firesides and 
dedicated their lives to the service of their Government should 
in their old age be properly and adequately protected by this 
Government which their services saved from disruption and de- 
struction. 

There are many other subjects which I might enumerate 
where the public money could be wisely expended. I have indi- 
cated enough here to show that a proper. system of internal im- 
provements and governmentalexpenditures not only enrichesour 
country, but gives employment to vast numbers of what might 
otherwise be idle men. Our Government is formed and maia- 
tained for the benefit of the people: This is the principle upon 
which the Republican party has everacted. Those who cry out 
against all taxation and the expenditure of money for public im- 
provements seem to hold that the people are not interested in 
the Government and that the less money that is expended by it 
is wise statesmanship. 

A poorand miserly government can represent no different spirit 
among its people. Such a government crushes out all feelings 
of patriotism and all pride in national honor. No country ever 
acquired or maintained an Honorable position among the nations 
of the earth where such a spirit prevailed anong Se people and 
controlled the actions of its legislators. This Government has 
attained its proud position, not by practicing the back-action 
miserly Gconomy that is preached by some of the leading and 
distinguished members of the Democratic but by admin- 
istering its affairs upon broad and liberal principles. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill which we have under consideration. if 
it becomes a law in the form in which it is now presented to 
the House, will deal a deadly blow to that spirit of improvement 
which has not only characterized our National Government for 
more thana generation, but which has extended to and controlled 
the action of the individual citizen. This bill, if it becomes a 
law, is a long step toward that free trade which has been the 
dream of the visionary and tke hope of the foreign manufac 
turer. The condition of the people of this country during tht 
summer and fall which have just passed is but an earnest, in my 
judgment, of what we shall experience if this vicious measure is 
enacted into a law. 

I am amazed that men who ought at least to be familiar with 
the hardships and privations, the want and the hunger, that will 
be the lot of the working people of this country if the friends of 
this bill are successful in their efforts in making it the law of 
the land, should feel bound by fealty to their ty to give it 
their support and their votes. Our country should ever be above 

rty consideration, and the rights and the best interests of our 

ellow-citizens should never be placed in the scale against 
expediency. Believing these principles as I do, Iam but dis- 
charging a duty that is imposed upon me by my constituents in 
opposing this measure and in doing what I can to challenge the 
attention of the House and the country to its dangerous char- 
acter. I voice not only the sentiments of the people who have 
repeatedly honored me with a seat on this floor, but I believe, 
also the sentiments of the great majority of the people of this 
country when I say that [ trust it will never become a law. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. PASCHAL]. 

Mr. PASCHAL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, in relation 
to the joint resolution (H. Res. 93) which was reported this 
morning for the concurrence of the House in the Senate amend- 

ments, that when it was presented I was absent at a committee 
meeting. I had intended to ask the concurrence of the House 
in the amendments, and had ken to my colleague [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON], who kindly looked after the matter. I wish simply to 
explain where I was at the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, we of the Demo- 
cratic party went before the country in 1892, asserting that the 
existing tariff was wrong in principle and unjust in operation; 
n policy of protection a fraud and robbery; charg- 
ing it with creating trusts, stifling commerce, throttling industry, 
causing enforced idleness, lessening wages, impoverishing labor, 
and creating a few monstrous fortunes, and pledging ourselves 
to abolish it if the American people gave us authority. They 
did give us authority, and then our haste to repeal oppressive 
taxes subsided, and instead of flying at the throat of protected 
barons and robber trusts the great Democratic party began, as 
it were, to wag its tail and look for crumbs. 

It was the duty of a party coming into pu on such pledges 
and at such a conjuncture to have proceeded withouta moment’s 
delay to the radical revision of the tariff. If Mr.Cleveland had 


shown the sagacity and the situation demanded the ink 
would not have been dry on the commissions of his Secretaries 
ere Congress would have been called into extra session to relieve 
the country of its burdens of taxation. But instead of that we 
proceeded to rest on our laurels and divide the spoils, and the 
nation was treated to the spectacle of a President and a Con- 
gress haying power to remove crushing burdens, devoting their 
energies to the discussion of personal claims to petty places. 

The first clear duty having been neglected there came the op- 
portunity of the extra session. It was the imperative need of 
the Democratic majority to have been prepared with a tariff bill 
by the time the silver question was settled, so that instead of 
adjourning we might at once have gone to work upon it, and by 
this time have had it through the House and far on its way in 
the Senate, thus saving, at least as far as we are concerned, all 
these weeks of disastrous delay and uncertainty. But again, 
General Timidity led the Democratic hosts, and again we pro- 
crastinated. ; 

And as the climax of all this delay come the shameful days we 
have just passed through, in which the House has stood para- 
lyzed because, despite our overwhelming majority, we Democrats 
would neither furnish a quorum to be counted nor count the one 
that was really present. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I, for one, am a convert to the doctrine that we should count 
men as 8 who are here. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] The Fifty-first Congress applied that rule to us when we 
were in the minority. We should now follow it, and show that 
the Democratic party have ingenuity enough to devise for them- 
selves a way of counting a quorum, if they do not like the way 
or gentleman from Maine. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

It is not merely that we have yet done nothing. It is that we 
have done nothing where we had promised much. The worst 
possible situation of business is not that of a high tariff, but that 
of a high tariff threatened with certain butindefinite reduction. 
This is the situation our delay has for nearly a year imposed on 
the country. Up tothe present, thanks to our 8 the vic- 
tory of the Dəmocratic party in November, 1892, has worked evil, 
not good. The McKinley tariff stillexerts its strangling powers 
and worse than the McKinley tariff is the depressing effect of 
the uncertainty as to what tariff will succeed it. 

While we have been fiddling Rome has been burning. While 
we have been seeking offices and peddling offices the very disas- 
ters that we predicted from Republican misrule have come upon 
the country. Who shall sell stamps at Stringtown Cross Roads 
and who shall play ambassador at the court of Italy have been 
settled, but the burning question of the tariff is yet at sea andin 
the dark. And now when, after the Christmas turkey and the 
New Year wine, we meet to consider at our leisure what shall 
be done to carry out the mandate of the people given us almost 
a year and a half ago, the cry of distress goes up from all parts 
of the land, and American citizens by the hundred thousand are 
being fed by charity to prevent starvation. 

But at last the committee charged by this House with the 
duty of bringing in a bill for the abolition of a system which the 
majority of us have declared a fraud and a robbery, have been 
heard from. They have given usa Democratic reportanda Re- 
publican bill. The voice is Jacob's voice, but the hands are 
the hands of Esau.” [Laughter.] 

“The American people,“ say the committee, after the fullest 
and most thorough debate ever given by any people to their fiscal 
policy, have deliberately and rightly decided that the existing 
tariff is wrong in principle and grievously unjust in operation.” 
And then the committee go on to present to us a bill bised upon 
this same wrong principle and perpetuating this same grievous 
injustice—a bill for which they have taken the 3 bill as 
a model, and of which the best that can be said is that it is the 
McKinley bill shaved down; or a redistribution of the spoils of 
protection. 7 

Mr. Chairman, I am like the man who could eat crow. I will 
vote for this bill if I can get nothing better. But I do not like 
it. That it does contain some good points is true. The McKin- 
ley bill contained some good points; it put raw sugar and some 
other things on the free list. This bill goes further, and puts 
wool, coal, iron ore, and undressed lumber on the free list, and 
in so far makes some show of redeeming our pledge to abolish 
protection. This is its little sprinkle of saving salt, which com- 
mends it to me. Even if it werea proposition to reénact the Mo- 
Kinley bill, with the single exception of free wool, I would still 
vote for it if I could do no better, for every addition to the free 
list is a step towards free trade; every break in the link of pro- 
tected interests lessens the power of the league of plunder to 
further squeeze the people. 

But, though I might vote for this bill with pleasure if it came 
from a Ways and Means Committee representing a Republican 
House, I am disgusted and dismayed that it is presented by a 
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Democratic committee to a Democratic House, as representing 
their idea of what the Democratic party, with all branches of 
the Government in its hands, proposes to do for a suffering 


e. - 
5 But before a Republican House by a ag Pepe Ways and 
Means Committee it would fitly represent the idea of “ protec- 
tion amended by the friends of protection.” But proposed by a 
Democratic Ways and Means Committee toa Democratic House, 
as representing the idea of an Administration elected on a plat- 
form declaring protection an unconstitutional fraud and robbery, 
it is an evasion of promise and a political blunder of the gravest 
kind, a confession that the Democratic party lacks courage and 
honesty. [Applause from the Republican side.] It will not sat- 
isfy protectionists, for your protectionist is as bitterly opposed 
to you if you cut down his protection a little as if you cut it out 
altogether. It will not satisfy free traders, for it no more ac- 
knowledges the free-trade principle than did the McKinley bill. 
Perhaps it may satisfy what are called tariff reformers, but if 
this is a tariff reform bill I am all the more rejoiced that I am 
not now and never have been a tarif reformer. Iamonlya plain 
free trader. [Laughter.] 

I am satisfied that this bill does not really represent the views 
and wishes of the chairman. He evidently has reluctantly con- 
sented to it from two considerations: first, the number of Demo- 
cratic protectionists on the committee who could not be induced 
to join in a more radical measure; and, second, the fear that such 
a measure could not pass the Senate. For the first he is not re- 
sponsible, but as to the second I think he has made a mistake. 
It is not our business to consider now what the Senate will do. 
The bill that passes this House ought to represent the judgment 
and wishes of this House. If the Democrats of the Senate refuse 
to join with us in carrying out the Democratic pledges let them 
take the odium. 

No min could make the speech that the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee made here the other day, no man could 

rtray the iniquities of protection so vividly as he did, and yet 

eartily indorse this bill. It was a great speech. Oh! Mr. 
Chairman, if we could only adopt the speech instead of the bill, 
how much better it would suit me. [Laughter.] 

As it now stands the central idea of this bill is protection— 
the taxing of all the rest of our people for the benefit of a 
ticular class—the manufacturer, that is to say, the capitalist. 
From A to izzard this privileged class has been kept carefully 
in view, and in all reductions of duty care has been taken that 
it should not be pd whee of any substantial part of its un-Dem- 
ocratic privilege of taxing the rest of the community, The re- 
sult is a bill so protective that it would have startled Hamilton 
or Clay. A bill which, taken as a whole, will give to the man- 
ufacturers of this country a more substantial protection; will al- 
low them to make ter profits at the expense of their fellow- 
citizens than the bill of 1883, and in many cases more than the 
McKinley bill. In fact, if I did not know better, I should be 
obliged to suppose that the Bead oe from Maine [Mr. REED 
and his fellows of the minority had pa dire the majority an 
written the bill for them, and were making a pretense of oppos- 
ing it in order to induce the Democrats of this House to accept 
a Republican measure under the delusion that it was a Demo- 
cratic one. [Laughter.] - 

Mr.REED. On the contrary,I called the attention of the com- 
mittee to that very bad break the first time I got a look at the 


bill. [Laughter. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Then I must relieve the gentleman 
of all responsibility. This bill does put wool and coal and iron 


ore and undressed lumber on the free list. For that I render 
thanks, and this part of the bill I will heartily support. But 
men do not eat or drink or wear or shelter themselves with wool, 
or coal, or iron ore, or undressed lumber, and the forms into 
which these natural products must be changed before they can 
be used by the consumer are in this bill carefully taxed. Blankets 
or clothing, steel rails or bicycles, lumber manufactured into the 
forms in which it is fitted for human use, or the articles for the 
manufacture of which coal supplies power are not put on the free 
list. Its reductions on articles the consumer can use are, so far 
as I can see, mere nominal reductions, which still leave the peo- 
ple a prey to the trusts. ; 

We can not abolish trusts by laws condemning them and pro- 
9 51 tor their legal prosecution; we can only abolish them by 
abolishing the monopoly on which they are ed, and where 
they depend on the tariff, as most of them do, by putting on the 
free list every article in which we have reason to suppose a trust 
has been or is being formed. [Applause.] Yet our committee 
seems to have taken the trusts underits special care, and in this 
bill to have been as careful not to hurt them as though it had 
been organized by and for them. 

Oue trust this bill will hurt, but the exception proves the 


rule. For this is a trust so outrageous, so clearly created by a 


duty levied for the p of enabling it to 
that the committee could hardly Be dep it. That is the sugar 
trust. For its special benefit the McKinley bill, which properly 
made raw sugar free of duty, im a tax of half a centa 
pound on refined sugar, a tax that yields to the Government 
some $80,000 cP haar and to the Havemeye s and 9 over 
$20,000,000, hat does the committee do? Abolish this tax? 
Deprive the sugar trust of $20,000,000 a year these hard times? 
No; it cuts the tax in half, and leaves the trust only the power 
to tax the people $10,000,000. Could the committee hive more 
forcibly emphasized its tenderness to trusts if it had left intact to 
the Havemeyers and Spreckels the full amount of the McKinley 
gift to them? 

The only reason I have heard given why the bill reported by 
the committee should not have made refined sugar free is that 
the whole force and power of the sugar trust would then have 
been exerted against the bill. And this fear of irritating the 
trusts seems to run through the bill. I can see no trust that 
it has struck at, or at all injured, except this sugar trust. The 
nominal reductions made on many articles still leave so high a 
duty as to close our market to foreign importations and secure 
to combinations of American manufacturers as full power to 
squeeze the American consumer as 3 have under the present 
tariff. The whisky trust and the steel rail trust, the cordage 
trust and the bicycle trust, the lead trust and the starch trust— 
in short, the whole brood of vampires which rob the people 
through the agency of the Government by means of the tariff are 
left free to pluck the tariff-bound American consumer. He has 
no lobby to represent him; he has only his Congressman, and 
from the way some of these Congressmen are pleading for an in- 
crease of duty on special articles I must confess that from m 
17 8 1 on of these consumers are very poorly represented. 

ughter. 

Take steel rails, of which I happen to know something, as I 
am a manufacturer of steel rails. I appeal to the Democrats of 
the House to join me in paoa steel rails on the free list. The 
present duty on steel rails is $13.44 per ton, which is estimated 
to be equivalent to 50.44 per cent ad valorem. The committee 
have reduced this to 25 per cent. This seems like a great re- 
duction. But itis only nominal, for 25 per cent is all the steel 
rail trust want. It is as good to them as 1,000 per cent, for it is 
practically a prohibitory duty. : 

S eel can be made hereascheaply as anywhere else in the world, 
and would not now be imported, save in exceptional cases, even if 
there were no duty; while the tendency of invention and improve- 
ment is in favor of the United States as against Europe. The 
steel madeintorails in this country is from native ore. What pig 
metal, billets, and blooms are imported are used entirely in pikes 
iron and steel manufactures. Now it costs less than $2a ton to make 
steel rails from blooms, including straightening and punching. 
On to-day’s market steel blooms are selling at less than 817; steel 
rails should therefore not bring over $19. They did fall nearly 
to that price a few weeks ago, during a temporary break in the 
steel rail pool. But that pool was quickly reorganized, and the 
price of steel rails was put up and is now maintained at $24 a ton; 
so that by virtue of the duty which keeps out foreign rails, the 
pool is sea Sec | the users of steel rails to pay them 25 per 
cent more than a fair price. ‘ 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman speak now from the atti- 
tude of a steel rail manufacturer? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I do. Our mill makes about one- 
thirtieth of all that are produced in the United States. 

This new steel rail l is composed of seven manufacturers, 
headed by Carnegie, who absolutely control the product of more 
than one-half of the rolled steel produced in the United States, 
and who have combined together to pay other large manufactur- 
ers heavy annual sums to close their works, discharge their men, 
and make no steel, 

Now, observe, the 25 per cent duty of the committee’s bill is 
just as good to the steel rail pool as the greater nominal duty of 
the existing law, and will enable Se pont to keep the price u 
to the highest point that theydeem safe. For, with a duty of 
per cent ad valorem, steel rails cannot be imported from Europe 
and sold in competition with the pool at $24 a ton, the highest 

rice it nowchooses to ask. So that the nominal reduction made 

y the committee is actually no reduction at all. It will not add 
1] cent to the income of the Government. It will not reduce 1 
cent the price of steel to American users of steel rails, and it 
will not diminish by 1 cent the profits of the Carnegie pool. 
Hence Carnegie’s satisfaction, expressed the other day, when 
about to sail. It is true that if the proposed reduction had come 
earlier it would have been of some benefit to the American con- 
sumer, for the present duty of 313.44 a ton enabled the steel-rail 
pe up toa recent time to keep the price of steel rails higher still. 

ut a greater internal competition, caused by reductions in the 
cost of production, has of itself compelled them to come down 


ket millions, 
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to $24 a ton, and a duty of 25 per cent will enable them to maintain 
that price as snugly as does the McKinley law: 

m. DALZELL. Is the gentleman a party to the steel rail 
trust 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Iam not; but.whether I am or not 
would make no difference. Outside of this Hall, as a steel man- 
ufacturer, I might be perfectly willing to enter a trust, but I 
will not defend trusts here. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to ask the gentleman whether he 
does not manufacture steel rails under the protection of one 
hundred and two patents taken out in the name of Arthur J. 
Moxham? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I am very glad the gentleman gives 
me an opportunity to answer that question. I could not have 
brought the matter in thisdebate otherwise. Our steel rails are 
not protected by a single patent. We had at one time several 
patents covering steel rails. Upon two of them the courts, very 
wisely I think, decided against us; and the others relate tosec- 
tions that have gone out of fashion. If steel rails were put on 
the free list to-morrow, we would be open to the competition of 
the world upon every pattern we make. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not want to intrude upon the gentle- 
man, but if he will allow me I would like to ask another ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Go on. - 

Mr. DALZELL, Is not Arthur J. Moxham president of your 


company? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. He is. 

Mr. DALZELL. Has notMr. Arthur J. Moxham one hundred 
and two patents covering the manufacture of steel rails and va- 
rious appliances in connection with steel rails? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I think the gentleman underesti- 
mates the number of patents that Mr. Moxhamhastakenout. I 
think they number nearer two hundred, Not one of these on 
the process of manufacturing rails has been taken out abroad, 
and consequently would not interfere with the making of rails 
in England or Germany, and so could not interfere with English 
or German manufacturers in bringing into this country rails 
made in competition with us. I will repeat, that two concerns 
in this country infringed on several patents that we thought we 
had on rails and in the infringement suit we were beaten—I 
think rightly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, will the gentleman answer another 
question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is not the gentleman paying his workmen 
to-day in serip? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I will answer that question and as 
many more as you may ask. In Johnstown, where our mill is 
located, we have been paying for years in es 30 or 40 cents a 
day more than our neighbors. I do not say this with the view 
of arousing any sympathy or claiming any credit. We did it 
not because we loved our men better than others loved theirs, 
but for the plain business reason that it paid us to do this. 
We had the pick of the men. To-day we are paying for com- 
mon labor 81.50 a day, while our melee the Cambria Iron 
Company, member of the steel-rail pool, is paying 85 centsa day. 
We do this because we believe that we get a better return by 
paying $1.50 a day than we would if we paid 85 cents. 

ow, we are not paying our men in “scrip.” During this 
panic we found that our customers, the street railroad men, had 
plenty of bonds, but no money. After consultation with the 
Cambria Iron Company and others, from whom we bought some 
of our materials, we agreed to take our pay in bonds. e then 
called our men together and said, We have this opportunity 
to make some rails by taking our pay in bonds. We will do this 
if you will take two-thirds of your pay in the same thing we are 

d in, and we will pay you one-third incash. Will you goon 
this way, or shall we shut down?” Our men, after we with- 
drawn from the meeting, decided unanimously that they would 
like to go on at the old rate of es, taking one-third of their 
pay in money and the other two-thirds in that form in which 
we took all of our pay, namely, in bonds. [Applause, and cries 
of Good!“ on the Democratic side.] As a result of this ar- 
rangement we have issued to our men some twenty or thirty 
thousand dollars of what you call “scrip,” but what is really the 
evidence of their interest in these bonds. The first series of 
these certificates has already been redeemed at par. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
that scrip is not to-day at a discount at Johnstown? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Thatcan not be possible, because 
the first series was redeemed to-day at par. 

Now, J want to ask the gentleman a question. Does he deny 
the existence of the steel rail pool? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do denv the existence of a steel rail trust. 
XXVI——41 


Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
word trust,“ or pool?” 

Mr. DALZELL. There was a combination between the steel 
rail manufacturers. bd pace on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of 0. Goon, I will wait for you. 

Mr. DALZELL. There was a combination between certain 
steel rail men, which was broken up by the refusal of a large 
number of firms to go into it, and it fell of its own weight. 
There was no condition in it for keeping up prices, and as a 
matter of fact the prices continued to fall from the time of the 
formation of the trust until its termination. The prices of rails 
steadily fell all the time; and in addition to that 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Go on. À 

Mr. DALZELL. A large proportion of the steel rail mills to- 
1 in the hands of receivers. The gentleman knows that 
to be a fact. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. But you deny that there is a pool? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Well, here is a copy of a contract 
with the Maryland Steel Company, which proves its existence. 
(See Exhibit A at close of remarks.) [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, in the Iron Age, the official organ of the steel produ- 
cers, in the issue of November 16, 1893, page 889, you will find a 
oh of the agreement forming the old steel rail pool. At 

altimore the other day, on the 22d day of November to be ex- 
act, in the circuit court room No. 2, there was a petition pre- 
sented by the Maryland Steel Company, asking the privilege of 
selling 300,000 tons of steel rails at $25 a ton to one Robert F. 
Kennedy. The contract was presented in legal form. Here isa 
copy ee A, above referred to), which anybody can in- 
spect for himself. It has a condition that in case Kennedy fails 
to take the rails each month he shall pay a dollar a ton, or about 
a thousand dollars a day, as a forfeit. This is the real point in 
the contract, and shows the existence of the pool. It is in real- 
Iy pota contract for making rails, but a contract not to make 
r 


Well, you make no quibble on the 


Now, I have been endeavoring to discover who this Mr. Ken- 
nedy is. I find he is a large stockholder, director, and member 
of the executive board of the Cambria Iron Company, a rival 
concern to the Maryland Steel Company. He is also secretary 
of the board of control of the present steel rail pool, which went 
into existence about the 22d of November last. Mr. Kennedy, 
the secretary of this pool, makes a contract with a rival concern 
at Sparrow’s Point to pay them about $1,000 a day to close up 
their mill and make no steel. The effect of retaining a duty of 
25 per cent on steel rails, as the committee propose, will be to 
perpetuate the pool. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Sparrow's Point mill, I understand, is in the districtre 
resented by my friend, Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. He should 
feel some interest in a contract which would discharge the work- 
men in his district. 

But that is not all. At Steelton the Pennsylvania Steel Com- 
pany, really the same concern as the Sparrow’s Point establish- 
ment, get from the pool $80,000 a year to stop making steel rails 
above 50 pounds to the yard. 

Astothe breaking of the pool, itseems that the Maryland Steel 
Company was not considered very reliable by the other members 
of the pool, who suspected that it was underselling the pool rate, 
which last spring was $29; therefore Mr. Carnegie broke the 
price and carried it down to about $21.80. This went on but a 
short time, and then the new and present pool was organized. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am not prepared to deny the statement the 
gentleman makes, for I have no personal knowledge of the facts, 
and am therefore bound to accept hisstatement. But if that be 
true, I want to say to him that I reprobate trusts just as much 
as he does, and will co5perate with him in any proper way for 
their su eerie 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I shall be glad to have the codpera- 
tion of the gentleman. As far as I am personally concerned I 
am a thoroughgoing monopolist [laughter], and would be will- 
ing, outside of this Hall, to take advantage of any of the bad 
laws that you put upon the statute books; but I will not de- 
1 here. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Structural iron and steel have been treated in the same way as 
rails. A 35 per cent duty has been left on them, which is more 
than enough to permit the steel pool, of which again the Carne- 
gie concern is the leading member, to compel American builders 
to pay them the highest price they could safely ask if the im- 
porn of structural steel and iron were cea 4 prohibited. 

tis but mockery to call such changes in the tariff reductions. 
So with the geting 3 of the duty on bicycles from 45 per cent to 
35 per cent. This lower rate will suffice to keep out fo 
bicycles, except for those to whom price is no object, and 
enable the bicycle trusts or pool to continue to deprive hundreds 
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of thousands of American boys.of the opportunity to avail them- 
selves of an innocent, invigorating, and useful amusement. 

From the standpoint of a free trader, or perhaps even from that 
of a tariff-for revenue man, the Wilson billis some improvement 
on the McKinley bill. But it is a very small one. The commit- 
tee haye not even been consistent in striking out specific duties, 
those devices for compelling the poor to pay more than the rich, 
and they have slavishly copied many of the tricks and devices 
which interested parties had put into the McKinley bill, in some 
cases, doubtless, without. the knowledge of the author himself. 
Such, for instance, is the little trick about the rebinding of books, 
which was shorn of its effects in the McKinley bill by the de- 
cision of our courts. It appears again in the Wilson bill, so fixed 
as to pass the courts. Governor McKinley in a recent speech in 
Ohio denounced free traders as theorists and tariff tinkers who 
had got their knowledge out of books. No wonder he wanted to 
tax books. But what could have in duced the scholarly chair- 
man of our Ways and Means Committee, a Democrat and a book 
lover, to not merely continue the odious McKinley tax on books, 
but to make it worse, so that under the provisions of his bill a 
man who has a few stitches put in the binding of an old book 
may be taxed at the rate of a dollar and a quarter ona five-dollar 
book that he might otherwise import for nothing, 

But it is useless now to take up the time ot the House with de- 
tails. Ipro at the proper time tooffer some amendments to 
the bill, in the effort to get some of the protection out of it and 
some real raduction of taxes into it. As I have said, I will vote 
for this billso long asa shred of reduction is left in it; butI object 
to its whole spirit, to the timidity and cowardice that breathes 
throughit, to its tenderness with trusts, andits reluctance to re- 
duce protection. 

Mr. Chairman, the concession. that there can be any vested 
right in the privilege of taxing the many for the benefit of the 
few, and that those who have profited by robbing the people must 
not be shorn of their unjust power too quickly, is a denial of the 
first, principle of Democracy. Theadmission that there could be 
any injury to the country were we to abolish protection. too 
quickly is the admission of the Republican charge that the mere 
talk of reforming the tariff h: brought.disaster. Hither 
protection is good for the country or it is bad. If it is good, wo 
can not have too much of it. If it is bad, we ean not cut, it off 
too quickly or too entirely. 

To admit that there is any good reason for kee up one 
tariff tax other than that of raising revenue; to tthat there 
is any special business or interest entitled to consideration in 
reducing taxes, is to stultify the Democratic position; itis to ad- 
mit that we arse ae attempting to reduce the tariff at all. 

This is the illogical position in which the committee have put 
themselves. They have made a logical and political mistake in 
listening to the.pleas of the beneficiaries of tection, and in- 
stead of the simple, clear-cutmeasure they ht have proposed 
had they tried only to carry out the Democratic platform, they 
have been worrying themselves with the attempt to discover 
what reductions could be made with the least harm to private 
interests. 7 

Can you stamp out fever without lessening the profits of doc- 
tors, nurses, and undertakers? Can you stop: robbery without 
withdrawing the hand of the robber from pockets of the 
robbed? The committee ought not to have listened to the ad- 
vice to deal carefully and tenderly with protected interests, and 
we ought not to. We should not have begun the fight against 
protection unless we were ready to carry it to the end. The Re- 
publican way of making a tarif is simple. It is to impose on 
the people whatever tax is asked for by any one who says such 
a tax would benefit him. The true Democratic way of amend- 
ing a Republican tariff is equally simple. It is to abolish every 
tax any private interest. wants to maintain, For where private 
interests object to the remission of a tax, it is certain that the 
Government is not getting all that that tax costs the people. 

That you can injure industry and hurt labor by n tariff 
taxes too quickly and too completely, I deny. You will injure 
monopoly and hurt trusts; but. you will stimulate industry and 
give labor relief. Take the business in which Lam interested. If 
you put steel rails on the free list, as I intend to move, you will 
not shut up mills; on the contrary, you will open them, for the 
steel-rail pool om then no longer, out of the extra profits the tariff 
gives it, afford to pay for keeping milis idle. There will be greater 
activity anda greater demand for labor in the making of rails. 
And so with structuralsteel. But the benefit will not end there. 
The men engaged in making steel rails and structural steel are but 
ahandful compared with those engaged in laying rails and erect- 
ing buildings and bridges, and even they are few, compared with 
the men such, erections set at work. You will lessen the profits 
ol some of us steel manufacturers, but you will stimulate indus- 
try, give idle labor a chance for employment, and so tend to raise 
wages. 
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Mr. WALKER. The gentleman ought to make it clear as to 
the cost of steel rails as long as he has entered into that subject. 
I understand the gentleman to say that the raw material for the 
steel rails costs $16 a ton and tht it costs $2 a ton to make steel 
rails. Doss the gentleman include in that the interest, wear 
and tear, repairs on plant, ete., or is it simply what it costs in 
the mill after the mill was constructed to make the rajls? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
quite correctly. 

Mr. WALKER. I did not intend to misquote you. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I know that. What I said was that 
the pre of blooms was $16.50. In the process of manufacturing 
steel rails, the bloom is the product immediately preceding the 
finished rail, and from the bloom to the rail it costs $2 a ton. 
That includes all the items the gentleman names. But it does 
not cost Mr. Carnegie that much, because he doesnot start with 
the bloom. You protectionists talk about the reduction in the 

rice of steel rails from S100 a ton down to the present price. 

hat was not due to the tariff, but to the inventions of such men 
as Bessemer and the inventors who followed him, which enable 
the manufacturer to day to start with the ore and coke in the 
blast furnace, and with one heat run it through into the con- 
verter, and from there to the ingot, and from there to the bloom, 
and finish it into a steel rail without stopping once to reheat, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Do you know how many mills there are in 
the world that are making steel rails substantially in the same 
munner as the Carnegie works are making them? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I suppose in this country there are 
but two. There were three, but one is now closed by the l. 
That is the Sparrow's Point Mill I have spoken of. The Cam- 
bria Iron Company are changing their mill; and since you have 
brought. me into. discussion, I wiil say that we are about to 
c our mill, and will do it whether you put steel rails on 
the free list or not. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WALKER. I still want an answer, if it is within the 
gentleman’s knowledge, how many mills there are in the world 
that 2 making steel rails substantially as Mr. Carnegie is mak- 

em? 
. JOHNSON of Ohio. I think probably he has the best 


The gentleman has not quoted me 


mill in the world, but there are six or eight 


Mr. WALKER. How many would there have been if it had 
not been for protection? This industry has had the benefit of 
protection, and under protection Mr. Carnegie has advan the 
manufacture of steel rails in all the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Do you believe that is the result of - 
protection? 

Mr. WALKER. Les; I believe it as much as that you and I 


orn eng: 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Do you believe that our custom- 
houses made the inventions? Why, Bill Jones made most of 
the inventions for Carnegie; and if Bill Jones were living to- 
day he would repudiate your idea. [Applause and laughter on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. WALKER. 
question, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER. I willask the gentleman whether Bill Jones 
had the capital to develop his patents, or whether the capital 
of Mr. Carnegie did not develop and make available, in cheapen- 
ing the cost of steel rails, the patents of Bill Jones. Can not 
he prove thut by Bill Jones? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Bill Jones was no myth. He was 
one of nature’s noblemen. Bill Jones was one of the men who 
stood side by side with us in relieving the people after the Johns- 
town flood, and he helped in that when rich men were shirking. 
[Applause.] Bill Jones furnished the brains and Carnegie fur- 
nished the money that made Carnegie’s mill what it is to-day. 
(Laughter and applause. | z 

Mr. Chairman, what. is true of steel is true of all industries. 
If we could abolish the whole tariff on the Ist of February I do 
not believe there is a single manufacturing industry that would 
close. On the contrary, all that were not purely exotics, kept 
alive by taxes, would be greatly stimulated. Foreigners wo 
want more of our products. and foreign markets would be open 
to our s. Wheat would bring more to the grower, and labor 
would bring more to the laborer. and the masses of our people 
would want and could pay for more manufactured: goods. You 
ean not depress industry and impoverish labor by remitting 
taxes; that is done by imposing taxes. 

Manufactures need no protection. It was not manufacturers 
who settled this country, and were the pioneers of its Western 
growth. It was farmers. Import duties on what is received in 


hope the géntleman will allow me one 


exchange for farm products shipped abroad are equivalent to ex- 
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port duties on those products. If you wantto help manufactures 


8 them. Let the farmers be prosperous and manufactures 

will thrive. It was not the tariff that made Cleveland and To- 

ledo and Cincinnati and St. Louis and Chicago manufacturing 

centers. No seaboard tariff could protect them. It was the 
wth of the western agricultural population. 

Of all the nonsense talked against the reduction of tariff taxes, 
the claim that they benefit the workingman is most transparent. 
The effect of these taxes is to increase the price of everything 
that the workingman sells his libor for, since the money he gets 
is only the medium with which he obtains what is the real ob- 
jectof hislabor. Granted, which is only trueinacomparatively 
ee cases, that such taxes increase the profits of his employer. 
Do employers pay larger wages when they getlargerproiits? I 
do not lacghterk: and even philanthropists do not. : 

Take Mr. Andrew Carnegie, who gives like a prince out of 
the millions the tariff has enabled him to take from his fellow- 
citizens. He gives like a prince from his more than princely 
income, but he does not raise wages unless he has to. Before 
he started for Jerusalem afew days ago, he utilized the tariff to 
refstabiish the steel-rail pool and pay other manufacturers to 
shut up their works and throw their men out of employment; 
then a general cut in wages was made in all his great establish- 
ments; and then he announced himself ready to give as much as 
$5,000 a day to feed the unemployed in Pittsburg—a place that, 
if there were any truth in the theory that protection is good for 
labor, ought to be avery paradise for wor men. Now,which 
is best for labor, plenty of charity soup-houses or plenty of em- 
ployment? There is the question between protection and free 
trade. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Why should we fear free trade? Why should we talk of it as 
some deadly drug of unknown power that can only be introduced 
slowly into the social system? Is not this the greatest free- 
trade country in the world? Ifaforeign enemy were to cut the 
railroads between Pennsylvania and New York, or blockade the 
lake trade between Ohio and Michigan, would we listen to those 


who told us that we must be careful not to reopen freedom of 


trade too Laan 

All this talk about injuring industries and depriving working- 
men of employment by reducing taxes too fast is protectionist 
talk, and the true place for the man who believes it is in the Re- 
publican party. We heard it all before election, and if we did 
not believe it then, why should we believe it now? The major- 
ity of American voters did not believe it then, or Mr. Cleveland 
would not be in the White House, and we would not have a 
a top et 

Mr. Chai there is no use in my wasting effort on gentle- 
men like the stoner of the minority report who still think a 
tariff an invention for taxing foreigners, and that the way to 
raise wages is to let employers impose what taxes they want to. 
But I wish to address myself directly to my fellow Democrats. 

I believe the result of the next election hangs on the action of 
this House in this matter. We Democrats were sent here as the 
result of what the committee have truly styled the ‘‘ fullest and 
meist thorough debate ever given by any people to their fiscal 

licy.” We met the Republicans on this tariif question and de- 

eated them. All that the trusts and rings and protected inter- 
ests could do against us was done, but we triumphed so over- 
whelmingly that for the moment the Republican party seemed 
to be destroyed. What would be the result of a similar election 
to-morrow? The November elections have told us we would be 
beaten out of sight. And the reason of this is that we havedone 
nothing to redeem our pledges or shown any dispostion to do so. 

The time may have p: very pleasantly with us, meditating 
on what we should do after awhile, and listening to gentlemen 
who tell us how dreadful it would be if we did not keep on aying 
the bounties and maintaining the war ships and suppo 
the useless officials the Republicans saddied us with, and how 
even still more dreadful it would be if we were too quick in cut- 
ting off Republican tixation, and wereto happen to cut off more 
than the people who have to pay it like. But with wheat at 50 
cents a bushel and soup-houses in every city, the masses who 
feel the burden are in no mood for delay. It is only a matter of 
months now when the elections will be onagain. If we do not 
want - be politically swamped we must act quickly and act 
strongly. 

I am far from asserting that the bottom cause of the present 
distress is the tariff. It is something greater than that—it is 
the monopolization of land, the natural opportunity of all em- 
ployment, the naturil prerequisite of all wealth, and such dis- 
tress must recur again until we come to the only true mode of 
raising revenue, the only full free trade—the single tax. Buta 
gae and sharp reduction of taxation and breaking down of the 

and monopolies that have grown up from the Republican 
tariff will give large present relief and start again the wheels of 
industry. The people who elected us demand some measure of 


relief; not something cautious and slow, but something quick 
and large. Our danger is not in reducing taxes too far and fast; 
it is in not reducing them far enough and fastenough. Itis the 
part of political sagacity for us to cut off taxes so quickly as to 
make the head of every trust in the country swim. 

It is bad porus to ignore the friends who voted for you in 
order to please enemies who opposed you. That is what the 
majority of the committee have done in Lb, ales such a pro- 
tectionist bill. What have they gained by their“ moderation ”? 
Simply the sneers of the minovity. Every Republican member 
will oppose their bill; every Republican paper will denounce it; 
every ring and trust will fight it just as strongly. just as bit- 
terly, ps as persistently as they would oppose the bill that I 
would likə to introduce. That bill would bə short and simple. 
It would read: 

Sec. 1, All import duties and corresponding internal-revenue 
duties are hereby abolished. and all officials engaged in collect- 
ing such duties are hereby discharged. 

Src. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
sell all custom-houses and revenue cutters, and pay the proceeds 
into the Treasury. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect immediately. 

Such a bill would excita no more protectionist opposition than 
this poor, timid, little Wilson bill will. But it would not be 
sneered at, and it would arouse a mighty support, that this bill 
can not get. 

Sucha bill as that I do not hope for now, but if we want tosee 
another 8 5 let = sane up tothe platform of our 
party, and retaining what free list the committee have proposed 
add to it such things as steel rails and bicycles, and strike out all 
the protection they have filled into the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, it is political folly for us to be timid about 
cutting down protection. The men who beseech Congress not 
to reduce duties will only laugh at our concessions and hate us 
as much for a reduction of 1 per cent as for that of 100 per cent. 
They represent the class we defeated in 1892. We fought them 
like lions on the stump and defeated them then. Why should 
we like lambs listen to their appeals for a longer time to rob our 
constituents, in order to put part of the money in the next Re- 
publican election fund, as they surely will do? It is political 
folly for us to be timid about cutting down protection. we do 
not do that so quickly and decidedly as to give the masses relief 
no Democrat will again for many a day fill the Speaker's chair 
or occupy the White House. We will be beaten, and will de- 
Ale. Cleveland missed the gold portunity to give quick 

r. e goldenop ty to give quick re- 
sponse to the popular will 5 — calling us together to abolish 
protection on the day of his inauguration. The serious question 

whether it can now be done in time to have effect before the 
next election. If it can not, the Democratic party will lose one 
branch of Congress if not two, and will begin its travels into the 
wilderness again, to stay there, I hope, till a party having the 
courage of Democratic conviction arises. 

In the timid course we have hitherto pursued, and that is out- 
lined in this bill, we are estranging the men who inevery doubt- 
ful State and district hold the balanceof power. One important 
body of these men, important in their growing numbers and more 
important in their inteligence and intiuence—the single-tax- 
ers—you ean count on supporting youso long as they can not get 
a more radical party; for they support, not men nor Baca but 
a principle. Yet they dislike a whitewashed protectionist more 
than they do a thorough-going one, and will turn againstatimid 
Democracy the moment they can get a real Democrat to vote for. 
And there is a great class whom you-can not count on—those 
who have no settled conviction on the tariff question, many of 
whom voted for you in 1392 because they felt a deep wrong some- - 
S and Ferre a change. A spl — 

ow, in hesitating to carry out the party's pledges, in admit- 
ting that we must go slow and easy in Abollching rotection, and 
that disaster would follow if we cut away too much taxation, you 
are showing them that Democrats do not believe what the Dem- 
ocratic platform said, but do e ee what the Republican 

latform said. Can you wonder that, as the November election 
indicated these men will believe the Republicans that the suf- 
fering and distress are, as they assert, the result of the Demo- 
cratic victory, and the next change they seek will be to send us 
to private life? 

I know that there are many Democrats here who are not in 
rhe mye Aha the Democratic platform, and are at heart pro- 
tectionists. The part of political wisdom for them is to go over 
to the Republican party where, in the struggle now beginni 
over economic issues, they really belong. But while they re- 
main with the Democracy they must share its fate; and whether 
they may deem it politically wise or foolish for the Democracy 
to have this fight against protection, they must certainly 
see that the only safety now is in going 8 
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But at the worst thereare some of us who believe what we have 
professed, and to whom Democracy means nothing if it does not 
mean free trade. Let us at least stand together to cut the pro- 
tectionism out of this bill. If wecan notsucceed, we can at least 
show our hands. There is political destruction in timidity. The 
only political safety is in courage. [Applause.] > 

r. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman has given us the 
bill thathe would like to enact, repealing all the present revenue 
laws; will he bə kind enough now to give us also the brief bill he 
would put in their place to raisa revenue for the support of the 
Government? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Oh, yes. I would put the tax upon 
the monopolization of natural opportunies; upon land values irre- 
spective of improvement—the values which are created by the 
community and which the community have the first right to. 


E j R 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I know itis a long way from a protec- 
tive tariff to the single tax, but I want to make the start. Of all 
the known methods of raising revenue the worst is a tariff, and 
of all tariffs the worst is a protective tariff. 

The best of all taxes is the one I have indicated—the single 
tax. I will vote with you, gentlemen, on every step between the 
worst and the best. If, on the way, you want an income tax, I 
will vote for it, though I do not like income taxes. But any tax 
on what men have is better than a tax on whatmen need. [Ap- 
plause.] Any tax on wealth in any form is better than a tax on 
consumption in any form. I am far from charging that our 
present difficulties—this great depression through which we are 
ponera due to the actsof either ee party. Ido not be- 
ieve that the tariff cuts anything like the figure in this distress 
that people generally give it credit for. 
We have to look further than that to find the cause, for there 

is no civilized country on the globe, except perhaps New Zea- 
land, where the single tax has been begun, that is not suffering 
at this time from depression. We must look further than tariffs. 
But the measure I would propose in answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois would go to the heart of this world-wide question, 
would solve the labor problem—itis the single tax. [Prolonged 
applause on the Democratic side.] 


EXHIBIT A. 
1 


This t, made this 2ist day of November, A. D. 1893, by and be- 
tween Ro F. Kennedy, party of the first part, and F. W. Wood. receiver 
of the Maryland Steel oer ag fl party of the second witnesseth: 
Whereas the said Robert F. 3 of the first part, is desirous cf 
purchasing of the said F. W. Wood, ver, party of the second part, 300,000 
tons of first quality railway bars of present standard sections, none of which 
shall weigh less than 50 pounds to the yard and of the weights and patterns 
as the party of the first part shall hereafter, from time to time, during 
the continuance of this contract determine, and the said F. W. Wood, receiver, 
E of the second is desirous of selling the same to the said Robert 
Kennedy. party o 


the first part. 
, in consideration of the premises and a further consideration of 81, 


First. That the said Robert F. Kennedy, party of the first part, hereby 

of the second t, and 

paa hereby sells to the 

rt, the said 300,000 tons of first 

ty ( e railway bars of 50 pounds to 

and upwards, at the peos or sum of $25 per ton (2,240 pounds) upon 
terms tions: 


Second. The deliveries of the said railway bars shall be in twelve equal 
monthly portions of 25,000 each, and said delivery shall commence in Janu- 
ary, 1894, and continue in like monthly portions of 25.000 tons per month till 
the completion of this contract. Thesaid Robert F. Kennedy agrees to Pay 
for the said monthly 3 or tions of 25,000 tons at the rate o 
per ton, as follows: One-half of said price to be paid in advance when and 
as he shall furnish spe 8 on shipping phage ens 7 5 said 7 5 — 
the remaining one- of said price upon the 10th day of the month nex 

the month in which said bars are delivered. 

Third. The said Robert F. Kenned: ny of the first part, shall on or be- 
fore the ist day of December, A. D. 1 on or before the first day of each 
suc month, up to and inclu November 1, 1894, furnish the F. 
W. W. receiver. * of the second part. with written specifications and 
shipping tions for the 25,000 tons of railway bars that is to be furnished un- 

der contract during the month next succeeding the month on which such 

notice shall be given (it being the intention that the party of the second part 
shall have at least one month's notice of the itications, etc., on each 
month's shipments previous to the month in which delivery is to be made) 
and in case the said Robert F. Kennedy, party of the first part, shall neglect 
or fail to furnish such specifications an: pping directions as aforesaid, 
on or before the first day of the respective months, as herein specified, then, 
in every such case, this contract shall be considered as abrogated in so far 
as it tes to the purchase and sale of 25,000 tons of railway bars purchased 
and sold for delivery in the month next ensuing the month in which notice 
should have been given, as aforesaid, on the first day thereof. It being un- 
derstood that this default of notice shall apply to the whole 25,000 tons which 
is to be delivered in any month and in every case of the failure by the said 

Robert F. Kennedy, party of the Lon ae to give to the party of the second 

part the notice of 8 cations and shipping directions as hereinbefore pro- 

vided, then the said Robert F. Kennedy, party of the first shall be 
sidered in default of his contract for the month for which he so fails and on 
the month for which he so fails to 


con- 


so in default, then this contract shall be construed as having been fully car- 
ried out by both the parties hereto up to the last day of the month (and in- 
* the same) for which settlement and penalty for default has been 


It is to be understood, however, that if the said Robert F. Kennedy, par 
of the first part, shall fail to make payment on the 10th day of the mon 
next ensuing the month for which he has failed to give notice of specifica- 
tions, ete., as aforesaid, or if he shall fail to make payment on the ith day 
of the month succeeding the month in which any deliveries shall be made of 
railway bars under the terms of this contract, then in such case the said F. 
W. Wood, receiver, party of-the second part, shall have the right to cancel 
this contract, and upon his written notice elves by the said party of the sec- 
ond part, to the party of the first part, of his, the said F. W. Wood, receiver, 
pay of the second part, election to so cancel this contract by reason of the 

ailure of the party of the first part to comply with these conditions, this 
contract shall determine, cease, and end, and immediately thereupon shall 
be due and payable by the said party of the first part, to the party ofthe 
second part, a penalty equal to $5,000 per month for each and every month 
intervening between the month for which the last settlement had been made 
under this contract and the month of January, 1895, which penalty shall at 
once be collectable. 

Fourth. In consideration of the payment herein provided to be made the 
party of the second part hereby agrees not to manufacture, during the con- 
tinuance of this contract, any railway bars of 50 pounds weight to the yard, 
and upwards, except such as he manufactures under this contract for the 
* of the 1 8 gabe : 

Fifth. If the said party of the first part shall well and truly pay to the said 
PET of the second part the contract price of 85 per ton for all railway bars 

elivered in accordance with his specifications and shipping directicns, or 
shall pay all penalties that may or shall accrue under this contract, for de- 
fault in not furnis' specifications and shipping directions, then in such 
case all further liability under this contract shall cease and end. 

Sixth. This agreement shall be binding upon the executors, administra- 
tors, successors, or assigns of the parties hereto. 

In witness whereof the said parties hereto have hereunto set their hands 
and seals the day and year aforesaid. = 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence ot 


2. 


EARNSHAW VS, THE MARYLAND STEEL COMPANY. 
In cireuit court No, 2 of Baltimore City. 


To the honorable the judge of circuit court No. 2 of Baltimore City: 


c tition of Frederick W. Wood, receiver in the above cause, respect - 
y shows: 

I. That he has been offered the contract filed herewith, by which said con- 
tract the Maryland Steel Sopy would btm of 300,000 tons of stcel rails 
during the year 1894, in monthly deliveries of 25,000 tons, at the price of 25 
per ton. delivered free on board at Sparrows Point. 

IL. That there would be a profit on said contract much greater than in an: 
other manner the works for the manufacture of steel rails could be carri 
on by the plant of the Maryland Steel Company, 

III. That it would be greatly for the interest of all parties of the - 
land Steel Company, either as creditors or as stockholders, that the said 
contract should be entered into by your petitioner, and he prays your honor 
to pass an order in the premises authorizing yourpetitioner to execute said 
contract. 

And as, etc. 

J. ALEXANDER PRESTON, 
: Attorney for Petitioner. 

FREDERICK W. Woon, Receiver. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, a justice ‘of the peace of said State 
in and for said city, this 22d day of November, 1893. 
GEORGE McCAFFRAY, 
Justice of Peace, 


Ordered by the court, this 22d day of November, 1893, that Frederick W. 
Wood, receiver of the Maryland Steel Company, be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and empowered to execute the contract filed herewith as part of 
this petition, and marked Exhibit R. F. K.” 

PERE L. WICKES. 


Mr. DALZELL was recognized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] proceeds, Mr. Chairman, I understand that he 
may desire a little more time than would be accorded to him un- 
der the arrangement, and I ask unanimous consent that he be 
permitted to speak without limit. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the election of 1892, which 
resulted in the ascendency in all branches of the Government of 
the Democratic party, worked a political revolution in this coun- 
try. It stripped of power the party whose rule has been coinci- 
dent with the most brilliant chapter in our history, and to whose 
liberal and progressive policy we owe the most beneficent results 
that have been achieved in the onward march of the Republic. 

On the other hand it clothed with authority a political party 
that during this generation has known nothing of the responsi- 
bilities and has had none of the experiences of [Sinaia ng ein 
whose retirement from power a third of a cen ago is p- 
erably connected with the attempted overthrow of the Constitu- 
tion and dismemberment of the Union, in order to build an 
empire upon the corner-stones of slavery and free trade. In the 
light of recent and existing events it is impossible of belief that 
this revolution was the result of careful thought and delibera- 
tion on the part of the American people. 

No sooner had the smoke of partisan conflict risen, and the 
result of their action been revealed to them, than a crisis ensued, 
amongst the most appalling in our economic history. All our 
industries suffered immediate collapse, trade, foreign and domes- 
tic, became paralyzed, the ghost of distrust stalked threate 


in all the avenues of commerce, and fear fell on all men, rich an 
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poor alike. Asa people we walk to-day in the valley of desola- 
tion. 

Furnace fires have gone out, and fires upon humble hearth- 
stones as well, while throughout all our borders factory and 
workshop and the various implements and appliances of indus- 
try remain idle and unused. Hungry and homeless men and 
women and children, hopeless of the future, shivering amid the 
blasts of winter, appeal to a benevolence that taxed to its utter- 
most can not make satisfactory answer. Worse even than that, 
if possible, the desperation of the unemployed nerves some of 
them to the open advocacy of political doctrines at war with the 
canonsof civil freedom, threatening the stability of social order, 
and presenting problems whose solution call for all the resources 
of a Wise, conservative, and patriotic statesmanship. 

DEMOCRATIC INCOMPETENCE, 

To these complications that disturb our and make us 
fearful of the future, must be added the fact that the doubts en- 
gendered by Democratic accession to power have been justified 
and aggravated by experience of Democratic rule. In the few 
months that the dominant party has held the reins of Govern- 
ment it has proved itself conspicuously incompetent to deal with 
a single important question presented by the responsibilities of 
civil administration. The Executive, with an ignorance of the 
limitations of his office, inexcusable in an intelligent American 
citizen, has usurped the functions of Congress, not to meetany exi- 
gency or for any justifiable end, but to undertake, and miserably 
fail in, a foreign puo which would be 8 if it were not 
contemptible. pplause on the Republican side.] 

A member of his Cabinet, trained in an environment which, 
whatever his character may be, necessarily disqualified him for 
any position that has to deal with the men who saved his coun- 
try, demonstrated how unfair the policy of the Democratic 
party can be in its hostility to the Union soldier. 

This House has been organized on the basis of antebellum 
days, so that the section of country which is least familiar with 
American industries and enterprise dominates the policy of 
the nation, while it doles out as of yore to its servile Northern 
5 ent the crumbs that fall from the party table. [Ap- 
plause. 

In this deplorable condition of things, clouds and darkness all 
around us, what do those who rule our destinies propose by way 
of relief? 

AN INFAMOUS BILL, 

A tariff bill that if enacted, I predict posterity will pronounce 
the most infamous legislative crime of our history. Instead of 
relief it brings aggravation. To the manufacturer whose idle 
capital is bringing him no returns, whose plant disuse is depre- 
ciating, and whose income has been sadly narrowed or entirely 
cut off, it offers the deceptive lure of free raw materials and the 
ianis fatuus of the world’s markets, while it strips him of the 
ability to compete in any market and be just to his employés. 
To the farmer it offers instead of protection an enlarged com- 
petition from abroad in the products of his farm; instead of a 
vast and growing home market, a market abroad in which his 
increased surplus can not but degrade prices. 

To the cry of the laboring man clamoring for work at Ameri- 
can wage rates, totheend that he, his wife and his children shall 
live like Americans, its brutal answer is, lower wages or war 
with your employer. And for the empty American Treasury, 
depleted beyond the power to meet current expenses, what re- 
lief? Oh, shame to tell it! further depletion by reducing na- 
tional revenues by from seventy to one hundred million dollars 
perannum. To be made up how? By an issue of bonds in time 
of peace; by laying on the backs of the American people, now 
of all times least able to bear them, direct taxes never hereto- 
fore in all our experience sought to be justified save amid the 
roar of cannon and the clash of arms. 

UNNECESSARY: ADEQUACY AND BENEFICENCE OF EXISTING LAW. 

If this bill, instead of being a monstrosity, were wise in its pro- 
visions, its enactment at this time would be unwise. Underthe 
most favorable circumstances, even in prosperous times, a re- 
vision of our tariff laws inevitably unsettles business, and re- 
quires a general readjustment to meet new conditions. 

Why, then, I ask, in the present exigency, in this period of 
distress and uncertainty, induce further complications by change 
of our revenue system? Is it the part of wise statesmanship to 
ignore its surroundings and blindly push to legislation in the 
abstract, merely to exploit a theory; or should it in imitation of 
& b2neficent power“ temper the wind to the shorn lamb”? 

Does any necessity exist for the enactment of the law pro- 
posed? I answer emphatically, no. The existing tariff ik 
meets all the demands of the Government and of the people, 
and in its relstion to national prosperity has proved itself the 
wisest ever written upon our statute books. It has been ma- 
ligned, abused, pu: pozely misrepresented and misunderstocd. 


But no intelligent man willing to give its operation honest ex- 
amination will be misled into condemning it. 

It has fully answered every object intended by its framers and 
justified in all particulars the wisdom of its enactment. The 
reason for its passage was a surplus in the Treasury. While 
other nations were seeking objects to tax, we were sokng sub- 
jects for exemption. So wisely were its scheđules de that 
our revenues were reduced so as adequately to meet our needs, 
but not beyond the limit of safety. Its opponents predicted 
that it would ruin our foreign trade. Their predictions have 
been falsified. Under its operation our foreign trade has in- 
creased to enormous proportions—proportions never before 
dreamed of in the history of the nation. 

While our imports in 1890 were $789,310,409, they were in 1891 
$844,916,196, an increase of $55,605,787; and in 1892, $827,402,462, 
an increase over 1890 of $38,092,053. 

While our exports in 1890 were $845,293,828, they were in 1891 
$872,270,283, an increase of $26,976,455; and in 1892 they reached 
the enormous sum of $1,015,732,011, an increase over 1890 of 
$170,438,183. And with this immense trade our free list has 
been the largest in our experience. The percentage of free im- 
ports in 1891 was 54 per cent. 

Under no previous tariff was any such proportion of free im- 
ports kuown. Under the tariff of 1824 our free imports amounted 
only to 5% per cent; under the tariff of 1833 only to 24t per cent; 
under the tariff of 1842 only to 26} per cent; under the low tariff 
of 1846 to but 12 per cent or thereabouts, and under the tariff of 
1857 to only 18 per cent. Prior to the election of 1892, and the 
threat that it implied of tariff reduction, there had been fewer 
idle men, more work at remunerative wage rates, more happy 
homes, contented people, and better attended schools than were 
ever known in any previous period of our career as a people. 

Under the fostering care of this wise law new industries have 
sprung up, enlarging the field for both capital and labor, substi- 
tuting home for foreign goods, and pouring into the channels of 
our own trade, to the enrichment of our own people, millions of 
money that theretofore had gone abroad, to the enrichment of 
other peoples. I shall not go into this matter at length, but 
choose only for illustration a single example. 

Had it no other monument the American tin-plate industry 
would alone forever proclaim the wisdom and beneficence of 
our existing tariff law. The establishment of that industry has 
multiplied the opportunies for thousands toenjoy the advantages 
belonging to the social conditions of our American life. 

The production of American tin plates in the first quarter of 
the establishment of the industry ending September 30, 1891, 
was 826,922 pounds; in the quarter ending June 30, 1893, less 
than two years after, 39,543,587 pounds, or forty-eight times: 
greater in that quarter than in the first. Has the industrial 
world ever known a more magnificent tribute tothe beneficence 
of law than that? 

And withal, under the provisions of this law prices to the 
consumer have been cheapened. Read the evidence given be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee in the two weeks so grudg- 
ingly given to the discussion of the industries of seventy millions 
of people. Capitalist and laborer, Democrat and Republican, 
even the importers, all agree to the proposition that prices have 
been lowered under the tariff act of 1890, while wages have been 
maintained. 

Let me quote to you the testimony of an educated and intel- 
ligent English free trader traveling in this country. I refer 
to Mr. Lascelles Carr, editor of the Western Mail, published 
at Cardiff, Wales. 

He says: 

The more I see of this wonderful country and the further my inquiries 
reach, the more satisfied I am thatit is the paradise of the workingman, and 
especially of the working woman. Wages are high and the cost of living 
comparatively low. The margin between the amount of money necessary 
for a bare subsistence and the ordinary wage rate is larger than anywhere 
elseinthe world. If a wor! and his wife and family were content 
here to live as they live in England, they could save money very rapidly. 
But they are not so content. Except in the matter of house accommodation 
their circumstances are in every respect better than are those of their Eng- 
lish brethren; they eat better and more varied food; they dress better; 
they have at least as good means of education and other sources of intel- 
lectual and social recreation. They are free from any sense of the indignity 
ot labor. Class distinctions are practically unknown. 

In another letter, he says: 


Ihave several times alluded to the condition of the workingman in this 
country. The further my inquiries extend the more convinced I become 
that the real truth of the matter is that in this country a workman earns 
nearly twice as much as he would in England, and the cost of his li , OX- 
cept the matter of rent and clothing, is about the same. Even in the 
matter of clothing the differenceis not great, e in so far as it is brought 
about by the general use of much better clothing by the artisan in this coun- 
try than in England. As for the rate of wages prevailing here, the waiter at 
my table to-night told me he was an Englishman who had settled in America 
for ten years. His earnings, he said, were double what they were in the old 
country, and whereas his wife, a forewoman in the scarf department of 
Messrs. Morley, in London, earned Bs. a week. here in P elphia, in a 
similar capacity, she earned $10 (over 40s.) a week. and had all Saturday and 
one other afternoon in the week to herself. What nonsense to compare the 
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condition of this family with that of an waiter in England, and 
say the Philadelphia man is worse off because he has to pay 5s. a week more 
rent! It is true he does pay an increased rent here, but what does that mat- 
ter when, as a matter of fact, he lets off enough of his house to leave him 
rent free. 
as I have done of late amongst all classes of Republican workmen 
Mixing foe 


11 
ise who believe that the result of the recent Democratic victory in this 
of tariff reform, will result in any meas- 


Revolution, and so the chairman of the committee character- 

ized this bill in his h opening this debate. 
But to continue, Mr. Carr further says: 

Iam, as you know, a convinced free trader. Protection is to me an eco- 
nomic heresy, the fraud and folly of which are capable of tical 
demonstration—demonstration as eer con as that by which 
the solution of a problem in Euclid is arri at. And yet throughout the 
length and breadth of this vast continent one is almost daily brought face 
to face with solid. indisputable facts that seem to give the lie to the soundest 
and most universally accepted axioms of poli eco; 2 

Let me give you just one example. Under the shadow of a stringent pro- 
tective tariff the manufacture of paper was commenced in the United States, 
Paper is still subject to a heavy import duty. According to our theories 
that ought to enhance its price to the consumer in this country. As a mat- 
ter of fact the New York 5 yd proprietors buy their news“ at a less 
3 which it could bes to them in London, and some of 

e pa 


try. 
without the aid of a protective tariff it is fntile—nay, it is an impertinence— 


d y tio tity of labor. Andit 
pmsl pete SETTA P 1 of bie cal ae 5 b. e on it apply to 
many of the other industries which are such colossal propentions 
throughout the length and breadth of the land. 

This gentleman called on the President of the United States. 
2 respect to this call he relates, amongst other things, this 

ent: 

Wh f thi ts told the President cha 
Saas Thad come ee Wakes 40 lone tec eames on the tia:place wuska whee 
the Republican party declared to have been established under their protect. 
ive tariff, he replied, * Well, Mr. Carr, when you do find them be sure and 
let me know their exact location, for we have been searching for these tin- 
plate works for some years now and have failed to find them.” 

If the President's Secretary of the Treasury had peony 
made public the reports of the Government agent charged wit: 
the returns of this industry the ignorance of the President 
would not have been so dense and conspicuous. But there are 
none so blind as those who will not see. Let me illustrate. 

T have a letter from a constituent of mine. He isan humble 
man who earns his bread in the sweat of his face. He writes 
me: 

ti t the World's Fair, Chi „there is 

ents e Busing he Wore Ta ca aes a 
England. . which I noticed a large show card These are du- 
piona ot harness made by our firm for Mr. Grover Cleveland, the Presi- 

t of the United States. was impossible for me to read this card with- 
out a protest in behalf of American products and man Ts, consider- 
ing the above advertisement at our present crisis an ins It to the American 
mechanics. Have we no hides or barks or tanneries, malleable fron foun- 
Gries, silver-platers, or harness-makers in this country? 
President and the Democratic cond Pyle not been to discover a tin- 
plate factory up to date. but there is no earthly excuse for them when it 
comes to leather and its products. 

Any man chosen by the suffrages of the American people to 
be their Chief Magistrate who can not find as the product of 
American skill and American labor good enough harness for his 
horses, but must go to England therefor, would not be able to see 
an American tin-plate factory, though it covered an hundred 
acres of ground. (Applause on the Republican side.] 

I shall not pursue subject any further. Isubmit that, hav- 
ing regard to all the requirements of a tariff law in its relation 
to governmental revenue upon the one hand, and in its relation 
to national and individual prosperity on the other, the proposi- 
tion must stand as established that no necessity exists for inter- 


ference with our existing law. 
If, then, I am right in Tg that under present conditions 
it is unwise to pass this bill, and if my proposition is proven that 


no material governmental or popular interest calls for its pas- 
sage, we are brought face to face with the inquiry: Upon what 
ground can its passage be asked for or justified? 

PROTECTION CONSTITUTIONAL, 

It is claimed by the Democratic majority that it came here by 
virtue of a demand upon the part of the American people that 
the doctrines of the Chicago platform of 1892 should be em- 
bodied in legislation, and that this bill meetsthat demand. Is 


that true? 
The W of the Chicago platform on the subject of tariff 
is very explicit. It says: 
We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that 
the Federal Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect 
tariff duties, except for the purpose of revenue only. 


In the light of the majority’s claim and of this party declara- 
tion, I propose now briefly to address myself to two questions: 

First. Is protection unconstitutional? 

Second. 
enue on y? 

One would suppose, in the light of our history, that the ques- 
tion as to the constitutional power of the Federal Government to 
levy duties for the protection of American interests was not an 
open one. Nothing short of the declaration by a great party in 
its national platform to the contrary would justify an argument 
on the subject. And in the limited time allowed here for debate 
I can not hope to do more than state, and briefly refer to, some of 
the propositions in support of the constitutionality of protection, 
and quote a few only out of the almost innumerable authori- 
ties upon the subject. 

I submit the following propositions: 

1. The American Union was founded originally to secure in- 
dustrial protection. 

2. The right to secure it was an original right in each of the 
individual States as inherent in those States as is the right of 
self-defense in the individual. 

3. Without any intention to abrogate such right it was ceded 
to the General Government when the Union was formed. 

4, The power to secure it is expressly included in the taxing 
clause of the Constitution. 

5. It is just as expressly included in the power to regulate com- 
merce. 

6. Contemporaneous construction of the Constitution by its 
makers proves its existence. 

7. Acentury and more of its exercise adds to the proof. 

8. The opinions of all our statesmen, with scarcely an excep- 
tion, from the beginning till now afflrms it. 

9. And so dothe decisions of our highest tribunal, the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

We owe our national existence to the necessity of protection 
for our home industries. Long before any American of the 
eighteenth century had dreamed of an independent nation on 
this side of the Atlantic, the necessity for relief from the in- 
dvstrial thraldom of Great Britain had made itself apparent. 
The story of the American Revolution is primarily a story of re- 
volt against industrial wrongs. Pursuit by the colonists of that 
simple economic law which induces a man to utilize his own, 
not to buy, beg. or borrow when he possesses, was forbidden by the 
English Parliament in the selfish interest of English products. 
English by blood, and heirs of English traditions, we come well 


by our protective policy. The long and brilliant story of Brit- 
ish conquest and tish wealth illustrates on every page per- 
sistent and rous protection to her home industries. 


From 1699 forward, British legislation was directed to the 
stifling of native industries in the American colonies, and re- 
sulted at last in the American Revolution. We could not abide 
that we should not be allowed to develop our own resources and 
become our own manufacturers. [can not better sum up the 
whole matter than it is summed up in the words of Daniel Web- 
ster: 

If we go back— 

Said he— 


to the history of the Constitution, and of the Convention which adopted 
it, we shall find that everywhere, when masses of men were assembled and 
the wants of the 2 were brought furth into prominence, the idea was 
held up that domestic industry could not . Manufactures and the 
mec’ c arts could not advance, the ition of the common country 


Georgi oe gis to be had in 

duty to the protection of American labor and industry. 

I defy the man— 

He continued— 
in any degree conversant with history,in any degree acquainted with the 
annals of this country from 1787 to the adoption of the Constitution in 1789, 
to say that this was not a leading, I may almost say. the leading motive, 
South as well as North, for the formation of the new Government. With- 
out that provision in the Constitution it could never have been adopted. 


The demand for protection was the motive for the new con- 
stitution. Prior to its adoption the aight of protection existed 
in and was exercised the individual States. My own State 
of Pennsylvania, as early as 1785, passed a protective tariff act, 
and in the light of the experience of to-day there is wisdom to 
be found in its preamble. It says: 


Whereas divers useful and beneficial arts and manufactures have been 
gradually introduced into Ivania, and the same have at length risen 
to a very considerable extent and perfection, insomuch that during the late 
war between the United States of America and Great Britain. when the im- 
portation of European goods was much interrupted and often very dificult 
and uncertain, the artisans and mechanics of the State were able to supply, 
in the hours of need, not only large quantities of weapons and other imple- 
ments. but also ammunition and clothing. without which the war could not 
have been carried on, whereby their oppressed country was greatly bene- 
fited and relieved. 

Src. 2. And whereas, although the fabrics and manufactures of Europe 
and other foreign parts, imported into this country in times of peace, may 


this bill propose a tariff for the purpose of rev- 
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be offered at cheaper rates than they can be made here, yet policy and 
a regard for the well- of divers useful and industrious citizens who are 
of goods in this State demand of us that mod- 


purpose, etc. 

The whole doctrine of protective tariff as the Republican party 
advocates it to-day is contained in that preamble. 

Mr. BRYAN. at is the date of that? 

Mr. DALZELL. Seventeen hundred and eighty-five. The 
introduction into this country free of duty of those things with 
which we do not compete and the protection of the home market 
and the home producer by levying duties on those things that 
we do or can make here. From that day to this Pennsylvania 
has never swerved in her loyalty to that principle. In 1785 she 
was found following after the banner of protection, and she is 
found following after it to-day. Only a few days ago, in a State 
election, where no national issue was necessarily involved, but 
where the people of Pennsylvania believed that their voice 
might be potent in this House with to the great issue 
which it was then considering, she rolled up the magnificent 
majority of nearly 138,000 for the party of protection, and I ven- 
ture the prediction that within a month, when she comes to 
select a Congressman-at-large to take part in our deliberations 


here, her majority e fey Oth continued loyalty to the cause 
w ges well towards 200,000. [Applause on the Republican 
e. 


It is impossible of belief that the Colonies gave up such power 
as that of protection to the Federal Government, and that that 
Government does not now possess it. Let me quote an authority 
upon this subject that no Democrat will call in question. 

Andrew Jackson said: 


imports originally 
States. The right to adjust those duties witha view to the encouragement of 
domestic branches of industry isso completely identical with Saige seins ma 


rela —— having 
thus entirely parme from the States, the right toexercise it for the purpose 
oes not exist in them: and consequently if it be not possessed 


and destructive policy which 
surely can not be the case; this sable power thus surrendered by 
the States, must be within the scope of the authority on the subjectexpressly 
delegated to Congress. 

In this conclusion Iam confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents 
Was n. Jefferson, Madison. and Mo: who have each repeatedly rec- 
ommended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uni- 


form practice of Congress. the continued acquiescence of the States, and the 


general understanding of the people. 


Article I, section 8, of the Constitution is in these words: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, i an 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense an: A er 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises 

be uniform throughout the United States. 


In terms, then, Congress has express power to tax by means 
ofimpost duties. This power is either limited or unlimited—that 
is to say, it is either an absolute power to levy duties, or it is a 

wer to le 3 them with the limitation that they shali be to pa; 

e debts and provide for the common defense and general — 5 
fare of the United States. 

Whether the grant of power be limited or unlimited will not 
in this matter affect the result. If the power be an unlimited 
one, then, in accordance with the principle laid down by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the Loan tion 
vs. Topeka [20 Wallace, 655] “in determining for what objects 
taxation can properly be employed, regard may be had to the 
practice of the Government as tacitly ratified by the acquies- 
cence of the le: and uses that havecustomarily been treated 
as pub io in Eng 
latures may be presumed to deserve the character which the 
have so long borne, unless they are manifestly at variance with 
the letter and spirit of the Constitution.” 

The question thenis, whether at the time of the adoption of 
the Constitution any other object than the raising of revenue 
was recognized as the legitimate function of tariff duties. To 
this there can be but one answer. Tarif duties have been by 
all nations, from time immemorial, recognized as an available 
and proper means to regulate commerce. They have been used 
as a means of retaliation in trade between various nations, as a 
means of reciprocity, as a means of prohibition, and for the ac- 
complishment of various ends. It is matter of history that in 
our relations with Great Britain, the power of the English par- 
liament to levy t xes was recognized by the colonies so long as 
the taxes were regulations of commerce; when they were levied 
for revenue then the Revolution followed. 

Nor does it make any difference that the power in question 


d and the United States by successive legis- | 


may be held to be limited by the terms “to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare.” 

Upon what principle shall it be determined that the only wa; 
to provide by taxation for the common defense and general wel- 
fare is by limiting its amount to the bare purposes of revenue? 
I quote from Judge Story on this subject: 

May not the general weifare in the judgment of Con; in given cir- 
cumstances, as well vided for by prohibitory du or by encourage- 
ments to domestic in wn ofall sorts? Ifa tax of one sort, as on e 
on foreign vessels, will commerce, and a tax on fo raw ma 
will aid agricuiture. and a tax on en ery fabrics aid domestic 
manufactures, and so promote the general welfare, may they not be all con- 
stitutionally united by in a law for this purpose? : 

If Congress can unite them all, may they not sustain them severally in 
separate laws? is a tax to aid manufactures, or agriculture, or commerce, 
necessarily, or even naturally, against the general welfare or the common 
defense? Who is to decide upon such a point? Congress, to whom the au- 
thority is given toexercisethe power? Or any other body, Stato or National, 
which may choose to assume it? 

Whether, then, the power to lay impost duties be, under the 
Constitution, absolute or limited by the terms of the grant, in 
either event it may be constitutionally exercised, not for the 
purpose of raising revenue only, but for such purposes as in the 
judgment of the legislative body to which its exercise hus been 
intr usted are necessary for the common defense and general wel- 
fare 


It may be urged, however, that the power is restricted tosuch 
specific objects as are contained in the other enumerated powers. 

But the answer to this is that many of these enumerated pow- 
ers have other objects and other means to effectuate them than 
revenue, Here again I quote Judge Story: 


Revenue may be one mode, but it is not the sole mode. Take the power, 
to“ regulate commerce. Is it not clear, from the whole history of cmon 
merce 


Is it not, in many cases, the best means of pre 
and mischievous commercial restrictions? In such 
to iay taxes is confessedly not for revenue. If so, is not the argument irre- 
e that itis not 
— 5 5 he f carrying into 
nota tax on fore’ or t urpose oi 
ressing the circulation of such och, or ating its value? 
Take the power to promote the progress of science useful arts; might 
d oreigners, and foreign inventions, in aid of this power, 
so as to suppress foreign competition. or encourage domestic science and 
arts? Take another power, Vital in the estimation of many statesmen to 
the security of a cri pm egos power to e for organizing, arming, and 
disciplining the tia; may not a tax be laid on foreign arms, to encour- 
the domestic manufacture of arms, so as to enhance our security, and 
give uniformity to our organization and discipline? 


and securing 1 8 

supply of powder. 
equipments, and other warlike apparatus, impose a prohibitony duty upon 
feign aries 


Of course, if Congress has the power to tax for the purposes 
of protection, the question as to the wisdom or expediency of its 
exercise is a political and not a judicial question. As Chief 
Justice Marshall said in the case of McCulloch vs. Maryland, 4 
Wheaton: 

Where the law is not prohibited. and is really calculated to effect any of 
the objects intrusted to the Government, to undertake here to inquire into 
the degree of its necessity wou d be to pass the line which circumscribes the 
judicial department and to tread on legislative grounds. 

But whether protection be defensible or not under the taxing 
clause of the Constitution it is clearly so under the clause which 
gives to Congress the power to regulate commerce. 

Such has been the opinion of most of our distinguished states- 
men from Washi n’s time until the present, and such has been 
the ruling of the Supreme Court of the United States in a num- 
ber of cases. Noclearer or more convincing exposition of this 
proposition has ever been made than was made by James Madi- 
son, one of the framers of the Constitution, in letters written 
by him to J. C. Cabell, on September 18 and October 30, 1828. 

I have no time for anything more thanamere summary of his 
position. He says: 


It is a simple question under the Constitution of the United States whether 
“the power to regulate trade with foreign nations,” as a distinct and sub- 
stantive item in the enumerated powers, embraces the object of encourag- 


ing by duties, restrictions, and prohivitions the manufactures and ucts 
of the ee And the affirmadve must be inferred from the following 
ons: 


1. The meaning of the phrase “to regulate trade“ must be sought in 
the general use of it; in other words, in the objects to which the power was 
9 5 to be applicable when the phrase was inserted in the 

t m. 

2, The power has been understood and used by all commercial and manu- 
facturing nations asembracing the object of encouraging manufactures. 
It is believed that not a single exception can be named. 

3. This has been particularly the case with Great Britain, whose commer- 
cial vocabulary is the parent of ours. A primary object of her commercial 

lations is Well known to have been the protection and encouragement 
of her manufactures. 

4 Such was understood te be a proper use of the power by the States most 
Fe TOT ARNE TARE ale Pewee g the power over their 

ore 


arane 
5. Such a use of the power by Congress accords with the intention and ex- 
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of the States in transf 
selves to the Government of the U States. 


the power over trade from them- 


6. If Congress have not the power it is annihilated for the nation; a policy 
without example in any other nation. 

7. If revenue be the sole object of a legitimate impost and the encourage- 
ment of domestic articles be not witi the power of ting trade, it 
would follow that no monopolizing or unequal regulations of foreign na- 
tions could be counteracted, etc. 

8. That the encouragement of manaufctures was an object of the power 
to regulate trade is proved by the use made of the power for that object 
in the first session of the t 
among the members present were so many who had besn members of the 
Federal Convention which framed the Constitution, and of the State con- 
ventions which ratified it; each of these classes consi also of members 
who opposed and who had espoused the Constitution in its actual form. 
It does not appear from the printed proceedings of Congress on that occa- 
sion that the power was denied by any ot them. And it may be remarked 
that members from Virginia in E Mee fen aswell of the anti-Federal as the 
Federal party, did not hesitate to propose duties, and to suggest even pro- 
hibitions, in favor of several articles of her uction. By one, a euy was 
3 mineral coal in favor of the Virginia gers ang 55 another. a 

uty on hemp was proposed to enco the growth of that article; and by 


under the Constitution, when 


a — * „ & prohibition even of foreign f was suggested as a measure of 
80 icy. = 

Many other ie 8 are made by Mr. Madison in support 
of his position, but what I have will sufficiently indicate 
the ground upon which he stood. 


I might cite the opinions and arguments of many other dis- 
tinguished statesmen whose authority on this subject ought to 
be conclusive. But I refrain. He who in the face of what I 
have already produced will still adhere to the doctrine of the 
2 platform could not be persuaded though one rose from 

e dead. 

With respect to the attitude of the judiciary on this subject, 
it remains to be said that— 

The decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Head Money Cases, 112 U. S., 580, fully sustains the views ad- 
vanced by Mr. Madison. 

In 1882 Congress passed An act to regulate immigration,” 
which im on steamship companies a tax of 50 cents a head 
for every foreign passenger brought into the United States from 
any foreign country. The constitutionality of this act was as- 
sailed by certain steamship companies which refused to pay, on 
the ground that such a charge could not be levied under the tax- 
ing power. The act was not passed for ee parno of raising 
revenue, but to restrict immigration and ai r immigrants 
out of the funds realized. The Supreme Court held, in an opin- 
ion to which there was no dissent, that the statute was a valid 
exercise of the pore to regulate commerce, and therefore con- 
stitutionaland binding. To the same effect are many other cases 
that I ht cite, but this one covers the whole field of contro- 
versy. under the power to regulate commerce Congress may 
restrict or prohibit, by the imposition of a money burden, the 
immigration of human beings, he would be a bold man who 
would deny that Congress has the power to restrict or prohibit 
by the same method the importation of merchandize. 

PROTECTION A MEANS OF INDEPENDENCE, 

The importance and value of the taxing power and its applica- 
bility to other purposes than raising revenue are made very 
clear by a report of Mr. Jefferson made in 1793, when he was 
Secretary of State. He was called upon by Congress to report 
the nature and extent of the privileges and restrictions of the 
commercial intercourse of the United States with foreign na- 
tions, and the measures which he should think proper to be 
adopted for the improvement of the commerce and navigation of 
the same.” In his report, which will be found at length in the 
first volume of Wait’s State Papers, page 424, he shows that in 
our commercial relations with European nations some of them 
discriminated against us with respect to one article and some 
with respect to another. He then goes on to say: 


Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the 
United States, the question is, in what way they may best be removed, mod- 
ified, or counteracted? As tocommerce, two methods occur: (1) By friendly 
arranze ments with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist; 
— me y the separate act of our own Legislature for countervailing their 

ec! 


After discussing the desirability of regulation by friendly ar- 
rangement, he says: 

But should any nation contrary to our wishes suppose it may better find 
its advantage by continuing its system of prohibitions, duties, and regula- 
tions, iv bahooves us to protect our citizens. their commerce and navigation, 
by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations also. Free commerce and 
navigation are not to be given in exchange for restrictions and vexations; 
nor are they likely to produce a relaxation of them. 

Mr. Jefferson then proceeds to lay down certain principles 
which being founded in reciprocity, appear perfectly just and 
to offer no cause of complaint to any nation.” 

He recommends: 

That where a nation imposes high duties on our productions, or hibits 
them altogether, it may be proper for us to do the same by theirs, t bur- 
ening or excluding those uctions which they bring here in competi- 
tion with our own of the same kind; selec! next such manufactures as 
we take from them in — 7 1 quantity, and which at the same time we 
could the soonest furnish to ourselves or obtain from other countries, im- 


posing on them duties, lighter at first, but heavier and heavier afterward as 
other channels of supply open. Such duties having the effect of indirect en- 


co to domestic manufactures of the same kind, may induce the 
man turer to come, himself, into these States, etc. 

„It s true we must expect someinconvenience in from the 
establishment of discrimina duties. But in this, as In so many other 
cases, We are left to choose between two evils. These inconveniencies are 
nothing when weighed against the loss of wealth and loss of force which 
will follow our perseverance in the plan of indiscrimination. When once 
it shall be perceived that we are either in the system or in the habitof 
equal advan to those who extinguish our commerce and 32 
duties and prohibitions as to those who treat both with liberality and justice, 
liberality and justice will be converted by all into duties and prohibitions. 
It is not the moderation and justice of others we are to trust for fair and 
equal access to market with our productions, or for our due share in the 
transportation of them, but to our own means of independence and the firm 
will to use them. 

It is thus apparent that in 1793 Thomas Jefferson not only be- 
lieved in the constitutional power of Congress to impose tariff 
duties, not for the pur of revenue only, but even to the ex- 
tent of prohibition, and that he regarded this power as ‘‘a means 
of independence” in our commercial and navigation interests. 

And it is further more apparent, it seems to me, that if he 
were here to-day he would be an earnest opponent of the repeal 
of the reciprocity clause of existing law, and the surrender 
without reciprocal advantages of our markets to the coal and 
other products of Canada and the ores of Cuba, Africa, and 


Spain. 
NOT A “TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY.” 

But to advance a step further, let us concede for the purpose 
of the argument that the Federal Government has no consti- 
tutional power to impose and collect tariff duties except for the 
purpose of revenue only;” then this bill, already shown to be 
objectionable because of present industrial conditions, uncalled 
for by either governmental or popular necessity and destructive of 
revenue, is indefensible on the ground of its 1 
for it is not a bill for revenue only, but a bastard protection bill. 
Whatever evils the protective system has, it has without hay- 
ing any of the advantages of that system. 

What is a tariff for revenue only? I will tell you what it is 
not. It is not such a tariff as beggars the Treasury. It is not 
such a tariff as reduces the national income so as to compel a 
prosperous people to borrow money in time of peace for the 
ordinary current expenses of government. It is, on the other 
hand, characteristically and conspicuously such a tariff as will 
raise revenue. Revenue to the sacrifice of all other considera- 
tions is, as its name signifies, its supreme aim, object, and pur- 
pose. Its constitutionality from the standpoint of the Chicago 
ga rests upon its being designed to raise revenue and to 

o nothing else. The bill under consideration does not propose 
such a tariff. It is a retreat from the manly, if mistaken, decla- 
ration of the Chicago platform. It is a legislative repudia- 
tion of the pledges of the party on the faith of which that party 
says it came into power. 

here is not a Democrat in this House who can not decline to 
vote for it on the ground that it fails to answer the professions 
of his party. 

Iam not the keeper of any man’s conscience but my own, but 
I venture the suggestion that no Democrat who believes that pro- 
tection is unconstitutional, if there be any such, can vote for it 
without violating his convictions and stultifying himself in the 
face of the whole American people. 

The characteristics of a revenue tariff have been well defined 
by Robert J. Walker, Secretary of the Treasury under Presi- 
dent Polk, and the high priest of the doctrine of revenue tariff. 
This bill violates every principle laid down by him as character- 
8 such tariff. In his report to Congress in December, 1845, 

e : 

The only true maxim is that which experience demonstrates will bring in 
each case the largest revenus at the lowest rate of duty, and that no duty 
beim on any article aboye the lowest rate which will yleld the largest 
amount ot revenue. The revenue from ad valorem duties last year exceded 
that realized from o duties, although the average of the ad valorem 
duties was only 23.57 per cant, and the average of the specie uties 41.30 
per cent, presenting another strong proof that the lower duties increase the 
revenue. 

Scan the schedules of this bill and show me a single one that 
will bring, under the rate of duties proposed, the largest possi- 
ble revenue. Is it the chemical schedule? Why, thirty of its 
leading articles have been put on the free list, and a quarter of 
a million of revenue thrown away. Is it the wool schedule? 
Why, wool itself has been put on the free list, while the manu- 
facturer is still protected by a duty reaching to 40 per cent. Is 
it the metal schedule? Why, iron ore that gave us last year 
over a half a million of revenue is put on the free list, and tin 
plate bears a duty equal to about 40 per cent. 

But why press these questions to which thera can be no rea- 
sonable answer? Manifestly, if revenue be the object at the 
lowest rates of duty the primary subjects of taxation are those 
things that we do not produce and yet must have. 

Do you find any duty in this bill on tea or coffeeorsugar? There 
are nosourcesofrevenuesosureasthese. Why are they not taxed? 
They are the necessaries of life, and a tax on them will certainl 
raise revenue. Has the getting of votes anything todo wi 
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the framing of a tariff bill? II so, I warn you, gentlemen of the 
majority, that in the opinion of the poor man the exemption of 
his breakfast table not compensate him for the deprivation 
of his opportunity to labor under such conditions as to earn 
American wages. 

I have said that this bill violates HD prinos laid down b 
Secretary Walker as constituting a tariff for revenue only. 
repeat the assertion. It does not raise revenue. Itdoes not in 
any case impose the lowest duty that will raise the greatest 
amount of revenue. 5 

It has a free list of large proportions. Will you tell me what 
right a revenue bill has with a free list? : 

t me answer you in the language of that great Democratic 
daily, the New York Sun: 

Free raw material or free nag agg is out of the question in a constitu- 
tlonal revenue tariff. A free list is as im ble under the Democratic 
platform ass prohibitory tax. Revenue is the supreme principle and reve- 
nue only to be exacted from the whole field of importation without omission 
and without favor. The reformers have been 8 earnestly for 
8 past that any other than a revenue tarif robs some one, and now the 

mocratic platform says the same thing. What any Democratic states- 
man therefore thinks individually of the free raw-material principle can 
have no more standing before a Democratic Co: ssor a Democratic Ad- 
ministration than advocacy of highway robbery direct and simple. 

The tariff must be for revenue only, without humbug, backsliding, or de- 
lusion. Otherwise the people will say the Democracy is a fraud. 

They have already said it: Massachusetts, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Iowa have said it in tones so loud and deep that 

Uthe world has heard, and every intelligent Democrat under- 
stands. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

A SECTIONAL BILL. 

One of Secretary Walker’s maxims was “ that the duty should 
be so imposed as to operate as equally as possible throughout 
the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any class or 
section.” This bill can make no truthful pretense to conformity 
with that maxim. 

Copper ingots are raw material and free, but pig iron is dutia- 
ble at 224 per cent ad valorem as a manufactured product. Ten- 
nessee rough marble is protected by a duty of 40 cents per cubic 
foot, but Massachusetts rough granite is free as a raw material. 
Combed wool is dutiable at 25 per cent, but combed silk is free. 
Cleaned South Carolina rice is dutiable at 14 cents per pound, 
but sawed shinglesand lumber from Maine aremadefree. Bind- 
ing twine is free, while bagging is taxed. Agricultural imple- 
ments are free, while the steel from which they are made bears 
a duty. 

Cotton ties, one of the last finished , products of steel, seem to 
be raw material and go untaxed, while the hoop iron of which 
they are made is subject to duty. The Southern 1 is paid 
a bounty on his sugar, and protection is provided the sugar 
trust on its refined product. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Whoimposed the bounty that you complain 
of on sugar? 

Mr. DINGLEY. You do not take it off. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Republican party, when in control, 
pursuaded by evidence that a bounty for a certain number of 
years would result in enabling our people to raise sugar in this 
country in quantities sufficient to meet our wants, provided a 
bounty which saved to the taxpayers of this country some 
$60,000,000 a year in the way of taxation. 

Mr. COOMBS. How did it save it? 

Mr. DALZELL. The difference between the taxes and the 
amount of the bounty. Anybody could see that. The duty on 
sugar was a revenue duty, and hence a tax on the consumer. 
The Democratic party now, instead of standing by its principle 
that bounties are unconstitutional, simply cuts the bounty in 
half, and, without any hope of establishing the industry, makes 


a gilt to the sugar-planters of this country of the bounties that 
5 to e for the next eight years to come. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 


Was there ever a more sectional bill? Was there ever such 
a bundle of palpable absurdities presented to a body of intelli- 
gent men seeking their suffrage? 

And yet gentlemen on that side of the Chamber will march 
up and vote to put upon the statute book of their country these 
very absurdities, and do it without a blush. 

I need pursue this subject no further. The committee itself 
confesses that this is not a revenue bill. It says, in its report, 
speaking of the bill: “It no more professes to be purged of all 
protection than to be free of all error.” - 

Why, then, ask us to vote for a bill confessedly, under your 
theory, beyond the constitutional power of Congress to enact? 
You will find the answer in that same report, and its ingenuous- 
ness gives away the whole of the Democratic case. Because it is 
no part of our reform to“ imperil or curtail the existence and 

rosperity ol groat interests that do exist,“ says the committee. 

hat is to say, according to the committee, the existence and 
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rosperity of great interests depends on „ their reform 
carried into execution according to their platform would de- 
stroy them. That is good Republican doctrine to which I sub- 


scribe. 
THE CALAMITY TARIFFS OF 186 AND 1857. 


The committee appeal for vindication of their wisdom in fram- 
ing this bill to our experience under ‘the tariffs of 1846 and 1857. 
The committee say in their report: 

The history of American industry shows that during no other period has 
there been a more healthy and rapid development of our manufacturing in- 
dustry than during the fifteen years of low tariff from 1846 to 1861, nora more 
healthy and harmonious growth of agriculture and all the other great in- 
dustries of the country. 

If there is one subject above another about which it seemsim- 
possible for tariff reformers to tell the truth it is that which 
relates to the tariff of 1846. With oneacclaim they describe the 
period from 1846 to 1861, in the words of a certain college pro- 
fessor, as our golden age.” The majority of the committee 
join in trumpeting the fallacious assertion. 

Our golden age, indeed! Nodarker or more disastrous period 
ever cursed our experience as a people. Two things are char- 


acteristic of that period—one the amazing exceptional opportu- 
nities that it had for prosperity, the other the amazing failure 
of even these exceptional opportunities to save it from ter. 


Look for a moment at its elements of good fortune. The Mexi- 
can war was one, increasing as it did many fold governmental 
5 and pouring money lavishly into all the channels 
of trade. 

The Irish famine was another, creating as it did an artificial 
demand for our breadstuffs. The Crimean war was another, un- 
settling as it did the markets of England, France, and Russia 
and g room for the products of our shops and fields. Still 
another, more dazzling than all the rest, wus found in the fact 
that in the ten years, from 1850 to 1860, we took from the mines 
of California $1,100,000,000 of gold. Thus on every hand power- 
ful circumstances conspired to crown us with ä e 
ity, but powerful as the circumstances were they could not in 
the end resist the blight of a revenue tariff. 

I shall not ask you to take dogmatism for proof. I am willing 
to submit my case upon conceded facts and the testimony of wit- 
nesses whose competency and honesty can not be called in ques- 
tion. I call as one of my witnesses President Millard Fillmore. 
i his annual message to Congress December 5, 1851, he testifies 
thus. 5 

The value of our domestic exports for the last fiscal year, as compared 
with those of the previous year, exhibit an increase of $43,646,222. At first 
view this condition of our trade with foreign nations would seem to present 
the most flattering hope of its future prosperity. An examination of the 
details of our exports, however, will show that the increased value of our 
exports for the last fiscal paris to be found in the high price of cotton which 
prevailed during the last of that year, which price has since declined 
about one-half. ‘The value of our pape of breadstuffs and provisions, 
which it was su theinceutive of a low tariff and large importations 
from abroad would have greatly augmented, has fallen from 701,921 in 
1817 to $23,051,373 in 1850, and to $21,843,653 in 1851; with a strong probability, 
amounting almost toa certainty, of a still further reduction in the current 


year. 
The policy which dictated a lowrate of duties on foreign merchandise, it 

Was thought by those who promoted and established it, would tend to benefit 

the farming population of the country by increasing the demand and rais- 

ing the price of agricultural ucts in foreign markets. The fore 

facts, however, seem to show incontestably that no such result has follo 

the adoption of this policy. 


President Fillmore does not agree, you will observe, with the 
majority of the Ways and Means Committee. Whether he or 
they had the best opportunity to form a correct judgment isa 
question that I leave with you. 

In the following year, 1852, President Fillmore enlightens us 
further upon this subject, and I beg your considerate attention 
to this. He says: 

Nothing has since occurred to change my views on this important ques- 
tion. Without repeating the arguments contained in my former message 
in favor of discriminating protective duties, I deem it ae duty to call your 
attention to ons or two other considerations affecting subject. 

The urst is the effect of largeimportations of lotoga goods npon our cur- 
rency. Most of the gold of California, as fast as it is coined, finds its way 
directly to Europe in payment for urchased. 

In the second place, as our manufact' firms are broken down by com- 

tition with foreigners, the capital invested in them is lost. Thousands of 

onest industrious citizens are thrown out of employment, and the farmer 
5 that extent is doprived of a home market for the sale of his surplus pro- 
uce. 

Our golden age, indeed! 

Icallas my next witness President James Buchanan. His testi- 
mony is five years later than President Fillmore’s. In his annual 
message to Congress in December, 1857, President Buchanan 
testifies thus: 

Tas earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully rewarded 
the toil ot the husbandmen. We have possessed all the elements of ma- 
terial wealth in rich abundance, and yet, notwithstanding all these advan- 
2 — our country, in its monetary interests, is at the t moment in 


rable condition. In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the pro 
ductions and in all the elements of national wealth wat ‘and our manuta 


tures suspended, our public works retarded, our vate enterprises of all 
kinds aband and thousands of useful 5 thrown out of employ- 
ment and reduced to want. 
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Here again, as you will observe, our witness and the majority 


of the Ways and Means Committee fail of ee. 

Things seem to have wn worse; for, years after, on 
December 14, 1860, President Buchanan adds to his testimony 
thus: 

Panic and distress ot s 2 . 3 eee eee 
Our laboring population out employmen: consequen! 

Pi 01 earning their bread. T iaoei; all hope seems to have de- 
serted the minds of men. 

I call as my next witness that grand old philanthropist, Peter 
Cooper, of New York, whose honesty and sincerity and ability 
no man will impugn. He says: 

Once more, in 1846, however, did the serpent—properly represented by 
British free traders— his way into Paradise, and now a dozen years 
elapsed, in the course of which, notwithstanding the discovery of California 
mines, money commanded a rate of interest higher, as I believe, than had 
ever been known in the country for so long a period of time. British iron 
and cloth came in and gold went out, and with each successive day the de- 

ence of our farmers on foreign markets became more complete With 
came the culmination of the syrom merchants and manufacturers be- 
ruined, banks pene compelled to suspend payment, and the Treasur, 
being reduced to a condition of bankruptcy, nearly approaching that whic 
had existed at the close of the free-trade periods commencing in 1817 and 
1834. In the three years that followed labor was everywhere in excess: 
Wages were low; immigration fell below the point at which it had stood 
twenty years before; the home market for food diminished, and the foreign 
one proved so utterly worthless that the whole export to all the manufac- 
turing nations of Europe, as I have already sta amounted to but little 
more $10,000,000, 

I call as my next witness one who in his lifetime was an hon- 
ored colleague from Pennsylvania. The Hon. William D. Kelley 
Says: 

Tue years 1960 and 1861, and from 1857 to the autumn of the latter (a free-trade 

oi), was one of the darkest ying ever seen by the laboring people of 

rica. Not one out of five skilled workmen of the country was steadily 
employed. In Philadelphia the builders of a street railroad advertised for 
250 hands at 50 cents a day, and over 5.000 a pued a majority skilled artisans 
gut ot work. A rolling mill, to save its kil ed workmen from SRo ay 
ism, built a be and their expert hands broke stone on it for 59 cents a 
day rather than become paupers, and many could not be employed even in 
these ways. 

Now, let me add to this testimony the figures that show the 
failures in number and amount that took place in the years 1857 
to 1861, inclusive. Here they are: 


FAILURES. 


1857 
1858 


And while American manufacturers and merchants were thus 

oing down, and American labor was pauperized, the national 

debt was climbing at the rate of nearly $15,000,000 per annum. 
Here are the figures: 


1 $28, 699, 831.80 | 1860 $64, $42, 287. 80 
8 44, 981, 88L 80 | 1861 90, 580, 873. 70 
8 58, 496, 887. 80 


One of my own constituents, Hon. B. F. Jones, says: 


The tariff of 1846 drove into bankruptcy 90 per cent of all those engaged in 
the manufacturing of iron in Pennsyl Abram S. Hewitt wrote in 
_ 1849: “Of fifteen rail mills only two are in operation, doing partial work. 
and that only because their inland tion secures them against foreign 
competition for the limited orders of neighboring railroads, and when these 
are executed not a single rail mill will be at work in the land.“ 
Employment of workmen was greatly diminished, resulting in extremely 
low wages for those so fortunate as to secure it. In this city of Pittsburg, 
famed for the industry and frugality of its citizens. as well as the skill and 
geniusof its mechanics, thoughtful men, with strongarms and willing hands, 
Were reduced to idleness and want. These worthy people were compelled 
to accept the charities of the more fortunate, and get from the soup stations, 
established for the p „ sustenance for themselves and their families, 
and this at times when the products of the farm were absurdly cheap in 
Pennsylvania: when, in the Western States, corn was burned for fuel and 
Other grain remained in stacks from year to year unthrashed. These dire 
nences were not confined to the fron interests, but affected all 
branches of industry alike throughout the country. The Government was 
brought to the verge of bankruptcy by the same cause. 


And I want to say in answer to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JOHNSON], who says that under our theory Pittsburg ought to 
be the paradise of the workingman, that under protection it is 


his paradise; but that even Pittsburg, renowned for the industry 
and frugality of its citizens, is no more able now than it was in 
1857 to withstand the withering blight of a reyenue tariff. [Ap- 
plause on Republican side. | 

Upon the array of testimony and figures that I have pre- 
sented, ‘‘strong as proof of Holy Writ,” I submit to the un- 
propina judgment of the American people that the revenue 
period—1846 to 185l—was the most disastrous in our history; 
and I submit at the same time the question, whether they are 
willing to tempt fortune by the adoption of a measure worse than 
the tariff law of 1346, because more illogical, framed as it is by 
men who blindly deny the patent facts of history and put dog- 
matism for proof. 

: NECESSARY RESULTS OF THIS BILI. 

Now let us test this proposed law in the light of our experience 
under this act of 1846. 

The President of the United States informs us in his message 
that he is— 
satisfied tant the reduced tariff duties provided for in the proposed tariif 
legislation, added to the existing internal-revenue taxes, will in the near 
future. though perhaps not immediately, produce sufficient revenue to meet 
the needs of the Government. 

President Fillmore tells us that the effects of the law of 1846 
were twofold: (1) The large importation of foreign goods drained 
us of our currency; (2) home competition with cheap foreign la- 
bor bankrupted our manufacturers, and turned loose our labor- 
ers to tramp the highways and fill our almshouses and prisons. 

Like causes produce like effects, This law must inevitably 
work the same result, 

The general average of duties under this bill, the committee 
says, is about 30 per cent. According to the statement of the 
committee, the duties realized in 1892 would have been $65,407,- 
900 less than those realized, had the proposed law then been in 
ap In 1893 the duties realized would have been $75,707,784 

ess. 
To realize the same amount of duties then, if this bill be 
enacted into law, as was realized in 1892, under existing law, 
our imports must be increased to the extent of $218,026,333; to 
realize the same amount as was realized in 1893, they must. be 
incre ised to the extent of 8252, 359,280. 

Will you tell me what would be the effect of thus increasing 
our imports? I will tell you. It will, in the first place, take 
just that amount of gold out of the country to pay for these im- 
ports. It will, in the second place, substitute just that amount 
of foreign manufactures for American manufactures. It will 
close as many American mines, furnaces, mills, factories, and 
workshops as contributed that amount to the home market, and 
doom to idleness just as many American laborers as kept those 
mines, furnaces, mills, factories, and workshops in operation. 
This is not a matter of rhetoric or speculation or guessing; it 
isa plain matter of figures, open to the comprehension of the 
plainest intellect outside of a tariff reformers. [Laughter and 
awe on the ipl barca side.] 

1 argument thus far has proceeded upon a sg eh basis, I 
have shown that the bill under discussion, besides being a bill 
to rob the Treasury, is untimely, not justified by any necassity; 
unconstitutional, as measured by the standard of its promoters, 
and therefore a false pretence, and not a bill for revenue only, 
but a bastard protection bill, which does not protect. And Í 
have further shown by what seems to me to be unanswerable 
proof that our previous experience under low tariffs contains a 
warning against subjecting ourselves to a Pepo Von of such ex- 
33 I now advance a step further to show that it is in all 
ts aspects a pernicious bill, dangerous to the public interests. a 
step backward in tariff legislation. It introduces into our rev- 
enue system as its basis ad valorem in the place of specific duties. 

Mr. MORSE, Except in spots. ; 

Mr. DALZELL, Except in spots; but the general character 
of the bill makes it an ad valorem bill. Of course, where it 
suited the convenience of the committee or some of the friends 
of the committee, there are specific duties. 

Mr. MORSE. Large Democratic contributors have cific 
duties, as, for instance, a chocolate manufacturer in 
chusetts. 

Mr. DALZELL. That may be so. 

Mr. MORSE. That isso. 

Mr. DALZELL. Nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, the bill is an 
ad valorem measure, and, in the lightof history nothing is more 
indefensible. 

PERNICIOUS AD VALOREM SYSTEM. 


An ad valorem duty is a tax assessed at a certain per cent on 
the dutiable value of the merchandise, fixed at the port of ex- 
port, while a specific duty is a tax assessed at a certain sum by 
weight or measure without reference to value, 

Theoretically but little objection can be urged to ad valorem 
duties, but all experience has shown, both in this country and 
in all others, that they are incapable of levy with any fairness 
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in practice. This is a subject, therefore, about which it is use- 
less to reason. We can only rely, so far as practical results are 
to be accomplished, upon the testimony of those who have had 
experience. 

i know of no statesman in American history, of any party or 
political creed, who has advocated ad valorem duties with the 
exception of Robert J, Walker, and Robert J. Walker, as an 
authority, is buried in the grave of the unfortunate tariff of 
1846. 

Ad valorem duties have been condemned as impracticable by 
Hamilton, Gallatin, Crawford, and Van Buren: by Benton, Bu- 
chanan, and Webster, Meredith, and Daniel Manning; and by 
the unanimous verdict of foreign statesmen. 

The committee claims that they were approved by Henry 
Clay, and that they worked satisfactorily under the tariff of 
1846. In both particulars the committee is contradicted by the 

roofs. In a speech made by Daniel Webster in 1846 in the 

nate, in which he denounced ad valorem duties, he said: 


In every Administration, from that of Washington down, a contrary al 
tem has always vailed; and the desire of those who have successf: 


formed and ad tered the laws in this respect has been uniformly to 
carry the principles of specific duties as far and as fast as circumstances 
allowed. Tat take to have been the policy of the Government from the 


first, and it has been the sentiment of aiLconuested with the Government, 80 
far as know. I ought, perhaps, to make an exception in the case of Mr. 
Clay. Isaid here the other day that I had never heard a public man advo- 
cate a system of ad valorem duties. The ne say ( ps 8 
that I was mistaken: that Mr. Clay made remarks favorable to that idea 

the year 1842. I was not in the Senate at that time, and I did not know that 
such sentiments had ever been expressed by him, and if they are correctly 

Iam very sorry that such was the case. 


At this point Mr. Crittenden arose and said: 


Will the Senator pardon me while I interrupt him for a moment in order 
4 an explanation? Mr. Clay's remarks had reference solely to home 
n - 


And Mr. Webster continued: . 
Ah, that explains the whole matter, and it is a great relief to my mind. 


So far, therefore, as Mr. Clay is concerned he does not sustain 
the committee. Nor is it true that ad valorem duties were found 
other than unsatisfactory under the tariff of 1846. Such is the 
testimony of Secretary Manning, Mr. Cleveland’s first Secretary 
of the Treasury, who ought to be anauthority here. He says: 


Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the reve- 
nue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, 8 any other means, under 
an ad valorem system, not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have 
been largely reduced. They are incontestably, they are even notoriously in- 
herent in that system. One nage ear prey perhaps the chief advantage, of 
a a over an ad valorem system is in the fact that under the former 
dutiesare levied ora positive test, which can be applied by our officers while 
the merchandise is in ion of the Government, and according to a 
standard which is altogether national and domestic. 

That wonld be partially true of an ad valorem system levied upon“ home 
value;” but there are constitutional impediments in the way of such a sys- 


tem which Ne to be insuperable. But under an ad valorem system, the 
facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must 8 
er circumstances m. un- 


paes many thousand miles away, and 
voradle to the administration of justice. One hears it often said that if 
our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent undervaluation and 
temptation to undervaluation would disappear; but the records for this 
Department for the years 1817, 1840, and 1857, do not uphold that conclusion. 


To the same effect and equally explicit is the evidence of 
James Buchanan, in a speech made in the Senate in 1842: 


Lam not only to any uniform scale o. ad valorem, but to any and 
all ad valorem du whatever, except where from the nature of the article 
imported it is not possible to subject it to a specitic duty. Our own severe 
5858 has taught us a lesson on this subject which we ought not soon 
toforget. Ican not refrain from adverting to some.of my reasons for this 
opinion. Our ad valorem system has produced great frauds upon the reve- 
nue, whilst it has driven the regular American merchant from the business 
of ee and placed it almost exclusively in the hands of the agents of 
British manufacturers. The American importer uces his invoice to 
the collector, containing the actual price at w the imports were pur- 
chased abroad, and he the fair and regular duty upon the invoice. 
Not so the British agent. The foreign manufacturer in his invoice reduces 
the price of the articles which he intends to import into our country to the 
lowest possible standard which he thinks will enable them —.— ugh 
the custom-house without being seized forfraud. And the bi has been 
hitherto managed with so much ingenuity as generally to escape detection. 
The consequence is that the British agent passes the goods of employer 
through the custom-house on the payment of a much lower duty than the 
fair American merchant is . to pay. In this manner he is under- 
sold in the market by the foreigner. and thus is driven from the competi- 
tion. while the public revenue is fraudulently reduced. 

valorem duties deprive the American manufacturer of nearly all 
the benefits of incidental protection where it is most required. When the 
business of the country is 5 as itis at present, and when the price 
of foreign articles sinks to far less than their cost, your duty sinks in the 
same proportion, and you are also deprived of revenue at the time when it 
is most needed, 

Our own experience, therefore, ought to have convinced us that whenever 
it is possible, from the nature of the article, we ought to substitute specific 
for ad valorem duties. These continue to be the same upon the same articles, 
notwithstanding the constant fluctuations in prices. They afford a steady 
revenue to the country, an equally steady incidental protection. When 

ities are usually sold by weight or measure. you may always sub- 
ject them to a specific duty; and this ought always to be done. 

Let us, then, abandon the idea of a uniform horizontal scale of ad valorem 
duties, and whether the duties be high or low let us return to the ancient 
practice of the Government. Let us adopt wise discrimina ; and, when- 
ever this can be done, impose specific duties, 


Without undertaking to theorize, I will give you testimony the 


weight of which you can not but appreciate. 
mony of Mr. Benton: 


The introduction of the universal ad valorem system in 1833 was opposed 
and deprecated by practical men at the time as one of those refined subtle- 
ties which, aiming at an ideal 3 overlooks the of 

isregards the of re 


Here is the testi- 


ages 
and d been the rule— 
ad valorems the exception—from the beginning of the collection of custom- 


ad valorem ted a question to the ble ju ent of men, sure to be 
different at different places, and subject, in addition to the fallibility of judg- 
ment, to the chances of ignorance, indifference, negligence, and corruption. 


whom the name of compromise is an irresistible attraction; amiable men 
who would dono wrong of themselves, and without whom the designing 
. Objections to this pernicious novelty ( = 
versal ad valorems) were in vain urged then; experience, with her enlight- 
ened voice, now came forward to plead st them. 

The act had been in force seven years; it had a long and a fair trial; and 
that safest of all juries—time and e ce—now came forward to deliver 
their verdict. At this session (1830-40) a message was sent to the House of 
Representatives by the President, covering rop ats from the Secre of 
the Treasury, from the Comptroller of the Treasury, with opinions 
from the late Attorneys-General of the United States (Messrs. Benjamin F. 
Butler and felix Grundy), and letters from the collector of the customs in 
allthe principal Atlantic ports, all relating to the practicaloperation of the 
ad-vaiorem system, and showing it to beunequal, uncertain, unsafe, diverse 
in its construction, injurious to the revenue, open to unfair practic.s, and 
greatly expensive from the number of persons uired to execute it. 

The whole document may be profitably studied by all who deprecate un- 
wise and pernicious legislation; but a selection of a few of the cases of in- 
jurious age which it presents will be sufficient to give an idea of the 
whole. Three classes of are selected—silks, linens, and worsteds—all 
staple articles, and so well known as to be the least susceptible of diversity 
of t. and yet on which, in the period of four years, a fraction 
over 000 had been lost to the Treasury from diversity of construction 
between the Treasury officers and the 2 with the further ale ne 
tive loss of one million and three-quarters in theensuing three years if the 
act was not amended. 

The document, at page 44, states the annual ascertained loss during four 
8 operation of the act on these classes ot gpoas to be: In 1835, $624,355; 


1838, 162; in 1837, $463,000; in 1833, $428, in the four years 
$2,362,815; and the Comptroller computes the annual prospective loss dur- 
ing the time the act may remain unaitered at $800,009. So much for silks; 


now for linens, The same for the same four years, represents the an- 
nual loss on this article to be: In 1835, $370,785; in , $303,241; in 1835, 8516. 
$88; in 1838, 375; making the sum of $1,411,389 on this article for the four 
years; to which is to be added the estimated sum of 8400, 000 for the future 
annual losses if the act remains unaltered. 

On worsted goods for the same time, and on , pago 45, the re 
the losses thus: In 1835, $409,329; in 1837, $299,301; 


exhibits 
in 1836, $416,832; in 1 


com 
the 


ters stood suits, and 
all the officers appointed to collect the rev- 
enue. 


The Government could only collect what they are allowed. Often, after 
ee the duty assessed, the party has brought his action and recovered a 
part of it back. So that this ad valorem system, besides its t ex- 
pense, its chance for diversity ot. opinions among the appraisers, ts open - 
ness to corruption, also gave rise to differences among the highest ad 
trative law officers of the Government, with resorts to courts of law, in 
nearly all which the United States was the loser. 


In the face of a century of experience condemnatory of this 
system, in the face of the emphatic opinion of every statesman 
familiar with the subject likewise condemnatory of it, we are 
asked now to abandon the ancient landmarks and follow these 
new knights of the windmill in their illusionary chase after the 
markets of the world. 

I have no fears, whatever this House may do, that the saving 
common sense of the American people can long be tied to the 
impracticable. 

FREIGHT RATES AND WAGES. 

There are two subjects essential to be considered in the fram- 
ing of a wise tariff law, the subject of wages, and that of trans- 
portation under existing conditions, in utter disregard of both 
of which the pending bill is framed. And this may be said to 
be one of its chief characteristics. Any fair competition be- 
tween foreign products and our own depends upon an equaliza- 
tion of conditions. To give the foreigner substantial advantage 
is to destroy competition with him on the part of our own citi- 
zens and subject us to foreign monopoly, just as to enact pro- 
hibition is to subject us to the possibility of home monopolies, 
The advocates of protection do not demand anything more than 
that conditions be equalized so as to enable us to compete in our 
own markets at rates just to our own capital and labor. 

The national platform of the Republican party simply asks 
that on all importations coming into competition with the 
products of American labor there should be duties levied equal 
to the difference between wages abroad and at home.” Even 
the Democratic platform as originally reported to the Chicago 
convention recognized this important principle. It said: 

That when custom-house taxation is levied upon articles of any kind pro- 
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duced in this country, the difference between cost of labor here and labor 
srota; when such diference exists, fully measures any possible benefits of 
bor. ; 


But this declaration the convention refused to adopt, and, in 
the line of the refusal, the bill under consideration wholly ig- 
nores the interest of Americans in the matters of freight rates 
and wages. He who takes no account of steam and electricity 
and the kindred neighbor-making factors of our modern life 
leaves out of his calculation one of the most important elements 
from a practical point of view of our present industrial condi- 
tions. Formerly distance and time had a substantial bearing 
upon the question of protection. When our first protective 
tariff bill was framed. ocean freights hdd a potent influence in 
fixing its figures. In 1792 transatlantic trade was carried on in 
pant eases sof slow movement and the cost of transportation 
was very large. 8 

Now, vessels of immense capacity and wondrous speed carry 
cargoes swiftly and at little cost. A bushel of wheat can be 
carried to-day from New York to Liverpool for 6 cents. One 
hundred years ago, therefore, natural protection of American 

roducts of sn important character was afforded by the ocean; a 
fact recognized by Alexander Hamilton, who, in his famous re- 
port on manufactures in 1791, said: 

The great distance from Europe imposes very heavy charges on all fabrics 
bal are brought from there, amounting to from 15 to 30 per cent on their 
va 

Protection from this source has almost entirely ceased, and 
the duties now necessary represent only the legitimate means 
employed to preserve the original protection. 

reight rates by land have fallen as they have upon the ocean, 
but land and water rates still maintain their relative differences, 
as they always must. Hence the foreign manufacturer dealing 
across the ocean with New York has an advantage by way of 
freights over the inland American dealing with the same point. 

Let me illustrate. Anorder for ahundred tons of pig iron can 
as readily and as quickly be given from New York to Live l, 
England, as it can to Birmingham, Ala. When given it will be as 
speedily filled, in all probability by vessel from abroad as by 
freight train at home. But the freight from Liverpool to New 
York may be nothing, if the iron comes as ballast, as it very 
frequently does, while the freight from Birmingham will be $4 
per ton by rail and water, and by rail alone $5.50 per ton, a dif- 
ference in favo. of the foreigner on that shipment, you will ob- 
serve, of from $400 to 8550. 

The foreigner may have to pay a shilling a ton, say 23 cents; in 
that event his advantage is the difference between 23 cents and 
Stor 23 cents and $5.50 on each ton of his cargo, amounti 
in the one cass to a difference of 8337, and in the other to a dif- 
ference of 8527. But let us assume that the foreigner pays 5s., 
which is an extreme rate, equal to $1.15. Then he will have an 
advantage over the lowest inland freightrate of $2.85 per ton, or 
$285 on his entire cargo. The foreigner, therefore, has an ad- 
vantage of from 35 to 100 per cent, as the case may be, over the 
domestic manufacturer in the matter of freights. He has an 
advantage in the matter of wages of 100 per cent. 

This bill gives to the pig-iron manufacturer of Alabama a pro- 
tection of 224 per cent on his product, while freight rates and 
European wage conditions have given his foreigner competitor 
aprotection of from 135 to 200 percent. Surely [ need not sop to 
ask the question, is this fair? My statement can be answered by 
the advocates of this bill in oy one of two ways. Either they 
must deny my facts, and that they can not with truth, or they 
must say European pig iron is cheaper than American, and we 
should cease to make pig iron and rely upon the foreign product. 

Are you ready to do that? Aside from any question as to ren- 
dering useless American mines, sacrificing American furnaces, 
American labor and capital, are you ready to subject yourselves 
to European monopoly of a product that lies at the foundation of 
the great iron and steel industries of the United States? I might 
pursue this illustration and offer you the same kind of proof as 
to many other articles as to which foreign rates have an impor- 
tant bearing—as, for example, steel rails, structural iron, and iron 
and steel manufactures of many kinds but I refrain for the pres- 
ent, because in the discussion to follow this general debate I 
shall have o E to go into the subject more at length. I 
satisfy mye now with adding tothese remarksa statement as 
to home and foreign freights, which I will print as an appendix 
to my remarks. 

And now as to the subject of wages. The pending billis a 
direct blow at labor in two ways—first, in its putting upon the 
free list raw materials (so called); and, second, in fai sa a pro- 
vide for duties that are protective upon manufactures the prod- 
ucts of labor. 

The majority call iron ore a raw material, and yet our last 
census report shows that 38,227 persons were engaged directly 
in getting itout of the ground, and that $15,500,000 of wages 
were paid to them. 

The majority call coal a raw material, but its mining during 


the last census year gave employment to 299,559 men, and the 
wages paid them aggregated $109,130,928. 

Is it a small matter to bring this industrial army into compe- 
tition with the ill-paid miners of oer climes? Surely not. 

But there is no such thing as raw material. 

I must not stop to attempt a discussion at length of that which 
needs no demonstration, namely, that in all the world where man 
exists there is nothingin use which can truthfully be called raw 
materials. Robinson Crusoe found raw materials in his ocean 
isle, but in the absence of his labor they would have remained 
such,and he would have starved. The fruiton the tree, tempting 
and luscious, has no value until there is added the labor of its 
plucking. 

In this great universe where no atom is added or lost in the 
general sum, the single and only source of wealth is labor. Let 
me illustrate briefly. What isa steel rail? That piece of metal 
which with its fellows binds the continent, yokes State to 
State, and makes one our Eastern and Western seas? It stands 
for human labor. It is the last finished product of three rude 
stones in the hill—a black stone, coal; a red stone, ore; a white 
stone, limestone. The value ofa ton of steel rails in the hill is not 
to exceed $1.50 to 82.00. Human labor opens the mine to the sun- 
light; human labor releases the stone from its place; human labor 
loads it onto the cars, built by human labor, that human labor 
transportsover highwaysconstructed by human labor to the great 
mill built by human labor, at the instance of capital, which is 
but human labor stored up, and thence through all the various 
needed processes human labor adds value until the finished rail 
results, 90 per cent or more human labor, and worth many times 
the value of the elements of which it is composed. 

This the elemental factor in all civilizations is the factor that 
this bill would strike down. And remember that American 
labor has a place all its own, apart in its character, value and 
results from that of any other country under the sun. 

Elsewhere it is a question of dollars and cents; with us in the 
great Republic, founded on manhood suffrage, it is not a question 
of money alone; it reaches beyond the domain of dollars to homes 
and hearthstones and into the domainof morals and government. 

There is not a single iudustry in which we compets with our 
fellows across seas in which our laborers do not reap richer re- 
wards than their fellow-toilers abroad. All reliable statistics 
show this to be a fact; all reliable testimony shows it. 

Read the testimony of the men asking us for fair play be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, and then read the sched- 
ules of this bill and you can not fail of the conviction that the 
subject you are dealing with to-day is in the last analysis the 
subject of American labor. 

If I had time I would read you this testimony, but I have not. 
Let me give you a sample only to show with what seriousness 
and pathos these men approach the subject. 

Phillip Hagan, of Youngstown, Ohio, an ironworker, said to 
the committee: 

Iam from Youngstown, Ohio. Therearefivelarge firms there which make 
wrought iron exclusively. Every one of those firms em lys union labor. 
and we always agree pretty well together; but as regards t I have noth- 
ing to say. The men working with me in our town have asked me to come 
here, 400 miles, and say to you gentlemen that if the tariff is reduced their 
wages will be reduced. This is their bread butter, That is honest. 

In regard to imported workmen, if you go into that I am imported. Iwas 
not born under the Stars and Stripes. I did not have the say-so as to that. 
I can tell you that I know what it is to work under free trade. I stand here 
to say that I worked for 20 cents a day. I had to go to work before I was9 
years of age. That deprived me of any part of an education. 

As soon as I got a very limited education, enough to enable me to under- 
stand that labor in America was protected, I went to an English gentleman 
and discussed the matter with him, and he said to me, The American 
ple are not such fools as to reduce their tariff. Young man, go there.“ = 
sequently I came here, and received the benefit ofit for several years. With 
this extra money which I made I was enabled to give myself some instruc- 
tion. It was a struggle for existence over there. HereI was able to raise 
my family. Gentlemen, are you going to wipe it out? For God's sake, do 
not do anything of the kind; itis a great advantage to have citizens who 
are good, in nt citizens, and if you deprive them of education they will 
never be good citizens. 

I could stand here and talk for hours for the 6,000 men in Youngstown, 
Ohio. They beg of you not to reduce the tariff on bar and wroughtiron. We 
have had current prices for years. I wish to tell you the difference between 
the puddlers in England, when I worked there, and the prices now. I went 
to work for 10 hours a day for 20 cents. When I advanced to the position of 
pole in a furnace I received 5 shillings per day. Iwas getting 6and 6 pence 


$ 8 kd $ $ * * 


The CHAIRMAN. What was the difference between the wages there and here 
of the same grade of work? 

Mr. HAGAN. It was £2.60, I received there for puddling $1.20, or 5 shillings 
for 3,000 weight; and here I received N. S0 for 2 750 weight. I went up with 
the market. That is the present price. I have realized higher wages before. 
We have the highest in the country; there Is none higher. 

Aia so I might multiply testimony on this subject, but I re- 
frain. 

The truth is, that it is not worth while to trouble ourselves in 
discussing the question as to whether 2 is the cause of 
high wages. The vital question is, Will the removal of protec- 
tion reduce wages? That is the issue to be faced. The answer 
is so plain as to admit of no controversy. So far as the men 
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8 so-called raw materials are concerned, it will doom 
them to idleness, except such a small proportion as may find work 
in 3 coal and ore for places far inland. 

the foreigner gots his raw materials as cheap as the home 
manufacturer, and he gets them cheaper; if he pays his work- 
men less wages than are now paid here, and he does; if he has 
an advantage in freight rates, and he has; it amounts to amath- 
ematical demonstration that this bill dooms the American wage- 
earner to ons of two things: idleness or lower wages. 

Mr. Chairman, I have dwelt at greater length than I had in- 
tended in the discussion of this bill. I have necessarily left 
many subjects untouched. I have not pointed out even, all the 
important reasons why the bill ought not to pass. It ought not 
to pass, primarily, because it is a fraud on the 3 Itought 
not to pass because it is an abandonment of the principles of our 
fathers and of the practice of all our previous history in the col- 
lection of our revenue mainly throvgh customs. It paves the 
way for direct taxation, and the introduction tothe homes of our 
citizens of that most odious of all men—heretofore a stranger— 
the Federal taxgatherer. It ought not to pass, because there is 
no necessity for It. It ought not to pass, because it is inconsistent 
with the theories that were urged as an excuse for it. Itought 
not to pass, because it introduces a system thatmakesfraud easy, 
puts a pronn on perjury and deceit, and invites impositions 
upon the Federal Treasury. It vught not to pass, above all 
things, because it is a direct blowat labor and astep toward the 
degradation of the American workman. Make no mistake; the 
interest of the manufacturer in a tariff is only the interest that 
every good citizen has in general prosperity. The manufacturer 
ean take care of himself. 

It is the men whose capital is their skill and their brawn that 
you are assaulting. There are few manufacturers; the workmen 
are many. Upon their broad shoulders rests the stability of the 
State. In their hands is the ballot. It is they who, in the last 
analysis, shall make the laws and rule the Republic for good or 
ill, Their sons shall sit in our places. Their cause is the cause 
of public morals, of education, of invention, of advancement in 
every useful art, of peace and good order—in a word, of progress 
or its failure. You may triumph for a brief hour, but no 
longer. The American workingmen will not be deceived. They 
will bow to no theories. They will not beswerved from theiron 
logic of facts. They know that protection has been their pillar 
of cloud by day and pillar of fire by night. They will never 
cease to follow it till the end be reached and protection shall be 
the settled policy of the Republic. [Prolonged applause on the 
Republican side 


APPENDIX. 
STATISTICS RELATING TO FREIGHT RATES. 
Rail and water freight rates on 9 pig iron from Birmingham lo points 
ow. 


*These rates, if added to selling of iron at Birmingham, will give 
approximate selling price in New York 3 et 


SOUTHERN PIG-IRON FREIGHTS. 


[New York Iron Age.] 


The Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company have issued new rates of 
freight on pig iron from Southern furnaces to points in the Middle and New 
England States. The new rates take effect June 22, 1993, and are for carload 
lots of 17} tons of 2,268 pounds. The rates from the Birmingham, Shefield, and 
Chattanooga districts to some of the more important points are as follows: 


From— 
To— Birming- | Chatta- 
ha 100 Pann 
district. | district. 
25. 30 84. 80 84. 05 
5.09 4.59 4.84 
5.90 5. 40 5. 65 
ry bein piel 4.36 
5.0% 4.50 4.84 
S 4.97 
5.90 40 5.65 
4.40 3.90 4.15 
5. 90 5.40 5. 65 
5.90 5.40 5. 65 
5.90 5.40 5. C 


SOUTHERN PIG-IRON FREIGHTS—continued. 
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SOUTHERN FREIGHTS. 


From New York Iron Age.] 

The East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Railway have issued Supple- 
ment No. 4 to Tariff No. 28, applying on pig iron in carloadsof 17} tons min- 
imum, from Southern furnaces to points north, east, and west, to take effect 
5 ORIS, The rates between some of the more important points are as 


From— 


i 
‘ 


Columbia, Lancaster County, Pa 
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Cost of tron and steel under proposed Wilson tariff, delivered at Pacific, Gu 
and Atlantic ports. 1 ae y 


[Compiled by A. R. Whitney & Co., 29 Broadway, New York.] 


Per ton 
pounds. of 240 
pounds. 
Average rate of freight from Pittsburg to— 
r r A SEN 80. 48 810. 75 
Gulf ports 40 8.96 
eee E E EE +2 4.48 
Actual rate of freight from Pittsburg to— 
P la, Fla -50 11.20 
80 8.52 
22 4.92 
18 4.03 
200 4.59 
14 8.40 
10 2.44 
05 1.25 
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Comparative statement of effect on prices ef different manufactures of iron and steel, American and foreign, under Wilson and McKinley tariff bills. 


American. 
Adding freight to— 


Beamed up to 20 feet deep: 
— toes, a cent. 

.. 35 $H. 35 
888 3} 8.66) 19.55) 2.74] 21.70 . 16.50 18.90 27. 
Rails 25 34.75 

30 48.83 
30 39. 87 
2% 44. 
30 

30 

30 


$i p 
SR = 


than No, 10, 


. —— EA 5. 15.0 28.06 30 37.71 38.90 39. 86 1.7 88. 08 42.56 47.04 48.83 1.1 24. 64 
6.00. 0 209. 28 30 39. 81 40.50 41.40] 1.9 42.56 47.04 51.52 53.31 1.3 29.12 

5.00.0 | 24.40] Free. 25.65 26. 84 N. 80 1.35 30. 24 34.72 39.20 40.90 1.3 29.12 

Mae BE A 6.00.0} 29.28 35 40.78 41.97 42.93) 1.05 36.96 41.44 45.92 47.71 1 22, 40 

: 6.05.0 | 30.50 35 42.43 43. 62 44. 58 1.80 40. 32 44. 80 49. 28 51.07 1 22. 40 

— 6. 15.0 32.94 35 45.72 46.91 47.87 | 2.00 44.80 49.28 53.76 55.55 1 2.40 

7. 05.0 35.38 35 49.01 50.20 51.16] 2.20 49. 28 53.76 58.24 00.08 1 22. 40 

7.15.0 | 37.82 Ea] 52.31 53.50 | 54.46 2.30 51.52 56.09 60.48 2.27 1.1 24. 06 

CR 8. 15.0 42.70 35 58.89 60. 08 61. 04 2.40 53.76 5S. 24 62.72 64.51 1.4 31,36 

10.05.0.} 50.02 30 66. 27 67.46 68. 42 2.05 68. 32 72.80 77.28 70.07 1.75 39. 20 

10. 15.0 52.46 30 69.55 70.74 71.70| 3.20 73.92 78. 40 82. 88 $4.07] 1.85 41.44 

No. 26. 12.0.0 59.78 30 78. 96 80. 15 81.11] 3.50 78.40 82. 88 87.36 89.15 2.15 48.16 
Galvanized corr., No. 24... 10.15.0 | 52.46 85 69.55 . 74 71. 70 3.30 78. 92 78. 40 82. 88 84. 67 215 48.16 


* Average. 
Rates of freight for coal and iron. Rates of freight for coal and iron—Continned. 
[London Tron and Coal Trades Review, November 24, 1893.] = ics F 
o aq og EF 
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212 2 5 0 76 8 0 
6 3 6 0 5 9 6 6 6 0 
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15 3 5 0 7 6 
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(en E 6 6 8 6 Extract from letter from a prominent firm of importers.] 
Carthagena 8 6 9 3 4 : 3 = NEW YORK, December 11, 1893. 
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ric, were scattered about this Chamber about this time on yester- 
day by my distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], 
the leader of the Republican minority on this committee, that L 
could hardly restrain myself until this moment from uncorking 
someof the oil of consolation I had ready to pour into the wounds 
of which he wascomplaining. Icould hardly sleep whenI thought 
of the tears bedewing his pillow as he dreamed of the disaster 
awaiting the iron and wool interests of his beloved State of the 
two peninsulas. I am sure he will thank me when I assure him 
that the only trouble about the iron mines to which he referred 
so feelingly yesterday is that there has been found in the Lake 
Superior region in these United States of America, in the great 
Messaba Range, iron ore which they are now digging up with 
steam shovels and throwing direct into the cars. 

So that all of his great fleet upon the lakes will continue to 
prosper; iron ore will become cheaper than ever before; Michi- 
gan and the country adjacent to e Superior will continue 
to supply the people of this country, and nobody will be hurt 
except the people who unfortunately have invested in other 
iron mines, which new American iron mines have competed out 
of prosperous working. And if the gentleman had but thought 
for a moment, sir, he would have remembered that even in con- 
sideration of those mines, which he now mournsasabout to be 
driven fromactivity, the freight from the seaboard westward is 
such that if the ore from Cubs and from Spain were landed free 
of duty, for nothing, at the ports of New York, Philadelphia, or 
Baltimore, it still would be unable to compete.  - 

I was almost inclined to believe, as he spoke so feelingly of 
the wool industry, that there might be something in the trouble 
that he so strenuously predicted. But, sir, if it is true that the 
standard wool of that part of the country, or even of West Vir- 
ginis and Ohio, is to-day bringing, as he states it is, and I have 
no doubt he is correct, 25 cents a pound, then he is to be con- 
gratulated upon the fact that the steady decline in the price 
of wool we have had ever since the Me ey bill =e eee 
has at last come to an end, and that we may look forward for a 
rise instead of a decrease in the price. 

A MEMBER. The price has increased two cents and a half 
now. 

Mr. WARNER. Exactly, and the gentleman will feel better, 
Lam sure, when he hears of it. He referred to the fact that we 
had had a greatslaughter ofsheep throughout the United States. 
I had the pleasure on this floor two years ago to quote from the 
report of the. Republican Secretary of Agriculture, showing that 
there had been no increase under the McKinley bill in the pros- 
perity of the sheep-growing industry in any State in this coun- 
try, except where such increase bes been in the raising of 
sheep for mutton instead of sheep for wool; and I take it that a 
part, at least, of the slaughter to which he so feelingly referred 

an evidence of the extent to which McKinley prosperity has 
fed us with more and better, and I wish I could say, with cheaper 
mutton. 

It is also a fact, sir, which it may be pertinent to cite in this 
connection, that irrespective of 
product has been incrensed in the amount taken from 
slaughtered shéep, there has been cut from the backs of sheep 
in this coun ry more wool during hag ves year than in any other 
year of the last nine or ten; showing, if my friend’s figures are 
correct, that instead of bemoaning a bad condition of wool- 
growing industry, he should be congratulating us that, with the 
prospects before the country for the past year of somewhatmore 
of use in this country for the wool products of this country, the 
wool-growing industry has thrived. 


THE HEARINGS BEFORE THE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 


Lam sorry, sir, that such pleasant tasks as these are not to be 
the only ones upon which I must engage to-day; for, sir, I have 
e ee the weary perusal of the rs before the Ways 
and Means Committee, and as I waded through them I have been 
more and more impressed by the humiliation of knowing that 
such was the representation or misrepresentation that the manu- 
facturers of this country had permitted to be made before a 
committee of Congress as to their intents and their wishes! 
From page after page of that record the white hand of wealth 
reaches out from its carriage door to clutch fora gre.ter share 
of the pittance of the poor. On page after e of that record, 
fraud stalks so thinly disguised that the horned head shows 
above, and the cloven foot sticks out beneath; and when you 
have gotten through with that perusal, if you feel as I did, 

ou long to go out into the street and touch elbows with pro- 
essional men, with carters, with street car drivers, with the 
atarmy of self-respecting, self-supporting labor, who are not 
ere asking Congress to tax other people to hire them to carry 
on a business which they swear, to start with, is unprofitable. 
ar ig on the Democratic side.] 
“The beggars are coming to town”—mighty few in rags, 


e extent to which our wool | 
Its of 


mighty few in shags, but mostly in velvet gowns. [Applause 
and laughter on the Democratic side.] Look at them. Here is 
the Pennsylvania Salt Manufacturing Company, which comes 
and tells you that it has built up a business in thirty years, in- 
volving six millions present investment, and 65 acres of build- 
ings, and then gives you a list of every single article that they 
manufacture, showing that it is sold here 40 per cent higher 
than other people can buy it abroad; and then asks you to 
continue that tax upon our manufactures in order to protect 
that thirty-year old infant industry. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] refer- 
red to the first tariff act passed by the United States Congress, 
he recalled what I might have otherwise remembered. that it 
started off with the preamble to the effect that, Whereas 
somebody has been doing something in Pennsylvania,” etc. 
Well, now, Mr. Chairman, after an hundred years, it seems to 
me it is time to start out with another preamble, ‘‘Whereas the 
people of the whole United States want tostop supporting Penn- 
sylvania.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We have ultramarine-makers coming before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means and actually offering as an inducement 
for the imposition of a higher tariff upon their wares, that if we 
will give them so high a tariff that they can continue to supply 
the American market at 11 cents a pound, they will contract to 
sell so much abroad at 9 cents a pound as to double their prod- 
uct and give more employment to American labor. You have 
the ifornia quicksilver miners coming before the committee 
and 3 right there in the committee room, the color men 
of New York to whom they have charged 10 cents a pound more 
for their quicksilver than the rate at which they are exporting 
it from New York docks to supply the color-makers of Europe. 

You have Mr. Wharton, the representative of the great iron 
and steel combine, with more frankness than men generally in 
this connection, who admits upon the record that they did have 
a‘‘combine”—in his mild way, something approaching” an 
arrangement to regulate the output and maintain the price. 
That gentleman proceeds to explain as a reason for not disturb- 
ing settled conditions that it ‘takes millions of money and years 
of time to build up an iron or steel plant; and then, within the 
next half hour, he insists upon it that it does not make much 
difference if too high a duty is put on, since there is nothing to 
stop 9 going into competition. 

He also ts upon the record that the workmen in the iron 
and steel industries are better cared for and better in Eu- 
rope than they are in this country; and then caps the climax by 
appealing to the committee in a separate communication after 

first hearing, asking that the dutyon ore be reduced. That 
is for the benefit of the Bethlehem Iron Company and the Penn- 
sylvania Steel Company, in which he is a large stockholder. 
ou have heard the words of the poet on the blessing that was 
asked by the man whose charity as well as his piety commenced 
and ended at home: 
O Lord, bless me and ba ra John, 
His wife, and my 7 
Us four, and no more, 

It ought to have been signed Wharton.” [Laughter. 

The tin-plate Ananias appeared before us [laughter], and 
after he had gone through with the same old, old story about 
how the Britisher had raised the price of tin plate upon us every 
time that we did not have a tariff to protect us, and how it is 
much lower now on account of the tariif, he was forced to put it 
on the record that the price of tin plate had steadily declined 
during the time that we did not have any protection, that it 
reached its lowest period just before the McKinley act went into 
effect, and that it been getting higher ever since under 
seni “protection,” that was to bring down the price of tin 
plate. 

In cutlery a gentleman appeared before the committee and 
stated, and I have no doubt stated the truth, that knivescould be 
bought in Germany just as as those he sold for $3 at less 
than $1.40; and then he asked you to protect him, on the ground 
that he had given his labor an increase in wages of between 5 
and 33 per cent. Now.I happen to know something about that 
very wage increase. He was one of those men who when the 
claim was made that the McKinley bill had not resulted in any 
increase of wages advertised himself as an example of the em- 
plozers who had.raised wages on account of the McKinley bill. 

sent a special agent, a trustworthy man, for whose statement I 
am willing to be responsible, directly to the town in which this 
great wage increase had taken place andasked him tosecure me 
the facts. Here they are: 

This is a concern manufacturing pocket and table knives, emp! from 
three hundred to four hundred men. After Mr. Cleveland's election, or 
sometime in the early part ot 1885, there was a general reduction of wages 


all through this concern amounting to from 7 to lo per cent, more nearly the 
latter.. In the fall of ies the works entered — — — season of Pp — 


they had not kno for years before. ott was 
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stantial increase of wages would immediately follow. However, no steps 
were taken for a long time to fulfill the promise. Meanwhile the men 
growled very audibly and the whole town talked aboutit. But in April, 
1892, the management announced that the increase would be made, and 
called in the workingmen individually and arranged the new scale with each 
one. The new rate of wages, however, affected only the pieceworkers, that 
is, about two hundred and twenty-five out of the wholenumber of employés, 

‘This increase is estimated to average about 7 per cent for the number af- 
fected by it, which would be equivalent to something like 34 per cent for the 
entire establishment. A further advance was obtained three or four weeks 
ago by the grinders in the establishment, numbering about thirty, who are 
Members of a very close and powerful union, and who demanded an advance, 
threa to strike if it were not granted. How much they actually got is 
not known, as it is kept secret by the union, but it has been said that they 
demanded an advance of 12} per cent and compromised on an advance of 10 
Per delay mn until this Presidential campaign the fulfillment of promises 
ma e in the last one, and then coming to time only when workmen have ar- 
ranged to strike or when forced by labor organization, is McKinley gener- 
osity, here is a case. 

The leading maker of metallic bedsteads, claiming that there 
are five or six hundred persons employed in this industry, wants 
a duty of 45 per cent left to proes his labor; and illustrates the 
happy lot of his workmen by citing as an illustration one who 
last year hired a cottage by the seashore for the recreation of 
his family during thesummer season, and this summer took them 
on a trip to Europe, and wound up by admitting that the price 
of bedsteads was falling faster in England than hers. 

The cane sugar advocates of a sugar bounty admit thatif they 
do ultimately supply the country, as they promise, it will result 
in the Government paying $80,000,000 a fiye to encourage the 
cultivation of an area of less than 60 by 50 miles. 

From Western New York and Pennsylvania comefarmers who 
believe that growing tobacco is so much more desirable for the 
community than raising food that they should be hired to do it 
at the expense of those who manufacture and use their product. 

The Suffolk County farmers have asked that the wage-earners 
of New York be made to pay more for their potatoes and cab- 
bage; and to cap the climax ask that the farmers of the rest of 
the country be compelled to buy Suffolk County cabbage seed, 
whether they like it or not. 

The maccaroni makers of New York City are so patriotic that 
they want to tax their neighbors’ food 2 cents per pound, while 
they themselves are selling it in the West Indies and Central 
America to the poor people there at free-trade prices. 

The makers of fast-black hosiery, who have built up’a flour- 
ishing industry without any protection whatever, beg for pro- 
tection now, forfear that foreigners will improve processes faster 
than themselves. 

From Waterford, N. Y., comes the knit-shirt maker, who says 
that the foreigner will sell for $2.25 a shirt as good” as he se 
for $4, and that it would be a great injustice if our people were 
allowed to get from any one else than himself just as good clothes 
as they have now at half the price. 

The oil-cloth makers, having procured an exorbitant tariff on 
the ground that their printing was done by hand, and then hav- 
ing turned out their men in favor of machines, now beg that 
they receive for money and machinery the ‘‘ protection” that 
three years since they asked for flesh and blood. 

Mr. Theodore Justice, a wool-broker of Philadelphia, asks us 
to tax the American people so that the railroads can get 3 cents 
a pound freight and he 2 cents a pound commission for selling 
dirty wool, which he claims is only worth 1 cent a pound. He 
tells a pleasant romance about our prices always being double 
that of foreign wool when we had adequate protection, and how 
wool declined in price only 3 per cent in the United States, 
while it declined 26 per cent abroad—conveniently forgetting 
that every farmer here knew wool had declined from 10 to 20 per 
cent each year since the McKinley bill took effect; that wool 
had failed to rise here in 1889, though it rose abroad from 6 to 
10 cents, until it was higher there than it was here; and that in 
the circular of Mr. Justice’s own firm for December, 1889, he in- 
formed his customers that Australian wools were worth abroad 
more than 30 cents a pound unwashed. 

From Yonkers come the most extensive carpet manufacturers 
in this country, who have used their advantages under patents, 
just expired, to monopolize the American market, and who now 
want the tariff kept up in order that they es Renata to charge 
what they please here, though they admit that they are arrang- 
ing to market their goods outside at free-trade prices—and, at 
the same time, explaining that they do not want free wool, be- 
cause they use so little of it that it would be giving an advantage 
to those who make better carpets and use two and one-half times 
as much wool to the yard. 

From New York come the note-pa 
who admit that they have flourished and built up their business 
with no protection whatever, but who urge most logically that 
they be given some, so that they can share the plunder of which 
heretofore they have had none. 

Our pearl-button friends now ap and admit that the Mc- 


r and envelope men, 


Kinley duties are too high; do not deny that their old stories of 


convict labor in Austria were false; admit that just as soon as 
they could after the McKinley bill had passed they.got their 
work done E labor here; but on their assertion that 
they are telling the truth now, and will behave themselves in 
the future, they ask for a.prohibitory duty until, as they admit 
they will do, they can improve their machinery so as to turn 
adrift most of those now employed. 

The climax of cheek is reached by the coal men of Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Maryland, who ask that the Government 
make the whole seaboard—Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Charleston, Savannah, San Francisco, and Portland—pay more 
for its coal, and claim that this is all for the sake of into On 
cross-examination they admit that it costs no more to mine coal 
in their own mines than in Canada; that the total amount their 
miners receive is less than one-half the present anty; that the 
are exporting largely abroad, even to ada itself; that it 
the railroads that are really interested; that these latter are 
carrying coal for export cheaper than for our home consump- 
tion, and that the highest price of all is charged the unfortu- 
nate people who live near the mines and right on their own 
line, and hence are absolutely at their mercy. 

The North Carolina kaolin men urge that their clay is so 
good that they ought to have a tariff to teach us the good taste 
to use it, and the New Mexico wool-growers urge that their wool 
is so dirty and worthless that they need a tariff to make us use 
it. [Laughter.] The Virginia coal miners say that coal is so 
close to the ground and easy to get out that we ought to have a 
tariff; and the Missouri lead miners say that their lead is so far 
down and so hard to get out that they must have a tariff. 
[Laughter.] The cement men want us to help them because 
they are so near by, and the borax men want aid because they 
are so far off. The sugar men who four years ago rolled their 
eyes in holy horror at a sugar bounty, while they pleaded for a 
revenue tariff on sugar, are now urging that we retain a bounty 
that is all expenditure and no revenue. The Alabama iron ore 
owners want to cut off return cargoes of Cuban ore, and thus 
tax the Alabama coal export trade with freight both ways; and 
Virginia coal men propose to make cotton pay double freight 
from the whole South and Southwest in order to keep them 
from getting coal cheap; and the National Maccaroni Compan 
asks for a tariff, not to raise the wages of American labor—as it 
expressly explains—but to employ the foreign labor that may 
come in. 

Such a muster of selfishness and hypocrisy has never before 
disgraced the halls of the Capitol since the McKinley bill was 
framed; and, seen t such a background, a halo floats about 
the head and a saintly glory beams from the face of that honest 
silversmith of Ephesus who pleaded with his fellow craftsmen 
to keep out the Christian eg See in order that they might re- 
tain the profitable trade that they had developed in silver idols 


and shrines. 
WHAT THE REAL MANUFACTURERS WANT. 


But, sir, I wish here and now to enter a protest on the behalf 
of the real industries of the country nst the forging of their 
names and the perversion of their views by the 3 
agents who have rushed forward to misrepresent them. My dis- 
trict, sir, is one of the leading manufacturing districts of the coun- 
try; and of manufacturing establishments within it, as to which 
I have had opportunity for special inquiry, there are at least 250. 
With each of these, since the general tenor of the Wilson bill 
was known, I have corresponded in order to ascertain just what 
were the interests of this most important portion of my constit- 
uents. The largest single interest in this district is perhaps that 
of piano-making; and from not a single one, so far as concerns the 
special interests of that business, has aught but approval come: 
though in more than one case the proprietors are Republicansand 
protectionists sostrongly wedded to the faith, that they arewillin, 
their own business, about which they do know and as to whic 
they know the tariff does not help it, should be taxed in order to 
benefit somebody else insome way, they can not explain how. 

Next in order perhaps come the wall-paper manufactories. 
Allof them but one are in atrust tokeep up prices and monopo- 
lize the American market. Theone man outside whois fighting 
the trust is the largest manufacturer in that line of the trade, 
and employs more men and on the average pays better wages 
than any other. He writes me that the Wilson bill will benefit 
the wall-paper business by cheapening its raw materials; and 
that we need not hesitate to enact absolute free trade so far as 
wall paper is concerned. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The brewers, possibly, are the next most important employers 
of labor—perhaps even more so than some one of those I have 
already named; and from no one of them have I received other 
than commendation of the Wilson bill in its effect upon their 
business. In my district is one of the greatest t manufac- 
tories of the country, employing thousands of hands, and 17 16 
are protesting most vigorqusly against the passage of this bill. 
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I have, however, looked somewhat into the matter, and though 
I frankly admit that their industry has been discriminated 
against as compared with the outrageous protection given to the 
woolen industry of New England, yet I firmly believe that if the 
Wilson bill is passed there will be more wage-earners than ever 
before employed at manufacturing carpets in my district, and 
that if this is not the case it will be because—as it is reported— 
that the firm have already arranged to go out of business rather 
than lose the chance of disposing of realestate whose value has 
become too great to be profitably used in that business when 
better accommodations can be secured at half the money. There 
are extensive jute and flax mills in my district. The protection 
the Wilson bill proposes to leave them is totally inadequate 
when compared with that accorded to New England textile man- 
ufacturers in general; and here is perhaps the one case, unless 
it is in the line of fine harness, where, though [ do not believe 
it will happen, I have no doubt of the sincerity of the employers’ 
fear that some lines at least of their business may be crippled 
by the passage of the bill in its present shape. 

I could go on, sir, for a whole afternoon in thus running over 
the bead-roll of the American industries that are scattered in all 
parts of my district; but the result would be the same. In the 
majority of the cases the Wilson bill offers them decided advan- 
tages as compared with present conditions. In the remaining 
instances, where the gain to the country is certain, the loss to 
the few exceptions is problematical. But the almost universal 
feature of the correspondence that has been showered upon me— 
the word that I receive from every quarter—is that prompt ac- 
tion is most essential to the prosperity of my district, and delay 
the worst of disasters that is feared. The one demand upon 
which all are agreed is that we shall as promptly as possible put 
into law the Democratic policy in regard to tariff. 

The manufacturers of my district, sir, Republicans as well as 
Democrats, have almost universally depended, not upon the 
tariff, but upon their business tact, their intelligence, and en- 
terprise to make a living. Many of them have wagered upon 
Republican success by investing in directions in which they 
know they must depend upon a protective tariff. But they are 
disposed neither to keep on whining at the result of a year ago 
last November nor to expect the Democratic party to pay their 
bets against it. They want to know what we propose todo; and 
they will accept it joyously in most cases, resignedly in some, 
determinedly in all, ready to do their best to increase the pros- 
perity of the industries in which they are engaged, to give more 
and more employment at better wages to the workingmen of the 
‘district, and to do more and more every year in the future, as 
they have done more and more every year in the past, to make 
of their section of the great city of New York an honor to the 
country, whether under Democratic or Republican rule. They 
ask no favors; they expect tariff reduction; all of them want to 
be put as quickly as possible in such a position that they can 
safely go ahead and develop whatever of opportunity thefuture 
may have in storefor them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

WHAT WAGE-EARNERS WANT. 

It may, however, be said, and rightly said, that their inter- 
ests are not those which should be first consulted, and that the 
great mass of the people, the wage-earners, or those dependent 
upon them for support, should first be consulted. ell, Mr. 
Chairman, they have been consulted. There is not a part of the 
Union where labor organizations and mutual aid associations are 
more numerous, or more effective, or more intelligently directed 
than in my district. There is no place where every economic 
question connected with the effect of protection or free trade 
upon the demand and the reward for labor has been more fully 
discussed than among the wage-earners for whom it is my privi- 
lege to speak. And they, sir, with even greater unanimity 
than that shown by their empleyers—for among the latter are 
some who still claim that their advocacy of protection is for the 
sike of their wage-earners, but among these very wage-earners 
there is no one who believes such nonsense—the busy hands and 
the active brains of my district are eagerly waiting for the time 
when this bill shall become a law, and urgently praying that 
this be as quickly as possible. If you will only put it upon the 
pages at once you need bother about nothing else. e have 

ree trade in labor now—the one thing that they have to sell, 

and they know 2 well that the nearer we get to free 

trade in the goods they make and that they and others have to 

buy, the pream amount of these goods will be used, the greater 

will bə the number of men required to make them, the more 

steady will be their employment, and the higher their wages. 
INDUSTRIAL PAUPERS. 

When there is presented to them a plea for some pauper in- 
dustry they have a way of looking at it, sir, which has b-en as 
interesting to meas it has always been conclusive to them. They 
are acquainted, sir, with the workings of our immigrant law. 
They see the sjuadrons—even regiments—coming down the gang 
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plank to compete with them in their several callings. They see 
the immigrant inspectors taking notes of’one after another, and 
making step aside from those who are allowed to land those who 
for one reason or another are suspected of being unable to take 
care of themselves and liable to become a charge upon the coun- 
try. They know what then takes place, and they approve of it. 
If the intending immigrant is not able to convince the officials 
that he is not likely to become a public charge he is anceremo- 
niously packed home by the same steamer that brought him, to 
continue to curse the land which has endeavored to dump him 
upon us. It will not do for him to say, Why, sirs, [have heard 
that you want men to develop this great country, and if you will 
only tax yourselves to give me, say one-half or two-thirds of what 
1 5 to support me, I will try to earn the rest of my liveli- 
ood.” 

No, sir; the only condition upon which a human being is al- 
lowed to land in this country is that he shall show to the satis- 
faction of those who are put at our ports to ascertain that very 
fact, that he is able to support himself and will probably do so. 
Not that he shall earn half his living or three-quarters of it, but 
that he shall presumably earn all his living; certainly that he 
shall not start out with the prospect of being a public charge. 
And that, sir, is just the sort of a law that my constituents a 
prove. They ure willing to go to any reasonable liberality in 
permitting to come here and competes with them or rival them 
in building up this great country every self-respecting man ca- 
pable of self-support under our standards of civilization. But 
they want no other; they will tolerate no deadbeat immigration. 
And to them, sir, it seems that this great principle ought to be 
carried still further. It seems to them that when a capitalist, a 
man who has money to invest, comes here and asks permission 
to go into business, the one condition upon which he should be 
allowed to do it is that he can and will pay his own way. Thay 
have no sympathy, sir, with the capitalist who offers to conde- 
scend to do business in this country provided this country will 
tax itself in order to enable him to make profits. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Thy don’t believe, sir, in deadbeat industries any more than 
they do in deadbeat men; and if there is any one thing that is 
more contemptible in their eyes than a poor wreck of humani 
endeavoring to drag along existence at the expense of his fel- 
low-men, it is a dead dollar trying to earn dividends for its 
owner out of the taxation of its fellow-citizens. They know, 
sir, that it is not profitable toincrease the number of our citizens 
by admitting those among us whose support will be a constant 
burden to others. They have never been able to see, sir, why 
it was not just as unprofitable to admit industries which start 
out with the assertion that they are notself-supporting and pro- 
pose to become a publie charge from the beginning. They believe, 
sir, that as to nine-tenths, say ninety-nine one-hundredths, of the 
industries that are now in operation here, the impetus given them 
by cheaper raw materials, by greater opportunities for export, 
will so increase their prosperity as tomake immaterial what be- 
comes of the insignificant number, which on inspection turn out 
to have been helpless paupers and a drag upon our general pros- 
perity. They are not frightened, sir, by the threats that this 
or the other industry will leave our shores or discharge its work- 
men. They have heard just thut sort of stuff before, and they have 
seen such predictions falsified by the event. If, however, in 
some cases it shall turn out to be as those who are engaged in 
them fear, if whenever the support of taxation upon others is 
withdrawn from them they find that they can not makea living 
here, then all that workingmen of my district have to say is this: 
“If you are going away, go and God speed to you, for the quicker 
you go the better we will be off; if you are going todie here, die, 
and we will plant flowers over your grave: for your room is 
worth more than your company.” [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

ATTEMPTS TO DEADBEAT THE SEASOARD. 

There is another respect, sir, in which opposition to this bill 
has attracted considerable attention among my constituents, 
They have seen one after another of the protectionist leaders 
come before the Ways and Means Committee and avowedly ask 
that this bill be defeated in order that our seaboird, and espe- 
cially the eastern seaboard, and especially New York City, may 
be deprived of the advantages that God has given her and that 
they, my constituents, have been aiding to improve. The 
know perfectly well how they come to be on Manhatten Island, 
where there is neither a lumber forest nov an iron mine, nor a 
coal mine, nor an acre of ground that produces aught of what 
they manufacture. They know it is becaus> at that point, on 
account of its facilities for commerce, cin b> most cheaply and 
promptly marshaled the materials with which they work, and 
that from that point, on account of thes» s me facilities for com- 
merce, the products of their labor can b>» most promp'ly and 
advantageously marketed all over the world. They see the 
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quicksilver miners of California demanding a duty of 10 cents 
per pound in order to enable them to charge the New York 
color-makers just that much more than they charge those of 
England and Europe, and they tell me not to let them thus levy 
blackmail upon New York City. 

They see the coal miners of West Virginia deliberately urg- 
ing that unless the tariff be kept up our manufacturers will be 
able to get their coal more cheaply from Canada than they do now 
from West Virginia; and again their message is to me, Don't 
let the West Virginia coal men deadbeat New York.” They 
have heard that the iron-ore producers of Pennsylvania and Ala- 
bama have asked that New York be made to pay tribute to them 
in the higher price of every bit of raw mate she now uses in 
her great manufactures of iron, and they say to me, Don't you 
let self-supporting New York industries be taxed one penny to 
build up beggars elsewhere.” They see one contemptible plea 
utter another filed by men who admit that they have a natural 
monopoly of the interior of the country, and who now come beg- 
ging Congress to cut off the advantages that our forefathers 
gained for us by settling near the seaboard; and they say tome, 
Pont you connive at, don't you permit, legislation that will 
tend to shut up the harbor and port of New York.” We are not 
alone in this regard. Boston and Providence and New Haven 
and Philadelphia to an increasing extent and Baltimore and 
Charleston and Savannah and New Orleans and Galveston and 
San Francisco and the Northwest Pacific ports are all of them 
explicitly mentioned in these hearingsas sections of the country, 
the natural advantages of which those who have appeared in op- 
position to this bill propose deliberat ly to destroy. 

It can not even be claimed that this policy will help the in- 
terior of the country. No one isso innocent as to believe that 
in the hands of men who thus avow such motives, the part of our 
country which is not by the seaboard will be safe from their ex- 
tortion, except to the extent thatrivalry in their own markets 
may compel.them to be reasonable. For this, sir, it for no other 
reason, it seems to me absolutely essential to that part of our 
country which is within a few hundred miles from the seaboard, 
and scarcely less so to our whole country, that by giving greater 
freedom to trade we give less opportunity to monopoly, whether 
in the interior of our country or at the seaboard. 

THE DEFECTS OF THE WILSON BILL. 

It must not be understood, however, that I am in favor of all 
the provisions of this bill. As to the inconsistencies I have re- 
ferred to, while I trust some of them ang yet bə remedied, yet 
they involve questions of detail rather than of principle. Im- 
portant as they are to individuals whose interests I shall take 
occasion to represent in every fair way, if my colleagues differ 
with me in opinion I can still respect their intent. 

But it is impossible to speak thus leniently of all the defects 
of this bill. As to some of them, if any one feels worse than I 
do that they find place in a billsubmitted by a Democratic com- 
mittee to a Democratic House, it is because his capacity for grief 
is greater than is mine. A 

WOOLENS, 

In the first place, sir, it is proposed to give New England the 
relief that she ought to have in free raw materials, free coal, 
free iron, free lumber, free wool, free trade, or a reduced tariff 
upon nearly every material that she uses; and yet it is proposed 
to leave upon her principal industry, that of wool manufactur- 
ing, duties which are not merely scandalous in amount, but far 
beyond those which upon any consistent theory, even of protec- 
tion to labor, can be for a moment defended. The duties pro- 

are generally 40 per cent upon the classes of woolen goods 
most used. As to all of these, with free raw materials given 
them by this very bill, a revenue tariff of 25 per cent—under 
which I believe a larger revenue would be collected than under 
a prohibitive rate—would be most generous protection. 
ot merely this, sir, but the cluim that the higher rates sug- 
sted will produce more revenueis not even made, while even 
fom a protection standpoint higher duties than 25 per cent can 
not be justified, and can not even be argued for, except 7250 
abandonment of nearly every economic position they have of late 
so stoutly defended. I will advert to but one, though a con- 
clusive proof of this. The American Cotton and Wool Reporter 
is not merely one of the greatest—perhaps the leading—trade 
journals in the country, but it is the undisputed organ of the 
wool trade. It has long been discussing this question of therate 
of duty, and its most complete presentation of the case was made 
ye well-posted gentleman by the name of Edward D. Page, 
whose article was so well received that it was afterward re- 
printed and given wide pamphletcirculation. His first position, 
which he supported by facts which no protectionist has attempted 
to question, was that the wool manufacturers of this countr; 
would prefer the total abolition of the specific duties, provid 
that they could have their raw mate free and an actual net 
protection of 25 per cent—and, by the way, this statement of his 


is quoted almost verbitim from the manifesto of the National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers addressed to the Revenue 
Commission in 1866. 

Mr. Page also explains that it is simply ridiculous to claim 
that this percentage would not have more than compensated 
for the wage rate of labor. He, however, argues that they 
should have a higher rate of protection, and the following are 
the points which he makes in support of it—each one damning 
by itsadvocacy the cause in which it is urged. His first position 
is that— 

Manufacturers are now in the ition in which a child would be if, hav- 
ing been brought up by a rich father in the belief that a knowledge of arith- 
metic was unnecessary, he was suddenly and without preparation compelled 
to earn his living as a clerk. I fear that many of them 40 not realize even 
now how much improvement and economy is to be accomplished by makin: 
their goods from a mixture of the stocks most exactly suited to the quali- 
ties the goods are to possess, instead of the makeshifts which our meager 
market has hithertofore afforded. * + + It cannot be denied that the 
virtue of prohibition of the use of two-thirds of the wools of the American 
manufacturer during thirty years of tariff discrimination has deprived him 
of the knowledge necessary to success in this important branch of the man- 
ufacture. > 

This is just what tariff reformers have all along claimed. This 
is just what the protected manufacturers have all along denied; 
and now, admitting that they have taxed us for a generation 
against our protest, with no better result to themselves than to 
make them incapable of doing business, they propose that we 
shall compensate them for the injury they have thus done them- 
soles and us aswell. There is no pretense of protection to labor 

ere, 

Mr. Page also suggests that the mill owners are under a dis- 
advantage on account— 
of the taxes which mill-owners have been obliged to pay, not to the Govern- 
titi one the people, but to the proprietors of American mines and steel 

Precisely what tariff reformers have all the time said. But 
these wool manufacturers of New England have constantly as- 
serted that we were mistaken, and that under protection the 
American public, including themselves, were being more cheaply 
served by manufactured goods than would have been the case 
under free trade. They now admit that they were not, and that 
we told the truth, but coolly ask that an additional 5 cents bo 
added to the poss which they are hereafter to receive in order 
to recoup to them their share of the taxation which against our 
protest they forced upon us all, and which they propose that wo 
shall still continue to pay. 

But Mr. Page is not through. He urges that— 

a third adverse condition is the result, not so much of the tariff, as ot the 
condition of mind that makés class — possible. 

And he actually proposes that another 5 cents be added to the 
protection upon woolen goods in order to make up to the woolen 
manufacturers the damage caused by the state of mind in which 
they have kept so much of the country for so long a time. It is 
these three items, in addition to the 25 per cent, which it is ad- 
mitted is far more than sufficient to make up the difference in 
labor cost, that the manufacturers.of New England have asked 
that we be taxed to pay—5 per cent because they have grown so 
lazy while living upon our savings that we ought to support 
them while they are learning to work; 5 per cent more in order 
to recoup to them the proportion which they have paid of tax- 
ation which they and their coadjutors have extorted from us; 5 
per cent more on account of the state of mind into which by their 
misrepresentation and demoralization of Government functions 
they have gotten themselves together with the rest of the coun- 
try. This, edded to the 25 per cent, makes 40 per cent, and in- 
dicates pretty fairly the sources from which have come the sug- 
gestions that the Ways and Means Committee have adopted in 
reference to the woolen schedule, and the kind of arguments by 
which alone it can be defended. 

1 know, sir, that there are men on this floor, too, who tell us 
that if the Wilson bill is passed some wool- m mufacturing estab- 
lishments will fail. But I have heard such things before. You 
will remember that during the campaign of 1888 our protection- 
ist friends made great capital of the fact that after having been 
in bid condition for many years, the thy A aa in which the 
Mills bill was being discussed witnessed the failure of fifty-seven 
concerns in the wool trade, involving liabilities of $3,637,000. We 
were told that all this came from the fact that the mere discus- 
sion of the question had scared the woolen business to death, but 
that if Mr. Harrison were elected, general confidence would take 
charge of the demoralized battalions, and thatevery wheel of in- 
dustry would be setrunning. In my own district, sir, within a 
few days after election had shown that protection was safe for 
years to come, the wages were reduced in the one establishment 
employing the most workers in wool, and within one year from 
that date there had gone into tiers seventy-two concerns, 
with liabilities of $10,500,000; of which showed how much 
more damaging it was to the wool business to have confidence 
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restored under Harrison than to be seared to death by the Mills 
bill 


Ot course I do not mean to claim that the election of Mr. Har- 
rison did this. The trouble lay far deeper, and is the trouble 
that is now spreading dry rot amid so large a proportion of the 
woolen mills of New England; that if a committee of the manu- 
facturers themselves were to take the matter in hand they would 
close up at once, whether the Wilson bill or the McKinley bill 
is to rule, a large proportion of the mills on the ground that as 
business concerns they have no right toexistence. The trouble 
with this industry is thatit has become one too largely run b 
grandsons, but to which the grandfathers, long ago of blesse 
memory, contributed the last ounce of business enterprise that 
made it a prosperous one. The trouble is that while wages are 
not so much higher in Europe as to justify even a 10 per cent 
tariſt on the tot l cost of the goods, there are too many cases in 
which a sinecure treasurer, a member of, andnominated by, the 
family that owns a large proportion of the stock, is paid a large 
salary which he does not earn, and in which those owning 
smaller blocks are permitted to load the accounts of the com- 
pany by similar charges. The cases are too many where plants, 
which sound sense would not have permitted to exist, have been 
erected at enormous cost, and instead of being charged ol to 

fit and loss, are still held as the basis over which-it is at- 
tempted to stretch dividends that they do not earn. 

No tariff can help troubles like these. If it were raised to 100 
per cent it would simply encourage them to hold on a little 
while longer, and involve them a good deal deeper in disaster 
when they found that their shrewder neighbors had forestalled 
their opportunity. There is no rivalry more demoralizing to 
legitimate business than that of bankrupt concerns like these. 
There is no employment more discouraging to the laboring man 
than that furnished by such institutions, just enough to keep 
him alive and hold him from leaving to batter himself, and not 
enough to keep him prosperous or to afford decent support for 
his family. Tne quicker their demoralizing existence is ended 
the better it will be for every good business man, for 2 com- 

tent workman, and for every self-supporting American citizen. 
ou can not adjust the tariffsoastosavethem. Evenif you could 
they are not worth saving. It issimply impudent that we should 
be asked to try it. Twenty-five per cent upon the great mass of 
woolen goods is so much more than enough to make up for the 
total amount of labor involved that nothing but the fact that we 
need revenue as badly as we do, and that such is the rate which 
will probably produce the most revenue, can for a moment jus- 
tify the extortion; and no consideration of which I am aware can 
for a moment excuse our attempting to go further, as is proposed 
by this bill. And when it is proposed, as this bill proposes, to 
give New England cloth-manufacturers free raw materials and 
0 per cent duty on their product, and to give New York cloth- 
iers raw materials taxed 40 per cent and but 45 per cent duty on 
their finished product, the mere statement of such a proposition 
is enough to impeach it. 

Of course, I understand thatthe duty being on the whole prod- 
uct really gives a margin for protection in each case far beyond 
that indicated by the figures. But afterevery allowance is made 
the case is one of the greatest favoritism of New England manu- 
facturers against the great merchant tailoring trade of New 
York City, the most important industry of that metropolis, the 
one in which more men are employed than in all the woolen 
mills of New England combined. 

SUGAR BOUNTY, 

Again, sir, J note that it is proposed to continue the bounty 

now paid to the sugar-planters for a term of eight years undera 

ually decreasing schedule. I am unaware, sir, of any prin- 
ciple upon which we can ask that the farmers of this country 
shall bs taxed in order to hire sugar-planters to do business. I 
am not aware, sir, of anything so especially elevating or moral 
about the business of sugar-raising, when compared with that of 
wheat or cotton raising, as to justify our taxing all engaged in 
thes great industries in order to hire men to raise sugar; and as 
a Democrat, sir, I have never seen any justification for our Gov- 
ernment taxing its people to hire 8 to do anything out- 
side of the Government service. If to the offensiveness of a 
bount pled in general it were possible to add, this has been 
done in the features which characterize this. 

I shall omit mention of the beet-sugar and sorghum-sugar and 
the maple-sugar steals, which are too insignificant to be men- 
tioned in the same day with the cane sugar atrocity. During 
the year ending June 30, 1893, we paid in sugar bounties $9,375,- 
000, of which nearly $8,600,000 was paid to 535 men in Louisiana 
alone, an average of between sixteen and seventeen thousand 
dollars to exch—this when our Treasury is bankrupt, when this 
Administration has been put into power upon a promise to re- 
lieve the people from taxation. I know it is pro to miti- 
gate it. But how? Even if the production did not increase—and 
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no one who is posted has claimed that it will not do so for the 
next four or five years—the result of this bill, if passed in its 
present form, will be to give $35,000,000 to less than 600 men— 
lor it is not proposed to encourage new investments in expecta- 
tionof the bounty—nearly all of them residing inasmall portion 
of a single State, thus putting the Democratic seal upon that 
much of a Republican crime that we have universally denounced, 
and this at atime when we are searching every highway and 
byway for additional revenue, and have pending be ore us a re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury advising us of a deficit of 
$30,000,000 within the current year, and begging permission to 
run the Government further into debt to meet it. [Applause. 

I have referred, sir, thus somewhat at length to the wool ta 
and to the sugar bounty because I have appreciated that they 
were perhaps those defects of this bill in which the people were 
most interested. Among the many minor ones there are, how- 
ever, two others in which [have aspecial interest, because, sir, the 
beneficiaries are not merely the most ideally undeserving of any 
into whose coffers tariff taxation has ever been poured, but they 
do my own city the honor of doing the most of their business within 
it, and thereby have put upon myself a peculiar duty, as it is a 
peculiar pleasure, to drag them out to light and ask this Demo- 
cratic House not thus toinsult Democracy. I refer to the Stand- 
ard Oil Company and to the American Sugar Refining Company, 
known asthe Sugar Trust. Between the lines of this bill can 
recognized the fine Italian hand of each. 


STANDARD OIL PROTECTION. 


In its present shape the Wilson bill reimposes the present duty 
upon oils the product of any country which levies a tariff upon 
American petroleum. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York knows that that 
was put in the bill after it was reported to the committee. 

Mr. WARNER. I am entirely aware of that. : 
Mr. REED. The reason I called the gentleman's attention to 
the fact was to show that it was the déliberate judgment of the 

committee which he was condemning. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman, of course, knows what his 
own deliberate judgment is, and he may be competent to speak 
for the committee, but in my opinion it was one of the most hasty 
things they over did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Well, but the fact that they put that 
into the bill after having left it out, woui 
they acted with deliberation. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman may speak for himself and 
for the committee, bu. 

Mr. REED. Oh, I am not speaking for the committee. We 
were not allowed to speak even init, [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. I will not dwell now upon the point that—as 
this section is drawn—the whole of the present duty would be 
reimposed, no matter how slight the duty imposed upon Ameri- 
can oil, no matter whether that duty is a discriminating duty or 
not; but what I specially call attention to is this, that, in order 
to protect the company which has constantly used its monopol 
here to crush out rival dealers and keep prices here at suc 
point as it pleased, while it was exporting oil all over the world 
at lesser rates, this bill, after McKinley reciprocity has been 
kicked out with contumely, proposes to renew the principle of 
reciprocity in favor of the most grasping, extensive, and piti- 
less monopoly that the world has ever known, and to do this in 
regard to an article as to which our own product is so great that 
we must export a large proportion of it, and therefore cin use 
the contingent tariff only as a means to make American citi- 
zens pay more than foreigners for the article produced here. 
I listened to the able speech of the Chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee when he introduced this bill, and I heard no 
defense of this provision. I am rather glad that I did not, for 
Tam sure that it indicates that he at least is willing that at the 
1 . — time amendment shall be had which shall relieve the 

smocratic party from the imputation of having spurned re- 
ON when applied to the numerous other interests which— 
I believe undeservedly—it was intended to serve, at the same 
time that it has revived it in favor of the one organization on 
the round globe least entitled to it. 


RECIPROCITY FOR THE SUGAR TRUST. 


Strangely enough, sir, the sugar trust has been aided in the 
same way. Given their raw material free—as they have it—and 
there is no country in the world where the refiners can produce 
a ton of refined sugar so cheaply as in the United States. They 
have, however, enjoyed for the past few years a protective duty 
of one-half of 1 cent upon their finished product, and they have 
used that duty most persistently and pitilessly to pay them- 
selves dividends upon watered capital, to keep the wholesaler 
squeezed between the vice of legislation on the one hand and 
trust 3 on the other, with the result although raw 
sugar is 


rovision 
seem to show that 


tted here free, although manufacturing of sugar 
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costs less here than in any other civilized country—of taxing the 
American pas onan average of three-fourths of a cent to acent 
per pound higher for their sugar than is paid by even the alleged 
to be downtrodden proletariat of diabolical Great Britain. And 
now, sir, instead of striking of this protective duty and leaving 
the sugar trust to earn its own living, a Democratic Congress 
has conpra ea with the enemy and offers them for the future 
half the blackmail that they have heretofore been permitted to 


levy. 

1 — there is an excuse given for this, but the trouble is that 
the excuse is worse than the deed. It is sid that the rebate 
given by other nations on sugar export is such as practically to 
amount toa bounty for export, and that the quarter cent is not 
more than a fair offset to this. If this is not reciprocity, I should 
like to know what it is. What is the difference in p ciple be- 
tween taking off a tariff, provided that your neighbor will do 
the same, and putting on one as retaliation for his imposing an 
export poner Is there any reason why the reciprocity of the 
McKinley bill should be given the cold shoulder, and new 
member of the same family be invited to sit by the Democratic 
fireside? Even if the question of presi were not involved, is 
there any earthly reason why, if France and Germany and Aus- 
tria are foolish enough to hire their producers to give us cheap 
sugar, we should keep our people fromaccepting the benefaction? 
Yes; there is just one reason. it would hurt the sugar trust. And 
that is the reason and the only reason upon which can be justi- 
fied the retention of this one-fourth cent duty upon refined 


sugar. 

The true policy, Mr. Chairman, if Germany is fool enough to 
spend money to give our people che ip sugar is tolet her do it 
and give our people the advantages Great Britain now monopo- 
lizes. Byso doing she has built up her sugar-using industries un- 
til her consumption, largely for manufacture—since the average 
individual probably does not use a grenar amount therə than 
here—is 20 per cent higher per capita than that in our country, 
and she has become the world's center of the great manufac- 
tures in which sugar is an important factor. I will give one ex- 
um le: In Western New York, through a district of which the 
little town of Dundee is perhaps about the center, is the one re- 
gion in all the world that is most advantageous from all points 
of view for the raising of small fruits, certain limited districts 
in Scotland and others in the neighborhood of London being its 


only rivals. We have had dear sugar; England has had cheap | 


sugar. England welcomed for her people the cheap sugar that 
Germany and Austria and France denied theirs. As for our- 
selves. in the interest of the sugar trust the same sugar has been 
barred from our ports. The result is that wherever you go in 
the civilized world vou will find English and Scotch jams and 
proserves, until the business of making them now ranks among 
the great industries of the United Kingdom. 

There are several obstructions inthe way of our jam manufac- 
turers. There is a tariff on their tin if their goods are put up 
in tinware, and another upon pottery if their product is marketed 
in jars. But the chief item, from half to three-fourths of the to- 
tal weight of the finished goods, is made up of sugar; and it is the 
higher price of s gar that has so effectually barred us from the 
markets of the world. It is folly to talk about a rebate. That is 
1 only upon imported goods, and under certainstringent con- 

itions, so that in by far the greater number of industries it is 
an absolute dead letter. It is so in this, and the result is that, 
with every advantage over Great Britain of supplying the world’s 
markets with jam and the different forms of small fruit pre- 
served in sugar, the fact is that in Dundee, N. Y., you will 
find used in considerable proportion the jams and marmalades 
th.tare put up at Dundee, Scotland; and all this to help the 
American sugar trust. 

SUGAR TRUST EXTORTIONS. 

But, sir, these sugar trust extortions are too fruitful a subject 
to be exploited at this time. How undeserving is it of consid- 
eration: how worth!ess are the statements which it asks you to 
believe may be illustrated by brief reference to the Weekly Sta- 
tistical Sugar Trade Journal, a periodical which for many years 
has been the statistical authority for the sugar trade, and which, 
within the past few years, has been bought up body and soul by 
the sugar trust, until it is now scarcely more than an obedient 
echo. It is professiny apprehension lest under the Wilson bill 
20 per cent of our refinad sugar shall be imported f-om abroad 
and enforcesits inference thit the margin is very close now by 
ponig that the imports of fine sugar during 1893 were greater 
than during the year previous. Ey reference to the statistics 
pes in the same paper, I find that the total amount of the ro- 

ned sugar im; orted into this country during the p'st year was 
less thin 15.906 tous: while from figures also in this same pape 


I find thst the United Stites consumption of refined sugar was 
at the rate of 1.800,90) tons per annum; in other words, the im- 
ports of reined sugar weve less thin five-sixths of I per cent of 


the total consumption and could scarcely have represented more 
than the import of special and prepared peua 1 for confec- 
tionery purposes; so that to attempt to cite them as evidence of 
n foreign competition is impudence rather than ar- 
gumen 

Again, this sheet volunteers the information, that during the 
pe year centrifugals—that is, the sugar trust's raw material— 

ave averaged 3.68 cents per pound, while granulated—its 
produci am averaged 4.84 cents per pound—a margin for re- 

ning of 1} cents pr pound. Itisthen added, in gratuitous 
mendacity, that such was thə average margin during the time 
when sugar refining was carried on under free competition 
before the existence of the trust. This is the last issue of this 
valuable periodical for the A dg 1893. On one of its pages is 
given a summary of statistics for the past ten years. Upon 
turning to it I find a most ideal falsification of its own state- 
ment just quoted. From the figures published by this same 
2 during the past ten years, and now quoted as authentic 

t appears that in 1884 the prices of centrifugal and granulated 
sugar were 5; and 51 cents, respectively, leaving a margin of 
but nine sixteenths—a little over one-half a cent. In 1885 the 
prices were 62, and 618 to 64, respectively, leaving five-eighths 
of a cent for refining. 

In the next year the corresponding figures are 51 and 5}, 
leaving a margin of less than five-eighths. But during the last 
three years the figures stand: For 1891, centrifugals, 3.375 cents, 
and for granulated, 4 cents, or just five-eighths of a cent margin; 
for 1892, 3.44 cents and 4.60 cents, respectively, or 14 cents, and 
for 1893, 2.875 and 4.10, leaving a margin of nearly 14 cents; 
showing that, so far from cheapening prices, the sugar trust has 
exacted more than twice the margin between its raw materials 
and its products, normally secured under fair competition. 

You ma; say, why, then, complain of the duty of one-fourth of a 
cent? Iwill tellyou why. Thesugar trust nowcontrolsnot merely 
the production, but the distribation of refined sugars ia this 
country. The margin of profit in handling sugar is far less than 
a quarter of a cent tothe wholesalers. Solong, therefore, as you 
give this much leeway the sugar trust, without expense to itself, 
can cut the feet from underanyone who attempts to marketother 
sugars in thiscountry; and so long as this situation continues no 
one dare to compete with it here, and it is left to extort from 
the monopolized market any bonus they please. 

How indecent—how pitiless is their practice in this regard—can 
best be appreciated by looking over the figures during the time of 
the cholerascarein 1892. It is true that in August cat September 
of that year the price of . raised from 38 to 3? cents 
per pound—this on account largely of the fact that beet sugar 
exports from cholera-infested ports were then impracticable. 
But the sugar trust not merely raised its price of refined sugar 
in advance of its necessities to uss high-priced raw sugar, but 
muintained the advance in large measure until the Febru ry fol- 
lowing, though centrifugals meanwhile had fallen to3% cents. In 
other words the trust, shielded by tariff taxation, has exploited 
not merely the possibilities of oppression of the jobbers through 
whom their product is distributed, but has utilized the oppor- 
tunity of pestilence abroad and apprehension at home to extort 
an additional bonus from an alre dy outraged public. [Applause.] 

BUT PASS THE BILL. 

I hope T have indicated, sir, somewhat of the amendments to 
which, it seems to me. this bill should be sub‘eeted in the House. 
But, sir, whether amended or left with all its imperfections upon 
its head, I hope it may be promptly passod; and I have already 
indicated somewhat of the urgent reasons which inspi:e this 
wish. Ide not understand that in voting for it we are assenting 
to a compromise with protection. We are rather carrying the 
outworks in order that, getting possession of them. we may 
train the guns we shall hive captured upon every corner of the 
citadel that is still left standing. [Applause.] 

It is with such an expectation, sir, that I expect to vote for this 
bill. It is in the confidence that with each position carried the 
next one will be taken more easily, that I am glad to join in the 
advancing march, even though the music to which we step is 
not as inspiring as that which I should like to hear played. As 
it stands the bill is as much better a biil than the Mils bill as 
that was than tho Morrison biil which preceded it; but it is not 
as far ahead cf them us will be in advance of this one the next 
proposal for asettiementof this question. Lat us do as my friend 
from Ohio Mr. JOHNSON] has suggested; let us amend this bill 
to make it more Democratic; let us crowd into it more instances 
of fulfiliment of the pledges which year aft-r year we hive re- 
newz. [Appliuse on the Democratic side.] 

But in any case let us reassure a waiting nation by putting it 
into definits form asu liw at the earliest moment possible. It 
is not within my flower to de: ict—it would not be worth the 
minutes of delay it would cirse should I attempt it—the reac- 
tion of prosperity that is sure tofollowitsenactment. The very 
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fact that for the last six months the remains of Republican mis- 
rule, added to the suspense of waiting for Democratic action, 
have in large measure parses our industries and discouraged 
investment and enterprise, left fewer oversanguine plans to 
be wrecked, has made more urgent the demand for everythin 
that busy fingers can make, has made more conservative an 
safe the foundation upon which, when once we start forward, 
freed from all shackles by which our agriculture, our manufac- 
tures, and our commerce have heretofore been bound, we shall go 
forth in the name of the great Yankee nation, conquering and 
toconquer—opening the world as our oyster, reaping greater and 
greater advantages, as we shall be more free, each to do that 
which is most profitable to him, end shall more and more ex- 
ploit our opportunities to deal with other nations, compared 
with which our natural resources, our ingenuity, and our enter- 
prise give us the advantage. 3 on the Democratic side. | 

There is no reason why self-supporting and self-respecting 
men should heed the shrill clamor of those who croak disaster. 
You will recall how, when Cœur de Lion escaped from his Aus- 
trian prison, and the news came westward to his kingdom, the 
people-devouring courtiers that stood about the usurper John 
turned pale and passed about the word, The devil has broken 
loose.” But through the length and breadth of England the 
same news was passed as a holiday benediction from village to 
village and from church to church until to the humblest subject 
it came as a glad cry, “The true king is coming again to his 
own.” And so in the general downfall of the protective system, 
which the obstinacy of its beneficiaries is fast preparing, their 
startled cry, The free-trade devil has broken loose,” will be lost 
in the glad answer of a reénfranchised nation, The people is 
coming again to its own.” [Prolonged applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 


Mr. COOMBS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. WARNER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I have prepared a sketch on 
each article that I desired to give. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the pending ses- 
sion be extended until 6 o'clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLANCY. The gentleman from New York [Mr .CoomBs] 
does not desire it. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask uhanimous consent that the pending 
session be continued until 6 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WAR- 
NER] asks unanimous consent that the recess be not taken to-day 
until 6 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRETZ. I object. lunderstand that the gentleman from 
New York does not desire the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlem n from Indiana [Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] will discharge the duties of the Chairat the evening ses- 
sion; and, without objection, it being within five minutes of the 
hour, the Chair will declare he House in recess until 8 o'clock 
this evening. 

Mr. BRETZ. Before that is done, I would like to know 
whether the time of the gentleman from New York has expired? 

The SPEAKER. That is in Committee of the Whole, and the 
Speaker is not informed as to the status of the time allowed. 
The House will be in recess until 8 o’clock this evening, the 
evening session to be devoted to general debate only on the 
pending bill. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes) the House was 
declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m., 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session for de- 
bate only upon the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clor read as follows: r 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to re luce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will now resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
_ the purpose of considering the bill the title of which has just 
been read, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] will take the chair. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the pending bill. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, the Democrats upon the 
floor ofthis House were elected and commissioned by their con- 
stituents to relieve them of the staggering burdens of taxation 
and to reform and revise the tariff laws which have imposed these 
burdens upon them fur more than thirty years. In doing this it 
is proper that the schedule a a duties should be uniform 
throughout the whole country; but, so long as we have to raise 
such an enormousamount of taxes by impost duties, it is evident 
that, incidentally, there will be benelits conferred upon differ- 
ent interests and different sections. 

It was impossible for the Committee on Ways and Means to 
have reported a bill to this House that would have met the ap- 
proval of all the members. We had an illustration of that last 


night, when the gentleman from New York [Mr. HAINES] stated 


that if this bill passed there would not be from his district an- 
other Democratic member for a long time, or perhaps never. If 
that is so, Mr. Chairman, if to carry out Democratic principles 
or Democratic policies is to defeat a would-be Democratic Repre- 
senta ive from that district, the Democratic party ought to hail 
the result with both pride and joy, because if we are to havea 
member from that district claiming to be a Democrat, yet who 
allies himself with the Republican party and seeks to obstruct 
legislation, it would be better for the Democratic party and for 
the country to have a Republican, and let the responsibility be 
charged to a Republican. 

As I have already said, it is not probable that this bill will 
meet the individual views of over Democratic member of this 
House. It does not meet mine. For instance, the bill retains 
a duty upon all finished products of iron and steel which, in my 
judgment, exceeds the revenue limit, while it proposes to put 
coal and iron ore on the free list. This I believe to be a mis- 
take. While I would not advocate or vote for an amendment 
retaining the duty at the rates fixed by the McKinley act, I 
should support, and I will support, an amendmentplacinga duty 
of 40 cents upon those two articles. But I want tostate further 
that if this House should refuse to adopt that amendment 1 
shall still take pleasure in supporting the bill as reported from 
the committee, 

Another objection I have to the bill is that instead of repeal- 
ing the bounty on sugar at once and absolutely, it proposes todo 
it . so that it will be several years before that illegal 
and unconstitutional feature of the McKinley act is abolished. 
The Congress of the United States has no more authority to pay 
a bounty to the sugar-growers of Louisiana and other sections of 
the country than it has to pay a bounty to the wheat-grower, the 
tobacco-grower, or the man who raises hogs, mules, cattle, or 
synty else. 

he income tax feature which, as I understand, is to be pro- 
vided for by an amendment, proposes to levy 2 per cent upon all 
incomesabove $4,000. In my judgment that tax should be graded; 
beginning at a certain rate and increasing as the size of the in- 
comes increased. 

I understand also that there is to be an amendment adding 10 
cents a gallon to the tax on whisky. I believe that article 
already curries all the tax that it can legitimately bear, and 
that a higher tax upon it will be an inducement to go into ille- 
gal traffic, so that perhaps the Government will not receive even 
as much revenue from it as it gets at the present rate. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a land dedicated to human rights and 
liberty. There is no place so fit for freedomas that where nature 
is most prodigal in her bounty. Such a land is ours. There is 
in the grandeur of her mountains, the grace of her valleys, the 
sweep of her plains, and the majesty of her lakes and rivers, in- 
spiration for the noblest attainments within all the range of hu- 
man endeavor. What a magnificent estate is embraced in citi- 
zenship here! Howinestimable is the birthright to such a soil as 
ours! How precious the inheritance of life undera flag that floats 
never lowered over a nation consecrated to equal and exact jus- 
tice to all and special privileges to none! 

Gentlemen may speak lightly of the Constitution of the United 
States and may be attempted on occasion of partisan excitement 
to take its sacred name in vain, but in every time of vicissitude 
it is our pillar of fire by night and our pillar of cloud by day. It 
is the dest charier of civilization known to man. It is a 
book of revelations to all the nations of the earth. Let no man 
attempt to take from it or add to it. 

In this spirit, Mr. Chairman, I 1 the discussion of this 
question. Here in the outset, permit me to digress enough to 
fr Barre if I have any pride of association, any pride of nativity, 
it is that I was born in a land and among a people against whom 
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it can never be said that they were not devoted to the Constitu- 
tion. Tennessee was the home of Andrew Jackson, who fought, 
suffered, and bled for his country even in the tender years of 
his childhood, and he and other sturdy pioneers were first to 
blaze the westward way of civilization, when they crossed the 
Alleghenies and risked their all among innumerable wild beasts 
and swarming tribesof savages. There they laid the foundation 
stones of proud and splendid commonwealths upon the enduring 
bedrock of popular liberty. They were devoted to it—these 
ionsers of the Pioneer State—and oan, too, of a Western 
ing place for freedom that shall yet give to the world its 
‘best lessons in self-reliance, aggression against injustice, and 
submission to no law that.does not conserve to the preservation 
of the peace and happiness of the community. 

By the verdict of all contemporaneous intellect they under- 
stood that their Constitution was the paragon of schemes for 
righteouscivicudvancement. Itsvital principle was live and let 
live; trust men and you will make them trustworthy. Soit was 
like Andrew Jackson to be ever a resolute defender of his coun- 
try; like bim, when with his riflemen at New Orleans, he hurled 
back in humiliated defeat the proudest army of veterans that 
England could call to any field; like him, from the day he felt 
in his sensitive boyish flesh the cold steel of British bayonets 
and defied their worst. 

Of the tariff Andrew Jackson thought much and said no little, 
‘but nothing he said or did is against the evidence of his fidelity 
to the Constitution. 

Let us mark the sentiments of his farewell address, which can 
not too often be repeated for the purposes of this deliberation: 


The corporations and wealthy individuais— 


who are engaged in manufacti establishments, desire a tariff to 
increase their . sort — will port it to conciliate 


prin of the 

‘Constitution, and powers that ha ve not been granted. It is, more - 

‘over, a system of injustice, and, if in, will inevitably lead to cor- 
and must end in ruin. 


The truth and import of these are ‘significant now 
that we come to contemplate the result of thirty years of Re- 
Faves tariff and le tion for corporations and wealthy 
individuals.” What- Jac said was said when the coun 
was very young, when much was heard of the piea'that our in- 
fant industries” should be protected. Surely after so ‘many 
years of partiality the infant has grown big enough to pay trav- 
eling fare. Let him pay as other folks do who ride on bur train 
of progress. He has imposed on natureso long that he has 
become a great lubberly deadbeat, and-ought to be kicked off at 
the first e Saas to make room for suffering families that 
not only pay their way, but want room to lay down ‘their bag- 


©. 
obody pays more to ride than the farmer; let us, at least, give 
him a living chance. > 

He belongs to the most conservative class of our people. 

‘He 1s the first to rally to the defense of the country in its hour 
of trouble and the last to give it trouble. Asmuch as has been 
the complaint by him, as much as he has grown restive by the 
disappointments of party association, as muchas he has realized 
and spoken of his deprivation of the rightful fruits of his toil, as 
much as he has expressed his impatience with the lawgivers of 
the time, he has not half told the story of hiswrongs. His note 
of discontent is as the sigh of the breeze to the howling blast that 
comes from the little class that enrich themselves by despoiling 
him whenever they conceive that their interests are threatened 

Why, just look at the true inwardness of the panic of 1893! 
How small a part has he played init! And when the restora- 
tion of confidence comes in its fullness, how large a share he will 
take in the renewed maintenance of the national credit! If ours 
were not so largely an agricultural country—if we didnot depend 
upon three of our products, such as wheat, cotton, and corn, even 
how insignificant a factor we would be in the commerce of na- 
tions! So long as we have a soil that yields abundance for our- 
selves and gives us plenty to furnish the rest of the world in 
bread and meat and clothes we are naturally strong, and should 
by the might of these very resources be preéminent and trans- 
cendentin the credit of the nations. 

Give the farmer a living chance. He provides the first neces- 
sities of life, and if he have enough and to spare, in God's name 
let him exchange it freely for something that his neighbor has 
and does not need. To deny that opportunity, to use the taxing 
power against it, is worse than robbery. Robbery does not de- 

rive the victim of a living chance after the act that violently 

esaway. It is inore decent than taking from him who hath 
not to give to him who hath. 

The robber’s victim may go ahead by talent and industry and 


accumulate what will sustain and comfort him; but the law that 
makes the farmer pay out of his toil constant and unrequited 
tribute to the power that.manipulates wealth is inhuman, cruel, 
exhausting, and everlastingly wrong. He may not apprehend the 
civilized brutality of direct taxation; he may not fully comprehend . 
any of the mysteries of indirect taxation; he may not understand 
how the execution of the statutes for the purpose of raising rev- 
enues for the Government weighs heavily upon his energies; he 
can not fully understand—because he has not the prompt and 
true statistics at hand—whither and how far from him is going 
the lively evidence of his labor; but he goes on, year in and year 
out, living under unequal and oppressive laws, enduring and suf- 
fering, with only the grain of comfort vouchsafed to all the 
harshly tried of this world, that the Lord loveth whom He 
chasteneth.” 

‘We would be blindly recreant to our duty as their representa- 
tives if we failed to do everything for the preservation of the 
constitutional rights of our farming and laboring people that it 
is possible for us to do. Over $50U,000,000 annually of the farm- 
ers’ products are exported, going to contribute to the enhance- 
ment of our national credit. This Government owes the farmer 
a debt large enough to render trivial all the mischief of his mis- 
takes, and, opposed to class legislation as lam, I say that if we 
are going to pay off our obligations at all, let us make the farmer 
what he deserves to be, the preferred creditor of the Govern- 
ment. How can we best help him to his just deserts? It can 
only be done by Gong, to and following without variation the 
guidance of the Constitution we are sworn to support. Wecan 
not have too often recur to us that the purpose of that instru- 
ment was to guarantee to us our liberties, property, and lives. 

One of the greatest financiers this country ever had was Al- 
bert Gallatin, of Pennsylvania, twelve years of whose public serv- 
ice was spent as Secretary of the Treasury, twice under Jeffer- 
son and once under Madison. He had counseled with these men 
in the days when all our industries were young and infantile in- 
deed. Here is the sum of his long life of reflection upon the idea 
of a protective tariff as he saw it in 1832, 

Let it be recollected that the system is in itself an infraction of an essen- 
tial part-of the liberty of thecitizen. The necessity must be urgent and pal- 
pable which authorizes any government to interfere in the private pursuits 
of individuals, to forbid them to do that which in itself is not l, and 
which everyone would most certainly do if not forbidden. Every individual 
in every community, without exception. will purchase whatever he want 
on the cheapest terms within his reach. The most enthusiastic restriction- 
ist, the manufacturer most clamorous for special protection, will each indi- 
vidually pursue the same course and ‘prefer ee commodity or ma- 
terial to that of domestic origin, if the first is cheaper, and the law does not 
forbid-him. All men have ever acted on the It is impossi- 


same 3 
ble that they should universally act in the same manner, unless it were to 
gn Arpt BT ded th elple that what is true ot all 

e ——— ‘oun: e —.— that eo men 
individually is untrue when — — to them collectively. We can not con- 
sider the erence of enlightened nations to reguiations of that descrip- 
tion but as the last relic of that system of general restrictions and monopo- 
lies its origin in barbarous times. ‘If the corn laws are the most 
odious of those protecting monopolies, it is because they enhance the price 
of that which is still more essentially necessary than sugar, salt, clo 
or fuel; and we may safely predict that their repeal will be the first result of 
an improved representation of the people. 


An improved representation” of the people. Ah, Mr. Chair- 
man, we have reached a time, I fear, when we need an im- 
proved representation” of the people. Are we but the servants 
of an Administration? Mere mediums of burter for petty office, 
the pliant tools of political interests wholly selfish and heart- 
less? When I look over the history of legislation and its prece- 
dents for the last thirty years, and the record that has recently 
been making in this House, I almost shrink from the answer to 
the question. 

Have members been truly representative of the people? When 
they come here upon certain promises and pledges, and by the 
grace of erous trustfuiness of an innocent people become in- 
vested with the proud privilege of being their representatives 
and agents, can it become them to turn a deaf ear to the voice of 
the people's needs and listen only to the advice of any man who 
would have true representatives believe he is wiser in his genera- 
tion than they? Call it demagogy or what you please, when 
my community, my people commission me to do certain things 
for them that are in my power to do, and I pledge them, im- 
pressing them that my whole nature is in bn ae with their 
wants and aspirations, I say I would be deserving of the utter- 
most depths of degradation, which is the ultimate retribution 
for treachery, if I should fail to keep my promise or disappoint 
them by asingle vote. Why should a Representative have to 
explain to his people any vote that he has casthere? His record 
ought to be so clean, and it ought to be so clear as it relates to 
their interests that it will speak for him without the confusion 
of explanation or the humiliation of apology. 

I heartily subscribe to the straight and honest declaration of 
the national Democratic platform that the Republican protect- 
ive tariff is robbery. It is robbery because it is in violation of 


the fundamental principles of equitable taxation. It is robbery 
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because it has taken public money, unnecessarily exacted by im- 
port duties, from the pockets of the people and applied it to pri- 
vate ends and selfish purposes. The Republican party has not 
only broken its repeated promises, whichit began to hold out to 
the people. with the enactment of the so-called war tariff. to re- 
duce and revise taxation, but it has increased their burdens and 
has A si on in this matter as it has in others in all the long gen- 
eration of its opportunities, strewing its tracks with 8 of 
2 3 for the Constitution and the reserved rights of 
e people. r. 
That the tariff is a tax has at last been admitted by all fair 
and intelligent minds in every country on the face of the earth. 
The contrary is asserted only by those who are either blinded 
by prejudice or wedded to convictions that have their origin in 
avarice that harbors no concern for the real welfare of the whole 


ple. 
Pudge Thomas Cooley, in his Principles of Constitutional Law, 
Says: 

Constitutionally a tax can have no other basis than the raising of revenue 
for public purposes, and whatever governmental exaction has not this basis 
is tyrannical and unlawful. A tax on imports, therefore (a tariff tax), the 
pe which is not to raise revenue. but to discourage and indirectly 
prohibit some particular import for the benefit of some home manufacturer, 
May well be questioned as being merely col „ and therefore not war- 
ranted by constitutional principles. 

The Democratic party has called this system of taxation “‘rob- 
bery,” and so has it been termed by Republican courts. 

In the case of The Loan Association vs. Topeka, 20 Wallace, 
the court says: 

power Government on the property of the 
crn and wih taa other outer 1t upon ined note a aia par 
0 none 
— it is done under xa toa of law, and is called taxation 

What a formidable instrument for evil is this power of taxa- 
tion! How fearful may become its oppressions, when, under its 
cloak, is concealed the hand an can 5 a the 

© for private That can go ut into the homes 
re e 5 „ half their necessities—and for 
what? Not that the Government is in any extremity of want or 
danger, butsimply to buy more leisure for the rich, and 1 54 8 
more of the luxuries for which their appetites ong indul- 
gence have become as vitiated as they are insatiable; it isfor the 
maintenance of a policy that can mean nothing short of a cen- 
tralization of wealth so powerful that it can buy Legislatures 
‘and sway Congresses from sworn duties. 

It is a burning shame that in this great Republic nearly three- 
fourths of its wealth is in the hands of nonproducers, and that 
the producing millions are compelled to go on helping to swell 
this monstrous corruption fund out of the meager rewards of 
their daily toil. We have come dreadfully near the danger line, 
Mr. Chairman, when less than 40,000 men may a more 
than half the riches of our land against the good of more than 
70,000,000 sovereign citizens. 

The tariff isa tax, and the consumer pays the tax. This truth 
has dawned upon the minds of a vast majority of the voters of 
VVV 

er p o tax exposures o 
the fallacy to admit the truth. In the future discussions of the 
tariff question the ad vocates of protection will be driven to other 
arguments than these. On that assumption I shall discuss this 
question, hoping that we are to be met fairly by our opponents 
and the issue squarely joined. : 

The prime object and essential duty of this discussion is to as- 
certain whether there be a tariff which is levied for a public 

rpose or for private gain. No tax can be rightfully or law- 

y im „if the intent be to promote the private enter- 
rises of individuals. This is a fundamental rah at fare of our 
vernment; and it matters not how much a protective tariff 
may creute wealth in any given community by some in- 
souy, the Government does wrong to aid that industry and is 
e y 5 maron with the 333 . the 8 
t o g, possessing, and protecting property an 
yielding equitable contribution to the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

The Government has noright and it justly does not belong to it 
to assume tocontrol, direct, or point outa Pasin policy to any 
lawful industry. The Government has nothing to do with the 
mere matter of finding employmentforindividuals. It hasdone 
its whole duty in assuring them life, liberty, and the safe pur- 
suit of happiness. 1t leaves them tochoose their own vocations, 
to engage in any legitimate pursuit, holding to any religion or 
politics, untempted by promise of reward to one class that may 
not be the privilege for the asking of another class. s 

Only when the ob‘ectof the tax to be levied is for a public pur- 
pe can it lawfully be levied and collected. Because the tariff 

the less objectionable form it does not limit the application of 
this plain and simple maxim of the Government. It applies with 
the same force to t taxation that it does to direct taxation, 


and indeed, if it were proper, ought to be more inviolate as to 
indirect or tariff taxes because the latter more immediately and 
generally affects the wants of the common people. In all cases 
the tax can not be rightfully levied and collected except for the 
sole use of the Government. That, with the insistence upon hon- 
est and economical administration, is the Democratic doctrine, 
I rejoice that it is so plain that no sane man may make a mistake 
about it, and I rejoice the more because it is the gospel of hope 
to all the people. 

So, any law that takes from the people any more money than 
is necessary for the legitimate expenses of the Government, is 
dangerous extortion and outrageous robbery of the people under 
legislative decree. The Republican party claims, insists, and 

ractices this, that the Federal Government and Congress are 
imperial and omnipotent; that they have the right to tax the 
people to any extent; that they have the right to lay tribute on 
all the people for the benefit of a few; to lay with one hand the 
power of the Government upon the property of the citizen and 
with the other bestow it upon the creature of special favor. 

{f the Constitution does not guarantee to the people any lim- 
itations or restrictions upon the power to tax them, then this is 
far froma republican form of Government, and in reality the 
worst sort of despotism, which must lead to the decay of our 
manhood and the destruction of our independence. Ideny such 
a power or right. If the Government cin levy and collect a sin- 

le dollar for any other than a public purpose, then i: can levy 
billions of dollars and collect it for the benefit of private in- 
dividuals, ani thus at a single blow bankrupt and ruin the 
country. To say this thing can be done is to hold to what is 
unholy, unjust, and unauthorized by the Constitution, and a 
monstrous usurpation of the rights of the whole people which 
have been expressly reserved to them. 

i challenge any man toshow the contrary in the Constitution, 
either in tarms or implication of terms. Under our form of 
government the people are entitled toa fair race in life, with 
no governmental interference with any individ aal liberty. Tyr- 
anny and barbarity can not live in the land where such a prin- 
ciple is in full force. The people have aright to demand and 
require that they shall carry the least possible burdens of gov- 
ernment, and to enjoy the largest degree of personal liberty 
compatible with the common protection of life and property. 


Ha the right of local self-government, they should wage 
un war centralization of power in all its forms and 
guises, certain that this course alone will preserve their liber- 


ties and perpetuate their institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, it is hard to speak with patience or equanimity 
in the presence of such wrongs as the present infamous MeKin- 
ley law was framed to perpetrate. It is not only unconstitu- 
tional, but in its operations upon the body of the people it is 
like a vampire whose revolting greed would drain the last drop 
of precious human blood. [Applause.] 

8 has no power or authority—even by the plea of the 
welfare clause of the Constitution—to cause any man’s business 
to prosper at the expense of another man, no matter what his 
occupation or however beneficent his purposes. Theemissaries 
of paternalism, whom we always have with us, insist that this 
doctrine admits of no national progress. Mr. Chairman, we 
would better stand still than go forward on any path that re- 
stricts the libertiesof the people. We would better go backward 
to the days when the pioneers had to fight the savages than 
yield now to the insidio ious and dangerous tendencies of these 


times. 

Centralization and paternalism swept the might and splendor 
of the old Roman republic into a maelstrom of shame, dishonor, 
and destruction. Thanks to the wisdom and inspiration of our 
forefathers, our Lag ra is founded upon safer and juster prin- 
ciples. We have the same laws, the same Constitution for all 
our domain, the sovereign right of local self-government for all 
our people, privileges that are our mainstay and hope. These 
the Republican party would take from the people, because it is 
the 5 that attempts to centralize all power in the hands of a 
few by centralization of the wealth of the nation, as I have said 
before on the floor of this House. IfI were asked how they have 
done it, I have to answer: 

First, by illegal, unequal, and =e. taxation. 

Second, by vicious and arbitrary legislation on financial ques- 


Ons. 

Third, by allowing common carriers or transporters to rob the 
masses, in violation of every principle of equity and right. 

Fourth, by dishcnest oprop of the people’s money. 

Mr. Chairman, we should not forget that the Revolution of 
1776 was caused by the exactions of centralized power in the 
British Government in the imposition of unjust taxes. The Re- 
publican pariy by gradual encroachments, and the accretions in- 
cident to its practices, has so warped th: growth of the Federal 
Government that the very purpose for which it was founded has 
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become obscured, and is in danger of becoming in the minds of 
the people a mere memory, as is now the glory of the old Roman 
republic in the hazy intellects of the lazzaroni that mope in the 
sun on the banks of the Tiber. It is time for the people of this 
country to call a halt on the march of centralization and pater- 
alism here, and retrace the way back tothe true meaning of the 
Constitution. 

The distinction between the reserved and delegated powers is 
important to bear in mind. It is contained in the-tenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, to wit: 

The pres not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor 

mona = by it to the States are reserved to the States, respectively, or to 

This is a Government of granted and enumerated, not of orig- 
inal, powers. The Congress of the United States is not omnipo- 
tent, and can never be so long as the people remain independent, 
self-reliant, and free. This is a Government of given and nor- 
mal powers. In 1 Wheat, page 304, Justice Story said: 

The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution, and the powers actually fi Sees must be 
such as are expressly given or given by necessary implication. 

Chief Justice Marshall held in 9 Wheat, page 1, that— 

This instrument contains the enumeration of the powers expressly 
granted by the people to the Government. 

Chief Justice Story held the same thing. 

Supposing all parties should agree that this construction was 
true, but that it would be a good thing to so amend the Consti- 
tution as to allow the levying of taxes for other than public pur- 
poses, what do you think tne answer would be? It would be 
overwhelming from all over the land. It would say to the 
powers cf paternalism and centralization: ‘‘No; you have robbed 
us already too long; there shall be no more submission by us to 
tariff monopoly. Our cause is equality, justice, and freedom from 
financial oppression.” 

As the Representatives of the people we have no right to go 
for excuse or authority where the Constitution is silent. Our 
powers are clearly defined,and to go beyond them would be sheer 
usurpation and bad faith, which should visit upon us certain po- 
litical damnation. 

What asweet morsel to the advocates of protectionis the worn 
and abused welfare clause ” of the Constitution! They have no 
right to rest their consciences, to tie the elasticity of their guilty 
compunctions around this innocent clause, and parade it as au- 
thority for class legislation. That clause has been unmistakably 
construed, and the construction is almost universally accepted as 
correct. As so construed it reads: 

Congress shall have the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises [in order} to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
welfare, but all duties shall be uniform throughout the United States.— 
Article I, section 8, Constitution of the United States. 

There is no lawyer who will not concede that to be the true ex- 

osition, There are three branches embraced in this clause. 

rst, laying and collecting taxes; second, paying debts and pro- 
viding for the common defense and general welfare; third, a 
qualification on this power given in the first clause of the sen- 
tence. It would be absurd to think that the men who gave us 
ths Constitution, the grandest and bravest document on civic 
government ever conceived or written by man, would have in- 
terjected as a substantive power the words contained in the sec- 
er: clause of the sentence, and in the third qualified the first. 

We are not left to rely alone upon these clear constructions, 

iven since the adoption of the Constitution; but I beg the in- 
8 of the House while I read from the forty-first number 
of the Federalist while this very clause was under consideration 
by the Conyention. Mr. Madison said: 


Some who have not denied the necessity of the power of taxation have 
grounded a very fierce attack against the Constitution on the language in 
which it is defined. It has been urged and echoed that the power “to lay 
and collect taxes, duties and imposts and excises, to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare” of the United States 
amounts to an unlimited commission to exercise every power which may be 
allowed to be necessary for common defense and general welfare. No 
stronger proof could be given of the distress under which these writers 
labor for objections than their stooping to such a misconstruction. 


The same misconstruction which Mr. Madison criticised as un- 
worthy and unfounded before the adoption of the Constitution 
is the identical construction and meaning that the Republican 
party is attempting to give it now. For representatives to take 
any other view than that held by Mr. Madison and sanctioned 
by the courts is a reflection either upon their intelligence or 
upon the integrity of their purposes. Mr. Madison also says: 


Had no other «enumeration or definition of the power of the Congress been 
found in the Cons-itution than the general expression just cited, the authors 
of the objection might have some color for it, though it would have been 
dificult to find a reason for so awkward a form of etion to legislate in 


all possible cases. A power to destroy the freedom of the press. the trial by 
jury. or even to regulate the course of descents or the forms of conve, 
must be very singularly expressed by the terms to raise money for 
eral welfare.” 

Who knew and loved the Constitution better than the first 
President who was guided by itsgloriousprecepts? Gen. Wash- 


ces, 
egen- 


ington, in the serenity of his declining years, gave to his be- 
loved country his Farewell Address, a paper fitfor the first pages 
of deathless fame. That address, which is the crowning glo 
of the illustrious life of the “Cincinnatus of the West,” it w 
do now to read and study again and again. The solid and en- 
during wisdom of its conclusions. the warmth of its devotion to 
country, the majestic height and purity of its sentiments are 
but weakly and coldly symbolized even in yonder lofty marble 
pile that seems to lift its snowy peak as though reaching through 
the chaste air of heaven to join the glory of the stars. 

How reverently and solemnly Washington spoke of the Con- 
stitution, Thinking of all that party has done to distort its be- 
neficent intent, or that has strained its constructions toserve any 
other p se than that of the whole people, I am reminded of 
this that he said: 

One method of assault ma; 
alterations which will T 6 
what can not be directly overthrown. In all the changes to which you may 
be invited, remember that time and habitare at least as necessary to fix the 
true character of government as of other human institutions; that experi- 
ence is the surest standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing 
of hypothesis and opinion exponce to perpetual nge frome the nls, ST, 
riety of hypothesis — opinion. 8 ; . 3 

Another thing he said in that address, proper for all Admin- 
istrations to bear in mind, particularly upon occasions of such 
unrest and excitement as attended the extraordinary session of 
this Congress, with one cobrdinate branch playing the inexor- 
able to another coSrdinate of this Government, is this: 

It is important likewise that the habits 
in those intruated with its (the %%% D) DANAA T oy 8 
hemselves within their respective constitutional spheres, avoiding in the 
exercise of the powers of one department to encroach upon another. The 
spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the depart- 
mented in one, and thus create, whatever the form of government, a real des- 

There are notes of prophetic admonition in these sayings 
which no party or representative of party in any capacity can 
afford not to heed. 

Leaving for the moment the discussion of the constitutional 
bearing of the Republican protective tariff, I can not refrain 
from expressing a measure of my opinion of the N of that 
party toward the people whom it is my duty faithfully to repre- 
sent. I give my verdict on the evidence of history and not on 
the fair promises and alluring declarations of that party. 

A Democrat on the floor of this House, in a moment of par- 
tiality for his enemies, and of exuberant loving kindness for 
those who have despitefully used him and his people, said of the 
Republican party in a sneech here, it is a party confessedly of 
great achievements.” The eulogy comes from so eee a 
source and in such questionable shape that I will speak to it, 
even though I may not conscientiously subscribe to the amiable 
damnation of so faint praise. Let us attend to theachievements 
of the Republican party to see if we can not learn a lesson or 
two. I give my heart and mind to the principles of the Democ- 
racy of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson, the framers of 
the Constitution and the defenders of it for the people's sake, 
the party under whose wisdom and patriotism this Republic has 
geome from colonial insignificance along one line of poorly de- 

ended coast, across acontinent to another ocean, and embraced 
a domain of matchless and mighty resources, and of imperial 
magnificence, 

The darkest and saddest periods of the history of this grand 
Republic have been endured under Republican Presidents, Re- 

ublican Senates, and Republican Houses of Representatives. 
n every one of these régimes the Republican party has trampled 
the Constitution un ler its feet. It has opposed the vital, con- 
servative principlesofthisGovernment. Ifit has performedany 
great achievements,” if it has by any act or policy invested it- 
self with any degree of moral grandeur, I confess it has never 
been demonstrated to my mind either by the statesmen it has 
boasted or the laws for which it is responsible. I am not pre- 
pared to assume the grotesque attitude toward the Republican 
party of praying: Lord I believe; help thou mine unbelie’.” 

I have all charity for and no malice against persons; but [have 
no patience with the policy of the party that in all the years of 
its career has been one of persistent, unchanging, and unabated 
enmity to the peace and welfare of my people. I am not around 
wooing statesmanship in the Repnotioan quarter. No, Mr. 

airman— 
The smiles of knaves 
Tent in my cheeks; and schoolboys’ tears take up 
The glasses of my sight! A beggar’s tongue 
Makes motion through my lips. and my arm'd knoes, 
Who bow'd but in my stirrup, bend like his 
That ha h receiv'd an alms! I will not do 't, 
Lest I surcease to honor mine own truth, 
And by my body’s action teach my mind 
A most inherent baseness. 
lause.] 
en the enormous taxation was imposed, ostensibly to pay 
the cost of the war, the Republican party promised the people 
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that they should be relieved of its burdens as soon as peace came. 
Is there a gentlemen who can point toany “ greatachievements” 
in this direction? Every Congress since the war has witnessed 
the violation of those pledges, so that we now have cumulative 
evidence of that party's villainy in an average increase of taxa- 
tion by from 41 to 65 per cent. Why, gentlemen, it has been as 
though war with all its anguish and horrors, its tears and blood, 
its ruin and desolation still darkened our homes. But the war 
that has been prolonged in this country has been more thana 
“thirty years’ war” of cruelty against innocence, wrong against 
right, selfishness and avarice against the reserved rights and 
welfare of the whole people. 

If the Republican party relieved ans body by legislation imme- 
diately after the war, it was the plutocrat; for they relieved the 
rich of the embarrassment of the tax collector by taking off $206,- 
436,886.55. If the taxes on monopolies and wealth had been re- 
tained but afew years, the national debt would have been paid 
long ago, and the relieved people would not now have to witness 
the spectacle of a set of arrogant and impudent national bankers 
and manufacturers presuming to come here to dictate to the p20- 
ple’s representatives. The millions of income tax alone would 
soon have discharged the entire public debt. 

The Democratic platform declares for the same principle em- 
braced in the Walker tariff. The theory of this law means four 
things: First, the highest rate of tariff taxes upon the luxuries 
of lile; second, the lowest rate of taxes upon the necessities of 
life; third, that the law should be so administered as to bear 
equally on all classes and all sections of the country: fourth, 
that the rate should be no higher than was necessary to meet the 
3 of the Government honestly and economically admin- 

tered. 

This was a just and fair tariff law. There never has been a 
period in our history when it was easier for the wage-earner to 
make a living for himself and family. because under the opera- 
tion of that tariff the cost of the necessities of life reached the low- 
est point, and the dollar that a man earned went into his pocket 
to stay there or to be used, if he preferred, to buy books or pur- 
chase any of the luxuries within his reach. Mr. Blaine said 
this was the golden era of our prosperity. Then the average 
rate of taxation was19 per cent, while under the McKinley tariif, 
which Mr. Blaine vehemently denounced, the rate is 40, 60, 
80, and in some instances 100 per cent. Mr. ALLISON of Iowa 
said in 1870, while a member of this House, that the tariff of 
1846, although confessedly and professedly a revenue tiriff, 
was, so far asall the great interests were regarded, as perfect as 
any that we had ever had.” On the same occasion he declared 
himself in favor of a 20 per cent reduction on the then existing 
rates. 

Show me anywhere a benefit that the high protective tariff 
bas conferred, and I will name it to you as something which has 
no rightful kinship with the Constitution or any principle of 
equal and exact justice, a creature that, like Thersites—except 
in honesty of admission—is bastard, ‘‘loves bastards, is bastard 
instructed, bastard in mind, bastard in valor, and illegitimate 
in everything.” 

Mr. Chairman, we have never had a national exhibition or ex- 
position of our products of the farm, the shop, the mine, the 
mill, or of the genius of our inventions, but we amazed the world 
and gave to mankind new information of earths resources and 
new ideas of labor-saving devices, just as we have done this year 
at Chicago. We have never engaged in these things, I say, but 
that to all intelligent foreigners who looked upon the evidences 
of the rich stores of our natural bounty and the shining accom- 

lishments of American ingenuity it presented occasion at once 
or astonishment and inward ridicule of the policy that so pow- 
erful and blessed a people needed governmental aid in any di- 
rection of industrial advancement. 

I rejoice in any sucesss that the World's Fair at Chicago has 
met, even though I opposed the appropriation for it in the last 
Congress. I opposed it, Mr. Chairman, for the same reason that 
determines me to support the repeal of any law that uses the 
money of the people for other than a public purpose and contrary 
to the organic law. The conception of the enterprise was as 
laudable as the show has been grand and gratifying to American 
pride: but it was an undertaking that should rather have ap- 
pealed to the patriotism and individual efforts of our: citizens, 
who were amply able to make it a success, than to the Govern- 
ment, and to take the money that belongs only to all the people, 
many of whom are poor to privation. There was no more au- 
thority for the act than there is now for us to provide the mayor 
of Chicago with money to secure employment for the 125,000 id e 
workmen in Chicago, many of whom are the recent employés of 
highly protected industries. It ought to apply to governments 
as well as to individuals— 

Neither a borrower nor a lender be; 


For loan oft loses both itself and friend, 
And borrowing dulls the edge of husbandry. 


Mr. Chairman, honest people look with suspicion upon a man 
who being able to take care of himself continually eats bread 
from the sweat of his neighbor’s brow. So it should be with our 
industries. Feeding the overgrown babies with Government 
pap is repugnant to every manly instinct. To what does this 
policy tend? Debasement, iniustice, mockery of honest effort, 
and wanton waste of the precious fruits of honest toil. 

The late Justice Miller said in a decision, part of which I have 
already cited: 

If it be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by estab- 
lishing manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pur- 
suit which employs capital orlabor. A system of artificial government pro- 
tection leads the poopie to too much relianceon government. If left to their 
own choice of pursuits they depend on their own skill and their own indus- 
try. But if government essentially effects their occupations by its systems 
of bounties and preferences, it is natural when in distress that they should 
call on the government for relief Hence. a tual contest carried on 
between the different interests of society— ulturists taxed to-day to sus- 
tain manufacture, commerce taxed to-morrow to sustain agriculture, and 
then imposition on both agriculture and manufactures to sustain com- 
merce. And when government has exhausted its invention in these modes 
of legislation it finds the result less favorable than the original and natural 
state and course of things. A 

He could hardly conceive of a policy worse than that which 
would place the great interests of this country in hostility to 
each other; a policy which would keep them in constant con- 
flict, and bring them every year to fight their battles in the com- 
mittee rooms of the House of Representatives. 

Henry Clay said long ago in the Senate: 

No one, Mr. President, in the commencement of the protective policy ever 
supposed it was to be permanent. 

The protective Whig President, Fillmore, in his message to 
Congress in 1850, used this plain and direct language: 

A high tariffcan never be permanent. It will cause dissatisfaction and 
will be ch: It excludes competition and thereby invites the invest- 
ment of capital in manufactures to such excess that when c: it 1 5 m 

by its faith- 


distress, bankruptcy, and ruin upon all who have been mis! 
less protection. 

Now, which shall we legislate for? A class of afew hundred 
of manufacturers, whose only participation in politics is to cor- 
rupt the ballot box, or for the seventy millions of our citizens. 
The former have been receivers of goods stolen from the people 
by the Republican party. Let them suffer the penalty of com- 

icity in the offense, let the consequences be what they may. 

‘ven Andrew Carnegie, the richest beneficiary of high protec- 
tion in the land, has confessed at last that he has had enough; 
that if the people want tariff reform they should have it. 

It vend nor be; it can not last, 

The ons of enchantment past, 
Like frostwork in the morning ray, 
The fancied fabric melts away. 

Let me cite you some of the late great achievements” of the 
Republican party, as I find them told in Republican protective 
tariff newspapers. I take some from the New York Press, one 
of the most ardent protectionists of them all, a paper which in 
an editorial of recent date utters the blatant falsehood that under 
the Republican protective tariff ‘‘ wages have grown higher in 
every calling, both in amount and purchasing power,” and that 
“the popular standard of comfort and of intelligence has steadily 
risen.” Yes, gentlemen, if there is agrainof truth in that state- 
ment it is that the stindard of popular intelligence has risen 
for it rose in its might last November a year ago and declared. 
that the murderous robber Tarif must die. 

But here are those news notes. They are taken from a column 
headed, The World of Industry.“ 


Cincinnati furniture hands are still out. 

Fall River textile workers will resist a cut. 

Fall River idle spinners receive financial aid from the Union. 

Boston holsering and portable engineers want higher wages. 

Idle Poles and Italians visited the Buffalo poormaster and demanded 


work. 
A Buffalonian suggests the building of State roads to give work to idle 


men. 
eder tenders struck against a cut of 18 per cent. 


New Bedford 
Gompers has informed Governor Flower that the workingmen want 


work, not advice. 

A Pittsburg ironworker, after hunting work two months, was sent to the 
penitentiary as a tramp. 

Weare told by our Republican friends that such achieve- 
ments”—these short and simple annals of the poor —are 
merely the resultof pa Sera that this Democratic Congress 
is going to play smash with the tariff. Do you not think that a 
system that could in any emergency bring so much disconten 
distress, ruin, and misery ought to be destroyed root and branch 

But let us see about how the protected industries fared imme- 
diately after the McKinley act was passed, and when every 
branch of the Government was in the hands of the Protection 
party. The act passed October 4, 1890. Strikes, lockouts, and 
reductions in wages followed almost daily from October 16, 1890, 
in over three hundred instances, as the files of the daily news- 
papers of the A will show up to July 1, 1892. The reduc- 
tions ranged all the way from 3 to 60 per cent. It is a fact that 
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has already been established, that the only increase in wages 
has been by industries not affected by the McKinley act. 

The Senate subcommittee on the tariff inv ted the subject 
of wages from October 1, 1889, to July 1, 1891. tor Carlisle 
in speaking of the report of the committee, uttered a cardinal 
truth in this: 

The man who wants to employ labor does just what is done by every 
other man who wants to procure anything. he gets it at the very lowest 
rate at which the law of supply and demand will enable him to get it, tariff 
or no tariff. The employer pursues the same course, whether he isin afree- 
trade country-or a protective country. 

A popular protective tariff lie is that under protection we 
have had great demand for labor, wages have been high, and 
money cheap. I agree with Mr. Henry George that 

The direct object and effect of protective tariff is to raise the price of com- 
modities, but men who work for wages are not sellers of commodities, the 
are sellers of labor. They seil labor in order that they may commodi- 
ties. How can an increase in the price of commodities benefit them? 


The poor, idle wage-worker, locked out of the protected indus- 
try, when he comes to buy the protected commodity has more 
reason than any being I know to ask, in his sad bewilderment, 
In God's name, where am I?” There are in this country more 
than two million men idle whoare willing to work and can getno 
work. This is one of the greatest of the “achievements” of the 
Republican party. If it does not lead to general bread rioting, 
it will be because the intelligence of the people counsels patience 
until the Democratic Congress goes to their relief and wipes off 
from the statute books the most infamous and infernal laws that 
ever cursed a free people. 

Along with those laws have been all those which have been 
continually striking at silver and stabbing the credit of the peo- 

le, all to bring this country to the single standard of gold. 
Woe is the day when it shall drive the money of the people from 
their hands! Poor old deserted Timon, wandering to the woods, 
where he expected to find ‘‘the most savage beast kinder than 
mankind,” found a piece of the cunning metal, and said, as he 
held it in his hand: 


Gold? ow, A ous gold? No, 
8 erag 8 
Thus much of this, will make white; foul, fair; 


ug your priests and servants from your sides; 


Will knit and break ; bless the accurs'd; 
Make the hoar rd; place 
And give them title, knee, and approbation, 


With senators on the bench. 


Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party has always been steadily 
on the side of the people in financial legislation. Here is his- 


tory: 

In 1863, when the vote on the bill providing for the charter of 
national banks was taken, the Democrats voted 6 to 1 against it. 
The Republicans voted more than 2 to 1 for it. In the House 
the Republicans voted for it 75 to 22, and the Democrats 42 to 3 


against it. On April 14, 1864, what was known as the supple- | cans. 


mental banking bill was before Congress. It was a repetition of 
the evils of the charter act, and was to extend and foster the na- 
tional banking system. The Democrats in the House voted sol- 
idly against it, 65; the Republicans voted 80 for it and but 1 

inst it. In the Senate Democrats voted 7 it and 
none for it; the Republicans voted 30 for and 2 t it. 

In March, 1869, when the act to m the public credit 
was belore Congress, only 1 Democrat voted for it and 34 
against it, while 96 Republicans voted for it and only 12 against 
it; in the Senate the Republicans were 42 for it and 7 against it. 
The Democratic Senators voted solidlyno. Bonds made payable 
in greenbacks were made payable in coin by the act. On March 
29 Mr. MORGAN, Democrat, offered arosolution to exempt salt, 
tea, coffee, sugar, matches, and tobacco from taxation, and to 
tax bonds. The resolution was defeated by the Republicans, 
a Dec voting solidly for it and the Republicans solidly 

t it. 5 
Thus the Republican party voted invariably against taxing 
the bondholder and in favor of taxing the necessaries of life. 

In 1880, when the act to refund greenbacks into coin bonds 
Was pending, an act that increased the burdens of the 8 
8500. 000,000, the Democrats in the House voted solidly no, 54; 
the Republicans voted only 2 no and 139 for it. In the Senate 
„ were solid against it and the Republicans solid 

rit. 

There were seven minor amendments made in the Senate 
which necessitated a conference committee. When the House 
committee was announced Mr. Brooks called attention to the 
fact that the committee was composed of Republicans only. Mr. 
Blaine answered: It is not essential that it should not be.” 
Thrs a set-up committee of the Houseof Representativesagreed 
upon the bill as it was finally passed. 


In July, 1870, when SHERMAN’S proposition to increase national 
bank circulation $54,000,000 was pending, no debate was allowed. 
A vote was taken; only 4 Democrats voted for it and 44 against 
it, but it passed by Republican votes. Mr. Randall offered a 
substitute which proposed to take up national-bank notes and 
issue $300,000,000 in greenbacks in their stead, and upon this 
substitute the Democrats voted—noes 6, ayes 41; the Repub- 
licans—ayes 10,noes 105. Atthesame time Mr. MORGAN, Demo- 
crat, offered in the Sonate a substitute which provided for re- 
pealing the national-bank act and substituting $400,000,000 in 
greenbacks in their stead, with full legal-tender qualities for 
national-bank notes. The Democrats voted aye and the Repub- 
licans no by the same overwhelming majority. 

The manner in which silver was demonetized in 1873 has been 
fully made known to the country. It was done by a Republican 
Con in the interest of the bondholders of thecountry, whose 
bonds thus became payable in gold, and made the debt of the 
country harder to pay. 

On July 10, 1882, a bill to extend the charter of national banks, 
known as the Carp extension bill, passed the House by 110 ayes 
to 79 nays. On this vote there were Democrats voting for it 
only 11, the rest, 99, being Republicans. Against it, Democrats 
76; Republicans 3. White this bill was under consideration, Mr. 
BLAND offered a substitute for it, which vided for issuing 
Treas aei 5 me eee defeated by Republican 
votes, mocrats ani publicans being for it, against 19 
Democrats and 119 Republicans against it! 8 

On December 19, 1878, Mr. Fort moved to suspend the rules to 
pass à bill declaring the standard silver dollar a legal tender, 
and preventing discrim nation against it: but, failing to get the 
required two-thirds vote, it was lost. The vote stood, for i 
Democrats,106; Republicans, 45. Against it, 16 Democrats an 
and 73 Republicans. 

On April 8, 1888, on a bill providing for the free coinage of 
silver, there were voting for it 96 Democrats and 30 Republicans. 

it, 68 Democrats and 95 Republicans. 

he bill that passed the House November5, 1877, providing for 

free coinage, received 97 Democratic votes and 67 Republican. 

nst it, 10 Democrats. and 24 Republicins. In the Senate the 

bill wasamended, striking out the free-coinage feature, and mak- 

ing it a limited-coinage bill: On that substitute there were 16 

Democrats and 33 Republicans for it, and 18 Democrats and 4 

Republicans against it: On the passage of the amended bill, 25 

Democrats and 23 Republicans voted for it, and 7 Democrats and 
14 Republicans t it. 

On June 5, 1890, on the question of adopting a rule to prevent 
debate and amendments to the bill 3 for the purchase 
of silver bullion and issuing coin notes, a vote that showed ex- 
actly how the two parties stood on the subject of free coinage at 
that time, there was only 1 Democrat voting for it and 119 Re- 
5 voting against it, 106 Democrats and 11 Republicans. 

n the final passage of the bill there were for it 112 Democrats 
and 23 Republicans; against it, 22 Democrats and 130 Republi- 


The record shows that every law on the statute books com- 
plained of by the people was put there 4 the Republican party 
against the votes and over the protest of the Democratic party. 

The people are familiar with the methods adopted by the Re- 
publican party and a minority of the Democrats, by which the 
unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
law was effected. But I rejoice that of all the Democratic mem- 
bers in the House from the South only about twenty lent them- 
selves to the scheme to further the policy of the Republican 
ly to contract the currency and destroy silver as one of the 
standards of value as money in this country; and of our Sena- 
tors from the South all but aboutsix stood by the record and dec- 
larations of the Democratic platform in favor of a bimetallic 
standard and against the policy and right of Congress to displace 
silver as one of our standards of value as money, which was guar- 
antced to the people in the Constitution of the United States. 

A party of yos achievements. indeed! It was gt E by 
fanaticism, and its first successin life was the triumph of accident 
and the luck of a minority of the people. It has lived as long as 
it has by grace of opportunity to deceive the people, whom it has 
robbed for thirty years. There was not a statute enacted by it 
touching the rights of local self-government that was not de- 
signed toperpetuate its hold on power rather than to promote the 
„general welfare,” about which it prates so much. By force and 
by fraud, b; bargains and by bribery. by flagrant and continued 
violation of laws even of its own creation, it fastened itself apon 
the body of this people and has left them suffer ing from disorders 
so dee ted and alarming that it must require the utmost wis- 
dom and ingenuity of legislation to give them any certain relief. 
Its system of financial and tariff legislation has made the rich 
richer and the poor poorer and more numerous; it has created 
and maintained a pension system thatit has permitted to become 
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£0 honeycombed with rottennessas to cause the brave and honest 
soldier to be ashamed of the degeneracy of his countrymen. 
Mr. Chairman, the war between the Statesisover, but I have 
heard with surprise, during the present debate, many of the gen- 
tlemen who oppose this bill as hotly engaged in reviving its 
dead issues and refighting its bloody battles as they were fought 
from 1861 to 1865 by the boys in blue and gray. If that war 
settled anything, it settled that this is an indestructible Union 
of sovereign States, under one Constitution, with one bill of 
rights for the Federal Government and another bill of rights 
for the States, distinct and separate in their respective spheres, 
but both conforming to the broadest principles of freedom and 


justice. When the last banner of resistance to the Union was 


rled, it was furled in good faith. The Southern people re- 
entered upon the duty of allegiance to the Union and began anew 
their share of contribution to the common destiny of all the 
States and all the people with the same honesty of purpose as did 
the soldiers of the North when they returned triumphant to 
happy homes that had not been desolated by war. 

ad bitterness and the animosities of the strife have long ago 
faded from the breasts that in 1865 heaved with heartsickness 
at the sight of a land of ruined homes. Nomoney, property de- 
vastated everywhere, and everywhere beset by a multitude of a 
suspicious, an ignorant and an inferior race, the Confederate 
had little left but the rags he wore and his integrity. How well 
he has taken his place in the ranks of faithful citizenship and 
applied himself to honorable and industrious effort I need not 
attempt here to demonstrate. : 

Speaking as one of them, and for all I know of those who 
fought for what they believed even unto death was right, I de- 
clare we join hands with patriotic citizens from whatever quar- 
ter of the compass of our land in preserving untarnished the 
genius of American institutions for the fullness of all time. I 
say we stand for the Constitution and just laws under it, and I 
oppose a violation of it in the administration of the pension laws 
with the same earnestness that I devote to any purpose which 
I believe to be right. 

We have under the pension system 856,000 names on the roll, 
thousands of which ought not to be there, and to pay all of whom 
the people ara taxed $150,000,000 a year, a tax which must be in- 
creased under the act of 189) to meet inevitable additions to the 
roll, Millions of this money goes to foreigners who came to this 
country, not because they were in love with our institutions, but 
for the amountof money they were to receive as bounty in addition 
to pay for services: they were foreigners who were not citizens 
of this country,and who never made an attempt to become such. 
The pension rolls should be so revised as to strike from them 
the names of every one of these aliens, and thus far, at least, re- 
lieve the people of a burden they are not in any sense of justice 
or honor bound to bear. 

There is another class of pensioners who should be treated 
likewiso. They are the men who joined the Army, who went 
not for patriotism but for the mean and paltry lucre of the sub- 
stitute hirer. 

Mr, Chairman, my people and the Southern States have to 
share the burden of this enormous taxation, receiving in return 
for the money that comes through this channel to our States the 
most insigniticant benefit that it confers upon the circulation of 
the community. The eleven Southern States which seceded pay 
an average of $50,000,000 annually to keep up pensions. This, 
divided among the voting population of those States, shows that 
the qualified voter would actually pay in this taxation more than 
he pays in poll tax which entitles him to vote. In my State the 
paper pees would pay nearly twice as much as he has to pay 

po . . 

I believe I truly represent my people when I say I protest 
against giving pensions to aliens, bounty-jumpers, and dessrt- 
ers, but all honor, real benefits, and good purposes of the system 
to every soldier who while fighting for his country received a 
wound or contracted disease in the discharge of his duty, dis- 
abling him from self support. 

Another one of the achievements“ of the Republican party 
in the line of unlawful payments of pensions was in the practice 
of paying the rich widows of deceased Presidents $5,000 a year 
as long as they live, the widows of deceased judges of the United 
States Supreme Court $10,000 as a donation, and those of gen- 
erals of the Army $2,000 per annum. I can conceive of no privi- 
lege or immunity that these widows should possess superior to 
that of the widow of the poor private who gave up his life resist- 
ing the high tide of the Con‘ederacy on the flaming heights of 
Gettysburg or who fell to molder in an unknown grave in the 
thicket of Chickamauga. The country that practices this, espe- 
cially such a Government as ours, with its inhibition of class 
legislation against special privileges, is neither just, decent, nor 

imous to those who have suffered for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt there are members in this 


House batter versed in the various theories of the tariff and their 
instructive elucidation than I, gentlemen who may be more ready 
and skilled in debate, and adroitand entertaining in the conclu- 
sions they draw from hopeful premises; but if I am halt and lame 
in discussisn, i will be sure and swift in acting up to the letter 
of what I told the people whosent me here and what I say toyou 
now. 

I have had, and shall have, little to do with the theories of the 
prosecution of the y of great achievements.” I confine 
myself mainly to the law and the evidence. The Republican 
party has outraged justice and violated the laws that protected 
my people in other years in the preservation of life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. I appear for every one of the victims 
of these wrongs, rich or r, white or black, strong or w 
sanguine or depressed. Like many another part of the land an 
the people that inhabit it, we have suffered most for lack of the 
necessities of life upon which the taxes fall heaviest. If there 
are any luxuries down there, they are mostly in the visions of 
the future, when our great stores of mineral resources shall be 


developed. 

Mr. 8 there is distress all over the 3,000,000 square 
miles of this land, wherever there is a toiler and wherever there 
is a sympathetic ear to listen to the story of human want and 
sorrow. Mark this, there is wheat and corn in our country, more 
than enough to feed all our people and have abundance to spare; 
yet there are thousands of American people suffering almost to 
starvation. Wheat and corn rotting, weevil eaten in the barns; 
men, women and children hungry on the streets and on our 
storm-washed and pestilence-plagued shores! Million-dollar 
stone and marble palaces building at Newport and in picturesque 
nooks of the Hudson. Enough money spent in building and 
maintaining pleasure yachts alone to buy a million bushels of 
wheat. Men in throngs, howling like maniacs for work with 
which to buy bread for wives and children at home. 

These things have occurred in our country, and are occurring 
now, Mr. Chairman, 

To my mind one of the most wonderful“ achievements” of the 
Republican party has been the effrontery with which it has 
gone on telling the afflicted country that everything was all 
right, when in fact 3 all wrong. Republican 
Presidents in their messages to Congress were wont to congrat- 
ulate the country upon its progress, and ublican politicians 
have harped upon the growth of the United States—poor, pock- 
marked daughter of protection. Republican conventions have 
always pointed with pride“ to any channel that floated boodle 
their way, and always ‘‘ viewed with alarm” any symptom of re- 
volt against the deviltry of the party which was the result of 
3 Democraticagitation against Republican compounded 
ra ty. 

It is really one of the marvels of the age that this country has 
advanced so rapidly under so heavy a handicap as has been a 
upon it by unwise rulings. Let us take a glimpse into the 
wildering mazes of ts that have been the dispensations of 
Providence rather than the decrees of Satanic power. The gen- 
eral prosperity has been affected from time to time by numerous 
causes, some favorable and some unfavorable. 

An enormous public debt, incurred in a few months, was ges 
off with unparalleled rapidity; paper money was issued and re- 
deemed after a long struggle; vast sums were borrowed abroad 
and repaid on a proportionate scale after the crashes of 1873; 
railways were built over thousands of miles and with magical 
swiftness of enterprise; great areas of virgin forests and of ara- 
ble fertile tracts were opened to settlement; more of the splendid 
riches of our mineral resources were discovered and developed; 
the arts and sciences advanced in all directions, revolutionizing 
many branches of industry and supplying new comforts and luxu- 
ries; with all this there cameanextraordinary immigration, and 
I believe, finally, that the excesses of our high import duties 
would have operated with frightful force but for the rapid im- 
provement both in the means of communication and the methods 
and yehicles of rapid transportation on land and ocean, anni- 
hilating so much of time and space that it could but be a very 
8 important factor in the growth of the United States 
as a whole. 

But if wealth has been added to the sum of the nation’s treas- 
ures; if the bulk of the money credited to our people in the bal- 
ance of nations has been a nted, it has been with theenrich- 
ment of small clesses and the impoverishment of large masses, 
The manual laborers of the country, who have constituted its real 
and genuine wealth-producers, have suffered while the nonpro- 
ducers have prospered. 

Without the fruits of the wage-earner’s toil, we would have 
cence nothing. With them, under such laws as we have to en- 

ure, we have received scarcely a benefit that has not come from 
rare inventive genius, which is always born out of the neces- 
sities and wants of striving mankind. 
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Ex-Senator Ingalls, of Kansas, when he was in the Senate, a 
“statesman,” not without a job,” said in a speech, in January, 
1891, much to the grave concern of his Republican colleagues: 

By some means, some device, some machination, some incantation, honest 
or otherwise, some process that can not be defined, less than a two-thou- 
sandth part of our population have obtained ion, and have kept out 
of the tentiary, in spite of the means they have adopted to acquire it, of 
more than half the accumulated wealth of the country. 

That was all true, as it was fine in the sweep and procession 
of its polysyllables. It is true of the conditions now, only more 
s0,” but 1d not see any mystery involved in the process of de- 
fining the cause of the serious condition of things so deep and 
baffling as to require the use of terms so fancitul as those Mr. 
Ingalls employed. Read again the Democratic indictment of the 
Republican party for the imposition of its robber tariff, and its 
vicious financial legislation, employing the most mighty and in- 
sidious agencies for the depreciation and degradation of the 
peo le’s silver money. and you will find such a summing up of 

‘achievements ” as will leave no cloud of doubt upon your un- 
serani 

But Mr. Ingalls told more truth when he added on the same 
occasion: 

That is not the worst. It— | 

This collossal concentration of wealth 
has been chiefly acquired by men who have contributed little to the mate- 
rial welfare of the country, and by processes that I do not care in appropriate 
terms to describe. 

And he said, too: 

A financial system under which one-half of the wealth of the country, de- 
rived from the bounty of nature and the labor of all, is owned by a little 
more than 50.000 people, while 1,000,000 American citizens, able and 5 3 
to toll, are homeless tramps, s for bread. A social system whic 
offers to tender women the alternative between suicide and begging is or- 
ganized crime, for which some day unrelenting justice will demand atone- 
ment and expiation. 

The explanation of the saddest pictures of our times, seeing 
nowhere else under heaven to look for it, I read between the 
lines of the statute books for the last thirty years; I read it in 
the narrow, dingy precincts of Wall street; in the mysterious 
recesses of 19 I glean new hints of robbery, wrong, and 
oppression in the marble halls of Andrew Carnegie's castle in 
Scotland, and J hear the voice of heartless exultation over power 
purchased out of honest sweat and blood in the crack of the 
coachman’s whip lashing the steeds that draw this American 
lord afield in the land that gave to humanity the poet who said: 

The rank is but the guinea’s stamp à x 
A mar’s a man for ’a that. 

We need not go into argument or array of figures to show that 
improved machinery and . ee to flelds of industry have 
contributed materially in lessening the cost and measurably 
easing the burdens of labor; we need not dwell on the fact that one 
man can by these agencies produce as much now as half a dozen 
could a few years ago, reducing the cost to the manufacturer in 

roportion and cheapening production any more than we need 

point to the fact that we now have electric lights in our cities 
where formerly we bad tallow candles, E if this ad- 
vancement has not been one of the ‘achievements of the Re- 
publican party. 

There are published in the foreign edition of the Mail and 
Export Journal advertisements by 166 American manufacturing 
firms whose goods are protected by the tariff. The articles are 
to be delivered on board ship at New York at the prices I shall 
name. I copy from the prices of the advertisements of the game 
manufacturers in the American and foreign editions of the 


paper: 


Foreign | Home 


Articles. price. | Price. 

A Waaa e . bab scectenen 89.00 | $18.00 
Hay tedder 30.00 | 45. 00 
Mower ........ er 40.00 65, 00 
e . nen ee aml 17.00 2.00 
feed-cutter No. 3 60.00 | 60.00 

Ann Arbor cutter No. 2. 28.00 40. 00 
Ann Arbor cutter No.1 16.00 28.00 
Clipper cutter 9.50 18.00 
Lever cutter 4.25 8. 25 
CCC a gt ETE apr a ee aie a Ne eae oe 22.00 | 30. 00 
a r NIE A EEEL E E E NSAN EE oN 60.00 | 90. 00 


It will be seen that the average excess of the home price of 
these home manufactured articles is nearly 60 per cent more 
than the foreign price. And yet we excel the world inthe man- 
ufacture of these implements of husbandry. Such are results of 
the ‘‘ achievements ” of Republican greatness. 

I have also before me the export edition of the Engineering 
and Mining Journal for May 3, 1890, containing advertisements 
of agricultural and other implements for the foreign trade, with 


discounts on the American price to foreign customers. The fol- 
following will be sufficient: 
cultural implements, S. L. Allen & Co., Planet Junior No. 2 seed 
oo 5 5 8 5 ret oak cent. Pig arii, Ninety at rake plow, 8 
; disco Fire-fly single wheel hoe, cultivator a low, 88; 
re- ly hand plow, $2.50; discount, 30 per cent, free on board at New York. : 
Plows. 


$14. 00 


—— 


Oneonta cli , reversible iron beam and cutter \ 

Discount, i per cent. me 
Rakes. 

SA A 2. 00 
34.00 
8.50 
8.50 
9.00 
10.00 
11,00 

Waldren’s pattern, oiled 0 
Silver steel. painted 11.2 
Clover, ofled............. 11.25 
upper, bronzed and painted (discount, 40 and 10 per cent) 11.50 

Anvils, 


1 . anvils, weighing 100 to 800 pounds, 10 cents per pound; discount, 10 


per cent. i 
Then follow pas and rifles manufactured by Coltand Smith 
& Wesson, with a discount to the foreigner of 10 and 25 percent. 
Also table and butcher knives, scissors, spoons, forges, drills, 
duck and twine, electrical appliances, explosives, mills, boilers, 
fiue cleaners, augers, wrenches, vises, black tools, jackscrews, 
pails, watercoolers, washtubs, keelers, milk pans, lamps, min- 
ers’ tools, eto., on which the discount to foreign purchasers 
ranges from 10 to 70 per cent. 

In the face of all this we are told by the advocates of high pro- 
tection that this enormous leap in the increase of tariff taxes 
made by the McKinley law, was made nece in order to en- 
able our home manufacturers to sell their products at home, in 
competition with foreign manufacturers, who make and sell like 
products in our markets. I propose to demonstrate the falsity 
oa unreasonableness of this claim by reference to a few other 

ms. 

In The Carpet and 8 Trade Review of November 15, 
1893, we find the following advertisement of a shipment and sale 
of American Axminster carpeting: 

8s. 3d. the yard. 
Made and laid free. Honestly worth 5s, 6d. the yard. 
Lovely for bedrooms. 
Lasting for drawing rooms. 
Reliable for dining rooms. 

A. R. Dean invites the public to see these extraordinary carpets at once, as 
there will certainly be a quick sale. 

A. R. Dean has secured the rights of all the best designs of these Axminster 
carpets for ay eg ge 

o others firms Birmingham have got these carpets—direct from the 
ere agents—neither can they procure them, as they are private to A. 

The patterns and designs and colorings are splendid—second to none. The 

ority of them have been brought out by British work people. 

Please note the price—3s. 3d. the gh made and fitted free. Worth 5s. 6d. 

A. an, 
The leader of the carpet industry, 
Bull street and Corporation street. 

Which shows that this particular kind of carpet sellsin foreign 
countries and to foreign consumers for 3s, 3d., or 79 cents per 
yard, while the English product of like quality and grade sells at 

ome at 4s, 3d.; so that the American product is sold at 25 per 
cent over the English article in English markets. This, too, after 
pay ing all freights and commissions. Yet with this and other 
well-authenticated instances of the same state of affairs staring 
them in the face, the Republican party still insists on keeping 
up this taxon the common people to enrich their pets and favor- 
ites. The same English journal, commenting editorially on the 
condition of her markets, mentions heavy consignments of fine 
American carpeting toseveral European countries, and says the 
low prices at which it is placed has completely disorganized the 
European markets. 

But this does not show the worst phase in the practical work- 
ings of the tariff. It prohibits all foreign competition and en- 
— 84 these monopolists to sell at their own figures these articles 
of prime necessity to our own people at their own prices, and 
they do not scruple to do so. A quotation which I insert below 
from an American price list of the same date of that taken from 
the English Trade Review last quoted shows that our Ameri- 
can manufacturers and dealers sell to American consumers the 
same carpeting at the price of $2 to $2.25 per yard: 
Wiltons, &frame.... ---- $2.00 | Extra supertine....... 


Brussels «--- 1.02} | C. C. extra superfine .. wala 
Manchester (stouts) . .. _.87} | Saxony rugs, 44 each 7.00 
2 —— ccce acer 1.35 | Saxony rugs, 30 inches each... 5.5@ 
Kandahar .oW. -.2 ce 72 


Applause. ] 
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This is from the public price list of American manufacturers 
and dealers, and shows that an American consumer pays from 
200 to 300 per cent more for this same article, of lixe grade and 

uality, than the foreigner has to pay for it—and that, too, after 
ights and charges have been deducted. 

It is difficult to conceive of a greater crime—I use the word 
ancy Eup, sy the rights and liberties of this American 
people than they suffer under the operation of this infamous 
class legislation embodied in the present McKinley tariff act. 
It forces the common laboring element of our country, which is 
its most vital part as a nation, to pay tribute to the few rich 
monopolist class, the manufacturers; but under its protecting 
care, as we have demonstrated, these favored infants and wards 
of the Government are able to ship their products into the mar- 
kets of all Europe and place them in fatal competition with like 
articles produced by the so-called pauper labor of those coun- 
tries. 

Is it any wonder then that these pauper laborers, finding them- 
selves deprived of work at any price, should at once seek the 
country where work would seem to be so plentiful? Let the stat- 
istics of our immigration bureau answer this question. Thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of the poorest of the population of 
Europe have flocked to our shores since the present tariff bill 
went into efect, whose starving condition compelled them to get 
work at merely nominal rates, thus displacing a like number of 
our own native citizens, and enabling the unscrupulous manufac- 
turer to make a horizontal cut in wages, owing, as he states, to 
astringency of the times. Its real cause lies deeper. It is owing 
to an oversupply of cheap foreign laborers, that he has ready at 
a moment's notice to step into the place of the native workman, 
who finds it impossible to live at the reduced wages, while a 
Swede, a Norwegian, or a Italian or Chinaman will keep fat and 
save money to send out of the United States to his pauper fam- 
ily across the sea. 

No feudal lord of the middle ages ever wrested from his vas- 
sals, under color of law, his fines and fees than do our unserupu- 
lous manufacturers from their helpless fellow-citizens their 
sweat-earned wages; and no proud baron was more secure in his 
outrageous robbery when within his strong castle’s walls, with 
drawbridge raised, than are our shrewd and conscienceless man- 
ufacturing autocrats behind the hitherto impregnable fortress 
known as the McKinley bill and encased in the proof armor of 
their combines and trusts. 

I would like for some well-informed gentleman on the other 
side to tell me, Mr. Chairman, where the 9,600,000 farmers of this 
7 get . out of such Republican “achievements.” 
According to the latest and most reliable statistics, the farmers 
are not making a cent of profit. No wonder, when they are not 
only swindled by extortionate taxation but directly discrimi- 
nated against by the men to whom they are yielding tribute, and 
this, too, on the prices of the implements and tools they use, as 
well as upon the necessaries of life, all going toswell the coffers of 
the allies of the swindlers. 

Yes; this country has grown, remarkable asit is, under a Re- 
publican protective tariff. But take any two periods, one of a 
low tariff and the other under a high-tariff system, and then let 
us see which shows the greater percentage of growth. Thein- 
craso of the value of farm lands from 1850 to 1860 was $3,333,- 
469,586, or a yearly rate of increase over $337,000,000; total in- 
crease from 1860 to 1880—twenty years—$3,552,051,769, or a yearly 
rate of increase of less than 3178,000,000. Ten and a half per 
cent increase for the low tariff ten years and only 24 per cent 
increase for the high tariff twenty years, yet in thess twenty 
years the 1 has more than doubled. From 1850 to 186) 
our agricultural exports increased yearly 25 per cent, under a 
free-trade tariff; the average increase for thirty-two years since 
has scarcely been 3 per cent. 

And how have the 9,000,090 dwellers and toilers on our farms 
fared during these thirty-two years? The answer comes out of 
the blight and gloom of mountains of mortgaged indebtedness, 
and the achievements of the Republican protective tariff that 
steals from the farmer the moment he opens his eyes to life until 
they are closed in a tombless grave. A tariff, forsooth, to give 
him a home market, when he is more dependent than he ever 
was upon a foreign market! In 1860, under a free-trade tariff, 
170,000,009 bushels of wheat were grown in this country, and 
the farmer had to export only 2} per cent of the crop. In other 
words, he had use or market at home for 97 bushels out of every 
hundred. 

In its very comprehensive article on the agricultural resources 
of America, the Encyclopedia Britannica concludes that if the 
resources of our farm lands alone were developed, they would 
furnish food to a number five times as great as the entire mass 
of human beings upon the globe!“ Never shall the honest delv- 
ers in this most fruitful garden of the earth by any vote of mine 


be taxed to their hurt on a single necessity or cdmfort of life. 
But they have suffered, and they are asking us for relief. 

Why, we had a few millions of chattel slaves in 1860 who did 
not lack for food, clothing, and shelter, and the common com- 
forts of life, as do now millions of white American slaves to the 
system of purse-proud plutocracy that lives in castles on land 
and floatsin palaces on water. It is a plutocracy that crowds us 
with anpe, threatens us with anarchists, and that would laugh 
if one-half the people were driven to ruin, desperation, and 
suicide. It thinks it can go on importing its pauper labor, so 
loudly anathematized by Republican press and oratory, and so 
eagerly welcomed by Republican mine and mill owners; but the 
day of wrath will come as surely as that language may pronounce 
the doom of remorseless murder. Accursed be the spirit that 
Hib and not only robs, but inflicts long-drawn-out torture upon 

umanity! 

We need not go deep into the subject, Mr. Chairman, to learn 
how heavily we in the Southern States are taxed on articles of 

rime use and necessity, and how all classes there, white and 

lack, where industry is diversified little beyond the cultivation 
of the, soil, pay tribute to the rule of Republican achieve- 
ment. ; 

One of the great staples of the South, in the production of 
which a large majority.of our farm labor is employed, iscotton, 
that must be picked, ginned, and baled before it can get to mar- 
ket. Besides a tax on the machinery of the gin, there is an un- 
necessary and exorbitant tax on the hoop iron with which the 
cotton is baled, as well as on cotton bagging, which consumes all 
the profits. On this item I adopt the eloquent words of Senator 
VOORHEES of Indiana, who though living in a State that pro- 
duces no cotton is broad and patriotic enough to appreciate our 
needs and sympathize with us in our adversity: 

For the proposed startling increase of sles on iron hoops for baling cot- 
ton, or cotton ties, as they are commonly called, there is not even the excuse 
of adesire to protect some manufacturer in getting rich out of ths daily 
toil of men, women, and children, white and black, in the South. There is 
not a cotton tie manufactured in the United States, and this tremendous 
leapin the tax on that article ig eae 2 as an unworthy piece of sec- 
tional malice aimed at a people laboring faithfully, bravely, patiently, and 


loyally, and often under the most trying circumstances, to sy their whole 
duty as American citizens. 


And this industry, Mr. Chairman, is one in which the laborers 
are almost exclusively negroes, a majority of them voters for 
the Republican tickets and comprising the strength of what is 
left of the Republican party in the South. God pity the poor 
deluded creatures! Taxed on nearly everything they have on 
this earth, and the fruits of their hard labor reduced to so piti- 
ful a minimum that three-fourths of them are far worse off for 
the necessities and comforts of life than they were as chattel 
slaves. The y that clamors for their rights, and wails that 
the white man of the South denies them opportunities of rog- 
ress, practices as palpable a h risy to them now as it did 
when, just after the war, it told them it went to war expressly to 
free them. But their white fellow-citizens in the South share 
with them the burdens of taxation, and more, they paid from 
January, 1869, to January, 1893, $12,455,469 for the education of 
the negro race, my State alone paying $1,037,946 of this amount; 
which is more than any Caucasian people on the earth haye done 
for the negro. 

A oe on the other side during the discussion of the 
elections bill gave vent to the remarkable theory that the white 
people of the South deprived the negro of his vote because they 
wanted to hold him down and keep his labor cheap. That there 
is not the semblance of truth in the idea goes without even call- 
ing a black witness to prove. It is the white people of the Re- 
publican party that hold the negro down and keep his labor 
cheap. The Republican party taught the negro, through Re- 
publican carpetbaggers, his first lesson in politics, and that was 
one of such foul corruption as never entered his wildest suspi- 
cions and superstitions about his white Democratic neighbors. 
Republican dispensers of office never gave him an office save 
with the notion that it might chagrin or humiliate some white 
Southern Democrat, and the negroes of the North never knew 
what it wes to receive honorable recognition at the hands of any 
party until it was accorded them by a Democratic Administra- 

on. 

The false pretenses, the massive deceit, and the grinding op- 
pression of their laws upon the humble labor and deplorable ig- 
norance of the negro constitute the crowning infamy of R2pu 
lican ‘‘achievement.” The manacles he wore in 1860 are asjew- 
eled bracelets to the flesh-cutting shackles that Republican pro- 
tection has fastened upon his limbs. He needs a new emancipa- 
tion. He wants a freeman’s reward for a freeman s labor. If he 
ever gets it, it will be through the Democratic party enacting 
laws that will enable him to sell his labor for all the commodi- 
ties he needs, and more than are included in his simple wants. 
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Let us take the iron ball and chain from his feet and make him 
b haps th 

F; rman, in proportion to pop on, per o peo- 
ple of the South more than any other have aos — 1 5 It is an 
article about which the people of the whole country have been 
shamefully swindled and humbugged in a way that was enough 
= make the mostincredulous ashamed of the gullibility of human 

ings. 

The tin plate tariff has been a tax without any excuse in any 
principle of protection, even, because there never has been in 
this country a tin-plate establishment that was not a howling 
failure from the very start. Let us see. In 1862 the duty was 
25 per cent: in 1872, 15 per cent; in 1875, changed to 20 per cent; 
in 1583 to about 30 per cent, and in 1890, by the McKinley tariff, 
a duty of 2.2 cents per pound, or 70 per cent, was imposed, A 
tax of over $15,000,000 per annum. - 

Why, we manufacture 1,800,000 boxes of tin into 600,000,000 
cans, to hold the products of the field, orchard, and medicinal 
waters. We pay ior this stillborn babe of prasa over 82, 
000,00 per year. Therefore that appreciable amount of money 
either goes into the garbage heap or into the remorseless bowe:s 
of our rich few. With all of this wrong I leave the subject, con- 
‘tenting myself with the reflection of John Quincy Adams, made 
in 1332, that the doctrine that the duties on imports cheapen the 

rice of the article upon which they are levied conflicts with the 

rst dictates of common sense. 

There is nothing so much the matter with this country as to 
require such enormous protection for our iron and steel manu- 
factures. We lack nothing of the component parts of the high- 
est nd finest forms of products. For many rr the manufac- 
ture of iron and steel has been in that part of the country where 
the natural conditions were not of the best. For a long time 
Marsachusettsled, and now, although Pennsylvania is in the van, 
her place must soon be taken by other States more capable of 
cheaper production. Look at the scale of progress for the past 
ten years and see what Alabama and Tennessee have done, against 
all corts of adverse circumstances, including greater remoteness 
fror the markets than the Eastern shops and mines and mills, 

These States teem with metallic treasures, and ask no privi- 
lege but to live and let live. Their development would be sure 
to result in benefit to the whole country. To enact any law to 
delay it would be against the interests of all the people. Take 
my State and Alabama. We have iron ore of the best quality 
and in the greatest abundance, coal almost incalculable in quan- 
tity for forge and furnace, limestone for fluxing,and the best 
timber, stone, and marble for mining and building convenient, 
durable, and beautiful. Interest will overccme prejudice, break 
down all barriers whether they be savage or civilized, and cap- 
ital will come where enterprise can pursue its lively course the 
whcle year round without interference either by winter's cold 
or summer's heat. 5 

And, Mr. Chairman, coming as I do from the richest mineral 
district in the South, perhaps, in quantity, variety, and accessi- 
bility of ores, and intrinsic value, or to be found in the United 
Stites, and representing the most populous Congressional dis- 
trict in Tennessee, I desire to say something as to coal and iron. 

I favor reducing the duties to a revenue basis, first, because 
every political principle I prize is inimical to class legislation, 
and for the imposition of i ad at tax for protection’s sake on 

the consumer of these useful articles is certainly of that kind. 
It is in opposition to the spirit and letter of that instrument 

which I venerate more than any other emanating from the in- 

telligence of man, the Constitution, which I hold second in im- 

portance only to the revealed law of God. 

. My vote has ne ser been rezorded, since my public service be- 
gan, for any measure which embodied the sophistry of proteo- 

ion for protections sake.” It will never be given for such a 
mexsure. But, while the Third Congressional district of Ten- 
nestes extends from the Blue Ridge on the east across the Cum- 
berland on the west, including large areas of both these moun- 

tain ranges, from every fissure and gulch of both stands out in 
lain view the finest and richest and iron strata, and while 

t borders on the mineral laden districts of Western North Car- 
olina on the east and Northern Georgia and Alabama on the 
south, its interior is dotted with thousands of other industries— 
agricultural, manufactories of cotton and woolen goods, furni- 
; ture, etc.—which should all be considered and given fair play 
in our legislative action, 

Of those engaged in the production of coal and iron some de- 
sire the retention of a tariff on iron and coal, while others advo- 
cate that they come in fres, 

In the issue of the Chattanooga Times for Sunday, December 
8, 1893. in an interview covering nearly two columns of that 

per, Hon. W. M. Nixon, a native of Tennessee and a citizen of 

attanooga, who is connected with most of the furnaces in the 
Chattanooga mineral district, and whose furnace at Gadsden, 


North Alabama, is making an output of 80 tons of iron per day, 
Says: 

‘he Wilson tariff bill is in strict accord with the Democratic platio: 
which was indorsed by a majority of the voters of Tennessee, ae is Sd 
mistake in any sense. * + * There is no probability of theimportation of 
coal into the United States, unless it be from Manitoba and Australia into 
the territory west of the Rocky Mountains, which can not be sw from 
the States, not even from Colorado, on account of the great distance and 
expensive bey cere East of the Rockies there is nothing to fear from 
free coal. The United States exported in the year 1502, 831,035 tons of coal to 
Canada in competition with coal from Nova Scotia and the balance of the 
world. We also exported as much more to other countries, our total exports 
of coal in 1882 being 1,757,137 tons, „ © + which was sold in competition 
with the entire world. * è + 

Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Alabama all export coal against the 
competition of the world, * * and furnish coal for our Navy and Mer- 
chant Marine wherever vessels touch on the Atlantie coast, and this business 
is enormously increasing each year. This coal is 1 pote to railroads in 
South America and other countries. Alabama is building np enormous 
coal and coke export business throuzh southern ports to the West Indies, 
Mexico, and Central and South America. Southern coal operators require 
more reciprocity in trade with the countries with which they deal oan re- 
turn cargves for their vessels than protection against foreign coal. Coal 
operators certainly do not want an import duty on coal to enable them to 
charge higher prices inside the United States than they sell jt to foreigners. 


While I think we should have a small duty, as hereafter ex- 
plained, I want to say, There speaks the patriot.” There 
spoke the lover of the laboring people of his own country and 
friend of the freezing families of those who consume the prod- 
uct of his mines. II all those who have, through moneyed in- 
fluence, procured the ensctment of invidious protection laws had 
been actuated by this Christian spirit, how much it would have 
mitigated the sufferings of the people—how much lessened the 
ill-gotten gains of the more unscrupulous class of operators, who 
count their millions of profits made by charging consumers at 
home more than they required foreigners to pay for their 


goods, snd how muny dark stains would never have appeared 


on our public records that now deface them 
Again, Mr. Nixon says: 

Very little ore of the South is sufficiently low in phosphorous for steel- 
making purposes, under present Steel manufacturing processes, without ad- 
Gitional manipulation. ‘The steel ores of the United States which can be 
used under present conditions are west of the Alleghanies. Oreseast of the 
Alleghanies require a mixture of Lake Superior, Cuban, or Mediterranean 
ores to make steel, This was announced publicly a few days ago by a vice- 
president of one of the largest steel mills in the United States. foundry 
ores which can be used under present conditions come from the Lake Supe- 
rior district, Alabama, Tennessee, and Vi . Cuban and Spanish ores 
worked alone make Bessemer or steel iron, not foundry iron. is Cuban 
and Spanish ore is of entirely different character from the foundry ores of 
Alabama, Tennessee, etc. 


Then, of course, as demonstrated above, it would not materi- 
élly come into competition with our native ores, but, as Mr. 
Nixon further says: 


If this Cuban and Spanish ore could be brought into the South as cheap as 
it is claimed it can be, after the removal of the duty, it can be used in com- 
bination with Alabama and Tennessee ore and produce a better grade of 
sonna, iron, and dispens with the low-grade milliron which is just nowthe 
bane of Southern furnace men. Cubanor Spanish ore mixed in proper pro- 
portion with Alabama and Tennessee ores would | tet Se a Bessemer iron 
at lower cost than Northern furnaces can make it from Lake Superior and 
Tennsylvania ores. 

Eyen after the removal of the duty of 75 cents per ton, foreign ores are not 
so cheap, as the import statistics of 1802 show. There was imported for the 
first quarter of 1892, €83.227 tons valued at $1,583,497, or £2.30 per ton at for- 
eign port, exclusive of treight or duty. For the year 1£92, we im ed 808,- 
585 long tons, value $1,795,644 or 2.2 per ton at foreign port. For the first 
nine months of 1893, we imported 487,179 tons, value #817, or 81.80 per ton 
at foreign ports. We imported from Spain in 1892, 238.059 tons, valued at 
{815.817 or $1.62 per ton at Spanish ports. From Cuba we imported in 1882 
307.115 tons, value $618.222, about 82 per ton at Cuban ports. ese prices 
do not alarm operators of Southern ore mines, who are delivering ores of 
standard quality at 50 to 75 cents per ton free on board cars. The superior 
management of American miners. and more economical methods of hand- 
ling their material has never permitted foreign ores to penetrate a distance 
of 100 mes from the coast. 

It abolishing the duty increases the importation of Cuban ore, which is of 
good quality, is near us, and Can be cheaply transported by coal vessels re- 
turning empty, reduces the American methods, it will furnish return car- 
goes for our ret coal vessels fromthe West Indies, etc.; it can then be 
cheaply delivered to Alabama, Tennessee, and Virginia 
combination with our cheap native ores produce fust the 
want, and at lower cost than in any district in the United States. Grant 
that the removal of the duty on Cuben and Spanish ore starts up Eastern 
furnaces near the coast, they will not produce a grade of iron competing 
with Southern iron. 

Even if they make foundry iron and reduce the market of Southern fur- 
naces to this extent, the same conditions will enable the Southern furnaces 
to more than make up the loss * + by access to this cheap free ora 
* * „and would enable and force the South to manufacture its furnace 
product into articles now conting from the North, which we buy at prices 
enhanced by freights and manufacturer's profits. 

Says Mr. Nixon— 
southern furnace men and mine owners are skimming the cream in as- 
gambling the cheap material and manufacturing the iron only sufficiently to 
prepare it to be shipped to other manufacturers who get in the proiitable 
work upon it. This system has already exhausted the cheapost or most 
easily mined ore in the Chattanooga district, and the end is in sight at Bir- 
W Ten years will make cheap ores very deslrable- foreign or 
otherwise. 


The broad and liberal views here advanced show not only that 
the vast multitude who buy and use coal and iron products, but 
that even the business interestsof mine owners and furnacemen 
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will be advanced by the liberal policy which has always been 
adyceated by the Democratic party, not only in the South but 
even on the Northern Atlantic coast and in New England. 
Further, the gentleman thinks that— 

The 1 tariffmodification will nt the steel rail Which has 
throttled that industry sd 1 and almost suspended railroad buliding, 
from maintaining unwarranted prices as they have heretofore, and put an 
end 2 HNG other trusts and combinations in the iron and steel manufac- 


Lhope that this last consummation, so devoutly to be wished 
for, may be attained through the operation of the legislation of 
the Democratic party to be enacted during the present term of 
Congress, and that the people of the iron district I represent may 
be, through the same medium, promoted from being the“ hewers 
of wood and drawers of water” in the iron industry and become 
the manufacturers of the finished articles in iron and steel in- 
dustries, with facilities and capital not only tosupply their home 
consumers, but to enter the markets of the world as fearless 
competitors. Give them untrammeledaccess to the best markets 
in which to sell and the cacep: in which to buy what they do 
not produce, and what need have the people of this country, so 
rich in resources; to apprehend from competition with the known 
commercial world. 

I am not for putting a cent of duty on iron and coal for protec- 
tion’s sake, and would not attempt to add a duty of 40 cents if 
the present bill had cut down the duties on the manufactured 
articles to a proper revenue limit. Mr. Chairman, it is evident 
that so long as we raise so much money from import duties or 
tariit taxes there is obliged to be incidental benefits to different 
interests and diferent sections of our country resulting from 
legi:lation. This incidental benefit ought to be uniform, and as 
near as possible distributed equally and without partiality among 
the several interests and sections. Thefinished pri ducts of the 
East and Middle States have duties on them which in my judg- 
ment exceed the revenue point, and I think it but fair under these 
conditions to leave a small revenue duty on coal and iron to even 
up and 0 8 7557 things. But, Mr. Chairman, if I can hot get 
this I will vote for the bill anyway, as it is much better than 
the present illegal McKinley law. And I notify all the balance 
of the sections that no proscription can keep the manufacturing 
interest of the South down. If you make our coal and iron free, 
you will make us your successful competitors in the manufac- 
ture of all finished products. This will enlarge our field. It will 
give more men work and at better wages,and what you imagine 
will be a handicap may be the means of our early and full de- 
velopment. 

Where the most iron is, go to it and dig it out if you must 
have it. Where the conditions are most favorable for manufac- 
turing, go there and fashion the things that will answer best the 
demands of utility. In addition, Mr. Chairman, I would say that 
the McKinley law taxes all the necessities of the people to such 
an extent that the burden has become more than they can bear. 
Shall I give my vote to heap burdens upon them, or shall I let 
them go on and not protest while their scanty means go to the 
luxury, idleness, and debauchery that enlists tramps, 

res anarchists, raises the red flag of communism, makes skele- 
tons and nakedness and unshriven death? 

One of the most outrageous and contemptible performances of 
the Republican 8 of its greatest achievements,“ is the 
er bounty. They throw a tub to the Southern whale with 
this bounty on sugar. The Louisiana sugar-growers are paid a 
bounty of 2 cents a pound, . to make fortunes in 
favorable crop years by an act of Government wrongfully and 
unlawfully granted. Not only that, but the Republican party 
has been mean enough to stain the gift with partiality to the 
beet-sugar growers in other sections, allowing the machine 
used in beet-sugar manufacture to be imported free of duty. an 
requiring the Louisiana sugar-makers to pay a tax on their 
machinery. 

The brave ov os of Louisiana ought to spurn such favors. 
There is no earthly semblance of authority for the law; no pos- 
sible sense in the policy. This bounty cost us about $12,000,000 
per year, and the law granting this bounty ought to be absolutely 
repealed and at once. We can not afford to indulge any part of 
this crime for eight years or for any length of time. Sugar is 
grown in but Iimſ ed sections of the country. It has always been 
& revenue-producing commodity. It is one of the commonest es- 
sentials of the tables of our 65,000,000 people. It is bound to come 
here, and we may tax it lightly and geta good revenue, that the 
consumer will readily pay, if relieved of the staggering burdens 
that are put upon his other necessities, the 8 of which is 
not for purposes of raising revenues. 

There are four or five thousand growers of maple sugar in 
New York and Vermont who, for the least bit of labor, get under 
the bounty law almost as much es the whole business amount: 

to. The man who raises wheat, corn, oats, hogs, chickens, water- 
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melons—anything, in short, that the farm produces—is as much 
entitled toa bounty as the sugar-grower of Louisiana, the bet- 
sugar grower of California, or the maple-sugar grower of Ver- 
mont; but no class has a right to tax all the people to pay their 
bounties. It is one of the meanest things of which the party of 
great achievements” is guilty. It is like the common sneak 
thief that seeks to attract attention to something across the 
street while he steals the contents of the wayfarer’s pocket. It 
is one of the numerous bastards of the robber tariff. : 

As I have plain'y said before, Lam iu favor of a graduated in- 
come tax that will fores the wealth of the country to take up 
some of the burdens of taxation from which it has so long es- 
caped, thus relieving the shoulders of the people of the weight 
of this much at least of what has almost pressed their faces into 
the dust. Why should large incomes of the rich few escape 
bearing its part of the pensions and other burdens which are 
bearing so heavy on the ple. 

If it is not possible to dispense with the dangerous banking 
system, which has always been the servant and friend of monop- 
oly, trusts, and combines, amend the laws so that the currency 
may be increased and put into circulation, and let the national 
banks stop with the expiration of their chartersand then let the 
Government cease to delegate this power to private corporations 
that may—as they have recently done—prostrate atwill the busi- 
ness of the town community and reduce the rural environments 
to distress and almost hopelessness, by contracting or inllating 
the currency to conform to speculative conditions elsewhere. 

The Government of the people alone should have the privilege 
of issuing notes to circulate among the people. The banks may 
receive deposits and discount notes, but they have no right 
within the intent and purpose of this Government to flourish at 
>= expense of the people who pay the taxes thatenable them to 
exist. 

In short, I am in favor of Government privileges to nobody, 
and I shall vote that way all along the line. We are constantly 
told that we have the greatest banking system known; but we 
have recently seen that system leaguing with tho agencies that 
make money dear instead of convenient, obeying and harking to 
calamity cries, forsooth, by the rich against the poor. If we 
talk about taking the tax off State bınks, which is eminently 
right, we are warned about the fate of the wild-cat banks of other 

ays. 

Mr. Chairman, as far as concerns comparison of the two sys- 
tems, and the influences they engender, I would prefer the wild- 
cats to the cowardly hyenas that dig in the graveyards of the 
hopes of my people. i venture to say that during their exist- 
ence the wild-cat banks as a whole, in proportion to the capital 
employed, did more good for the convenience of the people, and 
were more honestly managed, than the national banks; that 
where one dollar of State-bank money was lost, ten dollars -of 
money in national banks have been sunk. 

I give younow some statistics that I have used before. If they 
are not exactly up to date Ns will, T am sure, be borne out by 
the latest Government authority. We pay as geug to man- 
ufactories, $4 for every $1 of import taxes. Figure it out for 
yourself, and you must be amazed to find out what Republican 
achievements in tariff legislation have cost us for the past thirty 
years. It isan amount that is nearly one-half the present value 


of all property in this country, which is 363,000,000,000, one-half 
8 ch is owned by about thirty thousand people against 65, 
„000. 


It may be interesting to know how much of the amount of 
tariff taxes we have been forced to pay under Republican legis- 
lation for the last thirty years. and what part of these taxes 
went into the Treasury; what has been the amount of increased 
prone which the protected manufacturers have been able to col- 
ect from us and putin their pockets of greed by means of their 
protected goods. 

The two sums added together will be the total cost of our tariff 
taxation for thirty years. The amountof tariff taxes collected 
into the United States Treasury during this time is found in the 
last Statistical Abstract cf the United States prepared by the 
Bureau of Statistics (No. 14, page 14). By adding up the col- 
umn back to 1862 we find the amount to be $5,175,972,313.83. To 
find out the whole cost to this country of that tariff taxation, we 
must now add to this sum the increased profits or tribute which 
our protected home manufactures have made out of us. This 
tariff has enabled them to monopolize this country for the sale 
of their goods. a 

How much are these increased profits so pa by the people 
of this country to these petted and protected barons by reason 
of this tariff taxation? Experts and statisticians tell us that for 
every dollar we pay as import taxes we have paid from $3 to $5 
increased profits to these protected home manufacturers. Tak- 
ing the middle estimate—3i—as correct, and four times $5,175,- 
972,313.83 makes 820, 703, 889,255.32, and these two sums added 
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together give us the stupendous amount of $25,879,861,569.15. 
This is what the Republican legislation on the tariff has cost the 
people in the last th years, 

And subsidies, Mr. Chairman, What are Republican achieve- 
ments in that direction? They have robbed the people of mil- 
lions to give to rich corporations to build ships. 

Go look in the harbor of New York. Scores and scores of 
1 yachts and pleasure vessels costing from 
$15,000 to „000. 

There is no earthly excuse for subsidies in our policy, and cer- 
tainly no warrant in our Constitution. Sum up all the ships 
that enterand clear in the ports of Great Britain. Her ships 
coming and going outnumber those of all the vast world com- 
bined. It is Pang because she has no embarrassing restric- 
tions and gives to her merchant marine no special favors. 

Her fres fleets carry competition everywhereand bring to her 
little island treasures enough to make England the creditor na- 
tionof the world. 

We need freer trade, free ships, free exchange of our abun- 
dant commodities, and we ask no advice or favors of the rest of 
the world either as to our policy of taxation or our system of 
finance. 

And now in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I shall give my vote to 
the pending bill, not because its details meet my approval alto- 

ether—far from it, but solely because it is estimated that under 

ts operation the common people pay in the aggregate as taxes, 
which go into the Treasury, $76,000,000 less than they do under 
the McKinley law, and estimating that it will likewise save 
them four times that amount, which they would otherwise be 
compelled to pay to the n thus saving the toilers of 
the nation 8304, 000,000 annually, quite a neat sum to protect 
them from hunger and cold. After carefully examining the bill 
I laid it down with disappointment, for many radical reforms 
were needed that are not made, and, as stated, I only give it my 
support because of its aggregate net results and because it at 
le ist recognized the principle of taxation for revenue only and 
is a start in the right direction. Its weakest point is not in a 
much greater and sweeping reduction on all the raw material 
for textile fabrics, but on everything the common masses are 
compelled to buy and consume, in providing economically for 
their own and their families’ wants, and especially all the man- 
ufictured articles. 

The committee, in my opinion, should have heeded the voice 
of the people in preparing their schedules, and the first thing 
they should have considered is, How much revenue can b> 
raised by a reasonable tax on the surplus incomes of our people.“ 
The details of the measure to be modeled after those most ap- 
proved by practical experience of our ownand other enlightened 
governments. Only the committee should not have failed to put 
a tax on all incomes of $5,000 or over. After having approxi- 
mately ascertained the net sum to be thus realized, then the tariff 
on all the common necessaries of life should have beonabolished 
and whatever deficiency would be left should have been raised 
by a duty on the luxuries of life. But Mr.Chairman, we think 

wo are coming to the true standard and test of Demozracy, and 

I believe and trust that at an early day of this session of a Dem- 
ocratic Senate and House of Representative such a measure as I 
have indicated will be introduced as an amendment to this bill 
and enacted. 

The weak attempt at a dodge of this measure as advocated by 
the best political economists of the times, and demanded by the 
intelligent people of the country by recommendation of an in- 
come tax on corporations alone is too palpable and must fail. 
What is a tax in a corporation as such except a tax on the con- 
sumer of its products when applied to a great industrial corpor- 
ation, such as water, gas, coal, iron, and even railroad com- 

anies? No, sir; give us the straight tax on all incomes of in- 
Atviduals and corporations which exceed 83,000 to 84,000 and 
let the per cent of tax increase as the income increases, and I 
shall feel we deserve the approval of our Democratic constitu- 


ents. 

Typical of its progress among our people, I quote you these 
sentences from a Republican who used to edit a newspaper in 
Arkansas—the Arkansas Republican, published at Little Rock. 
He became disgusted in the last campaign, and here is his vale- 
dictory: 

We must confess—very well-informed and candid men will confess that 
the Republican party compared to what it once was has become the mere 
Bea erat cen e a ad pace 
Edeed has —— literally aden of thinved recalling what Christ said to 
the money-changers, who trafficked in turtle doves for gain. Take these 
things hence; make not my Father's house a house of merchandise.“ 

I have tried to arraign the long-continued, and, as I conceive, 
unconstitutional policy of the Republican Administration pre- 

the advent to power of the Democrats on the 4th of March 
last. Toshow that notwithstanding the great blessing of Provi- 
dence, the wonderful opportunities it had to equalize the vastly 


growing wealth and prosperity of the country among all its 
classes of people, it has unlawfully, wrongfully, and feloniously 
filched from the poor classes of our people and made their labor 
nonproductive of a competency, and at the sume time trans- 
ferred the legal rewards of honest workmen into the capacious 
pockets of our overgrown millionaires; has persistently and 
openly burdened one section beyond its capscity to bear and 
heaped favors on another section and class, and done all this un- 
der the forms of law and the cover of the catchword “ protec- 
tion,“ and yet, Mr. Chairman, boiling with indignation as such 
a shameful state of affairs justly excites, I was humiliated at the 
opening remarks of one of our Domocratic members when at the 
late extraordinary session of Congress, and with the purpose, no 
doubt, to catch the Republican voter for the measure then pend- 
ing before Congress, he said: 

When the | te of the ding officer descended upon the desk of the 
House on the 4th of March last, and members of Con returned to their 
homes, they found the country blessed with unive: prosperity. 

It is a commentary on the results of thirty years of almost 
absolute Republican rule to which I want to record my earnest 
dissent. The condition of the body politic at the time specified 
was like the system of a man who has for months breathed the 

oisonous atmosphere of an infected locality, the effect of which 

eft the patient ina disordered and sick condition, which will 
require the efforts of skilled physicians to restore to a healthy, 
normal state. The symptoms are to be found in an almost bank- 
rupted Treasury, mountains of indebtedness, homes covered with 
mortgages, half their money destroyed, a great financial u 
heaval, a vicious civil-service law which grants to individuals 
a life tenure to office, and which violates the very genius of our 
free institutions, and the wholesome doctrine of rotation in of- 
fice, tho improper and ruinous pension system, the unequal 
and pare distribution of appointive offices, to whom ere paid 
annually millions ofdollars out of the taxes of the people. And 
of this vast benefit the West and South are proscribed as they 
are in everything else, the Northeast getting at least two- 
thirds of these offices, and yearly sending these millions home 
to swell the vast fund of the East, and thus help to centralize all 
the money of the nation in this section. [Applause.] 

Geatlemen, the great party of equal and exact justice to all 
men and special privileges to none, is the physician the people 
has called to remedy these things. Shall we be equal to the 
task? The action of this Congress will answer the question. In 
the President's message we find thirty years after the war, in 
time of profound peace, the improper and undemocratic recom- 
mendation for the power to issue and sell bonds of the United 
States, and thus increase the interest-bearing debt of the people 
in this way, and to lay a foundation for the perpetual continuance 
of the infamous and undemocratic system of national banks. 
This should receivesuch an emphatic, withering rebuke at the 
hands of a Democratic House and Senate that no other man will 
ever dare put such a poisoned deformity to the lips of true Demo- 
cratic Representatives. That it is unwise—yea, wrong no Demo- 
orat can gainsay. 

It is only one of the plays of the poverio money combination 
to overwhelm the people and to finally destroy the ancient stand- 
ard of gold and silver. It will not do to insist that bonds ought 
to ba sold to increase our gold reserve, for we must concede that 
it is impossible for us to maintain more than our distributive 
share of the world’s money—gold. And such as does come to us 
in the course of trade will not stay, if bought with bonds, if it ex- 
ceeds this. 

Others may do as they like, but as for myself I shall do all in 
my power to prevent the consummation of this crime against 
the interest, rights, and liberties of the people. 

To meet this deficit let us coin silver, and if necessary em- 
ponon the Secretary to issue Treasury notes redeemabie in coin. 

n this way we can meet the demand without increasing the in- 
terest- bearing debt upon the people. 

Ihave the highest hopes for the United States, and especially 
the part I expect my people to play in persuading a return to 
the immortal principles of our Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, the tottering honors of ofice for me do not 
carry a bubble’s weight in the balance against my readiness and 
determination to serve my people either for what I believe is 
right and justice to them, or resist for them what I am con- 
vinced is wrong and oppression. I speakand I shall always vote 
to the line of thatconduct. Ihave suffered with them and Ihave 
rejoiced with them. We have been companions in triumphand 
hand in hand in sorrow and defeat. Their interests and my 
honor are one. Their generous hearts and manly confidence 
have endowed me with this trust, and brief as it may be, rather 
than betray them,even by the connivance of my silence, I would 
prefer to quit this honorable place and go to my home among 
them, though an alternative were to have the highest office or 
wear the brightest crown of public opinion at the hands of other 
people. [Applause.] ; 
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Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, this bill deserves careful thought 
and consideration. Ihave no doubt but what the advocates of this 
measure are sincere and earnest in their advocacy of the same. 
Iamsure they will not impugn our sincerity and honesty of pur- 
pose in opposing the measure. The opposition of the Republi- 
ean and Democratic parties on the issue now before the House 
is not new, accidental, or arbitrary. It is historical and funda- 
mental. The Republican party at its birth was consecrated to 
the cause of prometan As a party it has always declared 
that it is the bounden duty of the Government to develope and 
sustain our manufacturing interests against foreign competition, 
to protect the interests of laboring men of all classes, to enforce 
a policy intended to secure them employment and a proper re- 
muneration for their toil. 

The Democratic party by its history and principles has been 
for more than half a century committed to free trade, and in 
favor of a system which always degraded labor. True, it has 
been guilty time and again of trimming, straddling, and falsify- 
ing on this question in its efforts to climb into power and place, 
but back of its duplicity it has a deep-seated purpose. Its his- 
tory, carefully andimpartially read, will determine its position 
for those who wish to know the facts. In the Democratic na- 
tional convention of 1848 it proclaimed to the people of the 
United States the ‘‘noble impulse given to the cause of free 
trade by the re of the tariff of 1842.“ In its platform of 1856 
it declared: ‘‘The time has come for the people of the United 
States to declare themselves in favor of free seas and progres- 
sive free trade throughout the world”; and this is what it means 
by its declaration in the Chicago platform of 1892, ‘a tariff 
for revenue only.“ 

The Wilson bill now under consideration brings the issue 
ey before the S whether the American system of 
protection as taught and enforced by the Republican party for 
the past thirty-twoyears shall continue to be the business pouy. 
of the country, or whether we will adopt a free-trade policy, a 
system which has cursed and puta blight on every nation put 
under its baneful influence. 

Mr. Chairman, the day has gone by for either free trade or 
protection to depend for support upon the theories of political 
economists. If they stand at all it must be on foundations made 
from the history and records of our owm as well as European 
governments, in their march of national progress during the 
century now coming toaclose. We no longer need the aid of 
college professor or political economist who lack practical 
knowledge of the world and its toiling millions to aid us in com- 
ing to an intelligent conclusion on the measure now under dis- 
cussion. All we have to do is to study the facts gathered from 
the industrial history of our own and other nations. 

The tariff question is not, as many suppose it to be, an abstruse 
and difficult subject. The principles involved are plain and clear. 
This question so full of interest has for almost a century entered 
into the homes and daily life of our people. Let us look at this 

uestion as it affects e especially our own country. 

we take the facts of the past, they will aid us to understand 

and comprehend the present, and legislate for the future welfare 
of our people. 

The Kepublican party ‘‘refuses to reject the teachings of a 
cefitury’s experience during which protective revenue tariffs 
have an equal chance te exhibit the result of their operations 
and their relative effects upon the material interests of the 
country.” 

HISTORY OF TARIFF LEGISLATION, 

Our Government at its beginning was substantially without 
manufactures, and almost dependent on a nation 3,000 miles 
across the ocean. English solicitude in relation to our manu- 
factories is of early date. In 1717 the House of Commons de- 
clared ‘‘ that the erection of manufactories in the colonies tended 
to lessen their dependence upon Great Britain.” The board of 
trade and plantations in 1731 and 1732, in pursuance of an order 
of the House of Commons to inquire into the industrial affairs 
of the plantations, charged that in New York, New England, 
Pennsylvania, an Maryland, in the colonies northward of 
Virginia, the colonies” had fallen into the manufacturing of 
woolen and linen cloth; that they raised flax and hemp, which 
they manufactured into a coarse sort of cloth, bags, traces, 
and halters,” to supply the domestic demand; that they had 
established woolen mills for domestic manufactures, and that 
linen and cotton for shirting were made; that they manu- 
factured brown hollands for women’s wear,” and that the As- 
sembly of Massachusetts had voted a bounty of 30 shillings for 
every piece of duck or canvas manufactured in the province; 
that great quantities of hats and leather were manufactured and 
exported to Spain, Portugal, and the West Indies; that in Mas- 
sachusetts they had set up a paper mill; that they had estab- 
lished iron works, six furnaces and nineteen forges, and one 
slivting mill for the manufacture of bar iron and of “cast iron 
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or hollow ware,” all sorts of iron for ships,” and a manu- 
factory for nails;” and that they built many brigantines and 
small sloops, ‘t which they sold in the West Indies.” cx 

Parliament d severe, preventive laws to crush all infant 
industries in the colonies. One of the great wrongs against our 
forefathers in colonial days was the determined and persistent 
resolve of the mother country to prevent the establishment of 
various industries and keep us poor and dependent upon Eng- 
land. This interference led our forefathers to declare for na- 
tional independence. So we find that English solicitude for our 
great industrial and manufacturing enterprises is of early date, 
from 1777 up to and including the year 1893. Great Britain has 
been 5 and constant in her efforts to paralyze and crip- 
ple the industry and degrade the workingmen of America by: 
propagating in our land (using the Democratic party as their 
agent) British free-trade principles. From 1861 to the present 
time the Republican party has stood like a mighty and strong 
bulwark against British free traders and has compelled them 
to keep Hands off! - our protective system. T 

Although the breaking down of our great protective system 
would be of much interest and benefit to the French, German, 
Swiss, Italians, and -Russians, yet we do not now hear and 
never have heard of any plans of France, Germany, Switzerland 
Italy, or Russia for an offensive intermeddling with our policy of 
protection, England alone all along the years of the century 
of our existence asa Republic has been offensively interfering 
with the domestic affairs of our people. The Republican party 
during the late war and ever since has entered its solemn pro- 
test against English intermeddling. 

During the debate in extrasession of the Fifty-third Congress, 
on the repeal of the purchasing clause of the silver bill known 
as the ‘‘Sherman law,” our Democratic friends in favor of free 
coinage eloquently appealed to the members of the House not to 
legislate according to the wishes of the English people; that the 
time had come to call a halt and say to England, ‘‘ Hands off!” 
My eloquent friend from Nebraska, Mr. BRYAN, whois now sup- 
porting this bill, in a burst of eloquence said, Are we bond or 
ree?” and then made the following impassioned appeal in re- 
ferring to English intermeddling with our legislation on money 
matters: 


Suppose we bringing her to terms by action. Let me a 
patriotism. Smal we s 8 


waiting and expectant prope that independence had been declared. There 
may be doubting, tremblin ones ree] now, but, sirs, I do not overesti- 
mate it when I say that out of 12,000,000 of voters more than 16,000,000 are 
waiting. anxiously waiting, for the signal which shall announce the finan- 
cial independence of the United States. [Applause.] This Congress can not 
more surely win the approval of a grate people than by declaring that 
this nation, the grandest which the world has ever seen, has the right and 
the ability to legislate for its own people on every subject, regardless of 
wishes, the entreaties, or the threats of foreign powers. [Applause.] 


Let me add to what he has said, that out of 12,000,000 voters 
more than 10,000,000 are waiting, anxiously waiting for the 
signal which shall announce the“ commercial, financial, and 
industrial ‘tindependence of the United States.” This Con- 
gress can not more surely win the approval of a grateful people 
than by declaring that this nation, the grandest which the 
world has ever seen, has the right and ability to legislate for its 
own people on every subject,” and to declare for and maintain a 
protective policy, as well as a financial policy, which will bring 
toour people happiness and prosperity, ‘regardless of the wishes 
the entreaties, or threats,” of a Government, mightiest of all 
7 whose drumbeat, following the sunrise, encircles the 
globe. 

TARIFF ACTS. 


From the adoption of the first tariff act of 1779 and the levy 

of the war tariff of 1812, twelve additional tariff acts were 

generally increasing the rate of duty and adding to their pe 
tective power. The second tariff act was approved by President 
Washington on July 4, 1789. This act declared in no uncer- 
tain sound the doctrine of protection and the imposition of pro- 
tective duties. The Senate gave ita unanimous vote, and the 
House of Representatives eee it by four-fifths of its mem- 
bers voting for the bill. At the time of its passage both the 
Senate and the House contained a large number of men who 
had helped to frame and give a proper construction of the Con- 
stitution. The unquestioned result of these protective tariff 
acts had been to stimulate the growth of all the material inter- 
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ests of the United States. So marked was the result that it at- 
tracted the attention of foreign governments. 

President Washington, in his annual message of December, 
1795, made the following statement: ‘‘Our agriculture, com- 
merce, and manufactures are prospering beyond former exam- 
ple” and “‘ every part of the Union displaying indications of rapid 
and various improvement.” In his message of December, 1796, 
he urged upon Congress the necessity of accelerating the estab- 
lishment of certain useful manufactories by the intervention of 
legislative aid and protection.” 

resident Jefferson, in his message of December, 1801, said: 
here is now reasonable ground of confidence that we may safely 
dispense with all internal taxes.” Dispensing with all internal 
taxes and relying upon tariff duties for ‘‘ support of the Govern- 
ment and the payment of the public debt,” was Mr. Jefferson’s 
idea of a correct financial policy to raise revenue. President 
Cleveland and the leaders of the Democratic party of to-day re- 
verse this policy in the Wilson bill now under consideration, by 
decreasing the revenue from the tariff duties $75,000,000 be- 
low the demands and ‘‘the necessities of the Government when 
honestly and economically administered” by themselves. This 
deficiency is to be made up by increasing internal taxes, levy- 
ing, a direct tax on our own people, at the same time reduc- 
ing the tax on E Do the Democratic party stand upon 
and do they give allegiance to the principles of the party as 
formulated by Jefferson and exemplified by Madison and Jack- 
son, as they declared they would doin the Chicago platform of 
1892? 
Mr. Jefferson, in his message of December, 1807, advised Con- 
s of the condition of the United States Treasury and of the 
surplus in the same over and above what was needed ‘‘for the 
necessities of the Government when honestly and economically 
administered,” and said: 

There 5 hk ere long De. sa eee ot money in ae ee s 
8 1 queso, 5 5 —. ee to what other object 
shall these surpluses be appro 
after the entire discharge of ti 
shall not call for them? Shall we suppress the import and give that advan- 
tage to foreign over domestic manufactories? 

He was not afraid of a continuance of a protective policy, be- 
cause it brought a large surplus to the Treasury. 

Rather than have a aa industrial system whicli was add- 
ing wealth to the nation and a large surplus to the Treasury 
destroyed, he answered the question in the negative and opposed 
a reduction of tariff rates. Mr. Jefferson, in his next message 
of December. 1808, in referring to the surplus in the Treasury, 
said: 

The accumulation of the surplus of revenue beyond what can be apies 
to the payment of the public debt, whenever the om and safety of our 
commerce shail be res |, Merits the consideration of Congress. Shall it 
lie ang Seven in the public vaults? Shall the revenue be reduced? Or 
shallit not rather be e to the 8 of roads, canals, 
rivers, education, and other great foundations of prosperity and union under 
the powers which Congress may already possess. 

When Mr. Jefferson delivered this message to Congress in 
December, 1808, the surplus in the Treasury amounted to $14,- 
000,000, equivalent on the mere basis of population to a surplus 
to-day of $180,000,000, and equivalent on the basis of relative na- 
tional wealth of the two periods of 1808 and 1893 of about.$540,- 
000,000.- Mr. Jefferson advised adding to tariff rates to raise 
revenue, and the abandonment of internal taxes. Mr. Cleveland, 
in his message of December 5, 1893, advised this Congress to re- 
duce tariff rates, even if such reduction causes a deficiency in 
pre Treasury, and to levy internal taxes on incomes of corpora- 

ons. 

Mr. Jeffersonas early as 1808 anticipated trouble with England. 
He had recommended the “embargo.” Early in 1812, when it 
became evident a war would soon be waged by England against 
the United States, Congress passed a tariff bill in the highest 
degree protective, all existing duties were doubled, and 10 per 
cent was added to this rate upon all importations coming into 
our ports from foreign countries. This act was signed by Presi- 
dent Madison July 1, 1812. Three years of war followed, and 
notwithstanding we had to maintain an army and shoulder the 
disastrous influences produced by the war, at the end of the 
struggle we were as a nation greater and richer than when the 
men gan. In all our industrial pursuits we had made giant 
strides, 

From 1779 up to 1816, when the high-tariff act of 1812 expired 
hae own limitation, under the protection afforded by acts of 

ngress our young Government p red far beyond the ex- 
pectations of the most sanguine advocates of a tariff policy to 
afford protection as well as the raising of revenue. Up to this 
period in the history of our Government we had not met with 
one of those, “ mysterious but well-known periodical crises” 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, the author of 
the bill now before us, told us about in his letter published in 


ted and the whole surplus of 8 
public debt, and when purposes of war 


the New York Press December 10, 1893. He further stated in 
saidletter in relation to the present industrial crisis now upon 
us as follows: 

E thing with swing, b aden lunge 
hidden pitt: lena ruin 9 —. eee $ eit 

Up to 1816 we had moved along in our growing prosperity in 
all our material interests“ with a great swing when we asa 
nation fell into the hidden pitfall” dug, as I will try to show 
you, by the free traders in the passage of the low-tariff act of 
Congress of 1816. Up to this time there had been but little op- 
position to tariff legislation. All the acts I have mentioned 
prior to 1816 were passed without a division of party lines. The 
lirst struggle between the advocates of free trade and the ad vo- 
cates of protection began with the passage of the low-tariff act of 
1816. The men who opposed this tariff bill for “revenue only” 
predicted that its enactment into a law would bring ruin and 
financial bankruptey to our people. Disaster and widespread 
desolation followed its enforcement. 

Permit me to quote from the speeches of two distinguished 
statesmen, delivered in Congress during its sessions of 1823 and 
1824, giving a vivid as well as an accurate account of the condi- 
tion our peers were brought to by this vicious legislation. Mr. 
Clay said: 

The general distress which pervades the whole country is forced upon us 
by numerous facts of the most incontestible character. It is indicated by 
the diminished exports of native produce; by the reduced state of our for- 
eign navigation; by our diminished commerce; by successive unthrashed 
crops of grain perishing in our barns for want of a market; by thealarming 
diminution of the circulating medium: by the universal complaint of the 
want of employment and a consequent reduction of the wages of labor, and 
above all, most every description of property in the nation San on an aver- 
age, sunk not less than about 50 per cent within afew years. It is most pain- 
ful to me to dwell on the gloom of this picture. But I have exaggerated 
nothing. Perfect fidelity to the original would have authorized me to throw 
on deeper and darker hues. 

Col. Benton, a Democrat of national fame, in the same debate, 
pier ag compliments to the low tariff act of 1816 in the following 
words: 


No price for property or produce, no sale but those of the sheriff and the 
marshal. No purchasers at execution sales but the creditor or some hoarder 
of money. No employment for industry, no demand for labor, no sale for 
the products of the farm, no sound of the hammer but that of the auctioneer 
knocking down property, stop laws, vg pod d laws, replevin laws, stay laws, 
loan-office laws, the intervention of the lature between the creditor and 
the debtor; this was the business of the 
States of the Unio: 


some tradesman, barber, or eeper; exchanges de 
oF 50 or 100 per cent. Distress the ONENI atd ofthe people. Relief the 
universal demand, thundered at the doors of all legislators, State and Fed- 


What a faithful and accurate peak eae of the present condi- 
tion of the country! President Cleveland inhis message of Au- 

. 7, 1893, says that the unfortunate state of affairs now hang- 
ng over our people was brought about by the following cause: 

I believe these are principally chargeable to Congressional legislation 
touching the purchase and coinage of silver by the General Government. 

From 1816 to 1823 there was no ‘‘Sherman silver law” for the 

urchase and coinage of silver by the Government. But they 
did have the free-trade act of 1816. Since the 2lstof August, 
1893, we have had no law for the purchase and coinage of silver 
by the Government, the act being repealed on that day. Vet the 
pathway of ruin, disaster, and bankruptcy is broader and longer 
than it was prior to the 2lst of August, 1893. Where we had 
twenty idle and hungry workmen we now have a hundred. 

Therefore President Cleveland was in error when he stated 
that the purchase and coinage of silver by the Government was 
responsible for the unsatisfactory condition of the business of 
the country. Wecan, however, find the real cause in the elec- 
tion of a free-trade President by a free-trade party on the 8th of 
November, 1892, and their elevation to the full and complete 
control of every department of the Government on March 4, 
1893.. The mere threat of this party that it would wipe out all 
tariff legislation which gave protection to our industries, has 
brought our country to the same deplorable condition it was in 
inl 33, as described by Mr. Clay and Col. Benton under the hurt- 
ful influences of the act of 1816. Relief from the terrible con- 
dition our people found themselves in by the enactment of the 
low-tariff act of 1816 came through the enactment of the pro- 
tective tariff act of 1824. 

This act received the active and influential support of Col. 
Benton, Andrew Jackson, Martin Van Buren, James Buchanan, 
Richard M. Johnson, Gen. Samuel Houston, and other promi- 
nent Democratic leaders in the Senate and House—men who 
did not believe in the position taken by the men who have un- 
dertaken to shape the destiny of the present Administration, 
that protecting our manufacturing and industrial pierce was 
unconstitutional. They were men whose broad visions and far- 
rea and comprehensive minds raised them on all questions 
rela to the business affairs of our people far above the low- 
lands of partisanship, The passage of the act of 1824 increased our 
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native exports, revived and widened the scope of our commerce. 
Crops again brought good prices in our markets; men again 
found employment at fair wages; the hammer of the forge and 
the humming of the spindles once more made music for busy 
workmen. It brought p rity and contentment to the farmer, 
the manufacturer, the shipbuilder, to the mechanic and day la- 
borer. For four years this universal prosperity continued to 
increase. Its influences had been so beneficial to the country, 
and the doctrine of protection had been so well vindicated, Con- 
-gress passed another tariff bill in 1828 imposing still higher du- 
ties, and through it enforced the protective system with more 
vigor and zeal. The fathers’of the Democratic party gave this 
measure their unqualified support. This act levied on wool a 
specific duty of 4 cents per pound and an ad valorem duty of 40 
pot cent, with a provision that at the end of two years it should be 
creased to 50 per cent. - 
SOUTH CHANGES TO FREE TRADE. 

Shortly after the enactment into a lawof the tariff act of 1828, 
the South for the first time began to show an aggressive and 
active hostility toward tariff legislation of a protective charac- 
ter. For some reason they had come to the conclusion that man- 
. could not be successfully conducted in the South; 
that free labor in the North and slave labor in the South were 
antagonistic to each other; that the slave would become dis- 
contented at the t advancement free labor was making in 
the North; thatthe independence and comfortable surroundings 
of the Northern workmen would eventually soaffect the slave 
labor as to make it worthless and at last wipe slavery, as an in- 
stitution, out of existence as an unprofitable thing. 

Mr. Calhoun and other statesmen from the South, who had 
formerly stood by the principle of protection, began to see the 
change coming over their section, as well as the changed inter- 
ests of the South. They established a policy tosell their cotton, 
rice, and tobacco in the highest foreign markets, and to receive 
back from foreign markets, at the very lowest prices obtainable, 
all manufactured goods and necessaries of life needed for their 
use. Upon African slavery in the South was founded the oppo- 
sition of the Democratic party to the doctrine of protection. 
Hon. James G. Blaine, in his Twenty Years in Congress, says: 

Just then and just there n also the change of the Northern Democratic 
party on the tariff, and of Northern doughfaceism“ on the question of 
slavery. trade and the extension of slavery formed a national partner- 
ship, and were thenceforward made the corner stones of Democratic policy. 

The intense feeling that had been aroused in the breasts of the 
Southern people on the apito of levying import duties high 
enough to afford protection became so strong that it caused 
President Jackson to finally cast the weight of his Adminis- 
tration against the interests of the North and in favor of the 
free-trade dogma (so se embraced by Calhoun, McDuffie and 
other leaders of the South) by a 1 lengthy statement 
in his fourth annual message sent to Con in December, 
1832, and by his indorsement of the compromise act of 1833. 
The first reduction of tariff of 1828 was effected by the act of 1832. 

I would most earnestly urge the Democratic members of this 
House from the North, East, and West, representing rich agri- 
cultural and manufacturing districts, to read the speeches made 
in the famous tariff debate of 1832, by such men from the South 
as Gen. McDuffie of South Carolina, Bell of Tennessee, Clay- 

ton of Georgia, Garnett and DeJannette of Virginia, because the 
same motives and the same reasons which moved these men in 
their ope to the North and its prosperity under a protec- 
tive policy are exactly the same motives and reasons that ani- 
mate and dominate the Southern Democracy in their solid advo- 
eacy of the Wilson bill. The plain- posa, eloguent reformers 
from the Southland for a low tariff in that debate had the full 
and unwavering courage of their convictions. 

Some of them stood ready to urge their States to go out of the 
Union, as they afterward did in 1861. The same spirit which 
filled the people of the South in 1832 with jealousy and dissatis- 
faction toward the people of the North, growing out of the tariff 
issue, fires the Southern heart 8 as much as it did in 1832. 
Gen. McDuffie was the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and was the author of the tariff act of 1832. His position 
on the committes made him the leader of the free traders. He 
was a great lawyer and a man of splendid oratorical powers. 
He made two of the most powerful speeches ever delivered in 
the Congress of the United States in favor of free trade. It is 
said of him when “seen with the pack of his passions in full ery, 
he was indeed a mighty hunter, whose cause no ordinary arm 
could oppose.” 

Edward Everett said of him at the close of the debate on the 

tariff act of 1832 that he was second to none” of the illustrious 
sons of the South; that he wished to see him in the highest office 
of the Government, although there was! none high enough to 
add to the honors of his name.” Mr. Chairman, I have called 
especial attention to this illustrious statesman from the South 


for the reason that I desire to call the attention of the House to 
some portions of his speech and the speeches of his colleagues, 
so that I n clearly the position of the Southern De- 
mocracy on the issue now before us. The free-trade battery is 
pointed the same way in 1893 as it was in 1832, masked now, un- 
masked then. The same arguments, with some coloring and 
shading, are being made in 1893 as were made by Gen. Mc e 
and his colleagues in 1832. The South had no sympathy in 1832 
ae great industrial interests in the North; they have none 
in R 

Mr. MCDUFFIE 1 the marble statue over the main entrance to 
the House, now Statuary Hall. representing the Muse of History, seated in 
the winged car of Time, recording events as they fly). Said the record which 
ee shall make up may present the issue between two great contending 
parties. 

So the record which history has made up presents to-day the 
issue once more between the two great parties now contend 
for the control of the affairs of the nation and its vast and vi 
interests. In his speech Gen. McDuffie said: A 

At can no longer be disguised that there does exist under the unjust and 
3 legislation of Congre a radical hostility of interests between 
the two great subdivisions of this Confederacy. Strike protection to the 
earth, never to rise again. The ingenuity and wickedness of man could not 
devise a scheme more grog Bee at to oo ra and desolate the 
Southern States and enrich the Northern States by their spoils. 

Against what is it that the manufacturers clamor so loud 8 
They desire to bo protected against a fair, equal competition with produc- 
tions of Southern industry. Involve it, mystify it, disguise it as you may, 
to this complexion it must come at last. The real invaders against whom 
this clamorous uproar for protection is raised are the planters of cotton, to- 
bacco, and rice. These are the true rivals of the Northern manufacturers. 

His favorite illustration, to show why Northern labor undera 
protective policy should not be paid higher wages than the slave 
labor was paid in the South, was this: He supposed the case of 
two partnerships, one producing woolen goods in Rhode Island 
and Connecticut, and the other raising cotton in South Carolina, 
which was taken to England and exchanged for a cargo of woolen 
goods, which was then brought back to Charleston, Richmond, 
or Savannah, in which ports it encountered the competing cargo 
of woolen goods made in Rhode Island and Connecticut, and 
shipped coastwise from the North. On the cargo of woolens 
from across the ocean there was a duty of 40 per cent; on one 
down the ocean, none. The planting company (raising cotton in 
the South) will realize from the productions af their honest and 
lawful industry in their own peculiar market (meaning ieee 
markets) $20,000 less than the manufacturing company (North) 
will receive for the same quantity of their products of same 
quality.“ He knows that the $20,000 was the difference in wages 
paid to the workmen in making both cargoes. Our American 
skilled labor received $20,000 more than the unfortunate and 
pauper laborers of England. 

Mr. Garnett of Virginia made the following complaint about 
Northern workingmen. I wish I could burn it into the memory 
of every workingman of the North who votes to keep the De- 
mocracy in power; because the South holds the same opinion of 
them to-day. He said: 

It is the free labor of the North which now controls the pees, the bar, the 
schools, and pulpit, It is the free labor of the North which has invaded the 
sanctity of God's altar and compelled its ministers to acknowledge its di- 
vinity by dethro: Jehovah and worshiping Beelzebub. It is the free la- 
bor at the North which has invaded the highest judicial tribunal of justice, 
destroying its prerogatives and teaching men to des its decrees, Sir, it 
has so shattered the framework of society that ety itself exists only in 
an inverted order at the North. Capital at the North for a long time waged 
an unequal contest with labor. It looked then to the Government, and found 
that impotent for aid. For momentary security it seemed to sympathize in 
the objects of the fanatics and to point to the institutions of the South as fit 
objects for attack. 

Restore the peace and harmony which this system ptose 
tion of Northern labor] has destroyed,” said Hayne of South 
Carolina, and I will consent that every manufacturing estab- 
lishment shall be razed to its foundation which has been built 
up and can only be sustained by this . Were 
there no black slaves in the United States,” said Niles, in a sen: 
tence which summed up a volume, there would be no o 
sition to a protection of the labor of white freemen.” 
friends of protection openly declared it was their purpose to pre- 
vent the laboring men of the North from going own on a level 
with the slave of the South and pauper labor of Europe. 

Mr. McDuffie and his colleagues challenged their right to ele- 
vate the workingmen of the North up to a higher plane than 
the one occupied by the black men of the South and of the poorl 
paid toilers of Europe. They proposed to sell or trade the - 
ucts of their slave labor for goods in foreign markets mals by 
the men and women whose daily wages were not sufficient to 
keep them from absolute want and distress and to bring these 
cheap goods to America without paying any more duties on them 
than was absolutely necessary to support the Government. All 
this was to be done without any regard to protecting the free 
white labor of the North. That is again the issue now before 
us between the same sections of our country, involve it, mys- 


tify it, disguise it as you may.” 
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In order to give more emphasis and strength to the position | measure received all the support the Polk Administration could 


I have just stated, I will quote another statement made by Mr. 
McDuftie: 

The aggregate— 

Said he— 
of all the other elements of price, except the wages of labor, is decidedly less 
in Engiand than in the United States. Does it not follow with demonstra- 
tive clearness thatin free competition for the market of the United States 
the of manufacturing labor in the Northern States must be reduced 
at least as low as the wages of the same labor in England. 

Again he says: : 

Inever will consent that the price of their [meaning laborers of the North] 
labor shall be enhanced to an unnatural price by the disguised de ghee 
tion of one-third of the proceeds of Southern labor for their use benetit. 

The declarations of Gen. McDuffie, reiterated and confirmed 
by his Southern colleagues, gave tho keynote to the free-trade 
argument of 1832, and secured the passage of the act of 1832, reduc- 
ing the duties laid under the high tariff act of 1828. The intense 
feeling aroused in the South by the debate of 1832 caused great 
alarm within the ranks of the friends of protection. Henry Clay 
and other Whig leaders were afraid that the South would enter 
into a rebellion against the Government, and in order to Sny 
the South Mr. Clay brought into the Senate the compromise bill 
of 1833, which provided for a biennial reduction of duties on all 
foreign imports which should exceed 20 per cent on the value 
thereof of one-tenth of such excess up to 31st of December, 1842, 
when the residue of such excess should be deducted. 

Once more in the history of tariff legislation a great wrong 
had been perpetrated against our people. Under the protective 
act of 1828 the workingmen of the North had steady and profit- 
able employment. The enforcement of the compromise tariff of 
1833 began to be felt in 1834, when the first reduction had been 
made, and in 1837, the year following the election of Mr. Van 
Buren to the Presidency, another panic came upon the country. 
The devastation following it beggars description. No words 
could be employed to truthfully paint the scene of desolation it 
brought in its path. Wreck of private fortunes, ruin of great 
manufacturing corporations, banks closed; thousands upon thou- 
sands of idle workmen were found parading the streets, haying 
printed upon their banners, ‘‘ We must have bread or blood.” 

The universal ruin of all kinds of business called into existence 
the bankruptcy act of 1841. If the Wilson bill becomes a law 
my friend, Col. OATES of Alabama, will have no trouble to pass 
a bankrupt bill before this Congress adjourns. The effects pro- 
duced by the act 1833 caused a revolt in the Northern wing of the 
Democracy. Inthe Presidential election of 1840, the Democratic 
party was sweptout of power by an indignant and outraged peo- 
ple, as they will be again in 1896 if this bill becomes a law. fap 
plause on the Republican side.] In 1836, when Mr. Van Buren 
was elected President, his Whig opponent, Gen. Harrison, car- 
ried but seven States, receiving 73 electoral votes. Soemphatic 
was the rebuke the Democratic party received for forcing on the 
people their destructive free-trade dogma that in the Presiden- 
tial election of 1840 Mr. Van Buren carried but seven States, 
receiving only 60 electoral votes. 

The Whig party, as soon as the Departments of the Govern- 
ment had passed into their hands, carried out the demand fora 
protective tariff by the enactment of the high-tariff law of 1842. 
At once a phenomenal activity of all manufacturing and com- 
mercial business interests set in. Prosperity took on new life, 
and by 1844 the nation was once more well on the pathway to 
wealth and happiness. The terrific defeat of the Democratic 

in 1840, the general revival of all industrial pursuits under 

e fostering influences of the high-tariff act of 1842, as well as 
the strong sentiment existing against tariff legislation for!“ rey- 
enue only” compelled the Democracy in the memorable Presi- 
dential campaign of 1844, between Mr. Clay and Mr. Polk, to 
take a position in favor of the doctrine of protection. 

Mr. Polk, to save himself and his party from defeat. wrote a 
letter in which he declared that protection should be continued 
to our manufacturing and other industrial pursuits. Mr. George 
Dallas, a citizen of Pennsylvania, wason the ticket with Mr. Polk 
for the office of Vice-President, as an earnest of their pu 
to enforce the collecting of duties as laid under the act of 1842 
and to prevent its repeal. Mr. Dallas wrote a letter in which 
he pledged himself, if elected, he would, as the presiding officer 
of the Senate, in the event a tie vote occurred in that body ona 
bill to repeal the act of 1842 vote against re Many men now 
living, and some of them members of this House, will remember 
the fact that upon the banners of the Democracy, carried all 
through the North in the campaign of 1844, was written, Polk, 
Dallas, and the tariff of 1842.” 

Upon these pledges Mr. Polk and Mr. Dallas were elected, and 
once more the Democracy was returned to power. The Hon. 


Robert J. Walker, of Mississippi, was made Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and under his direction the low-tariff act of 1846, including 
a section repealing the high-tariff act of 1842, was framed, This 


zive it, and by a large vote from the South, contributed by the 
ree-trade Democracy, aided by their Democratic henchmen from 
the North, it passed the House of Representatives. In the Sen- 
ate the vote was a tie, and Mr. Dallas, without even an apology 
for his rank perfidy, cast the deciding vote in favor of the act of 
the act of 1846, and also in favor of the repeal of 1842. 

Depression again followed. However, the downward tendency 
was to a considerable extent checked, a panic prevented, and the 
predicted destruction of our industrial pursuits delayed by cer- 
tain events, or rather incidents, following the enactment of the 
Walker tariff of 1846. Shortly after President Polk had signed 
this measure, within eighteen months, war was declared against 
Mexico. This war caused an expenditure of about $160,000,000 
in addition to the ordinary expenses of the Government. Then 
followed the great famine in Ireland, giving us a large export 
trade in flour, grain, pork, and breadstuffs, bringing back to our 
people vast sums of money. Before the famine had come to an 
end the European revolution of 1818 destroyed trade and manu- 
facturies to a large extent throughout the continent, and gave 
our people a large field and demand for exports, bringing enor- 
mous sums of money into the American trade market. 

In the latter 75 of the same year gold was discovered in Cali- 
fornia. From the Eastern States thousands of men wended their 
way to the land of sunsets and gold. . the yellow metal 
flowed back across the Rocky Mountains into the business marts 
of the old States. New industries sprang into life. It gave asuf- 
ficient stimulus to all our commercial and industrial pursuits to 
make them satisfactory and healthful up to 1854. During this 
year the gold yield began to fail, and the impetus it had given 
to our business over the country was more than supplied by the 
great war between England, France, and Russia on the shores 
of the Black Sea. This terrific contest was waged for two years, 
during which time our tradesmen and manufacturers exported 
largely, and had a ready and profitable market for their goods 
and wares. 

Peace was declared in 1856. France and England once more 


started the fires in their furnaces. The wheels and looms of 
their factories were again put in motion. Russia again sowed 
and reaped her grain. Within afew months after the elose of 


the war Russia, France, and England were shipping their prod- 
ucts into our markets. In 1857, the causes I have mentioned 
which contributed so largely to the welfare of our trade had 
come to an end. The Democratic ty attributed all of the 
prosperity to the Mexican war, the famine in Ireland, the Euro- 
p revolutions, the discovery of gold in California; the war 

tween the three 1 8 powers of Europe had brought to our 
country the effects of the low tariff act of 1846. In pursuance of 
this belief they passed the tariff act of 1857, further reducing 
the low duties laid by the Walker tariff of 1846. We were once 
more put squarely into competition with the cheap labor of 

Europe. Free e was given another fair chance to demon- 
strate its influence for good or evil. The resultof the operation 
“3 13 act was in the highest degree fatal. It took effect July 

x 5 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If I remember correctly, the House of 
Representatives elected in 1856 was Republican, and Nathaniel 
P. Banks of Massachusetts was elected Speaker. 

Mr. MAHON. I will not dispute with the gentleman as to 
that, but he means Whig, not Republican. But whether the act 
came from a Whig or from a Democratic House, that tariff act 
of 1857 was 8 in the hope that this country could sustain her- 
self; but before President Buchanan had been inaugurated 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. When did the Con- 
gress that was elected along with President Buchanan meet? 
Was there a special session called? 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not remember. I suppose it met in the 
December following the election. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That Congress, unless 
there was an extra session, did not meet until the Ist Monday in 
December, 1857, I suppose. 

Mr. MAHON. I suppose not. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. And the panic, if I am 
historically correct, began long before December in that year, 
with a Whig or Republican Congress in power. 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. It was nota Republican Congress; it 
was a Whig Congress, and one-half of it was from the South. 
But whether that was a Whig Congress or a Democratic Con- 

ress, the ic did not come until after the tariff act of 1857. 

resident Pierce signed the act of 1857 on March 3, 1857. Panic 
came on about September 1 following. 


gentleman permit a question? 
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Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Does the gentleman 
say that the low tariff act of 1857 was passed before the Ist of 
December in that year. . 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. s 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. And does not the gen- 
tleman know that the panic began in September, 1857? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. Itdid commence after the President 
had signed the tariff act of 1857, and if you read the history of 
your country you will find that true. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I am only asking you 
for information, but I do not think you are correct. 

Mr. MAHON. I think I am. That was an act reducing the 
Walker tariff, and after that another panic struck this country 
which swept everything before it like a tornado. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MAHON, I have very little time. 

Mr. WARNER. Only a short one. I was about to ask the 
gentleman whether, having read the history of his country, he 
would not agree with me on this point, that the tariff of 1857 
was passed in view of the then approaching crisis; that it was 
framed with a view to remedy the cause of the crisis; that the 
only trouble about it was that it did not go into operation soon 
enough, and that the moment it did go into operation the 
wheels of commerce started up again and we had general pros- 
perity until the breaking out of the war? 

Mr. MAHON. I will say tothe gentleman that no manin this 
country ever dreamed in 1857 that the Southern people would 
so far lose their judgment or their reason as to break out into 
open rebellion against the Government. And I will say to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] that the first tariff 
act made by the Republican party was the result of the action 
of the people of Pennsylvania, who in 1860 elected Andrew G. 
Curtin governor of the State. Read the message of President 
Buchanan in 1857—58. It is the exact counterpart of the mes- 

e sent to this House by President Cleveland in August last. 
It is the same story told by Col. Benton and Henry Clay in 1824; 
the same story that was told in 1843. Mr. Buchanan recom- 
mended tariff legislation to increase the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment, but a Danioaratic Congress absolutely refused. 

The result was they went out of power, the National Treasur 
was bankrupt, our men were idle, our industries paralyzed, an 
the Government of the United States was begging money at 
the rate of 12 and 16 per cent in the markets of the world, and 
refused at that. 

In the mean time the Republicanrparty had grown up out of 
ths ashes of the old Whig party, anđ in 1860 that party put 
Abraham Lincoln upon its ticket, and in the old State of Penn- 
syivania we fought that campaign upon the doctrine of protec- 

yn. What was the result? Although under the Democratic 
régime from 1844 to 1860 with but little in erruption we had been 
under a low tariff, the people of this N turned the Demo- 
cratic party out of power. But before Mr. Lincoln was inaugu- 
rated the Morrill tariff bill was passed. James Buchanan, from 
the great protective State of Pennsylvania, was President, and, 
with all hs shortcomings and failings, let it stand as a monu- 
ment to his credit that he signed that bill. 

As to the act of 1857, during the time that law stood upon our 
statute book, the country was in a state of panic and business 
depression. President Buchanan, in his message sent to Con- 
gress in December following the passage of the act, described 
the condition of the country. He said: With unsurpassed 

lenty in all the elements of national wealth, our manufactories 

aye suspended, our public works are retarded, our private en- 
terprises of different kinds are abandoned, and thousands of use- 
ful laborers are thrown outof employment and reduced to want.” 
Mr. Buchanan appealed to his Democratic Congress to so legis- 
late that prosperity might return, but he appealed in vain. 
Hon. Howell Cobb, Mr. Buchanan's Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his report of December 1, 1857, and his report of 1858, dis- 
cussed at length the ‘‘disastrous revulsions in trade and com- 
merce.” 

During Mr. Buchanan's Administration in 1857, 1858, 1859, up 
to December, 1860, the Government was a steady borrower of 
money to meet its ordinary expenses, and at the end of Mr. 
Buchanan’s Administration the National Treasury was bankrupt, 
and its credit impaired. Little did the Southern Demccracy and 
their servile allies from the North care about the condition the 
country wasin. They had enlarged their slave territory by the 
acquisition of Texas and the purchase of Mexican territory. 
They were grasping after more power to enable them to cope 
successfully with the free States. The South was plotting a re- 
bellion against the Government. Another Presidential election 
was near at hand: the people of the North were aroused; they 
determined that the free traders and slave-holding element of 


the South should no longer force their free-trade theories on 
them. 

The South was determined to do so, or if they failed in retain- 
ing their control of the Government the Southern States would 
secede and set themselves up as an independent government. 
A government where no import duties would be laid except for 
revenue; a government where a laboring man, white or black, 
would not be permitted to wear the mantle of manhood and self- 
respect: a government where the free labor of the North could 
not destroy their cheap slave labor, and by so doing wipe out 
slavery as an institution. That which Mr. McDuttie and his 
Southern colleagues anticipated in their speeches in the famous 
tariff debate was near at hand. He Aes of open rebellion; he 
argued that the ‘‘South must not yield an inch or an ell to the 
encroachments of free labor and protection.” 

My deep and deliberate conviction in the face of ail the miserable cant and 
hypocrisy with which the world abounds on this subject, that any course of 
measures which shall hasten the abolition of slavery by destroying the value 
of slave labor will bring upon the Southern States the greatest political ca- 
lamity with which they can be afflicted, for I sincerely believe that when 
the people of those States shall be compelled by such means to emancipate 
their slaves they will be but a few degrees above the condition of slaves 
themselves, Yes, sir, mark what I say, when the ple of the South cease 
to be masters by the tampering interference of Government, direct or 
indirect, they will 5 be slaves. It is the clear and distinct percep- 
tion of the irresistible tendency ot this protecting system to precipitate us 
upon this great moral and political catastrophe that has animated me to 
raise my warning voice that my fellow-citizens may foresee and, foreseeing, 
avoid the destiny that would otherwise befall them. 

The South was determined to nationalize slavery and force it 
into the free Territories and States. This new party, called 
the Republican party, opposed this movement. The Republican 
party elected Abraham Lincoln President. The South had 
lost. The Democratic party was once more disowned by the 
people of the North and turned out of power. The rebellion 
so long predicted followed. The Republican party promptly 
rep2aled the low-tariff act of 1857, and passed the Morrill high- 
tariff act of 1861. Under the benign influence of this act, which 
was signed by President Buchanan before he retired from office, 
over and above a great and cruel war, in which battles were 
fought before which the battles of Alexander, of Hannibal, of 
Cæsar, and of Napoleon pile their ineffectual fires;“ over and 
above a war costing the Government almost countless millions 
of money, and the loss of nearly a balf million of men, who went 
down in the hell of battle in order that the best government 
God ever looked upon might be saved from destruction at the 
hands of the free-trade Democracy of the South; over and above 
the destruction of the loss of the trade of the eleven seceded 
States, the Government grandly, yes, magnificently sustained 
itself. [Applause on the Republican side.] The devastation of 
war was repaired. From 1861 up to 1890 the Republican party 
by various tariff acts maintained and enforced the principle of 
protecting our industrial pursuits, which brought to us as a 
nation wealth and prosperity. Prince Bismarck, in a speech 
delivered by him in the Reichstag, May 12, 1882, paid the fol- 
lowing tribute to protection. He said: 

The success of the United States in material development is the most il- 
lustrious of modern time. The American nation has not only succes: 
borne and sup the most gigantic and expensive war of all history, 
but immediately afterwarddisbanded its army, found work for all its soldiers 
and marines, paid of most of its debt, given labor and homes to all the un- 
py sng of Europe as fast as they could arrive within the territory, and 
Still by a system of taxation so indirect as not to be perceived, much less felt. 
Because it is my deliberate judgment that the prosperity of America is 
mainly due to its system of protective laws, lurge that Germany has now 
reached that point where it is necessary to imi 
United States. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, 1890, the McKinley bill was passed, 
and from the day it became a law, up to 8th of November, 1892, 
the growth of our prosperity was unprecedented in all our history. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] The marvelous onward 
movement of the great business interests of the country was so 
w ll and fully described in an article lately published in the 
Manufacturers’ Journal that I beg leave to quote a portion of 
same. Never before were the protected industries so con- 
tinuously employed as during the period“ from 1890 to the fall 
of 1892, and never was the amount of product so large. 

The volume of traffic exceeded all precedent. The aggregate 
payments of the clearing houses were the heaviest upon record; 
and the aggregate railroad earnings were the largest. The di- 
mensions of our foreign trade expanded farther than ever be- 
fore, both the exports and imports being greater than any here- 
tofore recorded. We made in 1892 1,000,000 tons more pig iron 
than in 1891, our product of 1892 exceeding that of Great Britain 
by about 2,000,000 tons. The output of Bessemer steel ingots 
was the largest in the history of the industry, and the steel rail 
production exceeded that of 1891 by more than 200,000 tons. The 
consumption of iron by the people was several hundred thousand 
tons greater than in any previous year. 

. The prosperity of a nation may be fairly estimated by the 
consumption of wool. This nation now consumes one-third of 


tate the tariff system ofthe - 


tion will be almost incompre 
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the world’s gross product. In 1892 the American wool clip ex- 
ceeded thatof 1891 by nearly 26,000,000 pounds, and the domes- 
tio consumption of wool increased in 1892 by 59,000,000 pounds. 
We grew more wool than at any time since 1883; we imported 
more in any recent year, and we consumed more woolen 
fabrics while importing $24,000,000 worth less than in 1891. The 
high tariff increased the domestic clip, increased the imports of 
raw wool, put every American mill into profitable operation, so 
that manufacturers and laborers were fully employed and caused 
no advance worthy of mention in the prices of the fabric. This 
industrial activity was accompanied by conditions of unusual 
stability among prodycers, for the number of commercial fail- 
ures was smaller than in any year since 1882. 

These facts supply the proof that last year rie rity of 
the American people touched high-water mark. ith less idle- 
ness, greater employment of capital, larger domestic trade, 
larger foreign trade and unprecedented creation of wealth, there 
were better es for workmen, a smaller amount of disaster, a 
closer approach to industrial independence, a richer develop- 
ment of natural resources and a lower range of prices for con- 
sumers than the nation has known since its foundation. The 
15575 1892, in truth, was the banner ad of the well-being of the 

ublic. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

o logic is so cogent as the logic of facts, and the facts indis- 
spread show that the most highly protected nation of the world 

the nation forming only about one-eighteenth of the popula- 
tion of the earth, which has the largest manufactured uct, 
which owns more than one-half of the railroads of the world, which 
spins one-fourth of the cotton, consumes one-third of the wool, 
uses three-fourths of the tin plate, one-third of the coffee, one- 
third of the copper, and one-half of the world’s product of iron 
and steel; which sur all competitors in the production of 
steel rails and offers the lowest rates for transportation over those 
rails; which pays the highest wages to labor, and which is the 
only nation thet ever paid more than $1,000,000,000 of debt within 
thirty years. The progress made during those thirty years of 
continuous protection has been far ater than that accom- 
plished during the whole of the p ing seventy years, and we 
confidently affirm that the movement forward was due, more 
than to anything else, to the persistent adherence of the Ameri- 
can people to the policy of protecting their industries from un- 
8 European competition. 

t is defiant of reason to contend that these wonderful results 
were attained in spite of supposed hindrances offered by protec- 
tion. Nonation, whatever its natural opportunities, could make 
headway at such a pace while persistently permit unsound 
economical principles to control its policy. At the close of the 
year 1892 the United States was the leading manufacturing coun- 
try in the world. We had in the magnitude of our industrial 
3 outriin all other governments on the face of the globe. 

resident Harrison's message of December 4, 1892, fully confirms 
this statement. We have just laid the foundation. In natural 
resources we are richer than all of Europe. We have barely 
touched our mineral wealth. Permit the McKinley law to con- 
trol the business policy of this Government for the next ten years 
and our greatness as a great poe and manufacturing na- 

ensible. 


When rity was well mounted, 
She let go the bridle, and soon came 
Tumbling out of the saddle. 


THREE GREAT FACTS. 
Mr. Chairman, from our history and experience on the tariff 


` question who will be bold enough to deny that three great facts 


Have been proven beyond all controversy: 

First. That alow tariff has never brought prosperity to our 
country. But, to the contrary, large importations of products of 
pauper and rly paid labor have always destroyed our indus- 
tries, agriculture and manufacturing suffering the most, throw- 
ing out of employment our American wage-earners. 

Second. That we never recovered from the panies following 
low tariff until we enacted a protective tariff. That is the sec- 
ond proposition. 

Mr. B CHARD. And both wrong. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHON. Well, you may prove it when I am through. 
Give me sufficient time and I can satisfy you on that point. 

The high-tariff act of 1824 lifted the country from the effects of 
the low-tariff act of 1816. The high-tariff act of 1842relieved the 
country from depression caused by the compromise tariff of 1833. 
The high-tariff act of 1861 brought us back from bankru ptey 
produced by the low-tariff act of 1857. 

Third. From the time Mr. Calhoun and the other leaders of 
the Southern Democracy compelled, willing or unwilling, the 
Northern wing of their party to be submissive to their wishes, 
they have always insisted and demanded that all protective 
tarif laws should be repealed, even though repeal would bring 
ruin and disaster toall Northern interests. In the enforcement 


of this demand the Democratic members of Congress (with but 
few exceptions) from the North have helped them in destroying 
the welfare and es hago of the poopie they represented. 

To-day we find Mr. Cleveland and party following the old 
paths of the South, as well as its instincts, in their efforts to de- 
stroy the 1 and destroy the last shred of protection, 
[Applause on the dee side.] 

anything be clearer than the fact that the solid Democ- 
racy of the South are to-day placing their opposition to protection 
on the same ground on which they have stood since 1832. Their 
views, interests, and sentimentsyetlive. Theagricultural prod- 
ucts of the South are yet the same. Negro labor is just as es- 
sential as ever to the raising of cotton, rice, and tobacco. The 
black ulation is yet subordinate, if not slave. Congress 
enacted laws to give the ex-slave the rights of afreeman and a 
just measure of political power. These laws are set at naught 

y the Democracy of the South. The black man has no real 
voice in the government of the Southern States. Who are the 
governing class of the South? They are Democrats, and not 
only so, but solid in their cohesion and adherence to their old 
policy of free trade. 

To further strengthen my position that the Democracy of the 
South hold the same faith on the tariff question now as they did 
in 1832, I desire to show with what accuracy fifty-six years 
later, when the Mills bill was before Congress, in 1888, the same 
arguments made in 1832 by Mr. McDuffie and his colleagues 
were repeated by the Southern advocates of the Mills bill. Mr. 
ALLEN of Mississippi, in his speech of May 13, 1888, cited South- 
ern authority for the assertion that there is no new South” 
and that the term is a misnomer and a myth. It would seem 
difficult, in respect to the tariff question, to tind a new South.” 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, in his speech of May 9, 1888, said: 
As has been stated long ago” (no doubt referring to debates of 
1832 and 1533), “and I but repeat an argument founded upon the 
Rock of Ages’ as far as its truth is concerned, when you im- 

ose unjust taxes upon imports you, by construction, impose un- 
just taxes upon exports”—meaning cotton, rice, and tobacco. 

ne BOATNER of Louisiana, in a speech on the McKinley bill, 
said: 

It is utterly impossible that the imposition of a tariff tax can dd’ the per- 
son in whose fayor the taxis im any good, that it can give him any 
advantage, unless at the same time it impose a corresponding disadvantage 
on some one else; and I say, sir, that thecotton-growing States of the Union 
ever since 1865, ever since the ado tion of the 8 tariff system, have 
been compelled to contribute to the East.and the West nearly all or all of 
the profits of theirlabor by reason of the protective system, from which they 
have derived no corresponding benefit, either directly or indirectly. 

Same old doctrine: to lower the tariff the South will grow 
richer just in proportion as the North, West, and East is made 

rer. 

Clayton of Georgia, in speaking of Northern workmen and 
ae put the Southern side with much frankness when he 

d: 


At follows, then, that the farmer who gets a market for his pigs and pota- 
his onionsand leeks, and a thousand other things that can not be car · 


toes, 
ried to Europe, is well able to bear the tax upon consumption on what 


little he does not make himself, because-he has an increased means of sup- 
ply by reason of this market erected immediately at his door. It follows, 
also, that the laborers at the factories can y bear the tax of consump- 
tion, because without this employment they would be cut off from the means 
of papela Without this b ess they would have to fall back upon the 
agricultural pursuits; and ha no market for their productions they 
would have to experience finally a loss of labor from a glutted country. In- 
deed, the whole system is an artfully devised plan to find a market for small 
productions and employment for paupers. 

What stronger arguments can be produced to induce members 
of this House from the North, West, and East, regardless of 
their political affiliations to vote with their own people by vot- 
ing against this measure. I appeal to the Democratic members 
who represent great manufacturing and rich agriculture States, 
to do as the members from the South are doing. Stand by your 
people, yee section, and your convictions on this question, which 
so largely enters into their everyday life. 

Constituents of many Democratic members from the North aro 
anxiously asking, where are our members on the tariff question. I 
can best answer this inquiry by an old story, no doubt you all have 
heard. An English gentleman went to India to hunt tigers. Af- 
ter an absence of several months, a cablegram reached his family 
in London 3 the fact, that the Englishman during a 
hunt had been killed by a tiger, and that his body had been 
shipped home on a certain steamer. The casket arrived in due 
time, was taken to his home and opened, and to the surprise of 
his family all the coffin contained was a large tiger with a bullet 
hole through its head. His wife supposing a mistake had been 
made, sent a dispatch asking what had been done with the body 
of her husband. The answer came back, “ You will find it in- 
side of the tiger.” So I answer, you will find the Northern 
Democratic members of Congress inside the stomach of the free- 
trade Democracy of the South. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican sidel. 
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I want to compliment our Southern friends for the bravery 
and courage shown by them, in standing by what they believe 
to be for the best interest of their people and their section of 
country. They have in solid phalanx so stood on the tariff issue 
from 1832 to 1893, a period of over sixty years. They have voted 
for it in the halls of Congress. They have fought for it on the 
battlefields of the rebellion. Although defeated and impover- 
ished in the great struggle, we find them here to-day with solid 
ranks g to secure in the peaceful halls of legislation that 
which they failed to secure with the sword. I admire such de- 
yotion to one’s own people and country, even if the principle 
they contended for is radically wrong. ~ These people, once con- 
vinced of their error—and I hope the day is not far distant when 
they will see the light—no power could swerve them from adopt- 
ing the systemof protection. : ‘ 

Leither spoils of party nor any other base consideration could 
move them from the right or left away from their convictions 
and a policy they believed would be for the good of their people. 
Let me say to you, brave, gifted, hospitable, and generous people 
of the sunny South, we of the great North, West, and East, 
want you to share with us our prosperity, given to us by protec- 
tion, a principle in every respect eternally right. Let me re- 
peat, the issue now under consideration is a sectional one, made 
so by the South, hide it away as you may. 

The South against the North, East, and West. The South 
once more making an effort to revolutionize the economic sur- 
roundings of the Government, and by so doing bankrupt two- 
thirds of our manufacturing establishments and cripple the other 
third, prevent the building up of new enterprises, and bring 
millions of workmen and those dependent upon them to idleness 
and want. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

EFFECTS OF THREATENED REPEAL, 

The industrial census taken by the American Tariff League, 
684 reports from 44 different States, tabulated up to September 

180% shows the following results: Number of hands em- 

ed November 9, 1892, 169,423; number employed Septem- 
bee 4, 1893, 67,660; weekly wages paid to wage-earners Novem- 
ber 8, 1892, $1,762,288.30; wages paid-September 4, 1893, $549,- 
436.94. Decrease in labor since November 5, 1892, is 60} per cent; 
decrease in wages since November 5, 1892, is 69 per cent. 


Hands employed. Weekly wages. 
Nov. 5 | Sept. ?, | Nov. 5, 1992. | Sept. 2, 1898. 


1,009 526 $11, 142.55 82, 363. 50 

270 212 1, 880.00 1, 608, 00 

875 345 8, 374. 60 8,251.00 

67¹ 20 10, 820, 00 4, 630, 00 

9,909 5,435 91, 266. 24 37, 441. 29 

1,401 889 12, 282, 00 8, 088, 09 

37 1 204. 00 8. 10 

720 4 3; 840. 00 36.00 

25 19 225. 00 138. 80 

17,971 6,822 262, 305. 88 85, 410. 47 

2,711 1, 188 24, 639. 89 8, 791. 69 

187 116 1,749. 48 969. 32 

091 165 6,311. 27 1, 489, 57 

393 71 3, 179. 00 400.70 

125 50 750. 00 300. 00 

2, 340 928 je 18, 188. 07 6, 395, 02 

8 9 8 3 ooo 127, 100 44.88.60 
Massachusetts 16, „ „103. 808. 

Ian 10,914 2,402 163, 968. 58 20, 797. 29 

2, 961 45, 887. 93 8,925. 41 

. 25 25 100. 50 62.40 

* 1, 131 578 12, 204. 08 5, 488. 09 

Montana .. 3 1 63. 00 17.50 

Nebraska.. 524 515 5, 449.50 5, 332. 50 

Nevada . 150 30 3, 600. 00 720.00 

New Hampshire 8, 992 1,148 66, 016. 86 7,957. 00 

New Jersey 3 5, 662 3,462 63, oe 8i 26, 527. 97 

NOW ZOEK ssi eon aces 13, 581 6, 627 114, 473. 24 44, 844. 49 

205 72 913. 20 252. 60 

49 31 525. 00 811.70 

28, 888 7,483 284, 035. 76 69, 059. 62 

425 280 6, 504. 51 2, 355. 00 

21, 77 9,710 218, 693. 62 84, 592. 24 

4,734 2, 121 34, 379. 19 9.718. 74 

74 10 879. 20 115, 20 

216 118 1, 689. 90 958, 92 

38 81 325. 80 273. 60 

459 172 7,472 00 2, 162. 30 

2.281 1,71 20, 265. 00 13, 800. 70 

551 395 3,521.10 2, 305, 22 

582 105 10, 980, 00 1, 885. 50 

6, 132 2,289 64, 656. 70 16, 419. 54 

1, 659 146 24, 400, 35 983. 92 

1,518 1,510 22,510, 50 11, 258. 19 

540, 436. 94 


Decrease in labor since November 5, 1892, is 60} per cent. 
Decrease in wages since November 5, 1862, is r cent. 
Decrease in business since November 5, 1892, is 47.2 per cent. 


Number of hands out of work is 101,763. 
The loss in total weekly wages is $1,202,851.36. 
Average decrease in the rate of wages is 82.35 per week. 


low the living is v. 


This exhibit shows that where 169,423 hands were employed during the 
week ending November 5, 1892, there were but 67,600 hands emp! in the 
Same business during the week ending September 2, 1893, or that 101,763 peo- 
ple, re nting 60} per cent of those employed last year, were out of work 
at the Pegtuning of last month. 

Turning to the question of wages, we find that where $1,762,288 were paid 
out during the week ending November 5, 1892, there were but $519,437 paid 
out during the week ending September 2, 1893, a loss of 69 cent in the 
disbursement and circulation of money at the be; of last month as 
compared with the week previous to the election of President Cleveland and 
w Con pledged to the overthrow of our protective tariff, 

Besides a loss of $1,202,851 every week in disbursements for wages, as re- 
ported by our six hundred and eighty-four correspondents, we also find that 
there has been a decrease of 47.2 per cent in the volume of business trans- 
acted in the different counties in which our correspondents live. It further 
appears that where the average amount of wages earned by each person 
working during the week ending November 5, 1892, was $10.43, the average 
wage rate last month was but $8.08 for each person working, thus a 
decrease of $2.35 in the average weekly earnings of each person. 

These are the main facts deduced from our industrial census. Th 
exactly what our manufacturers, wage-earners, wholesale and retail 
farmers, and others are deriving through the election of a party, in full 
control of our national affairs, that is pledged to the overthrow of protec- 
tion. The details are given as follows: 


Bradstreet reports show that— 


there are wage-earners in enforced idleness at the present time numbering 
more than 810,000, and that there are dependent for Suppor Pye these idle 
employés of industries and other establishments more t 1,956,000 persons. 
e report embraces cities from the different sections and States of the 
country, and may be regarded as the official census. The central western 
States report the greatest number of unemployed, viz, 227,340, with 443,310 
Basson dependent upon them. New York and New Jersey are second, with 
250 peg ap pin and 533.750 dependent. The figures for Pennsylvania's 
return are 151,500 unemployed and 419,200 dependent. 
Anotable fact on a glance at the returns is that in the total of unemployed 
the Southern States report the least number, 42,005. 


A great many of these idle wage-earners are not to blame for 
their enforced idleness. Some are to blame in so far as they 
ie for the Democratic candidate for President last Novem- 

r. 


show 
ealers, 


REDUCTION OF WAGES. 


If the bill now under consideration becomes a law, how can we: 
again rebuild the fires in our forges, put our spindles and looms” 
into action, bring back life and activity into all industrial inter- 
ests, give 5 to all our idle men, boys, women, and 
girls, and at the same time compete with the ill, low paid labor 
of Europe. There is but one open doorway. We must reduce 
the wages of our American wage-earners, and as a result sur- 
round them with the same conditions which to-day is the lot of 
the poor laboring elements of Europe. 

Mr. WILSON, the author of this bill, in an interview with Col. 
C. H. Banes, of Philadelphia, when Mr. Banes called his at- 
tention to the fact “that the reduction contemplated would fall 
most heavily upon the laboring classes,” Mr. WILSON’S wey 
was to the effect that as our workmen are better housed, clothed, 
and fed, they could do more work for the same wages than for- 


eigners. (Interview published in Philadelphia Ledger.) The 
workingmen of the North are under no obligation to Mr. WIL- 
SON and his free trade party for the comforts with which they 


are surrounded. 

Manufactured goods which will be imported into the United 
States in large quantities under this bill will come chiefly from 
Great Britain, France, Germany, Austria, Italy, Spain, Portugal, 
Belgium, Holland, and Scandinavia. In these countries over 
31,000,000 men and women are engaged in manufacturing and 
mining pursuits. The average annual income of these millions 
is less than $4 a week, or 8200 a year. Unless they emigrate to 
the United States they have no hope to rise from the condition 
to which they were born. 

The official returns of these countries bring out the astonish- 
ing fact that over 8,000,000 persons, a number exceeding one- 
fourth of the industrial population, are returned as paupers, and 
that annually the taxpayers, already burdened with the immense 
cost of imperial armies, have to pay the enormous sum of $150,- 
000,000 to prevent these people from dying of starvation. Of 
this amount free-trade Great Britain alone contributes over one- 
third, or 850, 200,000. 

Thomas Hanlon, D. D., president of Pennington Seminary, a 

ntleman of much learning and culture, in an article published 
in the Trenton State Gazette, wrote about the working classes 
of Europe as follows: 

I have just returned from Europe, haying visited England, Belgium. 
Germany, and Scotland. I gave special attention to the conditions of the 
laboring class: I made ing es personally from many sources as to 
in all departments of manual labor. IL took pains to know for myself the 
condition of the laboring classes as to their habitations, their clothing. „their 
aden and their education, and the results of these careful observations is a 


ling of sadness for the laboring classes of Europe which I never had be- 
aen and which no one can have unless from personal observation for him- 


For all this hard toil and these long hours each day the wages pr wero 
scarcely half of what is paid to our laboring classes. This is true ot all kinds 
oflaborin Europe. It is sometimes said that while wages in Europe are 
cheap. They do live cheaper than we do. The 
creatures can not do otherwise. They live in the plainest manner. ou 
rarely find a bit of carpet on the floor of even what they call their spare 
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room. Their tables contain very few dishes of food. Meat and butter are 


luxuries rarely enjoyed by the workingman in Euro; 
I turned my back upon Europe with fee of ag PE for the toiling mil- 
lions of those lands, and my face toward my dear old country, feeling 


that our land is the earthly paradise of the labo: man. 

I do not wonder that every ship from these lands is heavily weighted with 
strange rs for these hospitable shores. I also felt more than ever 
before that it is a sacred duty of every American citizen, by voice and 


vote, to tuate to the labo! man in this land the ent = 
tion which he in this country of all other countries in the world enjoys. It 
will indeed be asad day for the laboring man when, by the vote of the Amer- 


ican le, the blessings of American protection to labor shall give place 
to the panperising competition of free trade. p 


Gerald Massey, son of a poor English workingman, knew the 
PRERE of the class from whence he sprang, and could utter 
them in impassioned words. He said: 

Press on! a million pauper foreheads bend in misery's dust; 

God's champions of the golden truth still eat the mouldy crust; 

This damning curse of fama must not kill the nation's heart; 

The spirit in a million slaves doth pant on fire to start, 

And strive to mend the world, and walk in Freedom's march sublime, 
While m. s sink heartbroken, and the land o’erswarms with crime. 
“Oh God!” they ay, “we die, we die, and see no earnest won!” 
Brothers, join hand and heart, and in the work press on!” 


When these unfortunate people can raise money enough to es- 
cape from their bondage their tracks are all one way,” over 
the Atlantic to our shores. Last year over 600,000 of these half 
starved and destitute people landed at American ports, 118,000 
coming from the British Islands, where free trade has ruled for 
forty years. Within the last twenty-five years over 10,000,000 of 
these toilers have found a homein the United States. Tempted 
to come here by high wages, free schools for their children, and 
the comforts and 78 re to be obtained under the American 
protective system. To the land of high tariffs all come. From 
the land of high tariffs none go back. The American laborer 
never has any inclination to seek employment in another land. 
If it be true, as so often asserted, that a protective tariff robs 
the poor man as well as the rich one, we can come to but one 
conclusion, and that is, all foreigners who come to our shores 
willingly submit themselves toan outrage and oppression and 
our native born poor men never try to escape from it. 

Mr. Chairman, we are ready to chain our workmen to the 
anvil and forge, to bury them in our mines, to house them up in 
our great millsand workshops at such wages without hope. Are 
we, sir, willing to bring their labor into competition in the same 
markets with the cheap labor of 31,000,000 of workmen in Eu- 


rope? 

The American workmen during the last twenty years, under 
Republican Administrations and high-tariff legislations, have 
received higher wages, have saved more money than the work- 
men of any other nation. 

Edward Atkinson, an eminent authority among free traders, 
in an article in the Boston Herald of May 12, 1892, said: 

Ten to 20 per cent advances in wages since 1830. The skilled laborer has 


secured the highest rate of earnings ever known in this or any country, and 
he can also buy more for a dollar. 


In the Forum for May, 1892, the same writer declared: 


W. have advanced steadily. General wages were higher in 1890 than 
in 1880 by from 10 to 40 per cent, according to the grade of workman. 


H. V. Poor, another high authority, lately said: 


With the increase of wages and the fall of prices, a day’s work brings to 
the laborer twice the amount of comforts and necessaries of life than it did 
fourteen years ago. 

That our workmen on the day Mr. Cleveland was elected 
President were the best paid, the best housed, best fed, best 
clothed, and the most intelligent wage-earners in the world is 
beyond all controversy. 

For comparison of wages in Europe and America I submit the 
following: 


What protection does for the American wage-earner. 


General average 
Teny wages paid 


Industries. to all employés. 


Agricultural implements 


Artisans’ tools 4.89 
Boots and shoes 11.63 4.37 
— eae 8.63 4.16 
Building trades 14.99 7.21 
Ca — id Wagons - 18.80 te 
L. and wagons 

CCC 10. 01 6.71 
Cotton goods 6.45 4.66 
Flax and jute 6.46 2.84 
Food preparations ..... 9. 81 2.72 
N 11.04 7. 98 
PPP 12. 28 6. 98 


What protection does for the American wage-carner—Continued. 


General average 


weekly wages paid 
Industries to all employés. 


Great 
Britain. 

Hats, fur, wool, and silk . `... %.51 

C 4.67 

uors, malt and distilled _.. 12. 60 

Machines and machinery --... 6.93 

Metals and metallic 115 = 7.40 

Printing ana publis $ 5.52 
Printing, dy i bleaching 

tles 4.04 

8.58 

5. 67 

4.86 

3. 60 


It will be seen from this table that the average wages to all employés for 
the twenty-four industries considered in Massachusetts was $10.31 a week, 
while that for Great Britain is $5.85 a week—the wages in Massachusetts 
thus being nearly double the average weekly wages paid in the same indus- 
tries and to the same class of employés in Great Britain. 


Shahomrnss8 
88888888828 


3 
8 


One hundred and twenty-seven per cant higher in United 
States. 2 


In England, under free trade, blacksmiths get $1.05 per day. In America 


they get $2 per kea G 

In England, er free trade, the average daily wages of carpenters is 
$1.28. In America they pet a day. 

In Live l, under free trade, street-car drivers get 80 per week. In 
Philadelphia they get #12 per week. 

In Sumatra, under free trade, day laborers who raise tobacco get 25 cents 
“in England, under ros trade, the average daily f machinists is 
ngland, under free e, the av wa; of mac 

in . Tinea one 8 rg wade; th rage daily ih re inters is $ 
n England. under trade, the ave es o ters 1.20. 
In America it is . e. a 

In England, under free trade, English bricklayers get about $1.20 a day. 
In America the American bricklayer gets about 33 a day. 

In Wales, under free trade, the furnacemen employed in the making of 
ao pise get $1.75 per day. The furnacemen employed in the tin-plate works 
of Pennsylvania get $3.50 per day. 

In Wales, under free trade. the blacksmiths employed on Welsh tin plate 
receive $1.32 per day. In Ohio and Pennsylvania the biacksmiths employed 
on American tin pete receive $3 pa day. 

In England. under free trade, the average daily wages of brass founders 
is $1.25. In America brass founders receive $2.50 a day. 

In Saxony (according to the Weser Zeitung), an able-bodied weaver can 
not get more than $1.50 a week. In America they get $3 a week. 

702 Sennan y harness-makers receive 83 a week. America they receive 
a week. 


In Italy women work in the field for 12 cents a day. In America the same 
labor would command 60 cents a day. 

In Germany agricultural laborers receive 25 cents a day. In America 
they receive from 75 cents to ĵi a day. 

In India the farm laborer, during harvest time, receive 7 cents a day. In 
America the farm hand, during harvest time, gets from $1.25 to $1.50 a day. 

In Italy farm laborers receive from 16 cents to 20 cents a day. 


The wage-earner, white or black, of our great agricultural and 
manufacturing States in the North and West has always exer- 
cised his rights of citizenship. He walks among his fellows with 
all the dignity of manhood. Honest toil and labor elevates him 
in the respect and esteem of all our citizens. His wife and 
children wear good clothes. The churches and schools open 
their door to his family and children. Books and newspapers 
are found in his home. He does not crave for wealth, for that 
is not essential to his happiness. But he does want steady em- 
ployment, fair wages,and the ordinary comforts of life. Sirs, 
you may take all these things from him for a short time, but 
you can never reduce him to the level of the workmen of the 
South or Europe. Š 


A LARGE DECREASE IN BUSINESS. 


As to what effect this Democratic invasion into our 
system has had upon the business of the country since 


rotective 
resident 


1894. 
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Cleveland was inaugurated on March 4, 1893, the bank clearings 
report to Bradstreet gives us the following result: 


39, 829, 951, 070 


I es Ee ee 33, 518, 104, 716 


It appears that since the beginning of the month after the 
present Administration took control of the affairs of the nation 
there has been an aggregate loss of business in the circulation 
of money that exceeds 86, 300, 000, 000, almost a loss of 8800, 000, 000 


monthly. 
RECIPROCITY. 


One of the greatest achievements of the Republican party was 
accomplished during the closing days of the Fifty-first Congress, 
by the adoption of section 3 of the McKinley tariff law. Lreferto 
the reciprocity clause. The measure now under consideration will 
repeal thesame, and with its repeal all of the advantages secured 
in the trade markets of the countries we have made treaties with 
will be destroyed. Reciprocity was advocated and adopted at 
the request of a Republican who while living held the esteem 
and affections of the American people; a statesman who in his 
day stood upon the highest pinnacle of fame; a man whose 
matchless public services will remain an object-lesson to the pa- 
triots of abiding government in this and each succeeding age. 

The Presidential office would have added nothing to the gi- 
gantic stature of hisstatesmanship. His majestic head towered 
above its fellows ‘‘like a snow-crowned summit of the Andes.” 
Irefer to the late Hon. James G. Blaine. If there is a Demo- 
cratic member of this House who questions that Mr. Blaine is 
not entitled to the gratitude of our people on this subject I would 
beg to call his attention to the following editorial from the New 
York Sun, which is high Democratic authority. The Sun said 
of him: 

But if Blaine had done nothing else to ry Fe his name indelibly upon 
American annals, his title to gratitude and honor at his country’s hands 
would be made secure by his connection with the 8 of reciprocity 
between all the independent commonwealths upon this hemisphere; a pro- 
gramme Which he invented, interpreted, commended to his fellow citizens, 
and which he lived to see adopted over u large part of the New World. 

Applause. 

his measure has received from the people a hearty support. 
From the moment of its introduction there was sent to Congress 
from every important city in the United States, from associa- 
tions of farmers, manufacturers, and producers, a large number 
of memorials and petitions signed by members of political 
parties praying for its adoption. Democratic statesmen in Con- 
gress, without reason or a decent argument to sustain them, 
voted toa man against it. Their opposition drew from Senator 
HALE the following sarcastic declaration: 

It is but another illustration of what the world has seen for thirty years, 
that upon plain business propositions touching the common of the 
country and everyday life and propery. of the people, upon which. if any- 
where, there should be no party division, the Democratic party selects the 
darkness rather than the light for its standing ground. 


After the measure had become a law, in an unpatriotic spirit 
cd Democratic statesmen and newspapers did all they 
could to prevent treaties being made. However, notwithstand- 
ing their opposition, treaties were made with S in behalf of 
her colonies, Cuba and Porto Rico, with Brazil and other gov- 
ernments. Prom all the facts obtainable as to the benefits de- 
rived from this measure in the short time it has been in exist- 
ence I believe it to be the best law in relation to our trade and 
commerce ever enacted by the American Congress. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

AD VALOREM. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the imposing and collecting 
duties on imports under the ad valorem method, and I now de- 
sire to enter my solemn protest against this feature of the bill. 
A great many articles in this measure now under specific duties 
in the McKinley law are changed to ad valorem duties. It can 
have no other effect than to still further weaken and lessen pro- 
tection by under valuation. . 

Another fault with ad valorem duties is that they are lowest 
when goods are cheapest and protection is most needed, but spe- 
cific duties are then highest in proportion to costs, and help the 
home maker to keep the home market when it is most hard 
pressed, and to employ home labor at American wages, and in- 
vest in improved processes of manufacture. 


Another objection to this system is this: Our manufacturers 
will have no fixed basis upon which they can afford to make 
goods. The ad valorem method always was a fraud upon our 
revenue, a fraud upon our manufacturers, and a fraud upon 
American labor. England is anxious for this country to adopt 
the ad valorem method, and Mr. Cleveland and his advisers and 
followers are willing to comply with England’s request, no matter 
what the result may be to our people. 

Mr. WILSON, Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
says specific duties lead to greater frauds than the ad valorem 
method. This is a mostremarkable statement when we consider 
it is made by men who never had any experience whatever in 
the collecting of import duties. If I am correctly informed, the 
ad valorem system has been abandoned by most of the commer- 
cial nationsof the globe. The experience of our Government is 
against the adoption of this method; specific duties have been 
recommended by every Secretary of the Treasury with the ex- 
ception of Hon. Robert J. Walker. 

ir. Chairman, if the House will indulge me for a few moments 
longer on this matter I will quote from the reports of the Secre- 
taries of Treasury what they said. 

Secretary Gallatin, 1801: 

In order to guard as far as possible against the value of 
derrated in the invoices, it would be eligible to lay specific duties on all 
such articles now paying duties ad valorem as may be susceptible of that 
alteration. ` 

Secretary Dallas, 1816; 


Articles imported to a great amount should rather be charged with spe- 
cific duties upon their weight and measure, in order to guard against eva- 
sions and frauds, than with ad valorem duties on their value. 


‘Secretary Crawford, 1817: 


It is certainly prudent todiminish as far as practicable the list of articles 
paying ad valorem duties. 


And he submitted a list of 124 enumerations to be transferred 
to the class of specifics. In 1819 he submitted another list. 
Secretary Meredith, 1849: 


Experience has, I think, demonstrated that, looking exclusively to therey- 
enue, a specific duty is more easily assessed, more favorable to commerce, 
more equal, and less exposed to frauds than any other system. 


Secretary Bristow, 1876: 


Another remedy, and the most effective which could be adopted for cor- 
recting the evils of the appraisement system, is the substitution, so far as 
practicable, of specific for ad valorem duties. The change would work a 

at reduction in the amount of labor requiring the knowledge of experts. 
he entire process of ascertaining duties would be more simple, certain, and 
safe. Opportunities for collusive undervaluation would be greatly lessened. 
and if errors were committed they could not, as to specific rates and 
amounts, be accounted for except upon the supposition of culpable neg! ce 
or actual fraud; whereas, in respect to ad valorem duties, an error of judg- 
ment may readily be assigned as a sufficient explanation. 


Secretary Sherman, 1878: 

While not recommending a general revision of the tariff at the present 
time, it is deemed 9 7 idm that upon some articles the ad valorem duties 
now assessed should be converted into specific duties. As a rule specificdu- 
ties are to be preferred to either ad valorem or compound rates, and in any 
future revision of the tariff it is ho that Congress will give preference to 
this system of imposing duties as far as practicable. 

Secretary Manning, in a report to Congress, said: 

Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the 
revenue by false invoices or by undervaluation or by any other means under 
an ad valorem system will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shail have 
been largely reduced. They are incontestibly, they are even notoriously, in- 
herent in that system. One advantage, and perhaps the chief advantage, of 
a specific over an ad valorem system is in the fact that under the former du- 
ties are levied by a itive test which can be applied by our officers while 
the merchandise is in possession of the Government. But under an ad va- 
lorem system the facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must 
be gathered in pisces many thousand miles away and under circumstances 
most unfavorable to the administration of justice. 

One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 or 30 
per cent undervaluation and temptation to undervaluation would disa 
pear. But the records of this Department for the years 1817, 1840, and 1857 do 
not uphold that conclusion. 


James D. Powers, a special agent of the Treasury under Mr. 
Cleveland, reported: : 

Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and opportunities for fraud 
which can not be guarded against. nder the ad valorem system fraud 
has prospered and demoralized the importing trade, which has passed from 
ands of American citizens into the control of men who have enriched 
themselves at the expense of the revenue and the ruin of the trade of Ameri- 
can wholesale firms. 

Notwithstanding the opinions of these men who had a large 
and practical experience in the collecting of duties under both 
systems, specific and ad valorem, some of them Democratic states- 
men of national reputation, the Democratic members of the 
Ways and Means Committee have the audacity to recommend to 
the members of this House a method which has been outlawed 
o past experience, not only by our Government, but most if not 

other great commercial nations. 
HIGH TARIFF DOES NOT MAKE HIGH-PRICED GOODS. 


The Republican party deny that protection robs our people 
by compelling them to purchase manufactured goods and agricul- 
tural products at high prices. Our past and present experience 


oods being un- 
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demonstrate beyond all dispute that a protective tariff has 
steadily lowered the price of articles in common and necessary 


use. f 

In the debate in Congress in 1870, on. the bill offered by Gen. 
Schenck, which inter alia fixed the duty on steel rails at $28 a 
ton, the Democratic members manifested great fear that the 
proposed duty would be so high that it would to a large ex- 
teni cut off the importation of foreign steel rails, thus depriving 
our railroad companies of the opportunity to buy the steel rails 
that they would need, except the few wah in this country, and 
which were sold at an enormous cost. At that time steel rails 
wero selling in this country at $110 a ton, and the average price 
at which they were sold during the whole of the year 1870 was 
$106.75. The duty of $28 took effect on the 31st of December, 
1870, and it did not produce any of the evil effects predicted for 
it by the Democracy. On the contrary, it wonderfully increased 
the production of steel rails at home, and it so reduced their 
pric that every steel rail made in the United States since has 
cost our railroad companies an average of less than 850 a ton, 
whereas the price was $110 a ton in 1870. 

Under the present duty steel rails are sold as low as 824. Pro- 
tection produced competition,and competition reduced prices in 
the manufacturing of steel rails. This same decline in prices 
followed all articles manufactured from iron. wat a, 


A CONTRAST THAT CONVINCES. 


I hold in my hand a tabulated statement of the retail prices of 
articles in common use, giving the Ba paid in 1857, near the 
close of the last free-trade period; also, the prices in 1889, a year 
before the McKinley bill passed, and prices in 1890, and the prices 
for exactly same articles in 1892. 


Average prices on these under Democratic and free-trade 
ad SGYAGION dn 1800 oes E E N E $10. 14 
Average prices under Republican protection, 1892 5.71 


Difference in favor of a Republican policy 4. 43 
These “averages ” will hold good on all (with but two or three 

exceptions) articles in the McKinley bill having protective duties 

levied upon them. 

Cost of 1,000 articles for the home“ and farm“ un- 7 


der Democratic administrations, 1857 
Cost for same articles under the McKinley protective 


UBT TROD Ee ce Oey srs yt tetera eens Once 5, 410 
Difference in favor of McKinley tariff over free-trade 
BC Of IS 4, 730 


A CONTRAST THAT CONVINCES—ARTICLES IN COMMON USE. 

Tho first column shows prices in 1857, near the close of the last free-trade 
od; the second column gives prices in 1899, a year before the McKinley 
passed; the next column gives prices in 1890, while the last column gives 

present prices. 
A COMPARISON OF PRICES. 


Values of articles in common and necessary use during diferent periods, show- 
ing the fall of prices under protection. 


Prices under 825 
Ben 
= > se = 
8.3 283 838 
78 Ss adap, =e 
Articles. $2 EEJ o 8 8 82 
SE 28 za aoa 
Sg | 22 | 223 | BRB 
a 8 ase 
g — 28 
8 g 85 A 
A ap — K sta asiey Waele peo $1.49 80. 95 $0.88 | 0. 61 
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+ On first 23 articles ax“ to “ oilcloth:” 
On second 23 articles—“ overalls" to “woolen clothing.“ 


A COMPARISON OF PRICES—continued. 
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eee prices under Republican and.“ Protection” Administra- 
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Difference in favor of Republican policy 


Democratic averages, $10.14. 
Bapana (McKinley tariff) averages, 6. 783. In favor of McKinley 
Cost of 1.000 articles for the home and “farm under Demo- 
cratic Ad: NER a N S a cto oee ew og seems eetates pote 10, 140. 00 


10 
Cost of 1,000 articles for the home! and farm under Republi- 
ean (McKinley tariff) Administrations 


Difference in favor of McKinley tariff...............2.-..-.--0.- 4,730.00 


Facts like the ones I have cited are worth more to a man when 
he wishes to come to an intelligent and correct conclusion than 
a wagon load of theories concocted and hatched in the brains of 
men who have no practical knowledge of the subject, and who 
refuse to accept facts given by men having an actual experience 
in such matters. I defy the chairman of the committee report- 
ing this bill, or any member on the other side of this House who 
intends to vote for it, to show that the statement I have made 
in relation to prices is not true. 


PROTECTION AUTHORIZED BY THE CONSTITUTION. 


I now come to the gee where no one but a Democratic states- 
man of the present day should stand. To him the ground is 
sacred. If trod by Republican feet, it wouid bea desecration of 
the worst sort. Nevertheless duty impels me todo so. The con- 
struction of the Constitution. From this instrument the states- 
men now guiding the present Administration draw the sledge- 
hammer argument against the doctrine of protection. They say, 
admitting the fact for the sake of the argument, that protec- 
tion has always brought wealth, prosperity, and contentment to 
our people, if can not be the business policy of our country, be- 
cause it is unconstitutional. To quote them correctly, 1 now 
read from the Democratic platform, adopted at Chicago in 1892: 
We declare it to be a fw 
e mes eins the g ay 
collect tarif duties except for the purposes of revenue only, and we demand 


that the collection of taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Govern- 
ment when honestly and economically administered. 


There could be no more positive declaration made against ev- 
ery form of protection. 
ith amazing frankness they tell us that they stand on all 
constitutional questions where Jefferson and Jackson stood, and 
in the same platform say that Jefferson and Jackson were wrong 
AA ped construction of the Constitution on the doctrine of pro- 
on. 
The Constitution of the United States, as construed by Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Buchanan, Clay, 
ebster, Benton, and other illustrious statesmen, some of them 
founders of the Democratic party, expressly authorizes protec- 
tion to our industries. In support of this position I will quote 
from distinguished men, who are held as high authority by my 
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Democratic friends on all constitutional questions. Washing- 
ton, when President, believed that the Constitution gave Con- 
gress the authority to protect our manufactures. The second 
dot passed by the First Congress had the following preamble: 


Whereas itis n. forthes rtof Government, for the discharge of 
the debts of the United States, and for the encouragement and protection 
of manufactures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
ported. Be it enacted, etc. 


This bill was signed by Washington July 4, 1789. 
Mr. Jefferson, in his second message, said; 


To cultivate „and maintain commerce and navigation in all their 
lawful enterpr! to foster our fisheries, as nurseries of navigation and for 
the nurture of man, and to protect the manufactures adapted to our circum- 
stances—these are the landmarks by which we are to guide ourselves. 


I will now read from President Madison's special message, 
May 23, 1809: 


The revision of our commercial laws, proper to adapt them to the ipo 
ment which has taken place with Great Britain, will doubtless engage t 
early attention of Congress. It will be worthy at the same time of their 
just and provident care to make such alteration in the laws as will especially 
protect and foster the several branches of manufacture. 


Gen, Andrew Jackson, in 1824, wrote: 


It is time that we should become a little more Americanized, and, instead 
of feeding the paupers and laborers of England, feed our own. 


Inow again read from Gen. Andrew Jackson's letter to Dr. L. 
H. Coleman, of Warrenton, Va., dated June 12, 1824, published 
in Niles’ Register, page 245: 


Heaven smiled upon and gave us liberty and independence. That same 
Providence has blessed us with the means of national independence and 
national defense. If we omit or refuse to use the ts which He has ex- 
tended to us we deserve not the continuation of His b gs. He has filled 
our mountains and our 5 with minerals, lead, iron, and copper, and 
given us a climate and soil for the b e of hemp and wool. These being 
the grand materials of our national defense, they ought to have extended to 
them adequate and fair protection, that our own manufactories and laborers 
may be placed on a fair competition with those of Europe. 


ge pacts on the Republican side.] 
Andrew Jackson, December 7, 1830, in his second annual mes- 
sage as President of the United States, said: 


The power to impose duties on imports rhy argred belonged to the several 
States. The right to adjust these duties with a view to the encouragement 
of domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power 
that it is dificult to sup e existence of the one without the other. 
The States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the Federal 
Government without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsidera- 
ble restriction relating to their inspection laws. This authority having thus 
entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of 
tection does not exist in them; and consequently if it be not possessed 
the General Government it must be extinct. Our political system would 
thus present the anomaly of a people stri of the right to foster their 
own industry and to counteract the most selfish and destructive puy which 
— foe be adopted by foreign nations. This surely can not be the case; 
spensable power thus surrendered by the States must be within the 
scope of the authority on the subject expressly delegated to Sonaro 
In4his conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents 
Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monros, who have each repeatedly 
recommended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the 
uniform practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and 
the geueral understanding of the people, 


James Madison, in 1828, said: 


Afurther evidence in support of the constitutional power to protect and 
foster manufactures by regulations of trade—an evidence that ought in it- 
self to settle the question—is the uniform and l sanction given in 
that power, for nearly forty years, with a concurrence or acquiescence of 
every State government throughout the same period, and, it may be added, 
through all the vicissitudes of party which marked that period 


Mr. John Q. Adams, in 1832, in a report from the Committee 
on Manufactures, said: ; 


And thus the very first act of the organized Congr 
of self- tion, if Bec support of the Government just instituted, the 
two objects combined in the first hae of power to Congress; the payment 
of the public debts and the provision for the common defense by thè protec- 
tion of manufactures. The next act was precisely of the same character— 
an act of protection to manufactures still more than of taxation for revenue’ 


Daniel Webster, the great 8 of the Constitution, in a 
speech at a mass meeting at Albany, August 27, 1844, said: 


The term [protection] was well understood in our colonial history, and if 
we go back to the history of the Constitution and of the Convention which 
adopted it, we shall find that everywhere, when masses of men were assem- 
bled and the wants of the people were brought forth into prominence, the 
idea was held up that domestic industry could not prosper, manufactures 
and the mechanic arts could not advance, the condition of the common coun- 
try could not be carried up to any considerable elevation, unless there should 
be one government to urs rate of duty upon imports throughout the 
Union from New Hampshire to Georgia, regard to be had in laying thisduty 
to the protection of American labor and industry. I defy the man in any 
degree conversant with history, in any de acquainted with the annals 
of this country from 1787 to the adoption of the Constitution in 1789, to say 
that this was not a leading, I may say almost the leading motive, South as 
well as North, for the formation of the new Government. Without that 
provision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted. 


The Southern wing of the Democratic party are perfectly will- 
ing to violate the Constitution by affording protection to sugar, 
rice, and tobacco, articles used daily by the working classes of 
our 3 and compel the consumer to pay this tax. It 
makes all the difference in the world whose ox is gored.” These 


— 


ess united with the law 


articles are produced in the South. Not so long ago they were 
guilty of a flagrant violation of the Constitution, when they 
plotted treason against the Government and attempted to de- 
stroy it. It took the Government with all its military power, 
with all its wealth, four long years to save the Constitution. It 
was saved, purified, and made more sacred than ever by being 
washed in the blood of thousands of brave men from the North. 

The Northern wing of the Democracy have had for many years 
the constitutional rabies. Every measure proposed and ad vo- 
cated by the Republican party to suppress and put down the re- 
bellion was unconstitutional. All laws passed since the war by 
Republican Congresses for the uplifting of the nation and the 
betterment of our people were uncenstitutional. Sirs, any leg- 
islation so adjusting and regulating our great industrial inter- 
ests in favor of the working classes, giving to them work and 
bread, is not unconstitutional. If the Constitution does forbid 
such legislation, then, sirs, the time has come to make a new 
one. Some one has said, So tender is the Democratic party 
in its love for the Constitution they love it better than its en- 
forcement.“ They love the scene better than the crops; the 
marriage certificate better than the wife, I really believe. Let 
us personify the party, that he would let his wife go and save 
his marriage certificate. 

Imagine a married couple on shipboard in a t storm, the 
man rushing around the deck crying, Save, oh! save my mar- 
riage certificate!” and his wife going gurgling to the bottom of 
the sea. Why, a practical Republican would put alife-preserver 
around his wife and his arm, too, let his marriage certificate 
to the devil, and float safely to shore. To-day finds us in the 
midst of great business and commercial storm. The ‘ship of 
State” is being roughly tossed on the waves of distress. Listen! 
ashriek comes out from the darkness. It is the Democratic 
party, running around the deck of the old ship, crying out, 

‘Save, oh! save, oh! save the Constitution!” at the same timeall 
o ret a ia and business interests are going down to the 
ttom. 

In answer to the statement so frequently made by the friends 
of this measure,that a majority of the people of the United States, 
at the polls on 8th of November, 1892, declared that all protec- 
tive tariff legislation was unconstitutional and thatit isnow the 
bounden duty of the present Administration to enforce their 
wishes by appropriate legislation, I want to say thata majority 
the — 8 did not indorse this plank in the Democratic plat- 

orm o : 


Grover Cleveland, Democrat, for President, received -5, 566, 533 
Benj. Harrison, Republican, for President, received 5, 175, 577 
J. B. Weaver, tae, Party, for President, received. I, 122, 045 


John Bidwell, Prohibition, for President, received. 279,191 
Simon Wing, Socialist, for President, received 21, 141 
AP a Bara T TI M RREA AE et center 11, 964, 537 


These figures show that Mr. Cleveland fell short 1,031,471 votes 
of a majority of ue te ular vote. ‘ 

Mr, ison the great manufacturing States of the 
North and West by a majority of 400,000 over Mr. Cleveland. 

SOUTH NEEDS PROTECTION, 

Why should the South continue to adhere to the free-trade 
heresy? She can, if she will, manufacture more and produce it 
cheaper than the States of the North and West: 


Its singular advantage is in the variety of its resources—lands on the 
coasts and river bottoms of wonderful fertility, fitted for cotton, rice, and 
ar; and 8 and mountain valleys, and hills, yielding wheat and corn 

of finest quality, wait to be tilled; fruits, from the orange to the 
and apple, can be produced; swift streams are ready to serve man by 
turning many water wheels; large rivers can be navigated far up to the in- 
terior; 5 mines of iron and copper, beds of coal and quarries of stone 
wait to 0 J vast forests stand ready to serve human needs; spacious 
and noble harbors are along thousands of miles of coast, on ocean and 
galt, and the mild, yet salubrious, air of its upper valleys favors vigor of 
yand mind. Such ae of resources and advantages can hardly be 
found ina similar extent on the globe. 
1 on the Republican side.] 
e rivers of the South have been during the past centuries 
in waste to the sea. To your rivers and creeks “ har- 
ness” cotton factories, iron mills, machine shops, looms, spin- 
dles, and water-wheels. Open up your hills, rich in ore depos- 
its. Let the smoke of forge and furnace ascend from every val- 
ley. Utilize your great forests. Fill your streets with a busy, 
hustling, active people. Attract skilled artisans and capital to 
your States to build and operate great manufacturing establish- 
ments and Repulse your cities, towns, and villagés. Manufac- 
ture that which you need for your own consumption and for im- 
5 thus you will save the cost of transportation from 
istant markets. Enrich your soil, and with the raising of 
more varied crops you can give employment and good wages to 
all your unskilled labor, white and black. 
he Republican party has always legislated for the industries 
of the whole country. It is now ready and willing to give pro- 
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tection to the iron and coal districts of Alabama, Kentucky, and 
Virginia; to the sugar and rice regions of Louisiana and Sou‘h 
Carolina; to the orange orchards of Florida. Instead of send- 
ing your raw cotton into strange marketsand receiving in return 
for it but 8250,00, 000, under a protective system erect great cot- 
ton mills, manufacture your raw cotton into thread, muslin, cot- 
tonades, ete., send out the product of your mills and bring back 
to the cotton States $750,000,000 in place of 8250, 000,000. This 
will put 8500, 000, 000 more in circulation, make money plenty, your 
banks stronger. It will put new blood into your commercial 
life. In a few years you will be knocking at the doors of Con- 
gress asking for a duty on your cotton as well as on your sugar, 
rice, and tobacco. A new cotton superior to the cotton of the 
South has been since 188) finding its way into the American 
market. Egypt sends to the United States a goodly part of her 
crop. 

8 quote from the American Industries: 

In 1885 America bought in the Liverpool markets 3,800 bales of Egyptian 
cotton, and in the succeeding three years a trifle more each season, until the 
trade amounted to 10,470 bales in 1889. Then wide-awake brokers in Boston 
and New Yorkarranged for direct shipments. resulting in an importation 


in 1890 of 23,780 bales: in 1891, of 25,673 bales, while last year’s shipments ag- 
gregated 88.755 bales, and for this year of grace the figure will several 


poiuts better than 40,000 bales. 
Think of it! America buying cotton in Egypt! Is it like carrying coals to 


Newcastle? To the uninitiated it may be, but not so to the 8 
factory owner in Massachusetts or Connecticut. With its silky staple from 
an inch to an inch and a half long, he can, with E tian cotton, make un- 
derwear and hosiery and a dozen other things requiring asmooth finish and 
high luster that he could not make from American cotton alone. 

Whenever the South is willing to join hands with the North 
and West, and together enforce the policy of protection, you will 
become a great and prosperous people. F 

The people of the North and West are not a jealous people. 
They want to se the South become a gene and powerful people 
in the commercial and industrial world. Come, let sectionalism 
go. Let us be Americans and stand for America’s industries. 

efferson said: 

We must now place our manufacturer by the side of the agriculturist. 


Experience has taught me that manufactories are now as necessary to our 
independence as to our comfort. The doors of wisdom are never shut. 


The free-trade Administration now in power may do as Mr. 
Watterson of the Louisville Courier Journal, the great champion 
of free trade, said it would do when he 4 

On lines perfectly clear and broad the new Administration and the new 
Conzress will begin to remove the house that nas been condemned. Time 
will be given its occupants to get out; to remove their effects; and then, 
starting with the roof, the Democratic party will proceed to raze it, story 
by story, to the ground, and when the rotten fo ations are reached to re- 
move them preparatory to the erection in its place of a free-trade tempie. 


If you do so it will not be long until the temple of protection 
will be rebuilt and the party which occupied it for a third of a 
century will come back to live in it once more. k 

The party of protection still lives and moves. The lifeblood 
coursing through its veins is the great respect it has for the 
right: Its determination to vindicate the honor and integrity 
of our nation on land or sea, at home or abroad, its defense of 
American industries and American wage-earners, has brought 
to its support the convictions and conscience of the people of the 
North, t, and West. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Just as long as it stands as the friend and champion of our 
great industrial interests and toiling millions of wage-earners 
of all classes, just so long will it as a party remain fixed and 
rooted in the hearts and affections of the American people. 

Last November it started on its march to make further con- 
quests. The free-trade party will in 1896 be again defeated and 
humiliated as it was at Appomattox in 1865. An outraged and 
indignant people will once more place the Republican party in 
power, and keep it in power until the free-trade Democratic 
party, ‘‘whose only mission has been to lie in cold obstruction 
across the pathway of the nation,” has done like Jacob of old, 
“ gathered up its feet into the bed and yielded up the ghost.“ 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the citizens of Kan- 
sas believe in giving all the protection needed to American 
manufactures and the American laborer, but ask protection for 
the products of the farm. 

The laboring men of this country should be fully protected by 
the e of a bill further restricting immigration, so as to 
exclude from the shores of this country all pauper, contract la- 
bor, vicious, and criminal classes. And all immigration laws 
should te strictly enforced. 

There is no use of protecting the American citizens against 
the importation of the products of cheaplabor while leaving the 
gates wide open for the admission of these classes. 

There is no justice in protecting the manufacturer and refus- 
ing to protect the products of the farm. 

Such products of this country as can be produced, either by 


the American manufacturer, the American farmer, or. the 
American laborer, in quantities to ey the wants of the 
American people, should be protected. By this bill you place 
the products of the farm upon the free list under the pretext of 
giving free raw material, but protect many manufactured ar- 
ticles when it will benefit a Democratic district. This measure 
leaves the American farmers at the mercy of the foreign pro- 
ducer, and yet you pretend to be surprised at their complaint. 

The farmers know full well what effect free trade“ or tariff 
for revenue only ” has had upon the farming and other industries 
of this country; they know that when tried it has been disas- 
trous, not only to them but to every class. 

They know the effects of the compromise sliding scale of 1833 
and the Walker tariff of 1846. 

They have no desire to pass through the hard times that fol- 
lowed the enactment of those measures, or to continue the dis- 
tressing conditions that now exist by reason of the threats to 
change the present tariff laws. 

Speaking of the Walker tariff of 1846, President Fillmore, in 
his annual message in December, 1851, said: 

The value of our spara of breadstuffs and provisions, which it was sw 

theincentive of a low tariff and large im tions from abroad wo 
ave greatly augmented, has fallen from $48,701,921 in 1847, to $21,848,655 in 
1851, with a strong probability, amounting almost to a certainty, ot a still 
further reduction in the current year. The policy which dictated a low rate 
of duties on foreign merchandise, it was thought by those who promotedand 
established it, would tend to benefit the farming population of this country, 
by increasing the demand and raising the price of our agricultural pos 


in foreign markets. The foregoing facts, however, seem to show tes- 
tibly, that no such result has followed the adoption of this policy. 


The farmers have had a little experience lately, that is enough 
to satisfy them that the poy of protection is a benefit to them 
and that a reduction of duty upon farm products is an injury. 

There are four counties in the Fourth district in which 
sheep were handled with profit to their owners, and a benefit to 
the State; up to 1883; in that year there were 24,632 sheep in 
Woodson County, 33,861 in Greenwood County, 34,763 in Coffe 
County, and 52,496 in Butler County; their owners employe 
quite a large number of men, many acres of grazing lands were 
utilized, and there was a home market for the products of the 
tothe oeer Sprie d l lyzed this wi 

e reduction of the duty upon wool paralyzed this gro 
industry, and the number of sheep in these four counties ee 
to 62.000 in 1890. 

Under the benefits of the increased duty upon wool in 1890, 
this industry began to revive; but to-day, because of the fear 
that wool will be placed upon the free list, sheeparea drug upon 
the market, and there are no purchasers for the wool our farm- 
ers have on hand. 

With unfriendly legislation you take from these farmers what 
little they have invested and destroy an industry that with 
pepr protection would not only be profitable to them, but a 

ting benefit to our great and growing State. 

There are 389,629 sheep in Kansas to-day: in 1883 there were 
over 1,000,000; and while the most of our State consists of the 
very best of farming lands, yet we have many acres adapted to 
sheep-raising. 

What is true of the sheep industry in Kansas is also true of it 
in other States where sheep are being raised. 

Having had no experience in this line, I desire to have read 
and printed as a part of my remarks the following letters: 


YATES CENTER, KANS., October 11, 1898. 


DEAR SIR: In answer to your letter of the 4th instant, in regard to the 
price of wool and stock oe I sold my stock sheep 8 at 22 per head 
and unwashed merino wool at 16 cents per pound. This year 1 get no 
offers for my sheep, and wool-buyers do not come to buy wool. Most 
of the farmers have their wool on hand yet. The few who ship theirs 
can not sell it in the market, and it is held at their expense. 

All this disaster in the sheep and wool industry is dueto Democratic free- 
wool scheme, Free wool is sure death to the wool industry of this country. 

The damage resulting from hides being on the free list, the farmer and 
ranger not only lose the price on the hides of their fallen stock. but every + 
beef that is sold is from two to three dollars less in value on the account 
that hides are almost worthless. 

The losses of these two industries are so great that Iam not able to make 
even likea fair estimation. 

I can not see why the farmers of this country, who have no pooling com- 
bines and trusts and must pay nearly all the taxes, shall have W 
on their industry; even the manufacturer of woolen goods, with his im- 
poe machinery of this day, is more able to compete with the European 

dustry than the farmers and wool-growers of the United States are with 
such countries as Australia, South ‘ica, etc., Who need not feed during 
the winter, and have cheaper laborers and pastures. 


Truly yours, 
WM. STOCKEBRAND. 
Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, Washington, D. C. 


LEON, KANS., Oclober 28, 1898, 
FRIEND CURTIS: Yours of the 4th received, and I will answer the best I 
can. Two years ago I sold my wool in the district for 18 cents. Last year 
a told me that Cleveland would be elected and we would have free wool, 
and I had to take 15 cents. This year it would bring on the St. Louis mar- 
ket about 5 cents; but I haye not sold for I can not think that our law 
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3 will rub out ot existence this great industry by putting wool on the 


They call wool raw material, while in fact it comes as near representing 
labor, and be the product of labor, as does the Bly ge Idrive on my farm 
or the clothes L wear. A pound of wool is prod by a year of constant 
care, and corn and hay that is manufactured by the sheep into wool. 

I have no way of getting at the loss to our county, but it will be great, for 
county have given the people a better market than the 
shi: could make, besides receiving the crops in out-of-the-way sections. 

T think hides were placed on the free list in 1872, since which time we have 
lost from one to two dollars on every head; a fair cowhide would weigh 
say, 60 pounds; would sell from 5 cents to 6 cents green; now we get from 11 
cents to 2 cents if extra good. 

What have the farmers done that they must be cursed by having in power 
such men as Cleveland, Mills & Co., who are willing to place our business at 
the mercy of Australia and other cheap labor countries, while they protect 
the manufacturer and his labor. 

I saw shesp sell for 50 cents on the 14th da 

sale that one year ago were worth 83; and t 
prospect of free wool; I have been keeping sheep for twenty-four years, . 
' en the McKinley bill passed, I thought the question settled. I stocked 
up with sheep and owe some on them; it would take all now to pay for the 
few. I am 45 years old, with a familiy, and out of a job, if Cleveland is 
allowed to have his way and give us free wool. I have3,100 sheep and might 
realize from their sale $3,100; og Be re extra fine. Twoyearsagothey would 
have 8 per head or $12,400, I believe that Cleveland through his 
free-wool doctrine has cost me over $9,000. Iam but one of many. 


Truly, yours, 
: H. M. COTTON. 
Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, Washington, D. C. 


of September on foreclosure 
low price was caused by the 


LATHAM, KANS., November 17, 1893. 


DEAR FRIEND: I have been busy and delayed answering your inquiry 
about the price of sheep and wool. 

It is discouraging enough, I assure you, and the i ad ere Democrat 
in the county can date the decline of value from the advent of the present 
Democratic Administration. 

As an illustration, last year our wool netted us 16 cents per pound; this 
year the best offer we can get on the same quality of wool in St. Louis is 8 
cents, or 6 cents net after deducting freight, insurance, commission, and 
sotaad: a net loss of 10 cents per pound, or a loss of $7,000 on 70,000 pounds 
of wool. 

Sheep have depreciated correspondingly. In the summer and fall of 1892, a 
year ago, feeding wethers sold in this county at from $3 to $ per head, stock 

p ewes at from $2.50 to $3.25; this summer and fall feeding 
wethers have sold at from & to $2.50, and practically nosale at any price for 


stock sheep, ewes, and lambs, 
To sum the matter up. d President Harrison's Administration of four 


years, Butler County wool sold at from 15 cents to18 cents per pound; sheep 
at from 2. 50 to $3.50 per head, and was considered gag at eo now prices 
are driven away down below the cost of production. How long the business 
can stand it Ido not know; not long in any event, for such a sweeping and 
destructive depreciation will destroy in afew months whatit has taken years 
of labor to accumulate. 

This county has had from sixty to seventy-five thousand head of sheep that 
yearly consume 200,000 bushels of corn, thousands of dollars of rough feed, 
employed thousands of dollars of capital, and paid a large amount of money 
into the county treasury in the way of taxes, and even another year of pres- 
ent prices and it will be a thing of the past. 

You can e how [ have learned to fear and hate the Democratic 
party when I tell you that, in the last twelve months of this senseless depre- 
ciation, my brothers and I have lost over $15,000; simply a loss of value gone 
and no one benefited thereby. 

Yours truly, 
BERT ANDERSON. 


CHARLES CURTIS, Washington, D. C. 


By this bill you absolutely destroy this great industry in the 
United States; you rob the farmers of the money and PG 
3 and no benefit to the American people will result 

rom it. 

With proper 3 the sheep industry would soon be one 
of the greatest in the country, giving employment to thousands 
of men, causing the investment of millions of capital, utilizing 
millions of acres of land, and in a few years American sheep- 
growers would be able to supply the American market with 
every grade of wool needed. 

For my part I will never vote to tear down this industry, but 
will vote to build it up. 

Cattle-raising is one of the greatest industries in this country, 
and the farmers and stockmen who are engaged in it are en- 
titled to such protection as will give them the American market 
for cattle and their products. 

We have in the State of Kansas 2,685,815 head of cattle, and 
of course are interested in this question. 

In 1872 hides were put upon the free list in hopes that the 
ere would be furnished with cheaper boots, shoes, and leather. 

hile there has been some reduction in price in these articles, 
br it is mostly due to improved machinery and competition; 

ut there has not been a sufficient reduction in price to justify the 
further keeping of hides upon the free list. 

There was a time when it paid the farmer and stockman to 
take hides to market for sale, but now it pays. but little if any- 


thing. 

o the cow or steer that died from the effects of the 
Western blizzard was not a total loss, for the hides were worth 
something; but now it does not pay for the skinning and hauling 
‘to market; yet if you look at the list of articles imported free 
of duty you will find that in the last seven years we have im- 
ported hides and skins, other than fur skins, of the value of 


$176,777,739, or of the yearly average value of $25,253,962, and 
the amount is increasing every year. - 

The farmers and stock-raisers would be glad to see a duty 
placed upon hides, and there should be one. 

We have imported fewer horses since the duty was increased 
by the act of 1890, as is shown by the following: We imported . 
horses of the value of $4,868,862 in 1889, $4,840,480 in 1890, $3,265,- 
254 in 1891, $2,455,868 in 1892, and $2,388,267 in 1893. 

When horses are decreasing in value; when the farmers are 
anxious to obtain a market for the few they have; when the use 
of the electric and cable car lines is decreasing the demand for 
them, this is too great a value to import. 

The farmers of Kansas who own 1,000,594 head of horses would 
be pleased for an opportunity tosupply some of the demands that 
is filled by the importer. 

In justice to the farmers the duty should be so fixed on all 
horses, except those imported for breeding purposes, as to allow 
them to supply the demand. 

A comparison of the amount of eggs imported a few years be- 
fore 18 with those imported since will show what a benefit the 
placing of a duty upon eggs has been to the farmers. The fol- 

owing figures speak for themselves: In 1889 we imported eggs 

of the value of $2,418,976, in 1890 of $2,074,912, in 1891 of the 
value of $1,185,595, in 1892 of the value of $522,240, and in 1893 of 
the value of $392,973. 

Up to a few years ago there was not enough poultry and eggs 
sold in the State of Kansas to justify keeping an account of them, 
but in 1891 the farmers of Kansas realized from the sale of this 
product the sum of $2,559,297, and in 1892 the sum of $2,679,280, 
and egg depots have been established in numerous towns and 
villages in the State. 

The farmers will not thank you for returning eggs to the free 
list, but will condemn you. 

With the large hay fields of this country there is no excuse 
for the importation of a single ton. 

With proper os the farmers would have their hay 
market increased nearly a million dollars each year. 

The duty imposed by the McKinley bill caused a small de- 
crease in the importation of hay, and no doubt did much to cause 
the farmers to pay more attention to this paying industry. 

In Kansas the farmers produced hay of the value of $4,062,546 
in 1891, and the amount was increased to the value of $8,232,251 
in 1892. Hay pressing is now quite extensively followed in many 
of the counties, and carload after carload is shipped East every 


ear. 

There is absolutely no excuse for the importation of so vast an 
amount of the products of the farm as are imported yearly into 
this country, and the American farmers are simply robbed of the 
market to which they are just entitled, and the passage of this 
measure will greatly increase the importation of farm products. 

Secretary Morton, in his last report, says: 

The time will surely come when, under the favorable condition of soil and 
climate which this . a very large share of the agricultural 
products now imported be raised by American farmers. 

Our large imports of hides, fruits, nuts, and wines, aggregating the aver- 
age of over 860,000,000 annually, could be all produced in this country. 

A considerable share of the fibers, including wool and silk, and no doubt a 
1775 portion of the tobacco now imported, could also be produced in the 
United States. 

This is true, likewise, of sugar. 


He might have added that this time will never come if the 
policy of the Democratic party is adopted. 

The State of Kansas has grown up since the war and during a 
period in which this country has been enjoying the benefits of 
the American system of prgiection; and, being an agricultural 
State, [ invite your attentio the following tables, which show 
8 can produce and how great it has developed during that 
period: 


STATE SUMMARY —18%2, 


Table showing the total acreage, amount and value of field crops, and the value 
Of the products of live 221 = 

Acres. | Product. Value. 

3,820,013 | 70,035, 980 | $38, 534, 426. 92 

309, 816 4, 520, 926 2, 157, 335. 11 

5, 603, 588 | 138,658,621 | 42, 889, 849. 01 

1,559,049 43, 722, 484 11, 140, 224.70 

„173 4,042,613 | 1, 697, 057. 30 

138, 226 3,842, 954 1, 407, 983. 08 

4,818 62, 808 47, 108. 00 

80. 147 4,257,504 | 3, 438, 042. 45 

3.502 300, 000 330, 000. 00 

11,087 81, 987 102, 483. 75 

Lee 1, 985, 341. 00 
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Table showing the total acreage, amount and value of crops, and the value 
of the products of 6 * 


59, 455. 99 
4,155, 819. 90 


sla 
Milk sold other than that sold for 
ee ere 1 5 
ou and e 80 
Garden: roducts marketed 
Horticultural products marketed 
Wins manufactured l 


A careful reading of the tables showing the products of Kansas 
for 1892 and the amountof stock on hand, disclose why her 
citizens favor a policy that will increase our home market, 

It will also show that Kansas stood firstin the production of 
wheat, second in broom corn, fourth in oats, fifth in corn, and 

- fifth in flax. The citizens of Kansas also rank high in the owner- 
ship of live stock, standing third in the number of oxen and other 
cattle, fourth in the number of horses, and fourth in the number 
of hogs. ’ 

The citizens of Kansas have built the two Kansas Cities. Kan- 
sas City, Kans., is the second packing and meat center on the 
American continent, and is the second greatest live stock mark- 
eting place in the United States.” This is proved by the follow- 
ing tables: 


Yearly receipts of live stock in Kansas City, Kans. 


< 
. 
g 


Year. Cattle. |Calves.| Hogs. | Sheep. 


033} 4,527 809 6,623 | $4,210,605 
639| 6.071 2.648 13,110 9,175,071 
291.815 | 5,975 | 4.202 14,603 9, 133,399 
212,532 8.855 3,679 13,870 8,692, 337 
68.80 25,237] 2,646 9,083 6,574, 473 
153,777 | 55,015 5,339 | 11,692 | 7,210,033 
102,645 22.100 4,279 13,858 9,129,017 
427,777 38,700 | 10,796 | 16,588 7.728.999 
588,908 | 61,684 | 15,829 | 20,702 | 10,635, 231 
676,477 | 50,611 | 14,086 | 22,704 | 14,277, 215 
014.304 79,024 | 12,592 | 29,089 | 23, 595, 276 
963,036 | 80,724 | 11,716 | 34,668 | 32, 660, 445 
379,401 119,665 | 19,860 | 45,470 | 35, 824, 499 
723,586 | 237,964 | 27,163 | 55,227 | 41, 145,551 
$58,718 | 221, £01 | 24,506 | 63,213 | 32, 181, 940 
264,484 | 172,059 | 33,188 | 58,924 | 35, 340, 150 
423, 262 | 209,956 | 29,600 | 67,752 | 43, 514, 050 
008,984 | 351,050 | 37,650 | 74, 666 | 55, 949, 004 
073,910 | 470,772 | 34,563 | 83, 972 | 59,554, 276 
805.171 535,859 | 37.118 | 108, 160 | 75, 503, 119 
599,109 | 386,760 | 31,740 | 91,456 | 66, 063, 
437,884 | 441, 822 | 82,831 | 98,282 | 76, 600, 
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Here are the figures for ear’s packing in City, Kans., since 


building up 


each y. Kansas 
its first sa et They tell a remarkable story, indeed, of 
of a wond industry: 


400 18,000 
429. 23.000 27 
21,000 8.000 
20.313 38,705 ari 
30, 332 95, 806 660 
45, 421 186, 964 1,663 
40,550 |. 98, 145 1,901 
47, 949 47, 308 7.508 
62, 916 126,916 | - 32, 369 
89. 201 177,931 | 14.004 
43, 788 834 684 6,529 
55,580 380,983 13.275 
860 523,928 | 14,719 
819,923 | 18,770 

770,581 | 28,056 

085,126 57, 201 

134,24 131,241 

557,885 | 107, 333 

720,818 | 80,163 

809,054 | 100, 385 

595,313 | 181, 864 

741, 880 195,027 

805,127 199. 000 

995,652 | 209.241 

773,004 | 160, 317 

20, 465, 25 1, 584, 110 


Of the 4,470,000 food animals marketed in Kansas City, Kans., in 1892 the 
local packers handled 2,690,000 of them, 60 per cent of the total number of 


food animais sold in the market. 

They slaughtered 699,578 cattle in 1892, as inst a total of 533,166 for 1891, 
the increased slaughter of cattle being 166,422, or nearly 83 per cent. 

Local packers in 1802 killed and dressed 56,341 calves, as against 37,905 killed 
in 189!, an increase for the year of 8,738, or about 33 per cent. 

Of hogs they packed 1,773,004 head in 1892, as t 1,995,852 in 1891, a de- 
creased packing of hogs cers anger. bye 222,648 head, less than 12 per cent. 

Of sheep the number killed in 1892 was 160,317, as against 200,641 killed in 
1801, a decrease of 49,324, or about 24 percent. 


Kansas does not stop with the products of the farm, but has 
made rapid progress in other industries which are n to 
make a great State; there are to-day within her borders 2,688 
manufacturing establishments, with over $50,709,400 capital in- 
vested, giving employment to 18,500 men, and producing every 
year material of value of $90,066,711. 

a nor this a great showing for an agricultural State? [Ap- 
plause. 

The people of Kansas would be glad to have more manufactur- 
ing establishments, but have no hope if this proposed measure 
becomes a law. : 

In addition to farm products and manufacturing establishments 
during this period of protection, our State with itsarea of 52,- 

72,160 acres has made rapid strides in everything that it takes 
to make a great State; it has a population of 1,423, 485, an increase 
of 43.27 per cent since 1880; it has property of the assessed value 
of $348,459,944,an increase in assessed valuation of 116.58 per 
cent in the ten years from 1880 to 1890. 

Kansas ranks third in railroads, having 8,882 miles. 

There are 9,088 public schoolhouses within her borders, and 
there are employed to instruct our children 11,888 teachers, to 
whom are paid annually 83.00, 457.45: the school property of our 
State is of the value of $10,707,708. There are a larger number 
of pupils enrolled for every one hundred children between the 

es of and 18 years, than in any other State in the Union. [Ap- 

use. 

The above does not include the State University at Lawrence, 
with an average yearly attendance of 700, nor the State Agri- 
cultural College, with an average yearly attendance of 585, nor 
the Kansas State Normal, which now has enrolled 1,400 yo 
men and women, nor does it include the denominational schools 
of Kansas, which have an annual average attendance of 7,391. 
There are 4,539church organizations in Kansas, and they possess 
property of the value of $7,487,069. 

There are vast deposits of lead, coal, salt, and zinc, that will 
be crippled by cou A free-trade” or * tariff-for-revenue-only ” 
measure that may be enacted into a law. 

Last year Kansas furnished one-fourth of the zinc output of 
the United States. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there is enough salt in the State of Kan- 
sas to supply world ! [Applause.] 

The salt industry of Kansas is in its infancy, and yet there is 
1,250,000 barrels of common fine salt and more than 2,000,000 
packages of fine dairy and table salt manufactured, marketed, 
and shipped from the oe hes Hutchinson perannum. There is 
a solid stratum of salt 350 feet in thickness in the vicinity of 


Hutchinson, and the supply of native rock salt is inexhaustible, 
There are at this time supported by this industry, in the city 
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of Hutchinson, between five and six hundred families; there is 
consumed in the salt industry each year at least 170,000 tons of 
slack coal, which is furnished from the Kansas coal mines. 
Until salt was discovered at Hutchinson the average price was 
$2.50 per barrel by the carload; the same is now sold at 
50 to 55 cents per barrel, and bulk salt of the finest quality sells 
at 10 cents per hundredweight, and stock salt is sold as low as 5 
cents per hundredweight, or $1 per ton. 

If the present duty is retained upon salt this industry will grow 
and soon be oneof the greatest in the country; but if the duty is 
reduced, as is proposed by this bill, it will be greatly crippled if 
not panpa f destroyed, for they can not compete with the Eng- 
lish salt, which is largely if not wholly carried free of freightun- 
til it reaches our shores, being carried as ballast. 

In behalf of this great and growing industry in the State of 
Kansas, I appeal to the members of this House not tochange the 
duty so as to destroy it 

~ Our citizens would be glad to derive the benefit from the 
greater development of the industries which would be pro- 
ductive of a home market. 

They believe this country has been built up under the system 
of protection: that the building up of manufacturing establish- 
ments in the West would not only give us a market for our farm 
e but would cause the great beds of salt, fields of coal, 

eposits of zine and lead, and large stone quarries to be fully 
developed; that it would bring to our State a large number of 
citizens who would build up our cities and open up new farms; 
that it would give us a greater demand and our citizens would 
receive a better price for their products. 

So Kansas has in her few years of statehood tried to induce 
enterprising men to build manufacturing establishments within 
her borders; in other words, the citizens of Kansas, having full 
knowledge of the rich soil, the water power furnished by our 
small but numerous streams, and the great mineral deposits, 
have been trying to fully develop our great State. 

The railroads of Kansas extend to its extreme limit, and have 
Opened up new markets for our numerous products, and have 
caught for us a desirable part of the great army of immigration 
and planted them in the heart of our State, where they haye 
opened ap largo farms, and are making by their industrious ef- 
forts the land that was once considered worthless produce abun- 
dant harvests. 

THE DEBTS OF OUR PEOPLE. 


Yes, the people of Kansas are in debt. It could not have been 
otherwise; the men who settled in Kansas were young and with- 
out means, any purchases made by them must necessarily have 
been made on credit, but with a virgin soil and their invincible 
energy, the liquidation of this debt only required action. 

They have acted, the soil has responded, and the debt was 
diminished 42 per cent from 1887 to 1890, and its entire extin- 

uishment will be an event of the near future. Our citizens 

aye had their misfortunes like those of other States. In every 
state of gorda push, and great development there are bound 
to be financial reverses. In newly opened districts all can not 
succeed; some are bound tofail. How could thecitizens of Kan- 
sas have helped to build so many miles of railroad? How could 
they have built so many churches? How could they have built 
so many school houses and colleges? How could they have built 
so many comfortable homes and substantial barns? How could 
they have built up so many healthy and growing cities? And 
how could they have so rapidly developed our State and placed 
it among the first in the Union, in all that it takes to make a 
good, substantial, and great State, without the liberal use of 
money? 

Buß where is the location of this debt of which we hear so 
much? At the time the statistics were gathered 34 per cent of 
it was on real estate in the western halfof the State, which con- 
tains but 24.12 per cent of our population, and where settlements 
have been ele but a few years, and most of them on public 
lands, a part of the State that to-day contains over 700,000 acres 
of untaken Government land, to say nothing of the large tract 
of untaken railroad land. 

Then 17.49 per cent of all the debt of 1890 existed in the three 
counties of Sedgwick, Shawnee, and Wyandotte. These counties 

~ have 10.32 per cent of the State’s population. Sedgwick County, 
containing the city of Wichita, has the largest indebtedness of 
any county in the State; Wyandotte County, containing Kansas 
City, Kans., is second; and Shawnee County, containing the 
city of Topeka, stands third; yet, any man who reads could ex- 
plain this to you. We had a boom in 1887; it has passed away, and 
we are not anxious for another; but to-day these three cities are 
ee substantial growth and money invested in them is per- 
ectly safe. 
These cities have done much to build up the State; their 


citizens -are saya rca, capable, and honest business men 
who are willing to risk their time, experience, and fortune in- 
building up the west, and they have built up in these three cit- 
ies 672 manufacturing establishments (as follows: Topeka, 333; 
Kansas City, Kans., 232, and “Wichita, 107) that employ 11,954 
hands, and to whom are paid annually nearly $7,000,000 in wages. 
These citizens, as well as those upon Kansas farms, eve 
that the American system of protection is better for them, 
the State, and the Nation than any free-trade policy that may be 
adopted. As in every debate for the last few years Kansas has 
been pointed to as the greatest debt-ridden State in the Union, 
and the claim has been made that the Eastern citizens were the 
only people who were free from debt, and without reflection upon 
any other State I ask the people to look at their debt record for 
a minute and give Kansas a much-needed rest. 

There is Massachusetts, with all her years of development, 
with a real-estate mortgage per capita indebtedness of $144; 
Minnesota, with $152; New Jersey, $161; Kansas, $170; Cali- 
fornia, $200; Colorado, $206; the District of Columbia, where 
this great Government of ours pays out its millions every 
month and where members of Congress help to increase the 


volume of circulation on the $d day of each month during the 
session, has $225; and the great and only Stateof New York, 


where it is supposed all the financial wizards of this Union 
live, has a real-estate mortgage per capita indebtedness of 
$268; yet the citizens of these States are honest; they are not 
repudiators; they will pay as large a per cent of their indebted- 
ness as the citizens of any other State. Yes! as the citizens of 
any other Nation. 

All that the citizens of Kansas ask isa fair show. They raise 
the products of the farm to sell, and do not believe the duty on 
them should be fixed so that nearly $200,000,000 worth of farm 
products can be imported annually and the farmers robbed of 
their market; they do not believe that the farm products should 
be placed on the free list under the head of raw material or an; 
other pretense; they believe that the American producer shoul 
be allowed to furnish the American market with such articles 
as are produced in this country. 

In this speech I have given you much of the true condition of 
the young, growing, and great State of Kansas; because her 
credit has been assaulted by those who should have defended it; 
her citizens have been placed before the world as a lot of bor- 
rowers who do not intend to pay their debts, when in truth and 
in fact we can boast of as large a per cent of honest people as 
any other State in the Union. 

he men who say we can not, or will not, pay our debts, wil- 
fully misrepresents the State of Kansas; she has been placed at 
the bottom of the ladder of States by those who should have 
lifted her to the top. 

Men whose every interest demand that they should tell the 
truth about Kansas have wilfully, deliberately, and falsely rep- 
resented her as a drone among States, and I challenge them to 
name a manufacturing State that has made a better showing in 
the last ten years than the State of Kansas; I challenge them to 
take the products of . State in this Union for any 
number of years, and place them side by side with the products 
of Kansas, and let the people render their verdict. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, are you surprised at the citizens of Kan- 
sas being opposed to this measure when they must look to other 
States for a market? The merchants must have customers be- 
fore they are justified in buying the products of the farm. The 
laboring men must have employment by which they can earn 
the mighty dollar” before they can patronize the stores, and 
the various industries of this country must be so protected as to 
enable them to pay American wages and compete with industries 
of low-wage countries. 

The citizens of no State who rely upon the citizens of another 
State to purchase their products can ry Ba a measure that 
will rob them of the means with which to buy the products upon 
the sale of which their prosperity depends. 

This bill invades the prosperity of all classes in this country, 
and it.seizes with a greedy hand every chance of comfort within 
the reach of the American citizen and presents it to the foreign 
competitors. . : 

Should such an unwise measure be adopted the suffering of the 
vpe will be such as has not been experienced in yeárs. 

The citizens of Kansas are not opposed to this measure simply 
because it strikés a blow at the farming industry, but for a 
further reason that it is against the laboring men and the vari- 
ous industries of this country. 

The farmers believe that the manufacturing and other in- 
dustries should be so protected as to afford them a chance to live 
and pay living wages to the American laboring men. 

When you rob the laboring men of their employment, you rob 
the farmers of their customers. 


688 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


J ANUARY 10, 


Then, again, the farmers believe in an American policy; a 
policy that will build up the various industries of this country, 
and not one that will destroy them and bring want, distress, and 
misery among the people. 

There is no dodging the fact that any policy, no matter by 
what name it is known, that closes the factories of this country; 
that bankrupts the railroads; that destroys our great industries; 
that robs the laborer of 3 and fills the country with a 
vast army Jf unemployed who know not where to look for bread; 
that robs the farmer of his market; that robs the people of con- 
fidence; that disturbs business and fills the people with want, 
misery and despair, is un-American and unpatriotic. 

During the extra session gentlemen were quite free to ask if 
England should legislate for us upon the silver question.” They 
were surprised, and so was I, that the wishes of England were 
always to be consulted. 

Why do these same gentlemen now advocate this measure, 
every line of which is more in the interest of the citizens of Eng- 
land than in the interest of the citizens of the United States? 
A measure that receives many times the praise from the English 
that it does from the American press. 

Why do you support a measure the pores of which will make 
all classes in England rejoice and all classes in America weep? 

I read in the Demooratic platform that the American system 
of protection is unconstitutional, and quite a number of gentle- 
on who have taken part in this debate have made the same 
charge. 

Now. T have no desire to support a measure that is unconstitu- 
tional, and so have examined the Constitution of the United 
States and find the following section: 


ARTICLE I. 


SEC. 8. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, E the debts and provide for the common defense 
and welfare of the Uni tates; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 


Surely the American system of protection comesclearly within 


the provisions of this section. 

But in leoking over constitutions I found one of what was 
known as the Confederate States, one section of which is as fol- 
lows: 

ARTICLE I. 


Sxc 8. The Congress shall have power (1) to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, for revenue necessary to pay the debt, provide for the 
common defense, and carry on the government of the Confederate States; 
but no bounties shall be granted from the treasury; nor shall any duties or 
taxes on importations from foreign nations be laid to mote or foster any 
branch of industry; and all duties, imposts, and ex: shall be uniform 
through the Confederate States. 


As the American system of protection is not in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, but as it might be in vio- 
lation of the dead constitution of the Confederate States, I am 
led to the conclusion that the gentlemen who wrote the Demo- 
cratic platform at Chicago had the wrong constitution before 
them, and that the gentlemen who have been saying so much 
about the unconstitutionality of the system of protection must 
have gotten the constitutions mixed. 

Iam sorry the gentlemen upon the other side having charge 
of this bill have been so unfortunate in the selection of its title. 
I fear it was selected to grossly deceivea confiding constituency. 

They say it is A bill to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes.” 

It should have been entitled A bill to promote home idleness. 
and home poverty as among the people of the United States, and 
to deprive the people of the power to provide a comfortable 
maintenance for themselves, or to contribute to the wealth, the 
greatness, and the defensive power of this nation.” 

For, Mr. Chairman, this bill is formulated and presented to 
this legislative body for enactment for the ayowed purpose of 
taking employment away from American producers and giving 
it to the producers of foreign countries; thus forcing American 
labor into a condition of idleness and abjectness, the contempla- 
tion of which is most deplorable. And its enactment would 
be to take the market from American farmers, rob American 
laborers of employment, and assassinate American industries, 
and would be unfair, unjust, and cruel to American citizens. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

M BROOKSHIRE. move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennes- 
see reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) to 
reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MAHON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave 
of absence on account of sickness in his family. : 

And then, on motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (at 10 
o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 5122) to amend section 3449 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, prescribing penalties 
for removing any liquors or wines under other than trade names— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 5123) entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the Kansas and Ar- 


kansas valley Railway to construct and operate additional lines 


of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poes: ” approved February 24, 1891—to the Committee on Indian 
airs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 
5158) to define and to provide for the execution of the provisions 
of sections 1390, 1476, and 1480 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 5159) to reduce the 
expenses of collecting customs revenue—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A resolution requesting report 
from the Postmaster-General as to why he fails to obey a certain 
order of the Court of Claims—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A resolution for the resto- 
ration of the United States flag on the United States Capitol 
building at Washington—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
ard Grounds, 

ay Mr. MUTCHLER: A resolution for the payment of Henry 
G. Clement for his services rendered as clerk to the late Charles 
O'Neill, deceased—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WISE: A resolution to pay the widow of James R. 
Fisher, late assistant librarian of the House of Representatives, 
a sum equal to one year’s salary—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A memorial from the Legislature 
of Idaho, praying that certain waters in that State be drained— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution requesting the Secretary of 
State to communicate to the House certain information regard- 
ing appointments made since March 4, 1893—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 5124) for the relief of Nel- 
son Dalbeck—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 5125) for the relief of the 
estate of B. S. Hallum, Warren County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) for the relief of Solomon Geisenberg, 
Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Levi M. Loewenberg, 
administrator of S. R. and C. W. Strong, deceased, late of War- 
ren County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) for the relief of Rebecca L. Bolling, of 
Warren County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims un- 
der the act March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) for the relief of Allie V. Askew, ad- 
ministratrix of W. W. Neeley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ee or the relief of W. S. Lum, executor 
of Ann Lum, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. N 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of Rebecca L. Bolling, ~ 
administratrix of Emily R. Martin, deceased, late of Vicksburg 
Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of. 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) for the relief of Patrick Sheehan, of 
Warren County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims un- 
der the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief 
of D. W. Massee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 5134) to extend the 
patent granted to William Farr Goodwin for improvement in 
railway tracks and trucks—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5135) to pay James 
L. Willett arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5136) for the relief 
of William W.. Carson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5137) for the relief of Mary Jane Hubbard, 
of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5138) to pay members of certain military or- 
ganizations—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill H. R. 5139) granting a pension to Nancy Reynolds, 
widow of Joseph Reynolds, of Huntsville, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of A. D. Rutherford—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5141) for the 
relief of James Madison Martin—to the Committee on War 
Clsims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5142) to increase the pension of H. S. May- 
hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5143) for the relief of Mary A. Holland—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5144) for the relief of James M. Clowers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5145) for the relief of Simeon H. King’s ex- 


- ecutrix—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5146) for the relief of Larkin H. Penny to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5147) for the relief of the heirs of H. Scott 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: A bill H. R. 5148) appropriating $50,- 
000 for improvement and maintenance of Quincy Bay, Illinois— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 5149) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be placed on the volunteer roll of 
Company I, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, of the late war, the 
name of George W. Gill, with rank of private, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5150) for the relief 
of holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, 
1 A other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5151) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Kelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 5152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen 
H. Smith, of King William County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 5153) for the 
relief of Mr. and Mrs. J. T. Strother, of Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5154) to pension 
John Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5155) to place Henry Zell on the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5156) for the relief of Eli G. 
Fleming, late captain of Company F, Fifth Tennessee Cavalry 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANCH: A bill (H. R. 5157) for the relief of Mary E. 
1 heir of D. L. Pritchard, deceased, late of Camden County, 
N. C. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 5160) to refer the title of the 
heirs of Don Juan Filhiol to certain lands in Arkansas to the 
Court of Claims to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 5161) granting 
a pension to Ann Adams, dependent mother of Thomas Adams, 
deceased, late of Company K, One hundred and twelfth New 
York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5162) granti 

nsion to Mathilda S. Lawler—to the Committee on Invali 

ensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5163) for the 
relief of Mary H. McReynolds and others—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5164) for the relief of D. L. Carmicheal—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) granting an honorable discharge to 
Jesse Roberts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Protest of lead miners of Missouri 
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and other States, against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Wells Branch, W. Va., against the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest by lithographers of New York City and Brook- 
1 against the Wilson bill to the Committee on Ways and 

euns. 

Also, protest of the furnace owners of Southwest Virginia, 
W. Va., against the Wilson bill to the Committee on Way 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of Workingmen’s Protective Union, against 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Big Stone Gap, Va., against the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Protest of 1,100 citizens of Western 
Texas, against the pissing. of wool on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Protest of 500 miners of lead ores 
in Missouri and other Western States, against the provisions in 
the tariff bill which prescribes 15 per cent ad valorem on lead 
ores and admits duty free all ores in which the value in silver 
z greater than that of lead—to the Committee on Ways and 

gans. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of J. B. and G. R. King, 
praying that the present duty on calcined plaster be retained— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINSMORE (by request): Petition of George Glenn, 
of Madison County, Ark., for his relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 2 

Also, petition of James Fanning, for his relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. DRAPER: Protest of employés of Ray’s Woolen Mills, 
of Franklin, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Protest of employés of Kuh, Narlean 
& Fischer 1 of Chicago, III., against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the employers of labor, workingmen, and 
others, of Chicago, III., nst the age of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of Rawlins Post, No. 31, 
Grand Army of the Republic, asking that all suspended pen- 
sions be speedily adjusted, and protesting against the charge 
that wholesale frauds exist in increasing pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLETCHER: Letter from Governor Nelson, of Min- 


nesota, touching balance of direct tax to State of Minnesota, 
treated as a memorial, with accompanying letter from First 
Comptroller of the Treasury—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. FYAN: Petition of 700 persons in St. Francois County, 
Mo., for modification of duties on lead under the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.GEISSENHAINER: Petition of William Farr Goodwin, 
for extension of patent for an improvement in railway tracks 
and trucks—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Protest of 118 workingmen, 
constituting the entire force employed in the cut-glass works of 
I. Hoase & Co., Corning, N. Y., against a reduction of tariff 
on cut glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of Winter Ball Manufacturing 
Company, William Harvey & Co., Warwick, Newberry & Co., 
manufacturers of umbrellas, parasols, and walking canes, pro- 
testing against the provisions in the Wilson tariff bill which 
woulddestroy their industries—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition relative to the retirement of 
enlisted men of the United States Army and Marine Corps—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARE: Remonstrance of 53 citizens of Bucyrus, Ohio, 
1 the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, r 


By Mr. HAYES: Petition of dealers in cigars and others, of 
Muscatine County, Iowa, asking for the duty of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Scott County, Iowa, for tariff on 
barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frank Doubrawa, sr., and others, of Ma- 
quoketa, lowa, asking for duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf 
tob:cco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. J. H. Witt and others, of Davenport, Iowa, 
asking a duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 
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Also, petition of Herman Jacker and others, of Davenport, 
Towa, sA app a duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Mueller, of Davenport, Iowa, for re- 
tention of duty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, petition of Iowa soldiers for service-pension law—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ben Van Heinberg for increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Resolutionsof the Board of 
Trado of Reading, Pa., protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tarif bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Paper from Bart E. Linehan, 
esq., Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the reduction of pos to 1 
cent an ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, : 

Also, paper from Austin McNally, esq., Cascade, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the reduction of postage to 1 cent an ounce—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution by Dubuque Trades and Labor Congress, 
Dubuque, Iowa, favoring Government ownership and control of 
telegraphs—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Central 
Labor Union of Williamsport, Pa., against erecting the Govern- 
ment Printing Office by contract—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: Petition of certain dealers of 
Knoxville, Tenn., for a uniform rate of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition torefer claim of administrator of estate of Black- 
more H. Blackenship, deceased, to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of L. R. Glenn and 80 others, citizens 
of Polk, Iowa, asking the restoration of suspended pensions and 
that no further suspensions be permitted until after proof of 
fraud to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of L. R.Glenn and 80 others, citizens of Polk, 
Iowa, asking the enactment of an equitable service-pension 
Iaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Remonstrance of 22 citizens 
of Henr County, Ind., wool-growers, against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 70 citizens of Rushville, Rush County, Ind., 
against the ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of New Mexico, pray- 
ing tag, Bers to pass bill to establish a bureau of public health 
within the Treasury Department of the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Remonstrance of C. C. Davidson and 100 
others, of Florence County, Wis., t putting iron ore on 

the free list—to the Co ttee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MAHON: Protest of the farmers, growers of cigar 
leaf tobacco, their employés, and others interested in the culti- 
yation of that product, of Snyder, Pa., against the reduction of 
dnty on foreign wrappers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Affidavits of Timothy Curby, Francis Ste- 
phens, Isaac Pengo, and Barberry Collins, and other papers to 
accompany House bill 5117, to correct the military record of 
Frank G. Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of William Beheimer and 104 other citizens of 
Grant County, Ind., to 5 bill 5118, granting in- 
crease of pension to Louis McCaskey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of Love & Co. and others, asking 
for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Resolutions adopted at a public meet- 
ing of citizens at Big Stone Gap, Va., protesting: Aga inet the 
provisions of the Wilson bill, which proposes to p iron ore, 
coal, and lumber upon the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. i 

Also, memorial and resolution of the lithographers of New 
York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, praying for a specific duty on 
lithographic goods, instead of the existing or proposed ad valo- 
rem 8 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERCER: Fifteen petitions for a reduction of letter post- 
age to 1 cent an ounce—to Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Ezra Dimen and others, over- 
seers and operatives in the Kotch Spinning Corporation Mills, 
New Bedford; of William Nixon and others, overseers. and opera- 
tives in City Mills; of James F. Whalen and others, overseers and 


operatives in Sanford Spinning Co. Mill; of John J. Heron and 
others, overseers and operatives in the City Manufacturing Mills, 
New Bedford; and of Charles A. Serpa others, overseergand 
operativesin millsin New Bedford, allof Massachusetts, against 
the passage of the proposed Wilson tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Thomas F. O’Connell and others, overseers and 
operatives in the Davol Mills, Fall River; of George Allen and 
others, overseers and operatives in the Narragansett Mills, Fall 
River; and protestof employers of labor, workingmen, and other 
citizens of Wareham, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New Bedford (Mass.) Cotton Mule Spin- 
ners’ Association, against the reduction of duties on cotton yarns 
and fabricsand the substitution of ad valorem for specie duties— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cotton Yarn Spinners of America, pro- 
ja gt againstthe cotton-yarn schedule as proposed by the Ways 
and Means Committee inthe measure known as the Wilson bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. s 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Edward S. O’Conner and 


other employés of Utica (N. Y.) post-office, asking for eof 
ee bill 56—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
s 


By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petitionof Jacob Mann, for reference 
of House bill 1506 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of the farmers, growers of 
leaf tobacco, their employés and others interested in the culti- 
vation of that product in Newington, Broad Brook, Windsor 
Locks, Suffield, Granby, Enfield, and East Windsor, all in Hart- 
ford County, Conn., and also of those of Ellington, Tolland County, 
Conn., all protesting against the proposed reduction of oy on 
foreign wrappers to $1 per pound for unstemmed and $1.25 for 
stemmed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A memorial from 53employers, work- 
men, and citizens of Forsyth, Mich., protesting against placi 
iron ore on the free list, and affirming that such action woul 
entail great hardships upon the people of that section—to the 
Committee on ve and Means. à 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Petition of Michael Keating and 26 
other employés of Henry Klous, of Lawrence, Mass., protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of R. Stafhea & Co., I. P. Tiche- 
nor & Co., A. Grossenbusch & Co., and 79 others, commission 
merchants and wholesale merchants of Milwaukee, Wis., asking 
for the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan Bay—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 2 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 34 employés of Ramshorn 
Woolen Mills, Millbury, Mass., protesting against the 2 of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 125 employés of Thayer Woolen Company, 
North Oxford, Mass., protesting against the pasna of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Protest of Ellsworth McDonnell, W. L. 
Bell, and 55 other employés of Lewis Jones, manufacturer of 
hosiery, ete., at Bristol, Pa., against any legislation adverse to 
to the policy of tariff protection to American industries and 
American workingmen—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Mary H. McRey- 
nolds and others, of Colbert County, Ala.. praying that the Com- 
mittee on War Claims refer her claim, together with all papers 
submitted, to the Court of Claims, under act of March 3, 1 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of D. L. Carmichael, of Franklin County, Ala., 
praying that the Committee on War Claims refer his claim, to- 

er with all papers and proofs submitted, to the Court of 
ims, under the act of March 3, 1853—to the Committee on 


War 8. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Isaac 
E. Wittan and 86 other employés of the S. N. & C. Russell Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Pittsfield, Mass., against the e of 
the d Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, remonstrance of George W. Gibson and 27 others, farm- 
ers and tobacco-growers, of Tyringham, Mass., t the pas- 
sage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Samuel Chapman and 4 others, of West 


Deerfleld, Mass., against the passage of the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: Protest of 150 business 
men of Charlotte, N. Y., against the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 11, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The 1 of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY. OF SCIENCES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1893; 
which, on motion of Mr. MANDERSON, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 9 soldiers of the late 
war, citizens of Dawn, Ohio, praying for an investigation of the 
Pension Bureau; which was refe to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 5335, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the governmental contro! of 
the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. = 

He also presented memorials of 700 citizens of Wilmington; 
of 82 citizens of Clay Township; of 170-citizens of Cleveland; of 
57 citizens of Richland Township; of 17 citizens of Cincinnati, 
and of 50 citizens of Crooksville, all in the State of Ohio, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill: which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of S. W. Me- 
Connell and 88 other citizens of Gogebic County, Mich., and the 

tition of H. E. Hosking and 103 other citizens of Forsyth, 

ich., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill: which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
t Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the St. Botolph Club, of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the clause in the Wilson 
tariff bill proposing to place paintings and statuary on the free 
list; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. Allen and other eiti- 
zens of Attleboro, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. QUAY presented memorialsof manufacturers of green and 
flint glass bottles of Everett; of sundry citizens of Elk Creek; of 
Local Assembly, No. 22, American Flint Glass Workers, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Philadelphia Board of Trade; of sundry wage- 
earners of Allentown; of cigar-manufacturers of Wells Township, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, and of lead miners of Missouri, 
Idaho, Indiana, Illinois, Nevada, New Mexico, South Dakota, 
Utah, Indiana, Kansas, Virginia, Washington, Wisconsin, and 
Colorado, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Foundrymen’s Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against.a further agi- 
tation of the tariff question; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of cigar manufacturers of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 

r cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the 

ittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of cigar manufacturers of Eph- 
rata, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying that an 5 made for the purchase 
of ground adjoining the post-office at Philadelphia, Pa., for in- 
creased. postal facilities: which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HO AR presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Boston (Mass.) Society of Water Color Painters, held January 
6, 1894, unanimously indorsing the free-art clause of the Wilson 
tariff bill: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of Rudolph Kunath 
and other cigar manufacturers of Lapeer, Mich., praying for the 


imposition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf t 


tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wina- 
mac, Ind., praying that. Robert A. Stuart, late of Companies B 
and C, First Regiment Delaware Cavalry. Volunteers, be granted 
à pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of prominent citizens. 
of Hastings, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. ~ 

REPORTS’ OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 

was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to cause the settlement of the accounts of 
Special Agents Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, 
with the Delaware Indians, etc., reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 299) to extend the time 
for the construction of the railway of the Choctaw Coal and Rail- 
way Company, to report it favorably, and tosubmit a written re- 
port thereon. Itis important that this bill should pass at an 
early date, but I do not ask consideration for it this morning. 
I ask that it may be put on the Calendar and the report printed, 
and I shall ask the Senate to consider it on Monday morn- 
ing next. Itis very essential that the bill should be considered 


early. 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 985) to extend the time for the construc- 
tion of the railway of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Compan: 
and to confer additional powers upon said company, repo 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 507) providing for the collection of fees for furnish- 
ing certificates of title to vessels; 

A bill (S. 587) toamend an act entitled An act to regulate the 
. of passengers by sea,“ approved August 2, 1882; 


(S. 511) providing for the establishment and enforce- 
ment of rules regulations ſor the use and navigation of the 


eee States canals and similar works of navigation, and for 
other oses; 

A bill (S. 495) to establish a marine board for the advancement 
of the interest of the merchant marine; 

A bill (S. 509) to amend an act entitled An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels’ 
names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the 
draft,” a 5 8 February 21, 1891; 

A Bill R. 156) for the establishment of a light and fog sig- 
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.; 

A bill (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to amend sections 4146, 4320, also section 
Jol the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Stat utes, ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and for other e and 
N (S. 1206) toestablisha port of delivery at Bonners Ferry, 

alo, ; 

Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 497) to amend ‘‘Anact to amend 
section 4400 of Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved 
August 7, 1882; and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the 
Revised Statutes, “‘ Regulation of steam vessels,” to submit a 
written report thereon. The committee have also instructed 
me to present an amendment to the bill, which I shall do and 
file with the bill within a day or two. 2 

7 — VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal - 
endar. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 175) granting a right of way to the 
Jamestown and Northern Railway through the Devil's Lake In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of North Dakota, reported it 
without amendment.. $ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1060} to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Alsea 
and other bands of Indians located upon the Siletz Reservation 
in the State of Oregon, and to make appropriation for carrying 
the same into effect, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 897) to amend an act entitled An act 
to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Depredations; which was agreed 


0. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee of Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 694) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and 
Dora L. Stark, for stores and supplies taken by the military 


forces of the United States for their use during the war for the 


the Court: of Claims, 


suppression of the rebellion, as found by ae 
was: postponed indefi- 


e adversely thereon, and the bil 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 1412), 


for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark; which 
was read twice by its title. 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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to whom was referred the bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments 
in the Army of the United States, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1363) for the relief of Francis Scala, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs: which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1312) for the relief of the heirs of 
Charles B. Smith, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

INSPECTOR OF BOILER PLATES. 

Mr. QUAY. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1920) to amend section 4430, 
Title LII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it 
favorably, without amendment. As it is a departmental billand 
was passed unanimously by the other House several months ago, 
Task for its present consideration. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That section 4430 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
State be amended by adding thereto a paragraph, as follows: 

“ And the Supervising Inspector-General may, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, detail assistant inspectors from any local inspec- 
tion district where assistant inspectors are employed, to inspect iron or 
steel boiler plates at the mills where the same are manufactured; and if the 

lates are found in accordance with the rules of the supervising es get 
fhe assistant inspector shall stamp the same with the initials of his name, 
followed the letters and words, U. S. Assistant Iuspector; and material 
so stam shall be accepted by the local inspectors in the districts where 


such material is to be manufactured into marine boilers as being in full 


compliance With the requirements of this section regarding the inspection 


tes; it be further provided that any person who affixes any 

Sige foe 3 miak or counterfeit of the stamp herein an- 

thorized to be put on by an assistant 1 tor. shall be deemed ty ot a 

felony, and shall be fined not less than $1,000, nor more than $5,000, and im- 
prisoned not less than two years nor more than five years. 

Mr. QUAY. The object of the proposed amendment of the 

law is very succinctly stated in the report of the Supervising In- 


spector-General in a paragraph which I ask the tary to 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The object of this amendment is to vide for testing plate at the mills 
where manufactured instead of at the boiler works, and thus save the ex- 

3 5 8 1 5 ae 
1 us kept idle whilst waiting for new plates to take the 
place of rejected ones. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the title was amended so as to 
read: A bill to amend section 4430, title 52, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relative to the inspection of iron 
or steel boiler plates.” 

* DES MOINES RAPIDS POWER COMPANY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill S. 1126) granting to the Des 
Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct, 
operate, and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power station inthe 
Mississippi River in Hancock County, Ill., to report it with 
amendments, and I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

The vie E-PRESIDENT. The amendmentsof the committee 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
canal,” to strike out within 500 feet of the shore line of“ and 
insert along.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word“ River,” 
in line 17, to insert: 

That the constructions hereby authorized do not in 8 in- 
terfere with the existing low-water channel over the Des Moines Rapids, or 
with any interests of ere, pana And provided further, That until the pina 
and locations of the work herein authorized, so far as they affect the inter- 
ests of navigation. have been approved by the Secretary of War, the canal 
shall not be commenced or built. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add after section 1 the following 
additional section: 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 


works herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
Within four years from the date hereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TELLER. Now, let the whole bill be read as amended. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as amended. 
The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Des 


Moines Rapids Power Com a corporation created and organized under 
the laws of the State of ois, its successors and assigns, to erect, con- 
struct, operate, and maintain a canal along the east bank of the Mississippi 
River, between Nauvoo and Hamilton, in Hancock County, in the State of 
Dlinols, to erect, construct, operate, and maintain a power station . 
and to project, erect, construct, and Bos plone and maintain a wing dam 
feet into the river from the head of said canal, and to make such other im- 
provements as may be necessary within said limit for the development of 
Water power and the generation, use. and transmission therefrom of electric 
energy and power at, in, and upon the Des Moines Rapids of the Mississippi 
River: Provided, That the constructions hereby authorized do not in any 
way interfere with the existing low-water channel over the Des Moines 
Rapids, or with any interests of navigation: And provided further, That un- 
til the rn and locations of the works herein authorized, so far as they 
affect the interests of navigation, have been approved by the Secretary of 
War, the canal shall not be commenced or built. 

SEC. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
works herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within four years from the date hereof. 

Src. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state for the information of the Sen- 
ate that the bill was referred to the Secretary of War and by 
him referred to the local engineer, Maj. Mackenzie. He re- 
ported upon it, and then the Chief of Engineers, Gen. Casey, 
reported to the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of War re- 
ported onit. I have all the letters here indorsing the bill as 


amended. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 


from Illinois a question. If this is a good thing to do, what is 
the necessity to give the parties two years’ time in which to 
commence the work? Is not that an unusually long time? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose they are ready to commence work 
now, but generally in such cases we give a little time for the 
parties to get the machinery to the place and to get ready. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill gives them four years? 

Mr. CULLOM. No: four years for the completion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Two years in which to commence 
the work? 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes; and four years in which to complete it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that the letter of Maj. Mackenzie be 
read, that we may learn what he thinks about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. The Senator may have all the 
letters read if he wishes. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should like to have them all printed in the 
RECORD, 

Mr. CULLOM. I will put them in the RECORD. 

1 8 VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter of Maj. Mackenzie will 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Rock Island, IUl., November 7, 1898. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of Senate bill 1126, 
Fifty-third ‘ess, first session, granting tothe Des Moines Rapids Power 
Company the ht to “erect, construct, operate, and maintaina wing dam, 
canai, and power station in the Mississippi River, in Hancock County, III.“ 
This bill is referred to me for report by indorsement, dated Office ef of 
mages: United States Army, November 3, 1893. (File number 4323-1893.) 

e bill authorizes the construction of a canal within 500 feet of the shore 
line of the east bank of the Mississippi River, between Nauvoo and Hamil- 
ton, III., with power station, e e etc. The legend attached to the map 
pte naar the 5 provides for constructing outside embankment 
rag tf porone to Mig Water shore line, and for a width of canal of from 300 

ee! 

Previous to the construction of the Des Moines Rapids Canal steamboats 
used a low-water channel through the rock reef forming the Des Moines 
Rapids. Such channel is not much used at present time, boats preferrin, 
the canal at low or ordinary stages. But in case ot any accident to the canal, 
an urgent necessity for the use of such channel might arise. Any works 
constructed on the east side of the river, as proposed, should not, therefore, 
interfere in any way with such channel; or, if they do so interfere, a new 
aa 8 channelshould begtven elsewhere before the existing chan - 
ne osed. 

It the proposed outer embankment is built parallel to the high-water shore 
line, not to exceed 400 feet from it, it is thought there will be no such 
interference at any point, while if built 500 feet from shore line, as proposed 
by act, there might be such interference at one or two points. There are 
points at which the width could be greatly increased without any interfer- 
FVV tfull t th 

o protect the rests of navigation, I wo respec y suggest the 
following modifications in the bill as proposed: 

Section 1, line 6, omit the word “within.” 

Section 1, line 7, omit the words “five hundred feet of the shore line of,” 
and substitute the word along.“ 

Section 1. line 17, add the words: “Provided the constructions hereb; 
authorized do not in any way interfere with the existing low-water channe! 
over the Des Moines Rapids, or with any interests of na tion: And 
vided Further,. That until the plans and locations of the works herein author- 
ized, so far as they affect the interests of na tion, have been approved 
by the Secretary of War, the canal shall not be built.“ 

It is suggested that atime limit, such as has been inserted in modern 
bridge acts, would be poper in connection with the proposed authority, 
and such modification is recommended, as follows: 

“SEC. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
works herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within three years from the date hereof.” 

Then follow with section 3: 

„Sp. 3. e the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 


= y respec tfull our obedient servant, 
TAIE di A. MACKENZIE, 
Major, Corps of Engineers. 
Brig. Gen. THOMAS L. CASEY, 


Ohief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 


1894. 
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Mr, CULLOM, I will insert in the RECORD the letters of the 
Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers. I will state that 
the Secretary of War suggested five years as the limit of time, 
but the committee put it at four. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letters will 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

The letters are as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., December 4, 1893. 

Sir: I have the honor to return Senate bill 1126, Fifty-third Congress, first 
session, “Granting to the Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right to 
erect, construct, operate, and maintain a wing dam, „ and power sta- 
tion in the Mississippi River, in Hancock County, III.,“ which was referred 
to this Department on November 2, 1893, and to invite your attention to the 
accom: g letter from the Chief of Engineers dated the Ist instant, and 
to the copy of the report on the bill from Maj. A. Mackenzie, dated Novem- 
ber 7, whose views are concurred in by the Chief of Engineers. 

The bill has accordingly been amended by the Chief of Engineers, who re- 
marks that as amended no objection, so far as the interests of navigation 
are concerned, are known to his office to its passage. The amendments 
meet with the approval of the Department, except the one proposed in sec- 
tion 2, which provides that the act shall be null and void if actual construc- 
tion of the works herein authorized be not commenced within two years 
and completed within three years from the date hereof.” This time seems 
rather short. If the work is commenced within three years and completed 
within five 8 it will be soon enough. 

The petition and tracing which accompanied your communication are 
rain 5 

ery respec v. 
5 3 DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN of the Committee on Commerce, 

States Senate, 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 1, 1893. 


Stn: I have the honor to return herewith, with its inclosed petition and 
drawing, the letter of the Committee on Commerce, United States Senate, 
dated Noveniber 2, 1893, inclosing, for views of the War Department thereon, 
a copy of S. 1126, Fifty-third Congress, first session, A bill granting to the 
Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct, o te. 
and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power svation in the M ippl 
River in Hancock County, III.,“ with the following report: 

A copy of a report upon the bill, dated November 7, 1893, by Maj. A. Mac- 
kenzie, Corps of Engineers, the local engineer officer, is also transmitted 
bog tees and attention is invited to his views, which are concurred in by 

office. 

It is recommended that the bill be amended as follows: 

Section 1, lines 6 and 7, strike out the words ‘within five hundred feet of 
the shore line ot,“ and substitute therefor the word along.“ 

At the end of section 1 add, ‘Provided, That the constructions hereby au- 
thorized do notin any way interfere with the existing low-water channel 
over the Des Moines ids, or with any interests of eee And pro- 
vided further, That until the plans and locations of the works herein author- 
ized, so far as they affect the interests of navigation, have been approved by 
the Secretary of War, the canal shall not be commenced or built. 

e the existing section 2 to section 3, and insert a new section 2, as 
follows: “Sec, 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction 
of the works herein authorized be not commenced within two years and 
completed within three years from the date hereof.” 

A copy of the bill with these amendments indicated thereon is inclosed, 
and as so amended no objection, so far as the interests of navigation are 
concerned, is known to this office to its passage by Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. D S: LAMONT, Secretary of War. 


Mr. BATE. Will the Senator in charge of the bill state what 
committee it was before? 

. The Committee on Commerce had charge of 

e bill. 

Mr. BATE. What is the width of the Mississippi River where 
it is proposed to extend the dam 500 feet? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a mile wide, I presume, at that point. I 
do not remember exactly. 

í Mr. BATE. Are there any other dams like it above or be- 
ow? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Mr. BATE. Is this to be the only dam of the kind in the 
Mississippi River? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is to be the only one in that section. I do 
not know whether there is another anywhere else on the river 
or not. 

Mr. ALLISON, This bill is a new matter to me, but if it does 
not interfere with the existing canal on the west side of the 
river 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not, 

Mr. ALLISON. A canal which the Government has con- 
structed at avery heavy cost and which it is now maintaining, 
I do notobject to it. But it isa very delicate matter, it seems 
to me, tobe granting to a private corporation an important fran- 
chise like this, which may at some time interfere with the water 
of the can+l on the west side. 

Mr. CULLOM. It cin not possibly do so, because the bill is 
guarded so that if the dam shouldin any way interfere with navi- 
gation through the canal or any other channel there the act 
would be regarded as null and void. It is subject to repeal. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; but-after a large expenditure has 
been made for the purposes indicated it is not.an easy thing to 


deal with a matter of this character. However, I shall not ob- 
ject to the bill. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are certain rules of the Senate, busi- 
ness rules, founded upon common sense. They are wise regula- 
tions drawn from experience. This important and interesting 
bill comes here with no written report, with riders and amend- 
ments pasted on, and immediate consideration is asked for it. I 
think there should have been a written report, including in it 
the letter from the Chief of Engineers, and that the bill and re- 
port should have been printa: I shall make no objection to the 
consideration of the bill at any other time, but if it is still open 
to objection I object to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. L hope the Senator from Connecticut will not 
object to this. measure. It isnot an uncommon thing for the 
Committee on Commerce toask for the consideration of such bills 
when they are reported. Thereport of the Chief of Engineers 
is here; the local engineer’s report is here, and the letter of the 
Secretary of Waris here. Everything is here, and the bill has 
been amended exactly according to the requirements of the 
Chief of Engineers and the local engineer and the Secretary of 
War. It is even alittle more stringent in its provisions than 
the 3 War required. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All that matter is very good, and it might 
have appeared quite properly in a report. Just as strong an ar- 
gument can be made for nine-tenths of the good bills that 
come here; but it is the usage and the rule that there shall bea 
report, and that the bill as proposed to be amended shall be 
printed. I insist on my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the further 
consideration of the bill, and it will be placed on the Calendar. 


ARANSAS PASS HARBOR COMPANY. 


Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1378) to amend an act of Con- 
ress approved May 12, 1890, 8 to the Aransas Pass Har- 
r Company the right to improve the Aransas Pass, to report 
it favorably. I am instructed by the committee to ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Aransas Pass Harbor Company, which is en- 
gaged in the improvement of the Aransas Pass under the provisions con- 
tained in act of entitled “An act for the improvement of Aransas 
Pass,“ approved Mey 12, 1890, is neony relieved from the conditions of said 
act which require the construction of said work to be commenced within 
one year from the date of its approval, and to be diligently prosecuted by 
the expenditure of at least #300, per annum thereafter, and to secure & 
navigable depth over the outer bar of 15 feet of water within three 
after the date of approval of said act, and of 20 feet within five years from 
said date; and the said company is hereby authorized to continue and com- 
plete its work of improvement as set forth insaid act: Provided, That work 

be resumed by the said Aransas Pass Harbor Company within six 
months from the date of approval of this act, and shall be diligently prose- 
cuted to completion; and company shall secure a e depth over 
the outer bar of at least 20 feet of water within two years from the date of 
approval of this act. And in the event of said company failing to resume 
said work within the said six months, or failing to ently prosecute the 
same, or to secure a navigable depth of 20 feet of water over the outer bar 
within the time uired by this act, then Congress may revoke the privi- 
leges herein granted in relation to said improvement. 

SEC. 2. That the right of Congress to alter, amend, or repeal this act is 
hereby reserved, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1139).to amend an act of Con- 
gress approved May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har- 
bor Company the right to improve Aransas Pass, to report it 
with a recommendation that it be postponed indefinitely. 

The report was agreed to. 


STEAMER EL CALLAO, 


Mr. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 432) to provide an American 
register for the steamer El Callao, to report it favorably, and to 
submit a written report thereon. 

As the bill provides for an American register for a foreign- 
built vessel, as the spirit of the law has been very much more 
than complied with, and as the company is in very great need 
of the vessel for its coastwise line, I ask the immediate consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? , 

Mr. MILLS. I think that bill had better lie over for one day. 
I should like to look at it. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a written report accompanying the bill 
and there has been expended in American shipyards on that 
vessel as much as the appraised value of the vessel to-day. I 
hope the Senator will not object. 
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Mr. MILLS. One day will not be much, and we shall then 
have an opportunity to look at the bill. I will ask the Senator 
if the bill is reported unanimously by the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. The bill is unanimously reported. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call for the reading of the report which ac- 
companies the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I nc the Senator will not delay the passage of 
the bill for that. There was expended in American shipyards 
on this wrecked vessel more money than the vessel is actually 


worth. 

Mr. PERKINS. After that statement, I withdraw the request 
for the reading of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. - c 

BRIDGE ACROSS BŒUF RIVER, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4414) to 
amend an act approved September 4, 1890, authorizing the New 
Orleans; Natchez and Fort Scott Railroad Company to construct 
two bridges across Bœuf River, in Louisiana, to report it favor- 
ably. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill 
at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to object to this bill, and I pre- 
sume it is now too late to do so, but I wish simply to say that I 
do not believe in committees reporting their bills here and paei 
ing them immediately, unless in case of emergency. If there 
are any more bills of this kind, I shall feelat liberty to object to 
their consideration after this bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill 

2 


pass? 
The bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES; its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the print- 
ing of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geo- 
iletic Survey for the fiscal year 1892. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizin 
the Secretary of the Treasury to permit the owners of cattle an: 
horses transporting them into Mexico to reimport same into the 
United States at any time within twelve months from date of the 
passage of this resolution, and for other purposes; and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1418) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert Markwood, of Oregon; which was read 
Peles ts its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am requested by a leading 
member of the bar of the District of Columbia tointroduce a bill, 
which I ask may be read the first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 1414) to amend section 4 of the act entitled An 
act to define the jurisdiction of the police court of the District 
of Columbia“ was read twice by its title. 

` Mr. HARRIS. Iam not sure if the bill should not go to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Does the Senator de- 
sire it to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A similar bill, or practically the 
same bill, has been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
in the House of Representatives, and it was suggested by the 
member of the bar who handed me the bill that. it be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Iam not particular as to its 
reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to the Senator’s request that 
the bill go to the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary in the absence of objection. 
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Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1415) to restore to the pen- 
sion roll Mary B. Christopher, and grant her a pension as widow 
of James Bringhurst, late a surgeon of the Twenty-eighth Reg- 
imentof Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1416) ting a pension to John 
W. Starr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committeee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1417) for removing the charge 
of desertion standing on the records of the War Department 
against Bernard Brennan, late of Company H, Forty-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1418) for removing the charge of 
desertion standing on the recordsof the War Department against 
John Seanlin, late of Company F, Eighty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affeirs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1419) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Bernard Stueber; which was 
read are OF its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

r. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1420) for the relief of J. Floyd 
Johnston, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1421) granting a pension 
to Jane M. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1422) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sophia Lessing; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. vs 

He also introduced a biil (S. 1423) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Goldsworthy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1424) to amend section 8 of 
An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Calumet River,” approved March 1, 1893; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WITHDRAWAL. OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That Joseph H: have leave to withdraw his petition and 
papers from the files of the there not being any adversereport made 
or action thereon. 


COLUMBIAN MEDALS. 


. Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
(Select): 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial be directed 
to ascertain what progress has been made in the preparation and issue of 
the Columbian medals for which appropriation was made by section 3 of the 
act of August 5, 1892, and to examine into the suitableness of the design and 
the method ofstriking the medals, and to inquire whether any further legis- 
lation is necessary on the subject. j 


HAWAILAN AFFAIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine[Mr. FRYE] 
January 3, 1894, proposing to declare as the opinion of the 
Senate that, 8 the investigation by the ittee on 
Foreign Relations, there should be no interference on the part 
of the Government of the United States with affairs in Hawaii; 
on i 5 the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] is entitled to 

© floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is always to be considered in 
weighing testimony in this matter, and especially in considering 
the action of Minister Stevens, that there was as to American 
residents in the island a dual citizenship, that of the United 
States and that of the Kingdom of Hawaii. The constitution of 
Hawaii of 1887, which the Queen e 
to abrogate, conferred upon all male residents of waiian or 


of European or of American parentage, of a certain age and 
possessing the requisite property qualifications, the elective 
franchise and the right to hold office. The question ‘ht pos- 


sibly arise, indeed had arisen,as to what the effect of such a pro- 
vision would be upon the right of a citizen of the United States 
to be regarded thereafter as a citizen of the United States after 
his taking advantage of the pele lage conferred upon him by 
the constitution of Hawaii, and whether he would be entitled to 
protection as an American citizen. 

So far as that question is concerned it had received ample de- 
cision by the State Department, first by Mr. Rash al n, 
whose st upon that subject are found in Senate M e- 
ous Documents of 1885-86, vol. 10, page 177. The case arose loig 
before the adoption of the Constitution of 1887, and was decide 
upon general principles. Jones was an American citizen domi- 
ciled in Hawaii; butinorder toobtain the registry of a merchant 


1894. 
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vessel under the Hawaiian flag he was compelled by the statute of 
the Kingdom to take an oath of allegiance to the om, which 
he did, and the question arose in that particular instance whether 
by so doing he had abrogated or could have been held to have 
renounced his privileges, rights, or status as an American citi- 
ven. Mr. Frelinghuysen says: 

Your inquiry is as to what effect this proceeding may have upon thestaust 
of Mr. Jones's American citizenship. 

In becoming a citizen of the United States the law requires that an alien 
shall not only swear to s the Constitution and laws of this country, 
but also to renounce all o allegiance, and especially that of the country 
of which he may be then a subject or citizen. In the oath taken by Mr. 
Jones there is no such express renunciation of his American citizenship, nor 
= the circumstances manifest any intention on his part to expatriate him- 


Tt may, however, at soms future time, become a question for judicial in- 
vestigation in his case. 
The doctrine of the executive branch of the Government on this subject 


will not undertake to express an authoritative opinion 
his. course in Hawaii may ultimately have on his status in that regard, you 
are authorized to extend to him such a as may be properly due to 
a citizen of the United States residing in and —— a commercial 
domicile in a foreigu state. This tection must, of course, be limited and 

ed by the abilities and o tions incident to such commercial 


But the question directly arose under the operations of the 
constitution of 1887, and was passed upon by Mr. Bayard. (Vol. 
1, House Ex. Doc. Second Session, eth Congress, page 833.) 

MR. BAYARD TO MR. MERRILL. 
aa dg Siento 20, 18 
Sir: Your No. 184, of the 25th of July last, in reference to an oath required 
islands, is received. 


of foreign residents in the 
This question was brought to the noticeof the Department by Mr. Putman, 


0. 125, of the Ist ultimo, and in reply he was instructed on the isth 
ultimo that citizens of the United States who take the oath of regs A ri 
scribed by the new constitution of Hawaii remain citizens of the ted 
States, and are entitled to be regarded and treated as such by our consular 
and diplomatic officers. 

That such a result is contemplated by the Hawaiian Government appears 
evident from the last sentence of the oath, which reads: 

“Not hereby renouncing, but expressly reserving all allegiance and citi- 


zenship now owog or held by me.” 
Tala Depercment 1 that this oath is required 


Tam, etc., 
: T. F. BAYARD. 
Mr. President, I shall proceed as rapidly as may be consistent 
with a very a cial examination of the testimony which is 
contained in . Blount's report, repeating that I am limit- 
ing myself to that testimony strictly in my consideration of 
the events that I was discussing when the Senate adjourned 
yesterday. On Monday, the 16th day of January, the situation 
upon the island had become more critical. It was known to be 
such, and indeed had been recognized to be such, as it had been 
before, by the Queen's ministers. Accordingly, at 10 o'clock 
on Monday morning a meeting of the cabinet was called which 
resulted in the drafting and adoption of a preclamation to be 
signed by the Queen, stating that she would not attempt to 
modify the constitution of 1887 except eee prescribed 
therein. But she had gone too far. The fate of the monarchy 
was settled, and, although the cabinet visited the committee of 
public safety and showed that proposed proclamation to the 
committee, it was replied what faith could be put in the prom- 
ises of the Queen after what had taken place? The cabinet was 
notified that it was too late. x 
It is always the case when thrones are falling under the blows 
of revolution that the tottering monarch offers that which he 
should have offered long before. If I amcorrect in my recollec- 
tions of history, Lord Howe in the darkest period of the Ameri- 
can Revolution sent a letter to Gen. Washington, addressing 
him as Mr. Washington, offering exemptions and privileges to 
the colonies and to the American people which for years before 
he had obdurately denied, and which denial had resulted in the 
loriousrebellion which gave us our independence. Gen. Wash- 
8 reply to those letters was the victories of Trenton and 
Monmouth. I am reminded by the learned Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAR] that in that connection George III sent 


over commissioners, of whom I think Lord Howe was one, au- 
thorized and plenarily empowered to make those promises. 

Now, on this occasion, somewhere about 11 o’clock on Monday, 
Mr. Wilson made his way to the meeting of the committee of 
public safety and told Mr. Thurston, the master spirit in this 
singularrebellion, where those ministers who were intrusted with 
the preservation of the Kingdom were associating on the most 
familiar terms, terms almost of intimacy, with those who were 
termed the plotters, that this thing ought to stop, that there 
would be a proclamation issued. Mr. Thurston replied that it 
had gone too far; that they werestanding on a volcano; that they 
would not trust the word of the Queen. Wilsonthen threatened 
him with arrest, and Thurston defied him. That is the nearest 
approach to the use of physical force to repress the revolution in 

these four days of intense excitement. 

On Monday the committee of public safety, knowing and hay- 
ing been informed that the United States minister would order 
the troops to be landed from the ship at5o’clock that afternoon, 
found that it did not accord with the then condition of their plans 
and purposes, that it would be too early for what they intended 
to do. Accordingly, they sent to Minister Stevens and ssked 
him to postpone the landing of the troops until the next day, and 
his reply was that As a precautionary matter I have ordered the 
troops be landed at5 o'clock for the protection of American life 
and property, and landed they will be.” And they were landed 
at that hour. That does not look much as ifthe minister were 
re ft the hands of those who afterwards became the Pro- 
y Government. 

I have no doubt that, as on such occasions always is the case, 
those who were back of the revolution endeavored to make it 
appear thatthe United States authorities and troops were to be in 
actual 5 with them, but the United States was not re- 
sponsible for that, and this evidence can be searched in vain for 
any instance where Mr. Stevens did not expressly say to every 
attempt to put him even in anequivocal attitude in this respect 
that he should land the troops for the protection of American 
life and property. What was he to do? Suppose he had not 
landed the marines and the results had been aseverybody feared? 
He would have disobeyed the 3 instructions of his office: 
and, as I said cys if the Queen by her revolutionary acts, 
whereby she had absolved from allegiance to her every subject 
who chose, had created the situation which made it necessary 
to land troops for the protection of American life and property, 
she (having created that necessity) can not cp era because 
its necessary exercise had the collateral and incidental effect of 
contributing in some degree to overthrow themonarchy. That 
it did so contribute I deny. I merely suppose the case. 

Great stress is laid in Mr. Blount's report upon the use of 
troops. One would think from it that a corps d’armée had been 

ed in the streets of Honolulu. Mr. President, 162 
marines were landed, and of those 14 were musicians, 9 were of- 
ficers. It can be fairly inferred from Mr. Blount's report that 
those troops were massed in a commanding position with refer 
ence to the capitol building of the Hawaiian Kingdom. But the 
facts are, as appear from the testimony submitted by Mr. Blount, 
that when they marched from the landing up to Merchantstreet, 
the principal street of the city as I should judge from the map, 
a detachment was left at the consular office on that street, a com- 
pany of marines went to the legation, where they remained, and 
the remainder of the force, being the main body, the number of 
which is not stated, went off towards Arion Hall seeking shelter. 
Not being able to find it there at once, application was made for 
the opera house. That building could not be had. The armory 
was otherwise occupied, and that could not be had. Ata later 
hour they went on beyond Arion Hall to the residence of Mr. 
Atherton, a place which I should judgo from the map is some- 
where out in the suburbs; probably obtained refreshment there, 
and late in the evening came back and were quartered in Arion 
Mr. PLATT. At what hour? 

. I can not tell exactly; probably it was 8 or 9 
o'cloc 

At this point another matter in my notes attracts my atten- 
tion. Itis the statement or testimony of Mr. Cornwell, found 
on page 27. He was the minister of finance. He says in sub- 
stance thaton Monday, having learned that United States troops 
were landing, Parker and Peterson called on Stevens and re- 
quested him to keep the troops on board. Stevens replied that 
he had landed the troops to protect American life and property, 
and proposed to keep them on shore. There was a distinct an- 
nouncement by the minister of the United States to the Queen’s 
ministers, consistent with all that he had said before and with 
all that he said afterwards, and with all that the naval officers 
said or did, owing to the necessity which had been created, and 
which he did notcreate, and for which he was in nod re- 
sponsible, namely, he would land troops solely to serve the pur- 
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rpa of that necessity, which was the protection of American 
e and property. 

As I have stated, during the meeting of the committee of 
public safety on Monday, Marshal Wilson made his way to the 
mecting, and in his testimony, commencing on page 552, he de- 
tails his interview with Thurston. I think I stated that afew 
moments ago, but something else took place there which is cor- 
roborated by the testimony of Mr. Waterhouse about which Mr. 
Wilson says nothing, namely, the threat which Wilson then 
made to arrest Thurston, and Thurston's defiance. 

It would-be inferred from the report of Commissioner Blount 
that everything was serene and peaceful in Hawaii on this Mon- 
day; that there was no publ o alarm; that this situation so uni- 
versally known to everybody had not created a ripple on the 
placid surface of business or municipal affairs. 

It frequently happens, when testimony, given under the dis- 
turbing impulse of passion and discordant views is conflicting, that 
some incidental, some collateral circumstance comes in, some 
fact proved by unimpeachable testimony and not contradicted, 
which settles the entire controversy. Such a circumstance is 
not lacking here. I refer to the testimony of Mr. Scott, on page 
480. Mr. Scotttestifies in substance that he was the principal of 
a public school in the city of Honolulu, the number of pupils 
being 300 white children; that shortly after school began on the 
morning of Monday the mothers of those children from all parts 
of the city came to the school in their carriages to take them 
rey He was so impressed by the gravity of thesituation that 
he dismissed the school before noon. Nothing but the existence 
of pas alarm and the prevailing sense of impending danger 
could have carried that impression of insecurity into a hundred 
separate homes that morning. The feminine instinct in that 
a as it so often is, was unerring. There was danger; it was 
so felt. 

Tuesday, the day of final action came, and Mr. Cornwell, on 
page 27, testifies that Tuesday We were informed that the 

rovisional Government would be proclaimed that afternoon.” 
Wilson testifies or states in substance, on page 552, that he knew 
on Tuesday before 11 a. m. that the committee had agreed to 
proclaim a provisional government; to put Chief Justice Judd 
or Justice Dole at the head of it, and that they were to hold an- 
other meeting at noon; that they would move on the Govern- 
ment building at 3 p. m. and on the police station at 4 p. m. I 
immediately sent for the cabinet, but there was no sign of cabi- 
net.” 

Now, here was a meeting of the committee of public safety an- 
nouncing that at certain hours of that day they would seize the 
Government of Hawaii and depose the Queen, giving the very 
line of action and the place and time of it. They were holding 
their meetings in a place not commanded or guarded or threat- 
ened in the least degree by United States troops, or defended by 
any forces of their own. Here, on the other hand, was the Queen's 
Government, with this amount of power behind it, of which Mr. 
Blount talks, and yet no motion was made to put this irresistible 
pare into operation; not one of the Queen's guards nor one of 

arshal Wilson's police force was sent to arrest those thirteen 
men, and there was no sign of thecabinet tobe found. They had 


vanished 
Into thin air; and what seemed corporal melted 
As breath into the wind. 


The substance of Mr. Bolte’s statement, found on page 249, is 
that at 2 p.m., Tuesday, when they arrived at the Government 
house, there came up others of the revolutionary party, bring- 
ing rifles and pistols. He says this was premeditated; that the 
committee had notified the volunteers that they would go to the 
Government house at 2 o’clock, and that they, referring to the 
volunteers, arrived before the finishing of the reading of the 
proclamation. The testimony shows that before that reading 
was finished Capt. Ziegler, a German, brought on his company, 
he being the first, and by the time it was through the rest were 
there, so that when the act by which these gentlemen announced 
their determination to ssize on the Government of Hawaii was 
finished, by reading the proclamation, the military force, which 
it was concerted should be there at the time the committee on 
public safety went to the public building, had arrived. They 
came from the armory, a place not at all commanded or domi- 
nated by any force of United States marines upon the island. 
They could have been met by this vague and yet invincibleand 
irresistible royal force of which Mr. Blount tells, and the fac- 
tions could have fought it out to their heart’s content, without the 
least interference, so long as the contest did not result in or 
threaten violenceand danger to the lives and property of Ameri- 
can citizens. : 

It could be inferred, and I think it is expressly stated in Mr. 
Blount's report—and such is the desire to dwell upon minute 
matters for the pee of making good the attack upon the 
Administration of President Harrison and upon Mr. Stevens— 
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that the committee on public safety furtively and by separate 
streets went to the Government building. In that he uarely 
contradicted by the testimony of Mr. Waterhouse, 1 My 
recollection of that testimony is that the committee of thirteen, 
with one other gentleman whose name is not given, making 
fourteen, started from the meeting place of the committee of 
poni safety to go to the Government building, and my recol- 
ection is positive that the testimony of Mr. Waterhouse is that 
twelve of them went in one body, up thesame street, of course, 
ane me other two, for some reason not explained, took another 
street. 

I infer that the twelve went up Merchantstreet, the n 
business street of the city, upon which the police station is situ- 
ated. They had no guard; no soldier went with them. The 
names of the committee of thirteen were known, and had been 
known since Monday, and perhaps before; yes, Saturday is the 
testimony, if my recollection serves me, and yet not one of this 
imposing military force which was at the back of the Hawaiian 
Government was invoked to stay or detain or arrest them. 

Mr. Waterhouse states that they expected to meet resistance 
at the Government building; he had heard a report that there 
were 100 men there. He thinks that if the Queen's forces and 
the military forces had got to fighting, the United States troops 
would not have interfered except to protect American citizens, 
That was the conception of the situation which the committee 
of safety had when they set out for the Government building. 
He says that when they were going into the door of the Gov- 
ernment building various volunteers kept coming into the yard 
with their rifles. 

Mr. President, they took possession of that building. They 
found one government clerk there, making up some official fig- 
ures. 

Mr. Damon states in substance, on page 39, that some of the 
provisional troops came on the ground before the reading of the 
. was finished. Immediately after the proclamation 

le and others met at the office of the minister of the interior. 
and Cornwell and Parker came up from the station house and 
held aconference, the result of which was that Damon and Bolte 
were requested to return with Cornwell and Parker to the sta- 
tion house (this was another of the amenities of this revolution) 
and recommend and urge upon the parties in power at the police 
station to surrender to the Provisional Government. They held 
a conference in the room occupied generally by the deputy mar- 
shal, at which were present Peterson, Colburn, Parker, Corn- 
well, Bolte, and, later, Neumann. 

The President of the United States has stated in his annual 
message, as Mr. Blount had stated in his report, that this Pro- 
visional Government was established with the active aid of the 
United States minister, and by the puissant intimidation of the 
American troops. I have shown how they were distributed. 

I say the United States troops were not drawn up in line, or at 
all in a menacing or military attitude or array. 

Let us see whether Mr. Blount did not 9 some most im- 
portant testimony as to what took place right there at the time 
when the Provisional Government was coming into being by 
reading the proclamation: If the testimony of any witness is 
to be regarded respecting the military situation at the time, it is 
the testimony of Mr. Wilcox, the military man who was educated 
by the Hawaiian Government in the military schools of Italy, 
and who at the time of this revolution was passively favorable 
to the cause of the Queen. Mr. Wilcox says in regard to the at- 
titude of the troops I can not give the page exactly 

Mr. GRAY. ho is the witness? 

Mr. DAVIS. Robert Wilcox. I read this question and an- 
swer in the examination of Wilcox, on page 542: 

Q. Where were tne United States troops at the time of the reading of the 
proclamation? 

A. Right behind the opera house, in a building they called Arion Hall. 

Q. In the house or on the street? 

A. Some inside and some outside. They took possession of that quarter, 

Q. Were they formed or not? 

A. No; they just guarded the place. 

Q. Had they arms? 

A. Yes; and one or two Gatling guns—one or two, I am sure of that. 

What becomes of the claim that the United States marines 
were there drawn up in military array and menacing the opera- 
tions of the Queen’s Government or of her forces? They had 
been stationed at the Arion Hall because there was no other 
place in the city where they could find shelter, although other 
places had been sought for in vain, hospitality having been de- 
nied in other places. 

Further, to show the utter incredibility of the report of Com- 
missioner Blount as to the implied duress even in the presence 
of United States troops on that occasion, or as to what anybody 
had any right to expect or to fear from them, I refer to the tes- 
timony of Mr. Damon, on page 39. It seems that while the proc- 
lamation was being read, some timid soul among the revolu- 
tionists—and there are always such on occasions of that kind— 
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took it into his head that there was danger, and he wanted to 
know why they did not get protection from the United States 
troops; they were near at hand, but he did not see any protection 


ticularly inte ing betweenthem and the danger which he 
aed: So Mr. Damon said in substance: 
While the tion was being read, we were all nervous as to our 


safety. Iasked one of the men with me there, “Will not the American troops 
support us?” Finally lasked one of the men to go over and ask Lieut. Swin- 
burne if he was not going to send some one over to protect us. The man 
returned and said to ine: “Capt. Wiltse's orders are, ‘I remain passive; I 
Will not support it in any way.“ 

“I remain passive; I will not support in any way,” was the, 
response which the commander, Lieut. Swinburne, of the ma- 
rines stationed in and about Arion Hall at the time of this trans- 
action, made to a pressing demand for support for the personal 
safety of the men who were then instituting this Provisional 
Government. It all consists with the invariable declaration of 
Minister Stevens that he landed troops to protect American life 
and property, and that the incidental and collateral transactions 
might take care of themselves, provided American life and prop- 
were not put to peril. : 

Is it not passing strange, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. r. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Dela- 


ware? 
Mr. GRAY. I am trying to follow the Senator, and I emmo 
much interested in what he is saying. Will it interrupt him 
I call his attention 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam making what Iregard as a close statement 
from notes, speaking under that disadvantage, and I would 
rather not be interrupted. The Senator can reply to me when 
I shall have concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. All right. I only wanted to call the Senator's 
attention to a piece of testimony which he could not find. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis in the testimony of Mr. Damon. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave it before me. 

Mr. DAVIS. It will be found in the testimony which is in 
the record, whether I have made a miscitation or not. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, I shall not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS. The testimony is in the record, and that is 
what Lieut. Swinburne said when he was appealed to to protect 
and care for the personal safety of the men who were then read- 
ing the proclamation for the institution of that Provisional Gov- 


ernment. 
Mr. GRAY. Who was that? 
Mr. DAVIS. Lieut. Swinburne. 
Mr. FRYE. Lieut. Swinburne was in charge on shore. 
Certrinly. 
He was acting under the orders of Capt. Wiltse. 
He said I remain passive.” What else did he 


He also said, “I will notsur port it in any way.” 
I do not find that in the testimony which I have 


I am endeavoring to make this statement with 
absolute fidelity. Of course entire accuracy can not be expected 
and error may creep in in a matter so complicated as this, and 
of course [ would not interpolate anything into the record. 

Mr. GRAY. No one can be more sure of that than I. 

Mr. DAVIS. It was on Tuesday afternoon at about half t 
2 o’clock that this appeal to Lieut. Swinburne was made. The 
United States troops had been at Arion Hall fromacertain hour 
on the evening before and had probably been there over twenty 
hours, within 700 feet of the palace, I should think, and within 
ashorter distance of the Government building. Does anyone 
suppose that Wilson and Cornwell and Parker and Colburn and 
Peterson and all persons representing the Queen being up to a 
comparatively recent date in the Government building and within 
g stone’s throw of these troops, could not have ascertained from 
Lieut. Swinburne what his purposes and orders were, and that 
they would not have been given the same answer which was mide 
to the members of the Provisional Government when they sup- 
posed they were in extremity? Can anyone doubt with the ac- 
1 which Wilson displayed that he had not asked that ques- 

on? ~ 

Why did not Commissioner Blount, with that thread of evi- 
dence placed in his hands, follow it up and ascertain whether it 
was not notified to both parties there that neither one could ex- 
pont the active aid, assistance, or interference of the Un ted 

tates military force? The conviction is borne upon my mind 
80 forcibly that I can not refrain from repeating that I firmly 
believe from their action that they had that information from 
Lieut. Swinburne, and had it over and over in. 

It is suggested to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] that the Queen, if she had supposed that the force there 
was menacing her, would have made a formal inquiry as to why 


it was there. No question of that kind is shown to have been 
asked. I presume it was asked. The fact is that in the exer- 
cise of reasonable diligence, surrounded by counselors such as 
she had, she and they knew, and were bound to know by inquiry, 
what the presence of that force meant on that oceasion. 

Mr. President, much has been said as to the time of this rec- 
ognition. As in all cases where many events are crowded into 
a short time, there is confusion in the testimony and some de- 
gree of conflict, but after the Provisional Government was de- 
‘clared, Capt. Wiltse sent his aid to see if they were in posses- 
sion of the Government building. Mr. Stevens, whohad a mili- 
tary aid, sent him to see if they were in possession of the Gov- 
e:nment building, the British minister came over tosee whether 
they were in possession of the Government building; Mr. Damon 
and Mr. Boite went down to the station house tovonfer with the 
force that was said to be there, and, coming back, they went over 
to see the Queen. 

About O clock Parker, the minister of foreign affairs, came 
to the Government building, and said, Lou are in 53 
and we can do nothing.“ The others had gone to the station 
house to recommend the surredder. Returning, as I said, they 
had gone to the palace to enforce their recommendation upon 
the Queen, two of her ministers and two members or delegates 
from the Provisional Government, and after some debate, some 
urging, the Queen yielded. About that time Minister Stevens 
recognized the Provisional Government. 

It is said that in the letter from President Dole to Minister 
Stevens he states, ‘‘We have not yet got possession of the sta- 
tion house.“ But he also states. We expect to be in ion 
in a few minutes.“ There was undoubtedly a time which elapsed 
between the agreement of the Queen and her cabinet to surren- 
der the station house and the time of the actual surrender, which 
seems to have taken place about 7:30 o'clock. 

The capitulation had been made: but, Mr. President, in my 
view of all the facts and circumstances which surround the 
transactions of this day, taking into consideration everything 
which had been done, it was utterly immaterial that the Pro- 
visional Government had not ssion of that municipal build- 
ing known as the police station house. They had taken, occu- 
pied, and possessed the very seat of governmentof the Hawaiian 
Islands; they held the capitol building of that Kingdom, the build- 
ing wherein the Legislature sat, where the supreme court sat, 
where the offices of the ministers were, wherein all the executive 
functions of the Government were conducted. The Queen's gov- 
ernment had possibly intended at one time to defend it, for when 
the supporters of the Provisional Government went through the 
building they found it vacant, it is true, as to armed men, but 
they found munitions of war in the foreign office. The inten- 
tion, if it ever existed, had been abandoned. The Provisional 
Government had possession of the very center of power and dom- 
ination of the Hawaiian Kingdom without resistance, and was 
actually negotiating with the Queen's ministers, her responsible 
counselors. without whom she could do no valid act, for the sur- 
render of the last lurking place of her illusory power. 

Under such circumstances as these Mr. Stevens recognized the 
Provisional Government. This was on the l7th, and it was rec- 
ognized on the next day by the representatives of every foreign 
governmenton that island, e the representative of China, 
and he recognized it on the 19th. If there had been any irreg- 
ularity about this, with this foreign influence perpetually in- 
termeddling in the Hawaiian Islands, is it to be supposed for a 
moment tht the recognition by representatives of the foreign 
powers would have been so instantaneous? 

Mr. President, I have conducted this examination through 
the memorable four days of this revolution. My discussion of 
this matter, I am aware, has been inadequate. at record will 
yield rich mines of information to anyone who will sit down and 
examine it with an impartial eye. Iam aware that there is 
testimony on both sides of this question. I have spoken solel 
from the evidence presented by Commissioner Blount. What 
criticise is that he has ignored and has not been impressed with 
preponderating evidence of the gravest character, which tends 
to the support of his own country and his own countrymen. 

The Administration of President Harrison was in judgment, 
and the conduct of Mr. Stevens was to be passed upon by Mr. 
Blount. Mr. Stevens expressly was upon trial. Mr. Blount was 
sent out there to test by ‘investigation the validity and up- 
rightness of Mr. Stevens's action. Mr. Stevens was upon the 
is and. Mr. Blount saw him every day. According to Mr. 
Blount's report, Mr. Stevens s conduct was highly reprehensible, 
and he is indorsed in that statement by the President in his an- 
nual message. In the name of al! that is fair, in the nameof all 
pores ings that would not have scandalized even the star-cham- 

r, why didnot Mr. Blountapply to his countryman, Mr. Stevens, 
then on the island, for an explanation of the circumstances the 
evidence of which he was soindustriously gathering against him? 
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io veri, suggestiofalsi. Everything can be inferred 
such a perverse and determined effort to avoid the sources of evi- 
dence, 

President Dole bore a prominent part in this transaction. He, 
ex officio, as President of the Provisional Government, is the min- 
ister of foreign affairs, and he was also to be judged by Commis- 
sioner Blount. Why was not his statement taken? It would 
have been freely accorded. It was due to him. Mr, Blount 
being accredited to him, as he was by letters of credence, it 
was due to him; due to his character and standing, which Mr, 
Willis certifies are of the highest; due to his official position, 
that he should be allowed to make an explanation of the 
matters concerning which he was to be so gravely compromised 
by the report of Mr. Blount, to be adopted as a verity by the 
President of the United States in his annual message. 

Thus, Mr. President, the curtain fell upon the last scene of 
this harlequin monarchy. The stage lords and stage ladies van- 
ished into the mass of the population. The queen of the play 
laid aside her tinsel crown, put off her tawdry FORALA and re- 
entered private life through the 5 entrance. e play had 
haditsrun. The engagement, which had not been successful, was 
ended and the theater was to be closed. The whole proceeding 
throughouthad been imitative. The monarchy was a spectacle. 
Ithad been tolerated by the civilized world, although frequently 
the performance had been rudely and forcibly interrupted by the 
foreign spectators. The domestic audience, heavily taxed for 
its support, when insulted by the actors, had repeatedly resented 
the indignity with violence. The practical and real took the 
pine of this pernicious mockery. A firm government, conducted 

y just and able men, was installed upon the abandoned stage. 
The whole proceeding had been spectacular. Civilization had 
endured it. The lord of the demesne had for a brief period con- 
ferred his functions upon Christopher Sly. But to this general 
and correctappreciation of the melodrama there was one excep- 
tion. As the play was e Democratic Administration 
came in asaspectator, as Don ote and Sancho Panza entered 
the puppet show in Spain. To it, as to the don, the performance 
was , and, like real life, it was thought to be continuous. It 
saw in the mammets and puppets.and in the stage queen weak- 
ness overpowered and virginity oppressed and disinherited, while 
Sancho, against the evidence of senses, Saw sarong the eyes 
of his master. [Laughter and applause in the galleries. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he Chair the attention 


of the occupants of the ries to the requirement of the rules 
of the Senate. No marks of applause or disapprobation are per- 
mitted. The Senator from esota will proceed. 


Mr. DAVIS. And Mr. Blount was sent to the Hawaiian Islands 
on the chivalrous quest inspired wo Sey delusion. 

Mr. Blount was 3 on the llth day of March, 1893. 
The treaty was withdrawn, I think, upon the 7th day of March, 
1893. An inquiry more interesting and important than any- 

that I 5 discussed (because this Hawaiian question is 
fleeting; it will pass away) is whether the appointment of Mr. 
Blount was a constitutional oe in that it never re- 
ceived the advice or consent of the Senate. . 

A most important case as a precedent is immediately raised. 
It lays hold of the most distant future, and may affect our rela- 
tions with other nations than Hawaii. The Constitution of the 
United States, Article II, section 1, provides as to the powers of 
the President: A 

He shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of 
the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States whose a t- 
. — are not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be esta) ed 

All diplomatic officers and judges of the Supreme Court of the 
United States are, by express provision, out of abundance of cau- 
tion, named to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

Was Mr. Blounta diplomatic representative? Was he a diplo- 
matic officer? I turn to his letters of credence, dated at Wash- 
ington on the 11th day of March, in the year 1893, addressed by 
Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, to his great 
and good friend, Sanford B. Dole, the president of the executory 
and advisory council of the Provisional Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands: 


GREAT AND GOOD FRIEND: Ihave made choice of James H. Blount, one 
of our dis ished citizens, as my special commissioner to visit the Ha- 
waiian Islands and make report to me concerning the present status of af- 
fairs in that country. He is well informed of our sincero desire to cultivate 
and maintain to the fullest extent the friendship which has so long sub- 
Sisted between the two countries— 


I ask the attention of the Senate to the following— 
and in all matters affecting relations with the Government of the Hawaiian 
Islands his authority is paramount. 

In all matters 3 relations of the Government of the 
United States with the Hawaiian Islands his authority is para- 


mount. I should be pleased to hear anyone suggest lan e 
more forcible or comprehensive to confer supreme pushover fi 
all matters of diplomatic relations in any case upon any man. 

No matter what Mr. Stevens may haye done or what he may 

hereafter in his office say, I, the ident of the United States, 

by my letters of credence to you, Mr. Blount, notify President 

Dole that Mr. Blount's authority in all matters affecting rela- 

tions between thess two Governments is paramount. 

I shall not discuss the instructions to Mr. Blount, because the 
commission comprehends it all and is broader in some respects 
than the instructions. What is the use of talking about names 
and words and trying to draw vain distinctions here when the 
fact, the thing, is what we are after? Mr. Stevens was in- 
structed, I will say, that he could continue to perform the duties 
8 office in all matters where Mr. Blount's authority did not 
conflict. 

Mr. President, if this right exists in the President of the 
United States there is not a court in Europe where his familiar 
can not sit down with paramount authority by the side of a duly 
confirmed minister and overrule him. There is not a court in 
the United States where his familiar can not sit down with par- 
amount authority beside the district attorney and control him. 
There is not a United States marshal empowered by virtue 
of his commission to execute the processes of the courts of 
the United States who can not be accompanied by a familiar of 
the President of the United States with paramount authority to 
overrule and controlhim. The Presidentis the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. There isnot 
a colonel of a regiment, a commander of a military division, or 
the captain of a man-of-war who is not subject to have appear 
before him the apparition of a familiar of the President of the 
United States with a letter giving him paramount authority to 
overrule and control him. 

It was not without reason that the framers of the Constitution 
of the United States provided, in express terms, that consuls 
and ambassadors, other public ministers, and the judges of the 
Supreme Court, shall be appointed by the President, y and with 
the advice andconsentof the Senate. They considered most pro- 
phetically what they were doing. By the terms of the Constitu- 
tion they were framing (the wisest instrument of governmentever 
prepared by the wit of man, and laying hold of more future con- 
tingencies than any such instrument ever did), they made the 
President the sole point of contact and means of communication 
between the Government of the United States and foreign 
powers. Congress in either body, or together, can hold nocom- 
munication with any foreign power. No governor ofa State 
nor any State authority can do it. No individual can do it. 
Everything must be done through the President of the United 
States, who makes the treaties and appoints the ministers. 

It was felt that this extraordinary power, necessarily confided 
to the direction of a single understanding and a single will, was 
susceptible of the greatest abuse; for, although the President 
can not declare war, he can, through his foreign policy, con- 
ducted by diplomatic officers, embroil this nation insuch dihtenl- 
ties as to bring a foreign war upon us, and compel Congress to de- 
clarea defensive war. So vast was this power that they deemed 
it importantexpressly to say in the Constitution thatthe names 
of these officers thusappointed should be submitted to the Senate, 
that the Senate might know what men were being sent abroad 
to conduct these difficult and delicate relations. ey are first 
named as the most important, for they precede the judges of 
the Supreme Court. 

On the other hand, as to the judges of the Supreme Court, the 
framers of the Constitution considered how republics and other 
constitutional governments have been sapped and mined by a 
pliant judiciary; how, while an irregular improper exerc 
of the powers of appointment of foreign ministers might affect 
disastrously our exterior relations, similar improprieties and 
carelessness of appointment in j s might result in seriously 
compromising everything that was internal in our system of gov- 
ernment. Accordingly with the same care with which they pro- 
vided that ambassadors, other public ministers, and consuls 
should be named by the President to the Senate, to receive its 
advice and consent, they made the same provision in regard to 
the judges of the Supreme Court. 

Section 1674 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

Diplomatic officers shall be deemed to include ambassadors, envoys extra- 
ommani ministers plenipotentiary, ministers resident, commissioners, 
charge d'affaires, agents, and secretaries of legation, and none other. 

How does Mr. Blount's commission read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
The Senator from Minnesota will please suspend his remarks. 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
p eed before the Senate the unfinished business. It will be read 

y title. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes re- 


1894, . 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


699 


lating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Minnesota may proceed and finish his remarks. 

The PRES G OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside 
and that the Senator from Minnesota be permitted to conclude 
his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. I rose merely to call the attention of the Senate 
to my understanding in regard to the bill. I understood there 
was unanimous consent that it should go over until 2 o'clock 
Monday and then be the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
will proceed, there being no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. The word ‘“‘commissioner” in the statute which 
I have just read, enumerating who shall be diplomatic officers, 
distinctly comprehends Mr. Blount, for the letters of credence 
read: 

i have made choice of James H. Blount * * è as my special commis- 
sioner. 

He was a special commissioner, whose authority in all mat- 
ters pertaining tothe relations between the governments should 
be paramount. If special commissioner is not covered by the 
express language of the Constitution in its words of enumera- 
tion it is covered by the other more pos clause, namely, the 
inferior officers to be designated by law. 

To show Mr. Blount’s understanding of his powers, my friend 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] calls my attention 
to his mode of signature, page 139, Executive Document No. 47, 
in a communication to Mr. Gresham. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the page? 

Mr. DAVIS. Page 139. It is always the same way, I think, 
James H. Blount, Special Commissioner of the United States.” 
This is his formal report. What was there lacking in what Mr, 
Blount did or in what he was empowered to do to constitute him 
an ambassador or public minister? He falls within the purview 
of the constitutional enumeration. He falls expressly within 
the enumeration of the statute which I have just read. In 
my view, in-the sense of the Constitution, an officer is one who 
has authority to act in the name of and on behalf of the United 
States and by whose actions the Government may be bound, 
Such was Mr. Blount. 

Now, Mr. President, it is said that there are precedents for 
this. i deny it. I say that there is no precedent in our diplo- 
matic history that hpi this flagrant violation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. He was empowered, as my friend, 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], suggests, in his in- 
structions given to him by Mr. Gresham, to invoke the naval 
and military force of the United States by virtue of his para- 
mount official character: 

In the judgment of the President, your authority, as well as that of the 
commander of the naval forces in Hawalian waters, should be and is limited 
e Bae of Sateen and e 
ner of interference With the domestic concerns of the islands. you should 


indicate your willingness to intervene with your friendly offices in the inter- 
est of a peaceful settlement of troubles within the limits of sound discre- 


He was empowered to call into force and active operation the 
military force, and was also empowered to use his friendly offices 
for asettlement. If there is anything wanting to endow him 
fully with complete diplomatic character, it does not at this mo- 
ment occur to me. 

Mr. PLATT. What greater power has any ambassador? 

Mr. DAVIS. My friend, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], asks me what greater power any ambassador has. None. 
In fact, Mr. President, it is the only instance in our history that 
I recollect where any President has ever undertaken ih cub 
ambassador. The distinction between anambassador and a min- 
ister as laid downin the authoritative works upon international 
law is that the ambassador represents the person of his sover- 
eign, whereas the minister does not. In imperial lan, e in 
these letters of credence, the President of the United States noti- 
fies President Dole that he has appointed Mr. Blount ‘‘as my 
special commissioner.” 

~ Mr. HOAR. I should like to call the attention of my honor- 
able friend to the fact that the recent statute authorizing the 
President to appoint ambassadors expressly provides that the 
functions shall not be enlarged beyond the existing functions. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes; ofaministerorenvoy. Idenied afew mo- 
ments ago that there was any precedent in our history which pro- 
tects this transaction, even by remote 1 I do not believe 
it can be found. I do not believe it ever wi again attempted 
to create another one. II found, it is valueless and should be 
disregarded. I am aware that during the debates in the Senate 
upon the fisheries treaty in 1888 a list of some 438 appointments 


alleged to be of like character was brought forward, and that 
has been a fetish to conjure with ever since; and yet under the 
examination to which it was submitted in the remarks of the 
senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] upon 
that treaty it lost its charm and should no longer have any effi- 
eacy. \When sifted out there were but seven in all that list 
(minor matters, passing unquestioned at the time, and doubtless 
attributable to inattention) that could with even plausibility 
be maintained to be precedents. And even those were not, 
in my judgment, cases to which the constitutional provision 
under consideration is applicable. I shail ask leave, for the pur- 
pose of saving time and presenting that question better than I 
ean do, to print a short extract from the remarks of the senior 
Senator from New Hampshire, made in the discussion of that 
treaty, wherein he discussed that particular subject: 


No one has ever disputed the privilege of the President to negotiate trea- 
ties, using the Secretary of State and ies mae A ps ges an and confirmed 
foreign ministers for that purpose. Why, then, do the minority cular- 
ize and parade about 438 cases of that character? Simply to obscure the fia- 
pms naure of the case a act review and censure, saa rA Drar the 

orce of the one t and overw! precedent against it, ortly 
stated. In addition to these 438 cases the report gives a list of three 
8 by the Secretary ot State and a list of thirty-two appointed by the 
esident, and specially confirmed by the Senate to negotiate treaties. But 
of the thtee appointed by the Secretary of State, two, Hughes and Bates, 
were already diplomatic officers, and the thirty-two are of course all prece- 
dents against the minority and not in their favor. 

There is to be extracted from the list of 473 only the following cases which 
are of any value to the minority, being those where vate citizens were 
employed in negotiations without the prior consent of the Senate: 

1. G. Morris, private agent, October 13, 1789, to ascertain the intentions of 
Great Britain as to the treaty of 1783, and make a treaty of commerce. 

2. John James Appleton, May 13, 1888, to arrange for the settlement of 
claims of citizens of the United States against the om of Naples. 

3. Charles Rhind. September 12, 1829, to conclude a treaty of friendship and 
3 26, 1832, to conclude treaties of navigation 

. Edm rts, January co 0 ot na 
and commerce with Cochin ee ge: and Muscat. 

5. A. Dudley Mann, March 28, 1846, to conclude with Hanover, Hungary, 
Switzerland, etc., treaties of commerce and navigation. 

6. Benjamin E. Greene, June 13, 1849, to conclude treaties of commerce with 
Hayti and the Dominican Republic. 

7. Isaac E. Morse, December 5, 1856, toconciude a treaty with New Granada 


with reference to transit across the Isthmus of Panama. 


1 the other way - the 465 cases where 
treaties have been negotia! wd oficials who had been confirmed by the 
tution—that they are few in number, that 


rivate citizens two of the 


five plenipotentiaries by the President alone; and the minority include the 


five in their number (on page 105) of 438 persons appointed by the President 


alone. 

The minority, therefore, certainly thus appear to have found a pertinent 
precedent, dally as the High Joint Commission held its sessions, like 
the py be amberlain Commission, and with similar festivities, in the 
city of Washington. The only objection that can be made against this prece- 
dent is that the facts are directly the o te of those stated in the minority 
report. Commissioners Hoar and Williams, as well as Secretary Fish, Min- 
ister Schenck, and Mr. Justice Neison, were nominated to the Senate and 
were confirmed on the 10th day of February, 1871, before they acted. 


I have indicated, and others who have preceded me in this de 
bate have indicated with an ability that I can not hope to equal, 
the serious consequences which are involved in this extraordi- 
nary assumption of power. The President has endeavored to 
break through the walls which divide our Government into de- 
partments. He has invaded the privileges of the Senate in this 
particular respect, and we are advised that we ought to sit silent 
under this attack; that we should let it pe by without criticism 
or protest, So far as we are concerned, e we 
might do so, but as guardians of the constitutional rights of the 
people we can not. - 

It is not the first time in history, Mr. President, that an at- 
tack upon the privileges of a Senate has been made by an Ex- 
ecutive magistrate, nor is it the first time in history that re- 
sentment or discussion by the Senate has been deprecated. At 
a time in the history of the Roman Empire, when the se osu 
was Princeps Senatus, connected somewhat with that as 
the President of the United States is with this, a resolute 
man, a man determined to overthrow the privileges of the 
Senate, withdrew himself into seclusion for that . to 
the island of Capri, and as the last Administration is accused, 
as Mr. Stevens is accused, as the American men in that island 
are accused, as the privileges of the Senate of the United 
States are ignored, so he by a message accused and brought into 
question the privileges of. the Senate. Discussion was to be 
stifled. Nothing was to be said. The fewremaining arches which 
sustained the senatorial privileges were to be broken down with- 
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out question. When some one is represented by the satirist to 
have asked concerning the man attacked or the privilege to be 
overthrown, he thus said, and was answered to: 


Sed quo cecidit sub crimine; quisnam 
Delator? quibus judiciis; quo teste probavit? 
NU i — pir venit 


horum; verbosa ek fen yd 
A Capreis. Bene habet; nul plus interrogo. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] requests me to 
translate that. He does not need it, of course. But another Sen- 
ator [Mr. WASHBURN | suggests that some of the rest of usdo. I 
will not attempt to give a literal translation, but I will. give an 
accurate paraphrase which will show its application: Into 
what crime has he fallen? By what informer has he been ac- 
cused? What judge has passed upon him? What witness has 
testified against him? Not one or anyof these. A verbose and 
turgid message has come over from Capri. That settles it. I 
will interrogate no further.“ (Laughter. 

Mr. Blount was appointed on the lith day of March, 1893, and 
he arrived at Honolulu on the 29th of April, 1893. He called on 
President Dole and presented the letters of credence to that 
great and good brother” on the 30th day of April, 1893. 

Icommunicated to him the friendly tion of our Government toward 
him and toward the Hawaiian people. I assured himof its purpose to avoid 
any interference with the domestic concerns of the islands unless it became 
necessary to protect the persons and property of American citizens. Ithen 
offered my letters of credence. 

Now, in the light of what he did immediately thereafter and 
what has been done since, the proprieties of language fail to 
properly characterize that delusive message, for he immediately 

roceeded, in violation of a statute of his country, which no 
President can dispense with, and of the precepts of international 
law to put himself into communication (as he wrongfully charges 
Stevens with doing) with an element, to wit, the royal element, 
which is in every way hostile to the government to which he 
had just presented his letters of credence, and in which he as- 
sured it of the entire friendship of the President of the United 
States. I refer to Section 1751 of the Revised Statutes: 

No diplomatic or consular officer shall correspond in regard to the public 
affairs of any foreign government, with any private person, ede T, 
3 periodical, or otherwise than with the proper omcers of the ted 


Over and over again Mr. Blount violated that provision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He was sent to do nothing else. = 
Mr. DAVIS. The instructions which he had received were 
not the message which he communicated to President Dole. 
Those were concealed. 

On the 30th day of March it had got out in Hawaii that Mr. 
Blount was there. The hopes of royalty in some way or other 
were excited, and a mass meeting of the Hawaiian League was 
held. 1t passed resolutions for the restoration of the monarchy 
and the restoration of Queen Liliuokalani, reciting that Presi- 
dent Cleveland had sent Mr. Blount out as special commissioner. 
This was the next day after he arrived in the island. On the 
next day, March 31, he received a messenger wishing to know 
when it would be convenient for him to receive a committee from 
the mass meeting, which desired to present these resolutions. 
If this was not corresponding with, putting himself into com- 
munication with private persons, subjects of another power. 
within the prohibition of the statute which I have read, will 
some one tell me what would be? He avows that this raised a 
question whether such action would consist with a recognition 
of existing authority and the policy of noninterference.” (Page 
6.) But he does not avow any intention of consulting President 
Dole on this point, nor did he consult him. 

But something had to be done to smooth away the road for the 
audience which he proposed to give in his court to the commit- 
tee of the mass meeting which was about to invoke him to aid 
in restoring the fallen monarchy. The American flag was float- 
ing over the government paar Foy Hawaii at that time. It 
was invited to float over there by Mr. Dole’s government, which 
we had recognized. There was no question of forcible interven- 
tion or intrusion there at all. It was properly there by the in- 
vitation of the government of President Dole, which was the 
only government that had any right to complain. 

o make the way smooth and easy to receive this petition for 
the restoration of the royal power, with the inevitable effect of 
its raising hopes which were in direct contradiction to the as- 
surances he had given to President Dole two days before, or one 
day before, on the 3ist day of March, 1893, he called on Mr. 
Dole and notified him that he, Mr. Blount, should cause the en- 
sign of the United States to be lowered and the troops ordered 
on board their ships; and he ordered Admiral Skerrit to execute 
such order on the Ist day of April at 11 o’clock. The flag was 
rightfully there. The annexation of the islands was thought 
to be imminent. The flag was a coming event which cast its 
shadow before. It was there by invitation of the Provisional 
Governmentitself. It was there under the stress of urgent and 
imminent danger, as appeared both to President Dole and Mr. 
Stevens when such request was made. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield? : 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to put in here the remarkable order 
which Mr. Blount gave an admiral of the United States Navy. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will my friend please read it? I will adopt it 
as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. FRYE. It is as follows: 

HONOLULU, March 31, 1893. 


Sin: You are directed to haul down the United States ensign from the 
Government building, and to embark the troops now on shore to the ships 
to which they belong. 

This will be executed at 11 o'clock on the Ist day of April. 

Tam, sir, your obedient servant, - 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 


Special Commissioner of ths United States. 
Rear-Admiral J. S. SKERRETT, 
Commanding Pacific Squadron. 


The history of this country may be hunted over and no other 
instance can be found where a civil officer or a citizen of one of 
our States ordered an admiral of the’ American Navy to haul 
down the flag of our Government. 

Mr. DAVIS. But it is said that Mr. Blount was not an officer! 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to add that the in- 
structions of the Secretary of the Navy to Admiral Skerrett di- 
rected him to obey the orders of Mr. Blount and placed the 
naval forces in those islands under the command of Mr. Blount? 

Mr. DAVIS. And yet Mr. Blount was not a diplomatic offi- 
cer, and did not need to have the consent of the Senate to his 
nomination! 

Mr. FRYE. But, if the Senator will allow me, no diplomatic 
officer, no ambassador, no minister plenipotentiary, no oificer 
whatever outside of the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the Navyand the regular officers of the Navy,ever 
made any such order, nor was ever clothed with power to make 
any such order; and this, I am happy to say, is the only instance 
ever to be found. 

Mr. HOAR. Or that ever will be found. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no doubt of the exact historical trath of 
that statement and of the verity of that prediction. 

Mr. President, this is the first time in nearly thirty years that 
the American flag has been lowered by an American hand under 
circumstances which have brought a feeling of dishonor and 
shame to an American heart. It is the last time in many years, I 
predict, that that act will be done. Although the stars thus disap- 
peared from the Hawaiian sky, that ensign will in due time, 
though lowered in dishonor, eventually be raised in power. 

After these orders were delivered to Admiral Skerrett, and 
when everything was made easy for aspiring royalism by the an- 
nouncement thatit was to be done (for it went out that the Ameri- 
can flag was to be lowered and the military recalled on board the 
ship) Mr. Blount, in the afternoon of that day, March 31, notified 
the committee of the league that he would receive them at 4 
o’clock, April 1, five hours after the American flag was to be low- 
ered. What was the effect of that? All that Stevens is charged 
with doing by way of inciting rebellion and revolution or tumult 
is not the tithe of a thousandth part of that which can be inferred 
from the action of Mr. Blount. 

When Mr. Blount came to that island everything was serene 
and peaceful. Everybody had acquiesced, the Queen included, 
in the situation. He had not been there two days before by an 
acta thousand times more significant than anything even Stevens 
is charged with, he incited all of the trouble, the rebellious feel- 
ing, the insurrectionary disposition, which for a time seemed 
to have been laid at rest; and then under those circumstances he 
notified the committee of the league (which, I think, he says 
somewhere in his report comprised 8,000 native Hawaiians), that 
the flag being out of the way, the troops off the island, I here, a 
special commissioner, am ready to receive you; and he says in 
regard to lowering the flag: 

This was done in order that, when the committee called, the ensign would 
have been hauled down and the troops ordered aboard of their vessels, and 
I could state freely to the committee that it was not my purpose to interfere 
in their domestic concerns; that the United States troops would not be used 


to maintain or restore any form of government, but simply to protect th 
persons and property of American citizens. = 


* But the flag that hestruck was there at the request of the Pro- 
visional Government, which our Government had recognized and 
to which he had been accredited. He met this committee, nine- 
teen members. They presented to him the resolutions, desiring 
that they be transmitted to the President of the United States, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me 
to ask him a question? If he has it before him, I wishhe would 
point out the request made by the Provisional Government for 
the putting up of the flag. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is in one of the documents submitted by the 
President to the Senate within a few days. It is in a dispatch 
from Mr. Stevens to Mr, Gresham, wherein he gose on at length 
reciting the apprehended intrigue of the British commissioner, 
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the presence of an additional Japanese man-of-war, a translation 
of declarations of the Japanese captain, the wish and desire of 
President Dole that the marines should be landed—in short, 
iving a full and explicit reason for their presence there. Now, 
can not give the page, and it is asking too much in the manner 
in which I am speaking to request it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg leave to say that the act of raising the 
flag was in conjunction with the act declaring the protectorate 
of the United States Government over Hawaii. I was not quite 
certain whether the raising of the flag and the declaration or 
assertion of a protectorate were contemporaneous acts. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hear the Senator imperfectly. The history of 
that protectorate was this, to go back to the beginning. In the 
first place, Mr. Stevens established a protectorate there, gen- 
eral in its character, while the treaty should be under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, was that point of time 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not propose to be cross-examined. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I am asking 

Mr. DAVIS. That is just the amount of the interruption. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am asking for information and seeking for 
information strictly. 

Mr. DAVIS. The idea of the Senator from Alabama asking 
me for information! 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course. 

Mr. DAVIS. He is the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and his memory and capacity to assimilate and 
store away all subjects are marvelous to contemplate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am asking for information, and in perfect 
good faith. I want to know whether the flag was raised at the 
time the protectorate was established? 

Mr. DAVIS. Which protectorate does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. MORGAN. The one that Stevens asserted over the 
island. 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not say as to that matter of detail. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the point about which I am uncer- 
tain. I wish, however, to remind the Senator of the fact that 
Mr. Foster distinctly disavowed the protectorate over the island 
in his dispatch to Mr. Stevens, and 1 do not know what the flag 
could be doing there without the protectorate, or what the pro- 
tectorate could be doing there without the flag. 

Mr. DAVIS. So much for the interview which Mr. Blount 
had with the members of the league within two days after he 
landed on the island, praying for the restoration of the mon- 
archy and the deposition of the Government to which he was 
accredited. Shortly afterward he received a long petition from 
the Hawaiian political league, another affair it seems, numer- 
ously signed, which states: 

Therefore, we submit to you our humble petition and statements, as you 
are in possession of vast powers in your on to do justice to the Hawai- 
jan people. our independence, the throne, and the Hawaiian flag; we beg 
you to restore our beloved Queen Liliuokalani to the throne with the inde- 
pendence of the Hawaiian people, as you have restored the Hawaiian flag. 

That no United States minister should correspond with any 
private citizen is the plainest dictate of international law if it 
were not against the plain provision of our statute. About the 
26th of April (in this case he notified Commissioner Dole of his in- 
tention) he called upon Queen Liliuokalaniand took her statement, 
negotiated with her upon thesubject,took her ve sion of the trans- 
actionand her claims. But, as I have said, hs made no attempt 
to take the version of Mr. Stevens or Mr. Dole. On the 31st of 
May he did another extraordinary act. Accredited to the Pro- 
visional Government as the lord paramount in all matters con- 
cerning the political relations between the two countries, he 
placed himself in correspondence with the Queen in her royal 
character, and with her cabinet in their official capacity: re- 
ceived petitions in that character and in that capacity from 
the Queen as.Queen, from Samuel Parker, as minister of foreign 
affairs; W. H. Cornwell, as minister of finance; John F. Colburn, 
as minister of the interior, and A. P. Peterson, as attorney-gen- 
eral. It thus concludes: 

In view of the facts stated above, which can not be controverted, and in 
view of the fact that your investigations conce: the matter are shortly 
likely to terminate, we, Liliuokalani and her cabinet, who formed the Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands on the 17th of January last ha surren- 
dered that Government to the superior force ot the United States of erica, 
now most respectfully ask that you use your good offices in undoing the acts 
of ON jeg ne ap of your great country and place the Government of the 
Ha Islands as Mr. Stevens found them. 5 the 2 
of justice which has ever dominated American action prevail in this in- 
scare we zemai, Aru 

e LILIUOKALANT, E. 
SAMUEL PARKER, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
WM. H. CORNWELL, 
Minister of Finance. 
JOHN F. COLBURN, 
Minister of Interior. 
A. P. PETERSON, 
Attorney-General. 


Accredited to President Dole, with letters which bore assur- 
ances of good faith, and, if I construe the language correctly, an 
implied wish for the stability and perpetuity of the Government 
over which Mr. Dole presided, Commissioner Blountentered into 
diplomatic relations with a deposed Queen, she signing her name 
in royal form and in her royal capacity and her former ministers 
countersigning in their official character, receiveda petition from 
her and them in her royal capacity and their official capacity, 
requesting him to use his g offices to overthrow the Govern- 
ment to which he had been accredited, a government of Amer- 
icans, of Englishmen, of our own blood, presided over by a man 
of American birth or derivation, and to turn those vast interests, 
these our kith and kin, over to the barbarous and revengeful ad- 
ministration of agovernment which had been successfully rebelled 
against and overthrown. A more glaring diplomatic malyersa- 
tion never was committed; and that it is plainly in violation of 
the statute which I have read in the hearing of the Senate can 
not, I think, be controverted for a moment. 

And upon this testimony, this history, these transactions, the 
President of the United States in his annual message states that 
Mr. Blount’s report shows his conclusions to be true beyond all 
gorenen, He states that the constitutional government of 

awaii had been subverted through the active aid of the repre- 
sentative of our Government, and through the intimidation 
caused by the presence of an armed naval force of the United 
States, which was landed for the purpose at the instance of our 
minister. His conclusion is: 

Upon the facts developed it seemed to me the only honorable course for 
our Government to pursue was to undo the wrong that hud been done by 
those representing us and to restore as far as practicable the status exist- 
ing at the time of our forcible intervention. ith a view of accomplishing 
this result within the constitutional limits of executive power, and recog- 
nizing all our obligations and responsibilities growing out of any changed 
conditions brought about by our unjustifiable interference, our present min- 
ister at Honolulu has received appropriate instructions to thatend. Thus 
far no information of the accomplishment of any definite results has been 
received from him. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to ascertain and to discuss for a 
moment from what source the President of the United States 
derived his authority to arbitrate this great question. Who 
made him and by what processes did he become the judge of the 
case between an overthrown monarchy and arepublic which took 
itsplace? Much has been said about the terms of Queen Liliuo- 
kalani’s abdication, but when did any falling monarch ever fail 
to file a caveat with contemporaries and posterity to that effect? 
It is addressed to no person. It was never formally accepted 
by . and no convention has ever been made between the 
Hawaiian Government-which Mr. Cleveland, following the ex- 
ample of President Harrison, has recognized or the former gov- 
ernment of the Queen and ourselves that such an arbitration 
should take place. 

But there is a consideration back of all this, and back of any- 
thing I have said upon this i it which to me is decisive. 
What the Queen of the Hawaiian Kingdom meant and understood 
to be meant in the letter of abdication, was that the question of 
recognition was to be submitted to the United States; and I as- 
sert it as a sound legal proposition, in view and in the light of 
all the circumstances of this transaction, that the very question 
which the Presidentof the United States has reopened here was 
settled when President Harrison recognized the Provisional 
Government. The act of recognition is all-comprehending so 
far as bringing a nation into existence. It is a deliberate judg- 
ment by the recognizing nation that the recognized government 
has a valid right to be, has come into being rightfully, and has 
the right to continue. It is in its very nature an irrevocable 
act. hoever heard of any civilized country retracting any rec- 
ognition which it had given toa foreign country? Like an exe- 
cuted grant, it is incapable of revocation because the right has 
vested and can not be taken away. 

Queen Liliuokalani’s protest was received at the State Depart- 
ment on the 3d day of February, 1893, and the treaty, I think, was 
not concluded until the 13th day of thatmonth. Her representa- 
tives were here at the time. The case was heard and determined, 
and wisely determined by President Harrison, and it does not 
lie in the capacity of any succeeding Administration to open it 
for readjudication. And the Queen passively acquiesced in that 
construction of her act of abdication, and in the conclusive ef- 
fect of President Harrison's recognition of the Provisional Gov- 
ernment, until she was enticed to renew her claims by the action 
of the present Administration. : 

Mr. President, it has ssemed to become a propensity to restore 
royalty, ignorant, savage, alien royalty, over American people. 
Butin these days of restoring monarchies, sup the President 
of the United States should conceive that President Harrison has 
been imposed upon, misled, by the recognition of President Peix- 
oto, who succeeded to the fallen Empire of Dom Pedro in Brazil. 
The recognition in that case was prompt. Suppose the President 
should determine to reopen the question and to send a minister 
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there to stand before President Peixoto and say, I have become 
satisfied that my predecessor was misled, that your Government 
was not established with the consent of the Brazilian people, and 
therefore you are required to relinquish your power to the lineal 
descendant and heir of Dom Pedro, whoever he may be.” 

If this power exists in the President of the United States, it 
exists in the successive Presidents to undo the actof a President 
who has recognized another government. The same thing might 
be done to President Carnot; it might have been done to Presi- 
dent Thiers, who was the first President of the now existing 
French Republie. Suppose the President of the United States 
should take itinto hishead thatthe French Republic was wrong- 
fully established and not with the consent of the French people, 
and a paramount emissary, emissary at once and ambassador, 
should be sent to France accredited to his great and good 
friend,” President Carnot, with authority over our Army and 
Navy, and that France were in distress, and that as an emissary 
he ae consort with Bourbons, with Orleanists, with Bona- 

tists, with anarchists, with every political element of which 
nch political complexion is composed. Suppose that then, 
having so consorted asanemissary, without giving those to whom 
he was accredited a chance to be heard, he should stand forth as 
an ambassador before the French President and say the Presi- 
dent of the United States is convinced that the French Republic 
was not established with the consent of the French people; a 
rent wrong has been done. Therefore, you are required to re- 
inquish the republican pee which you now hold to the em- 
peror of the Bonaparte family, or the king of the French, who- 
ever he may be, of the other royal houses in the line of lineal 
descent.” 

Mr. President, many questions and illustrations of this kind 
press upon the mind while one is on but the limitations 
of time do not warrant more extended remarks. They suggest 
themselves. 

It is said we do not want colonies and that we do not need the 
Hawaiian Islands. I am not in favor of a colonial system such as 
Great Britain has, and such as France is striving for, but I want 
to see my country well defended, and her hold upon the enor- 
mous commerce of the future in the Pacific Ocean assured. 
That the Sandwich Isiands were in time to be an indispensable 
element of the prosperity, protection, and defense of our country 
has been a cardinal theory with every statesman who ever sat 
in the chair of Secretary of State from the beginning of the 
question down to the present time, the present occupant ex- 
cepted. 

Humbolat predicted seventy years ago that the greatest mari- 
time commerce of the planet would be carried on on the Pacific. 
If you take the globe and look north of the equator and then to 
the south of it fa; will see that the islands of the Pacific Ocean, 
execpt the Sandwich Islands and the Alaskan group, are south of 
the equator. Germany, France, and England have partitioned 
that archi; o south of the equator. They have hitherto 
kept their off the Hawaiian Islands. Those are the only 
islands of any importance north of the equator until we almost 
touch the coast of Asia, except the Alaskan group. They stand 
where commerce from the Nicaragua C if it shall ever be 
constructed, must touch. They stand where ships from Callao and 
Valparaiso must touch. They stand where every ship that goes 
from San Francisco or Victoria to New Zealand or Australia 
must touch. They are 2,100 miles from the city of San Fran- 
cisco. They are 2,100 miles from the midway island of the 
Alaskan group, an island with capacious harbors fit for a naval 
station. The Russian Government, our ancient and immemorial 
friend, is building a ee across the continent of Asia des- 
tined for a port near by; and her relations and ours have always 
been such that, under those circumstances, from the Hawaiian 
lands, from the Alaskan islands, from San Francisco, we can 
make our commerce safe and dominate that waste of waters. 
That is the kind of acquisition and the kind of protection Lwant 
for my country, its future and its commerce. l 

Mr. President, this is a great question—great in its. facts, 
great in its constituional aspect. The American people will be 
the judges in this controversy. They are adjudicating it now. 
In the midst of distress, of financial disorder which the panacea 
of legislative action has not cured; with the mine sterile, the 
shuttle motionless, the wheel still, the factory sending up neither 
pillar of cloud by day nor pillar of fire by night; with h r 
and mer’ thousands of bae with the ae of 1 penne 595 
party policy respecting financial and economic legislation whic 
threatens to intensify all this distress into a deeper agony, the 
American people have paused to consider this subject, and they 
will settle it in the sublime tribunal of the nation’s judgment. 
E 

. TURPIE. Task that the resolution heretofore submitted 
Sagas relation to the policy respecting Hawaii be laid before 
nate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair), 
The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TuRPIE 
on ae 8th instant, as follows: 

ol red, That from xecutl 
and pee sources it e taae onion, boy eae — Breed with the 
character and dignity of the United States to consider further at this time 
either the treaty or ea keye of annexation of the Hawatian territory to this 
country; that the Provisional Government therein having been duly recog- 
own fine of polity. Woreiga iner en den te the palister dcr e 
mae will be regarded as an act unfriendly ene the United 

Mr.TURPIE. Mr. President, the Sandwich Islands, the site 
of the Hawaiian people, were discovered by Capt. Cook in 1778. 
They are thirteen in number, four of considerable size; the rest 
are smaller, some of them are mere dots on the surface of the 
deep. They lie near together in the form of a curve or crescent, 
in a genial climate within the tropics, about halfway between 
= two continents whose opposite shores bound the North Pa- 
cific. 

At the time of their discovery the inhabitants of each were 
under the separate government of independent native chiefs, 
having a tribal polity somewhat akin to that of the North Amer- 
ican Indians. This political condition obtained until 1790, when 
Kamehameha the First, who seems to have been the Cæsar of 
this distant island group, reduced the. inhabitants of all the 
islands to hisrule. He achieved the sovereignty of the whole, 
united them. under one government, took and maintained the 
title of king, and was the founder of the Hawaiian monarchy. He 
died in 1824 and was succeeded. by his son. Kamehameha the Sec- 
ond, and the crown afterward descended in the regular line of in- 
heritance until 1891, when the late queen, a lineal descendant of 
the first conqueror, became the sovereign by the death of her 
brother, King Kalakaua, 

During the period from 1840 to 1845 the Hawaiian Kingdom 
was recognized by the United States, France, England, and other 
foreign powers as an independent nation; its capital became the 
residence of a diplomatic corps more or less numerous, and has 
ever since continued to be such. Much progress was made by 
this people under the monarchy. z 

Tho natives abandoned idolatry, adopted the. Christian reli- 

ion and worship, discarded the costume and customs of their 

ormer life, engaged in commerce and agriculture, gradually ac- 
que many of the traits and usages of European civilization 

t the same time the islands received a large accession of popu- 
lation by migration from Asia, from Europe, and especially from 
the United States. 5; 


The Hawaiian monarchy, absolute at first, was much modified 
by these internal changes. It became in later years constitu- 


tional in form, with a legislative body of two chambers, one of 
which is chosen by the votes of the people, a cabinet, and organ- 
ized departments, with a seat of government located at. Hono- 
lulu, where the-first King had fixed his residence. 

The personnel of the monarchy had meanwhile somewhat de- 
clined. The descendants of the race of Kamehameha did not 
retain its old prowess, prudence, or vigor. Dissatisfaction with 
the administration of public affairs was rife in 1892, especially 
among the foreign element of the population, which had become 
numerous, wealthy, and influential, and at last culminated in 
open revolt against the royal authority. 

On the 17th of January last the Hawaiian Republic was pro- 
claimed, the Provisional Government was organized. 
session of the public buildings, archives, and other property 
without resistance, and has held undisturbed possession ever 
since. The revolution was as bloodless and peaceable as that 
which deposed the Emperor Dom Pedro in Brazil, or that which 
brought about the fall of Louis Philippe in France and the re- 
public of Lamartine. 

Nevertheless, as it was in the instances mentioned, so in this 
it-is a fact accomplished. This Provisional Government thus 
established was recognized by the American minister resident 
a very short time after it had been proclaimed, and the same 
action has been taken by the representatives. of other foreign 
governments who maintain legations at Honolulu. 

The recognition of a government de facto has always been 
accounted an act of the gravest moment. 

It is an act of one power, supreme and sovereign, respecting 
the existence of another of a like character. It can not be re- 
vised except upon the supposition of a power paramount, which 
is contrary to the postulate of sovereignty itself. 


It follows, then, that although recognition may be deferred, ; 


although it may be withheld for further advisement or it may 
be altogether denied, yet once granted it is a finality; like the 
word spoken, like the arrow sped, like the shot fired, it is beyond 
recall. Recognition may cease after it has been given, but it 
ceases only when another government arises and displaces the 
one which had before been acknowledged. 


„took pos- 
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The force of the act of recognition is not at all affected by the 
form of the new government, or by the means.which may have 
been used to establish it. Who has forgotten what Victor Hugo 
called The crime of December,” the coup d’état of Louis Napoleon 
in 1851, by which the republic was destroyed and the empire 
built uponits ruin? Yet the United States. recognized the em- 

ire so constructed, and for almost twenty years continued to 

eal with it as the Government of France. 

By the events of last January President. Dole became the head 
of the Provisional Government. He is the recognized chief 
magistrate of the Hawaiian people. He is one among the rulers 
of the earth. He ranks in degree with the President of this 
Union, with the daughter of a hundred kings who sits enthroned 
at Windsor. 

It is teue the territorial extent of the new republic is not great, 
but its arable area is as large as that of Switzerland the most 
ancient of existing commonwealths. 8 

It very much exceeds that of Attica, the most famous republic 
of antiquity. Honolulu with its adjacent territory is much larger 
than any of the free cities with their appendant lands, which 
toward the close of the feudal era gave to the Teutonic race its 
first lessons in civil, political, and commercial liberty. 

These free cities were within their own limits independent— 
cosmopolitan also in their population. Strangersand foreigners 
were welcomed to the various guilds, were admitted to the civic 
franchises, enrolled in the military force, lived and labored in 
all respects as natives. Honolulu is just such a capital, com- 

d of many nationalities, containing an element well versed 
fn all the arts and interests of civilization. 

The adjacent lands are inhabited by a native race—docile, 
- tractable, very amenable to law, not averse to labor, tilling a 
fertile soil, worthy and capable of yet greater progress. Why 
may not this metropolis with its adjacent lands continue to be, 
and rejoice in being, the free city of the Pacific; the site of a 
re ublie truly ocean-bound? 

The independence of the Hawaiian nation was guaranteed by 
France and England as early as the treaty of 1843 in these 
terms: 

Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and His Majesty the of the French, taking into consideration 
the existence in the Sandwich Islands of a 8 capable of N 
for the regularity of its relations with foreign nations, have thought it 
right to engage reciprocally to consider the Sandwich Islands as an inde- 
pendent state, and never to take ion, either directly or under the 
title of a protectorate or under any other form, of any part of the territory 
of which they are composed. 


The signatory powers have always observed and the United 
States has carefully respected it, though not a party to it, de- 
claring at the same time that it constantly preferred Hawaiian 
independence. Thus Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, says in 
1842, the year before the conclusion of the treaty which I have 


quoted: 


The United States, therefore, is more interested in the fate of the islands 
and of their Goverament than any other nation can be; this consideration 
inductesthe President to be quite willing to declare, as the sense of the 
Government of ths United States, that the Government of the Sandwich 
Islands ought to be respected; that no power ought either to take posses- 
sion of the islands as a conquest or for the purpose of colonization, and that 
no power ought to seek for any undue control over the existing Govern- 
ment, or any exclusive privileges or preferences with it in matters of com- 
merce. 


And Mr. Bayard took the same und in 1885, in his note to 
the British Government, explaining the concession of Pearl 
Harbor, that this contained in its terms nothing to impair the 
political sovereignty of Hawaii.” 

Mr. Blaine made the following statement in 1891 on behalf of 
the Government of the United States: 


It firmly believes that the position of the Hawaiian Islands, as the key to 
the dominion of the American Pacific, demands their benevolent neutral- 
ity, to which end it will earnestly cobperate with the native Government. 


These relations, mutual and general, between the United 
States, other countries, and Hawaii have been of long standing, 
recognized by all nations, and are in full force to-day, and they 
are as applicable to the new republic as.to the old monarchy. 
Hawaiian sovereignty may have been somewhat. protected by 
international jealousy, but it is protected yet more by interna- 
tional indifference. Foreign governments have shown no de- 
sire at any time to acquire the sovereignty of the islands or the 
corresponding duties and responsibilities which would accom- 
pany such dominion. 

A very formal and elaborate protectorate on paper was estab- 
lished during the reign of the first Kamehameha by . 
negotiation it is said between that King and George III, the 

of the Hawaiian monarchy being then in London. The 
British Government never approved of it and never took any pos- 
session or exercised any rights under it whatever, ; 
what they stated would be the difficulties. which would meet a 


European power stationed there as sovereign, or even in the ca- 
pacity of a protectorate. 

For many months—I speak now in respect of the protection 
afforded by international indifference—a treaty of annexation has 
been pending here before this body and in this Capitol. No word 
of objection or dissent by any foreign power has been made 
thereto, and no foreign power has done so much as to ask a word 
of explanation. When we bought Pearl Harbor, in the Sand- 
wich Islands, the British Government addressed a note to the 
Secretary of State, then Mr. Bayard, asking an explanation of 
the transaction; but here is a treaty pending for months, having 
in view the absolute annexation of the whole group to this Union, 
and nota, foreign government has said a word or addressed a 
_ to.any officer of this Government with respect to such acqui- 
sition. 

Indeed it is very clear from this unanimous attitude of silence 
that the civilized powers interested would, if we were content 
with its propriety or justice, be gratified ifwe should assume the 
sovereignty of the Sandwich Islands. They would then have, 
what they have not always had—a tribunal permanent and re- 
sponsible, to whom might be submitted the very difficult and 
delicate commercial and maritime differences which often arise 
at the ports of these islands, 

Letus believe that the same stability and permanency may be 
realized from the rise of the new government. The autonomy 
of the Hawaiian country is not only secured by treaty, guaran- 
teed by general acquiescence, but is at this time supported by 
ma good will and friendly offices of the whole society of na- 

ns. 

There is nothing in the way of Hawaiian national advance- 
ment, there is no of obstruction to their peaceful and pros- 
perous progress, except those difficulties 8 make 
the problems of statesmanship which time and patience may 
solve, which a wise and just ruler may compose or overcome. 
No protectorate can add anything to the préstige.of the new 
government. Annexation would erase and destroy it. 

The annexation of one nationality to another necessarily de- 
stroys the nationality of that annexed—itis merged intoanother, 
it henceforth disappears from among the list of nations. 

Those great writers, the international statesmen of the world 
who have from age to age recorded and. compiled the practice 
and usages of nations, and have so formed that code ed the 
law of the nations, have always represented the extinction of a 
nation as a misfortune, a great catastrophe, to be regretted and 


oe 

blie opinion among all peoples has justified this sentiment. 
The extinction of Poland, though long ago accomplished, is still 
keenly felt.. The prolonged subjugation and disappearance of 
Greece was for many centuries the subject of regret and sorrow, 
and how gladly the governments and peoples of the whole civi- 
lized world have weleomed the restoration of Grecian nationality 
to which we were all so much indebted, and the return of this 
ancient people to their former place in the circle of the family 
of nations. This family is not large: it only embraces now 
within the cyele of ordinary international intercourse about 
forty in number. One of the number, even the least, is missed 
from this illustrious society. 

Hence what is called annexation, according to the usages of 
governments, civilized and enlightened, has been at all times 
accompanied not only by treaty, but by some precedent action 
of popular national assent and approval on the part of those to 
be affected by it. 

Of course, one nation may lawfully acquire territory from 
another without such assent or action, as by purchase or by-ab- 
solute right of conquest, as we ourselves acquired it from France 
and Mexico, But these acquisitions did not touch in any way 
the national life or existence of the nations from which they 
were made. They only changed the condition and allegiance of 
the portion of the countries ceded. 

The able or voluntary merging of one nation into another 
isa g of rare occurrence. In modern Europe perhaps the 
instance most. nearly approaching our idea of annexation was 
the addition of Savoy and Nice to France in 1860. At the close 
of the war jointly conducted by the Emperor Napoleon and the 
King of Sardinia against the Austrian possession and dominion 
in Italy, the joint victors. in that contest, at perfect amity with 
each other and having the absolute right of conquerors, desired 
to readjust national boundaries and to change in some degree 
the map of Southern Europe; in the language of the time, to 
rectify the frontier.” It was therefore pro that Savoy and 
Nice, provinces theretofore of the Italian Kingdom, should be 
ceded to France, but this was made conditional expressly upon 
the prior assent of the people concerned. 

A plebiscite was ordered, and on the 15th day of April, 1860, 
an election was held in each of these provinces, the question be- 
ing submitted for or against annexatian t France. A very full 
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vote was polled, and a very e majority of the electors voted 
in each of the two for annexation, which was acco! ly con- 
summated, and these countries have ever since been and to-day 
are a part of the French domain. . 

The very celebrated instance in our own annals has a similar 
history, and is perhaps the only example of the annexation. pure 
and simple, of one nation by another in modern times. Texas 
was an independent republic. Its people by their vote—their 
ballots, expressed in due form through the legislative and ex- 
ecutive departments of their government—tendered with entire 
unanimity the offer of annexation to the United States. I have 
been told that there were not fifty persons living within the vast 
dominion of the Republic of Texas who were opposed to annexa- 
tion either during the pendency of the treaty or at the time that 
the fact was consummated. . 

The people of this country voted on the same question in its 
favor, determining one Presidential electionupon that issue; so 
that the annexation of Texas received, as may be said, a double 
ratification and assent. 

Thus, in accordance with these historic precedents, the first 
step, the imperative condition precedent to the consideration of 
the proposition of annexation, is the expressed desire and pre- 
vious assent of the people of Hawaii. 

Whatever may be the powers of the Provisional Government 
and I grant that they are full and plenary, as those of the oldest 
and best established forms of polity—it can not be assumed that 
any government per se, without legislative and popular action, 
is authorized to conclude a treaty for its own destruction, and 
for the extinction of the nationality which it represents. There 
should be concurrent with such treaty offer an explicit prior ex- 
pression of the popular will before it can rightfully become even 
the subject of negotiation. 

The fact that this island country is weak, that they are a 
feeble folk, neither rich nor numerous, is only an additional rea- 
son why the Government of this nation should exhibit toward 
it the deference and delicacy of treatment demanded by the 
highest principles of justice and fair Talne: 

The question isnot whether Hawaii is weak or strong, whether 
it be powerful or otherwise; but whether its people have so lost 
their attachment to their own nationality as to be ready and 
willing to abandon. their national life and being and to merge 
the same into ours, Let this be first determined by a free ballot 
of that population under their own laws. They instituted the 
ballot many years ago and they are accustomed to its use. 

There is a native population in the islands of about 40,000. 
They are not illiterate; they are not ignorant. A very iayo 
majority can read and write both lan es, English and Ha- 
waiian, and they take avery lively and intelligent interest in the 
affairs of their own country. This is an element which on the 

roposition of annexation is to be consulted prior to any other; 
k must accompany any treaty; and any treaty which had been 
made without consulting this element was properly withdrawn 
and ought never to have been entertained. . 

There is another reason of the gravest character why consid- 
eration at this time of the pro of annexation is inopportune 
and premature. It is believed by many, it has been extensively 
bruited and widely credited, that the late minister of this coun- 
try at Honolulu, Mr. Stevens, was a participant in the Hawaiian 
revolution, aided and abetted its promoters in the formation of 
the new government and in the subsequent proffer of annexa- 


tion. : 

It is quite clear that this opinion is entertained, and thatit has 
been expressed in the most public and official manner by the 
present Chief Magistrate of the United States and by the Secre- 
tary of State, specially in charge of our foreign affairs and rela- 
tions. Proper respect for the opinion of those in administration 
of the executive department of this Government must give us 
pause in this transaction, when it is charged that the public rep- 
resentative of the United States in a foreign country became 
the accomplice of those engaged in the design of overthrowing 
the government to which he had been commissioned. Such an 
offense is a high crime and misdemeanor against the law of na- 
tions, against the confidences and intercourse of the civilized 
world. 

No nation, whatever may be its greatness and authority, can 
create an ambassador or minister. Two must concur therein. 
One government may send a person duly appointed and com- 
missioned, but the government to which he is sent must receive 
him before he becomes such. 

The act of receiving is as free and independent as the act of 
sending. If the government to which he is sent declines to 
receive him, this is no breach of amity nor cause of quarrel. 
The act of refusal may be with or without reasons given. 

The act of reception alone fully attests and recognizes his 
diplomatic character. This dual condition of his creation im- 
plies obligations upon his part of a similar character. His most 
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important and active duties are due to the country which he 
represents, 2 — he has duties more passive and negative in their 
kind, though of as binding obligation, to the government whereto 
he is sent. He owes to the government to which he is accred- 
ited, to its laws, customs, and course of administration, respect- 
ful 3 deference, and assent. It is because of his pre- 
sumed sense of obligation to these requirements that he is 
received. 

Upon this subject the Nestor and father of international law 
holds the following langugge—and all writers upon that topic 
concur: 


The inviolability of a public minister, or the protection to which he has a 
more sacred and particular claim than any other person, whether native or 
foreigner, is not the only privilege he enjoys. The universal k peacpipe of 
nations allows him moreover an entire independence of the jurisdiction and 
authority of the state in which he resides. * * * independency 
of a fo} minister is not to be converted into licentiousness. 

It does not excuse him from conforming to the customs and laws of the 
country in all his external actions; so far as they are unconnected with the 
object of his mission and character he is ind-pendent, but he has not a right 
to do whatever he pleases. * + He must not avail himself of his inde- 
pendency for the purpose of violati these laws and customs. He should 
rather punctually conform to them although the mazistrate has no compul- 
sory power over him, and he is especially bound to a religious observance of 
the rules of justice. As to what converns the prince to whom he is sent the 
embassador should remember that his ministry is a ministry of peace and 
that it is only on that footing that he 1s received. 

This reason forbids his engaging in any evil machinations. Let him serve 
his own master without injuring the nce who receives him. It is a base 
treachery to take advantage of the inviolability of the embassadorial charac- 
ter for the p 6 of plotting in security the ruin of those who res that 


character; of clandestinely injuring them, or of embroil or ruining their 
aff What would be infamous. and abominable in a P vate guest, shall 
that be allowable and becoming in the representative of a sovereign ! Vat- 


tel, chapter 6, title Am. 


It will be observed, Mr. President, how felicitously the analogy 
is drawn between the position of a visitor at a private house and 
a public representative residing in a foreign country. They 
stand on the same footing, as they should; for, sir, when you ap- 
proach a man’s house. it may be the humblest home, and knock at 
the door, and are bidden to come in and enter in that manner, 
there is a tacit obligation, known of all men, that in coming you 
bring and in departing you leave your peace upon that house 
and upon all them that dwell therein. Persons acting difer- 
ently are not counted as true men. As spies, to sse the naked- 
ness of the landare ye come.” 

The minister should be a careful observer of, but not at all an 
actor in, the public affairs of the country where he is temporarily 
residing. Especially does this rule of conduct obtain in times of 
political commotion, in periods of revolution, either threatened 
or actual. He must observe thorough impartiality between 
hostile gs in the country of his residence. Hecannotright- 
fully take sides, much less can he take arms or use the same for 
or againsteither party. These are elementary principles of the 
law regulating diplomatic intercourse. 

Now, it is clear from the tenor of the very curious account 
which Mr. Stevens has given of his official conduct in Hawaii 
during the recent revolution there, to be found on pages 177 to 
181 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of date 4th of December 
last, that he fully understood this law laid down by Vattel and 
was well acquainted with these principles. 

The relation which he gives of the events of the Hawaiian 
revolution is manifestly not that of an enemy. He speaks in the 
highest terms of eulogy of the conduct of its promoters, and 
glows in the account of its result as having given them the best 
government which these islands have ever enjoyed; yet he 
earnestly disclaims having taken any part in this action of others 
which he so much commends. He is convinced, he is well per- 
suaded, that certain persons in a foreign country may do some 
things, with test credit to themselves, which an American 
minister could not do and could not lawfully be concerned in. 

The minister claims to have acted only as the neutral repre- 
sentative of a foreign friendly power. the facts in the case 
place and keep him in this position? 

The first document, as far as known, ever issued by the found- 
ers of the Hawaiian revolutionary government was a letter di- 
rected to the American minister by name, signed by the mem- 
bers of the committee of safety, and dated January 16, 1893, 
before the first public step had been taken in their proceedings. 

I will ask my friend from Georgia to read it for me. 

Mr, GO N read as follows: 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, HONOLULU, January 16, 1898. 


Sm: We, the undersigned. citizens and residents of Honolulu, respect- 
full eg ep that, in view of recent public events in this Kingdom, cu!mi- 
nating n the revolutionary acts of Queen Liliuokalani on Saturday last, 
the peons safety is men and lives and property are in peril, and we ap- 
peal to you and the United States forces at your command for assistance. 

The Queen, with the aid of armed force and accompanied by threats of 
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to 
proclaim a new constitution; and while prevented for the time from accom- 
plishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her action. 

This conduct and action was upon an occasion and under circumstances 
which have created general alarm and terror. 


1894. 
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We are unable to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for 
the protection of the United States forces. 
HENRY E. COOPER, 
F. W. McCHESNEY, 
W. C. WILDER, 
C. BOLTE, 
A. BROWN. 
WILLIAM Ò. SMITH, 
HENRY WATERHOUSE, 
25. So LANSING, 
L. A. THURSTON, 
JOHN EMMELUTH, 
WM. R. CASTLE, 
J. A. MCCANDLESS, 
Citizens’ Committee of Safety. 


His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, 
American Minister Resident. 

Mr. TURPIE. [am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Was ever a revolution before begun with such a patent, open, 
notorious acknowledgment of its want of power to sustain itself? 
„We appeal to you, to the United States forces, for assistance. 
We are unable to protect ourselves. We therefore pray for the 
protection of the United States forces.” ; 

Why was such a message sent at all, and why was it sent to 
the American minister? A committee of public safety inaugu- 
rated the government of the national defense in Paris after 
dan and the fall of Napoleon, but they sent no such message to 
Minister Washburne. 

Those who attacked the Government of Balmaceda in Chile 
were surrounded by armed enemies, by life and property endan- 
gered, wholly without police or legal forces. Did they send 
such a message as this to Minister Egan? Did Admiral Mello 
begin his attack upon the Governmentof the Republic in Brazil 
with such a letter to the American or any other foreign minis- 
ter? 

The very philosophy of revolutions is that the promoters 
thereof do not lack, but do have and hold, the power to protect 
themselves and their adherents, to discharge all the ordinary 
functions of government for the security of life and property, 
and to place the administration of affairs upon new lines of right 
and justice better than those of the old régime. 

There is only one explanation possible of this very singular 
missive. The men who sentit knew beforehand that it would 
be received, and that their request for assistance, the assistance 
of the United States forces, would be granted. Minister Stevens 
says he received and read this letter, and that he made no re- 
sponse. n 
P But in this he is mistaken. He ardered the United States 
marines from the man-of-war Boston, then in the harbor, to land. 
They landed fully armed and a asi for active service, and 
with a train of two pieces of artillery they were marched under 
the direction of the minister to Arion Hall, a strategic point 
near the Hawaiian capitol, the same Government building which 
this committee entered and took possession of the next day, and 
from the front steps of which they read the proclamation estab- 
lishing the Provisional Government. 

I have called Arion Hall a strategie point. I do so upon the 
authority of a very brave and skillful officer of the Navy, havin 
long experience the service and especially in those seas. 
will take the liberty of asking my friend from Georgia to read 
the letter of Admiral Skerrett. 

Mr. GORDON read as follows: 


UNITED STATES STEAMSHIP BOSTON, 
FLAGSHIP OF THE PACIFICO STATION, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, May 20, 1893. 


Sir: I haveexamined, with a view of inspection, the first occupied 
by the force landed from the United States steamer ton, and known as 
Arion Hall, situated on the west side of the Government building. The po- 
sition of this location Is in the rear of a large brick buil known as Music 
Hall. The street it faces is comparatively a narrow one, the building itself 
facing the Government building. In my opinion, it was unadvisable to 
locate the troops there, if they were landed for the protection of the United 
States citizens, distantly removed from the business portion of the 
town, and generally far away from the United States legation and consu- 
late-general, as well as be: distant from the houses and residences of 
United States citizens. It will be seen from the accom sketch that 
had the Provisional Government troops been attacked from the east, such 
attack would have placed them in the line of fire. 

Had Music Hall been seized by the Queen's troops, they would have been 
under their fire, had such been their desire. It is for these reasons that I 
consider the position occupied as illy selected. Naturally, if they were 
landed with a view to support the Provisional Government troops, then ọc- 
cupying the Government building, it was a wise choice, as they could enfi- 
lade any troops attacking them from the palace grounds in front. There is 
nothing further for me to state with reference to this matter, and as has been 
colt by you to my attention—all of which is submitted for your considera- 

on. 


Very respectfully, 
J. S. SKERRETT, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy. 
Commanding United States Naval Force, Pacific Station. 
Col. J. H. BLOUNT, 
United States Minister Ple 


7 and Enroy eee Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands. 
Mr. TURPIE. Minister Stevens, in that dispatch to which I 
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have alluded, which is placed in the record, gives a very long 
picturesque detail as to why Arion Hall was selected as the place 
for posting the troops on the evening of the disembarkation. He 
would have us believe that it was an accident. Mr. President, 
it was accident very curious: it was an accident of extreme duc- 
tility, much prolonged. This accident lasted quite a while. It 
continued to oceur for two days and two nights, until the Pro- 
visional Government had been proclaimed, recognized, and 
established. Not until after that did the accident happen to 
cease. 

These troops were landed fully armed and equipped. The 
committee had asked of the minister the assistance of the United 
States forces. This was the response. Action is stronger than 
ink. Mr. Stevens says he ordered the troops to land for the 
purpose of protecting life and property. Whose life and whose 
sch oe BP The life and property of those of the committee of 
public safety, who had engaged in the design of overthrowing 
the Government to which he had been accredited? 

Mr. Stevens says there was for two days no government in 
Honolulu. If this were true it did not destroy the sovereignty 
of the Hawaiian Peoples it did not abrogate the treaty relations 
between Hawaii and the United States. The government is 
neither the people nor the nation of a country. It is only 
the representative of such people and of such nation. Suppos- 
ing there had been no government in Honolulu for twodays, did 
thatauthorize the American minister to make one, or to be con- 
cerned in its formation? 3 

Then Mr. Stevens goes on with 50 lengthy magniloquence 
to have us infer that these two days of interregnum was a very 
extraordinary and unexampled thing. It is the most common, 
the most ordinary occurrence. Whenever revolutionary condi- 
tions obtain, it is usually much longer than two days. Within 
the memory of living men it has been many days in Paris, the 
capital of one of the chief nations in the world. I allude now to 
the time of the flight of Louis Philippe and his deposition, and 


to the fall of Napoleon after his captivity, after he was taken by. 


the enemy. 

Two days isa very short interregnum. There is always this 

riod of political oscillation between the parties, one of whom 

striving to enter and the other is striving to resist ouster from 
the seat of authority. It is awell-known signal of revolutionary 
crises. But what principle is there in international law, or 
what precedent is there in the action of any ambassador from 
any civilized country at any time for takingsuch a period for in- 
terference with the domestic affairs of the government where he 
resides? On the contrary, the law is plainly laid down that at 
such a period his attitude should be one of absolute, impartial 
indifference. 

Why, sir, this interregnum is a period when that official class 
who hold the offices under all governments and all forms of gov- 
ernment with elastic allegiance—even this class is at a loss, 
They do not find the men to report to, they do not know to 
whom to direct their correspondence, and the official files are 
lumbered with unconsidered matter until a master appears at 
the head of the new government, the government defacto. This 
inte um is that period made sacred by the right of revolu- 
tion, defined in the t Declaration, the right of the people at 
any time toalter or abolish theirform of government, and to adopt 
another better calculated, as they may deem, to secure the 
safety and happiness. 

Such was the right of the poopie of Hawaii during that ve 
period. It wasa right not to questioned, not to be 4 
not to be defeated, not to be interfered with by any American, 
and, above all, not to be interferred with by an American min- 
ister or ambassador. 

Mr. Stevens says he disembarked these forces to preserve 
the and public order.” Is the United States charged with 
the duty of keeping the peace and preserving public order in all 
the countries to which we send diplomatic representatives b 
1 civil war therein, by a display of overwhelming mil- 

tary force in aid of the combatants on one side or the other of 
such contest? 

There is no rule of the law of nations which justifies or re- 
quires such an intervention by any foreign minister, or which 
recognizes the existence of such an international police. This 
interpretation of the law would involve this Government in a 

rpetual military crusade around the planet. 

Much as I admire and confide in the skill and valor of our mili- 
tary and naval forces, I doubt if they would be equal to such an 
enormous service. Great as are the resources of our 
country, they would soon be exhausted by the expenditures of 
such an extended. . The protection afforded by our 
ministers under such circumstances in a foreign country relates 
only to the life and property of American citizens—neutral, non- 
combatant—who may claim or be entitled thereto, or to the pub- 
lic property of the United States at the consulate or legation. 


706 f 


The maintenance of peace and order relates to the same per- 


sons, places, premises, and subject- matter. Mr. Stevens made 
a ates and disposition of the troops at along distance from, 
and with no reference to, such 185 or premises, or to any 
such object as their protection. Mr. Stevens said nothing about 
the protection of life and property of our citizens at Honolulu at 
the time of the disembarkation of the troops. I amnotspeaking 
now of official orders. Official orders under such circumstances 
are always and everywhere in the same language, in the same 
words. am not speaking about that. They have forms for this. 
I am speaking of his conference with the members of the revo- 
lutionary committee. He said nothing at the time of that con- 
ference about the protection. of the life and property of Ameri- 
can citizens; he said nothing at that time about the Japanese 
invasion, the English invasion, or the urban perils by night or 
day in the city, to which he devotes so much space in a subse- 
quent account of these events. 

It is evident that all these are merely afterpieces of wretched 
pretense and of feigned profession, used asa mask to hide the 

osser and more indelicate features of his official malfeasance. 

o troops were landed and posted with their arms and artillery 
within easy supporting distance of the armed followers of the 
revolutionary committee because the minister of the United 
States had previously engaged and undertaken to render this as- 
sist ince, 

I quote now the testimony of a witness, F. W. Wundenburg, 
from the report of the special commissioner of the President, 
which Mr. Stevens had evidently read when he sent his dispatch 
to the Senate. He controverts, or undertakes to controvert, a 

t deal in the report of the special commissioner; but he 

* not controvert one word of the statement which I shall 
read. 
Mr. F. W. Wundenburg,a citizen of Honolulu, was an earnest 
enemy of the monarchy, a steadfast supporter of the revolution 
from the beginning. After the establishment of the Provisional 
Government of Hawaii he was tendered the lucrative position 
of collector-general of customs. During the early days of the 
republic he beld for it a post of great responsibility. 

This is his statement concerning the action of Mr. Stevens. I 
will ask my friend from Tennessee to read the part in print. 

Mr. BATE read as follows: 


The committee met at Mr. Waterhouse’s residence, acco to adjourn- 
ment, at 7:30 o'clock p. m. of the same day, January 16. The ation of 
some sort of government was under discussion, and it was decided that a 
commander-in-chief of the forces supporting the 3 new government 
should be appointed. The position was offered John H. Soper, who 
demurred, as he did not see any backing whatever to support the movement. 
Mr. Soper was answered by members.of the committee that the American 
minister would support the move with the troops of the Boston. 

Mr. Bapes still Mich, OF —.— a couple NN escorted 8 
to the legation, w way, was oining p e 
three came back after a time, reporting that Mr. Stevens had given them 
the full assurance that any of the government put forward at 
the government building, or any other building in Honolulu for that mat- 
ter, would reeeive his immediate recognition and the rt of the Bos- 
ton’smen. This assurance seemed tosatisfy Mr. Soper, he accepted the 


mmittee of thirteen, or commit- 
to the Government. b 


ment at 2:40 0’clock, there being practically 
g proceeded a dozen or so loungers gath 


readin s 

the cerem about thirty supporters, variously armed, came running in 
e de back entrances of the yard gathered about the com- 
mittee, 


At this moment the United States troops, in the temporary quarters in 
the rear of the Music Hall (less than 100 yards from where the committee 


stood), appeared to be under arms, and were evidently prepared for any 


emergency. 

Mr. FRYE. Can the Senator give the page where that state- 
men will be found in the report? 

Mr. TURPIE. I will cite the „It is Executive Docu- 
ment No. 10, 21. I will cite the page, and it will be found 


ay a Spec plio officer, wh to 

y one, a public officer, who engages to support a 
movement before it's made or accomplished must necessarily 
have known the time and place and persons concerned in it, and 
the general object and, purpose of the movement. 

The assurance was given by Mr. Stevens that he would sup- 
port the proclamation of the Government. It was given to the 
commander of the revolutionary forees. This proclamation of 
the Government is the instant tw moment of the rebellion, 
since called a revolution; it is the decisive crisis of action: it is 
the time when the old régime is crumbling and the new one is 
coming forth; it is the time when every motive of public pro- 
pey and every principle of international justice required and 

emanded of Mr. Stevens and of every other foreign representa- 
tive in Honolulu that they should not interfere one way or the 
other: yet Mr. Stevens selects this very moment, the proclama- 
tion of the Government before it was p before it was 
established—selects that time, saying that. he recognize it 
and that he will support it with troops from the ship Boston. 
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It would have been a very incautious thing, a ve undiplo- 
matic thing, a very perilous thing, for Mr. Stavensto have made 
such a statement even to an attaché of his own legation, or to 
an officer in the service of the United States; but for an Ameri- 
can minister, on the one hand, to make this statement to a revo- 
lutionary officer on the other, is more thanincautious, more than 
careless, more than reckless. It was an actcriminative, with no 
example, fortunately having no model hitherto in the history of 
the United States. We shall have to go back to the middle of 
the fifteenthcentury, amongst the worst men of the worst times, 
to find where a public ambassador in a foreign country has made 
such an absolute betrayal of his trust. 

It appears from the testimony of Mr. Damon, vice-presidentof 
the Provisional Government, that the officer named, Col. Soper, 
appeared in command of the military forces of the committee 
next day, and that they acted under his supervision—those are 
the words of the witness—that he massed them, armed, in front 
of the steps of the capitol, where the Provisional Government 
was being proclaimed. (Ex. Doc.10, page 31.) 

The American minister was thus in communication with the 
revolutionary commander, Col. Soper, as with the commander 
of the United States marines. and he thus assumed joint direction 
of the two forces. 

The Hawiian monarchy in the one hundred and third year of 
its existence ceased to be, among other causes, for the reason 
that the American minister resident had engaged to support and 
did support the revolt against it with the military forces of the 
United States. 

The inguiry as to whether the new government would have 
succeeded without this aid is beside the question. This inter- 
ference without any authority did occur. The best disclaimer 
the most absolute disavowal of it, is the rejection of the proposal 
for any further or closer connection with Hawaii. Let the new 
government, however formed, proceed in its career. Interven- 
tion against it would be at this time as unlawful as intervention 
in its favor was when it occurred. 

It may be well to examine the statement of Mr. Stevens him- 
self upon the point of his action in the premises. 

In a great crime there is an awful power of illumination. It 
lights up the conscience of the offender with a glare, showing 
the full proportions of the offense, 

Here was one in a great public office, in what Vattel calls a 
ministry of peace. He had withouta word of warrant or of warni: 
made and levied war upon the soil of a friendly power. He had 
sought ta embroil the people of two nations long bound together 
in t amity. He was loath, very loath, to make confession 
of a wrong so grievous, Yet the truth will break bounds and 
silence; it will not be disowned. 

In his account of what occurred at the time of his proclama- 
tion of a protectorate in the name of the United States, which 
he asserts was done at the request of the Provisional Govern- 
ment of Hawaii,” he says, in speaking of the flag, It re- 
mained seventy-five days. During that time all had been 
accomplished which had been pes and expected when it 
was raised.” (Record, December 14, e 178.) 

Now, here is an instance where the heart and soul of verity is 
unconsciously expressed—discloses itself in the tense or time of 

na § It is not said “AH had been accomplished which 

was promised and expected,” but which had been promised 
and expected.” This form of words necessarily refers to prom- 
ises which had already been made before the time referred to. 
And who had been the promiserin this compact? Clearly he who’ 
could perform—the United States minister. And who was the 
romisee? The revolutionary committee and its adherents. 

r. Stevens takes this method of declaring that he had kept 
faith with the revolution, that no promises were broken; that 
none of their expectations weredisappointed. What, then, had 
been these promises and expectations? The answer is: All 
that a been accomplished.” What, then, had been accom- 


lished? 

F United States had been landed, armed, and with ar- 
tillery in support of the anticipated movement on the day be- 
fore the revolt. This is one of the things which had been prom- 
isedand expected. The Provisional Government had been rec- 
ognized by the American minister within an hour afterits = 
lamation. This also had been promised and expected. Within 
two days after recognition the commissioners appointed by the ` 
Provistonal Government had sailed by steamer en route for 
Washington, bearing with them a treaty providing for the an- 
nexation of Hawaii to the United States. A protectorate had 
been proclaimed, wholly without authority, to hold possession 
until the annexation could be consummated. 

Minister Stevens says it is a very dull diplomatist who is not 
aware of the importance of retaining ac possession; and Mr. 
President, it is a very dull, unlettered, illiterate pillager whois 
not well upon the same point. 
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The military force, posted first near the Hawaiian capitol, re- 
mained on shore under arms during the whole period of these 
transactions. All these things had been accomplished, and ac- 
cording to the terms of Mr. Stevens's own statement they had 
been promised and expected.” 

Mr. Stevens says he was distant two thousand miles from the 
United States; that there was no ocean telegraph for communi- 
cation with his Government, and that he had no instructions. 
He had Vattel, he had the Constitution of the United States; 
they were lying open before him in the legation library at Hono- 
lul 


u, 

The Constitution of his own country, which he was bound at 
least to respect, provided that Congress should have the power 
to declare war; that the President should by and with advice of 
the Senate makeand conclude treaties. Yet this minister, with- 
out any action of Congress, or of the Senate, or of the President, 
made and levied war by an armed invasion of Hawaiian soil—an 
armed oecupancy of the same for three months, made and con- 
cluded a treaty of protection, and proclaimed a protectorate, 
and maintained the same until it was disavowed , the home 
Government of hisown Administration. 

The military invasion and occupancy of the territory of Hawaii, 
the self-assumed protectorate,*these insolent and lawless acts of 
violence, mark the man. They do very plainly show the man, 
but they disguise the minister in strange attire. They exploit 
the mission, but they expose the means of annexation—a grue- 
some plot, wherein illicit craft, a worse than punic faith, infidel- 
a to the most sacred trust in the most exalted station, fill the 
whole drama with the pollution of their guilty presence. 

In his relation of these events placed in the record of Con- 
gress before referred to, Mr. Stevens, alluding to the late sov- 
ereign of the Hawaiian Kingdom, uses, ten times, the expression, 
„The fallen Queen;” and again he says, The justly dethroned 
Queen,” and anon he mentions her as The late immoral oc- 
cupant of the throne,” and yet again he speaks of The Queen 
and her paramour.” 

Are these the choice phrases of official correspondence, or is 
this the polished language of diplomacy? It may be said indeed, 
in answer, that at the time he used these expressions he had re- 
turned from his mission and had ceased to beadiplomatist. But 
did this place him beyond the pale of manly civility and those 
amenities becoming one who had been in such a high and gra- 
cious station? 

Was it necessary for any purposes of state, was it needed for 
the maintenance of the Hawaiian Republic or for the success of 
the Provisional Government, that he should recur with coarse 
and callous iteration to the misfortunes of the discrowned Queen, 
or that he should assail the listening ears of Christendom with 
his story of the frailty ofafallen woman? For years he had been 
the representative of the United States near the court of the 
Hawaiian Kingdom. 1 

How well we may recollect—how well he may recall—that 
day when he was escorted to the palace, ushered with all courte- 
ous ceremonial into the throne room and made his bow of pre- 
sentation, receiving and returning congratulations upon the 
renewal of diplomatic intercourse between the two countries so 
long bound together by closest ties of friendship. That day he 
saw for the first time her who was for many months to be his 
hostess, dispensing the social courtesies and attentions due to 
his high position as a privileged and favored guest. 

Was no voice borne inward to him from afar, no whisper of 
remonstrance touching these cruel ee against the per- 
chance erring daughter, descendant of a once mighty race, say- 
ing, Oh, not from you not from you should come this vilest 
of accusations against woman!” 

We need not resort to inference for a just estimation of the 
minister who indites dispatches of this tenor and fashion. The 
official character is self-depicted, self-described. Who would 
attempt to touch, to mar,or to amend this full-length, faultless, 

rfect portrait of the international spy, ingrate, and outlaw, 

rawn in all the dark profusion of its native hues. 

Ages ago, Mr. President, the great Grecian moralist had writ- 
ten the story of the inhospitable visitor. How a husbandman, 
one bitter cold winter day, found in his field a serpent stark and 
frozen. Kindly he took it up in his hands, carried it to his home, 
laid it upon the hearth before the blazing fire. The wife and 
children gathered piteously around the stranger. They watched 
it slowly revive in the genial warmth. They saw it move and 
turn and fold and twine till, fully coiled, it sprang with poisoned 
fangs upon the throat of the husbandman, who fell down dead 
and swollen. Stunned with the sudden horror of the scene, the 
survivors looked eagerly about them to deserytthe author of this 
fatal mischief. The reptile guest had crept away. 

Wherefore, upon candid judgment of the facts set forth in the 


papers submitted to us on this subject, it will be concluded that 
at this time we can not favorably consider either the treaty or 
the project of annexation. 

That decent respect for the opinions of mankind which we 
have cherished from the beginning of our history forbids it, 
warns us to stand afar off from this temptation. The United 
States can not afford to incur the suspicion of profiting by a 
publie wrong soabhorrent to the principles of national justice. 

Granting that the acquisition of the aiian Islands may be 
ever so desirable, it must be attained in a different manner. 
It does not become the character or dignity of the great Re- 
public that we should wrest from a comparatively weak and 
defenseless people their place and name among the nations of the 


earth by stealth, by meansof diplomatic finesse, or by any proc- _ 


ess of furtive legerdemain or gilded larceny sprung from the 
bandit maxim, miscalled the policy of success. 

No success can attend such a scheme of spoliation. When 
we desire to enlarge our national domain by the acquisition of 
territory in the Hawaiian Islands or elsewhere, it must come to 
us in the open hand, with the palm clean, pure, untainted, or if 
it do not come and is taken, it will be taken by the strong arm, 
with sword drawn in the eye of day, as lawful prize of war 
against a public enemy. Then shall the flag, our flag of the Re- 
public, float as oft before, in pride and glory over many astricken 
sete. won in battle for the just—for the just, the free, and the 

rave. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I present the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections on the bill (H. R. 2331) 
to repeal all statutes relating to supervisors of elections and spe- 
cial deputy marshals, and for other purposes, and ask that they 
may be printed. Anorder ofthe Senate was made that the views 
of the minority should be printed in connection with the ma- 
jority report. I find, however, that the majority report has 
already been printed, and to avoid delay I request that the views 
of the minority be printed separately as Views of the Minority, 
Part 2 of Report No. 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOLPH in the chair). The 
Senate has already ordered that the views of the minority shall 
be printed with the majority Sy 85 but the majority report 
pee been printed, the Senator from New Hampshire now asks 
that the Senate order that the views of the minority be printed 
. art 2 of the report. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? e Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


KANSAS AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1266) to extend 
and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Kansas and 
Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate additional 
lines of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved February 24, A. D. 1891, to report it without 
amendment. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be now 
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HARRIS. Letthe bill be read at length for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of an act entitled “An act to author- 
ize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate addi- 
tional lines of railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

"a proves February 24, 1891, be, and the same are hereby, extended 
Re ape of three years from February 24, 1894, so that said Kansas and 
Arkansas Valley Railway shall haye until February 24, 1897, to build the 
first 100 miles of its said additional lines of railway in said Territory. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WHITE of Louisiana, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent mses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. MORGAN on the 10th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
directed to pay the necessary expenses of the investigation by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, including mileage and lawful fees forattend 
ance of witnesses, and the employment of a stenographer, in pursuance of 
were: resolution of December 20, 1893, out of the contingent fund of the 
na 


708 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate . to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
nt in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- mor- 
row, Friday, January 12, 1894, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1894. 
DISTRICT COMMISSIONER. 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Henry J. Connell, to be postmaster at Belding, in the county 
of Ionia and State of Michigan. 

Jobn Johnson, jr., to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Indiana. 

Flavius A. Hart, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of 
Lorain and State of Ohio. 

Frisby B. Logan, to be postmaster at Yuma, in the county of 
Yuma and Territory of Arizona. 

Arthur F. Watson, to be postmaster at Cheboygan, in the 
county of Cheboygan and State of Michigan. 

Eugene E. Douvelle, to be postmaster at Manistee, in the county 
of Manistee and State of Michigan. 

Adam R. Ebert, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana. 

Ossian H. Cook, to be postmaster at Pendleton, in the county 
of Madison and State of Indiana. 

Thomas J. Davis, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county 
of Washington and State of Arkansas. 

William D. Covington, to be postmaster at Lehigh, in the 
county of Choctaw, Ind. T. 

Edgar A. Smith, to be postmaster at Converse, in the county 
of Miami and State of Ind 

David A. Fawcett, to be postmasterat Lagrange, in the county 
of Lagrange and State of Indiana. 

Charles A. Downer, to be postmaster at Northville, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Michigan. 

George M. Deady, to be postmaster at Bad Axe, in the county 
of Huron and State of Michigan. 

Jacob Baar, to be postmaster at Grand Haven, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Michigan. 

Arthur J. Flynn, to be postmaster at Caledonia, in the county 
of Houston and State of Minnesota. a 

George S. Stout, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
of Missaukee and State of Michigan. 

John Fanning, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Calhoun and State of Michigan. 

James Elliott, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York. 

Edward W. Renkin, to be postmaster at Hooper, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska, 

Charles E. Hill, to be postmaster at Malden, in the county of 
Dunklin and State of Missouri. 

Charles E. Critchfield, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in 
the county of Knox and State of Ohio. 

Allen T. Cowen, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county of 
Clermont and State of Ohio. 

William Bleckner, to be postmaster at Oak Harbor, in the 
county of Ottawa and State of Ohio. 

Charles A. Wyckoff, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Ohio. 

Proctor E. Seas, to be postmaster at Orrville, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Ohio. 

James E. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Van Wert, in the 
county of Van Wert and State of Ohio. 

John M. Carroll, to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Hill and State of Texas. 

Albertis E. Parmenter, to be postmaster at Scotland, in the 
county of Bonhomme and State of South Dakota. 

Edward M. Young, to be postmasterat Gambier, in the county 
of Knox and State of Ohio. 

Henry G. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county 
of Barron and State of Wisconsin. 

Dollie F. Thompson, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the 
county of Camp and State of Texas. 

William H. Dickson, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the 
county of Red River and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, January 11, 1894. 


The House met at II o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SCHOOLS IN UTAH. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior transmitting the annual report of the 
commissioner of schools for Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of findings in the 
cases of the following-named persons against the United States: 
J. S. Hays, John Higgins, W. G. Saxson, deceased; John Staf- 
ford, deceased; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were read twice and referred as stated: 

A bill S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S.335) to provide for the dis of the abandoned 
Fort Maginnis military reservation in Montana under the home- 
stead and mining laws for national and other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


SCHOONER HENRY R. TILTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 901) for 
the relief of the owners of the schooner Henry R. Tilton and of 
personal effects thereon. 

Mr. FIELDER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be al- 
lowed to lie on the Speaker's table temporarily, a bill of similar 

urport having been favorably considered by a committee of this 
ouse, 

The SPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection, this bill will lie 
temporarily on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the Sopor of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey for the fiscal year 1892, 1.500 copies of Part I in quarto form: 200 
copies for the use of the Senate, 400 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 900 copies for distribution pene Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey; and 2,800 copies of Part II octavo form; 200 
copies for the use of the Senate, 400 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 2,200 copies for distribution by the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This resolution is identi- 
cal with one which has been reported by the House Committee 
on Printing. It is the usual resolution for the printing of the 
report of this bureau. I ask that the resolution be now consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the resolution; and it was adopted. 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the House resolu- 
tion (with Senate amendment) relative to the appointment of a 
committee of the House and Senate to consider the personnel of 
the Mant: 

Mr. MEYER. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution 
be permitted to lie on the Speaker’s table. 
can KILGORE. Has the resolution been amended by the 

nate? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. If there be no objection, it 
will remain temporarily on the Speaker's table. 

There was no objection. 


SUBURBAN STREET IMPROVEMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COMPTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 5102) making appropriations to 

rovide for the construction of county roads and suburban streets 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated out of any 
funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one-half to be charged 
against the revenues of the District of Columbia, the sum of $43,000, to be 
used by the Co: oners of the District of Columbia in the construction 
of country roads and suburban streets, as follows: 

For grading and . street northwest extended, Pros - 
pect street, t street, tral street, and Meridian and Ontario ave- 
nues, Meridian Hill, $10,000; 
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For grading and graveling Twelfth street extended, from University 
Heights to Austin street, $8,000; 

For 2205 and graveling Pennsylvania avenue extended and Branch 
avenue, 310.000: s 

‘For grading and graveling Sherman avenue from Grant avenue northward, 


0.009; 

For grading and macadamizing M street extended, between Twelfth street 
and Trinidad avenue, S. 000: Provided, That the money hereby appropriated 
shall be expended by contract, or otherwise, as said Commissioners may 
deem most advantageons to the public interests. 

1 2. That the money hereby appropriated shall be immediately availa- 

e. 


The following proposed amendment was read: 


In line 11, strike out the words Meridian and Ontario avenues” and in- 
sert Meridian avenue north of Morris street, and Ontario avenue.” 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to make an inquiry in regard to 
this matter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will, pro- 
ceed, the right to object being reserved. 

Mr, KILGORE. Are the improvements provided for in this 
bill within the limits of the city of Washinzton or outside of 
those limits? Most of them, I understand, are outside. 

Mr. COMPTON. They are outside the limit of the city 

roper. 
ri r. KILGORE. So I understand. Then, in addition to that, 
the prime motive which inspires this bill is that disposition to 
have the Government dispense charity. This appropriation is 
to be made as a matter of charity, and that people out of employ- 
ment may be able to find work in carrying out the provisions of 
the bill. Is not that the inspiration? 

Mr. COMPTON. Well, Mr. Speaker, conditionally I will an- 
swer yes. 

Me KILGORE. And the proposition is to limit the day's la- 
bor to six hours a day, in order that the appropriation may be 
spread out among a larger number? 

Mr. COMPTON. That is a question for the Commissioners to 

“determine. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; and they ask that authority and will 
have it under the bill. Now, I object to the consideration of the 
resolution, because the House adopted in the last Congress a gen- 
eral policy about the improvements of streets and highways in 
this District and outside of the city limits which was to operate 
in the future, and that policy was to charge the expense one-half 
to the District of Columbia and the other half to the owners of 
the abutting property. This resolution does not provide for that. 
It is a reversal of the general policy adopted by the law; and the 
further objection that it is an appropriation for charitable por 
poses. No question of charity ought to enter into such legisla- 
tion. 

I object to its consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this proposition before the House for 
general debate? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The gentleman from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Mary- 
land allow me a moment? 

Mr. COMPTON. I respectfully submit to my friend from 
Texas that he is absolutely unfair in making a statement here 
touching this matter on its merits and then refusing to hear a 
statement in support of it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have stated my objections, but I did not 
refuse to hear any statement the gentleman desired to make in 
support of it. I have no objection to that. ` 

r. HENDERSON of Iowa. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Tèxas will waive the objection he makes, subject to the action of 
the Speaker on the point of order. 

Mr. KILGORE. What point of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If the gentleman will consent 
that we take the proposition up subject to the point of order to 
be determined by the Chair. 

Mr. KILGORE. Whatis the point of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. As I understand it, that it comes 
within the provisions of the act providing that the property 
owners of the District of Columbia, owners of property abutting 
on the proposed improvement, shall pay half of the expenses. 

Mr. KILGORE, But the point of order would not prevent the 
House from reversing that principle if it saw proper. I merely 
suggested that that was the condition of affairs, but did not make 
the point of order. 

Mr. COMPTON. The gentleman from Texas has seen fit to 
present certain reasons to the House why this should not becon- 
sidered, and I ask leave to have an opportunity to reply to what 
the gentleman suggested. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 


the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas upon this proposi- 
tion. Is there objection? 2 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COMPTON. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, this is not 
an act of charity in any sense of the word. It is not a bounty. 
This bill simply proposes to make available at once an amount 
for certain purposes, which amount, to be used for said purposes, 
will be provided for in the regular appropriation bill for the 
service of the District of Columbia. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas talks about charity. Mr. 
Speaker, he knows, this House knows, everybody knows, that an 
extraordinary condition of things exists to-day. Business de- 
pression exists not only here, but all over the country, and I 
might say throughout the civilized world. And the gentleman 
knows, and every other gentleman of this House knows, that it 
is the part of wisdom, justice, and true statesmanship, by legis- 
lation, to relieve that condition as far as possible whenever it is 
ee the power of the legislative branch of the Government 
to do so. : 

This is no new proposition. I have on my desk six or eight 
precedents for just exactly the same appropriations under ex- 
actly the same conditions as that we propose to make to day. 

Now, in reply to the gentleman as to the assertion that the 
policy of the Government has been changed by virtve of the 
act approved March 2, 1892, I beg to say that if the gentleman 
will turn to that act he will find that every provision of it looks 
to future acts of Congress in appropriations for the improve- 
ment of outlying streets. I hold in my hand a communication 
from the President of the Board of Commissioners in this Dis- 
trict, which, if the gentleman will allow me to read, will show 
him that every street or road which we propose by this appro- 

riation to repair has already been laid out long ago under dif- 

erent acts previous to that adopt d in 1892. 

Mr. KI ORE. What is the date of the laying out of these 
streets? 

Mr. COMPTON. I can answer that by reading from a letter 
which I have received from President Ross, of the Board of Com- 
missioners. 

Sixteeath street NW. extended, from Florida avenue to the north line of 
Morris street. in 1871. This street was widened in 1892, in pursuance of spe- 
cial authority granted by Congress (volume 26, page 1068). 
none Crescent street, Central street, Meridian and Ontario ave- 

Twelfth street extended, from University Heights to Austin street, in 1887. 

Pennsylvania avenue and Branch avenue, in 1891. 

Sherman avenue, in 1868. 

M street extended, between Twelfth street and Trinidad avenue, 1888. 

None of these highways were laid out under the provisions of the act ap- 

oved March 2, 1893, to provide for a permanent system of highways in the 

8 of Moths eo posite of cities, 
DAD $ JOBN W. ROSS, 


President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
The gentleman will see that this was done from 1871 down to 


Mr. KILGORE. My statement was that it was only in the last 
Congress that the policy of legislation on this subject was 
changed. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That policy applied to new streets. 

; ae COMPTON. That policy refers to streets hereafter to be 
aid out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Outside of the city limits, as I understand, 
and there is no more reason why it should apply to the exten- 
sion of old streets than to the laying out of new ones. 

Mr. COMPTON. But the act to which you refer expressly 
provides that it shall apply to streets hereafter to be laid out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have you the act before you? 

Mr. COMPTON. I have not, but I have read it two or three 
times, and read the estimates very carefully. It has no refer- 
ence whatever to streets already laid out. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest that if this bill 
passes, I desire to introduce a resolution instructing the chief 
architect to at once take measures to commences the public 
building at Bloomington, III., for which there was an appropria- 
tion made two years ago, in order togive employment to the un- 
employed workmen there who are now in destitute circum- 
stances. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] to object to the consideration of the bill, 
so that it is not before the House. The Clerk will call the com- 
mittees for reports. 

The committees were called for reports, but no reports of a pub- 
lic character were presented. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, leave was 


granted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to sit during the 


mous consent to be permitted to say something in response to | sessions of the House. 
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ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Commiitee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting them 
into Mexico to reimport same into the United States atany time 
within twelve months from date of the passage of this resolution, 
and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MARSHALL, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act approved September 
4,1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott 
Railroad Company toconstruct two bridges across Bœuf River in 
Louisiana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1920) toamend section 4430, Title XLII, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 


lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 
A bill (S. 432) to provide an American register for the steamer 
El Callao; and 

A bill (S. 1378) toamend an act of Co 
12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass 
right to improve Aransas Pass. 

THE TARIFF. s 

And then, pursuantto theorder heretofore adopted, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4864) To reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes,” with Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to give notice that as there are a great many members who de- 
sire to speak upon this question, in order not to be invidious in 
regard to anyone, I propose, if I am present, to object in the fu- 
ture to any extension of time to anyone. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. de provide an American register for the steamer 

0; an 

A bill (S. 1378) to amend an act of Con 
1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har 
to improve Aransas Pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right without 
giving notice. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I just want to give that 
notice. à 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this Con- 
gress is the first Congress, and this year is the first year for 
thirty-five years, when the Democratic party has had the power 
to put on the statute book any statute, or to take from it any stat- 
ute put thereon; and it comes to the discussion and legislation of 
these great questions under the most adverse circumstances. 

Thirty-five years are more than a generation. The education 
of so many years is inwrought into the very mental structure of 
a nation; and during those years every form of paternalism has 
been adopted and approved, defended and advocated in the press, 
on the stump, in the halls of colleges, and at the fireside; so that 
the generation which is now about to take command has been 
raised and educated unconsciously to the belief thatin some way, 
under some power, the General Government must lead in all enter- 
prises, must aid in all industrial activities, must be the great 
banking institution of the country. To it must all turn who are 
desirous of doing anything in even the most circumscribed lo- 
cality. From it must all persons who enter into enterprises seek 
aid, and on it must men rely for support and assistance. 

The theory of the Democratic party is precisely the converse. 
We believe that governments came after men solely to protect 
them in their rights of liberty, in their enjoyment of property, 
for the due administration of the law, so that justice might be 
done, a closer union accomplished, and each, according to his 
thrift, his intelligence, his capacity, and his advantages, obtain 
the reward which he deserved. 

And yet when we come to make practical these principles we 
are met with all sorts of aphorisms, and into our teeth is thrown 
the account of the growth which during these past thirty-five 
years has been so marvelous in this rich and new country of ours; 
and we are put upon the proof that such a revolution as we favor 
could accomplish any good. 

And then underneath this, which is probably the most adverse 


approved May 
rbor Company the 


approved May 12, 
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circumstance, there are incidental, and possibly I may call them 
accidental circumstances, that render every step more trouble- 
some. Weare met with a depleted Treasury. Taxation is nec- 
essary to supply the deficit in that Treasury. The sources of 
supply have been dried up by adverse legislation. Our legisla- 
tion upon the currency question has given to the country a pro- 
found and wi read uncertainty, which is always followed by 
business instability. Paralysis of private enterprise accompan- 
ies emptiness of the public Treasury; and every reform is met by 
the plea that we need the money, that we must find some other 
source of taxation; and the sneers of our opponents are probably 
the most effective argument which we have to meet, that in rais- 
ing revenue under a bill designed for that purpose we are act- 

y creating a deficit; and yet, in spite of these disadvantages, 
we have some very great advantages. The very prostration of 
industry gives us an opportunity to look at this whole question 
with somewhat wiser and calmer eyes than if all wheels were in 
motion and all furnaces were aglow. 

We see around us some of the results of the opposite policy. I 
do not mean to say that high tariff has 8 8 
in and of itself; but for some reason the country is in distress, 
and for ten months or more that distress has been growing. I 
am usually an optimist; but I do notsee any sunshine for to-mor- 
row in our industrial horizon. I see no reason why the distress 
of to-day shall not continue through the winter and spring 
months, until harvest comes again, when kindly nature furnishes 
something that we may sell abroad. When public confidence is 
likewise restored and our manufacturers begin operations more 
fully we will, of course, come back again to prosperous days. 
But, now in these unprosperous days, we in Congress have the 
opportunity of studying American industries in distress, Ameri- 
can labor paralyzed, and we can better understand why this is and 
what is the remedy therefor, 

There never was a time when the American people could turn 
their attention with more acute and interest to these 
great economical questions. In every household men embar- 
rassed by debt and unoccupied by labor can turn to wives whose 
morrow is full of gloom and discuss from the heart rather than 
the head what is the matter and whence shall come relief. 
These debates may be dry and prosy here, the statistical tables 
may lengthen themselves out into weary figures, but in the home 
of the poor and unemployed all over America, aye, even in the 
parlors of the well-to-do and comfortable, they assume shapes 
which are full of life and pathos, and enchain attention; and to- 
day all over America on 4 are asking at our hands to do some- 
thing. What that something shall be is not so important in the 
extent to which it goes as it is the direction in which it goes. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress, that great tribune of the peo- 

ple, my friend and leader, William R. Morrison, of Illinois, whose 
name I never speak without affection and a certain degree of 
reverence, began this fight over again, by that tariff bill which 
has been sneered at by the capitalists and unlearned, but which 
was modeled after the tariff reform measure of the great Robert 
Peel. A division inthe Democratic party prevented its adop- 
tion. In the Forty-ninth Congress he changed front, with a 
courage that was equal to his patriotism and with a knowledge 
of the subject which has not been surpassed, came to the conclu- 
sion that the foundation of all tariff reform was free raw mate- 
rial, so that the manufacturers of America could find a perma- 
nent market wherever their fabrics might be needed; and he 
introduced through the report of the committee a bill based on 
free raw wool. 
, Under the lead of that vigorous and stalwart Democrat, Sam- 
uel J. Randall, the 3 party and a minority of the Demo- 
cratic party prevented consideration of that bill; and it looked 
as if tariff reform had been blocked. It was predicted in this 
House by one of its most obscure members that the vote against 
consideration by this House was a vote of intense consideration 
in the country; that when we abdicated our right of considera- 
tion of the question of taxation the people, in their sovereignty 
and individual capacity, would take up the question and con- 
sider it for themselves, At the beginning of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, the President of the United States, who had not known 
much of these questions, but who had become educated under 
the great responsibilities of that august office, sent in his cele- 
brated tariff message, and under the lead of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], then chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, this House did pass a tariff bill insufficient, inadequate, 
but in the right direction. Those who prepared it were the 
most willing to admit that it was not all that it ought to be, but 
it was a continuance and afurther attempt to carry out the pur- 
poses of the Morrison bill. 

It was based upon simple principles of untaxed raw material, 
untaxed necessities of life, tear uties on finished fabrics, and 
an attempt to restore to Congress the right to tax and take it 
away from the manufacturers outside of this Hall. We lost the 
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‚election in 1888, and then immediately there was a sublime spec- 
tacle presented to the world. The defeated ey became the 
aggressor. The victors were put upon the defense. Our an- 
tagonists saw that the current of popular opinion had not 
sapped, and this House, under the lead of the Republican party 
an wih e aid a the pangs and the n for 2 5 pur- 
pose of settling this question against popular opinion, of pre- 
venting popular judgmentfrom 8 to enact tariff legis- 
lation, not only passed the McKinley act, but admitted new 
States and undertook to settle this question. Thank God, no 
question is ever settled wrongly! : 

In the development of human history and human civilization 
there is no settlement that is wrong; and in 1890 the Democratic 
party again took possession of this House. Whetherwe may not 

ve been as determined as we ought to have been is a question 
that has now passed into history. We kept alive the agitation. 
We went to the people upon the principles involved we won 
at the last election and won for the first time in thirty-five years 
a President, a Senate, and a House. And in accordance wi the 
general pornas judgment, my friend, Mr. WILSON of West Vir- 

inia, whom I lovą much as a younger brother, was put at the 

Mead of the Ways and Means Committee. That committee was 
enlarged. It was made to represent every section of the country. 
Five of its members had helped to frame the Mills bill. The 
others had been active and prominentinlegislation. They have 
eae us-a bill in which they have gone farther than the 

ills bill, farther than the attempt of the Fifty-second Congress, 
not so far poces as I would have gone, for until yesterday I 
considered myself the most ultra free trader in this House. 
Pauper 

My friend and kinsman, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, who was born in 
my district, and is worthy of his parentage, who spoke here yester- 
day, perhaps goes one step farther than I would go, but that 
may be because he is some years younger than I, and the con- 
servative influencé of twenty years has not had its effect upon 
him. [Laughter.] Until yesterday I considered myself on the 
outpost of the free-trade Democracy, and therefore [ can afford 
to say that I am not satisfied with the Wilson bill. It does not 
represent all of my views. There are things in it that I would 
have been glad had been omitted. There are omissions from it 
that I am sorry were not ree 1 I would like to have seen 
the bounty on sugar repealed. I would have given almost any- 
thing to have seen tin plate put upon the free list. 

Even if we had to put a little more tax on whisky, or a little 
larger tax on income, or something more on matches, I would 
like to have seen tin plate, which is the very foundation of so 
many industries, which is that particular material that turns the 
waste of the farm, of the and of the rivers into the rich 
products upon which people feed during the wiuter, and gives 
assistance to men in more different vocations than any other 
material. I would have been glad to have seen no duty in that 
bill higher than 30 percent. But, take it all in all, it is a step 
in the progressive advance by which such reformation has to be 
made, It is not for the advance guard—not even for the great 
body of the army, that we are to frame our legislation. The 

imid, the halting, the doubtful, the uncertain, are our brethren. 
The conservative is our colleague; those who feel a divided duty 
deserve our consideration. They represent constituencies. We 
depend upon voting. Wecan not reverse the decisions of thirty- 
five years immediately. 

- Great interests clamor at our doors; they have influence. 
Great industries think they will be hurt; they have friends. 
Therefore it is not so much a question of how much we ought to 
do in the end as it is a question of howmuch we can do with the 
assistance of our friends, with the support of our party, with the 
approval of the conservatives. [Applause on the Democratic 

e.] And for one I am willing to remit that question to this 
committee, composed of eleven gentlemen from every section of 
the country, who for five months havo givenit their earnest and 
undivided attention. For myself Iam willing to keep, as I have 
kept in every speech that I have made upon this floor, my own 
personal record clear. Iam for ultimate free trade. Iam for 
the possession of the oceans by free ships, freed from all the nav- 
igation laws which now hamper and embarrass us, 

I am for taking possession of the great, long seacoast and 
making it fruitful by annexing thereto the billows which unite 
and do not divide us from other countries. There is no ex- 
tent towhich men can go to which I am notwilling to gowith 
them. But, on the other hand, I am willing to lag side by side 
with my brethren who agree with me on general principles. We 
are a country of sections,and I am willing to let Ponies with 
her sugar cane, and the Northwest, with her attemptatsorghum 
and beet sugar, come and be heard, and to be tender with them, 
so that they may not feel that we have slaughtered them. 

Iam willing that Connecticut, with her tobacco and various 
districts with their peculiar interests, be heard in our councils— 


that we try by mutual concessions to keep together our party; for 
it is by our union that weare to carry this reform to its termina- 
tion. And when I look at what we have done in eight years, 
when I look back and see how we were in 1884, and how we are 
to-day—when I see a Democratic Senate at the other end of the 
Capitol, a Democratic House here, a Democratic President in 
the White House—when I stand on the very eve of the day when 
the election laws are to be wiped from our statute books—when I 
see sectional animosities obliterated and the lines which divided 
us wiped out—I am willing to be more conservative than I other- 
wise might be, as I recall that it is for one country composed of 
diverse sections that a national party, compactand consolidated, 
isto governin the coming years. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. And therefore, I say to those g friends of mine 
who do not agree with all the provisions of this bill, we can 
either heartily and cordially sustain it or frankly point out our 
objections, and thus by mutual concession and patriotism reach 
an agreement. For a coe it would obtain my earnest advo- 
cacy if it had nothing else in it than free raw wool. 

I have heard it sneered that this bill does not raise revenue. 
Mr. Chairman, no bill for taxation can have for its single erect 
the entire amount of revenue that is needed. We need 3 
000,000 per annum. Where shall we get it? When we come to 
answer that question practically, other and most important 
considerations come in. Industries must not be unduly taxed; 
activities must not be improperly encumbered with burdens. 
There must be other considerations than the mere amount of 
money that can be raised on any particular subject of taxation. 
We must have a prosperous community. That lies at the foun- 
dation of all inquiry, The community which is prosperous can 
pay taxes easily. at community which has yzed indus- 
try can pay no taxes easily. What, therefore, is the amount of 
burden that any particular section or any particular industry 
can bear, is a more importantquestion than the amount of money 
that can be squeezed out of it. 

We are a nation divided, roughly speaking, into two great 
classes of laborers—those who are engaged in manufacture, and 
those engaged in agriculture. We must, therefore, in laying 
our taxes see to it that both of these great classesare made pros- 
perous. Our factories are purchasers from our agriculturists: 
they are sellers to our farmers. We must, therefore, devise a 
system by which the farmer gets a fair price, and by which he 
gives a fair price. He must have a market in which to sell; he 
must have a prosperous man from whom he can buy at a fair 
price. There must be an interchange by which the material 
men sell toa prosperous manufacturer from whom they can read- 
ily and profitably purchase. So that at the very foundation of 

inquiry about taxation is the question, what is that system 

of taxation which will make our manufacturing enterprises suc- 

cessful? How cin our fires be lighted? How can our wheels be 

ut in motion? How can our products finda market? And I 

lieve that the committee has found the true answer—untaxed 
material for the laborer to put his sweat into. 

I need not goover theargument so admirably put by the chair- 
man of our See WILSON of West Virginia]. that the 
higher wage necessarily accompanies.the lower price. The very 
progress of civilization may possibly be put into the apothegm 
that it has been aseriesof lowering prices and increasing w: 7 
It is the paradox of economical truth that the lower the os, fe 
sells for in times of prosperity the higher is the wage of theman 
who makes the product. Cobden never said a wiser thing than 
that prosperity based upon plenty is permanent prosperity; 

upon scarcity it is always precarious. The amount and 
auality make the true test of the wage. The quantityand qual- 
ity of the product give the amount that the laborer gets. e 
gher the skill, the higher the intelligence; the higher the ca- 
pacity, necessarily the higher the wage and the greater the quan- 
tity and the finer the quality. à 
© se MARSH. Willthe gentleman allowme to ask hima ques- 
ion 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARSH. Is the converse of the gentleman’s proposition 
true, that the lower the wages the higher the product? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. As a rule, it is not so in 
our day, because the lower the wages the meaner is the product; 
and the want of good quality gives to it a certain lowness of 
price. And therefore 

Mr. MARSH rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Let meanswer. There- 
fore, the low-priced labor is itself incapable of making a high- 
1 article; for he who has to buy that fabric of low-priced 

abor buys an article that is necessarily inferior. 

Mr. MARSH. What does my friend think about the costly and 
magnificentshawls which are made in India? Does he call them 
a mean and low product? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. As a rule whatI have 
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stated is true. The gentleman forgets that comparison of price 
of wage is an element which is of course to be taken into con- 
sideration. As a rule the very labor which is put upon those 
fabrics is the highest priced labor in the community in which 
they are produced, and as to other labor is its superior. What 
I do mean to say in the light of the nineteenth century (and he 
who denies it is simply lagging in the past) is that the skilled 
laborer receives a larger share of the price of the product than 
erer before; that his labor is cheaper to his employer than ever 

‘before, and his product is, in comparison, lower in price than it 
ever was before. To the employer cheaper labor, to the toiler 
better wages, to the consumer lower prices. This is the neces- 
sary result where the bases of supply and demand have untram- 
meled play. This must be true, in the nature of the case, if un- 
wise and selfish legislation does not obstruct. It is so in spite 
of our foolish legislation to an extent that has given much com- 
fort and happiness. I care not what you call it. You can now 
go from Portland, Me., to California on the hort ciate bed rail- 
roads, with every appliance, for a mere song compared with what 
it once cost. The comforts of life are in ordinary times every- 
where in the hands of the skilled laborer; and to him no tariffs 
give anything. Take the locomotive of Baldwin, the sewing- 
machine of Singer, the implements and instruments of Rhode 
Island, the watches of Waltham; wherever brain and skill enter 
into the nec ssity of thé fabric, it goes everywhere without re- 
gard to tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Wherever there are skill and intelligence, there is a constant 
cheapening of the article and a constant rise in the price of 
wages. And this is a truth now so well established that no gen- 
tleman who prides himself on any learning or intelligence will 
undertake t) dispute or deny. Vanderbilt discovered it when 
he bought a railroad run down, and which could not make mone 
at 6 cents a mile on its passenger traffic. He put millions of dol- 
lars in it, charged 2 cents a mile for passenger traffic, and by 


this means made a t fortune. Stewart discovered it when 
he made a multiplicity of sales at small profits, gaining a great 
fortune, instead of large profits on small sales. The mills at 


Lawrence understand it, when on millions of yards of calico one- 
third of a cent a yard gives them a profit, an amount so small 
that it seems to be scarcely appreciable, but when counted by 
the millions it makes enormous dividends for the men who un- 
derstand that intelligence and skill combined with quantity and 

uality are the representatives of fortune. [Applause on the 
Demo r 0 side.] 

Let us understand, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that when we 
give to these men untaxed material, we are giving them what 
is necessary to congu r the world. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Gentlemen, we forget that we are 5 for seventy 
or ssventy-flve millions of people, soon to be one hundred and 
fifty miilions. We forget that we have the richest, the most 
forlile land, and the finest advantages nearly in the world. Our 
rivers run silently to the sea, when they ought to be melodious 
with the sound of commerce-bearing steamers, Our forests are 
mere solitudes, when they ought to ba rich with factories to- 
day; and the reason that they haye not been established is be- 
cause we have chained American labor to the wheel of high 
tariff, and have given the commerce of the world to the British 
Government. [Applause.]} : ; 

To-day 12 per cent only of our carrying trade is under our own 
flag. Do as England did forty years ago, free our shipbuilders 
from the embarrassments of tariffs, turn the ores of the world 
and the forests of the world over to the enterprise of our people, 
and you will find that Cramp with his genius will soon be mak- 
ing ships that will carry our flag, without subsidy or deadhead- 
ism, to every part of the world. The principle that lies at the 
foundation of this bill, as it is at the foundation of all our enter- 
prises, is: No man has a right to avoid paying his share of our 
burdens, and uo one has the right to confiscate from the poor 
man’s pocket a single cent for the purpose of helping him to 
bear his burdens. |Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Let us for once understand that principle and practice brack- 
eted together bring wealth in their train. These will give us 
safe markets; and this, Mr. Chairman, is not theory. e have 
seen it tried. We have free raw material in certain things, and 
they have always prospered. Ninety per cent of our industries 
are untouched by the tariff and have always prospered. It is 
only when we come to those things which are burdened with 
tariff exactions that we find they can not carry themselves with 
the same degree of success. Ido not mean to say that it does 
not give a certain market. Indubitably inside of the circle, 
within the barrier, the shark can fatten himself on the smaller 
fish. But if you give the same shark the wider market, being 
an American shark, my judgment is that soon he will feed as 
well or better on the foreign fish than he now does on the home 
fish in the American market. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I have not the slighest prejud 
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Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to ask the 
alludes to when he ks of the “American shark.“ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s 
ardon. I did not mean to hurt his feelings, at any rate, 
Laughter and applause on the Democratic side} 

Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he 

considers that a proper answer to an entirely candid question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Well, the gentleman 
and I will not quarrel about whether it is or not, as I have but 
little time. 

What I call the American shark is the representative of those 

gentleman who took advantage of the peril and distress arising 
from a great war; who solemnly came into this Congress and in 
the name of patriotism burdened American labor; who, when 
things began to assume their ordinary shape and substance, re- 
pealed such laws as created internal-revenue taxes, and in- 
creased the burdens of tariff taxation; those gentlemen who, in 
the secrecy of the conference committee chamber in 1883, 
a bill that had not received the approvalvof either House of 
Congress; those gentlemen who, in the Fifty-first Congress, by 
modes and methods I care not to describe, wrote a new bill, writ- 
ing into it the provisions that would enrich themselves; those 
gentlemen who have purchased ballot boxes, who took the seat 
from William R. Morrison by bribery—those are the gentlemen 
of whom I S [Applause on the Democratic side.] And I 
do not mean to include therein my venerable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. W ER. Will the gentleman now allow me one fur- 
ther question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I have not time to yield 
for a speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
without his consent. 

Mre WALKER I understand the gentleman from-Kentucky 
to yield. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Does the gentleman de- 
sire to ask me a question? 

Mr. WALKER. I do. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I will listen to it. 

Mr. WALKER. Being an American manufacturer, and being 
one of the gentlemen who helped make these tariffs, L ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky if he includes me in the number? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. If you are within the 
description that I gave, it is with exceeding great regret that 
you have drawn your own picture. I did not do it. [Applause 
and laughter on the Democratic side.] I have said nothing, Mr. 
Chairman, that was personally offensive to anybody. I trust 
that nothing I shall say will be held personally offensive. If I 
have overstepped what would seem to be the boundso/ the kind- 
est discussion of these questions, no man regrets it more than I, 
and surely my sensitive colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] has no reason to be offended at what I said. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when you go through that great city of 
Boston, when you see her great buildings, when you see even 
her schools of charity, and when you go deeper and find that 
they are based on the tariff on copper, the tariff on this article 
and on that, you can not help having in your heart a certain 
feeling of regret that those princely fortunes did not rest upon 
the golden rule of doing unto others as you would have them do 
unto you, instead of upon the principle of getting out of others 
something for which you gave nothing in return. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, regretting this episode in this economic dis- 
cussion, I resume. 

I represent a district largely agricultural. It is to the inter- 
est of my district that taxation should be so laid that labor 
should be profitable; for it is only when labor is profitable that 
th: agriculturist can sell his product at a good price. I repre- 
sent a section, nearly all of whose products have their price 
fixed in a free-trade market. The 9,000,000 bales of cotton which 
are below me do not represent so much money, my colleagues 
from the Northern States, [ beg you to remember. In each bale 
of cotton is written the poacs of the white and the black race, 
is written thefriendship of those two races. In it is enwrapt the 
education of their children, the development of that country, 
she hove of itsfuture. The price of that bale is fixed at Liver- 


entleman who he 


gentleman can not be interrupted 


Is it unjust for those people to ask that when they come to 
commute that price, when they want clothing for their children 
and food in their houses, when they want homes and education, 
that the price of the things they buy shall not be fixed in a high- 
tariff market, but that thay may commuts their labor, which is 
represented in the cotton bale, into the comforts of life, which 
are represented by various materials that shall not be taxed 46 to 
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190 per cent out of the cotton on the one hand, to pay for whatthey 
need on the other hand? Can you not give us better than that? 
Our tobacco, enough of it exported abroad for some of certain 
qualities to have their prices fixed abroad. Our wheat hus its 
rice fixed in Liverpool. Is it asking too much that you give 
the grower of wheat, cotton, and tobacco, the same market in 
which to buy as that in which he sells? When I use the words 
„The same market I do not mean the same locality, the same 
walls, I mean it in the higher sense of a market in which the 
same prices are to be given. : 

Where is a man’s market, my colleagues? Is it where he buys 
or where he sells? I sell cotton at Liverpool, and I buy at New 
York. Which is my market? That in which I have sold my 
product or that in which I spend my money? If they be pre- 
cisely alike, with the same laws, the same burdens, the same 
- taxation, it makes no difference: but if in the one I am tolled on 
my purchases, and in the other I am burdened on my sales, I 
have the loss of both markets and the advantages of neither. 

Now, I plead for a home market in its true sense. I plead 
that the sweat which is necessary to make a home comfortable 
shall buy where it sells, on the same basis and under the same 
advantages. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And that is 
what this bill does. 

There is another provision in this bill which, if it was left 
alone and everything else in it met with my disapproval, I would 
cordially vote for it. It is the change from the specific to the 
ad valorem mode of assessing taxation. I know that it is now 
considered scientific for a specific duty to be laid, forin the pres- 
ent vocabulary of our friendsscientific taxation means that under 
the cover of which there can be a large protit diverted from the 
Treasury into the pockets of the manufacturer; but the ad va- 
lorem system, with certain defects incapable of being applied to 
everything, isa just, reasonable, and impartial mode of taxa- 
tion, and I would be inclined as a legislator to tax nothing that 
could not be taxed according to the ad valorem system. 

The answer to the question as to how it can be done without 
difficulty is one that fini) aoe that the legislative will can 
not be intelligently expre , and official duty can not be intel- 
ligently performed. There is no mode of taxation that an hon- 
est and intelligent official can not carry out, and that a legisla- 
ture with brains can not formulate into a statute. It is a mere 
sham, a pretext for obtaining fraudulent undervaluation; this 
whole idea is conceived that specific taxation is necessary. The 
enemy of high tariff is undervaluation in the dishonest importer, 
substitution and adulteration in the dishonest manufacturer. I 
do not mean to say that all American manufacturers do adulter- 
ate their goods, but I do mean to say—and I think I proved it 
in the last House in the little speech which it did me the honor 
to listen to on the wool question—that the shoddy and adulterat- 
ing manufacturers of the North had always made money when 
the real wool manufacturers had not. 

I am not going into that question again to-day; but the ad va- 
lorem mode tends to the discovery of false valuation, and there- 
fore aids the honest importer, and secures better chance for fair 
competition by the honest manufacturer. : 

I find my time slipping away, and the question has been put to 
me, If you pass this bill, where shall we get our revenue? For 
one, Lam glad that it makes à deficit. It is no obstacle to my 
support that the expenses of the Government outrun a reasona- 
ble tariff taxation. Iam glad we have reached the point when 
we have to assort our taxation under the necessities of a deficit. 
Where can we raise them? How can they be made lighter? 
From what sources shall we find them with least burden to the 
community? 

These are questions for the country to take up and answer. 
These are questions that the Democratic party should solemnly, 
seriously, and intelligently consider. ere shall we find our 
revenue? With 70,000,000 people, with so rich a country, with 
so many sources of wealth, where shall we find it? Left to me, 
I would probably have found it not where this committee has 
found it. I would have repealed the bounty on sugar. I would 
have temporarily restored a part of the duty on sugar. I would 
have increased the duty on spirits, on cigarettes, on cosmetics, 
and on various other luxuries; but I am ready to go with them 
in the experiment of an income tax; I am y to try those sys- 
tems of taxation that build up no industry at the expense of 
another; that burdens no min for the benefit of arival; that can 
be taken off without anybody crying that it destroys industries; 
where it shall bea tax, and nothing but a tax; where it shall not 
be obscured with the glamor of activities; where it shall not be 
confused with the ery of laborer’s wages. 

I want to reach the day when taxes are taxes which, laid by 
the American Congress, can be relieved when there is no further 
necessity for the revenues derived from them; when we shall 
have burdens as burdens, contemplated as burdens, lightened 
when our revenues allow them to be lightened. Call it income 
or succession tax, or tax on spirits, or tax on any other thing, I 


wunt it to come, as far as possible, as well considered taxes of 
themselves, isolated from embarrassing relation to industries; 
when they will be nothing but taxes, and will have no other con- 
sideration than the amount of revenue necessary for the support 
of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having taken more time than I expected, 
I have only to add, I came to Congress eight years ago with the 
hope that the time had come when economic questions could be 
discussed dispassionately. I have avoided as far us possible, al- 
together I hope, a discussion of sectional questions. Whatever 
may have been my past, I look solely to the future, unto a coun- 
try in which my children and your children are to work out the 
destinies of the greatest people in the world: 1 believe in the 
success of federated republicanism. I saw the confederation of 
Canada formed from separate provinces, and I hope to live to see 
the diy when itand we will be united in some organic union that 
will wipe out customs lines from the mouth of the St. Lawrence 
to the mouth of the Columbia. [Applause.] 

I hope to live to see the day when the continent will be one 
for freedom, and in that day our children will look back upon 
these discussions as we look back upon some of the old discus- 
sions about the relations of the union of church and state, or the 
question of slavery. We have free speech, free thought, free 
locomotion, and beyond that, we will have free trade. We will 
recognize that the primal curse by the sweat of thy face thou 
shalt eat thy bread,” is the primary right of mankind; that the 
right to labor, the right to work, the right to support his fam- 
ily, carries with it the right to spend the fruits of his labor 
wherever he wants to, for whatever he pleases, according to his 
own will. This is freedom; that he who works has the freedom 
to work for whom he pleases without burden, to spend its recom- 
pense where he pleases, for what he pleases. And this is the 
mission of the Democratic party. e are the friends of the 
laboring men; aye, we are the artisans of toil, in whose nme we 
have taken possession of sovereignty, for whose benefit we labor, 
whose freedom we will secure, and when the end shall come, in 
humble homes that name will be the sweetest that can be ut- 
tered. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RICHARDS Mr. Chairman, when the bill under present 
discussion was first reported Iexpected to remain silent and leave 
the arguments upon it toother gentlemen of this House; but lam 
one of those who believe thatin this greatest of legislative bodies 
there should beno 1 that every member should be aman 
of decided opinions with the courage to express them, and hav- 
ing carefully studied the economic questions now before us, I be- 
lieve it to be my duty to myself and to the people of the great 
district which I have the honor to represent upon this floor, to 
give the reasons which will direct my votes upon the pending 
measure. 

The measure before us has long agitated the country and is 
bounded by party lines. One’s convictions on the tariff question 
determines to a grees degree the party to which he belongs. 
If a man believes in a high tariff he is a Republican, while if a 
man believes in levying only an amount sufiicient to defray the 
expenses of the Government ‘economically administered” he 
is, on that point at least, a Democrat. 

But we must not forget the main question before us. It is not 
one of protection or free trade. It is that of tariff reform. That 
was the battle-cry of the Democratic pory in 1892. That was 
the demand of the people as expressed at the polls that year, 
and that is the doctrine that this Congress is called upon to en- 
force by appropriate legislation. 

Believing in an economic administration of the Government, 
and that only an amount of reyenue should be taken from the 
People necessary to thatend, having a majority in both branches 
of the National Legislature, and an Executive of correct opinions 
on this question who has so forcibly shown that he has the cour- 
age to assert his convictions, now is the time to act. 

The people of this country for many years have been unneces- 
sarily burdened with taxation, especially indirect taxation, and 
seeing the Republican party in virtual control of the tariff barons 
they turned to that great party for relief whose wards have ever 
been the common people—the great masses who form the great 
bone and sinew of a nation. i 

Working with that due caution and deliberation becoming 
this great body, aiming not merely to change the tariff, but to 
reform it, bringing to bear the learning of those who by special 
study have cometo be consideredauthority on the subject, study- 
ing the effects of high and low tariff in other countries as well 
as in our own, comparing the conditions under different tariff 
acts, not losing sight of other modifying factors, we will not be 
justly subjected to the appellation of “tarif tinkers,” and the 
act we shall pass while not, perhaps, perfect, will stand the test 
of time, and insure to the people a measure of prosperity that 
can Tria exist either with a very high or a constantly changing 
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THE QUESTION STATED. 

A revenue tariff is constructed with the object of raising the 
required amount of revenue at the minimum cost to the people, 
but with no reference to reducing importation. A protective 
tariff has for its primary object a reduction or prohibition of 
importation for the purpose of favoring the home producer, thus 
lessening, and in some cases entirely cutting off, revenue. 

To accomplish the object of a protective tariff only such arti- 
cles as are produced both in our own as well as in foreign coun- 
tries are assessed, and in this way the consumer is forced to pay 
more for any given article, for he will either be obliged to buy 
the foreign article at a price enhanced by the ay buy the 
homəsarticleatabout the same price. The price of the protected 
article being raised to correspond with that at which the im- 

ried article is sold, the home manufacturers thus receive the 

nefitof the protective tariff. : 

Buta strictly revenue tariff being raised principally from ar- 
ticles that are only produced abroad, the increase 9 by 
tariff goes into the national Treasury and not to individuals or 
corporations. None of our revenue tariffs have, however, been 
strictly confined to this class of articles. The best example of a 
purely revenue tariff has existed in Great Britain for thirty 
years; £100,000,000 annually being collected from sixteen articles, 
five of which yield 98 per cent of the whole. 

THE HISTORY OF THE SUBJECT. 

Before the Declaration of Independence it was resolved by a 
vote of Congress, April 6, 1776, to throw open the ports of the 
thirteen colonies to the trade of the world. In the language of 
Bancroft, ‘‘absolute free trade took the place of hoary restric- 
tions.” After the Declaration of Independence, during the war, 
and time of the Confederation, there was little restriction placed 
upon foreign exchange. A treaty of alliance and commerce was 
made between France and the United States in 1778, the basis of 
which was the most perfect equality and reciprocity.” Our 
Governmentendeavored to have some provision concerning com- 
merce embodied in the treaty of 1783 with England, but failed to 
accomplish it. 

During the revolutionary war many industries were started 
for the purpose of furnishing our people with articles formerly 
l from England, whence our supply was cut off. When 
the war closed these manufactories 9 that they could not 
endure the competition of land, and if ever protection was 
needed it was at this time. Let we find that in 1789 we had 
manufactories of iron, glass, paper, leather, flax, hemp, copper, 
hats, sugar, and cloth, which had become strong and prosper- 
ous, notwithstanding ten years of English competition, and en- 
tirely without protection or legislative assistance. 

When the first Congress convened the first question brought 
to its consideration was how to raise money for the payment of 
the public debt. The necessity of levying duties on imported 

s was conceded, but protection was the controverted point, 
hers thought it better to par Sont bounties or premiums from 
the Treasury rather than make the đuties protective or A aiora 
itory, and thus the idea of a revenue tariff preceded that of a 
protective tarif. However, when this our tariff bill was 
passed it had an avowed protectie principle. It intended to 
secure a prosperous start to our infant industries. It was a very 
mild ill, the duties on the whole list 22 8 per 
cent, and it was to end in 1796; but instead of ending in seven 
pan it lasted twenty-seven years and underwentseventeen mod- 

cations. . 

This brings us to 1816. During the latter part of this period, 
the nonintercourse act and the war of 1812, by shutting our ports 
to foreign goods, greatly stimulated domestic manufactures, and 
to perpetuate these industries the tariff of 1816, sometimes called 
“the Calhoun tariff,” and which is generally said to mark the 
be of a distinctly protective 1 was passed. Its high- 
est rate of duty was 20 por cent, and this increase over previous 
acts was caused by the heavy interest onthe publicdebt incurred 

the war. 

After the crash of 1819, a stronger popular movement for pro- 
tection set in than had been known before. This demonstrates 
a disposition, alwaysprevalent in the popular mind after a finan- 
cial crisis, to seek in legislation a remedy for its consequences. 

At this time the interests of the different sections began to be 
manifest, and the protective movement was strongest in New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Kentucky. These 
were the great agricultural States and felt most keenly the 
loss of a foreign market for their products and were desirous of 
a home market. New England was divided, and the South hav- 
ing changed its views since 1816, was now strongly against pro- 
tection. The clashing of the different sections caused the fail- 
ure of the bill for increased duties of 1820. 

A protective tariff was passed in 1824, carried mainly by the 
Western and Middle States, party lines having nothing to do 


with the question. At this time the manufactures of cotton 
goods were in such prosperous condition that they did not de- 
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sire increased protection. John Randolph said in the debate 


upon this bill, The merchants and manufacturers of Massa- 
chusetts and New Hampshire repel this bill, while men in hunt- 
ing-shirts and deer-skin leggings and moccasins on their feet 
want protection for home manufactures.” And this prosperity 
and firm establishment of cotton manufactures was due more to 
the introduction of the power loom than to protection, for not- 
withstanding the continued protection, they were never in so 
rous a condition before. 

Although the encouragement given the woolen manufactures 
was very moderate, yet, after the crisis of 1819, this industry 
also developed, and the introduction of machinery had about the 
same effect upon it as upon the cotton manufactures, and during 
the period from 1821 the number of woolen factories greatly in- 
creased, especially in New England. Thus we find that both the 
cotton and woolen manufactures were firmly established and in no 
need of protection some years before 1828. Let in that year the 
3 most complicated protective tariff bill so far framed 
was 5 

What was accomplished for cotton and woolen manufactures 
by the introduction of machinery, including the power loom, 
was, some years later, accomplished for iron manufactures by the 
discovery that anthracite coal could be used in the blast furnace. 
A patent for this process was taken out in 1833, and was in ex- 
tensive use before 1836, leading to a rapid increase in the produc- 
tion of iron. 

Thus in the development of these three great industries we 
see that other factors besides tariff enter into the question of 
their growth. The tariff of 1828, called the “ tariff of abomina- 
tions,” did not long continue in operation. Some of its provi- 
sions were changed in 1830, and another tariff act was passed in 
1832 doing away with the objectionable features of the abomi- 
nation tariff,” making the protection about the same as in 1824. 
But public opinion was adverse to even so modified a form of 

rotection, and in 1833 the compromise tariff act was passed. 
his bill provided for a gradual reduction of duties to 20 per 
cent. It went into effect, popular sentiment in faver of protec- 
tion disappeared, and the compromise tariff lasted for nine 
ears. . 
The tariff of 1842, called the ‘‘ Whig tariff,” was strongly pro- 
tective, and was a purely political measure. It lasted but four 

ears, when the tariff of 1846 was passed by the Democrats. 

his tariff, called the Walker tariff,” from the fact of its hav- 
ing been framed by Robert J. Walker, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury under Polk, is often spoken of as a free-trade measure. It 
was not, although it discriminated between articles that could 
and those that could not be produced in our own country. It was 
a revenue tariff with incidental protection. In this tariff the 
theory was pravog to be true that moderate duties yield large 
revenues. It produced so large a revenue that in 1857 there was 
found to be asurplus in the Treasury; and for this raason all 
parties were agreed to a further reduction of the tariff. This is 
said to be the first tariff legislation since 1816 that was not af- 


fected by poliso 
The Walker tariff lasted fifteen years—longer than any tariff 
in the whole history of the country—long enough to demon- 
strate the effect of a revenue tariff upon the condition of the 
country. Though new tariff acts were passed frequently, they 
all, from 1816, had been protective in principle. And in making 
a comparison of the condition of the country under the two kinds 
of tariff we may consider the time from 1816 to 1833 as one con- 
tinued period of protection, That the result of the comparison 
is in favor of the period under revenue tariff can not be denied. 
That this was the most prosperous period of our history has been 
acknowledged Droom parties from that time to the present. 
The tariff of 1846 produced such good results that, as we have 
seen, by 1857 the Whigs were willing to unite with the Demo- 
crats and vote for a still further reduction. They saw the great 
prosperity of the country and were honest enough to acknowl- 
edge the low tariff as its main cause. That other factors also 
entered into this condition, we do not deny; but that the 
were only secondary is abundantly proved by the fact that bot. 
parties acknowledged the tariff as the cause. Let me quote from 
some N men on the other side. Senator (afterwards 
Vice-President) Wilson, in a speech in the Senate in 1857, when 
the proposition to reduce the tariff of 1846 was pending, said: 

I wish to say to the Senate and the country, that the Commonwealth I re 
resent has a deep interest in the modification of the tariff of 1816 by t 
Congress. They are for the reduction of the revenue to the actual wants of 
an economical administration of the Government; for a free list embracing 
articles of prime necessity we do not produce; for mere nominal duties on 
articles which make sp a large portion of our domestic industry, and for 
such an adjustmentof the duties on the products of other nations that come 
in direct ety eae with the products of American capital, labor, an 


skill, as shall impose the least burdens upon that capital, labor, and skill. 
And in the same speech he said: 
We of New E believe that wool, es the cheap wools, manila, 
hemp, flax, raw lead, tin, brass, hides, 


and many other articles 
used in our manufactures can be admitted duty free, or at a mere nominal 
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a: without injuring to any extent any considerable productive interests 
of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON, in this House, March 24, 1870, said: 

The tariff of 1845, although confe: and professedly a tariff for rev- 
enue, was, so far as regards all the great interests of the country, as perfect 
as any that we have ever had. | 

Mr. Garfield said in this House in 1878, in answer to the 
charge that the year of 1860 had not been one of prosperity: 

Tho fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 1850 to 1830 was one ot ponce 
and general prosperity. Yet, to suita theory of finance, we are told that 
1860 was a year of great distress and de on of business, equaled only by 
the distress of the present year. Ihold that the facts I have recited estab- 
lish, in so far as anything can be established by statistics, that the year 1860 
was a year not only of general peace, but of very general prosperity in the 
United States. 

Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years in Congress, says: 

The tariff of 1816 was yielding abundant revenue, and the business of the 
country was in a flourishing condition. 

Money became more abundant after the year 1849. Large en- 
terprises were undertaken, speculation was prevalent, and for a 
considerable period the prosperity of the country was general 
and apparently genuine. The principles embodied in the tariff 
of 1846 coe i for a time to be so entirely vindicated and ap- 

roved that resistance to it ceased, not only among the people, 
But among protective economists, and even among manufactur- 
ers toa large extent. So general was this acquiescence that in 
1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any 
one of the three parties which presented Presidential candidates. 
Much more testimony of the same kind might be adduced, butI 
deem this sufficient for the present. 

But this prosperous condition was not to last, A Presidential 
election was coming on, and the Republican party, wishing to 
curry favor and obtain votes from States where the protective 

rinciple was strong, introduced a bill increasing import duties. 

is, known as the Morrill tariff act,” passed the House in the 
session of 1859 and 1860, but did not pass the Senate until the 
nextsession. The most important changes made by the Morrill 
bill were increased duties on wool and iron, and a substitution 
of specific for ad valorem duties. In 1861 the civil war began, 
and immediately were the import duties again increased. We 
need not follow the various steps of tariff legislation; suffice it 
to say that it taxed our resources to the utmost to furnish funds 

to carry on that war. 

In 1862 two important acts were passed. The first of these 
was an 5 act, 75 which s spit taxes were ei 
posed upon the uction of iron, steel, leather, paper, 3 
oil, ais od an da valorem duty upon eee we ates: a 

neral income tax upon railroads, express companies, and 

icenses were required for many kinds of business. On July 14 
of the same year a tariff act was passed for the avowed purpose 
of e she manufacturers and producers for the in- 
ternal revenue they were forced to pay. was a protective 
measure, and levied heavier duties than was necessary even to 
offset the heavy internal taxes. As the war continued more 
money had to be raised and more internal- revenue and tariff 
taxes were consequently levied. 

The most important of these acts were passed in 1864. Three 
revenue acts were passed at the same time. The first provided 
for an enormous extension of the internal tax system.” The 
second for an increase of duties on imports corresponding to and 
compensatory for those of the first act, and the third authorized 
a loan of $400,000,000. Everything was taxed and to the utmost. 
The average rate on all dutiable wares was 47.6 per cent, and on 
some articles 50, 60, and 100 per cent. 

The passage of these acts was made possible only by the state 
of the public mind regarding the war, and thatthe protectionist 
element had control of the Legislature. It would be supposed 
that the country would have been relieved of such enormous 
burdens as soon as possible after the war, but such, unfortu- 
nately, was not the case. The internal taxes were gradually re- 
duced, and by 1872 all those for which compensatory duties had 
been enactéd were abolished. No one but the Government had 
any interest in their continuance. But the import duties which 
were mainly, it was claimed, to compensate for the internal taxes 
were continued. Not only so, they were increased, and are to-day 
the foundation of our present tariff system. 

The protected interests had derived so much wealth from this 
measure that they would not willingly let it go. On the other 
hand the reconstruction problem, as well as the great suffering 
and sorrow brought to many homes, made the people less alive 
to these abuses than they should have been; and very unfortu- 
nately so for, at so early a period, they might have been cor- 
rected. When the matter was agitated in a mild way the de- 
mand was appeased by reducing the duties on what are called 
revenue articles; that is, such goods as are imported but are not 
pores in our own country; thus reducing the Government’s 

me while not interfering with the gains of the manufacturer 
who it is plain is only interested in the duties on the protected 
articles that he produces, 


In 1871 and 1872, when the surplus revenue, after paying all 
appropriations and the interest on the public debi, amounted toa 
hundred million dollars annually, the people became more earnest 
in their demands for a reduction of import duties. Consequently, 
a bill was introduced in this House by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, which, in the words of the chairman, was intended 
merely to divest some industries of the superabundant pro- 
tection which smells of monopoly, and which it was never in- 
tended they should enjoy after the war.” This bill provided for 
a reduction on wool, woolens, and cottons of 20 per cent, pig iron 
$1 a ton; coal, salt, and lumber, tea and coffee, aadin fact almost 
all dutiable articles, were to pay less. 

This bill, it is hardly necessary to say, was bitterly opposed 
by monopolists; but finding thatthe tariff reformers were much 
in earnest, it was deemed expedient to yield alittle rather than to 
arouse too much opposition: consequently, a bill was passed which 
had been introduced in the Senate, providing for a10 per cent 
horizontal reduction. Mr. John L. Hays, secretary for many 
years of the Wool Manufacturers’ Association and poeson of 
the tariff commission of 1882, was here at the time of the passage 
of this act as agent for the wool manufacturers. He claims, ina 
speech delivered shortly after, to have been the author of “ this 
wise and foresighted policy.“ The tariff reformers, not so“ wise 
in their generation,” thought they had gained the victory if they 
had not received all they asked for, and were quiet for a time. 

Without following beg this history in detail, we will say: the 
act of 1872 was repealed in 1875, thus putting us back to the war 
tariffagain, and as no tariff act was passed in the next eight 
years, we find the war tariff of 1864 in operation in 1883. After 
the l of specie payments in 1879 there was a general 
revival of business and an increase of imports causing a corre- 
sponding increase of revenue. After 1879 the surplus revenue 
averaged over$100,000,000 annually. This state of affairs caused 
another demand for revenue reform. The Government being in 
the hands of protectionists, a tariffcommission of their own ilk 
was appointed to examine into and report Spee the subject. 

This was like a jury trying a case in which each juror had 
great financial interest—and all the interests being on the same 
side. You all know how the tariff bill based upon the report of 
this commission was put through. It is not necessary to enter 
into the details of this bill; it is a part of our current history. 

Its general character may be inferred from a letter written 
by the presidentof the tariff commission, Johu L. Hays, shortly 

ter the passage of the act. 

5 was published in the Wool Manufacturers’ Bulletin. 
© says: 

Reduction in itself was by no means desirable to us; it was a concession 
to anoue sentiment, a beading of the top and branches to the wind of public 
opinion, to save the trunk of the protected system. In a word, the object 
was protection through reducti * 
by our friends. 

In this act the tariff on some things, as wheat, corn, oats, beef, 
pork, hams, bacon, lard, cheese, and butter, was not changed. 
On barley it was lowered at the request of the brewers. On silks 
there was a reduction from 60 to 50 per cent, pig iron from $7 to 
86.72 a ton. On cheap cotton goods, which we export in large 
quantities, there was a reduction. On those we import the duty 
wasincreased. The same may be substantialty said of woolen 
goods. On the finer qualities, as dress goods, the duty was in- 
creased; on coarser qualities, which we did not import because 
the duty was prohibitory, it was slightly lowered, but still left 
high enough to be prohibitory. On wool the reduction was so 
slight as to amount to nothing. 

Thus we see that the tariff of 1883 was still a high protective 
tariff; in fact, it was substantially a continuation of the war 
tariff. It was just such a piece of legislation we would expect 
under the circumstances then existing. To reduce the average 
per cent upon the whole schedule, the upan hee lowered on some 
articles, but, as we have seen, in doing this the class of goods 
and rate of reduction were so selected as to accrue to the adyan- 
tage of no one; further, though the condition of the Treasury 
and the sentiment of the people demanded a general reduction, 
yet the duty was e eee many articles Where, from a pro- 
tectionist standpoint, such increase ‘‘ would do the most good.” 

As was foreseen, this farce reform bill, neither relieved the 
people of the burden of indirect taxes nor prevented the accu- 
mulation in the Treasury. Consequently, the very next year, 
1884, a bill was introduced looking to a real reform of the tar- 
iff; but the same element that passed the bill of 1883 was still 
dominant in Congress, and this attempt at reform was a failure. 
The same may be saidof the bills of 1886 and 1887. The constant 
agitation of the subject, however, showed how alive were the 
people to the existing wrong. Had the act of 1883 even in part 
corrected the conditions which it proposed to correct, the coun- 
try would have settled down to quiet, and toa measure of pros- 
ies commensurate with the relief so given. ¢ 

In 1890 the protectionists assumed a bold front and passed the 
most radical protectionist tariff in the history of the country. 


on. + + We wanted the tariff to be made 
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For it there was neither the pretext that the country needed 
revenue nor that an overtaxed ple needed compensatory du- 
ties. Yet the rates were as high and in somecases higher than 
when both these conditions obtained. This law is still in force 
and working great injury to the country, first, by restricting 
commerce and diverting revenue from the public Treasury into 
the coffers of corporations; second, it fosters monopolies and 
trusts, and these, by limiting production, work the double injury 
of depriving the laborer of work and heaping up high prices to 
the consumer. That a high protective tariff is a boon to some 
classes we can not deny; but laws should be enacted for the peo- 
ple of the whole country and not for a class. It is a benefit to 
the manufacturer of protectedarticles. Itenables him to amass 
millions, and by combines and trusts to control the commerce 
and business of the country like an autocrat, 


MONOPOLIES AND TRUSTS. 


This bill will sound the death knell of monopolies and trusts, 
monster evils begotten by protection and organized to poe 
competition in furnishing the people the necessaries of life, thus 
ma those articles decrease, and robbing the people by en- 
hanced prices for the benefit of afew. The agitation of this bill 
began at once to affect the stocks of these infamous concerns, 
whose organization was against the best interests of the ple, 
whose existence was against public policy, and which under the 
fostering influence of a oe 75 3 tarif grew and flour - 
ished, defying the people, defying legislation, and defying the 
courts. 

A trust has been defined as a combination to restrain com- 

tition among producers, formed by placing the various pro- 
Wein properties (mills, factories, Beh es the hands of a board 
of trustees, who are empowered to direct the operations of pro- 
duction and sale as if the properties were all under a single 
ownership and management.” 

Active foreign competition being shut out by a high protective 
tariff, the different firms and companies who had heretofore 
competed with each other, by this cunningly devised scheme, 
kill competition, arrange prices to suit themselves, and regulate 
production according to demands at their extortionate price. 

The first was the Standard Oil Trust, formed in 1869 by acom- 
bination of refiners of crude paronan in Ohio and Pennsylva- 
nia. Next, branches of the iron and steel trade combined and 
formed a trust, and next came the great American Cotton-Oil 
Trust.” So closely had this hydraheaded monster wise Vise his 
slimy folds around the industries of the American people, that 
by 1888 it had almost completely in the hands of trusts, petro- 
leum cottonseed oil, and cake, sugar, oatmeal, pearl. barley, 
straw, board, castor oil, linseed oil, school slates, oilcloth, whisky, 
rubber, steel, steel rails, steel and iron beams, nails, wrought-iron 
pipe, ironnuts, stoves, lead, copper, envelopes, paper bags, paree 
pitch, cordage, reaping and bin ingand mowing machines, h- 
ing machines, plows, glass, and shortly white lead, jute bagging, 
lumber, shingles, friction matches, felt, lead pencils, cartridges 
and cartridge shells, watches and watch cases, clothes-wringers, 
rad os coffins and undertakers’ supplies. dental tools, wall-paper, 
sandstone, patent leather, and other articles. 

The very purpose of these organizations has been to advance 
prices and check competition, thus placing the people at the 
mercy of these combinations, which have reaped enormous prof- 
its at theirexpense. A burning iniquity, a tax for the benefit 
of the few upon the whole people; a wrong which would be im- 
poe of consummation save under a high protective tariff, 

‘ake, for example, the linseed oil trust formed in January, 1887. 
The price per gallon of linseed oil rose from 38 cents to 52 cents, 
and was kept up during 1888. Thus every p2rson having paint- 
ing done paid to the members of this trust for every gallon they 
used 14 cents over and above the sum he would have paid ifcom- 

tition had been freely allowed; and estimating the consump- 

on of linseed oil at 30,000,000 gallons a year, the trust so in- 
creased the price that it took from the people four and half mil- 
lion of dollars per annum. 

One of the most noted, also, of these concerns is the sugar 
trust, whose very life will be taken by this bill. 

It was supported by a duty of one-half per cent per pound on 
fine sugar, which practically prohibited importation. 

During the year 1892 the total amount of revenue from this 
source was $76,000, showing that the American trust controlled 
the market by the aid of the McKinley tariff, and had an abso- 
lute monopoly. As a result the various refineries were put into 
the trust at inflated valuations and the price of sugar increased, 
so as to compel the people to pay dividends upon fictitious prop- 
erty. The protective duty levied upon refined sugar was used 
to increase the price, hence making the consumer pay this tax, 
none of which was received by the Government, but all of which 
went into the coffers of the holders of trust stock. 

Sugar can be refined more cheaply here than in England and 
needs no protection. The refiners can therefore control the 


— —2—5ñ—d . ᷑ ͤ VV -ę.—.f::i:ꝛ—. —ꝛ-tt:. —ꝛvꝛꝛ..ꝛ—P:ĩ.—— — tu—bLaʒu —yt—᷑V: 


ERER 


American market without any protective duty whatever, but - 
under this system, which lays tribute upon the great body of the 
people for the benefit of the few, this wrong was brought into 
existence and it is now demanded by the Republican party that 
it be perpetuated. It was not until 1887 that public attention 
was completely aroused concerning these organizations, but they 
have gone on defiantly believing that by working upon passion 
and prejudice they can continue their work of reaping ill-gotten 


gains. 

Only a little while ago, in the face of the fact that the Wil- 
son bill would become a law, the Bethlehem, the Carnegie, and 
the Illinois companies, manufacturers of steel rails, agreed to 
pay the Pennsylvania Steel Company $400,000 as the estimated 
profits of one year if it would close and keep closed during the 
twelve months of 1894 the great works at Sparrows Point, Md. 

What for the laborers in the mills at Sparrows Point, the in- 
terests of whom these gentlemen ostensibly desire to guard so 
well? It is enough for them that in the face of this contempla- 
ted legislation these three mills can afford to pay the profits of 
another's worksif it remains idle and noncompetitive an amount 
equal to the total earnings of a large number of employés. The 
railroads will pay for the rails, the people will pay the railroads. 
The 4,000 employés of the Maryland Company can go, while 
the wealthy members of the steel trust Nao TATS amassed their 
fortunes under the cry of protection to American labor will add 
to their ill-gotten wealth. And now these trusts—the white- 
lead trust, the whisky trust, the sugar trust, the coal trust, and 
all the others of this infamous band of plunderers of the people, 
are opposing this bill and endeavoring to prevent its passage 
unless it shall be so tinkered as to still permit these leeches to 
feed upon the public, There should be no wavering in the Demo- 
cratic line. Now is to be struck the first real blow at the life 
of monopolies, which will not yield without a struggle, but to 
whom the people must no longer be e to pay tribute in 
order that the wealth of the nation may be accumulated in the 
hands of afew. [Applause.] 

WOOL. - 

It is claimed that this product of the farmer especially needs 

protection; that unless a heavy import duty is levied on foreign 
wools the article can not be profitably grown in this country. 
This subject demands careful examination at our hands, to the: 
end that we may determine whether or not this assertion is sup- 
ported by facts. I deem it my duty to stand with my party and 
to vote in accordance with the views of the majority; for if each 
of us insisted that some particular view of his own must be in- 
corporated in this bill ere it received our votes, it could never 
become à law. But let us examine the subject. 
If protection benefits the wool-growing industry, then it must 
follow: First, that the higher the ee levied upon foreign wool 
the higher will be the price received by the farmer for the home- 
grown wool. Second, that wool-growing becoming more profit- 
able under a high protective tariff, the number of sheep would 
be increased not only absolutely, but relatively to the increased 
population. If wool-growing were a more profitable business 
under a high tariff than under a low tariff, each flock master 
would increase his number of sheep, and persons not before in 
the business would enter it. That the first of these propositions 
is not borne out by facts, and that the price of wool has constantly 
increased under a low tariff and decreased constantly under a 
higher tariff, is shown by the following table teken from the 
special report on History and present condition of the sheep 
industry of the United States,” published by authority of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. To this table, showing the price of 
wool from 1824 to 1890, I have added the price for the last three 
years, bringing it up to date. 
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From 1846 to 1860 we had the lowest wool tariff in the history 
of the country. And during the last three years of this period 
wool was practically on the free list, all but the higher grades 
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being admitted free. Although in this period there was one bad 

ear (1858), arising from a panic in the money, market which 
tangs down the average, yet during these fifteen years medium 
wool brought an average of 41% cents per pound. And during 
the three years that I have mentioned, omitting the panic year, 
wool vas 50 cents, and in 1859 52 cents per pound. This is more 
than the average price for the last fifteen years, and much higher 
than any year since the McKinley triff has been in operation. 
Would not the wool-grower be willing to exchange the prices 
under the McKinley tariff for the average of 41, cents per pound, 
under a low tariff, or even for the 50 and 52 cents per pound when 
wool was practically on the free list? 

In a letter from the Manufacturers’ Club, Phialdelphia, to the 
Ways and Means Committee, under date of September 4, 1893, 
we And this acknowledged in the following sentence: 

Wool, for example, is much lower now than it was in 1890, or than it was 
even sorecently as one year ago. 

What magnanimity on the part of these manufacturers! They 
claim that the duty on woolen goods is to compensate them for the 
higher price they are obliged to pay for wool on account of the 
duty upon it. Let this very letter from which I have quoted is 
written to persuade the Committee on Ways and Means to con- 
tinue the proni duty on manufactures, while at the same time 
it acknowledges that they get this raw material cheaper than 
when it was on the free list; asking that the duty on imported 
woolens be kept up in order that they may keep up higher prices. 

Verily, the manufacturer is not extravagantly bedecked with 
the jewel consistency. But if he were, perhaps he would not 
live in a luxuriant mansion, surrounded by servants, and ride in 
his beautiful carriage driven by liveried coachmen, while the 
wages of the toiling laborer whom he pretends to love so well 
are from time to time cut down even to starvation point. And 
the farmer, whose prejudices he endeavors to enkindle against 
the party which is his best and truest friend, gets lower prices 
for his products and pays higher prices for the wares of the 
manufacturer. ' 

One would hardly expect. that under any circumstances, in 
pono, wool would reach the high prices of war times, when the 

emand was so great to mney our immense armies with cloth- 
ing and blankets. Yet, in 1867, the duty on wool was so far in- 
creased above that of the war as to be 50 per cent on clothing 
and combing wool. Yet the price continued to fall, until 1872, 
when a 10 per cent horizont il reduction was made in the tariff. 
And as will be seen by the table woolimmediately went up and 
remained high until 1875. In that year the tariff act of 1872 was 
repealed, putting us back to the high tariffof 1867. Again wool 
fell and has decreased to the present time. Theslightreduction 
of 1883 can not be responsible for this. For the decrease, with 
the exception of one year, 1880, was as steady before as after that 
date; nor did the increased duty of 1890 put any check to the 
Ro fall. 

I therefore say, Mr. Speaker, that a clear examination will 
furnish conclusive proof to the unbiased mind of the correctness 
of this proposition, that a protective tariff does not increase 
the price of wool. 

In examining my second proposition we must consider the sec- 
tions of country east and west of the Mississippi separately, 
as entirely different conditions are found in regard to the wool- 
growing industry. West of the Mississippi are great tracts of 

and that can be had at little cost, and Government land that 
ean be used free. 

In many sections whole flocks live out of doors all winter with- 
out other food than the pasture provided by nature. And where 
shelter and food are provided for the most severe weather, it is 
done at a comparatively small cost. Consequently, very large 
flocks can be kept and wool grown at a proni when the price is 
so low as to be ruinous to the industry where different conditions 
obtained. That the number of 5 has increased in this sec- 
tion is natural. East of the Mississippi, however, the number 
of sheep has greatly diminished. 

In the work on Sheep Industry, from which I have 3 
quoted, we find on page 696 that in this section, notwithstand- 

g the enormous increase in population, there were two million 
less sheep in 1890 than in 1860. And in my own State, Ohio, one 
of the most important wool-growing States in the Union, there 
has been a falling off of one-third the number of sheep duri 
the high-tariff period, although the population has increas 
during that time over 1,000,000. This falling off can not in any 
way be due to overproduction. It is estimated that we consume 
annually about 6,000,000 pounds of wool, while we produce less 
than 3,000,000. In 1878, after ten years of high tariff, Ohio, 
Michigan, and all the great wool-growing States, had only about 
half as many sheep as they had in 1867. Before 1867 the num- 
ber of sheep had been increasing more rapidly than our popula- 
tion. Since then the reverse has taken place. 

Again, we are told by manufacturers that some of the best 


grades of goods can not be made from wool produced in this coun- 
try, and some not from any one grade of wool; and if the manu- 
facture of such articles should be attempted in disregard of this 
fact the result would be a mere imitation, something we all de- 
spise, and needing no expert to detect. Inareprint from the 
American Wool and Cotton Reporter of an article by Edward 
D. Page, of New York, I find this subject discussed. Mr. Page, 
speaking of woolen manufacturers, says: 

I fear that many of them do not fully reallize even now how improvement 
and economy can be 5 by making these goods from a mixture of 

ted to it 


the stocks, most exactly s the qualities the goods are to in- 
stead of the makeshifts which our meager market has hitherto afforded. 


He further says: 

I have been shown in an English manufacturer's wool house a mixture or 
blend of no less than fourteen distinct and different varieties of wool, from 
which he made a simple fabric in which at home not more than two orthree 
bbe are used. Each of these fourteen varieties was found to lend some 

esirable peculiarity to the fabric, perceptible only in the finished piece, or 
else to economize the cost. I was told that the blend used had been sub- 
stantially the same for thirty years. The goods manufactured from it were 
perceptibly superior, in selling qualities, to our own. 

Some of these qualities are durability of color, fineness, and 
softness of finish—all very desirable qualities. Although the 
import duties are very high on these fine qualities of woolen 
goods, those who can pay high prices will have them. And we 
can easily understand that if we could import wool free we could 
buy as much of these fine wools as we desire, thereby making 
these beautiful fine goods in our own country, and being able to 
sell them at such prices that many if not all could afford to wear 
them. This would bea great advantage and great saving to the 
consumer. And as our Mane grona wools could by mixing with 
the imported wools be used in a greater variety of fabrics, a 
home market would be created for more than is now produced, 
and the flocks would increase on a thousand hills.“ 

An increased demand would increase the price, and the farmer 
would be benefited in a twofold manner. Nor would the manu- 
facturer bs left to suffer. True, he would not be able to charge 
such high prices, but he would sell more goods at home and 
could export them and find an abundant market where he would 
not have to pay duty. He would not make money so fast, but 
he would make it honestly. A great weight would be lifted 
from his conscience that has rested there, for lo, these many 
years, And we certainly would be doing the greatest good to 
the greatest number. 

Here leaving this subject, let me quote from a few authorities. 
Senator SHERMAN said in 1883: 


In the table which I have now before me, it is shown that in 1867 the price 
of wool was 51 cents S ponnn: in 1870 it was 46 cents a pound; in 1876 it was 
43 cents a pound; in 1880, which was an abnormal year, 48 cents 3 
But to-day I am told that these wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents 
a pound. So the result of protecting the wool-growers has been, as it has 
been in all industries, to gradually reduce the price of domestic wools. 


Again he said: 


Under the operation of the tariff of 1867 the price of wool has graduall 
gone down. This was the result of the policy of protecting () the wool- 
grower—togradually reduce the price. d 

Senator FRYE, of Maine, a protectionist, said: 


Domestic wools have come down in price from the time the tariff of 1867 
was enacted until to-day. 


In short, foreign wools are imported not to compete but to 
combine with ours, and unless the manufacturer can get a higher 
price for his product he will pay less for our wool, and when for- 

eign woolis purchased to be mixed with our wool, if foreign 

wools cost more, ours will bring less. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO, September 13, 1893. 
Sm: If you want to suit this mill, kindly put wool and all raw materials 
on the free list. Should this be done, we are willing to have the tariff on 
manufactured goods gradually reduced 25 per cent, which is sufficient. This 
3 5 successfully with European manufacturers until 
© WOO! 

e proper thing for your committee to do is to act quickly and settle the 
matter for a year or two, and whether or not you reduce the tariff the mills 
will start up, as they will know what they have to figure on. 

Yours, respectfully, 
BECKMAN & CO. 


And, as showing the methods of some gentlemen, I incorporate 

in my remarks the following letter from one of my constituents: 
CHILI, OHIO, January 6, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: Inclosed you will find a o ofa petition sent me by Messrs. 
Justice, Bateman & Co. No doubt the House of Representatives will be 
flooded with such by signers. I concluded to send you it in blank. This 
house roger a wool commission business, but of late years have connected 
politics with it. They are well known by all shippers of wool. They have 
made a fortune in wool, but mostly at the N of shippers. They con- 
tributed heavily to the election of Ben. Harrison in the cam n of 1888, 
and were connected with John Wanamaker in raising the 7 EE a, P 
fund, and when confronted with the foregoing statement never deni e 
same. It appears they desire to control tne Democratic party as well as the 
Republican party, only through other means. It is my earnest wish and 
desire that the Democratic Representatives in the House, as well as the 
Senators in the Senate, will not go back on the Democratic platforms, which 
are for reform of the ta iff, and have been so ever since 1876, when Samuel 
J. Tilden was elected on a tariff-reform platform. It is my opinion that all 
this howl now made about the revision of the tariff the lying idle of 
woolen manufactories is to intimidate the Representatives of the people in 
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order to continue the m: of the masses for the privilege of classes. 
Although you have been s in your past action, and the 
tion in the repeal bill, and we have not the least. doubt you 
will support and vote for tariff reform, I did not think it amiss to Le phage 
the sentiments which I did, and believe every true Democrat around this 
neck of the woods will indorse, 
Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. J. A. D. RICHARDS, 


JOHN LORENZ. 


SHODDY. 

But there is a wicked, insidious enemy that interferes with 
the price of wool, while at the same time it deprives the Ameri- 
can people of the substantial woolen clothing which they are en- 
titled to, and that is shoddy. The manufacturers of woolen goods 
gave some very interesting testimony—I do not say spontaneous 
and voluntary—on this subject before the Waysand Means Com- 
mittee last fall. Among other things they disclosed the fact 
that under the high protective tariff, before the McKinley bill 
was, , there was 1 pound of shoddy used in so-called woolen 

ds to every 4 pounds of wool; since the passage of the McKin- 
foy bill there is 1 pound of shoddy to every pound of wool, four 
times as much as before. 

Thus the McKinley tariff, while it compels the manufacturer 
topay higher prices for foreign wools necessary to blend with 
our 55 wools to make the better grade of cloths, and by 
its duty on woolen goods enhances the price of proper clothing, 
it invites the manufacturer of shoddy to the field. And instead 
of placing upon the backs of the people the pure, healthy prod- 
uctof the sheep, clothesthem with shoddy made from the ground- 
up rags of the slums of the earth. These makers of bogus wool 
stand in mortal fear of the era of free wool. 

From 1870 to 1890, under the protecting care of Republican leg- 
islation, they enjoyed prosperity, but since 1890, when, under the 
McKinley act, foreign wools n to mix with our own were 
driven away and our le compelled to wear such kinds of 
dear clothing as could be contrived from our wools, or from old 
rags ground up and wove and stuck together in the form of 
shoddy. The business of these gentlemen has been a bonanza. 
Need I say to the American farmer thatif clothing is made from 


wool instead of shoddy it is better for the wearer, and also for | of 


the wool-grower? Cheap real woolen goods would destroyithis 
iniquitous business, and the maker of this spurious stuff would 

er hear the rolling of thunder or the sound of cannon than 
the bleating of a lamb. 

It has even been said that one of these conscienceless mortals 
once actually blushed when he discovered a sheep looking him 
in the face. Vet, as showing which policy is aidor and abettor 
of their business, we find in 1888 seventeen rag and shoddy 
dealers issuing a circular, which was distributed by the Repub- 
lican national committee, asserting that free wool would en- 
tirely ruin their business, declaring against the ‘free-trade ” 
party of Grover Cleveland and for Harrison and Morton. Their 
election was declared ‘‘to be indispensable to the maintenance 
of our business;” and now, in a petition to this Congress, wherein 
they protest against the placing of wools on the free list, meg 
have the effrontery to declare thatthe number of plants engage: 
in the shoddy business is nearly one hundred, with a combined 
capital of millions.” 

say to this House, choose you this day whom ye will 
serve,” the maker of shoddy, who deprives the American far- 
mer of a proper price for his wool by manufacturing cloth from 
ground-up and woven rags, and who cheats the people by placing 
upon the market this stuff now constituting a large part of our 
clothing, or will you serve the cause of common honesty, call 
a halt in this iniquitous business, and by proper tariff legis- 
lation give our farmer a better price for his wool and our people 
a better kind of cheap, warm, woolen clothing. If there be one 
of the childrenof this Republican system more unlikely than the 
others, Shoddy is the ugliest brat begotten by that foul parent, 


High Tariff. View the offspring of your pet: monopolies, com- 
bines, trusts, pools—Shoddy. [Applause. 
COAL. 


Coal is a necessity to our domestic and manufacturing uses, 

and great is the store of this fuel laid up for our use in bygone 

, and yet this boon to civilization, this needed article, is 
rtually in the hands of monopolies. 

Esch year there is used in the United States about 120,000,000 
tons of coal, which, at an average price of $4 per ton, is nearly 
$500,000,000 or more than $8 per annum for every man, woman, 
and child in the country. 


total area of 
fields is about 300,000 acres, of which about 200,000 acres are 
owned by a few (seven) railway corporations. These companies 
directly, or through subsidiary companies, control the market, 
carry on mining operations, carry the coal to market and sell it. 


Many years ago these seven companies formed the famous an- 
thracite coal pool by which they agreed to maintain a uniform 
selling price at all important distributing points where two or 
more of the companies carried competition—cities within an 
hour's ride of the miners were compelled to pay as much as those 
hundreds of miles distant, and while this po is a thing of the 
past on account of the passage of a law in Pennsylvania making 
their acts illegal and punishabie, there is a secretagreement be- 
tween these companies to-day, and where two or more roads meet 
the same prices for coal are quoted. Hundreds of thousands of 
people of the North and Northwest must pay for coal, this neces- 
sity 2 life, whatever the managers of a single corporation de- 
mand. 

We have seen the Missouri Pacific Railway Company working 
through subsidiary companies, encircling the coal fields of Mis- 
souri, Colorado, and the Indian Territory, and compelling per 
vate operators to sell coal at the company's prices in the market; 
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe; the Chicago, Burli n 
and Quincy; the Denver and New Orleans; the Union Pacific, 
and the Denver and Rio Grande Railway Companies reac 
out for the Colorado, and the Union Pacific, the Chicago a 
Northwestern, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, reach- 
ing out for the Wyoming coal fields. While the Oregon way 
and Navigation Company, having a monopoly on the Pacific 
coast, from time to time kept prices at San Francisco just below 
the point at which it was profitable to import Australian coal. 

e have seen the Hocking Valley and Toledo Railway Com- 

y in Ohio grasping the great Hocking Valley coal fields of 

the State. The coal of Alabama seized by the Louisville and 

Nashville, and the Norfolkand Western Railroad Company and 
Chesapeake and Ohio seizing the coal fields of West Virginia. 

These facts go to show that the consumers of coal are at the 
mercy of corporations. 

Let me quote from an article by Henry D. Lloyd in the North 
American Review, June, 1886: . 

Last July Messrs. Vanderbilt, Sloan, and one or two others out of several 

undred owners of coal lands and coal railroads, met in the pleasant shadows 
to makea binding arrangement for the control of the coal trade, 
“Binding arrangement,” the sensitive coal presidents Say, they prefer to the 
word combination.“ 
The gratuitous warmth of summer sugges to these men 
the need the public would have of artificial heat at artificial 
prices the coming winter. It was agreed to fix prices, and to 
prevent the production of too much of the raw material of 
warmth by suspensions of mining. In anticipation of the arrival 
of the cold wave from Manitoba, a cold wave was sent out all 
over the United States from their parlors in New York, in an 
order for half-time work by the miners during the first three 
months of this year, and for an increase of prices. These are 
the means this combination uses to keep down wages—the price 
of men, and keep a a price of —the wages of capital. 
Prices of coal in the West are fixed by the Western Anthracite 
Coal Association, controlled entirely by the large railroads and 
mine owners of Pennsylvania. The association regulates the 
price west of Buffalo and Pittsburg and in Canada. 

Our annual consumption of anthracite is now between 31,000,- 
000 and 32,000,000 tons. The West takes between 5,000,000 and 
6,000,000 tons. The companies which com the combination 
mine, transport, and sell theirown coal. They are 3 
other mine- owners and the retailer. The Chicago and New Yor 
dealer has almost nothing to say about what he shall pay or what 
he shall charge, or what his profits shall be. The great com- 
panies do not let the little man make too much. Year by year 
the coal retailers are sinking into the status of mere agents of 
the combination, with as little freedom as the consumer. 

Combination is busy in those soft-coal districts, whose produc- 
tion is so large that it must ba sent to competitive markets. A 
peer has just been formed covering the annual product of 6,000,- 

tons of the mines of Ohio. Indiana and IHinois are to be 
brought in, and it is planned to extend it to all the bituminous 
coal districts that compete with each other. The appearance of 
Mr. Vanderbilt last December in the Clearfield district of Penn- 
sylvania at the head of a company capitalized for $5,000,000 was 

e first-entry of a metropolitan man into this field. 

Mr. Vanderbilt's rôle is to be that of producer, carrier, dealer, 
and consumer all in one. Until he came the district was occu- 
pied by a number of small companies and small operators, as 
used to be the case in the anthracite fields in the old days. But 
the man who works himself, with his sons, in a small mine, 
3 perhaps from 20. to 40 tonsa day, can not expect to sur- 
vive the approach of the Manhattan capitalists. The small 
Clearfield producers, song et the fate of their kind in the an- 
thracite country, greeted . Vanderbilt's arrival with the 
question, What isto become of us?” If the small a 
said one of the great man’s lieutenants, ‘‘ goes to the wall, that 
is his misfortune, not our fault.” 

And this kind of misfortune has, alas, overtaken many poor 
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men that the supply might be kept down, even to the extent of 
creating a coal famine, with all its concomitant horrors for the 
poor; fora coal famine isalways so ee ye as to happen in the 
severest winter weather, and when added to insufficient shelter 
and insufficient clothing it brings untold suffering.» We have 
heard each party arraign the other for closing public works and 
PaE out the fires of the furnaces, thus depriving the laborer 
of work. 

But what shall be said of the man who puts the fire out” 
on the pdor man's hearth in the dead of winter regardless of the 
half-clad sufferer, who perhaps has crawled from her bed of 
rags to hover over the few scanty coals? And all that the price 
of coal may be raised in the interestsof a Vanderbilt, thus taking 
the few pennies that should have bought a loaf of bread as the 
additional price of a pail of coal. Anyone who has visited the 
poor quarters of our large cities duringa coal famine, and I hope 
many of you have, and seen the wretched, starved creatures buy- 
ing coal by the pail or half pail know that the picture of their 
sufferings can not be overdrawn. And in the interest of such, 
Task you to do away with a tax that makes possible a monopoly, 
which is the most grievous of burdens to the already over- 
burdened poor. 

‘The testimony taken before the Ways and Means Committee 
shows that it is only the operators of the Eastern coal mines 
that fear competition in case the duty is removed from coal. 
And the only coal dealers they mention as competitors are those 
of Nova Scotia and Canada. Yet it is brought outin the testi- 
mony of these men that their mines supply coal to Canada in 
face of the duty of 67 cents per ton we pay for selling coal in that 
Dominion. fete thatthese samecoal dealers, who are soafraid 
of competition with Nova Scotia coal, claiming that they can 
barely hold their own with the duty of 75 cents per ton, and if 
this duty were removed the competition would be ruinous to 
their business—these same coal dealers were forced to admitin 
their testimony that they ship their coal all the way to Cuba, 
where it comes into direct competition with Nova Scotia coal 
where it pays no duty. And that this competition is successful 
and the trade profitable to American dealersis evidenced by the 
vast amount they ship to Cuba ovory year. 

If this can be done, after paying freight for such along dis- 
tance, as a matter of course it can be done at home. And the 
claim that the wages of the miners will have to be reduced is all 
buncombe, calculated toexcite the sympathy of the uninformed. 
They claim that the cost of coal is mainly labor; that being the 
casa, Canada and Nova Scotia coals cost as much as ours, for 
their miners, it is acknowledged in the testimony of these oper- 
ators, receive the same wages as do our miners. These being 
the facts in the case, free coal can work no Snes to the miners 
and laboring men. The extensive operator of the Eastern coal 
fields will not reap such large profits, and will not be able to 
limit the output and increase the price and deprive the miner of 
work at his own sweet will. 

I append a report of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
„ made to this House on June 10, 1892, which is as fol- 

ows: 
House Report No. 1630, Fifty-second Congress, first session]. 
INVESTIGATION OF RAILROADS COMBINATIONS. 


June 10, 1892.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WISE. from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, sub- 
mitted the following report (to accompany Mis. Doc, ——): 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have considered a 
resolution, a copy of which is hereto subjoined, offered by Mr. Stout, in the 
ree of Re mtatives, on the 12thof February last, and referred to them, 


res y report: 

That while that resolution may be inaccurate in some of its statements, it 
furnishes . for an inquiry . into a transaction 
which probably vitally affects the interests of the people of the United States. 
It is very generally and confidently alleged throughout the country; it is 
asserted in suits at law and bills in equity pending in the courts; it is cur- 
rently believed on the in which such aye, edie most narrowly 
watched, that a combination of the three leading ant te coal roads, the 
Philadel and Re: Railroad Com „the Central Railroad Company 
of New Jersey, and the Lehigh Valley oad Company, ther with the 
companies which these several roads control, and a combination of this com- 
bination with the Port Reading Railroad Company and other transportation 
and producing companies have been effected; and that these combinations are 
for the p Se ot creating a monopoly in the production and transportation 
of anthracite coal and to control its price in the market; that the market 
price has already been advanced without any other excuse than to further 
the interests of the pipe ree this at a season of the year when the con- 
sumption of anthracite coal is at its minimum), and that said combinations 

to advance the price still further from time to time. 

And as itis hai nae that State legislation or action is insufficient to cope 
with these co: tions, extending as they do. if they exist, over several 
States, and constituting a menace to all the prople of the United States, it 
is of vital importance to ascertain (i) whether the alleged combinations, or 
any similar combinations exist; (2) whether any law of Congress and par- 
ticularly whether An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies” (chapter 647 of the Supplement to the Revised 
Statutes) have been ylolated by the companies and collateral companies 
said to form, or which may be found to form, the said combinations; (3) what 
additional legislation in such case, on the part of may be necessary, 


8 roper: Therefore, 
4 the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, or 


such portion of them as they may specially designate for the p be 
empowered and directed to Investigate, at the earliest icable mo- 
ment, whether the alleged combinations of the Philadelp! and Read 

Railroad Com „the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, the Central - 
road Company of New Jersey, and the Port Reading road Company, or 
any combination between any of these roads and any other roads or canals 
or producers of coal. for any illegal or proper purpose, exist, and, if such 
combinations do exist, the effect thereof on the production, transportation. 
distribution, and price of anthracite coal, and upon commerce among the 
several States, and to report to the House any and all facts in relation to the 
subject-matter of the investigation which the committee of investigation 
herein provided for may ascertain, and to make such recommendations as 
the said committee may agree upon; and that said committee be authorized 
to sit during the session of the House or during the recessof C and 
at such place or places as it may find necessary; to employ a clerk or sten- 
ographer, to administer oaths, issue subpœnas, compel the attendance of 
witnesses and examine them, and jee the 3 of books and pa- 
pers; and that a sum, not to exceed $10,000, sufficient to pay the e of 
the committee herein provided for shall be immediately available and pay- 
able out of the contingent fund of the House on the order of the chairman 
of said investigatingcommittee; and all vouchers for any such expenditures 
ane be likewise certified to by the chairman of said Investigating com- 

ttee. 


‘The subjoined is a copy of a resolution offered in the House of Represent- 
atives on the 12th of February, 1892, by Mr. Stout, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Fo! Commerce. 


“FEBRUARY 12, 1892. 


“Mr, Stout submitted the following; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

“Whereas the Reading, Lehigh Valley, the Jersey Central, Delaware. 
Lackawanna and Western eee lines in different States. and 
representing a nominal capital of 000,000, the plant of which could be 
duplicated at.one-half the sum, havé combined their capital: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
be uested to investigate the facts of the case and report whether such 
consolidation should not be prohibited by national law; and whether a bu- 
reau of interstate transportation should not be organized, headed by a Cabi- 
net oe known as the Secretary of Commerce, 

Attest: 

“JAMES KERR, Clerk.” 

The subjoined isa letter from the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
reply to an inquiry addressed to that Commission by the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, as to whether the Commission has entered 
upon any such investigation as is contemplated in the resolution of Mr. 
Stout, printed herewith: 

“INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
“OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, March 81, 1892. 


“The Committee on Interstate and N od Commerce, 
x ouse of Representatives; 


“Str: Your communication of the 29th instant, melosing copy of proposed 
resolution directing your committee to investigate and report 5 
the recent consolidation of the Philadelphia and Reading with other = 
roads, and requesting to be informed whether this Commission has entered 
upon any investigation of such consolidation, is received. 

‘The act to regulate commerce does not give the Interstate Commerce 
Commission jurisdiction of matters which relate ony to dealings between 
railroad companies and have no bearing upon the rights of the public to im- 
partial treatment and reasonable and equal charges in the transportation 
of interstate commerce. The magnitude of the railroad deal referred to is 
calculated to arouse grave a nensions of resultant injuries to the public 
welfare, but until the attention of the Commission is called to some contra- 
vention of the interstate-commerce law, caused or made sible by the 
combination of railroad interests, no grounds appear to exist upon which 
an investigation of the consolidation could properly be instituted by the 
Commission under that law.” 


TRON. 


At the beginning of the war, we hnd iron ore among unclas- 
sified articles, upon which a duty of 10 per cent was assessed. 
But as no ore was imported either then or during the war, we 
find the rate remained the same up to 1870, when it was rai 
to 20 per cent. As soon as it began to be imported to some ex- 
tent, it attracted the attention of the protectionists; who were 
looking for new fields, and the duty was raised in 1883 to 75 
cents per ton, which was about 35 per centad valorem. But to 
present this branch of the subject clearly and concisely, I can 
not.do better than to quote from the testimony of the president 
of the Pennsylvania Steel Company before the Ways and Means 
Committee, when Mr. McKinley was chairman of that commit- 
tee oe they were taking testimony with a view to reform the 
tariff: sf 


The demand for free ore, in my judgment, can now be presented from a 
commercial standpoint, which can not fail to convince all fair-minded per- 
sons that innumerable benetits to our country would follow, without work- 
ing harm to a single interest which is legitimately connected with the pro- 
duction of American ore, fron, or the products proceeding therefrom. To 
systematize this permit me to present the following facts: 

First. That only ore which is suitable for the manufacture of steel is ever 
im ; and if competing at all, can only compete with the like quantity 
of domestic production. 

Second. The whole quantity of ore suitable for Bessemer pig iron which 
it will be possible to produce in this country during the year 1890 will not 
exceed 5,000,000 tons. This estimate includes every ton of ore that can be 
raised by hook or crook. Three and one-half millions tons of pig iron, it is 
estimated, will be required to supply the wants of the steel manufacturers 
in this country during the present year. To manufacture this amount of 
pig iron, 6,500,000 tons of iron ore of suitable quality will be i oe One 
and one-half millions tons of Bessemer stee! ore must therefore be imported 
into this country by our steel manufacturers, or their works will remain 
idje one-fourth of the year. 


He further says that one-half million tons will come from 
Cuba, where the mines are owned by an American company; 
and that the importation of this ore is the direct means of secur- 
ing the exportation to the West Indies and South America of 
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American coal, as return cargo in the steamers which bring the 
ore to this country: 


In 1839 the export of American coal has been almost equal ton for ton to 
the importation of iron ore. There is no reason why, by these steam- 
ers, this country can not so develop her coal business in the West Indies and 
South America that she will absolutely drive English coal out of those mar- 

“kets. One million tons will be impo: from the Mediterranean and the three 
hundred and fifty steamers that will be required to bring that quantity of 
ore to this country will leave our shores laden with wheat, cotton, and corn, 
carrying this outward cargo more cheaply on account of the freight re- 

ceived for bringing the iron ore. 


He says further: 


Practically the whole of the imported iron ore is used in the furnaces 
located at or near tidewater. Seventy-five cents per ton on these ores rep- 
resents the cost of hauling one tone of ore 100 miles. Removing this duty, 
therefore, only enables iron ore to enter 100 miles farther into the {interior 
than it does to-day. On the other hand, it will enable my com as ex- 


pany 
porters to go 8Wor 1,000 miles by sea to compete with our competitors abroad. 
The condition of the supply and ARA for Bessemer steel raw material 


has not materially c in this country for the past five years. This 
country has never since the introduction of the manufacture of Bessemer 
steel. imported less than 25 per cent of the material consumed in the maau- 
facture of the steel output, and the re for the future, judging by the 
past, is that the national growth of the country will keep e With and 
— more than absorb the increased output of native steel raw material 
arising from the new developments that are and have been constantly pro- 
jected. It used to come here in the form of pig iron, but as this country in- 
creased her furnace capacity the steel manufacturer now seeks to bring it 
here more and more in the form of ore. 

That is, all the ore we import is of a kind of which we do not 
produce oron to supply the demand of our immense iron and 
steel trade. Not only so, but being brought here as ore and made 
into pig iron by our furnaces, is thus supplying more work for the 
American laborer. And Joseph G. Butler, of Youngstown, 
Ohio, in his testimony before the same committee, says that if 
it were not for the great development of the pig-iron industry 
in this country he doesnot know where we could get our pig iron. 
“We could not importa ton.” Vet at the same sitting, in answer 
to a question, he says: 

I say the present tariff does not cut any figure. 

Andagain: 

We want this tariff on everything we can produce in this country. We do 
not want to import anything. : 

Yes; and wants the tariff on pig iron, of which he says we can 
notimporta ton. What does he want tariff to protect in this 
case? Very evidently he wants the tariff to protect high prices. 
As to steel rails, none are now imported: the duty is us prohibi- 
tory as when it was $17 and $28a ton. The cost of transportation 
of steel rails is from $2 to $4 a ton. All the difference above this 
transportation cost is caused by the tariff tax. In 1891 the price 
was $8 higher in this country; last a the price was 812 higher. 
If steel rails were admitted free o ong e would not, owing 
to the cost of railroad transportation, be used, excepting near 
tidewater. 

WAGES. 


One of the most important, if not the most important, ques- 
tion of the tariff 15 Mes that of wages. The great ma- 
jority of the population in all countries belong to some branch 
of the laboring class. That the prosperity of a country largely 
depends upon the condition of this class is a self-evident fact. 
Were all of this great class employed at remunerative wages, 
this one fact would conduce more to the prosperity and happi- 
ness of the world than all other conditions combined. There 
would be no poverty, and, best of all, no strikes and no lockouts. 
But to this Utopian condition we never canexpect toattain. Of 
all the factors entering into the wage question I believe the 
most potent factor is supply and demand. Where there is more 
work to be done than there are laborers to do it, there will 
wages b2 extremely high, as in the case of the opening np ot 
some new field in a distant part of a country, as in the early hi 
tory of our Western mines. 

en the supply equals the demand, a normal condition, then 
wages will become lower; and when the supply exceeds the de- 
mand then there will be fierce competition and wages will be re- 
duced. We find that in our own country wages have always been 
high. This isowing toour vast domain and to the fact that there 
havealways been new enterprises developing, such as the opening 
of mines, building of canals and railroads, reducing vast tracts 
of wild lands to agricultural purposes, building new towns and 
cities, etc. Lately the ad vocates of protection have claimed that 
we owe it to their policy that wages are higher in this than in 
some other countries. 

This assertion would not be worth noticing were it not for the 
fact that many persons will believe a bare statement without 
proper proof to backit up. But high wages have existed in our 
country regardless of the rate of the tariff. Whether it was 
high or low has made no difference, with the exception that 
in the protected industries the owners of such works will some- 
times lock out their workmen because, not that they refuse the 
higher wages protection makes, but because, they refuse to sub- 


mit to reductions—they lock them out and employ the so-called 
pauper labor imported from other countries. If protection 
caused wages to be higher, then in those countries where pro- 
tection exists we would always find wages to be higher than in 
those countries having a low tariff or free trade. But that this 
is not the case is shown by the following table, taken from the 
cores of the United States Tariff Commission, volume 2, page 
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This table shows that the weekly wages paid by free-trade 
European countries is much above the wages paid by European 
countries in which a protective tariff exists. But it is neither 
fair nor honest to say that because of protection the wages in 
this country are higher than in a free-trade European country, 
and when the statement is made that wages are higher here 
than in England, where free trade exists, it oughtalso to be stated 
that they are still further above the wages of France and Ger- 
many,where protection exists. Mr. Powderly says that one 
aaa labor organization does more to meee “es than all the 
poeren tariffs in existence, and Mr. Frick, in his testimony 

fore the tariff commission, acknowledged that tariff has noth- 
ing to do with the question of wages. 

t was the boast of the Republican party that the passage of 
the McKinley bill would increase the wages of the laborer. 
Where and when have they been increased? Has not the manu- 
facturer, instead of the workman, derived all the benefit to be 
had from this law? Now, Republican speakers and Republican 
writers, aay the campaign of 1888, proclaimed their love for 
the laborer. They loved him with a love passing that of David 
and Jonathan, and their chief desire in keeping the Democratic 
party from power was, that they might do something for him. 
All that they asked for their guardian-angel duties was, that 
the workingman might be benefited. The workingmen flocked 
to the poui and voted for Harrison and Morton, and having per- 
formed what they considered their part of the arrangement they 
sat down and waited for the Republican bosses to throw open the 
gates of the Garden of Eden and invite them to walk in. 

Harrison and Morton were elected, and the McKinley bill, in- 
creasing duties to so high a figure that every wage-earner in the 
land was taxed, was enacted. The manufacturer counted his in- 
creased profits by thousands, but no increased benefits came to 
the laborer. In 1892 these same wage-earners arose in their 
might and rebuked the par ty that had thus betrayed them. The 
ery of tariff reform was in the air, but these nabobs were not to 
be so easily defeated. Jacob when hungry sold his birthright 
for a mess of pottage, and how easy to crush out the very life of 
the laborer by porog hunger. To-day, under the pretence 
that if the tariff is interfered with they can not compete with 
foreign markets, they send the honest workman, from whose 
toil they have grown rich, to tramp the streets for employment 
and to want for food. Meanwhile, American manufactured 
goods, made by these same workmen, are sold in Europecheaper 
thanin America, 

An instance of the love of these gentlemen for the working- 
man was illustrated not long since at the Havemeyer Sugar Re- 
finery in Brooklyn. A committee of the firemen requested that 
during the heated term of three or four months they might be 
allowed to work eight hours a day instead of twelve. The heat 
is so unbearable that last year in that refinery over 500 men were 
overcome by it and about 100 died. It isa veritable slaughter 
house, and the only way to save the men from death is to allow 
them shorter hours during the hot weather. But how was their 
request met?. By a refusal. What if eight hours were enough 
in that seething hell of heat to exhaust the stoutest man; what 
cared these protected gentlemen for the long line of funerals, 
and the widows and orphans they were making. These men 
must work and die while the American people protect the trust 
and put millions each year into its coffers. 

The McKinley bill abolished the duty on rawsugar, and thus 
gave the trust free raw material, but, at the e time left a 
protection of one-half cent per pound on refined sugar, which 
enabled it to extort just so much from the pockets of the people. 
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When it is remembered that a difference of one-sixth of a cent 
per pound in favor of the trust takes $2,500,000 from the pockets 
of the . each year, we can form some estimate of its power 
for evil. 

The McKinley tariff does not protect labor. It enters from 
foreign lands without restriction. Its importation is free, and is 
a menace to the standard of wages and to the continuance of em- 
ployment. The manufacturer protests against the introduction 
of any goods from abroad to compete with his, or which might be 
bought by his laborers at a lower price; but hedemands that the 
laborers from all the earth may be brought in free and dumped 
at American factories and mines, and in front of workingmen’s 
homes, so that when increased wages are demanded or reductions 
resisted these raw recruits may step in and fill the places of the 
old hands, This importation of labor forces wages downward 
while a high tariff, combines, and trusts produced thereby, force 
the price of goods*upward. In this way wage-earners are de- 
prived of the recompense they would otherwise receive, and from 
their hard-wrought earnings are compelled to pay extortionate 
rates for articles of everyday consumption. ; 

The protection of labor is in organization, and every working- 
man well knows that throughout the country there has been a 
systematic effort to throttle labor organizations in order to effect 
the diminution of wages at the pleasure of the ve pa Se whose 
alleged love for the wage-earnerisashamandafraud. Have wage- 
earners already forgotten that at the time of the passage of the 
McKinley tariff act they were told it would bring them higher 
wages; that after it became alaw, while the munufacturer rof- 
ited immensely, determined effort was made to take the life of 
labor organizations: how wages were cut down, and how the 
earth of Homestead drank up the lifeblood of the laborer who 
resisted the attempt to crush out the rightof American laborers 
to protect themselves? 


AD VALOREM AND SPECIFIC DUTIES. 


The champions of monopoly and high taxes attack us be- 
cause we are friendly to the levying of ad valorem duties, and 
to hear them shout in horror one would suppose that it was a 
new device of the present Congress. Specific duties groxp a 
number of articles together and charge upon the cheaper as 
much as upon the more costly, thereby taxing the r man 
upon his cheap article as muchas the rich man upon his luxury. 
They tax by the yard, pound, or gallon, compelling the poor 
who use cheap goods to pay as much taxes as the rich who use 
dear goods. They tax cloth that costs 50 cents per yard the 
same as cloth that costs $5 per yard. It is equivalent to taxing 
land the same price per acre whether located in the heart of 
New York or Chicago or on the Western prairie. 

When the same specific duty is collected on a low-priced as on 
a high-priced yard, pound, bushel, or gallon, it is self-evident 
that the consumers of the oe prong goods are paying an undue 
amount of taxes. Tariff should be charged on what a thing is 
worth. Those who are able to pay a higher duty and purchase 
the higher-priced goods, should pay more than the poor man 
upon his low-priced goods. 7 

Upon this subject, Henry Clay, in a speech made by him in 
1842, after nine years’ experience under the compromise tariff 
of 1833, said: 


What are the other principles of the act? First, there is the principle that 
a fixed ad valorem duty shall prevail and be in force at all times. For one, 
Iam willing to abide by that principle. There are certain vague notions 
afloat as to the utility and necessity of specific duties and discrimination, 
which I am persuaded from a want of a right understanding of the 
subject. We have had the ad valorem ere practically in force ever 
since the ot ee act was sed, and there has been no difficulty in ad- 
ministering the duties of the as on that principle. 

It was necessary first to ascertain the value of the goods and then to im- 

the duty upon them, and from the commencement of the act to this 
Ney the ad valorem principle has been substantially in operation. Com- 
pare the difference between specific and the ad valorem system of duties, 
and I maintain that the latter is justly entitled to the preference. The 
one principle declares that the duty shall be paid upon the real value of the 
„ specific principle imposes an equal duty on articles greatly 
un n value. 

Colle, for example (and it is an article which always suggests itself tomy 
thoughts), is one of the articles on which a specific duty has been levied. 
Now, it is perfectly well known that the Mocha coffee is worth at leasttwice 
as much as the coffee of St. Domingo or Cuba; yet both pay the same duty. 
The tax has no respect to the value, but it is arbitrarily levied on all articles 
of a specific kind alike, however various and unequal may be their values. 
I say that in theory, and according to every sound principle of justice, the 
ad valorem mode of taxation is entitled to the preference. Thereis, I admit, 
one objection to it; as the value of an article is a matter subject to opinion, 
and as opinions will vary, either honestly or frandulently, there issome dim - 
culty in preventing frauds. But, with the home vaiuation proposed by my 
friend from Rhode Island Mr. Summons], the ad valorem system can be 
adopted with all practical safety, and will be liable to those chances only of 
fraud which are inevitable under any and every system. What hasbeen the 
fact from the origin of the Government until now? 

The articles from which the greatest amount of revenue has been drawn, 
such as woolens, linens, silks, cottons, worsteds, and afew others, have all 
been taxed on the ad valorem principle, and there has been no difficulty in 
the o tion. I believe, upon the whole, that it is the best mode. I believe 
that if we adopt a fixed rate ad valorem wherever it can be done, the revenue 
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will be subjected to fewer frauds than the injustice and frauds incident to 
specific duties. One of the most prolificsources of the violation of our reve- 
nue laws has been, as everybody knows, the effort to get goods of a finer 

uality and higher value admitted under the lower rate of duty required for 
those of a lower value. But if the duty were laid ad valorem, there could 
be no motive for such an effort, and the fraud, in its present form, would 
have no place. 


But even under the McKinley bill more than two hundred and 
fifty ad valorem duties are levicd. In the schedules of Mis- 
cellaneous manufactures of leather,” Leather and manufac- 
tures of,” in the button industry, in the wood-pulp industry, in 
Schedule L, pertaining to the silk industry, in Schedule K, re- 
lating to wool and munufactures thereof, we find the levying of 
ad valorem duties. 


THE AMERIOAN FARMER. 
Goldsmith wrote long ago: 


TI fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates. and men decay. 
Princes and lords may flourish or may fade— 

A breath can make them, as a breath has mado; 
But a bold peasantry, their country’s pride. 
When once destroy’d, can never be supplied. 


It isadmitted by all economists that the prosperity of the agri- 
cultural class is essential to the welfare of a country;and history 
teaches that neglect of agriculture has been thecause of the de- 
cay of the most powerful nations. That it has been the founda- 
tion of our own prosperity is proven by a glance at our early his- 
tory, and in all the stagesof our growth we need only to inguire 
into the condition of our farmers to ascertain if the nation is in 
a prosperous condition. 

This is illustrated by what occurred in 1880 and 1881. There 
was a complete stagnation in manufacturing and commercial in- 
dustries, and more than one million mechanics and laborers were 
thrownout of employment, and in their destitution and conse- 
quent misery they took to tramping in search of work. z 

But crops wére good, although prices were not what they 
should have been, yet the farmers were enabled to relieve the 
depressed condition of the whole country. Can as much be said 


of the prosperity of any other class? Manufacturers have had 


many yearsof prosperity; so have the owners of extensive mines; 
but can we say that the prosperity of either of these classes has 
assured the prosperity of the whole country, much less rescued 
it from such conditions as existed in 1830 and 1881? The pros- 
perity of these only redounds to the interest of the few. 
For the prosperity of the farmer two things are necessary— 
crops and good prices. For the first, a bountiful Provi- 
ence has done all thatis necessary. With our vast acreage, 
each one who desires it can have an abundance of land to till, 
and the diversity of climate allows of such variety of products 
that each may choose the line of agriculture he prefers, and be 
sùre that in most years, if he does his part, he will have abund- 
ant harvests. But the prices are not so assured; they belong 
neither to the domain of Providence nor do they depend upon 
the ability and industry of the farmer. But that something ex- 


erts an influence over prices is conceded by all; and by a very- 


large majority, if not by all, that something is believed to be 
legislation. 

True, the Government can not fix a price for any certain arti- 
cles: but by proper legislation it can remove such restrictions 
as hinder their regulation by the natural law of supply and de- 
mand, and repeal or reform-such laws as require the Kener to 
bear the burden of or be taxed for the interest of other classes. 
But that such burdens area great impediment to the prosperity 
of the farmer is illustrated by comparing the statistics of a manu- 
facturing with those of an agricultural State, taken from the 
United State census report: 


These will show that the aggregate wealth of the Stats of Pennsylvania 
in 1850 was $313 per capita and that of Illinois was much less. Dur the 
low-tariff decade from 1850 to 1860 the State of Pennsylvania increased her 
aggregate wealth to $7 per capita, while the State of Illinois increased hers 
to #509 per capita. From 1860 to 1870, under the high protective tariff, when 
by action of Government the exchangeable values of her main protuct were 
enhanced from 40to 50 per cent, the State of Pennsylvania in reased her 
wealth to $1,081 per capita; while the State of Illinois, whose exchangeable 
value of products was ted in foreign markets. increased hers only to 
$835 per capita, and during the following decade of high protection for the 
Pennsylvania product that State increased her wealth t $1,259 per capita, 
while that of the tributary State of Illinois increased to only #1,005 per capita. 


Let me call your attention to the opinion on this subject of some 
leading men of both parties. Joseph Medill, editor of the Chicago 
Tribune, the leading Republican paper of the Northwest, says: 


Where, then, is the remedy from the heavy burden of a 50 per cent tax on 
the necessaries of life, both imported and domestic? There is only one ele- 
ment or class able to remove it, and that Samson is sleeping in the lap of 
Delilah and will not awaken. I, of course, mean the farmers—the plun- 
dered, unprotected twenty-five million of geese-like farmers who permit 
themselves to be plucked of almost every feather by a hundrea thousand 
„protected“ monopolists. 

While the plowmen act lke Issachar's ass and crouch between two 
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— 
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burdens, both will be kept on their backs. The fabricants live focalized in 
the cities and plot and scheme for the promotion of their selfish interests 
and bring their united lobby infiuence to bear on members of Congress; 
wh ə farmers live ted and scattered and can not or do not com- 
bine in Gefense of their interests. Hence they are unprotected, unre: 
sented, and unconscious of what keeps them poor. They are captiva by 
the specious cry of “protection to American industry,” though they get 
none of it, and of the value of the protected home markets to them, as if 
protected monopolists eat any more than other men. 


The president of the National Farmers’ Alliance, Mr. L. L. 
Polk, said before the United States Senate Committee on Agri- 
culture, April 22, 1890: 

We protest, and with all reverence, that it is not God's fault. We protest 
that it is not the farmer's fault. We believe, and so charge, solemnly and 
deliberately, that it is the fault of the 8 ot the Government 


a system that has placed on ture an ue, unjust, and intolerable 
proportion of the burdens of taxation. $ 


It is the present system of taxation that has been cheapening 
not only farm products, but the price of land itself. If it exists 
much longer is there not danger that the gre aon of the New 
York State assessors will come true? And 


In a few years you will see the present owners of farms in many instanees 
tenants on them. The cities are prospering, though. New York City has 
added $50,000,000 property to its real value the past year; Brooklyn, between 
Sn 830,000,000; Buffalo, $5,000,000; Rochester, between 82,000, O00 and 


The following is taken from the United States census reports: 
Of the total wealth of the country in 1850 the farmers owned 
nearly $4,000,000,000, or more than one-half. In 1860 the farmer's 
share was still one-half. In 1880, though half the population 
was still on farms, his share of the total wealth was $12,000,000,- 
000, or a little more than one-fourth. That is, while the agri- 
cultural half of our population increased their wealth $4,000,000,- 
000 the other half increased theirs $23,600,000,000; and this im- 
mense amount is mainly in the hands of a few millionaires and not 
distributed among the many, as isthe amount belonging to the 
agricultural class. - 

Every farmer knows that he is more prosperous when he has 
enough products of his farm to exchange for all the clothing, 

ries,and other necessaries his y may need for the year 
than when he has to draw the money out of the bank to pay for 
them, or give his note in case he has no money in the bank. 
Now, our country has to by many things from other countries 
that we do not produce, when we pay for them in trade,” 
as the farmer would say, we are more prosperous than when we 
have to pay for them with money. t is, it is a mark of na- 
tional prosperity when, instead of paying for our imports with 

ld, we pay for them in exports of agricultural products, manu- 

tured articles,etc. Itfollows thatthe commercial policy that 
admits of the most exports is the most conducive to the prosper- 
ity of the country. History shows that our exports are always 
larger oo a low tariff than they are under a high or protect- 
ive tariff. 

Between 1850 and 1860, under low tariff, our agricultural ex- 
ports increased 25 per cent yearly. Since then, under protective 
tariff, they have increased woy 3 per cent yearly. In the same 
low-tariff decade manufactu articles increased 171 per cent; 
and only 20 per cent in the next twenty years under protective 
tariff. z 

The exports of the manufacturers have largely increased, while 
the exports of the farmers have largely decreased. 

These ‘‘infant industries,” recei from 40 to 250 per cent 
protection in the home market, are willing to sell abroad with- 
out any protection whatever, and at a lower price. They furnish 
their agricultural machinery and carriages and other artioles to 
Europe and Australia at prices compe with the nations of 
the world, underselling them at a fair profit, while they charge 
the American farmer as much more for their goods as they 
charge the foreigners as the tariff will permit. 

England exported to American countries south of us in 1880 
$51,285,000, while our exports to the same countries were $3,899, 
400. Let us reflect what prosperity the reverse of these figures 
would bring us. 

Not only is there a greater demand for our products under a 
low tariff, but better prices. We have shown that wool was 
made higher under a low tariff. From 1842-1846, under protec- 
tion, wheat was 82 and corn 48 cents; 1846-1850, low tariff, wheat 
$1.10, corn 57 cents. After twenty-five years high protection, 
in 1887, wheat was 70 and corn 39 cents; the price has become 
lower and lower every year until the present time, under the 
McKinley tariff, it has reached the bottom. 

But the duty being removed or reduced on manufactured arti- 
cles the farmer would buy them much cheaper. In the follow- 


ing tables the articles are taken that would be needed by a farmer 


commencing on a farm with eve ng to buy. These tables 
were compiled by Mr. Lieb in 1888 from market reports and mer- 
chants’ price lists, and particular pains has been taken to avoid 


exaggeration, the amount of tax being rather under than over 
estimated. 


Table showing prices of commodities with protection, without protection, and 
manufacturers’ tax. E 


Manufac- 
turers’ 
tax. 
MATERIALS FOR FARMHOUSE. 
Domestic manufactures. 
6,000 feet joists and seantling- ........ 82 878.00 $65, 00 $12. 00 
5,000 feet flooring <-->- -ranae 2 80. 00 60. 00 20. 00 
1,200 feet common boards. 15. 60 13, 20 2.40 
3,500 feet siding ....._- 77.00 70.00 7.00 
000. shingles.......... 30.00 25. 80 4.20 
25 doors and windows 150. 00 130. 00 20. 00 
450 feet base- boards 12. 60 11. 60 1.00 
Pe, ae 45.00 35. 00 10.00 
Plaster, lime, hair, and lath . 161.00 181. 00 30. 00 
182 feet cornice 92.00 85. 64 6. 36 
Paint 50.00 30, 00 20. 00 
25. 00 18.00 7. 00 
139. 96 


MATERIALS FOR BARN. 


1,600 feet lower joists 


pppeeaSS2annetB 
SSssssssexsssss 


1,300 feet upper joists - 
2,000 feet bin lumber.. 
16,000 shingles 

WENG Sica oo sessee en A 

o a ne re ee, 

FENCING. 
Outside. È 

22,000 feet fencing lumber..-.....-........... 
2,000 fence posts cee cei aaae 


Inside. 

5,000 feet fencing lumbe rr 100.00 90, 00 10.00 
1,000 fence posts 100. 00 80. 00 20. 00 
100 pounds fencing nails 3.00 1.80 1.20 
2 small hinges 1.50 1.00 50 
2. junds barbed wire 12.00 6.00 6.00 
500 — ERRA 5.00 4.00 1.00 
300 feet, planed 2 by 4 7.00 5.60 1.40 
150 feet, planed, 12-inch lumber .....-.----- 2.50 2.00 50 
20 sawed post 5.00 3.50 1.50 
884. 00 754.40 129, 60 
75.00 60. 00 15.00 
350. 00 275, 00 75. 00 
150. 00 130. 00 20.00 
3 breaking plows. 45.00 35.00 10.00 
3 double cultivators.. 45.00 30. 00 15. 00 
1 harrow .. 10.00 8.60 2.00 
1 hay rake... 23.00 20. 00 5.00 
1 Wh at drill. 50. 00 %. 00 15.00 
1 corn planter. 2 25.00 20. 00 5.00 
Fü . IT— see 25. 00 20. 00 5. 00 
1 feed cutter 15.00 12. 00 3.00 
5.00 4.00 1.00 
3.00 2.50 -50 
c 00 651.50 171.50 

FARM IMPLEMENTS AND SUPPLIES. 
83 sets double harness 100. 00 75.00 25. 00 
2. 00 1. 50 50 
3.00 2. 75 
20. 00 14.55 5.45 
1,50 1.20 30 
1.00 +70 30 
-50 +30 . 20 
4.00 3.00 1.00 
3.00 2.25 7⁵ 
50 35 15 
2.00 1.25 7 
1. 00 „65 35 
20, 00 16.00 4.00 
1.00 7⁵ 8 
5. 00 3.00 2.00 
6. 00 3.00 3.00 
2.50 2. 00 -50 
50 88 12 
2⁰ 15 . 0⁵ 
5⁰ 30 M 
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Table showing prices of commodities, ete.—Continued. 
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Table showing prices of commodities, etc.—Continued._ 


HOUSEWIFE’S WARDROBE—Ccontinued. 


. 


SAAB 2888 A888 


= 


m 


S pairs cotton hose „„. 80. 29 
3 pairs wool hose -60 
1 woolen cloak... 3.89 
1 woolen shawl - 279 
1 woolen hood -54 
. 
80 
10 
40 
21 
17 
12 
rs linen cuffs _.... 14 
3 Imen handkerchiefs. 20 
1 tuck comb 07 
1 tooth bruss 08 
1 pair wool mitts - 21 
ee ee ee ee eee a 47 
CCC A —T—TP—— 21,70 
TWO BOYS’ WARDROBES. 
Dwar SUMS oo as ose eee 10.00 6.76 3.21 
2 good suits 30. 00 20.70 9. 30 
2 Overeoats 30. 00 20.70 9. 30 
6 flannel shirts 6.00 3.42 2.58 
6 white shirts 4.00 3.25 75 
4 pairs wool drawers 4.00 2.28 1.72 
6 pairs wool sock S 2.00 1.14 80 
2 wool hats 4.00 2.28 1.72 
2 wool caps 2.00 1.14 86 
2 pairs boots... 8. 00 6. 40 1.69 
2 pairs 1.00 2 2 
2 pairs rubber boots 7.00 5.60 1.40 
2 pairs rubber shoes. 4.00 3.20 . 80 
2 pairs wool mitts_ 1.00 0. 07 83 
2 pairs buck gloves 2.00 1.25 75 
2 silk neckties 50 33. woe 
4 linen handkerchi 1.00 -74 2 
2 neck comforters. 1. 00 67 8 
„ ae ml OE od 7.50 36. 25 
3.00 2.50 .50 
4 calico aprons .. 1.00 8 15 
2 alpaca dresses 18. 00 10. 60 7.40 
2 wool dresses 8.00 5.00 3.0) 
2 balmoral skirts . 3.00 1.90 1.10 
4 cotton skirts 3.00 2.00 1.00 
4suits flannels 5.00 2.86 2.14 
4 suits cotton underwear. 4.00 2.13 i. 
6 pairs cotton hose 2.00 1.42 1 
6 pairs wodl hose 2.00. 1.80 1. 
2 woolen cloaks 30. 90 20. 28 9. 
2 woolen shawls. 10. 00 5. 33 4. 
2 woolen hoods 2.00 1.20 
2 straw hats 2.00 1.54 
8.00 6.40 1 
1.00 +80 
3.50 2.80 
1.50 1.00 
1.20 -80 
1.00 77 
1.20 192 
.30 2 
2.00 48 
1.00 57 
200 25 
-50 30 
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Table showing prices of commodities, etc.—Continued. 
SUMMARY. 


MATERIALS FOR PERMANENT IMPROVE 
MENTS. a 


Household furniture-....................--- 171. 94 67, 66 239. 60 
Kitchen furniture. 2... cccesscsnans sane 55. 86 29. 74 85. 60 

%%%» AA Le ep Pe Wie 227. 80 97. 40 325. 20 

ARTICLES OF DOMESTIC CONSUMPTION.@ 

Householder’s wardrobe 58.99 24.71 78.70 
Honsewife's wardrobe 40.14 21.76 61.90 
Two boys’ wardrobe-.-... 81.25 36. 35 117.50 
Two girls’ wardrobe........:.-...-.---....-. 76. 81 40. 39 117.20 
Domestic supplies 7.08 3. 67 10.75 

TOUR E LAEE E N A SOAN 259. 27 126. 78 385. 05 


a Increased cost on account of manufacturer's tax, 18 per cent. 
b Increased cost on account of manufacturer's tax, 28 per cent. 
c Increased cost on account of manufacturer’s tax, 43 per cent. 
d Increased cost on account of manufacturer's tax, 49 per cent. 


A careful study of these tables and a comparison of them by 
the farmer with his own account books will serve to enlighten 
him why the manufacturer has constantly grown richer, although 
his works were often idle on account of strikes and lockouts, 
while he, though toiling early and late and living very frugally, 
h-s constantly grown poorer, and was perhaps driven by dire 
necessity to put a mortgage upon his farm. 


THE LATE ELECTIONS. 


But it has been said by gentlemen on the other side of this 
House that at the elections last fall the Democratic party was 
overwhelmingly defeated, and hence thatthe people at the polls 
have repudiated that reform of the tariff which they so earn- 
estly demanded in 1892. That the Democratic party was de- 
feated in 1893, I admit; that the people have abandoned their de- 
mands for tariff reform, I deny. ; ) 

Mr. Chairman, let us as Democrats look thesituation squarely 
in the face and inquire the cause of that defeat. 

The first reason was the continuance of Republicans in office 
who all their lives had worked for the destruction of the Demo- 
cratic party. All over this land there are townships where the 
sole boon asked by the sturdy Democrats is that they be per- 
mitted to receive their mail from a Democratic postmaster; but 
this boon is denied and the Republican appointee, who has cursed 
and attempted to destroy from year to year the party which 
they loved so well, still holds rule at the post-office where he 
keeps hanging on the walls pictures of his party leaders. Look 
around you; a year has nearly past since the present Adminis- 
tration came to power, and a Republican who found especial de- 
light in removing hundreds upon hundreds of the brightest and 
most active Democrats from office, solely because they were 
Democrats, is still the General Superintendent of the Railway 
Mail Service. When we remember that within 30 days after 
the inauguration of President Harrison on March 4, 1889, every 
division superintendent of the Railway Mail Service in the 
United States was a Republican; that between March 4 and 
August30, 1889, more than two thousand Democratic postal clerks 
were removed for purely partisan reasons, while most of those 
who remained in service during the. Harrison Administration 
were reduced in grade to make room for Republican clerks of 
inferior qualifications, can you wonder at the apathy of Demo- 
crats? 

Another reason for the result of those elections was an ill-ad- 
vised order of the Commissioner of Pensions whereby pensioners 
were suspended without notice. This can not occur again ow- 
ing to legislation of the present Congress, and were it in our 
power the first cause of trouble which I have stated would be 
speedily remedied. 


Again, a financial crisis had been brought about by evil legis- 
lation at the hands of the Republican party, and the dire effects 
of which had been predicted by Democratic leaders. A hungry 
man has no heart to reason from cauze to effect, and many 
blamed the Democratic party for the calamity which had been 
brought upon the country by the Republicans. 

No general can win a victory with troops in Sympathy with 
the enemy, and an administration to win complete success 
should have officers and men desirous of its welfare. 

THE CIVIL SERVICE 2 

may be defined to be a piece of legislation which enables Repub- 
licans to oust Democrats from otlice during a Republican Ad- 
ministration,and to retain Republicans in ottice during a Demo- 
cratic Administration. Looking to the Pension Office we find 
1,300 Republicans to 247 Democrats, and 412 ladies. Four-fifths 
of the members of the board of revieware Republicans, and two- 
thirds of the board of revision are Republicans. In the medical 
division we find 85 Republicans to 26 Democrats, and 30 ladies, 
and as these Republican bodies move along with a snail’s pace 
in the adjustment of claims, while the old veterans who followed 
their country's flag to the battlefield, ready to die if need be for 
the Stars and Stripes they love so well, many of them war-scarred, 
broken in health, diseased, in actual want, watch and wait in 
great anxiety for the pensions due them. 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic majority in this House was 
sent here upon the issue of tariff reform, and every Democrat 
who deserts his party now relinquishes the chief principle of 
Democracy. The Democratic party must not fail the MDR 
Four years of the prior administration of our party placed in the 
Treasury an available surplus of over $60,000,000. The annual 
revenues were nearly $100,000,060 in excess of the Government’s 
needs. We had accumulated $98,0.0,000 of gold above the re- 
serve of $100,000,000. Business flourished and labor was well 
employed. The Republican party came to power. It passed 
the bullion-purchasing act of 1890, which in one year sent $68,- 
000,000 of our gold to Europe, decreased the free gold in our 
Treasury at the end of Mr. risor’s term to $970,009, and the 
evil effects of which have almost bankrupted the country. 

These are fearful, turbulent, angry streams into which the 
Republican party has carried our National Government, but if 
we act as faithful pilots and steer the Ship of State free from the 
dangers that surround her, the threatening rocks and shoals 
will be passed in triumph, and we shall glide with renewed 
vigor upon the ocean of happiness and prosperity. Then may 
we sing the song of an American poet: 

Sail on, O Ship of State! 

Sail on, O Union, strong and great! 

Humanity with all its fears, 

With all the hopes of future years, 

Is hanging breathless on thy fate! 

Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our tears, 

Our faith triumphant o'er our fears, 

Are all with thee—are all with thee. 
Applause on the Democratic side.] 

r. DINGLEY Mr. Chairman, the title of the pending tariff 
billisamisnomer. It purports to be a bill to provide revenue. It 
is in fact, however, a bill to abolish revenue. It proposes to sur- 
render seventy-six millions, more than ane Eine. of the revenue 
derived from customs. 

The party which is responsible for it has, in season and out of 
season, denounced the Republican tariff policy which has been 
in force for thirty-two years, as one which sacrifices revenue in 
order to maintain protection of home industries. The Demo- 
cratic party, now in possession of full power for the first time 
since 1560, proposes as a substitute a so-called revenue tariff 
which sacrifices revenue in order to overthrow protection. 

Moreover, this surrender of seventy-six millions of revenue 
from customs is proposed at a time when the Secretary of the 
Treasury, representing the party in power, officially informs 
Congress that for the next fiscal year nearly every dollar of 
revenue that might be expected from customs duties, without 
change of existing laws, will be required to meet the ordinary 
expenditures of the National Government,—the internal-revenue 
tax on tobacco, cigars, and whisky being substantially sufficient 
to pay pension obligations,—and when any reduction of revenue 
from customs will assuredly leaveadeficit. Instead of a tariff for 
perenne only, what is proposed is in fact a tariff for a deficiency 
only. 

Such a wholesale reduction of revenue from customs duties is 
proposed, indeed, in the face of the official report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that in the first six months of the present 
fiscal year there has been an actual deficit of more than thirty- 
seven millions, to be increased to more than sixty millions in the 
balance of the year, brouzht about, in my judgment,by the in- 
dustrial and business depression caused mainly by the distrust and 
disturbance induced by the anticipation of just such revolution- 
ary tariff legislation as this bill seeks to enact into law. 
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Six years ago a distinguished Democratic leader, then and 
now occupying the exalted position of the Presidency of the 
United States, justified far lesssweeping and revolutionary tariff 
legislation than this (which was most emphatically condemned in 
the national elections of Ha Res the ground that a condition,” 
to wit, the necessity of reducing the revenue, and not a theory, 
confronts us.” It might have been supposed that the reduction 
of the revenue sixty millions in 1890 by removing the duty on 
sugar so that revenue and expenditure became substantially 

ual—every dollar of the surplus created before the reduction 
of the revenue having beendevoted tothe payment of the interest- 
bearing debt—would have satisfied such ayearning for tariff revis- 
ion. But it is evident from the recent message of the same distin- 

ished Democratic leader indorsing the pending bill, as well as 
Eon the defense which its advocates make on tais floor and in 
the majority report, that the argument which did duty so vocif- 
erously in 1888 is reversed for the present exigency. It is no 
longer the actual condition,“ but only the “‘ theory” often for- 
mulated in Democratic platforms that is allowed to confront 
the Democratic vision. 

If the actual condition“ of the national finances and nota 
blind pursuit of a partisan “‘theory” controlled the course of 
the Democratic majority, they would hesitate long before dis- 
turbing the admirable balance between national outgo and in- 
come which existed in 1892 and 1893, under existing laws, which 
would have existed the present fiscal year if industries and busi- 
ness had not been paralyzed by the distrust caused by the antici- 
pation of revolutionary tariff changes, and which, according to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, would exist in the next fiscal year 
and the years subsequent, in case there should be no change in 
our existing revenue system. 

WHERE REVENUE IS SURRENDERED. 


Mr. Chairman, the friends of the proposed tariff revision de- 
fend it on the ground that it reduces the taxation of the masses 
of the people. 

This claim invites an inquiry into the character of the im- 
ported articles said to be used by the masses, on which it is pro- 

to reduce duties and surrender revenue. I read from the 
comparative tables presented by the Democratic majority of the 
committee, which show how much revenue has been remitted 
on each imported article, on the basis of the importations of last 


year: 

On Havana and other foreign cigars and leaf tobacco 83, 303, 207 
A 1. 276, 990 
On laces and embroideries -. 3,075, 779 
On silks and silk plushes 3, 196, 631 
On kid gloves and jewelry. 1, 2.58, 797 
On ostrich feathers, downs, artificial flowers, etc. 230, 165 
On opium for smoking 400, 073 
On plate > pany and chinaware ... 890, 240 
On paintings and statuary... ... — 339. 285 
On perfumery, cosmetics, and fancy articles for smokers 101, 250 


On the assumption of the majority of the committee that all of 
the duty is added to make the pric» here, the toiling masses must 
be greatly relieved by the surrender of $14,112,397 of duties on 
these articles! [Laughter.] 

But these are by no means the only imported luxuries or arti- 
cles of voluntary use (on which all statesmen have heretofore 
thought it wise to impose the heaviest duties), where reductions 
have been made by this bill. 

It will be observed that more than half of the woolen goods 
imported last year were goods of fine quality used by the well- 
to-do, indeed generally demanded by a class of our people of lib- 
eral means who are not content with equally good American 

oods at a lower price, but will have foreign goods—they are 

‘ngiish, youknow—and who are entirely willing to pay the high- 
est duties to obtain them. Of the $21,723,788 of revenue surren- 
dered by the reduction of duties on manufactures of wool, not 
less than $11,000,000 is on fine woolens of this character, which, 
under the circumstances of their importation and use, are prac- 
tically artic.es of luxury or of voluntary use, and are therefore 
articles on which the highest duties should be retained. 

A very large proportion of the imports of manufactures of 
cotton, on which the bill proposes to remit $3,448,020 of revenue 
by a reduction of duties, is fine and fancy cottons in the nature 
of articles of voluntary use; and the same may be said of many 
imported articles in other schedules on which duties are re- 
duced by this bill. 

Not far from $20,000,000 of the $76,000,000 of revenue surren- 
dered by this bill comes from articles of luxury or voluntary 
use. 
This bill also proposes to surrender $6,284,259 of the revenue 
received last year from the duty on imported tin plates, nearly 
all of which is practically now paid by the foreign manufacturer 
and exporter, notwithstanding the ridicule which the free-trade 
theorist heaps on the contention of the friends of protection that 
where the foreigner finds that he is in danger of losing a foreign 


market in consequence of the encouragoment given home in- 
dustries by protection, he invariably reduces his prices and 
thereby practically pays in part or in whole the protective duty, 
in order to hold his position in such foreign market. 

From 1883 to 1891, during which time there was a revenue- 
only duty of 1 cent per pound on tahora tin plate, under 
which no tin plates could be made in this country, the average 
pride, including the duty of $1.08 per box, was $4.86 per box. 

uly 1, 1891, the duty was increased 1.2 cents per pound, or 
$1.35 per box. Yet it is stated by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL], who has investigated the subject, that 
the average price of tin plate to the consumer in this country 
has not been raised by the increase of duty. No one claims that 
the increase has been over 25 cents per box. The Welsh man- 
ufacturers, finding that under the new protective duty tin plate 
was being successfully made in the United States, lowered their 
price, which had been previously fixed as they pleased, in order 
to meet the new competition in this country and hold their 
American markets, thus practically paying into the Treasury of 
the United States about $5,000,000. In their zeal to overthrow 
the protection which has already established between forty and 
fifty tin-plate manufactories in this country, producing tin plate 
at the rate of many million poundsper annum, and which within 
five years would have furnished all the tin plate we require at 
reduced prices, the framers of this so called revenue tariff pro- 
pose not only to cripple our own tin-plate industry, but also to 
surrender six and a quarter millions of revenue to the Welsh 
tin-plate manufacturers. 

hile it is more difficult to show so definitely in other schedules 
in which the duties have been reduced, as the circumstances ena- 
ble us to doin the case of the reduction of the duty on tin plate, 
that there isa large class of imported articles similar to those that 
we are enabled to mike here on account of protective duties, on 
which the foreign manufacturer pays a part of the duty in order 
to meet the new competition here and hold our markets as far 
as possible, yet there can be no doubt of the fact. The increase 
of from 10 to 15 per cent made by the tariff act of 1890 in the duty on 
certain kinds of fine cottons and woolens did not increase their 
ye to consumers here. The foreign manufacturers simply re- 
uced their pits to the extent of the increase of du y, and thus 
practically themselves paid all the increase of duty. No wonder 
they are rejoiced at the proposal of the majority of the Ways 
and Means Committee to remit so much of their contribution 
toward our revenue, not only in the woolen, but also in the 
cotton, metal, agricultural, and lumber schedules, and give them 
a better opportunity to send their goods to our markets to take 
the place of domestic goods, 

There is remitted to Canada $1,445,983 in abolished or reduced 
duties on lumber and over $2,000,000 in reduced duties on Cana- 
dian animals and farm products competing with our farm prod- 
ucts, not to mention over $8,000,000 of revenue remitted on 
imported wool—over $11,000,000 remissions of revenue now paid 
into our Treasury by foreign farmers and wool-growers seeking 
our markets. 

Indeed, so far as I have observed, the only rejoicing over the 
prospect of the substitution of the pending tariff bill for the pro- 
tective tariffs of the past thirty years, has been in Canada and 
Europe. In this country up to date the public expressions have 
been mainly those of condemnation. 


INCREASED IMPORTATIONS EXPECTED, 


Mr. Chairman, the President in his revent message and the 
report of the majority remark that notwithstanding the pend- 
ing tariff bill would result in a loss of revenue to the extent of 
$76,000,000 and a deficiency even larger, on the basis of the im- 
ports of last year, yet that this would only be temporary, as the 
reduction of duties would. in their judgment, increase the im- 
portations, and the lower duties on increased importations would 
soon Ofiset in part, and ultimately all, the apparent loss of rev- 
enue. i 

It is well for Congress and the people to face the results which 
the Democratic majority who have framed this bill avow they 
are laboring to b ing about. They defend their policy on the 
ground that it is intended to so increase importations of foreign 
prod: ets to take the place of domestic products—for it must be 
remembered that duties are reduced mainly only on articles 
that can be produced or made here—as to make the reduced 
rims (aie as much revenue as the higher duties which they 
su t. T 

Have gentlemen considered fully what this means? The value 
of the dutiable merchandise imported last year was about $400,- 
000,000, which paid a duty of only a million and a half less than 
$200,000,000, the remaining importations (844.000.000) having 
been free of duty. (Parenthetically,] may remark that the fact 
we now import nearly $400, 000,000 of dutiable goods, three-fourths 
of which we can and ought to make for ourselves, does not seem 
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to sustain the free-trade assumption that we are now manufactur- 
ing far more than our people can fonduna) 3 

Tue same dutiable merchandise imported under the pending 
bill would yield $76,000,000 less revenue. Now, in order to offset 
this loss, there would have to bean increase in the importations 
of about $250,000,000, foreign valuation, as the average duty of 
the pending bill on dutiable merchandise is about 30 per cent. 
This would be a sudden increase of 60 per cent in the importa- 
tions of foreign goods which we can make here, and would neces- 
sarily suddenly Kiminich the demand for domestie goods and for 
labor to produce or make them to this extent. Do our friends 
on the other side I mean the other side of this House, not on 
the other side of the Atlantic; they understand it and are chuck- 
ling over it—do our Democratic friends appreciate fully what 
disasters to all our American industries would follow such a 
wholesale loss of American markets? 

For example, the apoie of woolen goods last year were about 
$37,000,000, on which it is proposed to surrender a revenue of 
nearly $22,000,000 by a reduction of duties. Now, in order to 
offset that loss there must be an increase of importations of 
woolens to the extent of about $60,000,000, foreign valuation, 
which would suddenly raise the importations of woolen goods to 
nearly $100,000,000 instead of $36,000,000. Imagine what a wreck 
of American woolen mills there would be with such a loss of 
their home markets. 

But what of that?” exclaims the free-trade disciple. ‘Do 
you object to having $250,000,000 more wealth come into this 
country?” I reply, if it is wealth that we can not produce at 
all, or only with an expenditure of a larger amount of labor 
than elsewhere, and we want such products for 8 
tion, we do not object, but on the contrary desire it. But 
it is products which we must pay for and which we can and 
ought to produce for ourselves, and whose coming here will 
deprive our own industries and labor of the opportunity to 
produce or make here, then we do not want them to come into 
our market because their coming diminishes to that extent the 
productive opportunities of our own people. 

I am aware that the free-trade school of economists affirm that 
it is better for us to import $250,000,000 in goods which we can 
make here in exchange for our exports, than it is to import a 
similar amount of gold or money. It is sufficient to say in reply 
that when gold is imported it does not take the place of goods 
which we ought to make here and thusinjure our own industries 
and productive capacity, as is the result when we import such 
goeds; but on the contrary, not only permits our industries to 
go on without disturbance, but also increases the capital on 
which production depends and adds to the basis on which our 
currency rests. 

But these $250,000,000 additional of imported goods will not 
come here unless we have an equal amount of products to 
exchange for them,” says the free-trader, “and this implies 
that the labor formerly employed in manufacturing industries 
have gone to producing ething else that they can produce 
to better advantage.” I reply, that fora time, or until our 
consumptive capacity was impaired, the goods would come 
in excess of exports, as they did for thirteen or fifteen years 
before the war, in return for our gold or for our evidences of 
indebtedness, which would in the end lead to a collapse as it 
did in 185758 and 59. It would be impossible also for us to all 
go to the farm or into the crude industries, as the free-trade 
programme contemplates without lowering the prices of prod- 
ucts of these industries, diminishing the value of our produc- 
tion and consequently our earning and consumptive capacity. 
In other words, the free-trade policy would lead to disaster. 


THE “MARKETS OF THE WORLD.” 


But ah! listen to the siren song of the President's message 
and the majority report! They comfort our industries with the 
promise, as did one of old, not perhaps of possession of the king- 
doms of the world, but of the capture of the markets of the 
world, as compensation for the loss of so muchof the markets at 


me. í 

Markets for manufactured goods? Where? How? The whole 
world outside of the United States imports only ninety millions 
of woolens, which, even if we could capture orery donar of these 
imports, would not compensate for the woolens that would haye 
to be imported to supplant our own goods in our own markets in 
order to prevent a loss of revenue by the reductions of duty pro- 
posed by this bill. What chance do we stand to capture these 
markets more rapidly than we havealready been doing, in the face 
of the fierce competition of Great Britain, France, Germany, 
tly, Austria, Switzerland, and other machine-using nations 
with cheaper labor? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Why surrender our own markets in order to capture other 
markets? How could this help us in competing for the markets 
of the world? It must be remembered that the chief reliance of 


every nation is its own home market, Even the United King- 
dom, which on account of its contracted insular position is com- 
pelled even to wage war to capture foreign markets, sells $136 
of its production of $172 per inhabitant in its home market, 
and only $36 in the markets of the world. And the United 
States, which produces $200 per inhabitant, sells $183 of this im- 
mense production, more than Great Britain exports and con- 
sumes at home, in our home markets, the best in the world. 

Experience shows that under protection, which maintains our 
home market for our own industries, and thus increases the 
prosperity and consuming power of the masses, we are able to buy 
and import more of articles which we do not produce than we 
otherwise could, as well as produce more; sothat the net result 
is a larger foreign trade and larger exports, brought about by 
the increase of consumption and importation of free goods which 
we do not produce, and the increased production caused by the 
encouragement of home industries. Our foreign trade has been 
50 per cent more per inhabitant in the last fifteen years than in 
the fifteen years of revenue only tariff from 1846 to 1860. Onthe 
other hand, the increased importation of articles which we can 
and ought to produce for ourselves, as proposed by the pending 
bill, even if far less than contemplated, would resultin depleting 
us of our gold and piling up a mountain of debt. 

Undoubtedly the increase of importations, although large 
enough to cripple our industries and business, would not be lar 
enough to offset the revenue lost by reduction of duties, for the 
reason that existing industries would struggle to mest the new 
foreign competition and retain the home market by a reduction 
of wages, and would to a certain extent succeed, thus leaving a 
permanent loss of revenue from customs; and, worse still, per- 
manently diminishing the ability of our people to consume prod- 
ucts, and permanently impairing the value of our home market, 
as well as the prosperity of the people. 


TAXATION OF DOMESTIC INTERESTS PROPOSED, 


Tam aware, Mr. Chairman, that it is proposed to add to this 
bill to abolish revenue from customs another measure which, it 
is estimated, will raise by an income tax thirty millions, and b 
an increase of excise and internal taxes fifteen millions, yet 
together less than two-thirds as much revenue as is surrendered 
by the reduction or abolition of the duties on foreign imports. 

This of itself would be a complete revolution in the revenue 
system which has prevailed in time of peace since the foundation 
of the Government. The duplex nature of our Government 
federal machinery for national affairs and State machinery for 
local affairs—unlike the British system under which Parliament 
legislates and authorizes taxation for local as well as national 
ends, which the framers of this billarefeebly imitating, demands 
that there should be asharp and well-defined line of demarcation 
between objects of Federal and of State taxation, especially in 
time of peace. 

The Constitution of the United States reserves exclusively to 
the Federal Government the right to raise revenue by the im- 
position of duties on imports; and up to the present hour, ex- 
cept in time of war or to meet expenditures like pensions made 
necessary by war, when excise and other internal taxes have 
been added, all the expenditures of the National Government 
have been met by duties on imports and miscellaneous receipts. 
So strenuous on this point was Jefferson, whom our Democratic 
friends claim as their political father, that when he came into 

wer in 1801 he insisted on the repeal of the excise tax on 

uors, which had been imposed by the Adams Administration 
to pay the expenses of the anticipated war with France, and 
maintained the doctrine thatin time of peace Federal expenses 
should be met by duties on imports, and other objects of taxation 
left to the States. However, our modern Democrats follow Jef- 
ferson by indulging in eulogiums of him on the stump and in 
party organs, and ignoring his teachings everywhere else. 

Thus far there has been a large number of voters of protec- 
tion instincts retained in the Democratic ranks because they 
believed it impracticable to raise from duties on imports two 
hundred or more millions of revenue required annually for 
current expenditures of Government outside of 5 with- 
out incidentally protecting home industries, asif it made an 
difference whether protection was called incidental, intention 
or accidental, provided protection was there. The framers of 
this bill propose to cut the ground from under any such lodg- 
mentfor protection by deliberately changing the policy of the 
Government. They propose to raise only one hundred and 
twenty-one millions from duties on imports, and transfer sev- 
enty-six millions from external to internal taxation. The inci- 
be protection Democrats have had their guns spiked by this 


Our brief experience with the income tax as a war measure 
showed conclusively that it is not suited to our situation, because 
of its inquisitorial character, the expense and difficulty of ad- 
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ministration, and its practical tendency to encourage perjury. 


It resorted to at all, itshould be used by the States for State pur- | d 


s, 50 limited as not to result in. double taxation, and not for 
eral purposes for peace expenditures. 

The diMculties which the Demoeratic majority have had in 
devising sources of taxation of our own people to take the place 
of the legitimate revenue from duties on imports which they 
have surrendered in their warfare on protection of home indus- 
tries, have been such that, so far as known, they are still thirty 
millions short on their own uncertain estimates, and undoubt- 
edly much more in fact. r 

It is proposed to increase the internal tax on whisky from 90 
cents to $1 per gallon, which itis estimated will yield $10,000,- 
000 for the next fiscal year; but, as the syndicate that own the 
whisky in bond will undoubtedly withdraw substantially the en- 
tire amount that will enter into consumption in that period be- 
fore the increased tax goes into effect, the practical effect of it 
will be to put $10,000,000 into the pockets of the syndicate in- 
stead of into the Treasury. 7 

And as the increased tax is coupled witha most extraordinary 

rivilege, extending the bonded period from three years toeight, 

ts practical effect will be to grant extension of time to the 
whisky syndicate to that unprecedented extent for the payment 
of the tax on whisky—practically a loan for five years without 
interest,—while the whisky is aging and improving in value. 
Instead of being a proposition in the interest of the Government, 
it is in fact one to postpone the payment of the whole tax andin 
the interest of the whisky syndicate. ` 

REASONS FOR HESITATION. 

It would seem, Mr. Chairman, asif in the present condition 
of the Treasury, with such difficulty of supplying the reyenue 
which it is proposed to surrender by a reduction of duties on 
imports—a difficulty which can not be overcome except by most 
doubtful internal taxation,—the Democratic majority, even in 
pursuit of the ‘‘theory” which has for some years haunted them, 
would hesitate to overthrow an economic policy under which 
the country has.so signally prospered for more than thirt 
years, especially in view of the fact that an apprehension of suc 
revolutionary tariff changes as are proposed has already 
lyzed industries and business to such an extent as to entirely or 
partially shut down thousands of manufacturing establishments, 
reduce wages, deprive millions of workingmen of „ 
and bring distress and want into every 8 en the 
Democratic national platform of 1892, in the face of the unexam- 
pled proper then prevailing, for partisan ends falsely de- 
clared that protection fosters no business so much as that of the 
sheriff, it unwittingly forecasted with accuracy what has already 
proved to be asad result of the anticipation of the tariff policy 
whieh the Reming bill proposes. 

It might be supposed that the overwhelming Democratic losses 
and Republican gains in the recent elections, after six months’ 
experience of the results of the efforts of the 9 to antici- 
pate the practical application of the Democratic tariff theory to 
our industries—a change so extraordinary that if those elections 
had been for Representatives to this Chamber and had extended 
to all the States with corresponding results, a Democratic ma- 
jority of over 90 in this House would have been converted 

toa Republican majority of over 50,—would raise more than 
a suspicion even in the minds of our friends on the other side, 
that the verdict of the people in 1892 was not intended to be a 
condemnation of the protective policy, as they have pe Lage 
or at least was given under a grave misapprehension, of which 
the people have already repented. 

THE DEMOCRATIC “THEORY.” 


Chairman, the tariff theory” which the Democratic ma- 
jority of the Ways and Means Committee, under instructions of 
the Democratic national convention, have undertaken to em- 
body in the pending bill is that a protective duty on an im- 
ported article—i. e., a duty which covers the difference of money 
cost of productionand distribution here and abroad of an article 
which can be produced or made here substantially to the extent 
of our wants without natural disadvantage—is ‘‘ unconstitu- 
tional” and ‘‘ robbery.” 

This theory rests on the assumption, which runs through the 
‘report of the rst ae of the Ways and Means Committee and 
every 8 h which has been made in defense of this bill, that 
such a duty is a tax which increases the cost of every article to 
which protection is applied, whether made at home or abroad, 
to the extent of the duty without compensating benefit to any 
one but the producer or manufacturer of such article. 

Now if I believed this meari be sound—which I do not—no 
consideration on earth would induce me to support any protect- 
ive duty. If I believed that protection was “robbery,” as the 
Democratic majority who have framed the pending bill say they 
do, the only tariff measure which I could support would be one 
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which imposed duties mainly on articles which we can not pro- 
uce, like tea, coffee, etc., and which therefore must be entiral 
imported without possibility of any home production; and whic 
so far as it imposed duties on articles that can be produced or 
made here, would place these duties so low as to give the for- 
eigner the advantage over our home producers, and thus insure 
the importation mainly of such articles from abroad rather than 
their production or manufacture here; because the theory main- 
tains that whenever the duty is large enough to restrict the im- 
pane of such articles and thus encourage their production 

ere, the Government loses the revenue and the private producer 
practically pockets it, and much more. 

And yet professing to sincerely believe that protection is 
“unconstitutional” and “robbery,” the Democratic majority 
who have framed this bill, in their report, say: 

The bill on which the committes has expended much patient and anxious 
labor is not offered as a complete response to the mandate of the American 
people. It no more professes to be purged of all protection than to be free 
of all error in its complex and manifold details. * * We are forced to 
consider that t interests doexist whose existence and prosperity it is no 
part of our reform either to imperil or to curtail 

Does this great tariff reform bill, then, propose to spare great 
interests,” gigantic ‘‘ monopolies,” as we have been told, ‘rob 
ber barons,” as L have so many times heard manufacturers styled 
by the other side of the House, that are engaged in the uncon- 
stitutional“ employmentof “robbing” the people? Are we to un- 
derstand that Democratic members of the Ways and Means 
Committee, who have been for years singly and in pairs here 
and elsewhere denouncing protection as ‘‘ unconstitutional” and 
“robbery,” now that they are in full power take the ground that 
“it is no part of our [the Democratic] reform either to imperil 
or curtail” “robbery ” of the people by some great interests?” 


[Laughter.] 
This astonishing suggestion can not fail to raise more than a 
suspicion that the gentlemen who have been denouncing protec- 


tionas “robbery ” can not really believe what they have been say- 
ing, for if they do they would not make themselves accessories 
in so grave a crime as ‘‘robbery.” They have been making 
these reckless charges for partisan ends—ina Pickwickian sense 
that they did not sup anyone, except the poorly informed, 
whose votes they sought, would believe. 

The majority of the committee evidently 6 e the con- 
tradictory position in which they are placed, for they add: 

Indealing with the tariff, as with every other 5 that 
has interwoven itself with our social or industrial system, the legislator 
mustalways remember that in the beginning temperate reform is safest, - 
having in itself the principle of growth, 

The idea which runs through this defense is that the framers 
of this bill have begun their work of extirpating protection or 
“robbery,” as they style it, by somewhat reducing the amount 
of the “swag,” and that other limitations on this policy of 
“robbery” come hereafter. For example, they say to the 
cotton-manufacturers of the United States: You have hereto- 
fore been permitted to ‘rob’ the people to the enormous extent 
of 55 per cent of the entire consumption of domestic cottons in 
thiscountry, according to our theory of the effect of a protective 
duty. Hereafter you must be content to ‘rob’ them only to the 
extentof 28+ percent.” And this is what is styled by the Demo- 
cratic majority of the committee as ‘‘ temperate reform, having 
in itself the principle of growth.” [Laughter.] 

What astonishes me is that gentlemen claiming to sincerely 
believe that a protective duty on an imported article similar to 
that produced or made here without natural disadvantage, is a 
tax on like domestic articles to the extent of the duty, should 
stultify themselves by paltering with any such measure or any 
such defense. . 

UNJUST DISCRIMINATIONS. 

Mr. Chai an examination of the schedules of the bill 
shows that the objections to it go much farther than this. If it 
had uniſo uced protection, or as the majority style it 
“robbery,” all along the line, while it would have been open to 
serious criticism from the standpoint of the revenue-onl 
theory, that it had only reduced what ought to have been abol- 
ished, yet it would have had the merit of treating all alike. 
But the bill in fact makes discriminations which are not ex- 
plicable on any economic or other just basis. It preserves cer- 
tain industries by abundant protection; it cuts up by the roots 
certain other industries from which all protection has been 
withdrawn. Such unequal and unfair discrimination is unjust 
and reprehensible, whether a tariff measure is framed on the 

rotective or the revenue-only basis, and all the more repre- 
Rensible when it is evident that partisan, local, or personal 
reasons must have dictated such favors. 

The marble quarries of Tennessee are by this bill protected 
by a certain specific duty 3 to 21 per cent ad valorem 
on imported marble in rough blocks, and 41 per cent on marble 
paving blocks and marble sawed or dressed; while the granite 
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quarries of New England and the freestone, sandstone, and lime- 
stone quarries of the Middle States and the West are deprived 
of all protection against similar products of the cheaper labor 
of Canada and Scotland by having ig ea granite and other 
kinds of stone in blocks placed on the free list, and an uncertain 
ad valorem revenue only duty of but 20 per cent placed on dressed 
or polished granite or other stone, and: even finished monu- 
mental work. 

Cleaned rice is protected by a certain specific duty equivalent 
to 83 per cent, notwithstanding itis animportant article of food, 
while the farm products of the States adjacent to Canada are 
left to compete with similar products of adian farms culti- 
vated by cheaper labor, with uncertain revenue-only ad valorem 
duties varying from 15 per cent on imported vegetables to 25 per 
cent on beans and peas and 23 per cent on hay, while all kinds 
of imported Canadian dressed meate, bacon, hams, pork, lard, 
tallow, eggs, and app’es are placed on the free list. 

Hoop iron made into cotton ties for the cotton-planter are 
laced on the free list, but on hoop-iron wire made into ties for 
orthern hay a duty of 30 per cent is imposed. 

The manufacturer of so crude an article as common building 


brick is protected by a duty of 20 per cent on competing im- 


ported brick, and the manufacturer of hydraulic cement by a 
certain specific protective duty equivalent to 24 per cent, while 
the manufacturer of lime, who with the present duty of 29 per 
cent—134 cents per barrel, which is only the difference of money 
cost of production—is subjected to severe Canadian competition, 
is practically denied all protection by having the duty on im- 
ported lime reduced to 10 per cent ad valorem, which is not over 4 
cents per barrel. And the only suggestion for this reduction 
and consequent destruction of the lime manufacturing industry 
in this country which appears in the published . of the 
Ways and Means Committee is contained in a memorial of Hon. 
Frank Jones, the Democratic member of the national Demo- 
cratic committee of New Hampshire, who informed the com- 
mittee that he and his associates had invested capital in Cana- 
dian lime quarries instead of in the numerous unworked quar- 
ries of this . because the wages of labor are 
lower in Canada than here ($1 to $1.25 in Canada and $2 to 82.25 
here and desired freer access to our markets. 

The following paragraphs from the memorial of Mr. Jones and 
his associates read as though the petitioners thought they were 
addressing the Canadian Parliament instead of the Congress of 
the United States: : 

The above petitioners represent that, with possibly one or two exceptions, 
they are all citizens and most of them residents of the United States; that 
they have a large amount of American capital invested in lime properties 
across the line at Dudswell, near Sherbrook, Province of Quebec, and at St. 
John, New Brunswick, consisting of lime quarries, lime kilns for the manu- 
facture of lime, and vessels for its transportation. * * * 

They would call attention to the fact that after the erection of the kilns 
most of the expense of the production of a barrel of lime is the cost of the 
labor and the cordwood consumed in the burning of the lime rock. * * + 

Your petitioners therefore respectfully pray your honorable committee to 
recommend the complete remission of duty, so that they may 
their (Canada) kilns and set to work the capital now locked up since 
actment ofthe McKinley law. * * * 

As a matter of fact, lime onthe market went lower after the passage of 
the McKinley bill than it was before. Your petitioners will not deny the 
truth ofthis statement, but it is easily explained. * è Yourpetitionersaver 
that they themselves have still been manufacturing some lime in a small 
way, running some four to six kilns out of thirty, and putting said lime on 
to the market at a loss, for the purpose of making a price. 

It seems strange to see an American citizen asking the Con- 
gress of the United States to legislate so as to encourage indus- 
tries in Canada and discourage them in the United States; but 
this is just what this bill does, not only in this respect, but in 
its treatment of the lumber manufacturing industry, farm prod- 
ucts, coal, the fisheries, eto. Indeed, what this bill grants 
Canada without asking any return could have been made the 
basis of a reciprocal agreement that would have secured the ad- 
mission of many manufactured articles into Canada either free 
of duty or at favored rates. 

i THE RAW MATERIAL THEORY, 

Mr. Chairman, great stress is laid in the majority report on 
the fact that this bill places on the free list imported articles 
like coal, iron ore, wool, flax, sawed lumber, granite and other 
stones in blocks, which are designated raw materials. This 
policy is defended on two grounds—first, that it will enable our 
advanced industries which use these articles as their materials 
to successfully compete with foreign producers of manufactured 
articles in foreign markets; and, secondly, that it will cheapen 
such articles to our own consumers. 

By the use of the term ‘‘raw materials” it is sought to convey 
the impression that the articles thus designated are material 
objects which have sprung into existence like Jon ch's gourd or 
been stored away by nature in the recesses of the mountains, 
without the use of human labor, instead of being the completed 
manufacture of one industry ready for a new transformation by 
a more advanced industry. Timber in the forest, and coal, iron 


t up 
e en- 


ore, and stone in the hills, the actual “raw materials,” are as 
cheap and abundant here as anywhere in the world, and the only 
reason they cost more here in money, not as estimated in labor, 
after the hand of man has transformed them into lumber, coal, 
iron ore, granite or sandstone blocks, is not because it requires 
more labor here than elsewhere to so transform them, but be- 
cause that labor here receives higher wages for doing this work, 
This is indeed the chief reason why anything costs more in money 
here than abroad. 

Now, what the so-called raw-material theory embodied in this 
bill does is to apply one principle, that of free trade, to the 
laborers who a the articles thus designated, and another 
principle to the laborers who take the completed productof the 
so-called raw materials” industry, and further advance it. 
This is a discrimination utterly indefensible, provided it costs 
more in money to produce the so-called raw materials here than 
abroad, on account of our higher wages for labor, as the authors 
of this bill assume that it does when they declare that by im- 
porting iron ore, coal, sawed lumber, wool, granite blocks, eto., 

ree of duty, it will cheapen the articles made from them or by 
their use. But if this argument is sound for one class of prod- 
ucts then it is sound for all others. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON],in his open- 
ing speech in this discussion, undertook the dangerous feat of 
making an argument for the latitude of the Virginias and Mary- 
land, that parag these so-called raw materials on the free list 
would not bə adiscrimination against these industries, because 
these articles are produced and sold in this country as low as in 
any other competing country. He evidently overlooked the fact 
that in his majority report, as well as in another part of his 
speech, he had contended that all these raw materials would be 
made cheaper to our advanced industries if they could be imported 
free of duty from Canada and other countries where labor is 
paid less wages. One or the other of his arguments needs re- 
vision. 

The effort of the majority report to create the impression that 
free raw materials will enable our industries to secure foreign 
markets and thus give a larger employment to labor here, ig- 
nores the fact that their policy proposes to surrender to foreign- 
ers a large part of our own market—the best in the world— 
in order to engage in the chase after foreign markets already 
gorged; ignores the further fact that under the existing tariff 
any manufacturer may import, almost free of duty, materials 
however advanced for making articles for export; and also ig- 
nores the additional fact that even where we have the materials, 
as for example cotton, as cheap and even cheaper than our for- 
eign competitors, we are able to export but comparatively few 
goods, in competition with foreigners—only twenty-four mil- 
lions, against an export of four hundred and twenty-five millions 
by England—for the reason that our labor employed in making 
the advanced manufactures receives from 50 to 100 per cent more 
pay for a given amount of human effort than the foreign com- 


petitor pays. 
PROGRESSIVE WAR ON PROTECTION. 

Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding some industries have been 
wholly or partly protected by this bill, as well as some sent at 
once to the wall. yet the rule has been to so far reduce duties as 
to increase foreign competition and importations, leaving the do- 
mestic industries affected an opportunity to make the reduced 
duties protective by lowering wages, until another reduction of 
duties foreshadowed shall follow. 

There runs through the report of the majority, and through 
the indorsements of it by the tariff re orm or free trade 
clubs, the idea that this bill is only one step in the process of 
reduction, although made with unfair discrimination, to be fol- 
lowed by other steps, uatil all the duties shall be absolutely 
for reyenue only, and every chance of possible protection re- 
moved. The gentleman from West Virginia was frank enough 
to tell us in his opening speech that, while he had treated man 
industries tenderly in this bill, he believed that the time would 
soon come when any remains of protection would be uprooted. 

Indeed, the woolens schedule puts these steps into law by pro- 
viding that there shall be an annual | per cent ad valorem re- 
duction of the low duties provided by the bill for five years, thus 
at the end of that period bringing down the duties on woolen 
goods—the most difficult of all the textiles to manufacture—to 
rates varying on the face from 20 to 25 per cent for flannels and 
blankets and to 35 per cent for cloths and dress goods. Although 
no other schedule has this downward sliding scale, and woolens 
are therefore specially discriminated against. yet it is not to be 
supposed that it would have been applied in this case. where the 
highest duties are needed, if the purpose had not been in the early 
future to apply it all along the line. In this light it isamusing, 
if it were not so serious, to have some of the advocates of this 
bill arguing that it his the merit o offering stability to our in- 
dustries, especially when it is remembered that for thirty-two 
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years there has been one continuous, stable tariff policy, that of 
protection. 
AD VALOREM DUTIES. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the reduction of duties which appears on 
the face of this bill has been in fact largely increased by the gen- 
eral adoption, except in some conspicuous instances where favors 
have been extended to particular industries, of ad valorem du- 
ties in lieu of the specific or mixed duties of the present tariff. 
Anad valorem duty, as the name indicates, is levied on the for- 
eign price of an imported article, and as that price is in most 
cases practically determined by the foreign manufacturer in his 
invoice, as a rule such article is undervalued, and the duty thus 
reduced below what was intended by 5 ok A specific duty, 
on the other hand, is a fixed charge levied on each pound, yard, 
or other unit, and can not be avoided. 

The art of undervaluation so as to reduce ad valorem duties 
has been carried to such an extent that honest importers have 
been largely driven out of the business, and importad goods are 
largely sold duty paid by the agent of the manufacturer in this 
country. 

When I was in Europe last summer, an English manufacturer, 
who exports largely to this conus: said to me that he did not 
care what our duties might be madeif we would only make them 
ad valorem. 

Itis the judgment of well-informed manufacturers that the 
actual duties which will be realized by the Government in case 
the pending bill should become a law, so far as woolen goods, 
fancy cottons, and many other goods of a varied character which 
are made especially for our markets, would be at least 10 per 
cent if not 15 per cent ad valorem less than would be realized 
with equivalent specific duties, because of undervaluations. In 
other words, ad valorem duties of 40 per cent or 35 per cent, will 
be found no more valuable for protection or revenue than specific 
duties equivalent to 30 per cent or 25 per cent, respectively. 

The only argument presented by the majority for the substi- 
tution of ad valorem for specific or mixed duties is that specific 
duties impose relatively higher duties on cheap grades of an 
article than on more valuable grades. There is little real force 
in this argument, certainly none comparable with the objec- 
tions, because there is no difficulty in adjusting a specific rate 
to each grade which will largely overcome even the apparent 
discrimination when expressed in percentages. Moreover, this 
apparent discrimination is only seeming, not real. Percentages 
afiord no just basis of comparison when the bases are widely dif- 
ferent. For exampie, | is 5) per cent of 2, and only 10 per cent 
of 10, but notwithstanding it appears ten times as large in the 
latter case as in the former when expressed in percentages, yet 
it is exactly the same 1 in both cases. 

Take the illustration given in the majority report of the du 
onso-called woolen cloth invoiced at 27 cents per pound and clot 
invoiced at 97 cents. The majority report states that the tariff of 
1890 imposes 162 percent dutyon the cheap cloth for poor people” 
and only 93 per cent on the fine cloth for the well to do, ete. Yet 
as a matter of fact the d ity on the so-called “ cheap woolen cloth” 
is 44cents per pound and on the fine cloth 93 cents —less than half 
as mn on the cheap as on the fine, instead of nearly twice as 
much. 

But inasmuch as the majority report has made uss of one ex- 
ceptional import of what the majority call che ip woolen cloth 
for poor people,” valued at 27 cents per pound, to prop up the 
vicious chinge to ad valorem duties, it may be well to examine 
it more fully. 

It is evident on the face that there was something peculiar 
about this small import of woolen cloths under 30 cents per 

und, valued at only 89,0 0 in 1892, and only 813,000 in 1893. 

or if there are any wool cloths suitable for even poor people“ 
to wear that can be bought abroad at 27 cents per pound, it is 
certain that even with 44 cents per pound duty they would be 
imported in immense quantities. If the chairman of the com- 
mittee had inquired he would have ascertained that even in 
England, with her low wages, a pound of woo:encloth can not be 
made for less than about 2) cents. That leaves only 7 cents, or 
not over 12 cents, for the wool; and clothing wool, even of the 
cheapest variety. sufficient to make a pound of wool cloth, can not 
be purchased in London for less than 35 cents before it goes to 
the mill. Certainly a pound of real wool cloth can not be pur- 
chased in England for less than 55 cents. 

Yet it seems that a small quantity of so-called wool cloth was 
invoiced at 27 cents per pound. Certainly ifthis was really wool 
cloth the undervaluation must have been most remarkable. It 
does not sem to have succeeded to any extent—only once each 
1 to give the majority of the committee a shining example. 

tis evident that the specific duty of 33 cents per pound was 
found in the way of a repetition of the job. If the cloth had 
been imported under the pending bill the ad valorem duty would 
have made the duty only 10$ cents, and this cut would have af- 


forded a big premium for the continuation of such undervalua- 
tion. 

The example cited oy, the majority is really an argument for 
instead of against specific duties. 

Indeed, every Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, from 
Gallatin, who served in this capacity under Jefferson, to Secre- 
tary Manning (Walker alone excepted), has maintained that 
specific duties are essential to prevent frauds against the Gov- 
ernment and discriminations against honest importers. The 
fact; however, that an ad valorem duty opens the door for a re- 
duction of duties beyond what the law provides, and diminishes 
protection as prices go down in unfavorable times when-protec- 
tion or needed, seems to have commended it to the framers of 
this bill. 

Nothing can be more misleading than percentage dutieg on 
invoice value, especially in comparing duties at different periods 
and under different tariffs. Where the duty is specific, percent- 
ages rise with decline in values, although in fact the duties are 
unchanged. Indeed, I notice that the protective specific duty of 
Ii cents per pound on rice, imposed by this bill, gives an equiva- 
lent ad valorem of 71 per cent duty on the imports of 1892, and 
83 per cent on the imports of 1893; an apparent advance of 12 per 
cent ad valorem in duty by percentages when there is no change 
in fact. This shows the misleading character of ad valorems. 

The Brahe from New York | Mr. Coomss] called attention 
to the duty of 1 cent per pound in the tariff of 1890 on hoop iron, 
and informed us that hoop iron is selling for 1.2 cents per 
pound; pretty good evidence that the protective duty is not a tax 
which increases the price to the extent of the duty. Yet that 
duty, which appears to be 80 or more per cent in the tariff of 1890, 
is less than one-third the specific duty on hoop iron imposed by 
the tariffs of 1828 and 1830, when it was said to be only 40 per cent. 
I repeat, in order to show the misleading nature of ad valorem 
figures, that the duty on imported hoop iron under the tariff of 
1828 and 1830 was 33 cents per pound. The tariff of 1890 reduced 
it to 1 cent, and yet it is made to appear by ad valorem percent- 
ages that a reduction of two-thirds has largely increased the duty. 
Thus 5 expre in specific terms have 
been -argely reduced in the taritf of 1890 below even the earlier 
tariffs, yet the reductions are made to appear as increases by the 
use of per centage ad valorem equivalents. 


EFFECT OF A PROTECTIVE DUTY, 


Mr. Chairman, the real issue between the advocates of a pro- 
tective tariff and the advocates of a tariff for revenue only, or 
British free trade (for both terms mean the same thing in tariff 
discussion), is as to the effect of a protective duty on the cost to 
the consumer of a domestic article, i. e., a duty imposed on a like 
imported foreign article equivalent to the difference of the mone 
cost of production and distribution here and abroad, where sue 
article can be produced or made here substantially to the extent 
of our wants without natural disad vantage. 

The majority report and free-trade advocates generally affirm 
that such a duty is a tax which increases the cost to the con- 
sumer of such domestic article substantially to the extent of the 
duty. The advocates of protection deny this. 

Of course, there is no controversy over the effect of a duty on 
an imported article not produced or made here, to any considera- 
ble extent. In that case there is comparatively little or no do- 
mestie production to affect the price; and as the article must all 
or for the most part be purchased abroad, the cost to the con- 
sumer must be the foreign 1 plus the duty. The issue is en- 
tirely as to the effect of a duty on the price or cost of the do- 
mestic article which can be produced or made here substantially 
to the extent of our wants without natural disadvantage. 

The usual course of the free trade or anti-protection*dispu- 
tant is to assume that such a duty is a tax on the domestic 
article, and without meeting the counter facts and arguments 
adduced by the advocates of protection, togo on from that point 
as if it were conceded. That has been the course pursued in this 
discussion by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON}. 
ee the assumption is fortified by such an argument as 
this: 

‘“ You protectionists say that you want duties on certain im- 
ported articles which it is desired to produce or make here, be- 
cause they cost more to make here on account of our higher 
wages, and the articles can not be made here and sold in competi- 
tion with similar foreign articles admitted fres of duty. If, 
then, the duties on foreign articles do not enable the domestic 
producers or manufacturers to make the prices of the domestic 
articles e | that of the foreign articles abroad, plus the 
duty, then they fail to protect. If they doso raise the price, 
then they are in effect a tax on the domestic article, which does 
not go into the Treasury.” 

The fundamental fallacy of this argument is that it uses the 
term ‘‘cost” in its money and not its economic sense, and thus 
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deals with the prdblem as if man were only a consumer and not 
a ges also. 
t is evident that when there is no natural disadvantage in 
producing or making an article here—and protestion does not 
roperly apply if there be such—then it requires no more 
bor to produce or make an article here than abroad; and if 
so, then measured in labor or service, which is the true eco- 
nomic measure of cost, it costs no more to produce or make any 
such article here than elsewhere. There can be no economic 
loss; therefore, in the production of such article or articles here 
rather than abroad. 

When itis said, therefore, that it costs more to produce or 
make an article here than abroad because of our higher wages, 
it is only meant that it costs more in money—not more in labor 
or service, in which nearly all men ultimately pay for everything 
they buy. Money is only the medium of making the exchange 
of labor for products. 

Thus, the true test of the cost or price of an article in any 
country is not money cost, but labor cost, When it is said that 
a wor in England’can buy a coat for 89 in money and that 
a similar coat costs $10 here, you can not determine which is 
relatively cheaper to the workingman or other person who ulti- 
mately pays in his labor or service, or product of his labor or 
efforts, until you know how much money either receives for his 
labor or earns by his service. When you have both sides of the 
equation, then you can determine which money price ia relatively 
cheaper, and not before. If it turns out that the laborer receives 
$1 per day wages in England and $2 here, then the cost of the 
coat to the workingman in England is nine days’ work, and to 
the workingman in theUnited States five days’ work. In spite 
of the assumption of the doctrinaire who looks only at money 
price, thatthe apie, oa in England can buy his coat a dollar 
cheaper than the workingman in the United States, the fact is 
that the costof the workingman’s coat here in the only commod- 
ity he has topay is only five-ninths of the cost to the workingman 
in England. [Applause on the Republican side]. 

It may be said that if such a workingman here could buy his 
coat abroad and import it free of duty, then he would save 81. 
Lreply that while this would be true if only one or a few persons 
should be granted this privilege for the reason that a few cases 
like this would not disturb our economic system under which 

her wages are paid here than abroad; but if everybody in 
this country could send the money received for wages or service 
or their products to England and buy such goods as are cheaper 
in money there and import them free of duty, instead of having 
them made here, then, first, American would soon fall to 
the British standard, because of want of diversification of indus- 
tries and dearth of employment outside of agriculture, which 
would be glutted; and secondly, with such an increased demand 
for goods abroad and withdrawal of American competition, prices 
of goods there would rise. No one can have his cake and eat it 
at the same time. Whether the economic system of a country 
is free trade or protection, it must be an entirety. 

Measured in labor, there is not‘a single article made here 
under protection—no matter whether the duty on a similar im- 

rted article is 30 per cent, 50 per cent, or 100 per cent—which 
i not cheaper here than in any other country inthe world. Our 
free-trade friends have much to say of cheap prices of products 
measured in money, and never anything of cheap prices meas- 
ured in labor. Products cheapened by labor-saving devices are 
a boon. Products cheapened by reducing the compensation of 
labor and by depriving the laborer of opportunities to work are 
a curse. [Applause.] We are having now the free-trade para- 
dise of cheapness, and the workingman’s gehenna of dearness. 
Prices measured in money are abnormally cheap; prices meas- 
ured in labor are exceptionally dear. 

These observations have paved the way for a closer exami- 
nation of the workings of protective duties, which are simply 
duties on imports equivalent to the difference of money wages 
of labor production and distribution here and abroad. Such 
duties simply equalize the basis of competition here and abroad. 
The money prices of domestic products are determined by the 
cost of production or manufacture under competition paying 
American wages, and when they cost more in money than abroad 
it is simply because labor receives higher wages. Even if the 
duties are more than such actual difference of cost of production 
and distribution here and abroad, competition inevitably brings 
the money prices down to the lowest possible standard. The ob- 
ject of protection is not,as the free-trader insists, to increase 

rices, but to encourage production here by making it possible 

or us to compete, and the competition thus induced tends to 
lower prices everywhere, not by reducing wages, but by stim- 
ulating the use of labor-saving devices. 

The money prices may be more here than abroad at the same 
time, but these money prices will be gradually reduced by the 
competition here, e possible only fr protection, below what 


they were before the industries wero established here, and fre- 
quently as low as abroad. But the pe estimated in labor or 
service, as I have already said, will always be lower than any- 
where else in the world. Applause.] 

Every instance in which we have applied protettivo duties to 
secure the manufacture of articles here, which had been previ- 
ously imported, has thus resulted. In 1883, when we applied a 
protective duty to wire nails, the price was 8 cents per pound, 
and nearly all were imported. We wero charged with a pur- 
pore to tax the people 4 cents per pound for all their wire nails, 

cause the proposed duty was4cents. Yet wire nails never 
advanced; but as soon as we had firmly established the industry 
they began to declino—our competition affecting the forei 
price,—and even before the tariff-reform cyclone struck the 
country some months ago the price had declined to less than 2 
2 And this is only one out of thousands of similar ex- 
amples. 

This means that our policy of providing by protective duties 
that competition here shall be on the basis of our higher stand- 
ard of wages and higher standard of living rather than on the 
lower European standard, as it would necessarily be under free 
trade or duties lower than the difference of wages here and 
abroad, results in higher prosperity of the masses of our people 
than is found anywhere else in the world. 


PROTECTION, NOT PATERNALISM. 


Mr. Chairman, this policy is not ‘‘ paternalism” nor r- 
ship of the Government in private industries,” nor ‘‘class legis- 
lation,” as charged by the gentleman from West Virginia (Afr. 
WILSON], unless indeed the establishment of colleges of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts by the Government in the several 
States for the purpose of increasing the industrial efficiency of 
the rising generation, which the gentleman and his associates 
advocate, is paternalism;“ or unless the improvement of the 
rivers of West Virginia and the harbors of the Great Lakes and 
of the ocean, in order to enable private citizens to navigate their 
boats and ships with greater efficiency, for which the gentleman 
and most of the members of his party voted, is ‘class legisla- 
tion” and ‘‘partnership of the Government in private indus- 
tries.” [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The distinction between “paternalism” and protection is as wide 
as the difference between giving a man an opportunity to work 
and doing his work for him. Paternalism dwarfs men; protec- 
tion gives them the best opportunities to develop themseives. 
The function of good government should never be paternal, but 
always protective. The “let alone” theory of government, on 
which free-trade ideas are based, has been abandoned for the most 
part by practical statesmen every where, and there has come to be 
general acceptance of the view that it is the proper function, 
aye, the duty of government to so protect and enlarge the op- 
portunities of its individual citizens as to enable them to use 
their own powers more efficiently, whether by education, re- 
striction of temptations to vice, building highways, improving 
rivers and harbors, erecting light-houses, or restricting unde- 
sirable immigration which would tend to reduce wages and lower 
the standard of living. [Applause.] 

And the protective-tariff policy, which imposes duties equiv- 
alent to the difference of wages in production and distribution 
here and abroad on such imported articlesas can be produced or 
made here without natural disadvantage, in order to maintain 
competition here on the basis of our high wage and high living 
standard, and thus secure the highest prosperity of the masses 
of our people, is exactly in the same line. 

Our protective policy simply says to the foreign manufac- 
turer: ‘‘Before you can place the products of your cheaper 
labor in our markets in competition with the products of our 
higher wage labor you must pay into our Treasury and thus 
contribute to our revenue substantially the sum which you 
3 from your workingmen, but which we pay our work- 

men. 

t will be remembered that when the tariff act of 1890 increased 
the average duty on woolens so as to make it more protect- 
ive on the finer grades, it was assaulted all along the line by 
the free-trade theorists as an increase of $30 tax on every hun- 
dred dollars’ worth of the woolens and the clothing of the people. 
The gentleman from West Virginia has repeated this assertion, 
entirely in line with the theory on which this bill is framed, as 
if facts which could have been ascertained bya study of markets 
rather than maxims, had not already disproved it. And yet the 
report of the Senate Finance Committee, based on statistics col- 
lected by Labor Commissioner Wright, showed that the effect of 
this increase of duty was not to advance the price of woolens— 
indeed the price was 5 percent lower in 1891 than in 1890—but to 
reduce importations about twenty millions, and thus increase the 
demand for domestic goods and for labor. And the manufacturers 
state that, notwithstanding they received 5 per centless per yard 
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for their goods in 1891 than in 1890, yet they did a more prosperous 
business, for the reason that it cost them less to make their goods 
in 1891 than in 1890, because of the larger demand, which enabled 
them to make more effective use of their machinery. 

In other words, the increased duty which restricted foreign im- 

rts gave our own manufacturers a larger home market, made 
it possible for them to make their goods at a lower cost, and com- 
petition compelled them to sell them at a lower price. Yet all 
the gentlemen on the other side who have spoken, in the face 
of such facts, keep right on asserting that a protective duty is 
a tax which increases the burdens of the American consumer. 

Ex-Senator Eaton, of Connecticut, himself a Democrat, 
although he would be ruled out of the new Democratic party by 
the framers of this bill, when a member of the House told an 
anecdote of a scholastic free trader that illustrates the tendency 
of m2n whose whole training has been outside of practical life, 
to blindly follow theories and shut their eyes to the facts of life 
all about them. 

“A certain professor, a theorist of the first water,” said ex- 
Senator Eaton, came up into a large manufacturing v ein 
my country to address the people on the tariff question. There 
was a farmerstanding bya post in the lecture room, and the pro- 
fessor thought he might be a good subject to operate upon. So 
he said to him My friend, you area farmer?“ ‘Yes.’ Lou live 
here?’ ‘Yes.’ ‘Do you know these manufacturers in this vil- 
lage are robbing you?’ ‘Why, no; I do not know it. How have 
they robbed me? I came here ten years ago with only 8500 and 
bought a farm for $2,500, and run in debt for the balance. I 
went to raising truck and selling to the mill hands. I have paid 
off my debt and now own my farm, free of debt. How have 
they robbed me?’ The professor, not at all taken back, went on. 
Well, I sup you have been a hard-working man and have 
lived through it. But you pay 6 cents a gen tax for the very 
cloth your shirt is made of. Well,” replied the farmer, “you 
may think so, but you can not prove it unless by Æsop’s fables, 
for 5 cents a yard was all I gave for the cloth.” 

THE WAGES QUESTION, 

Mr. Chairman, there are two answers which the free-trade 
or revenue-only advocates make to this contention of the friends 
of protection. First, they affirm that wages are no higher here 
than in machine-using nations abroad when presen À consid- 
ered. They admit that money sn ia day or week are 67 per 
cent higher on an average here t in England as shown by 
Labor Commissioner Wright's reports; but they claim that work- 
agren here do enough more to offset this difference. 

t is sufficient to say that there is no evidence of the truth of 
this assumption. The only evidence ever adduced in this direc- 
tion was some statistics of the relative labor cost of low- 
grado cottons, in which the labor cost is very slight, at a par- 

icular time when we had introduced some improvements in ma- 
chinery not then adopted abroad. In other words, they were 
statistics of the superior inventive genius of Americans when 
protection gives us the opportunity to competeon an equal plane, 
and not evidence of the superioretticiency of our labor. Indeed, 
in many industries, particularly textiles, our best skilled labor 
comes from 3 1 

The fact that the gates of Castle Garden always swing inward 
and never outward is an absolute demonstration that a given 
amount of labor receives not only larger money wages but also 
larger wages estimated in purchasing power than abroad, even 
if Labor Commissioner Wright's statistics of piece work had not 
removed this fact beyond the pale of dispute. Indeed, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] charges that our protective 
policy has induced excessive immigration by making our wages 
and opportunities for poor men so attractive; leaving it to be in- 
ferred that he advocates this biil because it will diminish these 

s and opportunities. 

ven if other evidence were not conclusive, the fact that even 
with duties of 40 percent or more on imported manufactured goods, 
foreign manufacturers find themselves able to pay that duty and 
still sell three hundred millions of dollars’ worth of their products 
in our markets, and the further fact that our exports of manu- 
factured goods are mainly coarse cottons and specialties, demon- 
strate syon doubt that the latter pay much less for a given 
amount of labor in such industries than we do. 

American workingmen are the smartest in the world, and 
not afraid to compete with the products of the workingmen of 
Europe,” exclaims the theorist, It is nota question of “ smart- 
ness,” but a question of compensation for “smartness.” The 
American workingman receives 67 per cent more for a given 
amount of ‘‘smariness” than the workingman in Europe re- 
ceives. What the American objects to is competition with prod- 
ucts produced or made abroad by labor that receives 67 per 
cent less than he does until the beneficiary of that cheaper labor 
has paid our Government enough duty to even up the basis of 
competition. When the foreign laborer comes here, provided 


he comes to be an American and to gradually adopt the Ameri- 

can standard of living—and no other immigrant should be per- 

mitted to come he demands and receives American (not foreign) 

wages; and as he briugs as much or more demand for products for 

the consumption of his family as he adds to the labor supply, 

his coming does not reduce wages nor injure our own labor, 
THE ‘NATURAL CHANNEL” ARGUMENT. 

The second answer of the free-trade theoristsis that we should 
not undertake to carry on industries in which foreign of eee en 
or manufacturers have an advantage over us, but should confine 
ourselves to industries in which we have advantage over other 
countries. This is the free-trade contention of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] and the contention of the 
wg ss report. 

ow, if this free-trade contention referred simply to a natural 
advantage; if the argument of the majority report, insisting 
that we should not attempt to extend our industries and business 
to“ artificial channels,” referred to disadvantages of climate, 
soil, or other natural conditions, it would be accepted as sound. 
No protectionist holds that the protective policy should be ap- 
plied to any industry which must be carried on hore under nat- 
ural disadvantages, that is, where a larger amount of labor is 
permanently required to make or produce a given article here 
than is required elsewhere, except as there may be cases where 
national defense demands it. 

What is meant by opponents of protection, however, is not 
this. It is that we should not carry on any industry here in 
which our higher wages of labor make the product cost more in 
money, although no more in labor or service than elsewhere 
where the laborer receives less pay—this, the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] tells us would be an artificial 
channel,”—but should confine ourselves to“ natural channels,” 
or such crude industries, mainly agriculture, in which we have 
sufficient natural advantage to offset the difference of wages. 

Indeed, the free-trade contention—and it is noticeable that 
nearly all the speeches for this bill on the other side have 
adopted free-trade arguments to their logical conclusion, and as 
such have been most enthusiastically applauded by nearly all 
our Democratic friends, thus show: that the Democratic 
party no longer rp, ag its free-trade policy—the free-trade 
contention is that where we find industries in which our higher 
wages of labor makes the product cost more in money (although 
not more in labor or service) than they cost abroad because we 
pay higher wages for a certain amount of labor, we*should drop 
such industries, notwithstanding they comprise nearly all our 
manufacturing industries, and import such goods instead of 
making them here, and turn the labor which has been employed 
in such manufacturing industries into agriculture or the pro- 
duction of crude materials in which we have natural advantages. 
This is the policy which has been again and again enthusias- 
tically applauded on the Democratic side. And it is seriously 
contended by the free-trade theorist, that this policy—which in 
fact would be going back where we were a hundred years ago— 
would give us the largest production of wealth, highest wages, 
and greatest consuming capacity. Perhaps the gentlemen who 
advocate this theory will be able to tell us what any of our farm 
products would be worth with such a multiplication of farmers 
and such an annihilation of nonagricultural consumers. 

This is the free-trade idea, pure and simple; this is the advice 
which the British Cobdenites give us—to confine ourselves to 
producing raw materials and let England do our manufacturing, 

It is sutficient to say in reply that any economic theory which, 
put into practice, would prevent a diversification of industries, 
and especially the establishment of advanced manufactures, is 
fundamentally wrong. For nothing is clearer in the light of 
reason or in the teachings of experience, than that people who 
so far multiply their pursuits as to give an opportunity for eve 
variety of talent, and especially the highest skill, to do most ef- 
fective work, take the lead in agriculture, manufacturing, and 
commerce. A nation with advanced industries, placed along- 
side the farm, produces far more per inhabitant than one whic 
confines its industries to what free traders call natural chan- 
nels.” [Applause.] 

It can not be too often pressed upon the attention of the 
thoughtful citizen who listens to the free-trade argument that it 
isa loss of productive power for us to carry on industries in which 
the cost of production is greater than the cost elsewhere: thatno 

rotectionist proposes to do this, if by ‘‘cost” is meant cost in 

bor or service. What the free trader means is that we should 
notcarry on industries here in which, while they require no more 
labor for production here than is required abroad, we pay higher 
wages for such labor. The fact that other countries pay lower 
wages than we do is not a natural advantage on their part; it is 
an artificial“ advantage, created by crowding labor to the wall, 
andasaresultofasystem in which man is left out of consideration; 
and the only way in which we can prevent competition through 
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the products of such a system coming into our markets and forc- 
ing us down to the low-wage and low-living standard of other 
m«chine-using nations, is by placing protective duties on their 
products, so as to place competition here on our high-wage 
- and high-living standard basis. 
PROTECTION HISTORICALLY CONSIDERED, 

Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of history that the most promi- 
nent incentive to the adoption of the Constitution and the estab- 
lishment of a truly national government in 1789 was the neces- 
sity which was felt for such uniform regulations of commerce as 
would provide revenue, promote trade, and encourage new in- 
dustries, and thus free us from our industrial and commercial 
subjection to England, arising mainly from the fact that we raised 
the raw materials and she developed them into manufactured 
products. 

One of the first acts passed by the first Congress under the 
Constitution, in response to the popular demand, was a t:riff, 
whose title was an act to raise revenue ‘‘and encourage manu- 
factures.” 

The act received the warm approval of Washington, Madison, 
andJefferson. Thesame Jefferson whom our Democraticfriends 
claim to bs politically descended from, was one of the fathers of 

rotection, one of the original advocates of the policy of so ad- 
justing duties as to encourage manufactures,” a policy which 
the framers of this bill now tell us is unconstitutional,” as well 
as ‘‘robbery.” 

The idea of the fathers who framed the Constitution, and 
passed the first protective tariff to encourage manufactures as 
well as raise revenue, was that the prosperity of the country, of 
all classes, demanded that we should not confine our labor to what 
thegentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] calls ‘natural 
channels,” the crude industries and agriculture to which the 
people of a new country first address themselves, but should 
apply protective duties with a view of diversifying our indus- 
tries and establishing manufacturing industries—“ artificial 
channels,” as the free trader thinks. 

To be sure, the average duties on all imports (as there were 
few free goods then) of the various tariffs enacted up to the close 
of the first term of Jefferson were only 22+ per cent, but at that 
time the slow and expensive means of transportation across the 
Atlanticafforded a large measure of protection in itself, and the 
industries to be introduced in those early days were only those 
for the manufacture of the coarser articles adapted to a new 
country. These duties were subsequently increased as experi- 
ence showed necessary. In 1821 the average duty was 36 per 
cent, and in 1830 it was nearly 49 per cent on dutiable goods. 
The important fact to be considered is that the framers of the 
Constitution, who may be supposed to have had some knowledge 
of the scope of that instrument, not only held that protective 
duties are constitutional, but that they are a wise measure of 
public policy. 

WHAT THE FATHERS THOUGHT. 

The fathers did not consider the objection, even then urged, 
that the adoption of protective duties to secure the establish- 
ment and maintenance of manufacturing industries would be 
"class legislation,” or the partnership of the Government in 
business,” to be anything but chaff, unworthy of a moment's con- 
sideration. 

They argued that the introduction of manufacturing indus- 
tries in this country and the diversification of pursuits would 
be, as it bas proved, a benefit to the industries already existing, 
and especially a benefit to agriculture, and to all our people. 

They regarded the whole people as an industrial unit. They 
held that manufacturing industries would benefit the farmer by 

preventing so large a concentration of labor in agriculture as 
would greatly increase the surplus for export, and thus reduce 
the foreign price, and by giving him a larger home market and 
better prices; for whatever the farmer sells at home escapes the 
heavy charges of transportation. They saw by faith what those 
who will open their eyes can to day see by actual vision, that 
farming pays much better when manufacturing communities are 
set down by the side of the farms. 

They knew, what some of their descendants are blind to, that 
the carpenter and mason, as well as some other industries, are 
protected by natural conditions which forbid the importation of 
what they work on, but that their wages and their prosperity, 
as weil as that of the farmer, could not rise above the wages and 
prosperity of the workingmen and consumers in other industries 
that would be open to competition with the products of the 
cheaper labor of Europe, without protective duties. Hence Nett 
reasoned, and reasoned correctly, that protection concerned all. 

PROTECTIVE PERIODS ERAS OF GREATEST PROSPERITY. 

And our experiences since have only demonstrated the wis- 
dom of the judgment of the fathers. Our periods of highest 
1 rity havealways been those in which the protective policy 
| n maintained. 


The contention made now and then by opponents of protection, 
and repeated in the report of the majority, that the revenue- 
tariff period from 1846 to 1860 witnessed the greatest progress of 
our manufacturing industries and was the golden era.of the na- 
tion, has no basis except rhetoric, and even more deceptive per- 
centages, to stand upon. 

The simple fact told by the census is that in the decade be- 
tween 1850 and 1860 the value of our manufactured products in- 
creased $765,000,000, or $16 per inhabitant; and in the decade 
between 1880 and 1890, under protection, $3,146,000,000, or $29 
per inhabitant, or nearly twice as fast in the latter as in the for- 
mer, The value of our manufactured products rose from $1,885,- 
750,000 in 1860 to $3,515,500,000 in 1800. And the growth in 
volume was much greater than this, because the price of manu- 
factured goods has been reduced 25 per cent since 1860. 

The majority report speaks of the revenue tariff period be- 
tween 1846 and 1850 as one in which our woolen industry sig- 
nally flourished. The figures of the census, however, show that 
at the close of this period in 1360 the value of our manufactures 
of wool was only 868, 750,000, or $2.10 per inhabitant, against 
$344,250,000, or $5.50 per inhabitant, in 1890. In other words, 
the increase per capita in value of our woolen industry under 

rotection was one and a half times as much as theentire growth 
rom the first settlement of the country. 

The value of the wealth accumulated by the people of this 
country in the thirty years between 1860 and 1890 maaan protec- 
tion was nearly four times as much as was that accumulated in 
the two hundred and forty years from the landing of the Pil- 
grims to the electionof Lincoln. The wealth of this country in 
1860 was only $514 per inhabitant; in 1890 it was $1,000 per in- 
habitant. The contention that the wealth in the possession of 
the workingmen is no greater than thirty years ago is disproved 
by the returns of the savings binks, which show a large in- 
crease in average deposits, as well as by the increase of 68 per 
cent in the purchase power of wages. 

In the thirty years from 1830 to 1860 there were built in this 
country only 30,603 miles of railway. In the thirty years from 
1860 to 1890 there were built 105,512 miles of railway. In the 
decade between 1880 and 1890 there was built in the United States 
nearly four times the mileage of railway that was built in the 
Abonilo between 1850 and 1860. 

A better test still of the wisdom of any economic policy is its 
effect on the welfare of the masses of the people. 

It has been said that the consumption of iron in any country 
is the infallible test of its material progress. Apply this test to 
the revenue and protective eras of the United States and to 
Great Britain. In 1860 the United States consumed only 614 
pounds of iron per inhabitant, the most of which was imported, 
while Great Britain consumed 173 pounds per inhabitant. 

In 1892 the United States consumed 335 pounds of iron per in- 
habitant, five times as much as in 1860, nearly all of which was 
made in this country, while Great Britain consumed only 275 
pounds per inhabitant. £ 

Wages increased 60 per cent in money and 68 per cent in pur- 
chase power between 1860 and 1890 under our protective pallets 
and less than one-third as much in Great Britain. 

In 1850 one day’s work of a weaver in this country would buy 
8} yards of stan sheeting; in 1860 it would buy 10 yards, and 
in 1891, 27 yards. But in 1891 one day’s work would buy only 20 
yards in Great Britain. 

In the revenue decade between 1850 and 1860 one day’s work 
of an ironworker would buy 50 pounds o: bar iron; in the pro- 
tective decade between 1830 and 1890 100 pounds, while in the 
latter decade in Great Britain one day's work would buy only 
75 pounds. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] and others 
who are now trying to revise history by affirming that the reve- 
nue tariff period b-tween 1846 and 1860 was the most prosperous 
era of the United States, overlook the fact that there are gentle- 
men living. some of them in this Chamber, whose memory goes 
back to those days, and who themselves experienced some of the 
evil results of that tariff policy, which were deferred for a time 
by the Mexican war, the gold discoveries in California, and the 
Crimean war, but finally burst with tornado force upon our coun- 
try in 1857-58-59. I suggest to these gentlemen that they 
take down the musty volumes which contain President Buchan- 
an's messages to Congress in December, 1857 and 1853, and re- 
read his pictures of the sad condition of our industrial and finan- 
cial interests in those years, which our free-trade friends tell us 
were the golden era“ of our history. And ths tarnished char- 
acter of this golden era” will be mde strikingly apparent if 
they will also reread the official reports of the almost ineffectual 
efforts of the National Government in 1860 to borrow money to 
meet a deficiency in the Federal Treasury even at 12 per cent 
interest. 

It is sometimes charged that protection is selfish and unchris- 
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tian and antagonistic to the dictates of a broad philanthropy. 
If so, then the family relation, ordained by God, in which the 
head is admonished to care first of all for those placed in his 
charge, is selfish and unchristian. If so, the nation, also divinely 
ordained, whose primary duty it is to make the most of its own 
people, and in that way do the most for mankind, is selfish and 
unchristian. No family and no nation may doinjustice to others. 
Protection does no injustice to others. It is no injustice to any- 
one for this nation to say to others, For the highest well-being 
of our people we maintain a high wage and a high standard of 
living, and in order to maintain this competition for our mar- 
kets must proceed on the basis of our wage and living standard. 
If you choose to maintain a lower wage and a lower standard of 
living you can do so for: yourselves, but when you seek our mar- 
kets, we ask that you pay into our Treasury as a duty a sum which 
shall place your competiton on the basis of our high wage and 
high standard of living.” This is not only just, but eminently 
Christian and philanthropic. Indeed, we hope that the influence 
of our example may lead other countries to adoptour high wage 
and high standard ofliving, under which the masses of our peo- 
ple have become the most prosperous on the face of the earth. 

x LABOR COST OF PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one defense of the pending-bill which 
I must not pass by. After all,” say its advocates, ‘there is 
enough average duty left by this bill—3J per cent—to fully cover 
the di ter nes of wages of labor here and abroad in production 
and distribution.” 

This is an after thought, and entirely inconsistent with every 
other argument that has b2en put forth in antagonism to pro- 
tection. More than this, the fact is not as claimed. If it be 
true, then this bill is open to the same objections from the other 
side that are made against our protective tariffs. No; the au- 
thors of this bill well know that they have not been as incon- 
sistent as that. 

In the first place, of course the claim is not true as to the prod- 
ucts of industries which have been placed on the free list. And 
no one will contend it is true as to the large number of industries 
whose competing foreign products are to be admitted with aduty 
of only 10 to 15 per cent. 

Even as to those industries whose competing foreign products 
are to be admitted ultimately at from 25 to 35,and in a few cases 
40 per cent ad valorem, which will not exceed a specific duty 
equivalent to more than 25 to 30 per cent in the case of textiles, 
the duty will not be equal to the difference of wages in produc- 
tion and distribution here and abroad. 

While the labor cost of manufacturing textiles, for example, 
averages about 25 per cent of the domestic valuation and 33 per 
cent of che foreign valuation on which duties are imposed, yet 
this 33 per cent only includes the manufacture after mill and 
machinery are completed and the supplies and materials fur- 
nished. It does not include the labor in building mill, ma- 
chinery, and harnessing power, nor the labor on materials and 
supplies, nor the labor in transportation, selling, ete. Ex-Con- 
gressmin Abram S. Hewitt, a practical manufacturer, stated to 
the Committee on Ways and Means a few years ago that 90 per 
cent of the cost of every manufactured article (not simply 25 per 
cent) is labor; and when this labor receives nearly double here 
for a given amount of effort than is paid in England, it is absurd 
to talk about a duty that will practically be only 30 per cent, 
placing on an even basis an English and an American industry 
manufacturing an advanced article. 

When it is borne in mind that $32,000,000 of fine cotton goods 
were imported last year in the face of aduty of 15 per centad 
valorem higher than is proposed by this #1; $37,000,000 of wool- 
ens in the face of a duty 20 per cent ad valorem higher; not to 
mention more than $200,000,000 of other manufactured goods in 
the face of a duty 15 pee cent higher, it is clear that even 
those higher duties could not have been much, if any, in excess 
of the actual difference of money cost of production and distribu- 
tion here and abroad. 

REDUCED DUTIES MEAN REDUCED WAGES. 

Asa matter of fact, with the exception of certain instances in 
which some industries have had special and exceptional favor, the 
duties fixed by this bill will in practical administration prove not 
to be protective on the basis of the wages that existed in this coun- 
try one year ago. They are not intended tobeprotective. They 
will necessitate a reduction of wages in order that our industries 
may compete with foreign industries whose products are to be 
admitted to our markets at lower rates of duty. 

What has already taken place in the reduction of wages 
throughout this country in consequence of the necessity im- 
posed on industries to anticipate the large reduction of the du- 
ties on competing foreign imports, ought to be acomplete answer 
to the contention of the free-trade theorists that. protective du- 
ties have had nothing to do with increasing wages 60 per cent 
estimated in money and 68 per cent estimated in purchasing 


power since 1860, as shown by Labor Commissioner Wright's sta- 
stistics; or that duties may be reduced below the protective point 
without lowering wages. An ounce of experience is worth more 
than a ton of theory. Butin this case our sad experience since 
it became evident that there is to be a revolutionary tariff 
change, weighs many tons. ‘ 

Wages are made by demand and supply and not by protec- 
tive duties,” exclaim the opponents of protection. In one sense 
wages are made by supply and demand if all the elements af- 
fecting supply and demand are taken into consideration; but 
supply is affected by the standard of living and many other 
conditions, and demand by the extent of the diversification 
of industries and the consumptive capacity of the people. 
Where the industries of a country are confined to agriculture 
and a few crude industries, as they were everywhere in this 
country geventy years ago, and as they would be now if we should 
give up manufacturing industries and import our goods from 
abroad, the demand for labor is restricted and es compara- 
tively low. But when under the policy of protection we began 
to send less and less of our raw materials to Europe to be manu- 
factured for us there, and to establish manufacturing industries 
here, the demand for labor increased, our productive and con- 
sumptive power multiplied, and wages began to increase as esti- 
mated in money, and even moreas estimated in purchase power. 
In other words, our protective policy has maintained and in- 
creased wages by enlarging the demand for labor and so multi- 
plying pursuits as to give each man the opportunity best adapted 
to his tastes and capacity, and by increasing the consumptive 
power of the people. 

There ought to be nothing clearer to any thinking man than 
that when thousands of industries are being carried on here and 
employing labor which is paid from 50 to 100 per cent more than 
in England for the same amount of service, and the duties on the 
competing gooas are lowered so as to not fully cover the differ- 
ence of money cost of production or manufacture and distribution 
here and abroad, then one of two things must take place here; 
either such industries must stop here or wages must be reduced 
to offset the new competition caused by a reduction of duties. 
As.a matter of fact, both of these results are taking place all 
around us in anticipation of the reduction of duties. Labor or- 
ganizations are valuable in maintaining uniform wages in the 
same industries within our own borders; but when competition 
comes in in the shape of the products of cheaper labor abroad, ad- 
mitted free of duty or at a lower rate than the difference of wages 
here and abroad, such organizations are powerless for the rea- 
son that they can not control foreign wages. 

And it is not simply the laborers and owners of so-called pro- 
tected industries that are feeling the evil results of this threat- 
ened change, butevery class of our people. Allof our industries 
are interlinked; and under our economic policy, as it existed for 
more than thirty years, all were under our protective system— 
some protected by natural conditions, some by protective duties. 
And when it beeame evident that this policy was to be over- 
thrown, and business and industries began to prepare for the rev- 
olutionary change, then all classes felt the blow. 

Our sad experience the past six months contrasted with our 
ee for thirty years previous demonstrates that the polic 
of maintaining protective duties is not ‘‘robbery,” nora tax whic 
increases the burdens of the 7 as the Democratic majority 
of the committee reporting this bill affirm, but just, wise, states- 
manlike, and promotive of the welfareof all our people, in that 
it tends to diversify our industries, develop our natural re- 
sources, gives wider employment suited to the differing apti- 
tudes of our people, develops healthy competition on the basis 
of our high wages, stimulates our inventive genius, encourages 
agriculture by opening up large near-by home markets to the 
products of the farm, increases the production of wealth, 
and greatly contributes to the prosperity of the nation. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Maine be allowed a few 
minutes. I understand that he can conclude in a very few min- 
utes. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think, on reflection, I will 
stop right here. 


[Mr. SPRINGER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr.DOLLIVER Mr. Chairman, I have often thought during 
the progress of this debate that if we on the Republican side were 
charged with the responsibility of defending a bill open to as many 
objections as my friend from Illinois |Mr. SPRINGER] has just 
pointed out, we would not begin the argument byareference to the 
present condition of the country. Everybody knows what the 
state of our financial and industrial affairs was a year ago. The 
last reportof Dun’s Commercial Agency for last year showed the 
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highest level of business activity ever known in the history of 
our people, an activity in which all occupations of the people 
shared. Agriculture had its part in that prosperity. 

In my own State which I love to think of as the great fp. 1 5 
tural area of the earth, the people in every department of busi- 
ness enjoyed a full measure of the general prosperity. In his 
message of 1892 the chief executive of Iowa, the first Demo- 
cratic governor in a generation and probably the last we shall 
ever have, began his address to the Legislature with a general 
congratulation to our people that never before since the State 
was organized had everybody enjoyed so universal and_wide- 
spread prosperity. From the 8 of the temple of national 
fortune the American people deliberately cast themselves down, 
trusting that Divine Providence would in some peculiar way give 
His angels charge concerning them to keep them. [Laughter.] 

Within one year we find the 3 a situation as has baf- 
fled the eloquence of my friend from Michigan [Me. Burrows] 
and my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to describe it. The 
Deniocratic party came forward at once with a remedy for the 

ic which followed the accession of Mr. Cleveland. After 
Roving attributed all of our misfortunes for thirty years to the 
rotective tariff, after having gone through the campaign of 
892 without mentioning any other subject, they discovered 
about the first month of last summer that it was the silver policy 
of 1890 that had wrecked the industries of the United States; and 
though pledged to the American people to make a speedy and 
fatal attack upon the protective tariff, nearly a year elapsed be- 
fore that subject was mentioned at all. 

I have never heard anything more perfectly illustrative of 
the reluctance of the Democratic party to begin their assault on 
the tariff than the case of a gentleman who was riding in asleep- 
ing car from Chicago to Rockford. He gave the porter a dollar, 
charging him under no circumstances to fail to put him off, say- 
ing that even if he resisted the porter must at all hazards put 
him off the car. He woke up at Galena without the assistance 
of the porter and went into the smoking room where that func- 
tionary was asleep. He found the porter's clothes torn, his face 
. and his entire make-up in a state of dilapidation. 
„Didn't I pay you a dollar,“ said the 8 He traveler, to 
wake me up at Rockford? Fo de Lawd, Massa,” said the mys- 
tified darkey, ‘‘who on earth do you suppose that man was I 
I done put off?” [Laughter.]- So now we find the Democratic 

riy here, dilapidated, torn with dissensions, wounded in the 

ouse of its friends, having disposed of the comparatively harm- 
less question of silver, now at last reluctantly falling into con- 
versation with the main question that has occupied their atten- 
tion for so many years. 

I like to talk about the tariff as well as anybody, but I confess 
that I sometimes get confused in the mists and fog banks of 
theory through which we are called to pass in conducting such 
a discussion. Tomy mind the tariff question is a question of fact. 
So that when we find a man in the clouds, in the upper air of 
speculation, the first thing I try to do is to bring him down to the 
earth where people live and labor and do business. That I pro- 
poss to do to-day with the kind attention of the House. The act 
of 1892, tried by the evidence accessible toeverybody, thoroughly 
justified itself even in the brief time before it was overturned. 

t hid specific objects; and it is historically certain that even in 
the brief space of two years before the election of 1892 it accom- 
1 these objects in a measure hardly expected even by its 

riends. 

There is no slavery in the world which deludes a man’s judg- 
ment and binds his faculties like a long devotion to the theory 
of freetrade. Itseems to destroy the most useful faculties men 
have. Common sense is the most splendid 5 of the hu- 
man mind. It is the only absolutely reliable human faculty. If 
this world were full of philosophers, of statesmen, of orators, of 

litical economists, it would hardly be possible for a plain man 

live in tt at all. They would him to death; or if he es- 
caped that, they would argue him, after the manner of Edward 
Atkinson's recent address to the sds opi, Sas of Boston, into the 
belief that by some new principle of cookery the shin bone of a 
beef can be so prepared as not to be distinguished from a sirloin 
steak. [Laughter.] Fortunately we have had in the history of 
the country at least four resplendent types of American common 
sense—Benjamin Franklin, Andrew Jackson, Horace Greeley, 
and Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.] 

Tf the poong men of the United States can find a doctrine of 
practical polities upon which that little group of statesmen are 

ed, itis a waste of time to hang around the lecture rooms 
of a free-trade university in the hope of gettinga patentable im- 
provement on their wisdom. [Applause.] The doctrine of the 
protective tariff, vindicated by the united judgment of these 
men, may be attacked, may even be for a time discredited, but 


can not be permanently dislodged from the sober judgment of 
the people. The storm of clamor and 22 and interest may 
orage in the pub- 


threaten it, but in the end itwill find an anc 


lic judgment that is sure and steadfast. Can any sane man be- 
lieve that God gave to our fathers the far-sighted prudence of 
Benjamin Franklin if he had intended this country to be guided 
by the advice of John Randolph, who used tosay that he would go 
a mile out of his way to kick a sheep? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Can it be believed that Andrew Jac made the Stn day of 
January notable and famous only to give the Democratic orators 
of our own times an opporioniiy to exploit the free-trade no- 
tions upon which the ordinance of nullification in South Caro- 
lina was predicated in 1832? [Applause.] Is it credible that 
Horace Greeley, faithful journalist that he was, made a daily 
record of the free-trade famine, in the midst of which the peo- 
ple celebrated the Christmas of 1854, if the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee is now to persuade us that the starving 
multitudes of that afflicted winter were really enjoying the bless- 
ings of a ‘‘symmetrical industrial development”? [Laughter.] 

an any man in his senses suppose that Abraham Lincoln was 
called to think, to labor, to suffer, and at last to die, that through 
his martyrdom the struggling millions of the earth might be 
free, if, after all, his countrymen are to cast away his counsel 
and reorganize their affairs on the lines laid down in the Con- 
federate constitution? [Loud applause.] So that I for one am 
not discouraged, even if this Congress should enact the pro 
bill into law without substantial modification, because I know 
that the people of the United States, having learned their lesson 
in the midst of broken fortunes and impoverished industries, will 
come back speedily to the historic standards of American com- 
mon sense. [Applause.] 

But I started to say that the web of the free-trade theory once 
wound about a man’s judgment absolutely deludes his faculties 
and leaves him helpless and worthless in the arena of practical 
affairs; and I want to comment upon that by a few illustrations, 
None of us wish to disparage any member of Congress; in fact, 
we would not dare to do it. Between ourselves it will never do 
for us to assume that anybody could get into this body without 
having shown symptoms of being a great man. [Laughter.] So 
I do not wish to dis e the membership of the House. But 
in East Liverpool, Ohio, last fall they elected a Democrat to rep- 
resent their interests in Congress [Mr. IKIRT]. I have not the 
pleasure of his personal acquaintance, but I am told that he is 
an excellent man. He ran for Congress on the theory that the 

rotective tariff isa fraud, a violation of law, and ought to be 
mediately displaced by a tariff for revenue only. 

Now, you would suppose that a man like that would have been 
sitting up in the night after his arrival here trying to kill off 
the protection idea. Yet early in the contest we find our friend 
before the Ways and Means Committee pleading like a condemned 
anarchist for the life of the industries that have been built up 
on the ruins of the Constitution in the neighborhood where he 
resides. ughter and applause on the Republican side.] I 
will read from his testimony before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee to illustrate whatI mean. Let us first read the questions 

ropounded to him by that serene philosopher from Maine [Mr. 
Reep]. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. REED. How much does that duty— 
That is, the 68 per cent on the crockery schedule— 
increase the price to the consumer? 
Mr. IKIRT. t is a question I can not answer. 
Mr. REED. It does increase the price to the consumer, does it not? 
Mr. IXIRr. I can not answer the question. 
Mr. REED. You think the tariff is a tax added to the price of the article? 
Mr. IKIRT. Yes, sir; undoubtedly it is. i 

Here we have a man wedded to Democratic phrases in the act 
of receiving his sight, but unable as yet to see men even as trees 
walking. And so our friend, enslaved by the language of Dem- 
ocratic politics, was absolutely unable to apply it to the practical 
phases even of the industry he represented. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] 

t us take another illustration, selected by chance from some 
of the proceedings in which my amiable friend from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] participated. Now, our friend isa man solid and 
fixed in the conviction that the tariff is a tax. He may lose his 
grip on every other question, but that cherished conviction of 
his soul can not be shaken. It would appear that such is his fa- 
naticism that if he went into a store and bought an article for 


less than the tariff amounts to, he would still be able er a 


perfect process of reasoning, to convince himself and possibly to 
conyince the people of his district, that in some mysterious way, 
visible to the mind’s eye, though to flesh and sense unknown, he 
had been compelled to work one day to pay for the article and 
another to pay the tariff on it. [Laughter on the Republicanside.] 
The only man that I have ever heard of who was able to make 
any impression on the mind of my friend was a witness who 
came here by authority of Queen Victoria to plead the cause 
of Bermuda potatoes and to bring tears to the eyes of the Wa: 
and Means Committee by reciting thesad experience of Bermu 
onnios. [Laughter.] Now, my friend, full of his theory, was 
amazed at this witness. The man actually said that the tax was 
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very burdensome to Bermuda. He went so far as to observe 


that the farmers of Bermuda paid that tax. This aroused 
the interest of the gentleman from Nebraska, and he began to 
suspect that the witness had come to Washington by way of 
Columbus, and had stopped off between trains for a little talk 
with McKinley. [Laughter on the Republican side.] So he 
roused himself and demanded to know what the price of Bermuda 
vegetables was prior to the McKinley bill. e witness was 
unable to say. He then asked what the price of those vegetables 
was after the McKinley bill. The witness could not tell, since 
the price varied from time to time. And now comes my friend 
from Nebraska, armed with his theory, and undertakes to make 
war against the facts in the case. 

Mr. BRYAN. How can you tell without knowing the price before the Me- 
Kinley bilt was enacted whether the consumer pays the tariff? 

Mr. MASTERS. Well, I was treasurer of the ers’ Alliance and I know 
that during the latter part of the mt season the shipment of some 10,000 
boxes or cases to New York paid 38 cents a box and the freight was 16 cents. 
They sold for about 60 cents. There was clearly a loss and they brought us 
i debt. If we did not pay the duty, who did? 

55 and applause on the Republican 2 

have no doubt that my friend from Nebraska is fi 
that yet. He has not so far appeared in this debate, though we 
trust he may. I have sometimes thought, however, that he 
would not, for the reason that last summer he found occasion in 
this House to account for all the calamities that surround us and 
all the misfortunes we are heir to by charging them to the de- 
monetization of silver; and it is possible that after having put 
the wo en of the country and the farmers of the country 
at the head of the free-coinage 8 he might feel a certain 
hesitation in overworking them by placing them in a prominent 
position in the free-trade procession. [Applause and laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

But we will not rest on particular instances. We will enlarge 
the field of observation a little. Iwas very much interested 
the other day when my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
SON], a few years ago president of my old college in West Vir- 
ginia—I loved him as Tam O'Shanter loved the landlord, like 
avery brother, though for an entirely different reason [laughter] 
—opened this debate. I was interested in what he said. I ad- 
mired his eloquence and wondered how a man could conjure up 
a scheme of argument like that to contradict the experience of 
mankind. I was especially interested in his discussion about 
woolen cloth, how the tariff had been raised to 300 per cent, and 
how the poor working girl of the United States looked long- 
ingly across the sea upon her sister on the other side who was 
wearing acloak she could not have without working one da 
for the garment and four days more to pay the duty on it; an 
I asked myself whether it would not have been a substantial im- 
provant on the intellectual equipment of my old college 
pe ent if there had been left in his head room for a few prac- 

calideas. [Laughter on the Republican ae © 

My friend talked as if his countrymen were beggars waiting 
for the cast-off clothing of Europe, and as if the more cow’s hair 
it contained the more ardent ought our expressions of gratitude 
to be. He dwelt with a solicitude, evidently sincere, upon what 
happens in the custom-house; but that isnotthe question. The 

uestion is what happens in the homes of the 5 

e question is, How are the American people dressed? how 
have thirty years of protection left the great masses of the peo- 
ple of our country in the matter of clothes? And every man 
whose mouth is on speaking terms with his mental faculties 
knows perfectly well that this is the only well-dressed country 
in the world. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

You may be able to deceive yourselves in this matter, but you 
can not deceive even a casual traveler from abroad. Here is a 
little volume just printed by Daniel Owen & Co. (limited), Car- 
diff, Wales. It contains the letters written from the United 
States last summer by Lascelles Carr and printed in the West- 
ern Mail, the most influential Tory aie oe of Wales, of 
which he is the editor. The book is entitled Yankee Land 
and the Yankees.” On page 23 he says: 

The more I see of this wonderful country and the further my inquiries 
reach, the more satisfied I am that it is the paradise of the workingman and 
especially of the working women. Wages are high and for the workman 
the cost of living is comparatively low. Except in the matter of house ac- 
commodation their circumstances are in every respect better than those of 
their English brethren. They eat better and more varied food, they dress 
better, they have at least as good means of education and other sources of 
intellectual and social recreation. Yesterday evening I stood at a ferry in 
saer City and saw the work girls trooping over in the boat from New 


The crowd was 3 of much the same social elements as those of 
which the crowd over Black Mars bridge consists. pas an, what a 
difference in the appearance of these two sets of giris. These New Jersey 
3 neatly and a priately dressed, and not one of them but wore 
t, well-ti and in some cases, quite el t boots and shoes. They 
waiked and spoke, and in every way behaved themselves as ladies. 


on 


Mind 
you, this is no reflection on our English girls; it is only a reflection on the 
. 8 classes are rested accept 1 arate of 
‘Wages as puts n es good boots, and 4 an priety 

vior which accompany well-paid labor beyond their reach. = 


The workingwomen of the United States,for whose safety our 


friend awakened our interest, are not looking in anxious enthu- 
siasm at the cloaks that are on the backs of their sisters in 
Europe; the workingwomen of Americaare sending their money 
to Europe to enable their sisters to get out of the countries 
where cloaks are so very cheap. 1 on the Republican 
side.] Neither are the men, for on page 36 of the same volume 
Mr. Carr says: 

I have several times alluded—once morè I change the subject to the con- 
dition of the workingman in this country. The further my inquiries ex- 
tend the more convinced I become that the real truth of the matter is that 
in this country a workman earns 3 twice as much as he would in d 
land, and the cost of his living, except in the matter of rent and clothing, 
about the same. Even in the matter of clothing the difference is not at, 
except in so far as it is brought about by the general use of much Better 
clothing by the artisan in this country than in England. 

Now, if my friend from West Virginia by some miracle of 
Divine grace could enlarge his vision to take in that fact, the 
speech which he delivered here the other day, and which my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] was so desirous of 
seeing in print, would never appear in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD at all. [Laughter.] I wish to say another thing. I have 
remarked that common sense is the only reliable guide in men’s 
affairs; and thechief guardian and enlightener of common sense 
is experience. We have had in the United States a good deal of 
experience with this matter of the tariff; and if I thought you 

entlemen would listen to me I would read from the New York 

ibune of January 6, 1855, from the pen of grand old Horace 
Greeley, a few lines which condense the tariff history of the 
United States into a single paragraph. They are full of truth 
and wisdom. 

A MEMBER. Let us have them: 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will read them: 

Protection died in 1818, bequeathing to British fres trade a trade that gave 
us an excess import of specie, a prope among whom there existed great 
prosperity, a large public revenue, and a rapidly diminishing public de 

British free trade died in 1824. eee to protection a trade that gave 
an excess export of „ an impoverished people, a declining public reve- 
nue, and a stationary public debt. 

Protection died in 103125 bequeathing to British free trade a trade that 
gave an excess import of specie, a people more prosperous than any that 

ad ever been known, a revenue so that it had been rendered necessary to 
emancipate from duty tea, coffee, and many other articles which we did not 
produce, and a treasury free from all charge on account of public debt. 

British free trade died in 1812 bequeathing to protection a trade that gave 
an excess export of le, a people ruined, their government in a state 
of repudiation, a public treasury bankrupt and begging iy hee for loans 
at the highest rate of interest, arevenue collected and bursed in irre- 
deemable paper pagr por a very large fore: debt. 

Protection died in 1847 bequeathing to Bri free trade a trade that gave 
an excess import of specie, a hly prosperous ple, their government 
restored to credit, a rapidly gro commerce, a large public revenue, and 
a declinin; debt. 

to bequeathe 


toward 


Now, my friend the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, both in his speech and in the report which was submitted 
to this House, tells us that the pet of the Walker tariff, 1847 
to 1857, was the golden age of our industrial prosperity; and 
there are in existence some statistics, always open to suspicion, 
that would lead even a careful student to t opinion. I have 
made it my business during this debate to go down into the 
daily record of events preserved in the newspaper files in the 
Library of Congress in order to find out how the peonia lived in 
those days, what they did, and what they thought; and I stand 
here to say that, notwithstanding the discovery of gold in Cali- 
fornia, notwithstanding that magnificent stream of wealth poured 
into the channels of American trade, the Walker tariff, going 
into effect in 1847, had impoverished and bankrupted this people 
long before the middle of 1854; and I intend to prove that state- 
ment to the satisfaction of every unprejudiced man. 

I had occasion in the last Congress in a h made here to 
cite the daily record made by the New York Tribune; and some- 
body who was evidently unable to appreciate a man like Horace 
Greeley, said that he wasa protectionist, and therefore, like the 
wage-earners in their protests against this bill, entirely unrelia- 
ble and probably intimidated. N I go now into the 
columns of: the free-trade press, and will read a few lines from 
the New York Herald editorial of January 1, 1855, a free-trade 
editor’s farewell address to one of those years of ‘symmetrical ” 
prosperity, about which the gentleman from West Virginia told 
us: ` 


Seldom indeed within our recollection has there been a year so darkly 
overshadowed by general calamities, national misfortune and local disas- 
ters and suffe: as theeventful and gloomy year which has just 
The great financial and commercial panic of 1837 did not bring to us, with 
all its train of bankruptcies, explosion, and general ruin, so much of posi- 
tive suff to the working classes of our great cities, the combined causes 
which have brought about the existing lamentable financial and commer- 
cial depression. 

I present here also the memorial of the unemployed workin 
men of the city of New York to the mayor and common coun 
at that time, a memorial which, taken in connection with the 
speech of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
is to me very interesting. We had the pleasure yesterday ot 
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hearing the eloquent observations made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON], who seemed to think that he had discovered 
a rem dy for the evils of our times, or that if he had not, the 
apostle whose follower he ischad discovered it; but I call his at- 
tention to the fact that the humble working people of New York 
in 1854, in the midst of the poverty which surrounded them in 
that city, made a logical, square, and persuasive presentation of 
the theory which proposes to relieve the people of their distress, 
by putting the burdens of the Government upon the landed 
property of the country. . 5 

I will print a portionof this memorial, which appears in full in 
the New Vork Herald of January 4, 1855: 

To the mayor and common council of the city of New York: 

The memorial of the undersigned respectfully shows that at a mee ot 
more than 2,000 unemployed laborers and mechanics of the city of New York 
commenced in the Park on Tuesday afternoon of the 26th day of December 
and adjourned from there to Hope Chapel, in Broadway, on the evening of 
Friday. the 29th of December, for the et anon of providing not merely tem- 

rary but permanentrelief to the unemployed poor of the city who are now, 
H addition to their inability to obtain work, threatened with famine, ype 
memorialists were appointed a committee in behalt of the meeting to w 
up and cause to be presented to you for your immediate action this memorial. 

In an editorial in the New York Herald of January 4, 1855, 
you will find these words: 

The past four months have witnessed a series of disasters affecting most 
gravely corporation and individual credit, and tend:ng to take away from 
moneyed institutions and merchants the means on which they have traded 
for the last year or two. Stocks of various kinds have ceased to exist alto- 
gether. Railroad shares have fallen to the verge of bankruptcy, and indi- 
vidual paper has ceased to be negotiable. 

That seems to bea fac simile of the condition that has pre- 
vailed this year. Here is another editorial from the New York 
Herald of January 6, 1855, showing that the depression to which 
the newspaper referred was not confined to the city of New 
York: 


Elsewhere will be found some mention of large failures at Boston and 
New Orleans. The epidemic is traveling over the whole country. No cit 
of any note can expect to escape. All followed the example of New Yor: 
when fiush times began. All must now follow her as closely in adversity. 

You will find in the Herald of January 6, 1855, an address of 
the unemployed workingmen’s committee to the mayor of the 
city of New York. It was read by Mr. West. He said: 

We do not come before the committee as beggars, but we ask what we 
deem right. We ask not alms, but work. We don't want a little soup now 
and some cast-offclothing to-morrow. But we do want work and the means 
of making an honest livelihood. The condition of the wor classes is 
most piteous. They want bread. Is there not enough in the city? They 
Want Clothes. Is there none made nowadays? 

In the same column appears an appeal of the Five Points Mis- 
sion House for the multitudes, victims of starvation in that por- 
tion of thecity. It exhibits a picture thateven now would touch 
the heart with pity if it were not in the midst of surroundings 
substantially the same, and surroundings, in my judgment, de- 
pending in main part upon the same causes. 


It is well known— d 

Says the appeal— z 
to those who are acquainted with that locality, that hundreds of families 
have sold or pawned the last article of furniture or apparel to procure food. 


and are now left on the bare floor without bed or fuel. and not knowing 
where they may get the next mouthful to eat. Persons in these circum- 
stances (many of them sober, industrious people) are thronging the Mission 
House daily. 

Mr. TERRY. What vear do those quotations refer to? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The close of 1854 and January, 1855. 

Mr. TERRY. How long did that depressed condition con- 
tinue? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thenext thing we hear of itis the message 
of James Buchanan of December 8, 1857, stating that it had be- 
come epidemic, universal, and chronic in the United States. 

Mr. TERRY. I will ask the gentleman whether the condi- 
tion of the country did not improve afterwards —- 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is little evidence of it. So far as I 
ean find the condition of the country during that period was such 
that few of us would have been able to live in it. 

Mr. TERRY. In that statement the gentleman differs from 
a very distinguished member of his party (Mr. Blaine), who 
shows that aftar that there was a revival of business. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have gone to the sources of information; 
I do not care with whom I may differ, even if he be our most dis- 
tinguished leader. 

I will read also an editorial article from Hunt's Merchants’ 
Magazine, a free-trade journal of trade, and the only one that is 
preserved from that period: 

The commercial embarrassments noticed in our last have been continued, 
and in many sections of the country the pressure has increased, while confi- 
dence is shaken everywhere and all classes are made to realize the inse- 
curity of worldly possessions. The causes which led to this have been along 
time at work. The prosperity which prevailed almost universally up to the 
middle of last vear had made our business men so confident in their own 
strength that all classes had expanded their engagements far beyond the 
protection of their own resources. and were exposed to tne storm which be- 

M to gather on every side. Goods which had accumulated abroad when the 

mand had almost ceased were crowded upon our shores at whatever ad- 
vance could be obtained, thus aggravating the evil—Hunt's Merchants’ Maga- 
gine, volume 31, page 716, December, 1854. 


This article shows that the depression to which I have been 


referring visibly began in the middle of the year 1853, a thing 
which it will be important to students of this situation to bear 
in mind. It may be worth while, also, to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that during all this depression the 
antics of the Democratic party were very similar to, their be- 
havior in the present Congress. I read from a Washington letter 
to the New York Herald of January 6, 1855. It is a ray of calcium 
light thrown on the background of the situation: 

Next Tuesday is the day fixed upon by the Committee on Ways and Means 
to call up the bill for the reduction of the tariff. 

And here is a letter from Washington to the North American, 
quoted in the New York Herald of 1855: 

The conspiracy of the Democratic members to break down the tariff of 
1846, and to deprive the country of the little protection which it affords was 
considerably advanced last evening by a secret meeting or caucus held at 
the Cap‘tol sometime between dark and midnight. 

It was supposed that the present Congress had furnished us 
with the first example in our history of a secret caucus without 
deliberation, publicity, or discussion, agreeing upon an indus- 
trial programme for the American people. We are glad to re- 
lieve the members of the Ways and Means Committee of to-day 
by citing the example of their predecessors. Then, as now, the 
secret Democratic caucus and the public soup house went to- 
gether. s 

Our city reporters— 

Says the New York Herald editorial of January 14, 1855— 
note that Mr. A. T. Stewart supplies from nine to twelve hundred people 
daily with soup. Mr. Lindenmiiller does the same in Chatham street, and 
coe ate committees discharge a like duty in each of the populous wards of 

If this had been read without giving the date of the 
erybody would have said that it was from the New York Herald 
of to-day. Here is a wor s procession described in the 
New York Herald of January 11, 1855. To-day is the thirty- 
ninth anniversary of that great demonstration of unemployed 
workmen. Its banners will serve to illustrate the situation 
that now prevails: 

We want work and must have it. 
Hunger is a sharp thorn. 
This is our last resource, 

Live and let live. 

I call the attention of the Democratic managers to the fact 
that these starving multitudes were not asking for a reduction 
of the tariff, they were not even asking for cheap clothes and 
cheap food. They were asking for the privilege of being em- 
ployed. The country can gain no advantage through cheap 
goods that can at all compare in its ministration of good to the 
community which comes from the universal employment of the 

ple. There is no burden levied at the custom-house, whether 
it is 100 per cent or 500 per cent, that can compare at all with the 
incalculable burden of three millionsof willing workers without 
anything for their hands todo. [Applause.] 

A MEMBER. Did you say three millions of unemployed per- 
sons? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I saw that number stated in a great news- 
paper. Ihave no doubt there are more of them. This matter 
long since ceased to be a mere question of politics with me. The 
saddest sight I ever witnessed in this Capitol was that delega- 
tion from Philadelphia, intelligent, well-dressed, manly young 
workingmen, standing before the Ways and Means Committee 
pleading, as they said, not for their emp‘oyers, but for their em- 
ployment, for their wives and theirchildren. These men stated 
that the working people of Philadelphia are without occupation, 
and in many cases without food. They said that they repre- 
sented 2L0,000 people, one-fifth of the population of the greatest 
industrial city on this continent. 

Now it is a libel upon our common manhood and a slander 
against human nature itself, to say that these men were fntimi- 
dated except as their actions were influenced by the facts and 
circumstances that surround them. And so when the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means stood here and undertook 
to tell us the other day that the hundreds of thousands of work- 
ingmen of the United States who have protested by petition and 
in great public meetings against this bill have done so under 
duress from their employers and had been bullied and driven 
here by brutal threats, | could not keep out of my heart a sense 
of indignation at the disparagement of the workingmen of the 
United sae implied by that reproach against their manhood. 

Applause. 

[ The chairman went further, and in the same breath illustrated 
the attitude of our greatest and most thoughtful trades unions 
and the mass of our laboring people in looking with a protest of 
alarm upon this bill by the bogus petitions of John Quincy 
Adams's time, in which slaves were brought into this Pous by 
posum asking that their slavery might be made perpetual. 

orące Greeley once said that the mah who pretends to be in 
favor of high wages and a low tariff is either a knave or a fool. 
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Has it come to this that the doctrine of free trade, the favorite 
article in the creed of slavery, can not be resisted by the work- 
ing people of the United States, enlightened as they are both 
by experience and by the wisdom of faithfuland approved states- 
men, without inviting from a leader of the Democratic party an 
odious and infamous comparison with slaves. [Applause on Re- 
publican side.] 

A great deal has been said in the course of this tariff contro- 
versy from time to time about the working people of the United 
States and about the farmers. If there is anything that stirs 
up pathetic sentiment in the heart of the Democratic politician 
more than the distress of the workingman it is the distress of 
the farmer. As I said, I live in the oe agricultural com- 
munity in the world. It is true, as the gentleman from Illinois 
observed, that we have some mortgage indebtedness, because 
wherever you find wealth and prosperity accompanied by a 
business integrity that never il ae a a debt or dodged the 
fulfillment of a contract, you will find the credit which lies at 
the basis of investment and enterprise. 

The States that are freest of individual debts in the United 
States are shown by the census to be the poorest and by the 
record to be given over to questionable business methods and in 
many cases to the open repudiation of their obligations. These 
States are com tively j from mortgages, noton account of 
the thrift of their people, but by reason of the well-grounded 
caution of people who have money to loan. I know something 
personally of mortgages, having contributed at least one to the 
census of 1890. It represented the amount I paid for my home- 
stead when I was without a dollar in the world and had to con- 
vert credit into a mortgage. Ido not believe that it increased 
my poverty; on the contrary 1 have always suspected that it in- 
creased my wealth. And it does not take a very high order of 
intelligence to discern that that simple case represents the situa- 
tion of nine-tenths of those who are in debt in the State of Iowa. 

That is not a matter of speculation. It was made a matter of 
investigation and record in the county of Crawford, in my own 
Congressional district, where the census showed that 90 per cent 
of the indebtedness of the peels represented the purchase price 
of land and only an insignificant fraction of the people’s debts 
represented either their misfortune or their poverty. It is true 
that our people have suffered from time to time through the de- 

ression of business and the decline of market values; but we 

ve been bombarded fora generation with humbug arguments 
for free trade; and the grand Commonwealth stands ay first 
in the column of Republican States with the doctrine of protec- 
tion made secure by the intelligence of the farmers of Iowa. 
ee on the Republican side. 

y friend [Mr. WILSON] in closing his address to the House 
took occasion to set up the standard of free trade; that is to say, 
the standard of plantation politics before the war in the United 
States; and as he calledthe Democratic party to rally around it 
in the name of the workingman and of the farmer, I made up my 
mind at the first opportunity to tell him that the farmers of the 
State of Iowa want none of the theories any less of the sympathy 
of the Democratic managers in this House. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] They talk about their affection for the 
farmer! Yet even the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
who has just taken his seat has just stated that if wisdom such 
as his could have left its impress on the proposed legislation he 
would have framed the bill in respect to the schedule of agri- 
cultural products exactly as the McKinley bill was framed. 

What have these demonstrative friends of the farmers done? 
I recall very well the day when somebody introduced me to our 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. STEVENS]. I took up the Con- 
gressional Directory and found that he was the largest individ- 
ual woolen mill proprietor in the United States. When I saw 
him go over to the Democratic side and sit down my heart came 
into my mouth and I said, Those fellows will murder that 
man.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] Iwas 

oung in this business then. I had at that time a tendency to 
toiles everything I heard in speeches, and used to sit here lis- 
tening as the precious truths fell from the lips of the orators. I 
heard these woolen manufacturers denounced as thieves, as burg- 
lars, as cutthroats, as pirates, and as pickpockets, fastening their 
smooth fingers upon the pockets of the American farmer, and I 
said, If that woolen manufacturer goes over there, BRYAN and 
SPRINGER or some of those brethren will get around him, draw 
him into ambush, and murder him in cold blood.” [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

But the next thing I heard of it was that the Democratic man- 
agers had placed him on the Ways and Means Committee of the 

ouse to help lift the burdens from American agriculture; and 
how did they lift them? Exactly as this House is about to do. 
They take the seventh agricultural industry of the American 
people, wool-growing, and p it into helpless and hopeless com- 
petitinn with those latitudes of the world where the business 
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can be conducted almost without cost, all in order that the 
“thieves and burglars” of New England may have cheaper ma- 
terial out of which to manufacture cloth. Now, we do not take 
the view that the managers of industrial enterprize in New 
England or elsewhere are thieves and burglars. e havesense 
enough to know that these great centers of production are man- 
aged by men of affairs with economy and integrity, and if the 
people of New England prosper the people of our country have 
never had any quarrel with them on that account, because we 
have things to sell and we wish our customers to have money 
with which to buy them. 

So the Republican party has never encouraged a quarrel with 
New England on that account; but when I find this masquerade 
of reform sacrificing the seventh agricultural industry of the 
country in order to increase the advantages of the woolen manu- 


facturers of New England, I say to myself that nothing can com- 


paro to the thrift of New England, except the stupidity and the 
ypocrisy of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] What else have they done? They have taken every 
article that the farmers of the United States produce and either 
put it on the free list or so greatly reduced the duty as to invite 
an immediate increase of importation; and in order that I may 
not be suspected of partisan bias in that judgment, I want to 
read what the greatest Democratic newspaper in the United 
States has to say this morning of their treatment of the Ameri- 
can farmer. I quote from the New York Sun of to-day: 

Prof, WLLSOx's service to the great sllent masses, the farmers, is the put- 
ting of a lot of agricultural products on the free list for the benefit of their 

n competitors, and the of the farmers’ taxes for the ben- 
efit of manufacturers. The great silent masses must bear additional bur- 
dens in order that the manufacturers, protected and favored by the remis- 
sion of duties on raw materials and by the continuation of protective duties 
on the manufactured ucts, may wax fat while the silent masses are 
plodding their way with WILSON taxation weighing them down. 

I wish also to say a word about the wages of the 8 
ple of the United States. This country will find out within the 
next five years that Mr. Blaine was right in stating that the 
tariff question is essentially a question of wages. The lesson will 
come through experience; and for one I am not sorry for it, be- 
cause the Ruler of the Universe has only one way in which to 
teach'men and nations, and that is to send them along the path- 
way of experience. 

_ The trouble with this country to-day is that a whole genera- 
tion has grown up in the United States since we have had an 
practical experience on the other side of the tariff question; an 
so dreams and visions and mysteries and speculations, drawn 
mostly from the text-books of foreign political economists, have 
taken the place of the knowledge which would have saved the 
American people from the folly of 1892, And even now we are 
regaled in this debate with long extracts from Adam Smith, 
brought into this House as novelties, as if the American people 
had never heard of Mr. Smith. Adam Smith printed his book the 
same year that our fathars declared their independence; and if 
the people of the United States had desired to govern themselves 
by the wisdom of the father of English panen economy mar 
haye had more than a century to read his book and apply 
philosophy to their affairs. 

It is an interesting fact that while our Ways and Means Com- 
mittee is enlightening this debate by bringing into it the pre- 
cps of English political economists, old and new, great ng- 
lish statesmen like Lord Salisbury, speaking to the English silk- 
weavers and observing the almost total destruction of that great 
English industry, looked upon the maxims of his own school and 
mournfully declared that their application might be sound phi- 
losophy, but it was poor business. Nor is it remarkable that the 
editor of the Cardiff Mail, recently returned from an extended 
tour with a party of friends through the United States, takes 
the trouble to print the little book, of which I have already 
quoted freely,in which the sturdy Welsh good sense candidly 
admits that the situation and experience of the United States 
have contradicted the economical speculations in which his judg- 
ment had always yielded a ready acquiescence. He says: 

I am, as you know, a convinced free trader. Protection is to mean econom- 
ical heresy, the fraud and folly of which are capable of mathematical dem- 
onstration—demonstration as pea f convincing as that by which the 
solution of a problem in Euclid s arrived at. And y throughout the length 
and breadth of this vast continent one is almost daily brought face to face 
with solid, indisputable facts that seem to give the lie to the soundest and 
most universally accepted axioms of political economy. Let me give you 
justoneexample: Under the shadow of a stringent protective tariff the man- 
ufacture of paper was commenced in the United States. Paper is still sub- 
ject toa heavy import duty, According to our theories that ought to en- 
hance its price to the consumer in this country. 

Asa matter of fact, the New York N proprietors buy their“ news“ 
at a less price than that at which it could supplied to them in London, 
and some of the paper mills in New Jersey are actually exporting paper to 
the old country. Unless it can be shown that this paper industry would 
have grown up without the aid of a protective tariff, it is futile—nay, it is an 
impertinence—for an outsider to say that the Americans have acted un- 
Tat press May ging A wy West unl they Sa 
m: „ 
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it a to many other industries which are such colossal T- 
tions throughout the length and breadth of 8 Yanke Lond and the 
ees, page 


Now, I like the English. They have never in any emergency 
failed to take care of themselves. I hope we have not lost our 
inheritance in that serviceable turn of mind. I can easily see 
how the problem of cheap production has driven lish states- 
manship to ignore every other element that enters into the life 
of man, resisting even that reduction in the hours of labor 
which is the hope of the working people of the world. So that 
Inever tried to convince an Englishman that his countrymen 
have not had ty enough to look after their own interests. 
All I object to is that the leaders of English opinion should 
feel called upon, having taken care of their own people, to pro- 
pose u plan for taking care of us. 

I have an old friend at home, a farmer, who comes in occa- 
sionally to see me, a great talker, bap ose on the tariff. He 
likes to argue with the Democrats. Every time they make an 
argument in favor of the free-trade theory the old man always 
begins his reply with these words, ‘‘I recollect.” If the Repub- 
lican party in 1892 had had to do with men and women able to 
recollect what had happened in the experience of the United 
States we would have avoided the folly of that election. 

Now, what of the labor condition in the United States? I be- 
lieve that if our civilization is ever destroyed it will be by the 
de ation of American wages. This Government has no fa- 
cility, for any length of time, to take care of universal r 
discontent. In other countries it may be done with 1 
this country it may be done for months with soup-houses and 
with the bread of charity: but in the long run the idleness will 
destroy the fabric of our institutions and produce the irrespon 
sible and uncontrollable forces that may shake the structure o 
modern society to its foundation. 

I heard my friend from Illinois [Gen. BLACK] the other day, 
and who of us could express the amazement with which we heard 
him, deliberately advising the d m of American labor 
in order to discourage immigration? Why, gentlemen, it is a 
great thing for a nation to be able to take care of itself. It is 
more than any nation in Europe has been able todo; but the 
glory of the Republican party is that for thirty years we have 
not only taken care of our own, but we have opened the doors of 
hospitality to the struggling people of the world, and they have 
come, ten millions of them, and instead of bearing down the level 
of our civilization they have helped us to lift it up, until to-day 
the American workingman has within his reach a larger share 
of the comforts of life than could have been secured by a day’s 
work in any nation of the world or in any age in the history of 
the human race. [Applause.] That statement does not depend 
upon my testimony alone, for we recall that in the midst of the 
e remarks of my friend from New York [Mr. CocKRAN], 
last summer in the silver debate, he made that notable admis- 
sion in the cause of truth and political integrity, that a day’s 
work in the United States goes Firther to provide a family with 
the necessaries of life than ever before since society was organ- 
ized. [Applause.] 


Silver, per fine ounce. 
Gold value of silver dollar. 


JERE FATHA 


Where did the idea come from that the American workingman 
ought to take his place on the levelof the civilization of the Old 
World? My countrymen, it came from the plantations of the 
slave power, where labor received no wages, and where the lead- 


ers of politics openly maintained that proposition in express 
words. Gen. Me e, chairman of the Ways and re Com- 
mittee in 1832, without quibble or equivocation, admitted on this 
floor that the wages of American labor under free trade would 
fall to the level of the wages paid in other countries, and boldly 
declared that it ought to be so. That idea lies historically at 
the bottom of the free-trade agitation in the United States, and 
I denounce it here in the name of every American family that 
buys the comforts of life with the wages of daily labor. [Ap- 

177 party, whatever may be the discipline of its 
defeat, will never consent to take away from the firesides of 
American labor the shield of American law. My friend from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] speaks of the lordly and almost 
kingly tone in which the employers of labor describe the un- 
fortunate strikes which prevailed in some of the departments of 
industry in 1892. He emphasizes what the organ of the iron and 
steel industry describes as the rebellion of labor.” I do not 
undertake to apologize for the . but I stand here to say 
that if there was a rebellion of labor it was a rebellion against 
organized capital and not an active hostility against the pro- 
tective tariff, and if any proof was necessary I need only call the 
attention of this House to the fact thatthe “rebellious” Associa- 
tion of Iron and Steel Workers came before the Ways and Means 
Committee at this session pleading for the maintenance of the 
tariff of 1890 while Andrew Carnegie, departing for the Valley 
of the Nile for a winter’s vacation, made a farewell address to 
ne fellow-citizens by advising them tosupportthe Wilson tariff 


There is one case in which the protests of labor were not the 
result of intimidation for it would almost seem that the argu- 
ments which have 75 American labor to this Capitol with 
its protests have secured for the Wilson bill from the most re- 
pulsive syndicate of capital the benediction of approval. I am 
content if the indorsement of Andrew Carnegie costs the Dem- 
ocratic party as many votes in times to come as it has caused us 
in times past. We gladly exchange the support of the syndicate 
of iron and steel employers for the good will of the Amalga- 
mated Association of and Steel Workers. 

A great many people talk as if in the general decline of values 
the American farmer had been left behind. I intend to put into 
the body of my remarks.a few observations made by my friend, 
once a member of this House, Senator MILES, of Texas, a man 
whose tariff bill in the light of the present seems like the work 
of a statesman. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It is a pro- 


found study of the relation of American agriculture to the de- 


cline of values in recent times, a study which enabled the Sena- 
tor to prove upon the floor of the Senate that while the products 
of the Ame farmer have declined in value in thirty years 
their fall has come far shortin the fall of the value of every article 


that is essential to the comfort of farm life of the United States. 
Prices of certain products from 1878 to 1891. 


Articles that farmers sell. 
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Average reduction in ten farm products, 26.1. 


This table shows that from 1873 to 1891 silver fell 26 
wheat 30, bacon and hams 14, Iard 25, k 24, beef 27, butter . cheese 31, and 
tobacco 19. These are the articles w. farmers sell. The average decline 
of the ten articles is 26.1 per cent between 1873 and 1891, During the same 
time refined sugar declined 50 per cent, nails 62, bar iron 51, steel rails 75, 
Rio coffee 11, tea 73, sheeting 48, drilling 53, shirting 45, standard ts 47, 
print cloth 56, quinine 89, glass goblets 70. 10 by 14 window glass 50, under- 
shirts 56, ms 54, carpets 56, pepper 52, molasses 53. 

These are the articles the farmer buys. Now, if what he buys declines at 
an equal ratio with what he sells he is just as well off at one time as another. 
But if what he buys falls more in ce than what he sells he is benefited. 
When we average the articles he buys we find that the decline is 55.4 per 
cent. : 


What is our situation to-day? I do not intend to say even a 
word about the industrial depression that surrounds us. 
knows that it is bad enough, and God knows that it is plain 
enough, without the necessity of a description and without the 
need of an argument. Mr. Blaine very truly says, in his discus- 
sion of the tariff in prey Years in Congress, that in all the 
industrial depressions of the past the American people have 
never failed to turn fromlow duties to the standard of protection. 
He says that never once was a financial or industrial panic in the 
United States relieved by turning from protection toward free 
trade. In the disturbance of 1857, while possibly the panic was 
mixed with financial complications, the remedy proposed by the 
Democratic President was an adjustment of our affairs along the 
lines of a protective tariff. 

I used to think that Mr. Buchanan was a weak and practically 
useless public man, afid that he failed in yielding to the events 
which surrounded him at the outbreak of the rebellion. I have 
lived long enough to revise that impression. He was a man of 
culture, of large faculties, and of approved statesmanship, and 
if he fell short in the crisis of the civil war it was because he 
was dealing with a situation in which the Supreme Governor of 
the Universe had put his hand upon American society to revolu- 
tionize and reform it; and I believe the human race never pro- 
duced a man strong enough to stand erect in that storm and 
come between Providence and the Divine purpose to create a 
nation strong enough to resist disintegration, and grand enough 
to cast off the barbarism of slavery. [Applause.] 

And so I have quite revised my idea of James Buchanan. The 
remedy which he proposed was not a new one. It had already 
been suggested in his annual message of Ss 2, 1855, by My- 
orn H. Clarke, governor of the State of New ork, before the 
Republican party was born, in these words: 

Many branches of domestic industry are 1 ning for lack of that 
per tariff regulations wouldhave afforded. which, had 


cent, cotton 53, corn6, 


protection which 
they been seasonably 3 would have averted much of che distress con- 
sequent upon the paralysis of business which now pervades the country. 


The remedy was to return to the protective tariff, and when 
my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
described the tariff then enacted as a war tariff, I answer him 
that it was a tariff enacted for economical and commercial pur- 
8 the war began and signed by the last Democratie 


nt save one. 


God | people, as President Harrison showed in his last mes 


Average reduction in nineteen other products, 55.4, 


Mr. Chairman, what is the remedy for the evils that now sur- 
round us? Our people are without work. Isitpossible that the 
human mind is capable of the folly of seeking so correct that sit- 
uation 8 the people's work to be done in other coun- 
tries? e remedy for the evils that surround us is the employ- 
ment of our people. That makes forthe general prosperity. th 
the year that followed the enactment of the tariff law of 1590, no 
willing hand from one end of the country to the other was with- 
out occupation. 

Every woolen mill and factory was in motion. More than a 
hundred new industries had been established and the American 
„ had 
touched the highest level of prosperity. That seems now as if 
it were a generation away. Yet it was a condition to which we 
may go back if we do not blindly despise the wisdom of ou~ 
fathers. The opportunity to work measures the ability to buy. 
The ability to buy creates the American marketplace. Destroy 
that or discourage it and the American farm goes back to the 
open prairie from which it came. Out West we lon o went 
through the experience of having nobody in the U States 
to buy what we had to sell. 

In 1892 we thought we were beyond that experience. We had 
found the bread-producing power of the world at last overtaken 
by the bread-consuming power of the world and we believed that 

e permanent prosperity of American agriculture had at last 
come. To-day we are confronted with the spectacle of two or 
three millions of our customers deprived of their ability to buy, 
whereby the American market place is degraded and the wel 
fare of the American farm threatened. I beg of you, gentle- 
men, by the counsel of every great statesman this country has 
produced, from Washington to Lincoln, to save the American 
poopie from reénacting the folly which has already four times 

our history destroyed our industrial and commercial pros- 
perity. [Prolonged applause on the floor and in the galleries.] 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that possibly 
the discussion of the theory upon which this whole question 
rests may be supposed to have been exhausted, and yet perha 
asmall portion of my time applied to that branch of the a 
ject may not be wholly wasted. 

In the first place the justice of a system which professedly, as 
protection does, aims to benefit one class of the N at 


the nse of another is certainly open to question on its very 
face. Forinstance, it would be manifestly unjustif this 
were to laws reducing the selling value of manufactured 


articles in order that the consumer might be benefited. 
I say it would be unjust to me as a manufacturer if this Con- 


gress by le tion should arbitrarily put down the price of the 
goods that put upon the market; yet that auld We z propo: 
sition (com tively) easy to defend. Why? BecauseIam but 
a single ual and have hundreds, of 


9 tho 
customers, and it might be contended with some plausibility 
that the good done to the greater number was a justification for 
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the injury done to me. I am sure, however, that as an ethical 
proposition, it would be difficult to maintain. 

But when you turn to the opposite side of this propositionand 
contend that it is the duty of body to make laws to put up 
the price of my goods, then the wrong is manifest to all crea- 
tion, because then the injury which in the other case fell upon 
one in order that good might come to many, now falls upon many 
in order that good maycome to one. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Then examine briefly the economic principle which isinvolved, 
i. e., the idea that protective tariffs increase national wealth. 
Let us, if you please, go the whole length with gentlemen on the 
other side, and admit, as was contended by my eloquent and 
learned friend from Pennsylvania[Mr. DALZELL] yesterday, that 
it is within the constitutional power of Congress to impose taxes 
upon one class of the people in order that the proceeds of such 
taxes may be poured into the pockets of another class; let us, I 
say, admit for an instant that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is right, and that the 1 pia e endeavored to establish is 
correct. I do not admit it in fact, but for the purpose of this ar- 
gument I do admit for the moment what most men here believe 
to be untrue, that Congress has aconstitutional right to put bur- 
dens upon a portion of the people in order to enrich another; and 
then, I ask, can you justify the act? 

Let us see whether your plan would produce a large increas 
of national wealth, whether it would increase the fund out of 
which wages are paid; and if it would not, then it would be un- 
wise, even if you had the Constitution upon your side, as you 
have not. On what grounds can a man appear before an intell- 
igent committee of this body and ask protection on his line of 
manufacture? What are claims for protection? His first 
claim is that he can not pay as large dy i as his neighbor; his 
next plea must be that capital is too high in this country for 
him to employ it in his line of industry. These two claims are 
the sole grounds upon which he can ask for protection. 

Now, what does it mean? We are a practical kind of people, 
and we ought to be able to get to the bottom of a question no more 
intricate than this. What does this mean,I say? It simply 
means that capital and labor employed in the ordinary industries 
of the United States are more profitably employed than they 
would be in the industry in which he proposes to use them. 
Now follow me if you please. When does a man grow rich fastest? 
When he employs all his capital and talents in the form of busi- 
ness or the calling which is profitable. All will admit this. It 
is not when he employs a portion of his time and a part of his 
capital in a profitable industry, and the balance in a business 
which loses him money every day. No sensible man continues 
long to carry on businessin that way. Sooner or later he dis- 
covers that he can make no money in the unprofitable enterprise. 
What does he do? He takes the capital and labor which he em- 

loyed in the unprofitable line of business and carries them over 
Inte the one that is profitable. 

This ought to be the ar of a great country, for what isa 
nation but an aggregation of individuals? But, on the contrary, 
what do we find? o find gentlemen claiming that it is un- 

rofitable to put capital into certain manufactures. They come 
before the Ways and Means Committee (and I have wondered 
why that committee did not always put these men who ap- 

before them under oath. The habit of allowing Tom, 
ick, and Harry to come before a great committee and tell that 
committee any fairy tale they choose should be terminated )}—— 

Mr. REED. I think that has been reduced to a minimum be- 
fore the present committee. 

Mr. HARTER. The House is always glad to hear from the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]; and I confess I am never 


sorry. 
Mr. REED. Thank you. 
Mr. HARTER. If the gentleman desires to ask me a ques- 


tion—— 
Mr. REED. I ery, remarked that the thing you are com- 
laining of—the committee listening to Thomas, Richard, and 
enry—has been reduced to a minimum by the present Com- 
mittee on 70 5 and Means. 

Mr. HARTER. I give the committee credit for the posses- 
sion of good sense; but if I were chairman of that committee, or 
had ns Sher ari in the committee, any manufacturer, or any- 
body else coming before it and proposing to give testimony upon 
which he hoped to obtain legislation in this House, taking awa; 
from the earnings of his fellow-citizens for his private gain, 
he refused to give his enon under oath so that he might be 
indictable for perjury if he lied, I would ask the doorkeeper of 
the committee, if I were not able to do it myself, to kick him 
away from the doorof the committee room. The failure to re- 
quire such statements to be made under oath in all cases is, in 
my view, one of the prime causes of the mistakes which have 
been made in our tariff system from 1792 down to the present hour. 


But allow me to follow up the argument I was making. A 
man comes saying, Because the employment of capital in my 
business is unprofitable, because I can notafford to pay for labor 
what my gagana can, therefore the balance of the country 
should be taxed in order that I may withdraw labor and capital 
from where they are properly and profitably employed an put 
them into a sink-hole which you are to fill up afterward with 
taxes wrung from the people.” Why, gentlemen, any man who 
would pursue such a system as that in his private business would 
become a bankrupt. The mystery to me is that the able, intel- 
ligent, accomplished, oratorical men upon my right, when they 
discover a gross industry built up in this way by taxing profita- 
ble enterprise, say that all the people of the country ought to 
fall down and worship this ruinous policy, bless the industry it- 
self, and thank God that they have had a body of legislators so 
wise as to build it up. 

Any man looking at this matter as he looks at the things of 
everyday life, as the merchant and the manufacturer regard 
their business affairs, as our wives in the kitchen or in the par- 
lor look at questions of domestic ecomomy, must say at once that 
this is the worst kind of economic waste; for so long as it is con- 
ceded that protection is spaced fc any industry, just so long 
it is admitted that that industry is unprofitable; and the higher 
you build it, the more men you employ in carrying it on, the 
more injury it is to the country. 

You can not create capital; you can not manufacture labor by 
act of Congress. Hence thecapital and the labor which go into 
these protected, unprofitable industries must come from where? 
From the profitable industries of the country which require no 
protection. Is it not easy, then, to see that by such a policy 
not only do you not help the industries of the country, not only 
do you not build up the wealth of the country, but you injure 
the nation in two ways; you strike it two blows. By your laws 
yon build up unprofitable enterprises, and at the same time in 

oing so 115 tear down the profitable industries of the country 
by compe 181 the withdrawal of a portion of the labor and cap- 
ital omy in them. Therefore, I say, from any point of 
view it is a mistake, an economic blunder. 

But the next proposition, Mr. Chairman, ordinarily brought in 
by these gentlemen is that labor has been benefited by this sys- 
tem. The positive, natural, logical answer to this, an answer so 
plain that in my ene a blind man could read it, is that after 
you bave adopted a system and carried it on thus constantly, 
which retards the growth and increase of the capital of the coun- 
try, you piney reduce the fund out of which the wages of labor 
are paid, and as a consequence wages are reduced. 

Itis not necessary, Mr. Chairman, to go further than this 

lain and indeed self-evident proposition to answer the un- 
ounded claim that high taxes make high wages. Youinjure the 
workman in two different ways, however. Under your plan, 
which increases the cost of the goods, or rather the raliar value 
of the goods made by the protected manufacturer, you diminish 
the purchasing power of the wages of the laborer, while by re- 
ducing the fund out of which the wages of the laborer are to be 
d you have already reduced the compensation he receives 
or his labor. A protective tariff is simply a plan for taking 
money out of the workingman’s pocket; and to suggest that it 
would have the effect of enriching him is about as sensible as to 
propose to make him a millionaire by taking gold out of his 
pockets and filling them up again with lead, ashes, gravel, or 
sand, [Lau nter. 

But speaking of the labor proposition. There are many thin 
about it which are worthy of consideration. Before we had tariff 
taxes at all in this country, the difference in wages between the 
United States and Europe was much greater thanitisnow. It 
seems to me that there has been too much silence even on our 
side on this branch of thesubject, and it isasuggestive omission, 
it strikes me, in the speech of my good friend from Iowa who has 
just taken his seat, that he did not mention the fact that under 
our low tariffs wages were higher as compared with the wages 
of European mechanics and laborers than they are now or ever 
have been under high-tariff taxation when gold is used to meas- 
ure them. It is the fact, and you need not go any further than 
the argument I have made to show the cause of it. How could 
in any way a protective tariff benefitthe workingman? Is there 
any method by which you can pour prosperity into his pocket, 


except by freeing him from the clutches of the high-tariff tax- , 


ers? When you increase the cost of the clothing of himself and 
his family and of those things that he consumes you must neces- 
sarily injure him. 
Now, these gentlemen who argue on the high-tax side of this 
question ought to be able to give us an object lesson on this 
int. They ought to show us, as water runs overa mill wheel, 
ow protection runs into the home and blesses the habitation 
of the workman. But they can not, unfortunately for these elo- 
quent people. The less protection” he has the higher are his 
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wages. This is not only true of the United States, but it is 
equally so of every other country in the world. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when long before the time of the Rev- 
olution our manufactures were being established, not only under 
freedom of trade, but under restrictive legislation by Great Brit- 
ain directed ages our prosperity, what were the wages of the 
working people as compared to the present time? Again, early 
in this century Mr. William Cobbett, who spenta very large part 
of his time in this country in Philadelphia, and who then re- 
turned to-Great Britain and afterwards to Pariiament, s ing 
of wages in the United States, as compared with those of the Eng- 
lish market, particularly of wagesin Pennsylvania, as compared 
with the English wages, said that they were three times as great, 
and that was, as you all know, when you had a low tariff. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. What time was that? 

Mr. HARTER. Early in the century. You will, however, 
find the ex ct date in any life of Mr. Cobbett. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can the gentleman give usa 
statement as to its condition in 1879 and 1880, and back of that? 

Mr. HARTER. Ishould be infinitely pleased to go into the 
discussion of that question with my friend from California or 
anybody else if I had the time. If the opportunity occurs before 
I conclude my remarks I shall be very glad to do so. I onl 
speak of one thing, and that is the hallucination which has le 
our high-taxing Republican friends on this floor to imagine that 
wages gee on the amount of the tariff, thatis, that the higher 
the tariff is the higher are the wages. 

If it was not for a want of respect to the Chair, I would turn 
my back and ask him to select any country in Europe, and I 
would tell him, without knowing the name of the country, 
whether the wages are high there or not. I am nota mind 
reader, either; but the Chairman of this body can take any 
country in Europe, keeping it in his mind, and if he will ask me 
whether the wages in that country are high or not (or he may 
take half a dozen countries and do the same thing), I wi 
simply ask one question, Is the tariff high in that country?” 
If he answer that the tariff is high, I will reply, Mr. Chair- 
man, the wages are low,” and without any exception you will 
find I am right. 

If a nation has a high tariff, even if it produces two or pos- 
sibly three crops to the acre annually, as do some portions of 
Italy, even then, with a high tariff, the advantages of God 
and nature will fritter away under high taxes, the steady belief 
in which makes the American Republic, economically speaking, 
the laughingstock of every intelligent country in the world. I 
repeat ed protection wastes the advantages of any nation. 

t me illustrate. These gentlemen here have been talking 
about high tariffs and low tariffs, and the blessings of high tax- 
ation for the workingman. Let us take two conspicuous exam- 
ples. Our good friends, the amiable and able gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, are talking to us about England and 
America; and they say, Why, gentlemen, the wages in Eng- 
land are much lower than they are in America.” After 
awhile, if L have the time, I will show you the fact as discovered 
by the Harrison Administration, that labor cost (not wages) is 
lower in the United States than in England. But they say that 
the es are much higher in this country than thay are in 
Great Britain. Well, to start with, we have about twenty times 
as much land and about a hundred times as many advantages 
for each inhabitant, as they have over there. Now, it is plead- 
ing the baby act for the American people ina manner that the 
Democratic party never will have occasion to do, when you say 
that the nominal rate of wages is higher in this country than 
it is in Great Britain. It ovght to be. x 

Why, bless your soul, if I lived upon a farm of 200 acres of fer- 
tile land, which would produce more to the acre than my neigh- 
bor's land, with mines under it, when my neighbor had not any 
mines under his land; if under my 200 acres I had a gold mine 
in one corner, a silver mine in another, iron ore in another cor- 
ner, and coal in another, with stone in the center, and timber 
all around, if the land was so fertile that when I tickled it with 
a hoe it would laugh with a harvest, and if my poor neighbor in- 
stead of having 200 acres of land had but 20 acres of land, if I 
could not prosper under such circumstances in a greater degree 
than he whom Providence had placed so unfortunately, indeed, 
gentlemen, I would ask to have the probate judge appoint a re- 
ceiver for my estate and a guardian for my person. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? 

Mr. HARTER. I am one of the most obliging men in the 
world, but let me say that I am unexpectedly on my feet, and 
with no set speech prepared, and my remarks of necessity must 
be rather disconnected and if you put questions to me they will 
be still more so. At the close of what I have to say I will be 


glad w try to answer any question that any gentleman desires 
to ask me. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It would not have taken you 
half so long to have answered o question. 

Mr.HARTER. So far so good. With what nation should we 
compare Great Britain. You are intelligent men, and some 
might call you ingenious in your arguments, but I prefer to say 
that you are ingenuous. You are simple minded on this ques- 
tion. You do not conceal your views at all. You want to 85 as 
open as the day, do you not? Therefore, I suggest, gentlemen, 
that you need not travel 3,000 miles across the Atlantic for an 
illustration and a comparison between low-tax countries and 
high-tariff countries. You need not launch your frail bark on 
the Atlantic and travel over the stormy and tempest-tossed 
ocean for 3,000 miles for an unfair comparison, because you can 
have a fair one within 25 miles. 

Come with me and y shall have a free pare and, if you are 

easick, a physician. e will go across from England to France, 
about 22 miles. Here you may find in all its beauty a compari- 
son thatisfairand just. You have two countries within twenty- 
odd miles of each other. Both of them are old civilizations, not 
newones. In both countries you have to a great extent a homo- 
geneous population, instead of the magnificent and varied popu- 
lation we have in this country, made up of the best, not the worst, 
as many men would say, of the whole earth. There you have 
homogeneous populations. Both England and France are densely 

opulous They both have large standing armies, both have 

arge expenses, and, ordinarily speaking, the rates of wages 
should be the same in these two countries. Here, then, you may 
find a perfectly fair comparison to start with. 

Now, bring the tariff question in. What effect does the tariff 
have? England has what we call freedom of trade, and France 
has the blessing of a high protective tariff. Now, gentlemen, 
if there is any virtue in your medicine; if there is any truth in 
your argument, starting out with an equality, with a parity of 

pulation and advantages, if there is anything in your argument 

rance should pay the highest wages. Should it not? If there 
is any flaw in my proposition I will yield to any man in the House 
to state where the flaw exists. 
oe BLAIR. Iwill make the suggestion to the gentleman, 
en. 

Mr. HARTER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BLAIR. If it would interrupt the gentleman I will take 
occasion at a subsequent poren to offer my criticism. 

Mr. HARTER. I yield now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would say this tothe gentleman, that I do not 
understand it to be the contention of the ublican theory or the 
Republican party that necessarily the highest wages in all cases 
must give the greatest return to the individual. That depends 
upon the civilization or the grade of civilization of which he 
happens to be part. But this is the point, that when you allow 
the producer of France and the producer of Great Britain, or 
the producer of any country where the costof the article is much 
less than the same article in the United States and give free- 
dom of access to our markets, then, of course, you deprive us of 
our work, and the more dangerously so just in proportion tothe 
lesser cost of the article produced. 

Mr. HARTER. I will answer the gentleman. Our object in 
8 lower taxes is not to deprive a workman of labor, but 
to reduce his occasion for it. I would be very glad indeed if 
the gentleman could arrange to keep my income in 1894 up by 
giving me only one-half the labor todo. It may be easily done, 

ut not by doubling the cost of what I consume, by cutting off my 
salary and telling me I am ( protected.” 

The facts are that the difference between English wages and 
the wages of France is greater than the difference between 
the wages of America and the wages of Great Britain; and yet 
Great Britain, within about 22 miles of her high taxed (pro- 
tected?) competitor and paying very much higher wages, does 
not ask for a protective tariff. Yet, gentlemen speaking for 
American ood, ask for protection from competition 3,000 
miles distant, begging for a dishonest system which taxes all 
their neighbors for the benefitof industries which ought to grow 
as the acorns grow into oak trees, out in the open, and not because 
they are kept in hothouses or coddled like orchids, but because 
the winds of heaven, the blasts of winter,and the storms of the 
summer sweep through them and strengthen them. 

Mr. BLAIR. But is not English agriculture dying, and do 
not the agriculturists of England cry for protection against the 
competition of American agricultural products? 

Mr. HARTER. I would be very glad to yield to questions, 
but I have not the time. A fair question and an honest answer 
often throw a flood of light upon a subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman seems to be asking questions, 
and yet declining to have them answered. 
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Mr. HARTER. I said before that I would be glad to answer 
all questions at the conclusion of my remarks. The gentleman 
from New Hampshire suggests the idea that there is another 
condition. Here itis. When the free-trade mechanic in Great 
Britain, after earning higher wages than his French neighbor, 
goes to the market and the storehouse he finds he can supply his 
wants and needs better and cheaper than in any nation in the 
world. How is it with the protected and therefore unde me- 
chanic in France? When he goes to spend his wages he finds 
he must pay far more for what he buys his untaxed English 
cousin. You seeso far as the workingman is concerned, the ap- 

lication of the principle of so-called protection simply cuts down 
eee and increases his living expenses at the same time. 

You may as well say you help a man support his family by first 
cutting off his right arm, then give him another boost toward 
fortune by cutting off his left arm, leaving him armless, but 

rotected. [Laughter.] Where men disagree it is well to arbi- 
te. Iam one of those people who like arbitration in all its 
forms. While sometimes compelled to Fe to the lawyer, still I 
prefer the arbitrator. There is one infallible arbitrator for all 
uestions like this, and one that can always be appealed to, and 
that arbitrator is history. 

Myeloquentand intellectual friend from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] 
said that he was fond of facts. I think he intimated that a quart 
of facts were better than a bushel of theory. Now, I am goi 
to pour in the quart of facts and wash away, drown out, an 
smother a bushel of my friend’s theory, for perhaps gentlemen 
will have noticed that on this subject I am a practical sort of 
a fellow and not much of a theorizer. [Laughter.] Let us have 
alittle history. Would you like to go back as far as the expe- 
rience of the children of Israel? [Laughter.] If the House will 
give me time enough it will be easy to take them almost back 
to Adam. 

Mr, LOUD. You 3 ie get lost on the way. [Laughter. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, the men who support this bill, and by 
its early passage hasten the time when the working people of 
this country can get 5 evenif they do lose their way on 
earth, will never miss the path to Heaven [laughter]; for it has 
been most truly said: Inasmuchas ye do it to the least of these 
little ones, ye do it unto me.” But, Mr. Chairman, as my time 
is so limited, and as many of the gentlemen on the Republican 
side are unfamiliar with sacred history, it will be better to con- 
fine myself to history which they knowsomething about. Take 
Great Britain. Great Britain which is held up to gentlemen 
on the other side like a jumping jack, and painted in every 
color. that the average Republican statesman or orator fancies. 
They tell us that formerly Great Britain hud protection. 

Yes, Great Britain had protection down to about 1842, but what 
was the condition of England's trade under it? How did her 
commerce flourish? Did her manufactures prosper? What were 
the 3 in Great Britain under protection? These, and ques- 
tions like these, will throw much needed light upon this subject, 
which so utterly befogstheaverage Republican intellect. Ibeg, 
therefore, to say to the House that at the time tariff-reform meas- 
ures were first introduced in Great Britain the chronic condition 
of her working people was one of hunger. One of hunger, I re- 
peat. Her manufactures were languishing. At the end of a 

riod of many hundreds of years of protection her trade was 

ormant, her shipping was small in extent, wages on land and 
sea were low, and occupation was about as uncertain as it has 
been in the United States of America, especially in Pennsyl- 
vania, during the past few years, a period in which we have suf- 
fered most from a so-called protective tariff. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

It was pro to throw down the barriers, and even such a 
man as Mr. Gladstone, who was then a member of the Govern- 
ment, opposed the proposition. Some of the ablest, most con- 
servative, and most conscientious men in Great Britain—men 
who, I am proud to say have their equals on the Republican side 
of this Hou-e, for no man is more willing than I am to accord 
intelligence, to account fairness, to acknowledge honesty of pur- 

to most of those who are opposed to us on this question— 
some of the ablest, and most conservative and most conscien- 
tious men in Great Britain, I say, opposed it, among them Mr. 
Gladstone They said: As surely as you reduce the tariff, so 
surely will ruinous competition come upon us from France and 
from Germany.” 

But what was the result? All the dismal predictions that 
were made, predictions like those which have ps made here 
so eloquently by my able friend from Michigan . BURROWS], 


made still more dexterously by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. DALZELL], made more s cally in the s of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], and y reéchoed 


and added to by thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], came 
to naught. You say that if we reduce the taxes of this country 
we thereby bring paralysis upon our manufactures, destroy 


our commerce, reduce the wages of our working ple, and 
supply no compensating advantage for this great blight which 
the Democratic party would put upon the country. Gentlemen, 
there is nothing new in this world, as you have E pae discov- 
ered; and if 1 5 will go back to the records of Parliament from 
1838 to 1842 I will show you that the speech which the senior 
Republican member of the Ways and Means Committee will 
make to-morrow or the day after on the floor of this House was 
made there long ago. 

Mr. REED. Do not be too prophetic. [Laughter. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, I venture tomake the p tion with 
absolute certainty that it will be fulfilled. [Laughter.] I have 
read the speech. [Laughter.] It will be the same speech, Sol 
that the gentleman from Maine will make it better. He 
add to and improve it, but that is all. All your speeches have 
been made in England. You are only thrashing over old straw. 
You are making the predictions here that were made just as 
earnestly, just as honestly, in 1838 and in 1842 in Great Britain, 
and facts in the United States as in Great Britain will prove you 
wholly and fortunately wrong in them all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

Mr. HARTER. My friend can ask me a question at the close 
of my remarks and I shall be 3 to answer it. Not being 
a Rollin, a Gibbon, or even an Heroditus, I fear I may not get 
through with this bit of history within my time 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was not going to ask the gentleman a 
question. I was Dare RORE to suggest 

The CHAIRMAN. s the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, as the House has so frequently 
refused to yield to the gentleman from Maine in the Hawaiian 
matter, I will show him the courtesy, on behalf of the House 
generally, of yielding to him on this occasion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was simply going to suggest that the 
gentleman seemed to be making a confession that he was him- 
self engaged in thrashing over Mr. Frank Hurd’s old straw. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, if Mr. Hurd ever used these arguments 
the better for Mr. Hurd. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you never “ hurd” of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. Wit will never die out in this House as long 
as the gentleman from Illinois remains in it. 

The people of England did not listen to the croakers. The 
calamity howlers were disregarded and she passed the reform 
measure. What happened? I think even my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER], who is always so particular about 
authorities, will admit that Mr. Robert Giffen, president of the 
British Statistical eee | is probably the best authority on this 
subject in the known world, and if he had made any misstate- 
ments about it they would certainly have been called in question 
before this. 

I am about to show to you the wretched, the miserable, the 
heartrending results of tariff reform in Great Britain, so that 
265 may be prepared for the calamity which is to come upon the 

nited States after the Wilson bill becomes a law. [Laughter.] 

Forty years after the reform came, nearly a half century after 
they had deprived themselves of the blessings of protection, 
leaving nothing that could interfere with the horrible havoc of 
free trade in that little insular kingdom which was to drive the 
inhabitants into the sea and consign their industries to Hades, 
what do we find happened to them? Of course mourning and 
lamentation must have been heard in the land. 

The heavens must have been draped in crape, in order to ful- 
fill the predictions of the protectionists of that day, as will be 
necessary here inorder to carry out the programme which gentle- 
men have presented so eloquently and picturesquely from time to 
time. I am sorry to shatter this dream of gen en on the 
other side; but here is the exhibit. Here is a statement of the 
wages of carpenters, bricklayers, masons, miners, cotton and 
woolen workers. We would have supposed that they would not 
get any wages after that bill had passed; that every industry 
of Great Britain would have been stricken to the ground. But, 
on the contrary, wages increased 73 per cent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Good. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman may well say “ good;” but it 
is not equal to what we can do with our unrivaled advantages 
in the United States under low-tariff taxes. 

English seamen’s wages in competition with all parts of the 
earth increased from 25 to 70 per cent. But here is another ob- 
ject lesson: The net earnings of the people also increased—how 
much? Eighty-six dollars and fifty cents a year. Why, sir, 
many a poor fellow in my Congressional district does not make 
under this protective tariff $135 a year, with all the advantages 
of a free government and the great opportunities of American 
life and citizenship. Yet the average increase of wages among 
the workingmen of Great Britain, over and above what they 
got under a high tariff, was $86.50 a year. 

Pauperism: This is another index, and I think a fair one, of 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


743 


the condition of a country. Did pauperism increase? Why, if 
you had heard Mr. Gladstone and his coadjutors in that Parlia- 
ment you would have supposed that it would become necessary 
to build almshouses to take the place of all the factories and 
public buildings of the country. But what was the fact? Al- 
though the population increased enormously in Great Britain, 
yet after forty-odd years of free trade” there were but two 
paupers where, under a protective tariff and with a very much 
ler population, there had been three. i 

Savings deposits: The number of depositors increased ten 
times over, and the sum of the savings deposits increased five- 
fold. 

Another thing. Under a protective tariff in our country, 
unless a workingman is tolerably fortunate, he never leaves 
any estate whatever behind him. In Pennsylvania,in the ore 
mines (a protected industry), and at some of her protected“ 
coal mines, when a protected Pennsylvanian is carried to his 
burial place he is taken to the potter's field at the expense of the 

ublic. But what was the effect in England upon estates—the 

nal test of prosperity in any man’s life? Did estates in Great 
Britain go down to zero under free trade? On the cont they 
rose on an average $1,700. Why, gentlemen, it will pe — sev- 
venteen hundred years of protective tariff taxationin this great 
country of ours before the aree workingman will have eyen 
a, $1,700 estate to leave behind him. 

Mr. PERAE What is the showing as to the cost of 
livin 

Mr. HARTER. Oh, necessarily, the showing is in the same 
line. That accounts for the increasein the net profits. Not only 
did wages go up, but living expenses went down. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It practically doubled the pay of the work- 


ir. HARTER. Exactly, but here is another exhibit. There 
were 106,000 taxable incomes in Great Britain at the end of four- 
teen hundred years of a protective tariff. After forty years of 
free trade the number of taxable incomes had increased to 320,- 
000. This tells a significant story. 

I look forward to seeing in the future my friend from Maine 
Mr. BouTELLE] and these other eloquent gentlemen who have 
spoken for high taxes as being better for the people than low 
taxes—I expect to see them flocking to our side of the House in 
afew years—why? Because I find that the statesmen of Great 
Britain, men who were your peers, but not your superiors—the 
men who had opposed this measure were within two years after 
the statute reducing taxes had Parliament the advocates 
of still larger reductions. Mr. Gladstone, from ha been an 
opponent of free trade and low taxes, grew up to the point where 
he was the champion who a few years ago unhorsed and threw 
into the dust the premier of your last Republican Administra- 
tion on this question. 

One thing further. The manufacturers of England were op- 
posed to this measure; many of them said under free trade we 
can not compete with the manufacturers of other countries;” 
but the very men who made that opposition and who sent to 
Parliament petition after petition, even larger, broader, thicker, 
heavier, and more numerously signed perhaps than the one that 
came in here from the overprotected manufacturers of Troy 
even that class of people within two years confessed their mis- 
take in the most practical manner by asking that the taxes 
1 eer had objected to having lowered should be taken off 

together. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Our manufacturers do not ask 


any such es 

Mr. HARTER. They will within two years after the Wilson 
bill becomes law. 

Having referred to the experience of England, let me follow 
history back to our own shores. And here I hope to show, es- 
pecially from the experience of the State of Pennsylvania, one 
of the most impressive object-lessons that has ever been exhib- 
ited in this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you not please tell us 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. HARTER. I can not yield. i have only about ten min- 
utes of my time remaining, and I am under the impression that 
I might ask in vain for an extension of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted you to tell us why these working peo- 

ple from England came over here? 

Mr. HARTER. Let me say to you, gentlemen, that in 1846 we 
proposed to revise the tariff by a reduction, and the same hue 
and cry which you make now was made then. What was the re- 
sult? I said I would use Pennsylvania as an object-lesson in this 
connection. Listen, you sons of the great Keystone State. In 
1846 you only had two Representatives at Washington who were 
Intelligent enough to vote for a reduction of tariff taxation. 
One was David Wilmot, who then sat in this very Chamber, 


and the other was the Pennsylvanian who was Vice-President 
of the United States at that time, George M. Dallas. 

Mr. Dallas gave the casting vote for the reduction of the tariff 
in the Senate. What happened? The skies of Pennsylvania 
were lurid with the fires with which you burned Mr. Wilmot 
and the Vice-President of the United States in efligy because 
they voted, forsooth, to reduce the tariff and thus lightened the 
burdens of the poor. But mark the result. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption? à 

Mr. HARTER. I cannot yield the few moments Ihave. My 
obliging friend from New Hampshire intimates that I can not 
have an extension of time. 

155 BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I will not be put in that atti- 
tude 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. HARTER. I can not yield for any more interruptions. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I give notice to the gentleman now thatI 
will object to an extension. 

Mr. HARTER. Twoyearsafter thatreduction of the tariff what 
occurred? The results were so magnificently beneficial to the 
Keystone State that the low-tax ple of Pennsylvania nomi- 
nated Mr. Shunk for governorand actually carried Pennsylvania 
for the Democratic party and what is here called “free trade” 
by a majority of 15,000. 

I am sorry the time is so short, for I would like to go a little 
further into similar historical facts. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will 
now allow me a moment. 

Mr. HARTER. Very well. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. You spoke of the prospsrity 
of the pper i under the tariff of 1846. 

Mr. HARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. I want to say right here that 
right in my district, including that of my colleague, Mr. KRIBBS, 
from Western Pennsylvania, thirty-three furnaces were closed 
in two years, and every one of them went into bankruptcy, with 
one or two exceptions. e on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARTER. Yes; and each of those little two-penny, seven- 
by-nine protection furnaces were replaced by the magnificent 
Democratic furnaces erected under the low-tariff period between 
1846 and 1860. 

Mr. KRIBBS. Will my colleague allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Pe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to 

e floor. - 

Mr. KRIBBS. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a 
moment, 

ae: HARTER. Oh, yes; I will yield to all the Pennsyl- 
vanians. 

Mr. KRIBBS. I wish to ask * how many of these 
furnaces started up again under high protective tarit? 

Mr. HARTER. The final effect of this was that after the 
lapse of afew years the manufacturers of the United States came 
here to Washington and made a tariff for themselves; and I ma 
say in reference to the manufacturers’ tariff“ of 1857, that it: 
was & great reduction even on the so-called free-trade” tariff 
iater 1846. Pennsylvania and Massachusetts voted for that re- 

uction. 

I wish I had time to take you through the ‘manufacturers’ 
tariff” bill of 1857, schedule after schedule, and compare it with 
this Wilson bill that you object to,and show you that the bill 
which we are offering to the House and to the country is to-day 
pareng a higher tariff tax on the great massof these schedules 
than did even the manufacturers of the country who sat on the floor 
of this House and yoted for the tariff act of 1857. And since that 
time we have had a constantly mounting stream of protection and 
spoliation, tax after tax. When, therefore, you say that the tariff 
tax, which is higher yet, even under this bill, than it was in 
1857, must be made higher after thirty years of tariff protection, it 
is a confession on your part that the result of protection has been 
damaging to the interests of the manufacturers, and that after all 
of these years they are less able to compete with foreign man- 
ufacturers than they were in 1857. 

I had a number of these schedules that I had intended to have 
the Clerk read for the benefit of the House, but will, because 
of lack of time, have to confine myself to a very few. 

Will the Clerk be kind enough to read from the bill the tax 
on chemicals—the average tax upon chemicals, paints, and oils? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Average tax, 20 to 30 per cent. 


Mr. HARTER. It will be found to be about 30 per cent. In 
1846 this tax was 20 per cent, and the tax on these articles was 
still further reduced by the manufacturers themselves in 1857. 
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I ask the Clerk to read from the bill the tax on varnishes—the 
average tax under the Wilson bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Average rate, 25 per cent, ` 

Mr. HARTER. Varnishes were free under the tariff act of 
1846. I will not ask about earthenware and china, for my time 
is too short to treat the subject properly; however, let it now 
suffice to say that we made enware and china under a 
lower tax in those days than the Ways and Means Committee 
bill proposes now, after we have burdened the people for thirty 
2 to build up that industry. What is the tax upon cut- 


ure 
‘he Clerk read as follows: 
Cutlery, 35 to 45 per cent. 


Mr. HARTER. In 1846, asI recollect the figures, the tariff 
was about 30 per cent, and it was still further reduced by the 
manufacturers themselves in 1847. Now I will ask the Clerk to 
give the tariff on cotton manufactures. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cotton manufactures, 40 per cent. 

Mr. HARTER. Listen! The cry has gone over the country 
that 40 per cent is not enough. Let me go back to the childhood 
of your cotton manufactures. Samuel Slater established cotton- 
manufacturing in Rhode Island in 1790, under a tariff tax of 
about 5 per cent, and he imported most of his cotton, paying, I 
think, 3 cents a pound tariff tax on his raw material,and then he 
competed successfully with Great Britain, and you. sons of New 
England, you degenerate descendants of Samuel Slater, a cen- 
tury later come before this House and say you have fallen so con- 
temptibly low that you can not protect yourselves with prac- 
tically eight times the protection your great grandfathers had 
-in 1790. z 

I have in my possession a letter I received to-day from one of 
the great cotton-manufacturers of New England, in which he 
condemns our bill because, as he knows from long experience, 
the tariff on cotton goods is made too high, not too low; and thus 
practical manufacturers put to shame their sat A ba repre- 
sentatives on the floor of this House, members whoprate about 
manufacturing as if they knew all aboutit and who nevertheless, 
in the simplicity of their souls, think the mule they use in fac- 
tories w: on two legs, is kept in a barn, and has ears as long 
as their own. 

Why, my good friends here from Maine, I would like to know 
when yourcotton industries wereestablished? Of course the gen- 
tleman from Iowa n DOLLIVER] is excusably ignorant, because 
he comes from the boundless and trackless prairie where they do 
not know anything about cotton mills or cotton-mill machinery 
[laughter]; but you gentlemen from Maine are not excusable on 
that ground. hen did you establish your cotton industries? 
When were those magnificent industries, the pride of New Eng- 
land and the glory of the United States, established? They 
were established under what was called the free-trade tariff of 
1846. Ik you look over the census reports you will find that 
nearly every blessing that has fallen upon this country came 
down upon it in richest profusion immediately after the intro- 
duction in 1846 by the Democratic party of this miserable, hor- 
rible, damnable system of free trade that we want again to fas- 
ten upon the N 3 

By the way, I will say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] that cotton manufacturing was established on the Amer- 
ican continent before Columbus discovered it. I do not think 
they had a high-taxing protective tariff at that time, because 
the leaf of history from which I quote does not refer toany such 
blessing. 

Mr. REED. If America was not discovered, it was very well 
protected from Europe up to that time. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican aoa 5 

Mr. SPRINGER. The industries did not flourish very much 
under that protection, though, 

Mr. HARTER. My good friend [Mr. SPRINGER] reminds me 
that the industries did not flourish much up to that time; and 
I would like to remark that this industry did not fairly begin 
to flourish until Samuel Slater, in spite of the laws d by 
England at that time against the exportation of skilled labor 
in cotton manufacturing, came across here and established cot- 
ton mills in Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] is 
satisfied with offering a second-hand answer from the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], I am satisfied. 

Mr. HARTER. I have known the gentlemen from Illinois 


[Mr. SPRINGER] for a long time, and I have rarely heard him 
make an answer that was not well worth attention, and also of 

quotation, either in this House or elsewhere. 
Now as to the woolen manufacture, Se Peete you 
cKinley bill. 


think that must have been established under the 
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On the contrary the woolen-manufacturing industry of the 
United States was established in 1643 or thereabouts. Let me 
see, when did the Mayflower land? 

Several MEMBERS. In 1620. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, we were not on the Mayflower, and I 
am excusable for not remembering the exact date. My ances- 
tors were able to remain in Europe a little longer than yours 
were, [Laughter.] But I want to speak a little while about 
the iron trade, for it is at the bottom of all our industries, at the 
very foundation, indeed, of our civilization. We give iron, I 
think, 22+ per cent under the Wilson bill, and steel 25 per cent. 

I took pains last week, when over in Philadelphia, to get a 
copy of the London Iron and Steel Traders’ Journal, and alsoa 
copy of the (American) Iron Age. I took the English paper of 
December 16and the American paper of December 14. In looking 
over the English paper I found that in Staffordshire, England, 
certain grades of bar iron were selling for 837.56 a ton; and I 
found I could buy the same grade of bar iron in the United 
States of America for $26 a ton, leaving the difference between 
the English price and the American price $11.56 a ton, the price 
in England being that much higher than it is in the United 
States. The average freights are $1.25 to 52 a ton for crossing 
the ocean. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Are you complaining of that? 

Mr. HARTER. I say that there is no need of 224 per cent or 
any tariff tax whatever to ‘‘protect” iron manufacturers, yet 
with the 223 per cent given them by the Wilson bill you are still a 
“calamity howler,” and if you had 2,200 per cent I think your 
oy would be the same. 

teel billets are the foundation of the whole steel trade of the 
United States. I discover that steel billets were worth, on the 
16th of December, in Great Britain, $23.42, while I could buy 
them at Pittsburg for $16.75. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, where is the tax? 

Mr. HARTER. There is no need of any tax, and yet you 
shriek and cry as if you were crippled for life while our bill feeds 
you with 22 to 25 per cent of tax. Iam just showing you that 
we are able to compete not only under the Wilson bill, but that 
with absolute free trade we could have all Europe within five 
years kneeling at our feet and the world buying and consuming 
American goods, made by untaxed Americans, 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BOUTELLE. What is the tariff on steel billets? 

Mr. HARTER. I regret that the expiration of my time pre- 
vents me giving to the gentleman the attention he would other- 
wise have at my hands. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I am very sensible indeed 
that this is not the hour for a serious discussion of this measure, 
and remembering the generous indulgence of the House to me 
on other and indeed on every occasion heretofore, I am reluctant 
to detain you to a later hour for the purpose of hearing any- 
thing I may say. 

If the reapers in the field of Boaz had been as diligent and 
thorough in their work as have been the gentlemen who have 
procedas me in this discussion, it is not possible that the fair 

aobitess gleaner could have gathered enough grain to reward 
her labor. In this debate, at this time, the gleaner is absolutely 
without hope. Still I mustask the indulgence of the House while 
I go over portions of the field of discussion, if only to empha- 
size some arguments already many times made. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER], and 
I hope he has tarried, that there is a great diversion of opinion 
among us upon the tariff question, a great confusion of tongues. 
I do not see him in his seat. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. He has just gone out. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, he is not here. Those who are here 
can tell him whatI say about Pennsylvania and the tariff. 

As a prologue to what I shall say I desire to submit a senti- 
ment from a tH hog: statesman, whose memory the people of 
Pennsylvania will not willingly let die: 

Every highly cultivated nation has made the protection of domestic in- 
dustry the special care of government. It has been found by the experience 
of more than twenty centuries that the protection of domestic manufac- 
tures by prohibitions, discriminating duties, and commercial re: tions 
— been and is the true, natural, and wise policy of nations, or all history 

These are the words of the Old Commoner” of Pennsylvania, 
who a generation ago sat in this Chamber, and with his imperial 
intellect and superb statesmanship guided the deliberations and 
determinations of this body in the stormiest seasons of its his- 
tory. I can not withhold the homage due to greatness by omit- 
sare, Ben say that I reproduce the words of Mr. Stevens to-day 
with undisguised satisfaction. They accentuate the statement 
made by my distinguished colleague [Mr. DALZELL] in his ex- 
haustive argument yesterday, that Pennsylvania never 
wavered in her 1 to protection. i 

Horace White, in the preface to his translation of Frederick 
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Basteat’s Sophisms of Protection, says that the national Repub- 
lican convention of 1860 offered a bribe to the State of Pennsyl- 
vania for its vote in the Presidential election, which bribe was 
set forth in the following resolution of the platform adopted by 
that memorable convention: 

Resolved, That while providing revenue for the support of the General 
Government by duties upon imports, sound policy requires such an adjust- 
ment of these imposts as to encourage the development of the industrial 
interests of the whole country; and we commend. that policy of national 
exchanges which secures to the workingman liberal wages, toagriculture re- 
munerative prices, to mechanics and manufactories an adequate reward for 
their skill, labor, and enterprise, and to the nation commercial prosperity 
and independence, 

I do not bring this antique and somewhat unique observation of 
Horace White into public notice for the purpose of resenting the 
apparent insult to Pennsylvania, for he distinctly disclaimed any 
intention to charge unworthy motives for the political action of 
that State in giving her support to the nominee of the Repub- 
lican party. 1 use the incidentas a pleader would use the name 
of John Doe or Richard Roe, to bring the cause into court; the 
cause of The People vs. the Wilson Tariff Bill on an indictment for 
assault with intent to kill the industries of the United States 
[laughter and applause], the intent, asin similar cases in our 
criminal jurisprudence, being presumed from the nature of the 
weapons used. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

I have never known the distinct ends had in view by those 
who have cherished the protectivesystem in vogue in the United 
States in almost unbroken continuity for a hundred years to be 
more clearly and strongly stated than in the resolution to which 
Pennsylvania gave the honor of her support a third of a century 
ago. Nor were these sentiments the exclusive possession of the 
Republicans of Pennsylvania—they were shared by the Demo- 
crats as well. s 

In the very year that the representatives of the Republican 
party in the Republican national convention at Chicago were 
giving their adhesion to the principles of the resolution I have 

ust read, a Pennsylvania Democrat, the late lamented Hon. 

ohn Cessna, a delegate to the Democratic national convention 
at Charleston, introduced on the floor of that convention the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the convictions of the Democratic party of the country re- 
main unshaken in the wisdom and justice of the adequate protection of 
iron, coal, wool, and the other great staples of our country, based upon the 
necessities of areasonable revenue system of the General Government; and 
approving the views of President Buchanan upon the subject of specific 
duties, we earnestly desire our representatives in Congress to produce such 
modifications of existing laws as the unwise legislation of the Republican 
pay in 1857 renders absolutely necessary to the prosperity of the great in- 

rests of the country. 

When the principlesof these two declarationsof Pennsylvania 
sentiment on the tariff question were embodied in the tariff act 
of 1861 and passed by both Houses of Congress, it was promptly 
approved by another great Pennsylvania Democrat, President 

uchanan. 

To-day that great State waits in the attitude of expectancy to 
see her Democratic representatives in this Congress align them- 
selves on these long-established Pennsylvania principles and 
take the touch of elbow with their distinguished predecessors, 
ee 5 N days shed luster upon the Keystone Democracy. 

A use. 

ai ese events, however, marked no departure, denoted no epoch 
in Pennsylvania sentiment on the tariff question. They were 
in consonance with the views held by the people and the states- 
men of that State of both parties for more than a century. In 
her infancy she lisped the same accents; in her vigorous youth 
she shouted the same notes, in her mature manhood she utters 
the same glorious voice in favor of such defensive duties as will 
promote the remuneration and elevation of labor, adequate re- 
wards for enterprise and capital, and the prosperity and hap- 
pa of all our people. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

1860 her convictions were uttered in the perfectly articulate 
and ery audible tone of 60,009 majority. In 1893, after an 
experience of a third of a century, she reaffirmed them in the 
detonating and reverberant thunder of 135,000 aca aS [Ap- 

lause on the Republican side.] My friend from Pennsylvania 
Mr. DALZELL] is right. She has never wavered in her loyalty 
to protection. 
hazard nothing in saying that the best developed and most 
scientific conception of defensive duties existing when the founda- 
tions of our Government were laid was a Pennsylvania notion. 
One hundred and eight years ago on the 20th of last September 
the Assembly of that State passed a tariff act, the preamble of 
veroa stated the grounds upon which it proceeded. It declared 
t— 


Whereas divers useful and beneficial arts and manufactures have been 
ually introduced into Ivania, and the same have at length risen 

a very considerable extent an pertocon, insomuch that auring the late 
war between the United States anå Great Britain, when the importation of 
European goods was much interrupted. and often very difficult and uncer- 
tain, the artisans and mechanics of this State were able to supply in the 
hours of need not only large quantities of weapons and other implements, 


but also ammunition and clothing, without which the war would not have 
— ree on, whereby their oppressed country was greatly assisted and 

Whereas, although the fabrics and manufactures of Europe and other for- 
eign parts imported into this country in times of peace may be afforded at 
cheaper rates than they can be made here, yet gooi policy and a regard to 
the well-being of divers useful and industrious citizens who are employed 
in the making of like goods in this State demand of us that moderate duties 
be laid on certain fabrics and manufactures imported which do most inter- 
fere with, and which, if no relief be given, will undermine and destroy, the 
useful manufactures of the like kind in this country. 

That was the germ of our protective system. Itcontained the 
power and potency of all that has been evolved out of it, or de- 
veloped from it. It was the infant, grown now to a giant, which 
like a faithful sentinel stands guard over factory, forge, field, 
and every fold of American labor and perigee 

Hamilton, with his prescient intellect and mighty reach of 
statesmanship, scarcely saw beyond the lines marked out by the 
Pennsylvania Assembly. Clay elaborated the scheme, broad- 
ened the field of vision, and furnished some arguments in me 
port of the system. He gave its data classification, polished it 
and labeled it for popular study, and did more perhaps than any 
other American statesman to relieve the subject of its abstruse- 
ness and bring it within easy range of popular comprehension. 
In later years the contributions of economists and statesmen, 
the lessons of experience, and the more scientific study of its 
principles have demonstrated more clearly its superior utility 
and deepened the American conviction of its necessity to the 
welfare and prosperity of our industries, and established its title 
to the veneration and affection of every patriotic American citi- 
zen, until the feeling widely prevalent among all ranks of our 
people may be tersely and truthfully expressed in the words of 
Grattan, speaking of the Irish Parliament: “ It is our very ex- 
istence; nay, more, it is our life to come.” 

It has been through the century a leading agency in nourish- 
ing infant industries and in maintaining mature ones, in diversi- 
fying employments, and promoting the conditions of mutually 
advantageous intercourse between them; in utilizing all our 
powers and capabilities by employing them upon the 8 
of our native resources, giving employment to our labor an 
applying our own capital to our own industrial pursuits, thus 
meeting our own wants with our own supplies, our satisfactions 
with our sacrifices, and mutually serving each other to the 
greatest extent compatible with the conditions under which we 
are working out the problem of our industrial development, and 
in opening the way to results of such unrivaled splendor in the 
production and acquisition of wealth and the growth of trade 
and commerce as to extort from the greatest living Englishman 
the handsome tribute—and now where is the gentleman from 
Ohio [laughter that splendid tribute, That so rapid has been 
our growth, and so swiftly are we forging ahead that our com- 
mercial supremacy is only a question of time.” [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

So much for our past. What is our present situation in the 
shadow of animpending peril? It beggars description. In our 
factories you can hear a pin drop. In our forges a whisper re- 
verberates. In our furnaces a friction match illumines the 
darkness, and in many American homes a piece of corn bread 
would be a feast. A few rough-hewn lines of some doggerel 
rhymes feebly portray the clouds and darkness round about us: 

From forges where no fires burn, 

From s where wheels no longer turn, 

From looms o’er which no shuttles leap, 

From merchants’ shops—which sheriffs keep, 

From banks gone up, from stocks pe down, 

From God-made country, man-made town, 

From Wall street men, from sons of toil, 

From the bronzed tillers of the soil, 

From North, from South, from East, from West, 
with a zest— 


Business is 
Don't monkey with the tariff.“ 


[Laughter.] = 
THE WILSON BILL.~. 

And yet we have before us a bill which proposes, in relation 
to a number of our leading and most necessary industries, to 
strike down those defensive duties in some instances and reduce 
them in others, and thereby diminish that protection under 
which they have prospered in the past, and without which they 
will not only be unable to prosper in the future, but must lan- 
guish, and if not succored at an early day by wiser legislation, 
must perish by starvation or strangulation, unless they continue 
a precarious existence by reducing the wages of American labor 
to the foreign level. It is the fourth bill that has been written 
over the name of a Democratic statesman in thirty years. We 
have seen a Wood bill, a Morrison bill, a Mills bill, and now we 
have a Wilson bill. Which is the worst bill I am not able to say. 
When all are so bad it would be invidious to discriminate. 

It is not a free-trade bill, for it admits protection to a limited 
extent. It is not a protective bill, for it contains too little pro- 
tection to be of any use. It is like a dike too low to keep the 
water out. It is not a revenue Dill, for it fails to produce reve- 
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nue. It embodies all the vices and none of the virtues of com- 
mercial restriction. It entails all the cost and vexation of main- 
taining custom-houses, while it brings none of the benefits the 
system was designed to secure. 

THE BASIS OF SOUND LEGISLATION. 


Allsound and beneficial legislation on lines of commercial regu- 


lation must proceed upon these fundamental tes: 

First. Our own laboring people must be employed at remuner- 
ative wages. 

Second. We have no advantageous industries which can em- 
ploy all our labor in the production of commodities whose excess 
over and above our own consumption can find a market elsewhere 
at prices commensurate with such a ratio of result to exertion or 
of satisfaction to sacrifice as would justify the cumulation of our 
labor in them. 


Third, That under these conditions the best results are attain- 


able by the employment of our labor and all our productive 
forces on our own raw materials to meet our own consumption 
as fur as is compatible with the nature and extent of our re- 
sources. In other words, under existing conditions of produc- 
tion, distribution, and consumption the world over, the Ameri- 
can market is the best one, not only for the products of Ameri- 
can soil, but as well those of American mines, factories, forges, 
furnaces, and the whole round of American production. 

These propositions derive support not only from the deduc- 
tions of reason applied to the facts of our situation, but fram the 
lessons of our actual experience as well. Ifa shoemaker has a 
market for all the shoes he can make at a price which pays him 
more for a day’s work than he can make at any other employ- 
ment, he puts in all his time at making shoes; butif his market 
fails him, if he can not sell all his shoes at a price that consti- 
tutes that his advantageous industry he must either be idle a 
portion of his time or accumulate a surplus of shoes without ex- 
changeable value. He is driven, therefore, to give a portion of 
his time to some other employment to eke outaliving. Or, if he 
finds a market for all his shoes, but can not finda supply of some 
necessary article of consumption, say stockings, at such price as 
would pay him better to buy than to make, then he must ada gcd 
a part of his time in making his own stockings. This would be 
an economic dee 

Similarly, the people of the United States, having no single in- 
dustry or limited number of industries in which their labor and 
exertion would be more efficient than in others, because there is 
no market to take all they could produce in them at a price that 
would give their labor superior efficiency, must do other thin 
to make a living. And moreover, if bi had a superiority 
one or more industries they could not find an adequate supply 
of their remaining wants at a price which would pay them better 
to buy than to make. So that the economic limitations of the 
situation in which we find ourselves, and from which we have no 
means of escape, compel us to the course we have chosen to pur- 
sue, that of producing to a large extent our own consumption. 

But if the necessities of our situation compel us, as the solici- 
tation of our manifest interest moves us, to employ ourselves in 
the miscellaneous and manifold industries, with the resources 
and aptitudes for which our country and our people have been 
80 richly endowed, and we are already established in these in- 
dustries with fabulous amounts of capital invested in numerous 
plants equipped for business, under a scale of defensive duties, 
which secures to us so generous a share of our own markets as 
to give employment to our own labor in ee at remuner- 
ative wages commensurate with the high general level of char- 
acter and intelligence which distinguishes American labor, 
should we by withdrawing that protection, by the reduction or 
total removal of those duties, relinquish a portion of our own 
markets to foreign producers, displace our own labor for foreign, 
impair our own fixed capital, and voluntarily abdicate our sov- 
ereignty over oir industrial realm. 

The answer of the advocates of this measure doubtless is that 
the bill has no tendency to the production of the results named, 
but on the contrary it will tend to lighten the burdens of taxa- 
tion, promote the activity of our industries, better the condi- 
tions of labor, and secure a progressively increasing efficiency 
in all our productive agencies. 

But for the indisputable presumption of your sincerity in this 
contention I would say it is in vain you protest that you are 
prora economists working out the problem of your country’s 

terests, while the agencies you propose are calculated to 
alyze the industries they are meant to help, unless indeed it be 
economists of the class of whom Napoleon said: “If the empire 
were made of adamant they would grind it to powder;” in vain 
that you declare your solicitude for workingmen while you are 
legislating bread out of their mouths; in vain that you insist that 
their condition will be bettered while you are closing the mills 
in which they earned the highest wages ever to labor; in 
vain that you pretend to be seeking access to the markets of the 


world for American manufactures when England’s factories are 
crowded with an accumulation of products for which the double 
advantage of free raw material and low wages does not enable 
her to find a market. but subjects her to the mortification 
of witnessing her foreign commerce in a progressive decline; 
in vain that you insist that you are cheapening commodities 
for the people’s consumption while you are curtailing their means 
of buying e satisfactions of life at any price. But for the con- 
straint I am under to believe you serious, the irony of your 
declarations and protestations is so apparent that I would be re- 
minded of the hypocrite who protested his love for his Savior, 
his veneration for his Bible, and his devotion to his religion, 
while he daily broke every commandment in the decalogue. 
THE REPUBLICAN DOCTRINE OF PROTECTION. 

Conformably to the principles [ have indicated, the Repub- 
lican doctrine of protection is that imposts are to be levied for 
two purposes, both distinctly declared by the founders of the 
Republic, and to secure which was one of the chief reasons for 
the adoption of the Constitution of 1787, namely, to raise revenue 
for the support of the Government and to encourage our domes- 
tic industries; and a constitutional duty is one that has for its 
object this twofold purpose: A duty which yields sufficient reve- 
nue and at the same time guarantees ourown producers the first 
chance in our own markets is a protective and constitutional 
duty; while a duty which aims to raise revenue while it injures 
home enterprise and discourages domestic industries by i ih 
importations is a destructive duty, and, if not an unconstitutio 
one, is maintained by an abuse of constitutional power. 

Duties in the two instances are imposed on totally different 
principles. A duty regulated by the revenue principle alone 
proceeds upon the assumption that the point on the scale of 
rates at which a duty should be fixed is the lowest figure that 
will yield the requisite amount of revenue without regard to 
pron on the theory that the less the duties the lighter the 

urdens. It is easilyseen that this results in largely increasing 
importations, for as the duty falls the imports swell—to the in- 
jury of our home producere. 

The principle of the maximum revenue from the maximum 
importations is the one stab the industries of this country can 
not survive, for it means the minimum of home productions. It 
substitutes foreign for home products and foreign for home in- 
dustries, and is to that extent unpatriotic and un-American, if 
not treason to the welfare of the country. 

On the contrary, a duty regulated upon the twofold principle 
of revenue and protection proceeds upon the assumption that 
the true point on the scale of rates at which a duty should be 
fixed is the highest figure consistent with sufficient revenue and 
adequate protection. 

By the Democratic method the revenue is to be collected with 
as much incidental injury tothe people as ible. By the Re- 
8 method the revenue is collected with as much inci- 

ental benefit to the people as possible. 

We believe that it the collector of customs can dispense bene- 
fits while he is gathering revenue it is a relief and not a dis- 
tress to the poopie. A revenue that carries a double blessing 
upon its win none the worse on that account. 

Daniel Webster, the great expounder of the Constitution, said 
on this very point: 

Can it be that we have only a revenue power in this matter? That is, we 
have the clear and undoubted power to take so much money out of your 
pockets and apply it to our public purposes; but God forbid thas in doing 
so we should do you any at the same time. 

Now, let us give some attention to the contentions in support 
of the bill. The proponents of the measure rely upon a course 
of deductive reasoning 5 when tested by the eco- 
nomic facts of our history. e only verification by actual ex- 

rience which they have ever thought worth while to attempt 
3 in the period between 1846 and 1860. As the devout Mus · 
sulmen in prayer turn their faces toward the Caaba as their 

int of adoration, so do our devout tariff reformers when they 
fend their exertions to the rescue of their country from the 


robber barons of protection turn their faces to the of 1846 
to 1860 as their point of adoration. 
FREE-TRADE PERIOD. . 
A characteristic mode of depicting the unspeakable charms of 


that idyllic season after the winter of their discontent had been 
made glad summer by the glorious sun of free trade in the 
tariff of 1846 may be found in an address of the present Vice- 
President at Bloomington, III., just before his election. These 
are his words: 

The decade and a half extending from the passage of the low-tariff law of 
1846 to the beginning of our civil war has been truly called the golden 
period of our history. The cost of the necessaries of life had reached the 
minimum, and at no time in our Was it easier for the wage-earner 
to his . The farmer, the mechanic, the day laborer alike 

the benefit of low taxation. A benefit, why? Simply for the reason 
that it lessened the cost of food, of clothing, of every article t conduced 
to his comfort. Our manufactories did not 
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out in our furnaces. The wheels and spindles were not idle in our great 
ves ot industry. The demand for labor was not lessened, nor was its value 
depreciated. 

Mr. Chairman, an effective answer to the Vice-President, as 
well as to the fairy tales given us yesterday by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] concerning this long- to-be- remembered 
period when the industries of Pennsylvania languished, and lan- 
guishing, died by the scores, with none to succor, may be found 
in the work of Robert Ellis Thompson on Social Science and 
National Economy. Mr. Thompson says: 

Thus during the years 1848.49 English iron was cheap, selling in New York 
at $10 a ton, and largely driving the home producer out of the market. One- 
third of the furnaces fron mills ceased operations soon after the tariff 
Was enacted, many being sold out by the sheriff, the rest were sorely cri 
pled, and the amount of their production preety diminished. In 1831-54, 
when home competition was virtually out of the Way, iron sold for 850 a ton, 
whereas native iron had been sold for 800. 

A CONTRAST AND CONTRADICTION, 

But further, Mr. Chairman, for the sake of the contrast, and 
in the interest of truth, I submit without note or comment the 
dispassionate statement of President Fillmore in his annual mes- 
sage to Congress in December, 1851. This is what he said: 

The value of our exports of breadstuffs and provisions, which it was su; 

the incentive of a low tariſ and largeimportations from abroad cae 

ve greatly augmented, has fallen from $68,701,921 in 1817, to $26,051,373 in 

1850, and to $21,848,653 in 1851, with a strong probability, amounting almost 
to a certainty, of a still further reduction in the current year. 

The te value of rice exported during the last year as com- 
pared with the previous year also exhibits a decrease amounting to $460,917, 
which with a decline in the value of the exports of tobacco for the same 


period make an aggregate decrease in these two articles of 31,156,751. 


The policy which dictated a low rate of duties on foreign merchandise it 
was thought by those who promoted and established it would tend to benefit 
the 8 population of the country by increasing the demand and raising 
the price of agricultural products in foreign markets. The foregoing facts, 
however, seem to show incontestibly that no such result has followed the 


adoption of this A 
* N BUCHANAN'S TESTIMONY. 


To make confirmation strong as proof of Holy Writ I will place 
on the record of this discussion the statement of President Buch- 
anan at a later period, when the evils of arevenue tariff had cul- 
minated in the overthrow of our industries and the impoverish- 
mentof our people. President Buchanan, in his annual message 
to Congress December 8, 1857, said: 

We have all of the elements of national wealth in rich abun- 
dance, andyet, notwithstanding all these advantages, ourcountry in its mone- 
ae oe is at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the 
midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all 
. our private cuterprises of different kinds abandoned, 
Rna thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to 
want. A 

In the same message, after describing the distress and want to 
which the people had been reduced, President Buchanan en- 
larged upon the inability of the penne to purchase manufactured 
articles for lack of means, and that goods therefore ceased to be 
produced. The decay of our own industries so lessened the peo- 
ple’s means of purchasing imported goods that imports fell off 
to such an extent that the revenue declined so that it was inad- 
equate to meet the necessary expenses of the Government. To 
supply this deficiency Congress, by act of December 23, 1857, 
authorized the issue of $20,000,000 of Treasury notes. This prov- 
ing inadequate, in June, 1858, a loan of $20,000,000 was authorized 
to meet the expenditures of the Government. 

The conditions progressed from bad to worse until March 3, 
1859, when the situation was so appalling that the President is- 
sued a special message to Congress, a g in tones of touch- 
ing pathos to preserve the credit of the country. 

The Treasury was bankrupt, the credit of the nation was re- 
duced to its lowest terms, and no provision was made for the 
necessary expenses of the Government. 

Thus— 

Says the message— 
the country, which is full of resources, will be dishonored before the world, 
and the American people, who area debt-paying people, will be disgraced by 
the omission on our part to do our duty. 

And these calamitous results ensued, it must not be forgotten, 
coincidently with an un leled succession of fortuitous cir- 
cumstances, calculated in the highest degree to countervail the 
depressing influences exerted by the mistaken une poleg of 
that unhappy period. These circumstances, as all remem- 
ber, were a succession of famines in Ireland, a crop shortage in 
Germany and other European countries, European wars, and the 
discovery of gold in California. Butall these aids to e 
could not overcome the noxious effects of the Walker tariff, and 


the country sank 155 and deeper in the slough of mew Ty 
until the Morrill tariff brought succor to a demoralized and dis- 
tressed country. 


TARIFF FOR REVENUE. 
One of the numerous contentions upon which the advocates of 
a tariff for revenue rely is the assumption that free raw material 
cheapens production, enlarges consumption, multiplies markets, 
promotes manufactures, and secures remunerative employment 


tolabor. Precisely what mode of imposing duties is required 
by & tariff for revenue only may be a question not free from dif- 
ficulty. > - 

There is credible Democratic authority for holding that such 
a tariff excludes entirely the idea of free imports of any kind, 
that the Democratic doctrine of the unconstitutionality of a pro- 
tective duty carries the necessary implication that revenue be- 
ing the supreme and only purpose of the impost, it must be ex- 
acted from the whole field of importations without omission and 
without favor. In every quarter in which this view meets with 
acceptance, free raw materials must be condemned as repagon 
tothe principle ofa revenue tariff and in derogation of the latest 
distinct tenet of the Democratic party. For a fuller exposition 
of this incongruity in the bill I refer to the following observa- 
tions from the New York Sun: 

FREE RAW MATERIAL 


We bave had the honor to receive from the attorney-general of Mississippi, 
the Hon. Frank Johnston, a communication con ig the following re- 


quest: 

“Thave written to ask the Sun to give its readers elaborately its views on 
8 of tree raw material, with a protective duty on the manufactured 
p uct.” 

As any andall discussion upon this subject can be theoretical and academic 
only, and of no possible application to the tical transactions of the 
Democratic Congress, we must respectf! Mr. Johnston’s attention to 
the fact. Debate on free raw material isclosed. Such a feature of the tariff 
was 3 tor approval to the last great court ot the 1 
the National Democratic Convention of 1802, and it was repudiated, not 
merely — —.— negative of deliberate and categorical 8 but by the 
added declaration romps that made the notion of free raw materials 

t 


a constitutional im bili 4 8 

The 8 W. put forward Mr. Cleveland for the Presi- 
dency, that there should be a “tariff for revenue only,” and in so 
saying it double locked the door on further — ate as to the e 
of other policies, or as to national ty by other methods, or the 
inevitable changes in manufacture commerce, or sectional 
or individual interests, or personal opinions, or discrimination of any 
or shade in customs duties. Each became thereafter an absolutely forbidden 
factor in the tariff, as eg dy the Constitution. Each and all must be 
eliminated from the ral system an out, 

Free raw material, or free arang is out of the question in a constitu- 
tional revenue tariff. A free list is as impossible under the Democratic 
platform as a prohibitory tax. Revenue is the supreme principle, and reye- 
nue only, to be exacted from the whole field of importation, without omis- 
sion without favor. The reformers have been proclaiming earn 
for years past that any other than a revenue tariff robs some one, and now 


the tic platform says the same yon a What tn ap ple tb 
nal or Democratic statesman, therefore, individually of the free-raw- 


advan 


muci nce to elabo- 
an essay on the multiplication table as e OOA 


In assuring Mr. Johnston of our most distinguished consideration, we 
must justify this somewhat blunt response to his courteous note by the fact 
that the Democratic pledge, solemnly offered and publicly accepted, toler- 
ates no other. The tariff must be for revenue only, without humbug, back- 
sliding, or delusion. Otherwise people will say the Democracy is a fraud. 

Mr. Chairman, I indulge the hope that the humbug, backslid- 
ing, and delusion of “free raw material,” so pungently referred 
to by Mr. Dana, may be eliminated from the bill before it reaches 


its passage. 
HENRY WATTERSON. 

Another father in Israel of the Democratic faith, from the o 
posite section of our country, Henry Watterson, says this bill 
an attempt to steer between wind and water, to serve two mas- 
ters. A tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection are the op- 
posites of each other, and the conflict between them is irrepres- 
sible. If the eens did not mean this in 1876, then the platform 
lied. If Mr. Cleveland did not mean it by his message of 1887, 
then he misled the people and is at this moment the custodian 
of stolen goods. At least the convention of 1892 meant it, be- 
cause the issue was therein made so decisive and incisive that 
nobody could mistake it. The people voted distinctly to displace 
the protective system with a revenue system. 

The safe course to pere was tomake a tariff for revenue only 
in consonance with the pledges of the party. The imperfection 
of the bill is its complications. It admits the smug face of pro- 
tection in some parts and half its body in other parts. So says 
Henry Watterson in the Louisville Courier-Journal. 

So firm is Mr. Watterson’s conviction that the Democratic 
party has been guilty of a base betrayal of the people’s trust in 
undertaking to foist upon the country the Wilson bill for a 
tariff-for-revenue measure that he has deliberately declared that 
“ his party is marching through a slaughterhouse to an open 
grave.” Ido not quarrel with him on that Sa but am happy 
to be in unity with him. [Applause on the publican side. 

Andrew Jackson Steinman, as broad-gauged, clear-headed, and 
conservative a Democratic journalist as can be found in Eastern 
Pennsylvania, in the Lancaster Intelligencer says: 

Mr. OATES furthermore believes that the free list in the Wilson bill is too 
large in view of the need of revenue. Weare entirely in sympathy with this 
opinion. We are unable to understand how a Democratic committee, in- 
stru by a Democratic convention in favor of a tariff for revenue, 
been able to formulate a tariff bill which is not ex to N 
like the revenue needed by the Treasury; which es a large free list tha 
yields no revenue at all, and continues a Republican bounty on sagar which 
not only fails to produce, but actually dissipates revenue. 
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It seems to us to be really silly to establish a free list, when we need the 
revenue it can be readily made to yield without complaint and without p 
ticular burden upon anyone. A tariff for revenue really prohibits a 
list; though it would be a good policy, as to articles of prime necessity, pro- 
vided the revenue was superabundant. It is a good eee revenue, 
to establish a free list; but when we do not want to revenue, it is a 
foolish establishment. 

There should be a light duty levied upon all articles on the free list in the 
Democratic bill; a duty so light as not to hinder their importation, but 
enough to raise the revenue they can be made to yield without checking 
their importation. And certainly there should be no bounty on sugar. That 
is a question too clear for — — cussion. No such proposition could have 
a in a Democratic bill, if a proper had been kept upon 

Democratic pulse of the country, which thoroughly and undoubtedly re- 
pudiates the idea of a bounty; and especially when the revenues are short, 
will it forbid the passage of such a measure. 

The honest truth is that the Wilson tariff bill needs to be promptly recom- 
mitted to the committee with instruction to cause it to provide sufficient 
revenue; and the sooner this is understood and done, the better it will be 
for the party and the country. 

FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

I beg now to observe that if the theory of Mr. Dana and Mr. 
Watterson is not sound, and protective duties are after all com- 

tible with the principle of a tariff for revenue only, then the 

‘free raw material” clauses of the bill come under equal con- 
demnation on another ground. If protection is admitted into 
the bill to any extent, however limited, as a direct object, itisa 
distinct concession to the principle of protection, and we may 
well insist that its application shall not be arbitrary but con- 
formable to the reason of the case and the requirements of our 
industrial situation. A 

We do not want a tariff bill like that of 1846, which a distin- 

uished economic writer characterized as neither fish, flesh, 

owl, nor good salt herring.” Weought to havea bill consistent 
with itseli—without repugnancy—that stands by the logic of its 
principle and does not quail before its sequences. 

The President says in his recent annual message that restric- 
tions must be removed from the importation of the raw materials 
of our manufactures to enable the latter to compete on equal 
terms for the markets. 

Of course a full and complete answer to that contention is 
that under existing law there is practically no duty on raw ma- 
terial manufactured for export. . cent of the duty is 
refunded. But supposing it was not. hat is the philosophy 
of this proposition? It must be clear that if our manufacturers 
are barred from the world’s markets it is because of some obsta- 
cles that are not in the way of other competing nations. Inan 
economic sense what are the obstacles to free commerce on equal 
terms? Anything which prevents equality of facilities is an ob- 
stacle. Higher wages is an obstacle. Greater cost of material is 
anobstacle. There may be others, but these are all that concern 
us inthisdiscussion. Anequalization of facilities can be secured 
by the removal of one or both of these obstacles. 

I do not believe the people of the United States can afford to 
secure a foreign market at the cost of foregoing any part of our 
wages or of any part of our protection to raw material. The 
President, however, thinks we can, and advises us to forego the 
defensive duty on raw material. On what principle is this se- 
lection made? In either case an injury is done to labor. Those 
employed in the collection and preparation and transportation of 
raw material can no more compete with the cheap labor abroad 
employed in similar work than can American manufacturers, 
kaa the result must be a cut in wages or a cessation of business. 

The protective principle being admitted, then every industry 
in which American labor comes in competition with cheaper for- 
eign labor ought to have its share of protection if it needs it. 
The production of raw material is as much an industry as its 
elaboration into manufactured articles. Those caer tae in it 
are as much workmen as any other laborers. They have the 
same wants, the same aspirations, the same need for protection 
against the corresponding labor abroad at lower wages. It is 
labor that is the object of protection, and any commodity repre- 
senting labor is within the principle. If there is a raw material 
that is untouched by labor let that go on the free list: 

Even Bastiat, who was a free . excellence, made that 
concession to the protective theory. He held that if protection 
is admissible at all, all labor should be protected: No labor, no 
protection.” 

If itis the wish of the House, Mr. Chairman, I shall not de- 
‘tain it further this evening if I can have about twenty minutes 
in the morning. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied forty min- 
utes of his time. He will be entitled to twenty minutes again 
when this matter is resumed. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I will yield the floor, Mr. Chairman, 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the committee 
will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed thechair, Mr. RICH ARDSON of Tennessee reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


having had under consideration the tariff bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. * P 
PRINTING COAST AND GEODETIC REPORT, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this morn- 
ing the House agreed to a Senate resolution to print the annual 
report of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1892. There was 
an error in the resolution. It should have been 1893. I msye 
to reconsider, or ask unanimous consent to reconsider, the action 
of the House in order to ask its return from the Senate and cor- 
2 I submit a resolution, on which I ask immediate ac- 

ion, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the Senate 
concurrent resolution to print the report of the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 1892. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the suggestion? Should it be 1893? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the correction 
which should be made in the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. As it wants now only three minutes of the 
time for taking the recess, if there be no objection the Chair 
will declare the House in recess until 8 o'clock. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will preside and perform the 
duties of the Chair at the evening session, which will be devoted 
to debate only upon the pending bill. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for 
debate only on the tariff bill, and will resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the special order. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

[Mr. MAGUIRE withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. COCKRELL addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SIMPSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly ; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker o tempore, Mr. KILGORE, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. j 

And then, on motion of Mr. KILGORE (at 9 o'clock and 46 
minutes fb the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 12, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 6 of Rule XIII, Mr. TAWNEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R. 3195) granting a 
pension to Lovica „a widow of a soldier of the war of 1812; 
which, with the accompanying report (No. 257), was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5142) to increase the pension of H. S. Mayhill, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 5166) to regulate 
enlistments in the Army of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 5167) to grant the right of way 
to the Indian Pacific Coal and Railway Company through the 
Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) au- 
thorizing Maj. Gen. Oliver Otis Howard, United States Army, 
to accept from the President of the French Republic a diploma 
conferring the decoration of Commander of the National Order 
of the Legion of Honor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


749 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 5168) for the relief of the 
estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) for the relief of Washington West, 
Madison Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 5170) for the relief of Dr. 
John B. Read—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 5171) for the relief of John Mc- 
Naughton, second lieutenant Company G, First Regiment 
West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on War 
Claims. i 


Also, a bill (H. R.5172) to authorize the Court of Claims to 
hear and determine the claim of the heirs of Dudley D. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 5173) granting a pension to Sarah 
L. Maxwell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 5174) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Innerarity—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississi Se A bill (H. R. 5175) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Ann M. Brown, Claiborne County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Milton Iseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Arra Van der 
Sinden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5178) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims 5 by the accounting officers of the 
United States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5179) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5180) to remove 
the charge of desertion against the record of William J. Me- 
Falls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5181) to correct the 
military record of John Smith—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 8 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 5182) for the relief of the heirs 
of S. H. Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 5183) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Parish—to the Committee on War Claims. 

«Som FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 5184) for the relief of Maria 
T. Karge—to the Committee on Pensions. 


“ PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of George E. Andronette & Co. 
and 6 other firms of glass-manufacturers of Chicago, protest- 
ing against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, pens of Henry W. King & Co. and 41 other manufac- 
turers of clothing of the city of Chicago, protesting against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also. petition of E. Johansen and 14 other cigar-manufactur- 
ers of Chicago, fora uniformduty onall unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, favoring the 
adoption of House bill 4182, providing for an international mari- 
time conference for the better protection and care of animals in 
transit—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Nashua, N. H., in favor of the early com- 
pletion of the Sandy Bay breakwater and harbor of refuge—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the farmers engaged in the tobacco culture 
and cigar manufacturers of Hinsdale, N. H., protesting against 
the tobacco schedules of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of 280 miners of Brookside, 
Ala., protesting against placing coal and iron on the free list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BRANCH: Petition of citizens of Carteret County, 
N.C., to open Darien Inlet between Portsmouth and Cape Took: 
out—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. F. Willis, of Plymouth, N. C., for re- 
lief for property destroyed by United States Government in the 


town of Plymouth, N. C., during the late war—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Greenville Tobacco Board of Trade, protest- 
ing against the increased duty on cigarettes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of Cigar-makers’ Union, No. 
126, Ephratah, Pa., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial from the Legislature 
of Idaho, praying that certain waters in that State be drained— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Mo- 
Keesport, Pa., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of sundry citizens of Danbury, 
Conn., against proposed change of duty on manufactured hats— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of sundry citizens of Connecticut, against 
reduction of duty on imported leaf tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of James Fanning for his re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of George Glenn, of Madison County, Ark., for 
his relief—to the Committee oa Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 31 citizens of Hardman, 
Oregon, protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Protests of 240 citizens 
of Hadley; 153 of Amherst; 123 of Agawam; 97 of Northfield, and 
63 more of Westfield, all in the State of Massachusetts, inter- 
ested in the cultivation of tobacco, against the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 777 employés of the Otis Mills, Ware, Mass., 
irrespective of party affiliations, against the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of 83 citizens of Winchendon, Mass., against the 
Wilson bill, especially as it affects manufacturing of toys—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 44 employés of the Swift River Company, En- 
field, Mass., irrespective of party affiliations, against the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 21 employés of the Excelsior Woolen Com- 
pond ales, Mass., irrespective of party affiliations, against the 

ilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of the lithographers of the cities of 
New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, against the of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the All Tobacco Cigarettes Manufacturers’ 
Association of the United States, against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of H. C. Battey, Proctorsville, Vt., and 
194 other farmers, laborers, and employés of the Taft, Burbank 
& Murdock Woolen Mills, against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of James A. Hover and other citi- 
zens of Columbiaville, N. Y., against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Doty & Scrimgeour, of New York (manufac- 
turers of surface-coated paper), against the passage of the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance against the passage of the Wilson bill 
from employés of the Valatie (N. V.] Cotton Mills—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. B. Knowlson and other citizens of Sand 
Lake, N. Y., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the employés of the Valatie Cotton Mills, the 
Wild Manufacturing Company, and the Valatie Paper Mill Com- 
pany, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Gilbert Sherwood and other persons of Valatie 
1 V., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways an 
eans. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of West Superior, Wis., st placing iron ore on the free list as 

roposed in the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Petition of Mrs. Mathilda 
S. Lawler, widow of Nicholas Lawler, late a soldier in the Fourth 
United States Artillery, praying for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of J. E. B. Hudson 
and 402 other citizens and old soldiers of Iowa, praying for leg- 
islation to prevent os of pensions until after due notice 
of proof of fraud, and for restoration of suspended pensions until 
such proofs are secured—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 35 farmers of 
Cattaraugus County, N. V., against the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. > 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of citizens of O'Neill, Nebr., asking for 
a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobaceo 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition and resolutions 
and nee the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against the pas- 
ay 14» the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

, petition signed by W. A. Williams and 135 others, citi- 
zens of 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition signed by Abram Simmerman and 20 others, 
against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition signed by John Campbell and 179 others of Glass- 
boro, N. J., against the passage of the Wilson bill -to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. M RY: Petition of levee men todredge Charlotte 
Harbor, Fla., asking an appropriation of $150,000—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Crystal River, Fla., 
praying retention of existing tariff on lead pencils—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MARVIN of New Vork: Remonstrance of Howard 
Greenleaf and 37 other citizens of Hampton, Orange County, N. 
V., against reduction of tariff rates on tissue papers of all kinds— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Peru, Ind., for the defeat of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. X 

Also, petition of Local Union, No. 73, American Flint Glass 
Workers’ Union, of Marion, Ind., against the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maj. H. B. Sayler and 64 other ex-Union sol- 
diers, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1109) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Charles A. Larkin—to the Committee on Military 

a . 

By Mr. McDEARMON: Petition of Mrs. Melissa Gill, for pas- 
sage of a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to place the 
name of George W. Gill on the rolls and records of 2 E 
Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, to accompany House bill 51490 to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEIKELJOHN: Protest of miners of lead ores in Mis- 
souri and other Western States, against the provisions in the 
tariff bill which prescribes 15 per cent ad valorem on lead ores 
and admits. duty free all ores in which the value in silver is 
ater than that of lead—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. O'NEIL: Petition of Boston Fruit and Produce Ex- 
change for completion of Harbor of Refuge at Cape Ann, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the employés 
of Irvington Woolen Mills, Delaware County, Pa., protesting 
oe the passage of the Wilson bill—to Committee on 

ays and Means. 


Also, petition of the employés of Wolfender, Shaw & Co., 
Limited, of Cardington, Delaware County, Pa., protesting 
t the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

Also, petition of the x bie manufacturers, 
against the pe of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, two petitions of the manufacturers and employés in the 
manufacture of gold, silver, aluminum, and metal leaf, protest- 
ing against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of theemployers of labor, workingmen, citizens, 
and others of Parkersburg, Chester Count „Pa., protesting 
. — the ee of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 


ays and i 
so, petition of thread workers and spinners of fine cotton 
of New Jersey, protesting t the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of lead miners of Southwest Missouri and South- 
east Kansas, protesting t the passage of the Wilson bill 
as now framed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, protesting 
= ne passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 


ee 
Committee 


, petition of the employés of i & I. Eastwood, Lyndell, | 


Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Conmisies on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSS 
chester, town of Colchester, Conn., the tobacco schedule 


against 
of the Wilson tariff the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of farmers, growers of cigar leaf 
tobacco, and their employés, protesting against the proposed re- 
duction of duty on foreign wrappers—to the Committee on Ways 
ae 3 

- STEPHENSON: Memorial of workingmen, employers 
of labor, and others, citizens of Gogebio County, Xich, aoe 
testing against the proposed free admission of iron ore and 
dec that such action by Congress would bring suffering 
and distress to all those engaged in the iron industry—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition. of Martin. Hazzard and 37 other 
members of Lodge No. 41 of Amalgamated Association of Iron 
and Steel Workers, of Findlay, Ohio, against the passage of the 
vie ed Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: Protest by 531 em- 
ployés of the Bausch & Dombe Optical Company, against the 

nage of the Wilson bill—to the: Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers in the claim of John 
2 TORDAR; of Madison County, Alz.—to the Committee on War 

aims. : 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Martin Good and 20 employés 
engaged in the manufacture of woolen goods, of Highspire, Pa. 
>t donk the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

gans. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of Adam Smith 
and other farmers: of Bradford County, Pa., against the reduc- 
sen of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways anå 

eans, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 12, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CHIPMAN. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on next Friday at 3 Olock I shall call up the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives in reference to the death of Hon. John 
togan Chipman, a member of that body from the State of Mich- 
gan. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its.Chief Clerk, announced that the House agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of 
the House providing for the appointment of a special joint com- 
mittee of the House and Senate to investigate and consider the 
ek pay, and other matters relating to the personnel of the 

avy. X 

The message also communicated a request to return to the 
House the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print the report 
of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the 
year 1892. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of John S. Krier 
and other citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the pus- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel Scotten & Co., of De- 
troit, Mich., praying for an amendment of the present tariff law 
so as to permit the sale of leaf tobacco in its natural state free of 
tax; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Worcester, Mass., indorsing the Wilson bill in its own behalf 
and that of twenty-four labor organizations which it represents. 
I suppose these gentlemen are very much interested in the re- 
duction of the hours of labor, as the passage of the Wilson bill, 
in accordance with the view of the petitioners, carried to an 
extreme, would prevent there being any hours of labor at all to 
a very large number of workingmen. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Rubber Garment Work- 
ers’ Local Union, No. 51, of Boston, Mass., praying for the gov- 
ernmental control of the telegraph service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Local Assembly, 
No. 7954, Knights of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the 


| passage of the Wilson tariff bill and for the imposition of an in 


come tax; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented the memorial of Hayes Young and 24 other 
citizens of Champaign County, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
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passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. s 
He also presented a petition of manufaeturers of woolen and 
worsted goods of Cincinnati and Hamilton, Ohio, praying that 
the duty on wool and woolen goods be left undisturbed by Con- 
; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


tition of members of the Medical So- 


V., pra 


Mr. HILL presented a 
ying for the establishment of a 


ciety of Oneida County, 
bureau of public health within the Treasury Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented a memorial of growers of tobacco in New 
York County, N. V., remonstrating against the proposed reduc- 
tion of duty on foreign wrappers to $1 per pound for unstemmed 
and $1.25 for stemmed; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. - 

He also presented a memorial of the: employés of the Bausch 
& Lomb Optical Company, of Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating 
against any change in the present duty on optical goods; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of cabinet-makers, wood-carvers, 
carpenters, upholsterers, trimmers, and others, manufacturers 
of New York City, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present the memorial of K. H. Leavin and 
81 others, operatives in the Kirk Mills, of Central Village, Conn., 
which are practically idle now, remonstrating against the com- 

mon enemy the Wilson tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I also t the memorial of Edward Co- 
nant and 49 other citizens of Bozrahville, Conn., workers in the 
mills there, which is significant. because of the following intro- 
duction; 

We, the undersigned, overseers and operatives in the Bozrahville mills, fr- 
respective of political party, men and women, acting as free agents and in- 
dependent of the suggestions or the request of our employers, etc. 

The memorialists then proceed to protest against the proposed 
Wilson tariff bill. I seein the public press utterances in various 
places which I ean not properly mention implying that the peo- 
ple who sign these memorials by myriads are ordered to do so. 
Any man familiar with New England society at least (the rest of 
the country can speak for itself) knows that no greater insult 
could be given to the operatives in any mill than to have any- 
thing in the nature of an order, or a request. which could be dis- 
torted into practically an order, to them. It would create an 
instant rebellion, even if it were one in which they themselves 
would starve. 

T move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of W. P. Cotton and 
other cigar manufacturers of Macon and Clinton, Mich., and a 

tition of Brown Brothers and 21 other cigar manufacturers of 

oit, Mich., praying for the imposition of a duty of 35 pe 
cent. on unstem leaf tobacco; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also poatea the memorial of J. H. Krier and 107 other 
citizens of Michigamme, Mich., and the memorial of H. E. Hosk- 
ing and 89 other business men, workingmen, and employers of 
labor, of Forsyth, Mich., remonstrating against any change in 
the duty on iron ore; which were referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. PASCO: presented. a memorial of C. E. Herrick and 79 
other citizens of Crystal River, Fla., remonstrating against the 
reduction of duty on lead pencils, as proposed inthe Wilson tar- 


iff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the City Council of Palatka, 

Fla., praying that a liberal appropriation be made for the im- 

vement of the St. Johns River at Orange Mills Flats by 
8 the channel at that point; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of R. McConathy and 45 other 
business men of Florida, praying that a term of the United States 
circuit and district court be held at Ocala, Marion County, Fla.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also B arasa the petition of J. B. Wall 22 other 
members of the bar at Tampa, Fla., praying for the holding of 
a regular term of the United States courts at Ocala, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following concurrent resolution; which was parsers i red by unani- 


mous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of exentatives concurring), That the 
covering the operations 


report of the Commissioner of Fish and 


of the Commission for the fiseal year . 
that there be ted 8,000 extra copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Re mtatives, and/2,000 for 
the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fish ; the illustrations to be 
obtained by the Public Printer, under the direction of the Joint Committee 
on Printing. : 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 
Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following concurrent resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed at the Government Printing Office 8.000 copies of the thirteenth 
annual report of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompany- 
ing papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of 
the series, of which 1,000 shail be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of 
Ethnology; the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer, under 
the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1425) for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria MeMurdie; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives requesting the Senate to return to 
that body the Senate eoncurrent resolution to print the report 
of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return the concurrent resolution be complied with. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMOUNT OF GOLD COIN. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to call up the resolution heretofora 
submitted by me in reference to the amount of gold coin in the 


country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 9th instant, as follows: 

Nas oled. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
toinform the Senate from what source or sources the gold coin in this coun- 
try outside of the Treasury of the United States was tothe amount 
of $86,859,482 during the fiscal year 1893, as expressed in his recent report for 
that year, and if derived from diferent sources. give the sources respec- 
tively from which derived and the amount thereof. 

Mr. ALLEN. My object in introducing this resolution, and 
asking its adoption is to correct what appears to be an evident 
mistake in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
fiscal year 1893. On page 10 of his report the Secretary of the 
Treasury gives as the total gold coinage for the fiscal year 1893, 
$30,033,140. On page II of the same report he says: 

The movement of gold for the fiscal year shows an excess of exports over 
imports of 36,997. 278 

On page 13 of his report the Secretary of the Treasury informs 
us that the increase of gold in this country outside of the banks 
for the same year was 386, 869, 482. The difference between the 
sum which the Secretary of the Treasury says was tus in 
the balance of trade for the fiscal year 1893 and the amount of 
our coinage was $56,859,135. 

We canonly obtain gold coin from twosources, the mines and by 
importation. Itis quite ap nt to me that this is a mistake 
which in its very nature is calculated to mislead the people of the 
country and deceive them with reference to the increase of the 
gold coin in this country for the year 1893. 

I believe it to be due to the Secre of the Treasury and to 
Con and to the country at large thatif thisisa a it 
shall be promptly corrected, or if it isnot a mistake that we 
shall have the data upon which the Secretary of the Treasury 
bases his conclusion. For that e and not for the purpose 
of burdening the Secretary of the ury at all, I ask for the 
adoption of the resolution. 

r. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Nebraska would amend 
the resolution by saying ‘‘increased to the amount stated in his 
report,” without stating the sum, because the resolution in its 
present form commits the Senate to an interpretation of the re- 

rt. 
Posie. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I for one have not had an opportunity to inves- 
tigate the matter. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator’s 
desire for the information, but on the other hand, I do not think 
the Senate should affirm a fact unless it has been inquired into 
to see that there is no mistake about it. < 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam perfectly willing to have the resolution 
amended in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will adopt the phrase ‘“‘ increased 
to the amount stated in the Secretary's report,” without ipasa 
in any particular sum, I shall then make no objection to pas- 
sage of the resolution. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts move the 
amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out of the resolution all after 
the word “amount” down to the words in his,” and insert 
“stated,” and to strike out that year” and insert the year 


1893. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to have the resolution read as 
modified. 

Mr. HOAR. I will read it myself, if the Senator please. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is better. 

Mr. HOAR. It will then read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate from what source or sources the gold coin in this country outside 
of the Treasury of the United States was increased to the amount stated in 
his recent report for the year 1833, etc. 

I move that amendment. 5 

Mr. ALLISON.. I should be glad if the Senator from Ne- 
braska would have read that portion of the Secretary's report 
on which he bases the resolution. He may have read it in the 
beginning of his observations, but I was unable to hear what he 

id 


said. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be made first. 

mr, ALLISON. Certainly; I have no objection to the amend- 
men 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts will be considered as agreed 
to. Itis agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. For the information of the Senator from Iowa 
I will read a portion of the report. On page 10 of the report 
the following language is used: 
i The coinage during the year consisted of 97,280,875 pieces, valued as fol- 
ows: 


OME E E TA AE A T A 830, 038, 140. 00 
a AE e ENTE AA sE end ETA 5, 343, 715. 00 
Subsidiary: silvers: ss a ee SS 7, 217, 220. 90 
WEIR ON Ga T No . saseheederbees 1, 085, 102. 
%%ͤͤ !A AA 4 a aaa A 43, 685, 178. 80 


On page 11 of the report, under the title of imports and ex- 
ports, the Secretary says: 


The movement of gold for the fiscal year shows an excess of exports over 
imports of $86,897,275, while the excess for the fiscal year 1892 was only 8142, 


654. 
ts of silver exceeded the imports by $7,653,813, being 
Gian tie ovat year 1892 in the net — of Ay 5 e 

Passing over page 13 of the report, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury gives a table of money outside of the Treasury, the first item 
of which is as follows: 

Gold coin, November 1, 1892, $411,252,197; November 1, 1893, 
$498,121,679; increase, $86,869,482. 

There is evidently a mistake in the report in this respect. 
The Secretary of the Treasury gives us to distinctly understand 
that the balance of gold coin against us for the year 1893 was 
$86,897,275, while almost in the same breath we are told that 
there was an increase of more than that amount outside of the 
Treasury Department. This increase could only come from two 
sources, from our mines and mintage or from importations. We 
are distinctly told that it did not come by importation, because 
the balance of trade was against us. 

Mr. STEWART. How much was the increase by coinage? 

Mr. ALLEN. The increase by coinage was $30,038,140. 

Mr. STEWART. Then there would be an increase by the 
amount paid out of the Treasury during that period, which, if I 
recollect aright, was a little over $20,000,000. That would leave 
in round numbers about $50,000,000, when subtracted from the 


$86,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Subtracting that, it leaves $56,000,000. 

Mr. STEWART. About $56,000,000. Iwas unable to account 
for that sum. I have not the figures before me, but I found over 
$50,000,000 that I myself was unable to account for in the report. 
I looked at that point carefully. 

Mr. ALLEN. The sole purpose I have in introducing the 
resolution is to correct what appears to me to be a mistake in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. I think it is due tothe 
Secretary, it is certainly due to Congress and the country, if this 
was a mistake, that we shall be officially informed of that fact, 
and that it may be placed upon record concurrently with the re- 
port. Ifit be correct, then I think the Congress and the coun- 
try are entitled to the data in the possession of the Secretary of 
the Treasury from which he reaches this conclusion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 
3 That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After two hours and 
twenty-seven minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, and (at 2 o'clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until Monday, January 15, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 12, 1894. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
John M. B. Sill, of Michigan, to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Korea. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
To be post chaplain. 
The Rev. James Wilson Hillman, of New York. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery arm. 

First Lieut. Henry J. Reilly, Fifth Artillery, to be captain. 
Meitas Lieut. Oscar I. Straub, First Artillery, to be first lieu- 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John B. Malony, of Michigan, to be collector of custums for 
the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 
DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
Robert E. Preston, of the District of Columbia, to be Director 
of the Mint. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Shaw F. Neely, of Kansas, to bə marshal of the United States 


v for the district of Kansas. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Simon C. Karrer, of Michigan, to nabs Rutan of merchandise 
in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Sylvester Hull, of Redding, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Redding, Cal. 

John I. Lee, of Ashland, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Dodge City, Kans. 

James N. Fike, of Colby, Kans., to be register of the land office 
at Colby, Kans. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


W. B. Humphrey, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa. 

James R. Johnston, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Grant Herring, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania. 

Raymond E. Shearer, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

Marvin E. Mathews, of Marshall, Minn., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Marshall, Minn. ~ 

Colin F. Macdonald, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at St. Cloud, Minn. 

James F. Thompson, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Humboldt, Cal. 

Lafayette S. Barnes, of Redding, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Redding, Cal. ~ 

Thomas J. McCue, of Norton, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Colby, 2 

George T. Crist, of Santa Fe, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Dodge City, Kans. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Charles E. Davis, of Mount Auburn, III., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Colorado River Agency in Arizona. 

George W. r, of Carrollton, Ga., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Umatilla Agency in Oregon. 

Isaac J. Wootten, of Laurel, Del., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Nevada Agency in Nevada. 

POST MASTERS. 

James A. Me Donald, to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

John J. Kane, to be postmaster at Sing Sing, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

John C. Edwards, to be postmaster at Yazoo City, in the county 
of Yazoo and State of Mississippi. 
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Thomas R. Wilcockson, to be postmaster at Paragould, in the 
county of Greene and State of Arkansas. 

Samuel B. Holmes, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Kentucky. 

Charles P. Weaver, to be postmaster at Louisville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Kentucky. 

Jonas Rosenthal, to be 3 at Alexandria, in the county 
of Rapides and State of Louisiana. 

Yoel G. Rust, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Dougherty and State of Georgia. 

Hettie J. Foose, to be postmaster at Kosciusko, in the county 
of Attala and State of Mississippi. 

Abner K. Northrop, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in 
the county of Harrison and State of Mississippi. 

Ella Harris, to be W at Hazlehurst, in the county of 
Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

Charles F. Rankin, to be postmaster at Brewton, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Alabama. 

W. I. Branagan, to be postmaster at Emmettsburg, in the 
county of Palo Alto and State of Iowa. 5 

John S. Sidey, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Adair and State of Iowa. 

Abram J. Howe, to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county 
of Mills and State of Iowa. 

W. C. Scrimgeour, to be postmaster at Belle Plaine, in the 
county of Benton and State of Iowa. 

John F. Kent, to be postmaster at Dows, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa. ; 

Joseph M. Bishop, to be postmaster at State Center, in the 
county of Marshall and State of Iowa. 

Jonas F. Moyer, to be postmaster at Catasauqua, in the county 
of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

Arnold Smouse, to te postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa. 

Martin G. Stiger, to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa. 

John A. Flannery, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county 
of Prince George's and State of Maryland. 

John Wolf, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of North- 
ampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

k P. Sharkey, to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, in the 

county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. 

W. P. Walsh, to be postmaster at Smethport, in the county 
of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

George B. Nye, to be postmaster at Ellwood City, in the 
county of Lawrence and State of 1 

John E. Malone, to be postmaster at caster, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles N. Berner, to be postmasterat Clifton, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas. 

John G. White, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county 
of Washington and State of Virginia. 

Emmett M. Morrison, to be postmaster at Smithfield, in the 
county of Isle of Wight and State of Virginia. 

William Lee, to be postmaster at Casey,in the county of Clark 
and State of Illinois. 

William H. Harry, to be postmaster at Watseka, in the county 


of Iroquois and State of Illinois. 

Abbie E. Libby, to be postmaster at Marysville, inthe county 
of Marshall and State of i 

Allen G. Clampitt, to be postmaster at Highwood, in the county 
of Lake and State of Illinois. 

Leonard W. Chambers, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Illinois. 


John W. Rout, to be postmaster at Stanford, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Kentucky. 

Samuel W. Taliaferro, to be postmaster at Roseville, in the 
county of Warren and State of Illinois. 

James F. Robertson, to be postmaster at Camp Point, in the 
county of Adams and State of Illinois. 

Ephriam A. Ray, to be postmaster at Oregon, in the county of 
Ogle and State of Ilinois. 

manuel B. Thumma, to be postmaster at Garrett, in the county 

of Dekalb and State of Indiana. 

Oliver P. Basford, to be postmaster at Flatonia, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Texas. 

Carroll M. Lovell, to be postmaster at Dickson, in the county 
of Dickson and State of Tennessee. 

James C. Brophy, to be postmaster at Shortsville, in the county 
of Ontario and State of New York. 

Frederick L. Churchill, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas K. Fleming, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in county 
of Pike and State of Indiana. 

John Julian, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of El 
Paso and State of Texas. 


XXVI——48 


David H. Mock, to be postmaster at Webb City, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Missouri. 

John W. Mason, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of 
Audrain and State of Missouri. 

Thomas B. Gillouly, to be postmaster at Ridgway, in the 
county of Elk and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas A. Butkiewicz, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ed. E. King, to be postmaster at Brownwood, in the county 
of Brown and State of Texas. 

Frank Bucholtz, to be postmaster at Fort Bragg, in the county 
of Mendocino and State of California. 

Leslie M. Dennis, to be postmaster at Redding, in the county 
of Shasta and State of California. 

Elijah W. Rawls, to be tmaster at Tarboro, in the county 
of Edgecombe and State of North Carolina. 

George E. Sawyers, to be postmaster at Santa Barbara, in the 
county of Santa Barbara and State of California. 

S. J. Mayock, to be postmaster at Gilroy, in the county of 
Santa Clara and State of California. 

Fannie Ingram, to be postmaster at Monterey, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California. 

John A. Monaghan, to be postmaster at Nokomis, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois. $ 

Albert F. Nash, to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 

Alfred E. Haven, to be postmaster at Faribault, in the county 
of Rice and State of Minnesota. 

Jacob Marx, tobe postmaster at Aurora in the county of Kane 
and State of Illinois. 

Samuel W. Chapman, to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois. 

John C. McGrath, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the county 
of Jersey and State of Illinois. 

John Topp, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 

Fred A. Lischer, to be postmaster at Davenport, in the county 
e a Sas of ee 1 ; 

rge E. Young, to tmaster at Amboy, e county o 

Lee and State of Titinois. i 7 

Fergus F. Green, to be postmaster at Shawano, in the county 
of Shawano and State of Wisconsin. 

Robert M. Crawford, to be postmaster at Mineral Point, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Wisconsin. 

Samuel M. Sinead, to be postmaster at Fond du Lac, in the 
county of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, January 12, 1894. 


The House metat llo’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House 
executive communications. 

LAWS OF OKLAHOMA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting two copies of the Laws of Okla- 
homa for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER. These copies of the laws furnished the 
House the Chair has directed to be placed in the House library. 
The communication will lie on the table. 

INSPECTION OF IRON AND STEEL BOILER-PLATES, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1920) to 
amend section 4430, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

mron the title by adding; “relative to inspection of iron or steel boiler- 
p. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 418) referring 
to the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for 
compensation for the use by the United States of his invention 
relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were ordered to 
issue to him March 25, 1852. 

Mr. KRIBBS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BELTZHOO- 
VER] 12 absent, and I ask that the bill be laid on the table tem- 

rarily. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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EL CALLAO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill he 432) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer El ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
relative to appointment of committees of the House and Senate 
to consider the personnel of the NaN, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

page 1, lin trike out all after “concurred” down to and including 
s 825 te.“ in line Band insert: that subcommittees of the Committees on 
Naval Affairs of the Senate and of the House . to be se- 
lected by each of said committees, are hereb to act jointly. 
Page 2, line 6, after „convenient.“ to said committees.” On page 
i ow out all after premises down to and including possible,“ 
e 


lin 
Strike out the preamble. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendments to the House resolution. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the regular 
order. 
HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre- 
sent a privileged report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
on the resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hirt], requesting the President to send to the House of Repre- 
sentatives further information on Hawaiian affairs, and I ask 
immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. The 
gentleman has the right to present the report and have it 
printed; and it will lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Lask unanimous consent for 
its consideration. - w 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the House 
of Representatives, if not inconsistent with the public interests, all informa- 
tion received since his message of December 18, 1893, or not transmitted 
therewith and now in his possession, tou recent rted events in the 
Hawaiian Islands, any attempt to overturn the re; ‘overnment 
thereof and erect a monarchy in its stead, and es whether any rep- 
resentative, officer, vessel, or armed forces of the United States took part 
in such recent attempts to subvert a friendly government; and if so, by 
whose orders they 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky reports this 
resolution back within the week, the Chair understands, and 
asks unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, does not the right to report, and 
has it not often been decided by the Chair that the right to re- 
port, a privileged resolution carries with it the right of consid- 
eration? 

The SPEAKER, It would. 

Mr. HITT. Has not that often been held by the S er? 

The SPEAKER. Often. But this order under which we are 
acting especially dictates what we shall consider, and that the 
Chair shall not entertain any intervening motion, and the Chair 
held the other day, on the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE], that it might be reported and 
printed, and would not lose any of its pees character, and 
that it could be called up as soon as the order under which we 
are ac is disposed of. 

Mr. HITT. Then consideration could be reached now by unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It could be reached by unanimous consent. 
The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. McCREARY. L had asked for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HITT. Ih that will be granted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwassimply going to say that if unanimous 
consent is given for the consideration of this resolution I must 
insist that it include the resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, which has bitherto been denied considera- 
tion. Itseems that the House is now ruled by three members, 
and I do not think we should reduce the number to one. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. As the gentlemin from Ten- 
nessee objects, I ask that the resolution lie upon the table for 
the present without losing its privilege. 

The SPEAKER. It will not lose its 1 7 — 1 It will be 
printed and will retain its place, subject to be called up after the 
special order has been exhausted. 


lican 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its uest, the Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion to print the re of the Su: tendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey for the fiscal year 1892. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. MARSHALL, one of 
its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1266) 
to extend and amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and operate 
additional lines of railway through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 24, A. D. 1891: in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following concurrent resolutions: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000 copies of the thirteenth 
annual report of the Director of the Bureau of Ethno „with accompany- 
ing papers and illustrations, and uniform with the p volumes of the 
series, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, ss for the use of 
the House of 1 and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of 
Ethnology; the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Also: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


report of the Commissioner of Fish and eries, covering the operations 
of the Commission for the fiscal year e June 30, — Sang printed, and 
that there be printed 8,000 extra copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use 


the Senate, 4.000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2.000 for 
the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; the illustrations to be 
2 by the Public Printer under the direction ot the Joint Committee 
on ting. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R.4114) to amend anact approved September 4, 1890, author- 
izing the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott Railroad Com- 
pany to construct two bridges across Bœuf River, in Louisiana; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


ports. 
The 5 were called; when the following report was 
resented: 
x Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5077) to 
amend an act of Con approved May 12, 1890, granting to 
the Aransas Pass Harbor Company the right toimprove Aransas 
Pass, reported in favor of its ; which was referred tothe 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
The House then, pursuant to the special order, resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on-the state of the Union, Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 


THE TARIFF. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. EVERETT rose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Brostvs] has still twenty minutes of his time remaining, which 
he desires to occupy. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, at the adjournment of the 
House yesterday afternoon, I was reviewing some of the conten- 
tions by which the measure before the House is sought to be sup- 
ported by its advocates, and I had come, in the progress of my 
observations, to wool. =a 

WOOL. 


Now you put wool on the free list, because you put it in the 
category of raw material. Why call wool raw material? The 
farmer bestows upon it his labor, his skill, his inte nce, and 
his watchful care. It is touched by labor before it has value. 
Cloth you designate as a manufactured article and put it on the 
dutiable list. 

But what do the economists ag Forse that? The coat g 
wear has a history. Before the intervention of human labor 
the raw materials of that coat are air, water, heat, gas, light, 
and the various salts which enter into its composition. These 
are untouched by labor, have no value, and do not need protec- 
tion. Now comes labor and converts these elements into suste- 
nance for sheep; more labor and wool is produced, still more 
labor and yarn is the result, and still another acquisition of labor 
and cloth is produced, and yet another addition of labor and a 
coat rewards that accumulation of labor. 

Now, I insist that upon any consistent, logical, and defensible 
theory of protection every one of these consecutive contributions 
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of labor from the first furrow of the plough to the last stitch of 
the needle is entitled to protection if the corresponding foreign 
labor commands a lower scale of wages. Iron and coal and lum- 
ber are amenable to the same reasoning. Where was the value 
of the ore and the coal for the millions of years it lay buried in 
the earth? Labor touched it and it had value. Labor dug it 
out of the mine, reduced it to convenient forms for use, trans- 

orted it and made it available as the raw material for higher 

orms of elaboration. It is the finished product of the laborers 
employed in its preparation for higher uses in as true a sense as 
wool and wheat are the finished product of the farmer who pro- 
duces them or the web of cloth of the man who weaves it, and 
has equal claim to protection to the extent of the labor it repre- 
sents. 

DUTIES AND COST OF CONSUMPTION, 

Another contention, which reminds one of the observation of 
one of our humorists, that it is better not to know so much than 
to know so many things that ain’t so, is that the present high 
tariff adds largely to the cost of articles necessary to the com- 
fort of the wage-earner. Such a claim must be due either to 
insincerity or to mental limitations. 

It is known to everybody that the Finance Committee of the 
Senate of the United States recently concluded the most search- 
ing investigation ever made into the effect of the present tariff 
upon cost of living and wages, and the conclusions, acquiesced 
in by the entire committee, Republicans and Democrats alike, 
show that under our present tariff law the prices of commodities 
consumed Wy the masses of our people have steadily fallen, that 
the cost of living has steadily diminished, and the wages of labor 
as certainly increased. 

This information is as accessible to Democrats as Republic- 
ans, and if they do not find it it is because they will not look 
for it. You know it takes a mind of some elevation to admit to 
its consideration facts which show it to have been in error, and 
our Democratic friends are much like the persecutors of Gal- 
lileo, who refused to look through the telescope at the stars which 
they alleged did not exist. 

WHO PAYS THE DUTY. 

It is contended that the higher the duties the p the 
burdens upon the people. It is amazing how much loose think- 
ing and reckless talking there are on the vexed question of the 
incidence of defensive duties. 

Iam aware of norule by which we can determine what pro- 
portion of the duty is paid respectively by the importer and the 
consumer. To say that the consumer pays the duty is as false as 
a general proposition as to say the producer pays it. In most 
cases neither one pays it all, butit is apportioned between them 
by a sliding scale governed by circumstances. When we pro- 
duce an excess over consumption and there is a residue for ex- 
port, the home price is fixed by the price of the exported portion, 
and any duty imposed upon that commodity is paid entirely by 
the foreign producer, as in the case of wheat from Canada. 

In cases where foreign producers have the control of our mar- 
kets and charge their own prices, we in most cases have much 
more to pay than we would if the industry was established here, 
and when we impose a duty to enable us to produce the com- 
modity here that duty is paid by the foreign producers just to 
the extent that they are willing to lower their former price in 
order to hold our markets. If they have made great gains by 
their sales here before the duty was imposed they will be quite 
willing to lower their profits to continue their sales. They will 
fix their price at a point which will produce the largest aggre- 
gate profit. That this isso as a general rule is shown by the 
uniform lowering of prices of foreign goods when a duty is im- 
posed on the imported commodity. 

The extent to which they sometimes go to hold their grip on 
foreign markets, by the destruction of competition, is shown by 
the immense losses they are willing to undergo temporarily to 
accomplish their pare. The report of the royal commis- 
sioner of England in 1854 contained this statement: 

Ibelieve that the laboring classes generally, in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts of this country, and especially in the iron and coal districts, are very 
little aware of the extent to which — & are often indebted for being em- 
piorea atall to the immense losses which their employers voluntarily incur 

times in order to destroy foreign competition and to gain and keep 
possession of foreign markets. Authentic instances are well known of em- 


ployers having at such times carried on their works at a loss amoun in 
the aggregate to or four hundred thousand pounds in the course of as 
many years. 


The amount of money foreigners have made by extortionate 
prices when they controlled our markets is beyond the power of 
calculation, and we have lost fabulous sums by allowing foreign 
producers to monopolize our markets when we could by imposing 
a duty manufacture for ourselves at greatly reduced prices. 

The instance cited by Edward Everettis but one of many which 
illustrate how we have been robbed by failing to protect our- 
selves by import duties. Everett said, in 1831— 
that the extra amount paid for woolen blankets and clothing for the sol- 


dlers in the war of 1812 largely exceeded the amount of revenue derived from 
all tariffs from the foundation of the Government to that time, and that it 
would have been asaving to the Government it Congress had expended many 


millions in building up our manufactures. 

The frequency with which foreign manufacturing establish- 
ments are removed to this country to escape the burdens of our 
defensive duties can have no rational explanation but that they 
believe the tragn: producers pay the duties. 

The English view of this subject finds a graphie illustration 
in the observations of an English free-trade paper. The London 
Fair Trade says: 

If weare to retain our hold on foreign markets, wages must be kept down 
that the for tariffs may be overcome. When a fore nation in- 
creases the tariff ona British product the cost of the establishment as well 
as the wages on this side the water are lowered to meet the change. 
manufacturers and working people make sacrifices to meet the extra duty, 
and we accordingly hear grumbling from both. 

An American economic writer quotes from a British trade cir- 
cular this statement of a Sheffield steel firm: 

We have a very pares Steel trade in America amounting to a large propor- 
tion of our whole business, and in that market there is from various causes 
much competition; and these two causes, large trade and competition com- 
bined, have induced us to be satisfied with a Smaller average of profit there 
than we have realized on the average in our other markets. 

The same writer quotes these words from the statement of a 
London firm to its customers: 

The very threat of an American protective duty has often had the effect to 
lower the price of the foreign article. 

A further illustration is found in the fact that the English 

ress is swift to unite with American free traders in condemn- 

g protective duties. 

The Manchester (Eng.) Courier of November 28 says: 

As they now stand, the posals of the bill almost seem too good to be true. 

There will be rejoicing in more English towns than Bradford and Sheffield 
over this news. 

The London Times, the great watchdog of English interests, 
is baying u deep-mouthed welcome to the Wilson bill. Tray, 
Blanche, and Sweetheart, little dogs and all, are yelping a cho- 
rus of glee, while in every industrial center of Eapana rejoicing 
jubilees are shouting pæans of praise and making the welkin ring 
with an enthusiastic acclaim of welcome to the New American 
tariff reform bill. 

MONOPOLIES AND TRUSTS. 

Another contention is that under the present law the duties 
imposed exclude foreign goods from our markets, and thus by 
cutting off competition enable the home producers to fix the 
price of their wares, putting a tax upon consumers to the extent 
of the duty and breeding monopolies and trusts. 

Well, are trusts the peculiar and characteristic sins of protec- 
tive countries? Those who have given any attention to the sub- 
ject are aware that England is the home of the trust. That 
commercial device is indigenous to free-trade countries. It has 
been for many years a part of the economic development of Great 
Britain. English commercial! history teems with instances. 

There are freight trusts, shipping trusts, steel-rail trusts, gal- 
vanized-iron trusts, wagon-axle trusts, cattle-shipping trusts, 
salt trusts, plate-glass trusts,and trusts in nearly all the trades in 
England. ey sitat the commercial avenues of theirexportand 
lay their extortions upon the 1 85 of all nations. Here under 
our protective sian, the conditions under which production is 
carried on for the most part are antagonistic to the creation of 
trusts, and they can only exist to a very limited extent, and can 
be made amenable to law and so restrained as to be compara- 
tively harmless, k 

When gentlemen use the existence of anoccasional ‘‘ trust” in 
this country as an argument against protection, they certainly 
do not re what concessions they make. 

It means, Mr. Chairman, if it means anything, that we should 
surrender a portion of our markets to foreign producers in order to 
prevent one portion of our people from cheating the remainder; or, 
stating it another way, 65,000,000 of as highly civilized, moral, 
and upright people as live on the earth, with 3,000,000 square 
miles of the most bountifully endowed territory on the lobe at 
theirdisposal; the biggest, healthiest, richest, and happiest coun- 
try on earth; a country that grows one-sixth of the es fr wheat, 
two-thirds of its corn,three-fourths of its cotton, a sixth ofits wool, 
mines a third of its iron, a half of its copper, a third of its silver, 
a third of its gold, one-third of its coal, owns half the world’s rail- 
roads, telegraphs, and telephones—in short a country that pos- 
sesses half the world’s instruments of civilization and produces 
from a third to half its crops and mineral products, and accord- 
ing to Mulhall, the greatest statistician in the world. adds two 
and a half millions of dollars to its accumulated wealth avoiy 
time the earth turns upon its axis, that such a country and such 
a people actually require the intervention of a little Iland con- 
ta one-fortieth of the population and one four-hundredth 
of the territory of the globe to keep them from robbing each 
other; or to state it still differently, the industrial honor, com- 
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mercial integrity, and the effective operation of the law of com- 
petition in trade among 65,000, 000 of the noblest people upon 
whom the sun shines can only be maintained by the supervising 
control of foreign producers such a proposition it seems to me 
discredits the human mind. 

The American who proclaims such asentiment must be either 
densely ignorant or insensible to shame; and the American who 
believes it must sarig in his breast the corpse of his respect for 
his country. As well say that the people of this planet should 
have commercial intercourse with Venus or Mars to keep the 
former from robbing the other. The United States, with al- 
most every climate, with all soils, and with boundless resources 
of materials for all the uses of civilization, would live, prosper, 
and grow richer and better in unceasing progress if every foot of 
earth beside was at the bottom of the sea. 


REDUCTION OF WAGES. 


The President in his recent message to Congress intimated 
that even if wages were reduced by the operation of this bill 


labor would have steady employment by reason of free raw ma- 


terial. I know the labor of the United States willreject with 
the scorn it deserves the compromising and degrading alterna- 
tive of low wages or diminished employment. What they want 
and have a right to have under a sound American industrial 
régime is both constant employmeat and remunerative wages. 
Every man who reflects must know that a cut in wages means 
diminished consumption, and that means curtailed production 
and consequent material and social deterioration. 

The efficiency of an industrial policy is in proportion to its ca- 
pacity to employ our people at high wages and cheapen wealth. 
Civilization means a progressively increasing amount of wealth 
obtainable for a day's labor. Human welfare is realized in con- 
sumption; that depends on the means of buying, and that in its 
turn on wages. This is the chain of beneficence which connects 
human development and social progress with human exertion 
and sacrifice, and— 

Like nature's chain it matters not what link you strike, 
Tenth or ten thousandth breaks the chain alike. 


THE CURSE OF LOW WAGES, 


With all the wealth of blessings we have enjoyed in this favored 
country we are not so happy as to be without instances of the 
demoralizing and degrading influence of low es. Man’s in- 
humanity to man scarcely finds a more graphic illustration than 
in the sweating system in vogue in portions of our country, in 
which the profits of middlemen are sweated out of the poor 
who toil under them. It is a deep reproach to a Christian nation 
and can not be set too often before the American people in the 
scarlet livery of its real turpitude. 

No man can exploretheslumsof our great cities, the tenement 
houses where this iniquity isfostered; where widows and orphans 

ly the needle for life; where mothers have nothing but a sew- 
Ine machine between them and starvation; where daughters 
dangle over the vortex of moral death by the thread of aneedle 
red with the ruddy drops of their crushed lives; where amid 
squalor, noxious odors, and deadly filth, despair, and degrada- 
tion, twin children of human greed and neglect hold high carnival 
in abodes where humanity can not live, but only foster and gen- 
der disease and death to body and soul, without feeling pro- 
foundly sensible of the unspeakable curse of low wages. 

Mr. Chairman, we can not afford to cheapen commodities at 
the cost of the workingmin’s wages. Franklin said, A cup of 
tea, the cost of which helped to pay the salaries of tyrants, would 
choke any decent American.” Similarly I would say that the 
cheapness of goods which is secured by cutting down American 
wages would be spurned by any honorable American. 


FARM PRODUCTS. 


The next vice of the bill which I desire to notice is placing 
the products of the farm on the free list or at areduced rate. 
This, it seems to me, is the culminating grotesqueness of the bill. 
A recent writer in a magazine for November remarked that had 
the McKinley bill been constructed for the purpose of striking 
the greatest number of the largest class of industrial interests 
in Canada it could not have been more skillfully framed. It 
seems like a hard Shing w say yet [ hazard nothing in the state- 
ment, that had the Wilson bi i been constructed for the Peal 
of ethers Ape greatest number of the largest class of industrial 
interests in the United States it could not have been more skill- 
fully framed. ; 

It was not the least of the excellencies of the McKinley bill 
that it called to mind the forgotten farmer. In enacting theex- 
isting law we had in view the interest of the farmers of the 
United States and not of Canada. Are we now to do penance for 
that act of patriotism by employing ourselves in legislation for 
the protection of Canadian farmers against the injustice of the 
United States in invading and occupying her own markets? 
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I have a statement compiled by a friend of Canada to show how 
the agricultural schedule of the present law affects the vital in- 
terests of Canada, and it is well for those who propose to legis- 
late in the interest of Canadian farmers tounderstand it. Iwill 
incorporate the statement in my remarks at this point. 


CANADA AND OUR NEW TARIFF, 


(Erastus Wiman, in the Engineering Magazine for November.] 


Now that it is contemplated by the recent mandate of the American peo- 
ple to revise the mode and extent of taxation, and obliterate the exaction of 
unnecessary burdens, especially upon the poorer classes, the question of the 
relation of the tariff to Canada forms a far more vital part of the programme 
than is generally sup If the expressed wish for change in the policy 
of the American people means anything, it means that there shall be no tax 
upon raw material, and that burdens on food supplies shall be obliterated. 
j is nee a vast class of the people, and to a degree that nothing else af- 

ects them. 

Inasmuch as Canada can supply the two elements of raw material and 
food products to an extent proai than any other country, the considera- 
tion of the Canada question in regard to the tariff is of prime importance. 
Had the McKinley bill been constructed for the pipon of strik the 
greatest number of the largest class of industrial interests in Canada, it 
could not have been more skillfully framed. The classes and interests most 
adversely affected are widespread, and are resident in all regions, not only 
comprising the majority of the populace, but affecting practically the 
financial stability and the debt-paying power of the entire community. To 
illustrate just how far the agricultural schedule of the McKinley ff has 
affected the most vital interests, the following table shows the agricultural 
exports to the United States from Canada in the two years 1890 and 1892: 


Articles. 


It shows that of certain products of the farm named, the ex- 
ports to the United States from Canada in the year 1890 amounted 
to $10,500,000, in round numbers, while in 1892, under the pres- 
ent law, the exports were only $4,000,000, adecrease of $6,500,000, 
or about 75 per cent, in two years. Now, it is quite true that a 
market for $6,500,000 worth of farm products a year to the farm- 
ers on our northern border is but a bagatelle, and will neither 
make nor break them, yet in the apportionment of the rewards 
of industry between our own and a foreign country we may as 
well possess and enjoy our own. 3 


THE TOBACCO SCHEDULE. 


When you reach the tobacco schedule in this bill—— 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


tion? 
Ican not yield, Mr. Chairman. My friend 


Mr. BROSIUS. 
from Missouri will understand that a limited schedule will not 
[Laughter.] I mean no dis- 


admit of local accommodation. 
courtesy at all. 

The tobacco schedule of this bill affords further illustration 
of the ineradicable disposition of Democrats to legislate for for- 
eigners instead of Americans. 

The antagonism of importers of the Asiatic weed and of some 
manufacturers of cigars to the present duty is based upon a num- 
ber of somewhat inharmonious allegations: 

First. That cigars can not be manufactured successfully for 
American consumption without using the Sumatra wrapper. 

Second. That they have been compelled to discontinue the use 
of Sumatra wrappers on low-grade goods—thut is, the 5-cent 
cigar, which supplies the larger part of American consumption. 

Third. They are compelled to use inferior filler or reduce the 
wages of labor to meet the additional cost of the Sumatra wrap- 


pers. 

Fourth. If the duty was reduced there would be more of the 
foreign wrapper used, and more American goods would be con- 
sumed as fillers and binders. 

Fifth. The consumers will not stand the advance of Sumatra- 
covered cigars and cigarettes, and pipes would largely take the 

lace of cigars. These objections to the present duty on Sumatra 
eaf, as stated by different witnesses before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, can not be easily reconciled, yet a fair under- 
standing of the real situation can be extracted from them. 

The tifth ri vate is not creditable to the human intellect, 
and I dismiss it with the observation that smokers who can not 
afford a high-priced cigar will smoke one they can afford. The 
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truth is that with the present duty Sumatra wrappers have given 
way to domestic wrappers on a portion of American consump- 
tion. The reduction of the duty means the relegation of the 
American wrapper to use as fillers and binders only—that is the 
milk in the cocoanut. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania has devoted to the produc- 
tion of leaf tobacco for the last fifteen years on an average about 
28,000 acres of the best land in the State. 

The product has averaged in those years at least 30,000,000 
pounds a year. 

In Lancaster County alone we have produced in thirty-two 

ears about 400,000,000 pounds, We now produce about 15,000,- 
pounds a year. According to the census of 1890 this is the 
greatest leaf tobacco producing county in the United States. 

Eor many years the price all round averaged in the neighbor- 
hood of 14 cents per pound; but with the increase of Sumatran 
importations the price declined until, in 1890, just before the 
power of the present tariff act, it reached the lowest figure 

own in the history of tobacco culture in Pennsylvania, as low 
as 5} and 6 cents per pound. After the passage of the present 
act, and indeed before its final passage, in anticipation of its pas- 
sage, the price began to rise, and the first crop sold after the 
present duty was imposed realized from 25 to 40 per cent more 
per pound than was obtained the previous year. 

It has been estimated that the increased duty netted the to- 
bacco farmers of Lancaster County alone in the neighborhood of 
a half million dollars the first year. But this was not the only 
benefit. In the ninth internal revenue district, consisting of 
several counties, in Pennsylvania, there are 2,453 cigar factories, 
whose output is about 627,321,550 cigars a year. 

In Lancaster County alone there are from 750 to 800 cigar 
manufactories, large and small, in full operation. They furnish 
ee to about 8,000 persons. 

‘ior to the passage of the present law as many as 25 per cent 
of these factories used Sumatran wrappers. They were put on 
cigars sold at wholesale as low as 815 and 816 per thousand. The 
increased duty of $1.25 enhanced the price of the Sumatran goods 
so much that they could not be profitably used on cigars that sold 
for less than $28 or 830. Now, of the 627,321,550 cigars manu- 
factured in the ninth internal revenue district three-fourths are 
the cheaper grades, and not more than Sper centof the factories 
use imported wrappers. So that the domestic wrappers has dis- 
placed the imported article on many millions of cigars, and to 
- that extent increased the demand for home product. 

In still another way domestic growers have been benefited by 
the increased duty. The high price of the Sumatran leaf has 
led manufacturers to economize in the manufacture of high- 

rade cigars by the use of a combination filler of domestic and 
Saves goods, thus increasing the demand for the inferior 
grades of our domestic product. 

It costs to produce a pound of seedleaf tobacco about 8 or 9 
cents, Havana about 10 cents per pound, In bad seasons not 
more than 25 per cent is fit for wrappers. If the product is of 
superior quality it may yield 60 or 70 per cent of wrappers. 
Good wrappers will at this time peng ron 25 to 35 cents, and 
fillers from 1 to 5 cents a pound. In caster County we are 
now producing seedleaf and Havana in the ratio of about 1 to 2. 

The following tabulated statement further emphasizes the 
points made in the foregoing statement: 


Imports of leaf tobacco for the fiscal pada ending June 30, 1890, 1891, 1892, and 


Pounds. Value. 


1, 461, 671 
17, 605, 192 


23, 061, 008 


2, 661, 932 
-1 18, 432, 323 
894, 280 


QUDG Sits ea see heh Sa E sents E E ios 
e ca exter eres ne mace hore one 


-Estimated duty paid on Sumatra tobacco in the years named: 
1800 


— C 864. 00 
---- 10,749, 580. 00 
These figures show that the present duty on Sumatran leaf 
tobacco yields abundant revenue to the Government as well as 
rotection to home producers, thus carrying on its wings a dou- 
le blessing. 

The cigar manufacturers, too, have enjoyed their full quota of 
benefits from the existing duty Their protection even exceeds 
that of the leaf producers. When we look at the real protec- 
tive feature of the duty, the farmer has decidedly the small end 
of it. In a paper submitted to the Committeé on Ways and 
Means it is put in this way: The average value, the leaf im- 
ported at 35 cents duty, is 55 cents per pound. This duty is 
equivalent to 69 per cent ad valorem. Under the $2 rate, if the 
invoice value is $1 per pound the duty is equivalent to 200 per 
cent ad valorem. t one pound of Sumatra leaf will cover as 
many cigars as four pounds of fine domestic wrappers. Hence, 
so far as the American grower's crop is concerned, his protec- 
tion is au ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. 

Now, contrast this with the protection of the manufacturers, 
who have practically a monopoly of the domestic market. For 
distinctness of view let us put it in this way. If 1,000 Havana 


Ys weigh 14 pounds and cost $50, the present duty will be as 

ollows: 

Specific duty of $4.50 on 14 pounds 863. 00 

ee x ees ASA AAE 12. 50 
Total duty on 1,000 cigars $75. 50 


It is thus seen that the manufacturers have the lion's share of 
the protection. They have been guarded with a solicitude that 
ought to convince anyone that faith with the cigar-maker has 
not been broken in the effort to save the producer. 

The following statement shows the advantageous results to 
the manufacturers: 


Statement showing the total e into the United States for the 
years k 


This shows that importations of cigars have diminished since 
1890 almost 50 per cent. When it is considered that Pennsyl- 
vania makes about one-fourth of all the cigars manufactured in 
the United States, it will easily be seen how a Pennsylvania in- 
dustry has been benefited by the present duty on cigars. 

The number of cigars taxed in the United States were: 


ORE Olid , 4,087,889,983 
Year ending June 30, 1891 22. oon. ne el tee ences want eee 4.474.802. 767 
Wear ending Jane e ¼—Pð6x 88 4,548,799,417 
ear ending Tc eee oo weep eences 4,814,202, 117 


This statement represents also approximately the number of 
cigars manufactured in the United States. 

The following table shows the number of cigars manufactured 
in Pennsylvania in the years named : 


LL | Beats ANC Bers .... — 1, 007, 819, 252 
I! (( --- 1,169, 699, 963 
C17!!! ieee E E a ---------- 1,232, 830, 889 


The following table shows the number of poundsof leaf tobacco 
manufactured into cigars in Pennsylvania in the years named: 


22, 


These figures show a progressively increasing business in 
Pennsylvania in the manufacture of cigars since the present 
tariff act went into operation, and verify the statement of Mr. 
Van Duzer, of New York, before the Committee on Ways and 
Means, that under the beneficent provisions of the present law 
the American wrapper had been restored and an industry re- 
established. 

But it is said that the Sumatra leaf is demanded, and will come 
whatever the duty may be. If so, then let us derive revenue from 
it. It may be well to look into this and see what is the secret of this 
demand for the Asiatic weed. Whether a 3 el is a luxury or 
a necessity, a comfort ora solace to the smoker, I will not de- 
cide. I know that everybody got along without it up to the 
time of Raleigh. The Romans conquered the world without it. 
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Neither Homer, nor Dante, nor Shakespeare ever enjoyed the 


solace of a fra t Havana. Cæsar, Alexander, Demosthenes, 
and Cicero achieved their world-wide fame in total ignorance 
of the meray Peat of the Sumatra leaf; still, for the p 
of the argument, I concede it to be necessary to human hap- 
piness, if not to human tness. 

The Sumatra leaf is not a superior smoking tobacco, but of 
most inferior quality. I have heard habitual smokers say they 
would not smoke a cigar made entirely of Sumatra leaf. It pos- 
sesses no constituent of value to the smoker affecting either the 
palate or the nerves. It has been said that the street gamin 
who gets his smoking from the gutter would turn away with 
loathing from a ci made solely of Sumatra. . Mr. Morse, of 
New York, said before the committee in 1890 that the refuse or 
cuttings are so bitter that they can only be utilized by putting 
them in as fillers in such infinitesimal portions as to elude detec- 
tion; and mostly it is put in the tip that is cut off before smok- 
ing. You must have the superior aroma of American or Cuban 
leaf or your cigar is worthless. 

The fact is that the only characteristic of this singular leaf 
that creates a demand for it is its color. It mF ape to the eye, 
and to thatalone. It gratifies a mere fancy of the eye, as subli- 
mated a taste as could enter into the esthetic constitution of a 
human creature. Toa blind smoker a Sumatra-covered cigar is 
not distinguishable from a fine American product. Mr. Morse, 
before the committee, aptly characterized it as a dude cigar, 
with nothing to commend it but its appearance; as unsafe to 
judge from its covering what is within as to guess the character 
of a man from the clothes that cover him, which every gentle- 
man knows is very often suggestive of a fifty-dollar saddle on a 
twenty-dollar horse. 

But the taste and the demand exist, and the inquiry I now put 
is, ought they to be gratified at the cost of this American indus- 
try? But for the fact, not creditable to us, that in the gratifi- 
cation of our appetites the sentiment of patriotism seems to have 
little part, a patriotic American smoker would spurn the de- 
light of the eye” that he can only enjoy upon the condition of 
supplanting the labor of Americans by that of half-civilized 
Asiatics. I am not, however, arguing for its entire exclusion. 
Iam willing that those who have a fad or a fancy that they are 
willing to pay to have gratified should have an opportunity. 

Lonly desire to curtail the importation so that the domestic 
market will not be relinquished entirely to the foreign product. 
Iwant the American industry to live and prosper, and to that 
end I would discourage the color fancy of fastidious Americans 
by making it costly to gratify. Cigar manufacturers say it took 
years to 3 the prejudice, nurtured by long habit, in favor 
of the imported Havana cigar. I do not want the prejudice in 
favor of a Sumatra wrapper to becomeinveterate. I want to nip 
it in the bud, so that we will not have to spend years hereafter 
in destroying it. 

EFFECT OF THE DUTY. 


What harm can come to any class from the proposed duty? It 
isa total misconception that supposes the manufacturing industry 
willbe impaired, People will not stop smoking because Sumatra 
covered cigars are less abundant and cost more. The habit of 
smoking is not one that yields readily todifficulties. Ithas more 
courage and perseverance than many better habits. And it is 
growing more tenacious and aggressive ais | day. 

At the World’s Fair, in a great dining hall where ladies and 
gentlemen dined in company, | observed a poster on the wall con- 
taining this printed solace to gentlemen” and insult to ladies: 


“Smoking permitted at these tables.” In the United States House p 


of Representatives, the greatest deliberative assembly, the most 
elevated theaterof statesmanship on earth, a member can smoke 
with impunity. Itis the only national legislative assembly in 
the world in which it is permitted. We have a rule against it, 
but it is not more observed than the unlucky law of Governor 
Kieft against smoking in New Amsterdam. 

We seem to have imbibed the hazy notion of the renowned 
Wouter Van Twiller, that smoking induces thought, thought 
philosophy,and philosophy statesmanship. I may perhaps be 
excused for entertaining an old-fashioned notion that blowing 
clouds of tobacco smoke into the air of alegislative chamber like 
this, where statesmen are compelled to breathe and speak, will 
never make a nation great, if indeed it escapes consequences as 
lamentable as those which overtook our Dutch ancestors, as de- 
scribed with so much felicity by Irving, “transforming them 
from a goodly, burly race of folk to a jantern-jawed, smoke- 
dried, leathern-hide race of men.” 

At all events, it may convince us that the habit has become so 
inveterate that there is no danger of its being broken up by the 
duty on cigars, and that the consumption will continue whatever 
the imposts may be, and the only difference between a low and 
a high duty will be that in the latter case multitudes who now 
conceal the weeds they smoke under a foreign wrapper will turn 


to honest American cigars and consume the products of our own 
toil and our own labor and feel the better for it. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, seeing, as every member of the House must 
see, that the result of the reduction of the duty as provided in 
the bill and the very result desired by the merchants of Amster- 
dam and the importers of this product of a Dutch monopoly will 
be, not at once but gradually, the displacement of American 
pes Ck to whatever extent they are now used by the foreign 

roduct, will we not pause before declaring to American 
rmers that they must employ their soil in growing fillers and 
binders at from 1 to 5 cents per pound or quit the business? 

Mr. Chairman, one hundred thousand men in the sixty-four 
counties of Pennsylvania and from the numerous counties in the 
tobacco-growing States are pleading with us to-day to save their 
industry from the ravages of this Asiatic invasion of our domes- 
tic markets. They are holding up to us the picture of a balance 
swinging between the nations, inone scale a Chinese cooly liv- 
ing on 10 cents a day, in the otheran American farmer, and they 
wait with awed and wondering look to see in which scale the 
Congress of the United States will place the weight of its legis- 

on. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is ede e benevolence 
with which these views do not harmonize, I have little sympathy 
with it. I differ from the honorable member from Illinois, Gen. 
BLACK, who said the other day that he wanted to be “a citizen 
25 et ig i I can wait for that day until the time by poets 
‘oretold— 


When the war drums beat no , and the battle flags are furled 
In the parliament of man, the federation of the world. 


But for the present I am content to be a citizen of the United 
States. [Ap lowe I am an American. I honor the senti- 
ment of patriotism, and it seems to me that a man who loves 
another's country as well as his own is as unnatural, if not as 
immoral, as the man who loves his neighbor's wife equally with 
his own. [Laughter and applause.] 

Our attachments are wisely circumscribed, that they may be 
intense. I would bestow the benefits of protection with equal 
prodigaitiy upon all industries in all sections of the Union where 
n 


I would send out copious streams from this reservoir of benefi- 
cence to fertilize the exertions of labor everywhere. I should 
have them flow like the four rivers from Eden’s garden. Pison 
should flow west to the land of gold as well as grain. Gihon 
should flow south to enrich the whole land of Ethiopia. Hidde- 
kel should go toward the east to nourish the mighty industries 
that grow there, while the Euphrates should ony gladness to 
the toilers and fatness to the land toward the north. 

I would especially stimulate with its invigora touch the 
mighty resources of the South which have yet to be v akened 
from the sleep of ages. I would make that fair land, described 
by one of her own sons as the fairest and richest domain of earth, 
where is centered all that can please and prosper human kind, 
where a perfect climate above a perfect soil yields to the hus- 
bandman every product of the temperate zone, where by night 
the cotton whitens beneath the stars and by day the wheat locks 
the sunshine in its bearded sheaf, where in the same field the 
clover steals the fragrance of the wind and the tobacco catches 
the quick aroma of the rains, where are mountains stored with 
exhaustless treasures, forests vast and primeval, and rivers that 
run wanton to the sea—I would make that great country grow 
and bloomand fruitfor mankind under the magic touch of a wise 
rotection. I would not suffer to be longer possible in any State 
in the Union the incident Henry W. Grady once told of happen- 
ing in the State of Georgia. He may tell it in his own words. 
It illustrates what the condition of the entire country would now 
be if we had had a free-trade régime for a hundred years, Gen- 
tlemen of the South, I commend the wholesome chalice to your 
reluctant lips: 

I attended a funeral in Pickens County, Ga., of a poor man. They buried 
him in the midst of a marblequarry; they cut through solid marbleto make 
his grave, and yet the little tombstone they put above him was from Ver- 
mout. They buried him in the heart of a pine forest, and yet the cof- 
tin was imported from Cincinnati. They buried him within touch of an iron 
mine, anå yet the nails in his coffin, and the iron in the shovel that dug his 
— were imported from Pittsburg. They buried him by the side of the 

1 rege? eee on the earth, and yet the wool in the coffin bands 
and the cofin bands themselves were brought from the North. The South 
did not furnish a thing on earth for that funeral but the corpse and the hole 
in the ground. ` 

[Great laughter.] 


There they put him away and the clods rattled down on his coffin; and 
they buried in a New Yorkcoat and a Boston pair of shoes, and a pair 
of breeches from Chicago, and a shirt from Cincinnati, leaving him noth- 
ing to carry into the next world with him to remind him of the country in 
which he lived and for which he fought for four years but the chill of blood 

veins and the marrow in his bones. 


in his 
Applause.] 
ning thus depicted the situation of the South, he was can- 
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did enough to say that he believed the protective tariff had 
helped to remedy the difficulty. 

But Mr. Grady was a capable man. The amplitude of his 
understanding enabled him to recognize a good when he 
saw it. Now, gentlemen, let me say good naturedly, why can not 
we haveafewsuch Democrats in this House? Henry Watterson 
says, This is aday of small men.“ The hour calls for great men, 


wise enough to perceive and virtuous enough to pursue their 
country’s weal, Napoleon said he had 200,000,000 in his coffers 
and he would give them all fora Ney. We could afford to give 


all the contents of the Treasury of the United States at thishour, 
doubled and trebled, for one Democratic statesman who could 
lead his party out of the morass of imbecility and indecision in 
which it issinking deeper and deeper every moment. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The opportunity is around them for greatness, for the fame 
and favor they are ambitious to achieve, and which only waits 
on some act of broad-gauged, capable, and patriotic statesman- 
ship commensurate with the exigency thatis upon us. But the 
opportunity seems to elude them. They can not embrace it. 

he water is at their lips but mer can not drink. They stand 
in the midst of it like Tantalus in the flood, as expressed in lines 
which are an academic recollection: 

Who from e in vain refreshment craves, 
And pines with thirst amid a sea of waves, 


When to his a ae water he applies, 
Back from his lip the treacherous water flies. 


THE MISSION OF THE UNITED STATES, 


If we are to be unmindful of our own, and tocherish the inter- 
a of other countries, there are manifold ways in which it can 
be done. 

It may be that we might help the nations of Europe if we 
would receive and make our country an asylum for their defect- 
ive population, their paupers and criminals and debased classes; 
but we could not do so without great injury to our own country, 
and no one would advocate such an immigration policy. Simi- 
larly we might confer a benefit on foreign countries by surren- 
dering our markets to their goods produced by underpaid labor, 
but to do so would inflict immeasurable injury upon our own 


people. 

This Republic bas a part to play in the world’s history, an ex- 
alted mission to fill. Weare to be a nation of men-builders. The 
political economy we must practice is that which promotes the 
care, comfort, and culture of men. We are to be a conspicuous 
af unn in the development of civilization and the enlargement 

human liberty. 

To make our work beneficent and fruitful in the highest de- 
gree, we must 2 our people and secure the conditions 
most conducive to the kind of development we are seeking. We 
must allow our institutions to grow naturally from within, with- 
out impeding competition from alien influences. As far as our 
protective system is effective in guarding us against the incur- 
sion of influences that retard our progress on lines leading tothe 
highest growth, whether it prevents the deterioration of our 
population by the admission of inferior peoples from abroad, or 
saves our industrial system and our high-grade remuneration 
for labor from the interference of inferior systems of industry 
and lower-grade wages, it must be admitted by everyone to be a 
good and wholesome system. 


: Spain. 
It has had a conspicuous agency in making this Republic what Fed 


she is to-day, and a wise administration of the same system in 


the future will enable her to maintain her supremacy, and our | Turkey in E 
children’s children, lifting their vision above the shadow of a 7 


passing cloud, will see her as we now see her, in the vanguard of 
the world, at the head of the procession of the nations. They will 
see a land without a slave and a church without a scourge, the 
home of freedom, where intelligence is without price and con- 
science without a master; where every poor man’s child sits 
down with the rich man’s at the royal feast of knowledge and 
every man isa brother; where government is the image of the 
people's will, in whose eer the lowliest is the peer of the 
proudest and every man is a king; where the rich regard the 
poor and the poor respect the rich; where toil is honorable and 

bor fairly rewarded; where poverty is the orogun and plenty 
therule; where the exactions of governmentare least and justice 
lightens every burden; where labor is protected in honest thrift 
at home against the competition of pauper wages abroad, and 
every home is a temple where honor reigns, comfort smiles, and 
hope and love cheer; where the laws, customs, and principles of 
the people find a common sig $e in the care, comfort, and culture 
of the humanfamily, all tending to make the Republic what she 
is destined to be, the home of the noblest race, the largest lib- 
erty, the highest civilization, and the 8 attain- 
able by man. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
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APPENDIX. 


Imports of leaf tobacco from the Netherlands into the United States during sach 
Ascatl year From 1381 to 1893. 


$140,605 | £0.35] 85 70 40.9 

497,197| 8 8 05 56.2 

2.942.180 40 38 4 12 67.5 

480,702 | 4 52 72 65.2 

1885 1,881,494 | 50 52 1,153, 817.88 61.3 
000, 3,594,156 55 52 2.080, 20. 8 61.2 

4,213,338 | 8,651, 349| 55 282 2 190, 934.72 00 

5,861,472 5,684.75 55 52 8,047, 065.44 5i 

5,024,455 | 4,333,463 | 55 52 2 612,716. 60 60.2 

9,734,999 | 9,037,388] .55| 4.042 199.48 44.9 

4; 908; 545 | 4,082,493 | 200} 2.00 9,817,000.00 200.6 

2,661,922 | 1,899,721 | 200] 8.00 5,323, 884 00 280. 2 

PATENA 8,874, 765 5,078,315 | 200| 200| 10, 749, 530.00 211.6 


Nors.—The two columns of average rate of duty are taken from the books 
of two of the large importing firms of Netherlands tobacco in New York. 
They are, therefore, based upon actual transactions; and I think it will be 


Ihave taken the fi, 


safe to assume that they are representative 
averages in the rst column 


in the second column for multiplication, but 
from 1883 to 1890 will be a fraction less than 52 cents a pound. The column 
headed“ Duty“ is based upon the supposition that the tobacco repre- 
sented in the first column went intoconsumption in the year of importation. 
This supposition is, of course, not scientifically true, as tobaceo imported 


in one year may remain for a long time in warehouse before passing into 
consumption. 


Statement shou countries the ntities and values of cigars imported into 
the 3 sates each 3 ending June 80, erar 1890 to 1893. 


8¹ 

828 

Germany 6,042 

United om 8,432 

Dominion of Canada 765 28 

oo 7, 961 
F 500 7 
British West Indies. 785 1,610 
C 850, 658 978 
Netherlands (Sumata). 455 719 
Turkey in Europe 55 00 
Turkey in Africa 2, 107 5, 93) 
4,813 4, 500 


56 
4,005 
593 
6 Sor 
10, 187 
15 
692, 70 18,080 82,766, 502 
erlands (Sumatra) 200 
40 
Oa Rae Py ir 
Hongkong „ „ hn 
3 HE ce ewcies 


—— f. 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, it is my present intention 
to support this bill. I believe that it would be improved by 
some amendments, There are some amendments which I hope 
to have the privilege of bringing forward and e my- 


self. I will say at the same time that if this bill should receive 
certain supplements which have been proposed, it might be my 
duty to withhold my support from it; for should consider it as 
weighed down and vitiated by means of raising revenue which I 
should regard as unjust and unkind. And having said, sir, that 
I mean to support the bill, perhaps the best thing for me now to 
do would be to take my seat, for all of the arguments for and 
against this measure haye been already presented, I believe, on 
the floor of the House and in accredited treatises on the subject 
with an energy of diction and a wealth of learning to which I 
can lay no claim, And moreover, Mr. Chairman, I 
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believe there is a call from the whole country at this time for 
prompt action and not for talk. 

But, sir, if I rise to add a few words to all the energetic and 
learned statements that have already been made upon the sub- 
jects it. is because I do not wish to have it supposed that a member 

m the State of Massachusetts, brought up as I was in the old 
theories of procen still clings to them and is propra to ac- 
quiesce in the traditional views which so many of my colleagues 
now entertain. Itis not, sir, because I sit on this side of the 
House and because I am ranked in the Democratic column that 
Iam going to vote for this measure as a mere party measure. It 
is exactly the reverse. It is because I have believed for years 
that some such measure as this is demanded by broad patriotism 
and gererous humanity that I am glad to be ranked with the 
Democratic party column and to be counted on their side. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

If I had any wish, sir, to retain such connections as I once 
possessed with the Republican party, I should now wish them 
severed, because I believe the Republican party has been deaf 
to the call made on it by men all over thecountry who care very 
little for party and a great deal for what concerns the interest of 
every citizen. 

In the tariff discussions of six or eight years ago the Republican 
leaders frankly acknowledged that a revision of the tariff was 
advisable, but said that such revision ought to be in the hands 
of its friends, and not of its enemies. In the confident expecta- 
tion and belief that the friends of the tariff would revise it, 
many who had left the Republican ranks in 1884 and voted for 
Mr. Cleveland returned to the Republican party in 1888 and 
voted for Gen. Harrison. 

I did not share in that expectation. I did not believe that 
those whose private and whose political interests had been so 
longconnected with a system of protection, rising higher and yet 
higher, could te persuaded to make the needed reductions and 
to return to that low scale of duties which isfavored by the great 
leaders who are confidently quoted by them, men like Hamilton 
and Clay. Well, sir, my apprehensions were justified. The 
Repubiican party came into power in 1888, and they did re- 
vise the tariff, and revised it with a vengeance, in 1890. And 
then, before the ink with which that bill was signed was fairly 
dry, the popular vote in 1890 declared against it. It was in op- 
eration for two years, and we received all those blessings which 
we have been informed on the other side of the House flowed so 
abundantly from the McKinley act. In 1892 the people who had 
been car cies those blessings for two years called with a 

et louder shout for the revision of the tariff, not by its friends, 
ut by the Democratic party. 

Now, our friends on the other side congratulate themselves 
on the vote of last autumn, which they think was a reversal of 
the popular decision. Let me say in reply to that, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is my conviction that the loss to the Democratic 

ty in those States where it might have looked for a gain, is 

ely owing to the fact that when this Co met in August, 
1893, it did not avail itself of the opportunity put into its hands 
to revise the tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If, im- 
mediately after passing the repeal of the silver bill, we had ad- 
dressed ourselves to the formation of a tariff bill, and as soon as 
another body condescended to confirm our action, they had had 
in their hands a revision of the tariff to act upon as soon as they 
saw fit, I believe that the popular voice as to the Democratic 
party would have been different. 

Now, sir, as I look to the Democratic party for the only hope 
to change the protective system, I am glad to vote with its lead- 
ers, even if I dissent with them on some important doctrines. I 
know very well that my support of this bill is going to forfeit 
me votes, if I seek them, that I might have kept by conciliating 
the protective sentiment, and that will make no diiference in the 
speech or the vote that Ishall give. [Applause.] lagree with my 
animated and eloquent friend from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON], who 
poet the other day, that this bill does not go far enough. [Ap- 
plause. 


1 vieh that it contained many more reduetions of the tariff. I 
wish that its free list was larger than it is, but I accept it as the 
best I can get now. If I thought this bill was offered as a final- 
ity; if, as some people say, our action now was to settle the tariff 
for ten or twenty years, I could ae supportit, but it is in the 
confident expectation that the reductions we make noware only 
the forerunners of greater reduction, and greater simplification 
in the future, that 1 am glad to take such measure of justice as 
we may receive now. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I am not afraid of the charge of tariff 
tinkering and the suggestion that we must not alter the tariff as 
we need to from year to year. It seems to me the objection of 
tariff tinkering comes with poor grace from those who have al- 
tered the tariff some eight or ten times since they the 
Morrill tariff bill in the Congress of 1860-61. No, sir; I quite 


grant that a system which has grown up like the protective 
system, by successive steps to its present eek oe not be 
immediately destroyed by a single stroke, but I any at- 
tempt to reverse the process, and I make no doubt that the 
benefits resulting from even this imperfect measure will so com- 
mend it to the people of the United States that it will encourage 
them to ask still greater reductions, until we set the United 
States in the line of those countries which reduce their system 
of customs duties to the greatest simplicity and freedom consist- 
ent with the revenue needs of an economically administered 
government. 

And I rejoice, sir, that the bill has been brought forward at 
this identical time. I know it is said this is a time of distress. 
I know it is said that in a time of business prostration we ought 
not to make great changes, It seems to me that a cry like that 
is always raised in the way of every reform, by those who believe 
in keeping things as they are. Ifa reform is proposed in a time 
of prosperity and content, it is said, ‘‘Oh, people are prosperous 
and contented and do not want any change.” If a reform is pro- 
posed in a time of distress and discontent the cry always is. Oh, 
surely this is no time to make organic changes when people are 
discontented and wretched.” 

The time to do a right thing, Mr. Chairman, is whenever those 
who believe it is right have the power to carry out what they 
think is right. [Applause.] The whole business and mercantile 
community have expected the Democratic party to make changes 
in the tariff since 1892, aye, since 1890. They expected us to do 
that if we did nothing else; and if we should turn aside now from 
their expectations and in answer to sudden protests stop in the 
work that we were sent here to effect, we should prove ourselves 
the knaves and fools that our enemies would like to have us 
prove ourselves. 

The fundamental defense of protection in this country; ever 
since Mr. Clay took hold of it in the early twenties, is that it is 
the American system. That is the name that Clay gave to his 
protectionist ideas, and that has been repeated again and again 
in this House, that it is the American system. 

Now, in my way of thinking, Mr. Chairman, there can be noth- 
ing more un-American, there can be nothing more utterly be- 
longing to the Old World, more borrowed from the Old World, 
than the system of protection and restriction. 

It is the old traditional policy of Europe, of Asia, and of Af- 
rica. At the time our Constitution was framed, practically 
every nation had a protective system; and it was supposed, of 
course, that each nation would try to encourage its own manu- 
factures and to keep foreign manufactures out. If that idea is 
disputed, I would appeal to the authority of the great author of 
proaire duties in this country. I would appeal to that cele- 

rated report of Hamilton from which so raany protectionists 
have drawn their armor and used the weapons for very dillerent 
ends from what the great Secretary of the Treasury supposed. 
I will take his argument for extending the home market. He 
says: ’ 

The embarrassments which have obscured our external trade have led to 
serious reflections on the necessity of enla: the sphere of our domestic 
commerce. The restrictive regulations which in foreign markets have 
abridged the vent of the increasing surplus of our agricultural produce served 
to nagot an earnest desire that a more extensive demand for that surplus 
may be created at home.—Hamilton’s Works, III. 193. 

Again, after stating very fairly the theory on which the Dem- 
ocratic party has always insisted, of the inexpediency of forcing 
manufactures into unnatural channels, he says: 

This mode of reasoning is founded upon facts and principles which have 
certainly respectable pretensions. If it had governed theconduct of nations 
more genera’ guna t has done there is room to suppose that it mighs 
have carried them faster to prosperity and tness than they have at- 
tained by the pursuit of maxims widely opposite. Ibid., III. 194, 105. 

Again: 

The manufacturing nations abridge the natural advantages ot their situa 
tion through an unwillingness to permit the agricultural countries to enjoy 
the tenefits of theirs, and sacrifice the interests of a mutually beneficial in- 
tercourse to the vain project of buying everything and selling nothing.— 
Ibid., TH, 211. 

[Applause.] 

That was Alexander Hamilton 

No, sir; it was because the old nations were still struggling in 
the bonds of the protective system that we were forced to adopt 
a policy which our great financier saw was inimical to the true 
laws of trade when flowing initsnaturalchannels. It isstrange 
to me to think the United States should imitate the old re- 
strictive, paternal, timid policy of the feudal and arbitrary mon- 
archies. [ am amazed to see America say to her laborers, enjoy- 
ing the advantages of our bounteous soil, her free institutions 
her public education, her untrammelled thought, her peaceful 
life, that they must cower and crouch and bend and pray a pa- 
ternal Government to protect them against what they call the 
pauper labor of Europe, underfed, underclothed, overworked, 
overtaxed to support standing armies and state churches under 
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the fostering wings of the Black Eagles of Central Europe. 
[A . 

it for , Mr. Chairman, that we have invited Italians and 
Germans to come to this country, that they might find here a 
paternal protection which they ran away from at home in the 
search of American liberty? Fag A ane re 

There rises instinctively to my lips, Mr. Chairman, when [hear 
these doctrines, the words which Edmund Burke spoke on the 
eve of the battle of Lexington, on the 26th of March, 1775, to the 
House of Commons, begging them in the name of ancestral free- 
dom to abandon their absurd policy of restriction to America. 
I can make it applicable to you here, changing a very few words 
and not changing the sense at all, after this interval of one 
hundred and nineteen years, 

As long as you have the wisdom to keep the sovereign authority of this 
country as the sanctuary of liberty, the sacred temple consecrated to our 
eommon faith, wherever the chosen race and sons of America worship free- 
dom they will turn their faces towards you. The more they multiply the 
more friends you will have; the more ardently they love liberty the more 
perfect will be their obedience. Restriction they can have anywhere; itisa 
weed that grows in every soil; they may have itfrom Spain; they may have 
it from Prussia; but until you become lost to all feeling of your true interest 
and your natural dignity, freedom they can have from none but you. This 
is the commodity of p of which you have the 9 Deny them 
this participation of freedom and you break that sole bond which originally 
made, and must still preserve, the unity of the Empire. 

Yes, sir; everything that looks to freedom, togreater freedom, 
to perfect freedom, is American. It is indigenous. It belongs 
to our race. It is the growth of our soil. Whatever is restric- 
tive, paternal, protective, is European, is Asiatic, is African, is 
borrowed. We nave no art or part in it at all. [Applause.] Ah! 
sir, think of those words of Burke, They may have it from 
Spain, they may have it from Prussia.” What are the most 
highly-protected countries in the world? Italy, Spain, Russia. 
Yes, Russia; that truly protective government where the Czar 
is habitually known as the Little Father of his people. Do you 
want your agricultural laborers, whose product competes with 
the wheat of Russia, to be brought to the level of the peasant of 
the Ukraine by a system of protection such as is adopted in that 
country? Nay, that is not the perfection of it. 

We can take a finer instance yet. Let us take the example of 
China. China has always protected her manufactures and her 
people more than any other country. China has always refused 
to sell her precious tea and silks, her ivory carvings, her lacquer 
boxes to the foreign devils,” except for good hard silver dol- 
lars, and she would not . take u pound of their manu- 
factures. It was only at the mouth ofthe cannon that the Euro- 
pean nations forced their way into the heart of China. 

Now, look at her laborers, look at their morals, look at their 
food, look at their manners, look at their character; and then, 
when you have contemplated the very perfection of a protected 
race, build up higher and higher your wall of restrictive duties 
and shut out all the products of foreign devils” until you have 
got your population after the regular pattern of American Celes- 
tials. fit to be photographed in order to tell them apart. [Great 
laughter and applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. Chairman, the idea which underlies that Chinese ex- 
pression,.‘‘foreign devils,” is the proper explanation of the 
whole theory of protection. [Laughter.] It proceeds on the 
notion that every foreigner is a kind of fiend, that good moral 
folks stay at home, work at home, buy at home, sell at home, and 
that, somehow, it isa crime and an offense to bring foreign goods 
into this country. It proceeds upon the idea that whatever is one 
nation’s gain is another nation’s loss, instead of on the truth 
that what benefits one nation in trade benefits all, and that the 
constant increase in the wealth of mankind which strong arms 
and strong brains all over the world bring out of the elements 
may be divided among all the nations so that all shall profit and 
none shall lose. And, if this theory is disputed by my protec- 
tionist friends again, let me read once more from Hamilton's 
report: 

If one nation were in a condition to supply manufactured articles on bet- 
ter terms than another; that other might tind an abundant indemnification 


in a superior capacity to furnish the produce of the soil, and a free exchange, 
mutually beneticial, of the commodities which each was able to supply on 
carried on between them, supporting in vigor 


the best terms, — be 
the industry ofeach. (Volume 3, 214.) 


No, the idea of protection that one nation’s gain is another na- 
tion's loss is not American. It is not even Christian; it is heathen. 
flavehter:| The ancient writers are full of it. Virgil looks 
orward to the golden age when every land shall bear everything; 
when navigation shall stop, and when the sheep shall run about 
the fields with their wool ready died red and yellow. [Laughter.] 
Mr. Chairman, that would be hard on the chemical schedule. 
[Renewed laughter.| 

Horace tells us that it is all in vain that the providence of 
God has parted the land by the severing ocean if after all im- 
piovs ships rush across the seas that never ought to have been 
touched. [Laughter.] There lingersinalithe protective policy 


this idea, that it is something wicked to bring foreign goods 
into our country, and that that man ought to be cu as want- 
ing in patriotism who first freighted and launched his fatal and 
perfidious bark. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] This theory of protection, sir, excluding foreign prod- 
ucts, has been carried to its highest perfection, perhaps, in the 
communities in the center of Darkest Africa, ft yoa will read 
the tale of those matchless explorers that have laid bare the 
dark continent—American, English, German, Portuguese; Stan- 
ley, Livingstone, Cameron, Grant, Speke, Schweinfurth, Serpa— 
you will find in all the same story. 

Those negro monarchies are in a high state, one might say, 
ofculture. Theiragricultures, theirmanufactures, their armies, 
their diplomacy, their court arrangements, are all conducted on 
an artful and artistic system which make the fictions of Rider 
Haggard seem tame and weak. They do not want any foreign 
products brought into their country. The only article theysell 
to the foreigner is their own captives in war, whom they readily 
dispose of to the Arat slave-dealers. [Laughter.] And if any 
traveler comes to them he not only has to buy his way heavily 
at every step of his journey, but when he is hoursfrom the fron- 
tier he has to pay a fine for the privilege of entering into the 
country. Yet there are commodities that they like; there are 
things that they can not do without, and for the sake of which 
they are willing to admit the“ foreign devils.” 

In 1859 two adventurous Englishmen determined to make 
their way to the sources of the Nile through all the obstacles 
p against them. What was the commodity with which they 

ught their way? What was the one thing which could ca 
themin? They were Englishmen; but they have to record wi 
considerable pique that the one thing that the Africans would 
take when they took nothing else was what they called Merikani— 
American cotton cloth— icularly valuing the corner piece 
with the blue stamp of the Pacific Mills upon it. [Laughter 
and applause.] It was with the help of Americin cotton cloth 
that those Englishmen entered the southern tropics, that they 
made their way to the source of the Nile, that they emerged at 
Alexandria, and solved the problem of ages. 

Now, sir, in what year did this happen? At what time did the 
produce of American mills force its way into the secret crevices 
of the most protected nation? It was 1859. It was when the 
country was under the influence of the Walker tariff. It was 
when a Republican Congress had just consented to the further 
reductions of 1857. That was the time when the manufacturers 
of America—aye, of Massachusetts—in those days of low tariffs 
and little protection—penetrated where no other commodities 
would go, even in the hands of unfriendly Englishmen. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic ria Se 

Mr. Chairman, it has always been maintained that Massachu- 
setts derived special advantages from high tariff; and on this 
floor we have heard Representatives from other districts con- 
demn us for our exclusively protective policy. 1 desire to re- 
mind them that the protective tariff was no invention of Massa- 
chusetts; that her manufactures were flourishing away back to 
the earliest colonial times. I would remind them that on more 
than one occasion she protested against the tariffs which her 
sister States wished to force upon her. But her enterprise, her 
energy, her invention have enabled her to bring good out of any 
and all tariffs. 

The invention of Francis C. Lowell, who reinvented the power 
loom, having never seen one in operation; the invention of Paul 
Moody, who could look at a machine and see before he left the 
room where it could be improved; the invention of Erastus B. 
Bigelow, who, in the low-tariff times, invented and perfected 
the carpet loom—those are the things that made Massachusetts 
what she is. 

We know that our soil is stony and ourclimate is severe. We 
know that vou have natural advantages we can not boast of. 
We know that the coal and the iron, the wheat, and the cotton 
of Pennsylvania and Alabama, of Nebraska and Texas, are not 
forus. We freely grant that God has been good to you. We 
are glad of it. We rejoice in the blessings of our sister States. 

But do not take from us our birthright, which is the sea. God 
has put the sea all along our coasts; and ourseamen have tamed 
the ocean to their will, till it knows them as the horse knows his 
rider. We could get from other nations the natural products 
which we have not on our own soil; but your restrictive laws, 
your navigation laws, your bill forbidding the purchase of ships, 

our duties on iron and coal, prevent our bringing to ourshores 

y the enterprise and skill of our mariners the things that we 
need, that we could use, and redeem our soil from the blight of 
barrenness. 

In those days of the Walker tariff, when timid protectionists 
thought that the prosperity of Massachusetts was gone, the 
clink of the shipman’s hammer sounded all along our coast. 
That most beautiful spectacle of human art, the launching of 
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the ship—made doubly beautiful by our own poet—was a daily 
exhibition all along New England. Those were the days of our 
clippers and liners—the Great Republic, and the Defender, and 
the Rovercign of the Seas. And we brought to our shores the 
wealth of avory sig; we made r old rocky, sandy, cold 
Massıchusetts like Tyre and Venice and Holland for creating 
wealth where no wealth was. 

Then in 1855 steam navigation began to come up in foreign 
lands, Forthe moment we could not compete in building steam- 
ships with England and Scotland. Our commerce began to de- 
cline. And then you would not let us buy what wecould not 
make; you shut us out from the industry which God and nature 
had designed for us. And when we learned enough to perfect 
the steam marine, when we might have again commanded the 
sea, you putyour protective duties on in the time of the war and the 
time following. You put out our forges, and you prevented us 
from buying the materials which should have built them up again. 
Give us back our birthright; restore to us the dominion of the 
seas; give us free ships; give us free coal; give us free iron; and 
we will not grudge you all the natural advantages which your 
States have. [Applause.] : : 

But do not taunt us with the blessings of a tariff which we did 
not seek at the outset, which we have forced by our own native 
powers to turn its curses into ablessing, and which has gone on 

iling up its oppressive favors upon us till all but a few petted 

dustries are crying out for release, and industries like leather 
which rejoice in free raw material, and those that have yet escaped 
are d ing that you shall lay 5 them its terrible benefi- 
cence—free raw material. That I know is a favorite jest of pro- 
tectionists who affect to say there is no such thing; the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has called it a myth. 

Will they again listen to Hamilton: 

All the duties im on imported articles, though with an exclusive view 
to revenue, have the effect in contemplation and, except when they fall as 
raw materials, wear a beneficent aspect toward the manufacturers of the 
country. (Hamilton’s Works, volume 3, 245.) 

And again: 

The policy of the exemption of the materials of the manufacturers from 
duty as a general rule, larly in reference to new establishments, is 
obvious. It can hardly ever be advisable to add the obstruction of fiscal 
burdens to the difficulties which naturally embarrass a new manufacture, 
and where it is matured, and in condition to become an object of revenue, 
better that the fabric rather than the material should be the object of taxa- 
tion. (Volume 3, 251.) 

Lhave said that I strongly favor the many additions to the 
free list that are made in this bill. My friend, the member from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], who opened the debate on the other 
side, deplored that the free list was so large. I wish it were a 
great deal larger. I wish to comment on one item particular], 
which I am delighted to see have the shackles taken off it. 
refer to the clause which makes works of art free; I refer to 
the clause which declares that whatever contributes to popular 
education should not be the subject of taxation. 

It is an entire mistake, Mr. Chairman, to suppose that works 
of art are luxuries peculiar to the rich, and therefore proper ob- 
jects of taxation. that theory was ever accepted as true, the 
exhibition at the great White City has disproved it forever. 
The exhibition at Chicago showed that everything of beauty, 
everything which delights the eye and the heart, is enjoyed far 
more by the poor, by the masses, by the millions, than by the 
rich, the classes, the ‘‘four hundred.” Give usfree art. Let 
the principle of artistic design come into our industries. 

Let our potters, our carpenters, our ironworkers, our stone- 
workers learn from every land on earth, and then you will find 
every building in thé country, every public hall, every home 
that shelters the sanctity of domestic life will not only be adorned, 
but will be elevated by works of ees G which have no country 
and which rise everywhere where puts genius in the eye, 
in the hand, and in the soul of man. [Applause.] And this ad- 
dition of works of art to the free list is worthy of the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, who proves in his own 
person that the culture of the scholar is not inconsistent with 
the practical knowledge of the statesman. 

I wish the committee had gone a step farther. I wish that 
they had put books on the free list also. A book is not a manu- 
facture. A book derivesits force and meaning from the thought, 
the genius and invention, the poetry, the enthusiasm, the study 
that goes into it and that converts the black marks intoa living 
soul. Books are the seed grain of learning, of manhood, of art, 
of religion. Whatever real value they have comes from the 
brains and not the hands which have labored to produce them. 
Homer was the same Homer before he was printed, aye, before 
he was written. 

Shakes is the same Shakespeare in the costly but faulty 
edition of 1623, in the edition de luxe of the most enterprising 

ublisher, as well as in the most wretched text of the smallest 

pe and cheapest paper which is published. It is the soul, the 
genius, the inspiration, the study, the facts of the author that 
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give life and reality to the page. And you have noright to shut 
out asingle reader from the facts of a single book, under the idea 
that you advance the interests of the mechanical laborer who 
puts those thoughts and emotions into shape. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I understand that the idea of putting 

books on the free list is opposed by the printers throughout the 
country. In their own interests they are mistaken. It will not 
diminish their work. There is not a more honorable, more 
glorious occupation than that of the printer. Our printers are 
worthy successorsof Franklin, But the books I want to see free 
are not those that the international copyright will touch, but 
the publications that do not come within its provisions, the 
books that are needed in small quantities by the scholar, the 
teacher, the physician, the student, the inventor, a silent class 
whoare living a laborious life, many on very slender means, and 
to whom books are the indispensable tools of trade, and who need 
them in the cheapest possible form, not for the purpose of su- 
perseding any American publication, or depriving a single 
printer or binder of his legitimate employment. 
_ Take off the shackles that bind them; let the poor, hard-work- 
ing, underpaid man and woman have their tools of trade, and 
they will write and offer for printing and publication tenfold the 
literature je would have in this country if this system of taxa- 
tion is still preserved. Reading makes rea books make 
books, writing makes writing, literature makes literature, and 
I honestly believe, Mr. Chairman, in the interests of the print- 
ers themselves, that their labor will be doubled and wages in- 
creased if our action is governed in this matter by what I be- 
lieve to be that principle which will most conduce to their wel- 
fare. bs sore on the Democraticside.] Mr. Bayardattempted 
to 5 i ks free in 1883, Can Democrats have a better ex- 
ample 

There is another item on the reduced list which I wish was 
on the free list. I believe that the committee have done a 

at work in reducing the duty on earthenware many per cent. 
wish, in the interests of the great masses of the people, they 
would make sanitary earthenware and sanitary plumbing free. 
Every one whois a householder knows what an enormous ex- 
pense attends sanitary improvements in the household. Sani- 
tary ware comes through the hands of a combination. It can 
not be bought except on restrictive terms. I would enable every 
owner of a tenement house to employ laborers to put in sanitar: 
provisions as required by the laws of health at the lowest 

Supposing sometime you have an epidemic of typhoid fever. 
Suppose the landlords of the tenement houses come under the 
ban of your boards. of health. What excuse will it be, when 
your laborers are dying by thousands with some pestilential dis- 
ease, because you have put this tax on Sonnet, that you 
e the profits of the pottery manufacturers of the United 

Mr. Chairman, I wish not only for a greater reduction of duty, 
but I wish for greater simplicity in the tariff. I believe the 
more complicated the tariff is, the greater number of articles that 
are puton the schedule, the worse for the country. Itis hamper- 
ing and annoying tothe manufacturer. It is hampering and an- 
noying to the importers and it is 9 to the country to 
have a complicated tariff that increases the staffs of our custom- 
houses and makes a greater number of offices to enter into spoils 
and corrupt party politics. The simpler the tariff is, the fewer 
articles there are on the list, the. easier they are to SPANIA, the 
simpler the revenue is to collect, the greater relief it will be, 
not only to consumer and purchaser, but to the citizen, who 
e e baleful effect of the custom house in all political trans- 
actions. 

How much more time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes re 5 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, in the year 1842 Sir Robert 
Peel entered on his great work of tariff reform. He was bound 
by the shackles of aw A He knew that free trade would pre- 
vail ultimately, but he did not dare yet to introduce it into - 
land for fear of losing control of his party. At that time the 
conditions were the opposite of what they are here. The manu- 
facturers were seeking for relief and the agriculturists were the 
monopolists; but it was the same thing. The monopolists, 
whether agriculturists or manufacturers, were eager to keep 
in subjection the masses, whether etna in manufactures or 
in agriculture. It was known that Sir Robert Peel meant to 
introduce great c es, and the debate was one of consum- 
mate interest. It ed to their feet many men who did not 
ordinarily address the House. It called to his feet one mem- 
ber of great personal dignity, of great influence in the House, 
and yet a man who rarely Spose with any eloquence or force. 
Rising to the occasion, he addressed this ap to Sir Robert 
Peel; and I would address it not to any individual, not to any 
man in the room or out of the room, but I would address 
itnow toeveryone who having power here, who having in- 
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fluence and being able to control men, thinks more of y ad- 
vanae than of doing a great work to his country and to man- 
d 


Mr. Raikes Currie addressed these words to Sir Robert Peel: 


You have the power to do justice to all classes. Whata fearful responsi- 
bility that fact announces! Will you not, by timely concessions to the 
claims of justice and humanity, avert that fearful union of the starving 
workmen and their ruined masters, when they shall morgo their mutual an- 
imosities in one fell cry for vengeance, and bury you your monopolies 
under the ruins of the constitution? * * * : 

Elevate your vision! Look forth beyond a few feverish evanescent years, 
beyond the tiny segment of time with which we are personally conversant, 
when all the ar faces which haunt these precincts have de 
when every pulse which beats within these walls shall have ceased forever, 
when af namie and the names of nine-tenths of those who hear me shall be 
utterly forgotten, or remembered only as household words, cherished by 
children and descendants, you will then be spoken of. 

For you there is no oblivion. You belong to history. You will be spoken 
of a5 an astute and able minister, as a statesman fertile in expedients, as a 
debater perhaps unrivaled, as one who achieved preéminencein a field of 
the intensest competition. All this your enemies and detractors must ad- 
mit, ill you not claim a higher and more enduring eulogy? Will you not 
enter soon 9 a far scantier and more glorious’ band; among those master 
spirits who have achieved supreme power and used it like 
to mankind;-who have stam) their impress on the age in which they 
lived, and given an impulse, large, continuous, and abiding to human hap- 
piness human virtue! 


Applause.] 

. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, like other gentlemen 
who have addressed the committee upon the pending measure, I 
am constrained to say that there are some provisions in the bill 
as proposed that do not meet my approbation. As the best that 
is offered, I shall vote for it, but under protest as to some of its 
provisions. If it were in my power I would wipe out that pro- 
vision of the bill which perpetuates a bounty on sugar. 

I have misconceived one of the great doctrines of the Demo- 
cratic party, and I have all my life been taught ina wrong school, 
if there is any correct principle that will justify us in ee 
for a day, for an hour, for a moment, a law that takes money di- 
rectly out of the public Treasury and heg it into the pockets of 
private individuals. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
would repeal the bounty on sugar at once and to the last cent. 
To that, for any period and to any extent, I am unalterably and 
uncompromisingly opposed, now and forever, world without end. 
Ifit were in my power and practicable I would go further than 
that. I would strike out every vestige of protection, and I would 
make the commerce of the world fres as the winds of heaven and 
the waves of the sea that bear it from shore to shore. 


I desire, Mr. Chairman, before I address myself briefly to the | agains 


measure that is now submitted, to speak somewhatof a measure 
that is not formally before us, but which we are advised offi- 
cially will be submitted, either as an amendment to the pending 
bill or as a 5 bill. 

I refer to the proposition to supply the deficit which we all 
admit will be made by the enactment of the law as it is now sub- 
mitted by a tax on incomes. 

I am aware that in certain quarters this is a subject hardly 
less sacred than the subject of pensions, which becomes, in the 
eyes of many, more sacred the larger it grows, and before which 
we are all expected to bow down and worship. Rather would I 
lay a firm aan vigorous hand upon both and reduce the pension 
list and set up an income tax. Such a tax is certainly sus- 
tained by some of the highest authorities that treat on these 
subjects. It is undeniable that it has been tried in other coun- 
tries, and successfully tried. 

There is no doubt that it will raise a revenue. There is no 
doubt that we will need the revenue. I shall address myself 
briefly to some of the objections that are urged against this tax. 
I do not find it argued, seriously argued, that it is unjust. No- 
body disputes the fact that the public Treasury will need the 


money. Nobody disputes the fact that the revenue may be sup- 
plied by this law. But there areobjections, common to all those 
who oppose this measure; and I beg the indulgence of the com- 


mittee while I briefly address myself to those objections. 

I find them stated in a resolution adopted by the New York 
Chamber of Commerce, as reported in the Washington Post of 
this morning. They are: that it is inquisitorial; that it is odi- 
ous; that it was only tolerated as a war measure, and was abro- 
gated by universal consent as soon as the condition of the coun- 
try permitted it. J think these gentlemen so highly respecta- 
ble, and intelligent, perhaps, on most subjects, have detracted 
from the strength of their protest by the statement that this tax 
was abolished by almost unanimous consent, in the face of the 
truth of the record that it was abolished by only one majority in 
the Senate and one in the House. ` 

They say it is “odious.” It is odious! Well, it is odious to 
the fellow who has to pay it, and nobody else. What tax is not 
odious? I think I have heard, if I did not misunderstdnd the 
suggestion, from some gentlemen on the other side, rather com- 
ee gly, that we on this side thought that taxation was an 
evil. 


Well, I never looked upon taxes asa blessing. I never wel- 
comed the taxgatherer as a friend who was asp with bene- 
diction in his hands to leave around me and my family. Odious! 
Yes, it is odious; as every tax is odious, But I submit this is 
not a sufficient objection to a system that is practically confessed 
to be just in principle, that can be enforced by practice: that has 
been tried, successfully tried, in other countries, and will supply 
relief which the empty Treasury needs to-day. The other source 
suggested from which to supply this deficit is a tax on sugar. 

will have to relearn my lessons of Democracy before I would 
raise my voice or cast my vote in favor of putting a tax upon the 
sugar that enters into the consumption, the daily necessary con- 
sumption, of every man, woman, and child, white and black, all 
over the country and by preference leave the unburdened capital 
of the country to go untaxed. [Applause.] Between a tax on 
sugar and income I would tax income. 

We are told that it is“ inquisitorial.” Iam not familiar with 
the laws of other States than my own; but Ihave made some 
inguiries from Representatives since I have been here, and I 
take it that in all other States the tax collector, or the tax as- 
sessor, or the proper officer goes to every citizen and inquires 
how much property he has. Of course, where it is open and 
visible the necessity for this is relieved, if not altogether taken 
away; but we, everywhere, as I understand, levy a tax upon 
property that is not visible. 

ego to a man and inquire how much household furniture he 
has, how much peT he or his family have, how much money 
he has on deposit in bank, how much of everything he has, un- 
til we come to this question of income, and then we are told that 
the officer of the law must stop, because when he goes beyond 
that line it is “inquisitorial,” and the taxgatherer who goes 
around with the insignia of his office and the authority of law, as 
soon as he begins to inquire of a man what is the amount of his 
income, is converted into a modern . and at the sug- 
gestion of this tax, gentlemen are seized with all the horrors of 
the Spanish inquisition, 

Now, it is an admitted fact, and if I thought it worth while to 
stop, I would read from the report of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury, who treats itas an admitted fact that there are 
large sums of epa in this country which do not bear their just 
share of the public burdens. Sir, have not a word hereor e 
where against capital, I despise with my very soul, as I abhor 
any other iniquity, the demagogism that would set up one class 
t another in this country. 

I would no more inflict injustice upon a rich man than I would 


upon a r man. But I would follow capital into its secret 
hiding p by 8 0 just and proper process of law; and, if I 
found it necessary, I would take it by the throat and drag it 


forth,not to do it an injustice, but in order to compel it to do 
justice tothe masses of the peo lo who are bearing the burdens of 
tion in this country. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

I would treat it like I would treat any other fugitive from jus- 
tice. But we are told that this law would promote perjury, I 
am not the champion of those who oppose this measure, but I 
respectfully submit they have great reason to devoutly and fer- 
vently pray to be delivered from their friends. Gentlemen upon 
the floor of this House, and ee who controla portion of 
the press of the country do, I insist, cast an unjust imputation 
5 75 a large majority of the people upon whom this tax would 


I do not question that some frauds would be perpetrated under 
this law, as are perpetrated under every other law, but I say it 
is an unjust imputation to put upon the people who have the 
ability to pay this tax to say that we ought not to enact the law 
because if we do they will swear to lies. 

Sir, the suggestion is unworthy of those who make it, and it 
is insulting to this body. 

What would you think of a judge who, in a case where it be- 
came necessary in the ordinary course of justice to put an un- 
willing witness on the stand for purposes of discovery—and we 
oftentimes have to resort to that where thereare no other means 
of ascertaining the truth; it is a common practice in our equi 
system all over the country to put the defendant on the stan 
and make him swear, to purge his conscience, to put him on his 
oath—what would you think, 1 ask, of a judge who, in such a 
case, would excuse an unwilling litigant from testifying and dis- 
covering the truth because he was notified beforehand that if 
the man was put upon the stand and made to swear, he would 
swear to a lie? 

I say it is an insult to the American Congress to suggest such 
a reason why we ought not to pass a law, provided that law is 
just and pig ocd and wise, and if we were deterred from the dis- 
charge of a duty by such a suggestion, we would put ourselves 
in the 3 if not the shameful and disgraceful attitude of, 
through fear of inviting or promoting per,ury, giving a re 
to perjury. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
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They say it isa war tax. There is a sense in which the war is 
over, and every patriotrejoices in the fact. Now and then there 
is some big-mouthed, little-brained fellow who would revive its 
issues, but he attracts no attention from any except those who 
are as little as himself, and these do not really respect him. 
There is another sense, however, a very important one, in which 
the war is not over. Some days ago in the discussion of the pen- 
sion question, it was said on this floor, referring to the adminis- 
tration of the fos Secretary of the Interior, ‘‘ In 1863 the 
boys were marching through Georgia; in 1893 Georgia is march- 
ing through the boys.” 

Arr. Chairman, it might be said in 1863 the boys were march- 
ing through Georgia, in 1893 the boysare marching through the 
United States Treasury. Yes, they are murching nine hundred 
thousand strong. There was an end to the invasion of Georgia. 
There is no end to this invasion of the public Treasury. itis 
annual, They march and countermarch, The rear of the col- 
umn has scarcely passed through before its head enters again, 
and every sweep of this great army achieves new conquests and 
marks its track with wider destruction. It appears from an 
official statement I hold in my hand that in 1863 the people paid 
for pensions $1,078,991.59; in the year 1873, 829,359, 426.86; in the 
year 1883, $66,012,573.64; in the year 1893, $159,357 557.87. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, without detaining the House by 
any elaboration of what I have but brietly and imperfectly sug- 
gested, I say I would make up this deficit by putting a tax upon 
the wealth of the country; not by way of punishment, not by 
way of rebuke, not as an expression of hostility or unfriendli- 
ness, but because the wealth of the country is most able to bear 
it, and because the great trend of our legislation for years past 
has been against the masses and in favor of the few. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, sir, I beg the indulgence of the committee whileI speak 
briefly upon the pending measure. I shall not Kony go gentle- 
men or myself with any figures from the census. ave never 
heard any side of any question discussed in this House or before 
the people that could not be sustained by a resort to the census 
[laughter], and the devil him elf could justify his reign on the 
carts by the census of the world, because it would show that the 
march of humanity has been to higher and better things. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

I recall the historic fact that when our Revolutionary fore- 
fathers were struggling to throw off British domination they 
were pointed to the growth of the colonies. I recall the further 
historic fact, with patriotic pride, that their reply was, The 
colonies have grown, not because of butin spite of British rule.” 
[Applause.] That is my answer in brief to any suggestion of 
gentlemen on the other side who point us to the census of 186) 
and the census of 1590, and ask us whether the country has not 

rospered in the interval. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I think, Mr. Chairman, it may be well for us to recall some 

rimal truths, and among these I would reannounce, notof course 
use it is new, for I believe that after all the oldest truthsare 
the best and truth should never lose its force or vigor because it 
is old—I would recall the primal truth that no taxation in any 
form or to any extent can find any justification or excuse except 
in the needs of the Government. . on the Democratic 
side.] I am not a student of economics. T profess no technical 
knowledge on that subject. I do not like figures; largely per- 
haps because, for the most part, 1 do not understand them. 
[Laughter.] 

But I want no political economy to teach me, I want no statis- 
ties to sustain the idea that government which derives its power 
irom the consent of the governed has no right to come and lay 
its hand upon my earnings, or upon the earnings of any other 
citizen, and extract more than is required by its own necessities. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] This, us I understand it, is 
the gospel of our political salvation, and the further we depart 
from it the further we shall go on the road to ruin, 

We have heard a great deal here about the American laborer. 
Some of the gentlemen on the other side, whose pious souls have 
been so disturbed and whose serene spirits have been so moved 
by sympathy for the laborer, tell us that the adoption of our 
policy would de e American labor. They claim that the 
perpetuation of their policy would increase the wages of Ameri- 
can labor. -That claim I do not believe is sustained by facts. 
But if it were sustained they might well afford to pry the la- 
borer a higher price under a system that compels the laborer to 
buy from them at a higher price. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] They are as audacious as they are greedy. They claim 
credit for what they do not, and that which would be no credit to 
men if they did. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 

e. 

I say, sir, that every American laborer has the right not only to 
earn all he may by honest labor, but the right to control the prod- 
uct of that labor as he chooses. If you strike down this right, 


which lies at the very basis of this controversy, if you strike down 
this right of the American laborer, you strike down every 2 25 
thatsecures to him the free and sr lage ee. enjoyment of 

own labor, In the name of the American laborer Iprotest against 
thisdoctrine. I protest against it in the name ol every American 
freeman who is entitled to enjoy his honest acquisitions, how- 


ever he may acquire them. I op this system of protection 
because it promotes l aan paternalism. : 
I will not stop and undertake to restate the argument. I be- 


lieve that to-day one of the greatest perils that threatens this 
country is the disposition among our people to welcome that 
wi ich in other days they would have spurned—the disposition 
to call upon the Government to do for them what they ought to 
do for themselves. [Applause on the Democratic side.] For 
myself and my children after me I ask no protection except the 
protection of life, liberty, property, and reputation, and, with 
thes secured, the man who can not conquer his own destiny and 
build his own fortunes without governmental aid is an unworthy 
American citizen. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Undoubtedly the Government owes the citizen protection, but 
protection against what? Not protection against competition in 
trade or business. We have heard in this discussion about sur- 
rendering seventy or seventy-five millions of dollars. If wesur- 
render it, to whom do we surrender it but to thepeople to whom 
it belongs. The idea seems to be by not exacting this sum it is 
surrendered. The Government did not make the people; ex- 
actly the reverse is true; the ple made the Government. 
The Government does not own the people; exactly the reverse 
is true; the people own the Government. Why should the Gov- 
ernment complain that what does not belong to it is withheld? 
As well might the highwayman, whose robbery is stayed by an 
officer of the law, complain that he can not enjoy that which is 


saved from his . hand. 
The spirit of this system is bold and aggressive and rapa- 
cious. The more it gets the more it wants. Its appetite is 


whetted by that on which it feeds, and like death and the grave, 
its insatiable greed never cries “ it is enough.” This fact is 
shown by the legislation enacted here for its benefit and dic- 
tated by its cupidity, it 3 that sometimes, at least, it 
names the very terms of the law. 

It is shown by the arg of such legislation in England, es- 
pecially that relating to the woolen industry, about which so 
much has been said here. The export of sheep was prohibited 
that wool might be plentiful in England. More protection was 
demanded, and an act was passed requiring that every dead body 
should be buried in a woolen shroud, and this not being enough, 
as a writer on the subject has suggested, because the people 
would not die fast enough, it was enucted that a fine of £5should 
be ep for wearing and £25 for selling calico. 

We had a most touching picture drawn for us yesterday by the 
master hand of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], who 
brought to our notice the men or the women who crowded here 
from Philadelphia to the room of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, begging that we do not reduce the tariff. But the gentle- 
man had nothing to say about those other men who from Congress 
to Congress fill the corridors of this Capitol and throng the room 
of the committee, asking for Government aid, having plodded 
their weary way by Pullman cirs, taken their breakfast at 10 
in the morning at the Arlington or the Shoreham or Chamber- 
lin’s, where they would dine at 6 in the afternoon, and in the 
meantime refreshed themselves with oysters on the half-shell 
and champagne in the restaurantof the House. [Laughter and 
applause. | 

We have heard in this discussion allusions to the ‘sou 
houses” opened all over the country by private charity to f 
the poor. If I may be pardoned for the assumption, I would 
modestly suggest that the best way to destroy. these soup 
houses” is to upturn this national pot of soup that has been 
erected here at public expense to feed those who have alread 
been fattened by partial legislation and turn its contents back 
into the homes of the people where they belong. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I find that I have onlya few minutes left. Per- 
mit me to add a few words more. Before I came here, when I 
contemplated my duty and responsibility as a Representative of 
the American people, I was overwhelmed with the reflection 
that to my hands were committed, even in some small degree 
and to some smail extent, the vast interests of this great and 
growing country and these 70,000,000 of peopie. The sense of 
5 responsibility has been deepened ever since I have been 

ere. 

But it has found this relief—that whether my political career 
here be long or short (a matter of no anxious concern to me and 
no importance to the country) I shall feel that the burdens and 
annoyances and disappointments it has brought have been les- 
sened by the reflection that I believe I am to-day a better citi- 
zen, a better American, a better patriot thun when I crossed the 
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threshold of this House. When walk over thesplendid avenues 
of this city ; as I stand in the halls and corridors of this Capitol, 
and see how the figures of the men who have illustrated our 
civic and military history have been gathered here in busts and 
statues until we have a Congress of the dead to instruct and 
guide and inspire the Congress of the living, I feel devoutly 
thankful to the Providence which overrules our lives that m 
lot has been cast under the shadow of our free American insti- 
tutions. 

As I look upon the flag that waves over this Capitol, I feel like 
saying in my heart, if not with my lips, Flag of the Union, wave 
on, wave ever! Wave over the great and growing North, wave 
over the thrifty and historic East, wave over the young and ex- 
panding West, wave over our own Southland, until the hearts 
of this people shall be bound together in the indissoluble bonds 
of a broad and lasting American patriotism. [Applause.] Flag 
of the Union, wave on, wave ever! Wave on until the nations 
shall catch the spirit of freedom, until the fetters are stricken 
from every limb, until every conscience is free, until the light 
of knowledge illumines every mind, until the fires of liberty are 
kindled in every breast, until every angel in Heaven and every 
son of earth rejoices in the universal emancipation of the race. 
[Applause.] This I believe can be soonest accomplished by just 
et impartial laws in our own Government, and free commerce 
with the world. 

May God speed the day that shall bring us to the full fruition 
of this inspiring hope and the high attainment of this glorious 
destiny, and to this end consecrate the heart and the brain of 
American statesmanship. [Long-continued applause. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from West Virginia 
begins his remarks, the Chair desires to say that he would have 
recognized at this time a gentleman in opposition to the bill, 
but for an arrangement made by gentlemen who are to speak on 
that side, to whom it is more conyenient that the Chair should 
now recognize a gentleman in favor of the measure. Hence the 
Chair has recognized the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia rose. 

Mr. LOUD. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would it be 
in order to recognize somebody in favor of this bill. I have not 
heard anybody yet who is in favor of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 


[Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia addressed the commit- 
tee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I will extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

Mr. DALZELL. Lask that the time of my colleague on the 
committee be extended so that he may have an hour and a half. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from New 
York be extended so as to cover an hour and a half. Is there ob- 
jection? ee a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr.PAYNE. Iam much obliged for the courtesy of the com- 
mittee at this late hour of the debate. 

The gentleman from West Virginia, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, in opening the debate upon this bill, 
said that he had brought it in here in response to a popular de- 
mand. We have had five days of debate. Gentlemen have 
spoken who say they will vote for the bill, and gentlemen have 
spoken who say that they will vote for it with some amendments 
applying to their several localities, but not a single man has 
spoken for it who indorses the bill. [Laughter.] 

I trust that if there is a member on the Democratic side who 
fully indorses this bill, he will be heard before the debate shall 
conclude, The popular demand“ to which the chairman re- 
ferred was doubtless the election of 1892, when a minority of 
the people declared in favor of the Chicago platform, which was 
a direct declaration in favor of a tariff for revenue only, a plank 
inserted in that platform by a bare majority of the Democratic 
convention. At first blush this would seem to be an indorse- 
ment of “ tariff reform,” if not of this bill, but in my own State 
national leaders of the Democratic party explained the Demo- 
cratie platform of 1892, and satisfied the Democratic working- 
men by telling them that we needed $175,000,0U0 of revenue to 
be raised by tariff duties; that no such amount of revenue could 
be raised unless by a tariff with incidental protection; that the 
Democratic party would take care of the wage-earners of the 
country, and that no tariff bill should pass which did not inci- 
dentaliy protect them in their wages. 

This bill does not seem to have any petitioners crowding their 
prayers into the petition box for its passage. We have seen re- 
moastrance after remonstrance brought in here, some even 
brought in on stretchers [laughter] in opposition to the Wilson 
bill. We have seen the corridors leading to the room of the 


Committee on Ways and Means blocked by crowds of people, 
manufacturers, laborers, producers, consumers, op to the 
Wilson bill; but we have not seen many paps coming here who 
are in favor of the Wilson bill. Ishould think that, even in the 
secret recesses of the crypt of the Capitol [laughter], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means might have heard 
from the elections of last November in which the ple said 
that they wanted no revenue tariff for them. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

I should think that he might have heard the voice of the 
American workingmen saying that they did not want any 
thai would jeopardize their interests; that they did not wan 
anything that would still keep their dinner pails empty, even 
though they might get a cheaper pail. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

I have studied this bill to see if I could find any theory upon 
which it was constructed. It is nota protective bill, although 
the committee have left some protective features in it. They 
have even seen fit to adopt a number of the rates contained in 
the McKinley bill. The title of the bill says that it is “ to raise 
revenue,” yet it proves to be a bill to uce revenue by $76,- 
000,000 a year. 

As [have gone through its provisions, and examined its par- 
agraphs, and studied its relations to the different industries of 
the country, I have come to the conclusion that the committee 
have gone back to the year 1880, and with their candidate for 
the Presidency in that year, have agreed that “the tariff is a 
local issue.” [Laughter.] And, as L have heard the debate pro- 
gress and have seen my colleague from the Troy district [Mr. 
HAINES] with his big petition asking for more 1 on col- 
lars and cuffs, and have heard him say if the bill were amended 
to suit him in respect to collars and cuffs he would support it, I 
have concluded that the members of the House propose to 0 
the tariif question in this bill a local issue, and had said to each 
other: If we can fix it up to suit matters ‘in our town’ it will 
be all right and we will vote for it.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the bill itself is curious from another stand- 
point. The committee have put a duty on rice of 1} cents per 
pound—equivalent to an ad valorem of 83.39 per cent. There 
are few articles in the bill that carry a larger ad valorem duty 
than rice. Plate glass, 24 to 60 inches wide or above, has a little 
higher duty than rice. Chemicals, and beverages of which 
alcohol is a large component, have a somewhat higher duty than 
ric2. Tobacco has a somewhat higher duty. On alcohol and 
tobacco there isa very heavy internal-revenue tax, and of course 
there must be compensation for this tax, and this internal-reve- 
nue tax upon spirits is away up above the ad valorem duty that 
the committee put upon rice. 

Playing cards have a little higher percentage of duty than 
rice. I suppose we shall know when we get the next message 
from the Executive Mansion giving us another chapter in the in- 
famy at Hawaii, what the conclusions of the committee are on 
the subject of playing cards—whether they will put an internal- 
revenue tax of 2 cents a pack onthose. And after that has been 
sanctioned or originated at the White House, perhaps some day 
the majority will invite the minority of the committee to come in 
and graciously inform us whether this is true or not. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not want to answer a great many ques- 
tions; my time is limited. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was the gentleman on the Ways and Means 
Commiteee when the McKinley bill was reported? 

Mr. PAYNE. I was. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was that bill reported to the full committee 
before it had been completed by the Republican members? 

Mr. PAYNE. No;it was not. And it did not come to the 
Democratic members through any message of President Harrison 
either. [Applause on the Republicanside.] Anditdid not come 
to the Democratic members at first sight through the daily news- 


rs. 

Po BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to state that the 

daily newspapers did not give out the tariff schedules of the Wil- 

ms ill until they had been presented to the Republican mem- 
ers. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I want to say to the gentleman that I 
came here to Washington at the request of the chairman of the 
committee; and on my way down here, I read the New York papers 
and the Washington papers, and I saw that their prog- 
nostications as to the provisions of the bill corresponded very 
accurately with the bill itself when it was presented to the com- 
mittee. Of course it was not given out; it leaked out. 

Aside from that, no information came to the minority mem- 
bers of this committee on these internal-revenue questions until 
it came through the President's message and through the 
newspapers; and no communication has yet been made to them 
of the committee. I suppose we may take it for granted that 
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they are going to put ataxof Soson RAFN cards, and there- 
fore they have raised the ad valorem a little above that of rice. 
The only other item that has a higher ad valorem than rice is 
firecrackers. They do not want the boys to celebrate the Fourth 
of July, I suppose; so they put a higher duty on firecrackers 
than they doon rice. Why this great duty on rice—a duty of 
83.39 per cent hen they reduce the ad valorem upon Northern 
pone to less than 20 per cent? Can anybody guess? The 
draft of the bill presented to the minority of the committee 
put all lumber on the free list. According to the newspapers, 
there was a universal protest against this from the Southern 
States, because they said they were developing a great industry 
in Georgia pine. 
The protest was loud for a week, and then we had another 
meeting of the committee; another bill was presented, and lo and 
behold, lumber dressed on one side was dutiable at 50 cents a 


thousand; dressed on both sides, at $1a thousand; dressed on both 


sides and tongued and grooved, at $1.50. And I have not heard 
a single protest from the South about Georgia pine from the time 
that was reported until now. ; 

Now, I understand that Georgia pine always come to the mar- 
ket dressed on both sides, and generally tongued and grooved; 
it is used for ceiling and inside work. It will not do for siding, 
as the pitch will fry out with the sun and discolor the paint. For 
feur that there should be any mistake about the discrimination 
the committee took the Northern pine in the shape of clap- 
boaris, and put clapboards, dressed and planed on four sides, 
upon the free list. en 

An ad valorem duty was put upon lead for paints in the first 
draft of the bill, a large reduction; and we waited a week for 
theoutcome. The papers said—I do not know how true it was 
that the president of the lead trust was in Washington for a 
weel, and the president of the lead trust, formerly from the 
State of West Virginia, now of the city of New York, is a man 
supposed to be prominent in the Democratic councils. Of course 
he was not here to see the members of the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

Mr. WALKER. God forbid. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. No; he was Say here for pleasure for a 
week, and to see the city. Somehow or other, though, when 
the week ended and an amended bill was reported, it contained 
a change in the lead schedule for puna and they put on a 
specific duty, largely increasing the ad valorem, and we have not 
1 a word about the lead trust being dissatisfied with that 
bill yet. 

The miners out West wanted some protection on silver-bear- 

lead ores; not only the mine owners, but the miners them- 
selves. Why, a distinguished Democratcame here from the West 
advocating a duty on silver-bearing lead ores, but he was sup- 
posed to be a little unsound on the tariff question, and the com- 
mittee do not seem to have heeded his suggestion. Others were 


interested in the smelting business up in sas City, Mo., and 
SN * bearing lead ores are by this bill to be placed upon 
e iree list. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishall have to decline to be interrupted, as I 
will not be able to conclude my remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lonly wanted tocorrect the gentleman. The 
establishment he refers to is not in Missouri, but in Kansas. The 
gentleman is right except as to the location of the establish- 
ment, 

Mr. PAYNE, I thought the gentleman would correct his cor- 
rection. There is nothing like a study of this question for mem- 
bers of the Democratic party. 

In 1846 Mr. Walker put a tariff of 10 per cent ad valorem on 
lime, and that continued to be the rate of duty until 1890. The 
manufacture of lime proved to be a 3 and growing bus- 
iness in the State of Maine and of New York. In 1884 or 1885 a 
ponien gentleman in Portsmouth, N. H., Hon. Frank Jones, 

te a prominent and very liberal member of the National Dem- 
ocratic committee, with a few patriotic American citizens, went 
over the line and founded the town of St. John, in New Bruns- 
wicks and opened up some lime kilns and began the manufacture 
of lime. 

It was found that because of the cheaper wages in Canada he 
was able to manufacture lime and bring it into the States of Maine 
and New York, driving outthe people who had formerly supplied 
that market, because they could not compete with the cheaper 
labor; and in 1890 some of the gentlemen who were interested 
in this industry—some of the robber barons,” I suppose—who 
owned lime kilns and were manufacturers, came before the Ways 
and Means Committee and demonstrated the fact that it cost 23 
cents a barrel more because of increased wages in the town of 
Rockland, Me., to manufacture lime, than it did in the town 
of St. John, New Brunswick. 

They frankly conceded to the committee that there was a dif- 


ference of 8 cents a barrel in freight in favor of the Rockland 
district, making a difference of 15 cents a barrel more to monu- 
facture in Rockland than it did in St John; and the committee 
in 1890 put a duty of 6cents per hundred pounds on lime, making 
13 cents a barrel. They pas a duty of & cents per hundred on 
cement; and the lime ustry and the cement industry have 
flourished since 1890. And when I say any industries have flour- 
ished since 1890, I mean from the passage of the McKinley bill 
down to the time it was known that the Democracy had charge 
notonly of the executive branch of the Governmentand the House 
of Representatives, but down to the time that it was known they 
had a majority in the United States Senata—and I want to make 
this explanation at the outset. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. Jones said that this duty on lime was ruining his town of 
St. John, New Brunswick; that they could not get into the 
American market and compete very well with the Rockland peo- 
ple. He freely acknowledged that the price of lime had gone 
down since 1890, and was selling much cheaper now than before 
the McKinley bill was passed. But he wanted to build up his 
town of St. John, in New Brunswick, at the expense of the towns 
in Maine and New York, and he seems to have struck a respon- 
sive chord in the bosoms of a majority of the Ways and Means 
Committee, for they have taken off the duty on lime, at 6 cents 
a hundred pounds, and put an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent 
aoe it; and for some reasou or other, I would not dare to say 
why—I would not insinuate that it was because they had not 
discovered that any prominent Democrat had started to manufac- 
ture cement in New Brunswick or in Nova Scotia—they did not 
touch the cement schedule at all, but left the duty of 8 centsa 
hundred on cement although it was in the same paragraph. 
[Laughter.] 

Oh, we are getting at the ‘principles on which this bill was 
formulated in the committee! After putting a duty of 10 per 
cent on lime, they put a duty of 20 per centon limestone. [Laugh- 
ter.] Oh, this is a good bill! 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Did Mr. Jones say to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means that he wanted to build up the in- 
dustries of New Brunswick? 

Mr. PAYNE. The funny thing about it is, that although we 
had hearings for two weeks, no one of the minority knew that 
Mr. Jones came near the committee; but when we got the pub- 
lished report of the hearings, at page 146 we find a statement of 
Mr. Jones, in which he sets forth the facts which I have stated. 
He did not appear for cross-examination by the minority of the 
committee, but this paper found its way into the hearings in 
some way, and I think it was by mistake and not by design. 
That is the only way we knew how Mr. Jones had anything to do 
with this. I quote from Mr. Jones, at bottom of page 147: 


Your petitioners, therefore, etfully y your honorable committee 
to recommend the complete re on of this duty, so that they may light 
up their kilns, and set to work their capital now locked up, etc. 


Mr. DALZELL. That is not the only case, songa, ol evidence 
published in that book that was not presented to the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course not; but Ido not think they put that 
letter in knowingly. I think it was put in ws mistake, 

The hay crop of the country amounted in 1890 to $400,000,000. 
The cotton crop amounted to $305,000,000. The hay business 
seems to have been the biggest industry, according to the re- 
turns. Hay is baled, but no one ever heard of any Democratic 
committee or any Democrat advocating the making free of duty 
the ties with which the farmer bales his hay; yet cotton ties are 
on the free list. 

A finished product! Does that throw any light upon this bill? 
They use bagging forcotton, and they makea provision in this bill 
different from any other provision ever putina tariff bill. They 
say that the finished article of a cotton bag used in baling cotton, 
when it is exported, shall receive a rebate of 99 per cent of the 
duty paid. en materials are brought in here and manufactured 
into a finished 1 we gave them a rebate of 99 per cent; 
but here they take the finished product, cotton bagging, and put 
a special clause in the bill giving them a rebate of 99 per cent 
on those cotton bags. 

Mr. WALKER. Wherever manufactured? 

Mr. PAYNE. When they are imported and pay the duty, of 
course, Wherever manufactured. But the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. WILSON of West Vial ees that the great fea- 
tures of the bill are free wool, free free iron ore, and free 
lumber; and the chairman claims that wool can be produced 
cheaper in Texas than it can be produced in New Zealand. He 
said that some gentleman from Texas on the Democratic side 
rented agricultural lands in Texas at 3 cents an acre, and pas- 
tured his flocks upon them; and then he compared the wages of 
the Texas turist with the wages of some New Zealander 
a number of years ago, and arrived at the conclusion from those 
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two isolated facts that wool could be produced cheaper in this 
country than it could in New Zealand. 

Ido not propose to go into an argument with him on that 

uestion. There is not a farmer who ever saw a sheep—why, 
there is hardly a sheep in the country—that does not know that 
wool can be produced cheaper in Australia and New Zealand and 
South Africa than it can in the United States. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] 

Why, I find a statement here in regard to wool dropped from 
a New Zealand wool-grower, and that is the country my friend 
from West Virginia referred to in his argument. Mr. D. E. 
Meikle, of Chatham Islands, New Zealand, said that he had 
resided there thirty years as a sheep-grower; that ocean freights 
are three-eighths of acent per pound to London; thatitcosts him 
4 cents a head to shear his sheep, and 7 cents a pound to pro- 
duce the wool and sell it in the London market.” And here is 
one from an Idaho wool-grower: 

Frank J. Hegart, of the firm of J. D. Wood & Co., Challis, 
Idaho, is ready to make affidavit ‘‘that Mr. Wood has resided 
in Idaho twenty-seven years; that he is a sheep-grower and 
ranged about thirty thousand sheep in Idaho last year; that rail- 
road freights are 21 cents vpo pound to Philadelphia; that it 
costs him 10 cents per head to shear sheep; that it costs him 
over 20 cents per pound to produce his wool and sell iton the 
Philadelphia market.” 

Now, I put in these two fair statements of farmers right on 
this very subject against the consular reports of years ago, re- 
ferred to by thechairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and the statement of the member from Texas in regard to his 3- 
cents-an-acre land. 

But suppose we admit his conclusion that wool can be pro- 
duced cheaper in this country than it can across the water. He 
says iron ore is shoveled up out of the mines and can be pro- 
duced cheaper here than anywhere else in the world, and that 
coal can be mined 5 than anywhere else in the world, and 
that lumber can be produced cheaper than anywhere else in the 
world; and then he says, when we have got these four materials 
cheaper than anywhere else in the world, he is going to take 
the tax off them and give the mechanics untaxed raw materials, 
and by some process, which he does not explain, he is going to 
expand their wages by reason of that. Why, if they are pcr thes 
these things cheaper now than anywhere else, how is it going 
goo: them to have untaxed raw materials—wool an 
and iron? 

Then he says that with these things upon the free list, with 
wool on the free list. it is going to advance the price of wool in 
this country; and after it has advanced in price and the woolen 
manufacturer gets the benefit of dearer raw material to him,then 
he says the wool industry and the woolen industry and the man- 
ufacturing industry are going to thrive in this country and the 
wages of employés are going to be ona higher plane. That is 
the logic on which this bill is presented to this House, and you 
are asked to vote for it! 

In the agricultural schedule the committee have reduced the 
ad valorem duty from about 33 to 22 per cent. In my own State 
agriculture is a great interest. In the early days we raised 
breadstuiis for the market, and our farmers had some degree of 
prosperity even when subduing the wilderness. At an early 
past the Erie Canal was built; built with the consent of the 

armers of the State of New York. With wise foresight and 

statesmanship they laid the foundation broad and deep for the 

future. They provided a water way that carried your product 

from the Northwest to our principal market and laid it down 

there at almost as cheap freight rates as we could get from the 

1 of our own State. That produced a new condition of 
ings, 

Our farmers could no longer compete in cereals with your 
deep rich soil of the West, but they were looking for something 
else. They saw in the future, cities and towns springing up. 
They saw and heard in the future the busy hum of industry. ey 
saw prosperous mechanics. They pictured a home market, and 
they changed the conditions of theiragriculture. They dropped 
largely the growing of breadstuffs and pre d themselves for 
the market at their doors. Vegetables, butter, cheese, eggs, 
poultry, meat, tobacco, hops, barley, small fruits, became their 
staples, and these again brought prosperity to the farmers of 
the Empire State. 

We have eighteen cities of over 20,000 population each, with 
an aggregate population of 3,240,000 busy, prosperous people re- 
ceiy ‘ood wages, getting a large share of the daily distribu- 
tion of the wealth, and they furnish a market to our farmers. 
Now, the committee propose to open the door to the agricultu- 
ral products of Canada, placing many of them on the free list. 
The cities of New York and Philadelphia are 300 miles from the 
district Ihave the honor to represent. From this district two 
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milk trains start every evening, delivering milk in the cities 
the next day. 

The valleys through which these trains run are lined with 
farms, in the best of condition, good fences, well-painted houses 
and barns, and an airof prosperity greater even that of the 
surrounding farms. From other parts of this district the rail- 
roads are blocked with train loads of grapes during the season. 
These farmers know that high wages give the mechanics of our 
cities the ability to purchase these commodities at fair prices; 
the district, especially among the farmers, is intensely for pro- 
tection and the Republican party. 

Out of fifty millions that the committee transferred to the free 
list they took thirty-five millions from agricultural products. 
And then they have reduced the schedule by imposing an ad 
valorem duty. They have not only cut down the duty, but they 
put it in the power of the importer to cut it down still further; 
and we have now the prospect that our markets in the State of 
New York, embracing three million and a quarter of consumers, 
are to be turned over to the Canadians across the border. L 

With their farms worth 36 per cent less than ours, with their 
wages an average of 32 per cent lower than ours, and with a dif- 
ference in insurance and interest of 12 per cent more, they can 

roduce 44 per cent cheaper than we can. Yet this committee 

hink that r cent is a fair rate of duty to be placed upon the 
articles that they have raised upon the dutiable list. í 

Our State (New York) produces a great deal of hay. Out of 
the $400,000,000 produced in 1890, we raised $65,000,000. Weare 
the first State in the Union on our hay crop. The Canadian 
farmer right over the border has equal facilities and lower wages 
and cheaper farms. The McKinley bill put #4 a ton on hay. 

The man who went from Canada to his 100 tons of hay in 
Buffalo would get his $1,200 and deposit $400 of it in the custom- 
house, and take $800 home with him, while the American farmer 
who sold his 100 tons would take the whole $1,200. The $400 
was what the Canadian Ipaa tor the privilege of our market, and 
that wentrightin our ury, 5 to pay our expenses 
of government. They cut in two and make a duty of 82 a 
a ton on pay, which is something less than 20 per cent, and puts 
us ata disadvantage with Canada. 

The McKinley bill put a duty of 30 cents a bushel on barley, 
which I always thought was too high. I thought 20 cents a 
bushel was enough, but I wanted it to be specific. Why, we 
can raise all the ley that all the beer manufacturers in the 
omisyon use. My own State can raise it. They use about 
44,000,000 bushels a year, and with a duty of 10 cents a bushel on 
barle gays face goede 12,000,000 bushels from Canada prior to 
1890 in a single year, and our people had the other 32,000,000 
bushels of the barley market to themselves. Even at 15 cents a 
bushel, prior to 1883, the Canadians sold over 10,000,000 bushels 
perannum. They raised a good deal more that they did not 
sell for malt. They fed it to hogs. 

It was not good feed, and it was a losing business: Last year 
only 2,000,000 bushels of Canadian barley came into this country 
and the other 10,000,000 bushels was supplied from our farms. 
Our farmers liked it, too. It was better to sell it for that purpose 
than to feed it to hogs; but this committee not only reduced 
the ia eai put an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent upon it, aver- 
aging about 9 cents a bushel for the benefit of those importing 
barley. We will have 15,000,000 bushels coming in next year, 
and the other 30,000,000 our people will struggle to supply a 
market for. Oh, you might go all through the bill. 

„Hops.“ They reduced the duty on hops from 15 to 8 cents. 
Who wanted it? The brewers. Why? Because if they paid 
the whole duty it would cost them from 2 to 3 cents a barrel of 
beer to provideforeign hops. The committee thought the brew- 
ers ought to be relieved, and so they reduced this duty on 9 5 k 
We had before the committee Mr. Fox, a hop importer, and he 
told very glibly how the price of hops had gone down since the 
had to pay a duty of 30 cents; and I asked him and compell 
him to testify before the committee that the price averaged 6} 
cents more a pound after the McKinley bill passed than it did 
before it passed. 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you mean to say that the tariff on hops 
raised the price ? 

Mr. PAYNE. You will have your chance, you will have your 
time to develop your e theories here. 

Now, the farmers like that. In my State we raise a great 
many hops. Now we shall be compelled to enter into competi- 
tion with Canada, Germany, and England, and with any other 
country that raises hops; and why? Tosave 2 cents a barrel, 
they say, to the brewers of the country. It is time that the 
farmers of this country had a little consideration from the Demo- 
eratic party s well as the brewers of the United States. [Ap- 
plause. ey are all citizens of this t Republic. 

Our farmers raise tobacco, and in 1 
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with Sumatra leaf, raised by the e eS labor in the world, 
with their wages from 10 to 15 cents per day. The Sumatra made 
rapid strides and destroyed their market up to 1890. The pres- 
ent tariff, While affording a large revenue to the Government, 
has at the same time made this business profitable to our farmer, 
increasing his acreage and . profits. This commit- 
tee not only cuts the duty in half, but they destroy even the 
effect of that by introducing the old fraud which was originally 
in the law of 1882, describing tobacco leaf ‘‘such as is commer- 
cially known as wrappers, etc.” The universal testimony of 
roducer and importer was that these words furnished a wide 
oophole for fraud up to 1890, and yet this committee seems to 
have adopted them. ; 
The committee have pa binding-twine and some agricultural 
machinery on the free list, as a “sop” to the farmer. Ishall 
not add anything to what I have said on other occasions on the 
subject of binding-twine. 
nder protection agricultural machinery has been reduced 
in price to a point never before dreamed of. Binders that for- 
merly sold for $300 have been sold for $125, and other machinery 
in the same proportion. It may be useful to try and build up 
this business in Canada, but it will never aid the American far- 
mer. Why, Mr. Chairman, the more we examine this bill the 
more we are convinced of the astuteness of that Canadian mem- 
ber of Parliament who stated that Canada got more out of the 
Wilson bill, without giving anything up in return, than she 
could have hoped to obtain by the most favorable reciprocity 


treaty. 

The bill should read, for the encouragement of the Canadian 
farmer and the Canadian mechanic, the Algerian grape-grower, 
the Bermuda onion-grower, and the foreign mechanics the world 
over. That would be its most appropriate title. 

I might speak of flax and hemp. Imight speak of the peculiar 
consideration and the love that this committee have for. the r. 
that fall from the paupers of foreign countries, that they should 

ut s and shoddy, unmanufactured, on the free list in this 

ill, e put a duty on them that kept their dirty rags out of 
the country., But they seem to want them. It isin keeping 
with the stuff that the chairman of the committee brought in 
here and wanted to 7s on our servant girls, made of cotton and 
shoddy, rags worked up with cow hair! We do not propose to 
clothe our people with any such stuff as that. We propose to give 
them wool; and then we propose to give them w. to enable 
them to buy their wool. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

My cotiengus from Troy [Mr. HAINES] did not entirely ex- 
haust the collar and cuff industry in Troy. It is a big industry, 
employing between 15,000 and 16,000 people. It pays a wage of 
$4,240,000 a year; not that these people are employed the 
time, for they take the work to their homes and do it at odd 
times. Women chink it in with their housekeeping, and it 
brings in money and helps to clothe and feed them. st year 
there was a falling off in this industry at Troy; the payment of 
wages was less by $2,000,000. In Troy they pay the girls $8 a 
week for making collars and cuffs, against $2.40 paid in Berlin. 
There was a duty of 40 per cent on collars and cuffs under arti- 
cles not otherwise provided for” up to 1890. In 1886 they had 
strikes in Troy which stopped the business. 

There was a fight between the employers and the employés, 
and the employers went over to Germany and got Germans to 
make collars and cuffs, and the Germans learned the business. 
Then when the strikes were over and these Troy people had re- 
turned to work they found that the Germans wanted a share in 
our trade; and an American manufacturer went over there to 
start the business, and the Troy people were being driven out 
by cheaper labor that was being sporos: In 1890 they came 
before our committee and presented their facts, and we puta 
duty of 30 cents a dozen on collars and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

In the hearings before the present committee a Mr. Rosenfeld, 
from New York, appeared and stated that he was an importer of 
collars and cuffs. He said that since the McKinley act had gone 
into effect, instead of costing him $1.95 a dozen, his imported 
collars and cuffs cost him $2, just 5 cents more. The other 5 
cents came out of whom? Why, of course, out of the foreign 
manufacturer. Mr. Rosenfeld wanted the duty reduced, and he 
told the committee how it ought to be arranged. Said he, Put 
a duty of 25 to 35 per cent upon linen and about 35 per cent 
on collars and cuffs; ” and the committ e did put 30 per cent on 
linen and 35 per cent on collars and cuffs, to suit Mr. Rosenfeld. 
Then, in order that the committee might understand the question 
we asked him some questions about it, and he said that with a 
duty of 35 per cent on collars and cuffs he could make 37} per 
cent profit on all his importations. A modest fellow, was he 
not? [Laughter.] 

Then he told the committee some astounding stories about the 
immense profits that the manufacturers of Troy were making; 
somewhere about 75 per cent. We asked him to tell us what he 
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knew about it, and it turned out that he did not know anything. 
Then the Troy manufacturers came down here with affidavits 
and showed the committee that thestory told by thisman Rosen- 
feld was absolutely false from beginning to end; that they were 
2 making a living under the rate of duty contained in 
the McKinley bill, and that they were paying 88 a week wages, 
as against $2.40 paid in Germany. Then came the question “But 
is there not greater efficiency in the American labor?” The 
answer was, no; that the German girls were as skillful at the 
sewing machine as any girls in the world, and could produce as 
many collars and cuffs in the same time. 

Now, collars and cuffs are coming in from Japan made at an 
expense of 15 cents a day for labor, and, in order to encourage 
Japanese industries and get that “great” market of Japan for 
some of our goods, the committee have put the duty down to 35 

r cent ad valorem on collars and cufis. My friend from the 

roy district Mr. HAINES] comes in here with apetition signed 
by 69,000 people, the majority of them Democrats, including the 
mayor of the city, the common council, the supervisors of the 
county, and all the prominent men of Troy and all the laboring 
men without distinction of political party, and he is told by the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that those 
people in Troy are so slavish that they would not dare to refuse 
to sign a 3 at the bidding of their masters. 

Well, the gentleman from Troy knows better than that. He 
knows better than that; but still he says that if they will onl 
fix up this little feature of the bill for him he will vote to ro 
every other constituency in the United States by the passage of 
this Wilson bill; that he will vote for the bill. The committee 
are very tender of the importer. Do they know that in New 
York and Brooklyn manufacturers pay annually in wages $290,- 
512,997? That in the same cities importers pay annually only 
$2,700,000 in wages? 

The committee put salt on the free list. Why? 1 have lived 
to see salt go down from $4 a barrel to 40 cents a barrel at the 
factory. We paid 84 a barrel when we did not make enough 
salt to meet the demand in this country; but now it has gone 
down under a high rate of duty to 40 cents a barrel at the fac- 


tory. . 
„Nr, HOPKINS of Illinois. The people are heavily taxed by 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, very heavily taxed! [Laughter.] Only 
think of 40 cents a barrel. I do not know how long into eternity 
a barrel of salt would serve an ordinary family. FLaughter.] 

Mr CANNON of Illinois. That includes the el, does it 
not? 

Mr. PAYNE. That includes the barrel, which is worth 28 
cents. Ifa man buys the salt loose, without the barrel, he gets 
it at about 22 cents, while the duty is 32 cents per barrel. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot care to yield for questions just now. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It will bea very short one. I will just touch 
the button and you can do the rest. I was going to ask you, if 
salt has gone down from $4 a barrel to 40 cents a barrel, where 
are the manufacturers of salt going to get the money to pay the 
high wages which they promise? 

r. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that by improve- 
ments in processes of manufacture they do get the money to pay 
a he wages, and they do pay them to the laborers every day at 
this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They have control of the entire 
market. That explains it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the freight on salt from Liverpool to New 
York varies from 1s. 6d. to 4s. a long ton of 2,240 pounds. The 
frieght from Warsaw in my State to the city of New York, three 
or four hundred miles, is 82. 24 a long ton, or more than double the 
highest rate from Liverpool toNew York. Now, the production 
of salt is a question of labor, for the expense of making salt is 
merely the eposs of the labor employed. 

These facts being so, how can we compete with such freight 
rates in fayor of the foreign salt. Some foreign salt comes in 
even at the present rate of duty. How? Ihave in my desk a 
printed circular from the agents of the Liverpool salt merchants 
Ollering to sell for shipment to New York for two shillings a ton 
less than they sell for shipment to Australia, a difference of 20 

r cent in favor of New York as against Australia, the object 
bolag to get into our market. 

Every pound of salt shipped from Liverpool to the United 
States and to Canada pays a profit to a single agent at New 
York City to-day. Give them free salt—what then? Why, 
they would cut down just enough below our prices to get into 
New England, to get into New York, to get along the canal and 
up the lakes, to get in from Canada; the 1 price would 
be no lower than would be necessary to accomplish this. But 
what gentleman is so credulous as to believe that a single in- 
dividual consumer of the United States would get his salt a hun- 
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dredth part of a cent lower than he gets it to-day. Then when 
they have got into our trade, when they have closed our fac- 
tories (and when a salt factory is closed it deteriorates very fast 
and soon loses its usefulness) we shall have to pay tribute to 
this English subject in the city of New York for every pound of 
salt that comes into the United States from across the water. 
Oh, it is a fine thing to put salt on the free list. 

I have in my district a factory that makes wire cloth, 1 new 
business not a great many years old. This industry was brought 
out to meet a necessity and a want. It has become an immense 
business, so that to-day hundreds of thousands of dollars-yes, 
millions of dollars—are invested in this business, the principal 
works being located in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, New York, Ohio, Michigan, and Illinois. 

Four-fifths of the cost of the wire from which this cloth is 
made is labor. Four-fifths of the cost of the wire cloth is labor. 
But it is skilled labor. It is labor that brings four and five dol- 
lars a day in the village of Cortland, in my district. And, by 
the way, some gentleman gets up here and makes known his dis- 
covery that in the same town a boot and shoe maker gets bigger 
wages than a worker in a cotton mill ora woolen mill. Gentle- 
men on the other side do not seem to have the capacity to un- 
derstand that it requires a skilled workman to make boots and 
shoes, and does not require the same degree of skill to runa ma- 
chine in a woolen mill or a cotton factory. Hence higher skill 
gets higher wages. 

Why, sir, I know laboring men in my town who work for $1.50 
aday; I know those that get $2 a day for every day in the year; 
and I know one who gets $2.50—why? Because he has brains, a 
skillful hand and vigorous health, and is worth more money than 
other men. But take the general average of wages for a partic- 
ular class of work, and you will find that the average as between 
this country and Great Britain holds good all along the line; 
that wages are twice as high here as they are there. This fact 
was abundantly attested by the hearings, while the old fake about 
the large difference in efficiency was thoroughly exploded. 

The committee has put the same ad valorem on wire rods, wire, 
and wire cloth. If the manufacturers continue to make wire 
cloth in this country under this bill they must cut wages right 
in two in the middle. You may say these men are Republicans. 
Yes, they are; but not all the intelligence is in the Republican 
party. Once in a while there isa Democrat engaged in the man- 
1 and carrying it on successfully. I received 
in my this morning a statement from the Martin Kalb- 
fleisch's Sons Company in reference to sulphuric acid and alum. 
They state that every member of the concern is a Democrat. 

They comment on the fact that the committee has put sul- 
phuric acid on the free list. They say they believe they can 
stand sulphuric acid on the free list if they can get a sufficient 
market for an increased output without reduction of wages, if 
the committee will discriminate against Canada, which has a 
tariff of half a cent a pound on sulphuric acid. But they say 
that if we are going to allow Canada to exact that duty they can 
not get the market which they should have under this free-list 
provision without a reduction of wages. 

They say further that the committee have reduced the duty 
on alum two-thirds; that they might stand a reduction of one- 
third. They are very particular to say that they supported Mr. 
Cleveland for the Presidency; that they are in sympathy with 
this enigma of tariff reform, and all that sort of business; but 
they say that if the duty on alum be reduced more than one- 
third they must reduce the wages of their workmen, and that if 
the duty be left as it is in the Wilson bill they must cut the 
wages of their men right in two in the middle. They send me 
their answers to the chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, 
wherein they say: 

There would be no possibility of redu- cost except by reducing wages. 
Our raw material now comes in substantially free, and we should gain noth- 
mg in the way of raw material by the proposed Wilson bill, x 

f insufficient protection were accorded us the effect on raw material would 
be to shut 22 the banxite mines in the South, from which at present we buy 
most of our bauxite for alum-making in preference to the gegn article. 

Q. If your raw materials be free, would there be any n. ty for a cus- 
toms duty on the manufactured product? 

A. Our raw materials are now substantially free, and we can 
fit from a new tariff bill in that regard, beyond a possible few 
lars a year to be saved on salt and coal. 

I havo brought in only half a dozen samples of the hundreds of 
letters I am getting every day on this Wilson bill. It would vary 
the monotony if I could only find somebody somewhere who is in 
favor of the thing. Why, sir, I longed for the day to come when 
we should have this debate, for I thought that someone would 
be able to get up here and say that this was a good bill and that 
he was going to support it because it was a good bill. Alas, alas! 
Five days have passed and there does not seem to be a man, 
woman, or child in the whole United States who believes in the 
Wilson bill, although many are going to support it because they 
think it is a party measure. 
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no bene- 
undred dol- 


I will refer to surface-coated papers. The duty on some of 
the raw material entering into this manufacture is in the Wil- 
son bill at 75 per cent ad valorem, while the duty on the paper 
is 25 per cent ad valorem. This is a fine thing in the way 
of free raw material, is it not? Raw material ‘‘free” at 75 
per cent ad valorem and the finished product at 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In the interest of labor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, in the interest of labor. There aresome 
things about this bill that I can not understand at all, unless the 
rates were put into one basket and the subjects into another. 
and one man drew out the rates and another the subjects, and 
the clerk wrote them down as they thus came out. [Laughter. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. You did not have any in han 
in the drawing? , 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, nobody ever suspected me of having any 
hand in the drawing. 

There is a two-ply ad a manufactoryinmy town. The presi- 
dent of the corporation isa Democrat. He is a very good fellow, 
an intelligent man. He told me in 1892 he was in favor of free 
wool, Said I, What do you want with free wool? Are you go- 
ing to extend your t market?” Ves, if we had free wool 
we could sell carpets all over the world.” [ replied, ‘‘ Why do 
you not sell your carpets all over the world now? On every yard 
of carpet you export you can get back a rebate of 99 per cent of 
the duty paid on the wool.” [Laughter.] 

But he said he did not know that. Said I, that is not the 
trouble with you, my friend. You know very well that you can 
not compete in the markets of the world unless you cut down 
your wages. That is the reason you don’t export. He says the 
committee made a mistake about his business. He said if they 
had put the pony intothe . paragraph and given him 
the higher rate of duty he could live with free wool. If he 
could get 30 instead of 20 per cent on the product, with free wool 
he 13 he could compete in the markets of America. [Laugh - 
ter. 

And this is the same man who was ready two poe ago to com- 

te against the world if only he had free wool under our laws! 

you see when you bring a man face to face with a practical 
fact, and he has to meet the particular case that is presented, 
without theory or humbug, he yields to the inevitable facts of 
the situation. At the same time he says the manufacturers of 
the finer grades can not continue business, if the duty that these 
gentlemen have put upon the finer gradesis to be maintained. 

No wonder, gentlemen, no wonder that at the last election in 
the State of New York, in a town where there is a large carpet 
factory which has continued to pile up carpets until every nook 
and every corner of their factory is filled with finished goods 
and no sale for them, and during the last six months have shut 
down their wheels and stopped business, and are helping to take 
care of some of the unfortunate men who, when wages were high, 
did not look ahead and lay up something for the future—no won- 
der, I say, that on the last election day hundreds of these men 
formed themselves in a line and marched through the streets to 
the polls, for the first time in their lives voting the full Repub- 
lican ticket. [Applause on the Republican side.] Ah, they 
were ‘ bulldozed,” some Democrat says. But the man who says 
that does not know the laboring man of this country. ` 

But, Mr. Chairman, they had a struggle on the sugar questi 
it seems. I think they announced that in their report; but if 
they did not, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
did in his interview. They “labored” with the sugar question. 
Why? Why, because sugar was on the free list. In accordance 
with their platform they should have puta duty on it, for this 
is a tariff bill for revenue only; but they did not have the cour- 
age to do it. Three years ago we struggled with the sugar ques- 
tion. We found that there was a duty of 2 cents a pound on it; 
and because we did not produce 10 per cent in this country that 
we needed forconsumption, that 2 cents came out of the pockets 
of the people and they did not likeit. Itproduced sixty millions 
of dollars of revenue a year, or an average of a dollar a head all 
oror the United States. We thought it proper to take that duty 
off. 

Experiments had been made in beet-sugar raising in the West. 
The commencement of it was discouraging, as it was in France 
and Germany; but the French and German Governments en- 
couraged it by a bounty until now they supply their own people 
and help to supply the markets of the world. We thought it 
worthy of experiment, and we did take the $60,000,000 of tax off 
* while at the same time we encouraged this industry. 

e gave them a bounty of 2 cents a pound on the sugars they 
roduced, and the testimony before the Committee on Waysand 
eans and the views of intelligent, candid men show that they 
are now succeeding in the beet-sugar industry, and with proper 
encouragement would soon supply all the wants of our own 
ple, at the same time adding a new industry to our farmers that 
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the Democrats love so well. Well, they have had three years 
of untaxed sugar, and the consumption has increased from 52 
pounds per capita to 66 pounds per capita of our population. 

The laboring people can afford to buy all they want, and it is 
a good article of food. 5 

his committee were confronted with that condition and they 
had a theory in their mind, They were down on bounties. 
Bounties were bad.“ They were so very bad that they were 
unconstitutional” in the Democratic mind. What did they do? 
Why, Louisiana wanted protection on sugar. They were will- 
to sacrifice all the industries of the country if they could 
y have protection on sugar. They were like my collar-and- 
cuff colleague from the city of Troy. [Laughter.] Well, the 
committee finally resolved that they would reduce this sugar 
bounty an eighth of a cent a year until it was wiped out. Well, 
that process would cost the Treasury anywhere from $35,000,000 
to $40,000,000. 

For what pore We put a bounty on sugar to build up the 
industry. ey put a bounty on sugar as a gratuity to their 
friends in Florida, Louisiana, and Texas. There is no other 
reason under heaven. You can not explain it on any other 

‘ound. They know it will not build up the industry. e in- 
88 will starve and die with a bounty running through a 
series of years, with an eighth of a cent reduction each year. It 
is simply a bold, bald taking of the people’s money out of the 
people’s pocket, and putting it into the pocket of the individual, 
— ed a cent of compensating equivalent to the people of the 
United Sates. 

Why, that is what our Democratic friends call highway rob- 
bery, and worse than En robbery, as I have heard hun- 
dreds of them say. Still, I suppose you will vote for it because 
it is in the bill. This is a Democratic bill, and though youzare 
opposed to it, every man of you is expected to walk right upand 
vote for it. 

I was going to say something about ad valorems, but that sub- 
ject is pretty well exhausted. I have not received a communi- 
cation from anybody who had an ad valorem duty on his prod- 
uct who was not opposed to it, be he Democrator Republican. 

Every honest importer is opposed to it. Every honest im- 
poe as been opposed toit from the beginning down to now. 

very official who ever wrote on the subject, save Robert J. 
Walker, has been opposed to it. The people are opposed to it, 
I have not heard of a man that was in fa vor of it, except the mem- 
bers of this Committee on Ways and Means, with the indorse- 
ment they receive in the President’s message in its favor. 

A MEMBER. Why are importers opposed to it? 

Mr.PAYNE, ry, it drives the honest man out of business. 
That is the universal testimony. The merchants and importers 
of the best character in this country uniformly op it. They 
say that they are compelled to go into the streets and buy of the 
brokers of foreign manufacturers, because they can buy of them 
a good deal cheaper than cg À can go and buy the same articles 
abroad and pay the honest duty on them, and hence they are 

to an ad valorem system. Why, an ad valorem duty 
ways lowers the amount of the duty received, in the long run. 

The lowering of the duty is only measured by the conscience 
of the man who swears to the value of the goods. The value of 

oods is a matter of opinion about which honest men may differ. 

h, what a chance this gives for the rogue and the rascal. 

And then the committee, as if to encourage dishonesty and 
fraud, have made another change. In the administrative cus- 
toms bill of 1890 we provided that where there was an underval- 
uation of goods, and the appraiser valued them 10 per cent higher, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in addition to the du- 
ties imposed by law on such merchandise, a further sum equal 
to 2 per cent ot the total appraised value for each 1 cent that 
such appraised value exceeds the declared value in the entry; 
and if the undervaluation exceeded 40 per cent in difference, 
there should be a confiscation of the goods. 

But this committee simply provides that where there is an 
undervaluation equal to 10 per cent there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid, in addition to the duties imposed by law on 
such merchandise at its appraised value, an additional duty equal 
to the amount of the lawful rate of duty upon the sum which the 
appren officer, in order to make market value, adds to the 
value declared in the entry; that is to say, the lawful rate of 
duty upon the merchandise in question shail be doubled upon 
the amount added by the padler ie officer to make market value, 
‘and if the under valution exceeds 40 cent they retain our old 
measure of confiscation of the This will be 1 
to a reduction of almost 40 per cent of duties all along line. 

But the bill is going to be fixed all right to the ru- 
mors we hear in the streets. Weare going to su 
ciency of eee e e ee Smet 
cratic members are g with the question thoug 
e r in tho daily papers that thay had voted upon 

8 ago. 


They are going to have an income tax, on incomes of over 
$4,000, and then they are going to have an income tax on the sur- 
3 of corporations; and this last feature is surely go- 

g into the bill, because the President says he approves of it 
and he wants it there. Well, they thought when they put a tax 
upon the people to meet this $75,000,000, they would put it upon 
them in such a way that they should not know that they were 
being taxed. They thought they would put it on the surplus 
earnings of corporations. 

They consulted the Comptroller of the Currency, and he told 


them that there were over three hundred thousand stockholders | 


owning stock in national banks, and they found they were going 
toaffect three hundred thousand people owning those stocks. 
They inquired further, and they found that there were a million 
of people owning stocks in national banks and in various corpora- 
tions of this country, and that a great deal of this stock was owned 
by individuals having small apogi and they saw that it was 
going to affect a great many people, and that when they got 
their reduction of dividends they would remember the Demo- 
cratic party. So they thought they would not put 5 per cent on 
the incomes of corporations, but 2 per cent, and also put 2 
per cent on the surplus incomes of individuals over $4,000. I do 
not wonder that they hesitated about that. 

Now, it is said the committee hesitate to offer the internal- 
revenue feature as an amendment to this bill, for fear it will not 
pass this House with such a load. They will offer it as a sepa- 
rate measure. They puta high estimate ope ou Democrats 
who are opposed to an income tax, and your . They 
propose to get 425 to pass u tariff bill creating a deficiency of 
$75,000,000, and when that is done to call upon you to sustain a 
bankrupt Treasury with an odious tax. How long, oh, how long, 
will you let yourselves be deceived? 

Are you not going somewhere for your revenue? Must you 
not put it on sugar or on beer? 

Mr. WALKER. Onwhisky. 

Mr. PAYNE, No, they can not get it on whisky soon enough 
to help them out. 

A ER. Issue bonds. 

Mr. PAYNE. Issue bonds in time of peace! A great eco- 
nomie party issuing bonds in time of peace! 

They say we have used up thesurplus. Sowe have. Weused 
$259,000,000 in paying the debts of United States. They say 
we reduced the revenues; so we did. But we reduced it toa 
point where during every year of our administration we had more 
than enough to pay the expenses of the Government; and it is 
only when you come in that the revenue falls off. 

ell, but they say that this is a temporary tax. How areyou 
going to get the revenue? Oh, we are going to have an in- 
erease of imported goods.” An increase of imported goods to make 
up the deficiency! It would take $250,000,000 annually to make 
up the deficiency in revenue. Do you expect to have that? If 
80, where are your high wages coming from? Where is the 
work for the laboring man from if there is to be an in- 
crease of $250,000,000 worth of imported goods, paying out this 
money to the producers of Europe? . 

Why, our Demoeratic friends are becoming educated to our 
theory. Mr. A. C. Raymond, of Detroit, a prominent Demo- 
cratic tariff reformer, whom we have seen about the Capitol for 
the last five years, appeared before the committee and said that 
he was converted on pearl buttons. How were his eyes opened? 
He had studied the question. He had found that the wages 
here were three times more than the average wages paid in - 
land and Bohemia; and he said that he wanted that protection 
in order to keep this business going on, because the cost of the 
labor was 61 per cent in making pearl buttons; and because un- 
der the duty given under the McKinley bill the whole pearl-but- 
ton business had been transferred to this country, a ort em- 
ployment. to more than 5,000 people. The prices had slightl 
advanced; advanced why? Because of the greed of the re 
dealers. He had even been to the store ofa member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and there they charged him a profit 
of 152 cent on pearl buttons. 

Mr. Raymond wanted the duty left at 1} cents a line, instead 
of 2 cents, and the same ad valorem rate, but the committee 
cut him down from that to 1 cent per line and 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem; and Mr. Raymond has been at work ever since trying to 
get it back where he knows it ought to be, for he is an intelli- 
gent man, and has studied the subject. I do not care how much 
a man may be steeped in the follies of Democratic theories, if 
he is sufficiently intelligent, and will study up the question and 
get at the foundation facts, he will come out for protection on 
that subject every time. [Loud applause on the Republican 


y this defi- | side.] 


e. 
Well, we had the gentleman who sits in the seat once filled by 
the prs governor of Ohio [Mr. IKIRT]. He appeared on the 
consideration of the crockery schedule. He had made a stu 
of the subject, and he talked for an hour and a half. He 
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convinced himself, but I am sorry he did not convince the intel - 
ligent gentlemen of the majority of the committee, that they 
should continue the same protective duty on crockery as was put 
in the McKinley bill. He hati studied the subject, and he was 
converted on that. ? 

And then we had Governor McCorkle, of West Virginia, and 
Senator Davis, and they told us aboutfree coal. The chairman 
says that the duty on coal issimply a gratuity to a railroad trust. 

y,-how does the railroad combination pay their employés ex- 
cept by carrying freight? Does not the gentleman know that if 
you reduce that freight and cut off that revenue they can not 
pay the laboring man? 

So, in the last analysis it comes to the laboring man. And 
when you come to divide up this duty you will find that it will 
come to the poor miner in the mines and the poor employé who 
transports the coal on the railroad. And whom do you benefit 
save the Whitney syndicate, who now control the coal mines of 
Nova Scotia? 

Then the editor of the Cleveland Plaindealer appeared before 
us in favor of free silver-bearing ores; and he became a con- 
vert to the doctrine of protection on that, because he knew 
about it. Then the Democratic wage-earners that came before 
the committee by the hundred—it is not theory with these men. 
They are brought face to face with the facts every day. The 
know what high wages are; they know what they get in the ol 
country; they know what the conditions are there and what 
they are here. 

I was amused the other day at my friend from Ohio, Mr. HAR- 
TER, trying to prove that workmen in England left estates, on 
an average of $1,700 to each man, and then depicting the pros- 
perity and happy condition of the laboring man there. ere 
was one fact hich the gentleman left out of his calculation, a 
fact which knocks his statistics her than Beecher's famous 
work ever soared [laughter], and that was the fact that these 
same laboring men, whenever they can get enough money from 
this side, come over here to better their condition and were 
never known to go back until the Democratie panic of 1892 
struck this country. 

The tide of immigration has been this way until last August, 
but now the Democratic Commissioner of Immigration, in an in- 
terview in the public press, tells us that more people are going 
back to the old countries than are coming here from the old 
countries. Mr. Chairman, that shows the change in conditions 
which has come about because of your threat to ruin the indus- 
tries of this country. 

Last of all, my friend from Illinois Mr. SPRINGER]is partially 
converted. The last time before yesterday that I heard him 
make a tariff speech he strenuously insisted that the tariff is a 
tax” and the amount of the duty was added tothe price of goods 
every time. Now, he tells us that the Canadian farmer has to 
pay the whole duty on his products and that on a great many 
articles the foreigner has to pay the duty. Oh, that light should 
come into the mind of so eminent a tariff reformer as the last 
chairman of the Democratic Ways and Means Committee! Why, 
it is almost a miracle to behold! The gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON] says that not more than 5 per cent of our 
industries are protected. 

Jam amazed when J hear a man make that statement. Are 
the carpenter and the mason protected? Yes, by the laws of 
nature; because people can not build houses on the otherside of 
the ocean and transport them to this country. The work has 
got to be done here. Every branch of our industries is pro- 
tected; not all the farming industry, yet thatis the largest bene- 
ficiary of protection. Our farmers could not live against the 
competition of the lands beyond the sea but for the ificent 
home market that is created for them by our industrial growth 
and progress. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means wants to 
go out-after the markets of the twelve hundred millions of peo- 
pe who buy only 10 per cent of the consumption o! the world. 

tter keep the market of those who, though they be but sev- 
enty millions of people, buy more than 30 per cent of the con- 
sumption of the world. [Applause on the Republican side.] Buy 
it how? Buy it because they earn more than 30 per cent of the 
wage of the world, while the other twelve hundred millions earn 
but 10 per cent. 

With what would the South Sea Islander, what would the na- 
tive of Africa, whose sole possession is the necklace around his 
neck, what would such a savage pay for the railroad iron which 
the chairman is going to send to that market? [Laughter.] Oh, 
this ignis fatuus of a foreign market! Let us keep our own mar- 
ket, pay our own wages, keep our own consumers what they are, 
the best consumers in the world. Do not cut off the very life- 
blood of the p rity of this great nation. [Applause on the 
Republican Ade. 

Mr. Chairman, speaking of the industries of England, I have 


a statement here which I will print as an appendix, showing the 
condition of the cotton industry in Great Britain, losing money 
year after year and making up the loss out of capital. And yet, 
sir, they have all the markets of the world exeept ours. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] The London gold-beaters have 
reduced their production under free trade from 4,000,000,000 to 
less than 80,000,000 leaves a year, and their laborers from 2,000 
men to 400 men, with wages going down, down every year, till 
they can hardly continue in the industry. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] says he is the part 
owner of a steel-rail mill. I was amused to see him stan be- 
hind his intrenchment of 202 patents, which by the use of ma- 
chinery have reduced the cost of his labor to the cheap labor of 
Europe, boldly proclaiming that he was ready for free trade. 
Free trade that would close the other mills of the country would 
only give him the monopoly by means of his patents. Theycon- 
stitute a very Chinese wall of protection, higher than any tariff, 
and it is no wonder that he is defiant. 

Only a year ago and our people were in the ä of a 
prosperity never before ä Now men are looking for a 
job; then the work was looking for workmen. Almost in anight 
the change came over the condition of things. Factories began 
to close; hours of labor were cut down, wages were reduced, 
and men began to cast about for the cause. Some believed it 
was because of the provision in the silver law by which silver 
was purchased month after month, and they clamored for there- 
peal of the Sherman act. 

The President waited for an object lesson until the coming of 
the calamity which threatened, and then he called ee 
gether and recommended the repeal of the purchasing as 
the for the trouble. Wise men saw that it might help 
the , but it would not help business. They said it ht 
relieve the minds of those who had.a panicky feeling that thi 
was the real cause, but would have no other effect. Because 
they did not believe in the policy of the 8 they voted for 
the repeal. More than two months ago this clause was repealed; 
it relieved the banks; hundreds of millions of dollars of currency 
that was in hiding came to the surface ready to be used in busi- 
ness enterprises. 

Still the factories were shut down; still the distress increased; 
manufacturers said they could not get orders and therefore they 
did not dare manufacture goods, because of this threatened tariif 
reduction. Merchants would not order goods because they ex- 
pected more goods and less prices with the influx of foreign 
goods already piled up for the market. The money stri 
has passed, and yet business grows worse. More than one mil- 
lion, pirhapa twọ millions of men who were employed at good 
wages a little more than a year ago, to-day are tramping up and 
down our streets. Go where you will in any manufacturing city 
of our — land, distress, hunger, cold, and want are seen on 
every side. 

Only a few days ago a respectable-looking workman walked 
into a market and stealthily wrapped up a piece of steak in a 

rand carried it away. proprietor called a policeman, 
who followed him to his home; upon rapping at the door the 
workman appeared and the policeman told im he wanted him.“ 
The man said Well, I suppose it is all right, I will go; but flrst 
I want you to step in here.” The officer walked in and saw the 
man’s four half-starved children around the table eagerly de- 
vouring like wild beasts the raw meat. The officer said, ‘‘I can’t 
arrest you,” and reported the matter to the marketman, and he, 
having a heart, sent up clothing and coal and provisions, and the 
man became an object of charity. Yeta little over a year ago 
the man was earning good wages, his children were attending 
school, and his home was a happy one. ; 

That man, the gentleman from Ilinois would say, has been 
improvident. Perhaps the gentleman from Illinois never tried 
to rear four children on the wages of a workingman. Our work- 
men as a class are not improvident. If they were their savings 
would not be called from the banks, as they are, to keep them 
from starvation. With over 2,000,000 of idle men the charity of 
the people would be taxed beyond endurance to suppan, hungry 
men in onr Northern cities clamoring for work but for their 
savings. Itis a great thing that with so many of these men 
idle there are so few ing charity. 

Why, it is estimated that in 1893 the wages paid in Troy were 
reduced from $4,240,000 to $2,240,000 in a single industry, and 
this is but a sample the country over. Think of the want, the 
suffering, the cold and hunger this winter has brought upon these 

r people, reduced for the first time in their lives to eat the 

of charity; how it has sa the manhood of the Amer- 

ican workmen. Does any one doubt that if this House should by 

a decisive vote strike out the clause of this bill, these 

men would all be at work within the next sixty days? [Loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

Mr. Chairman, this question is something higher than merely 


N 


the question of high wages, and yet the chairman says that if 
that was the greets and he were convinced that protection 
would bring higher wages, he would be a protectionist. He 
tells us of the immense consumption of coal, iron, and wool, and 
he might have said of every product there was in this country, 
and he wants to give up this great market—consuming one-third 
nearly of the world’s supply of each commodity—and let in the 
competition of the cheapest labor on God's green earth in order 
to get the markets of the twelve hundred millions, whom, he 
says, do not consume 10 per cent of the commodities of the world. 
SE Because they earn only 10 per cent of the wage. 
at use has railroad iron to the naked savage of South Af- 
rica? With what shall the nativeof South America, whose only 
clothing and possession is a string of beads—with what shall he 

y for the manufactured products of the United States? We 
Ente one-third of the markets of the world, and if we would only 
take care of them right here among ourselves it would relieve 
all our wants. The chairman spoke deprecatingly of the fact 
that the laborers of the world were coming to America to com- 

te with our labor, and he spoke of them as“ foreign labor.” 

ell, he may rest content. e threat of free trade has turned 
the tide of emigration, and for months more people are leaving 
our shores than the number of those coming. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to hold out the hand of wel- 
come to every self-respecting, honest workman, from whatever 
quarter of the world he may come. Some of us may trace our 
ancestry back a few generations and we will find that our an- 
cestors were immigrants, and yet to-day we sit in this House 
side by side with those born in foreign countries, and with whom 
we know no difference, for this is their country as well as ours. 
If we can give them the benefits of our wages as well as our own 
people, so much the better. It isnot the nation that has the 
greatest amount of acquired wealth, but it is the nation that has 
the best daily distribution of that wealth gained each day, that 
is best and strongest. 

Shrewd men will accumulate a fortune if conditions favor it, 
either under tariff or free trade; but this country is the only land 
where the workman—the average workman—can acquire ahome. 
A home and good wages means what? It means education for 
his children; it means the refinements of life; it means a carpet 
on the floor; and, as my friend from Missouri would say, a nap- 
kin on the table.“ It means intelligence, good citizenship. In- 
telligence, good citizenship, in a land like ours, means strength 
and stability, and these latter elements are more than the wealth 
of the aristocracy of the Old World can buy. 

Mr. Chairman, does it occur to you that when a laborer loses 
a day it is lost forever? He can not store it up like capital; he 
must use itday by day. Who shall aop the laborers of this 
country for the days and weeks and months of their idle hours 
that have passed away, forever lost, and for which they can 
never get compensation? Pass this bill—I do not say the indus- 
tries of this country will stop; immense sums are invested in 
immense plants with which something must be done—but you 
introduce an element of competition which is based upon the 
cheapest labor in the world. The factories may run when the 
strikes are over and the workman is starved out; when his man- 
hood is crushed out of him, instead of the old wages he has ac- 
cepted three-fourths or one-half, he must come down to w 
that barely give him bread and butter for his existence. He 
must come to this from the high standard of wages which has 
made him the greatest consumer in the world, and which has 
helped to make America the greatest market in the world. 

There are many gentlemen who sit on the other side who rep- 
resent constituencies that believe in protection. You know that 
the remonstrances sent in by Democratic workmen the country 
over were not inspired through slavish fear of masters. These 
men never knewa master. They are intelligent—educated in 
the hard school of experience. They study this bill from a 
knowledge of facts of daily experience, not from mere theories. 
You may in mock heroism brave their anger and vote for this 
bill, bidding adieu to public life. But S can not in after years 
escape the contemplation of your work. The matter of a seat 
here is of little co uence com with daily life among 
those who have honored and trusted you, the knowledge of their 
pinched wages, improvident homes, desolate hearthstones, un- 
educated children, and above all a loss of that independence and 
manhood which characterizes and ennobles your constituents 
and mine to-day. f 

I want you 8 to amend this bill only as suits your own 
sweet wills. Put all the direct and war taxes upon it you choose; 
fix it even to suit the Ohio free trader, who was so vociferously 
applauded by you, then when you have perfected it I shall stand 
ready to vote to strike out its enacting ante that it may remain 
as a monument to your folly. 

I shall do this to save the present law, which gave us the three 
most prosperous years of our national life. Ishall do this be- 
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cause this bill will encourage fraud and perjury; will drive the 
honest importer from the business; will put a direct, offensive, 
and inquisitorial tax upon our people; will give a gratuity to the 
sugar-producer, without a farthing of benefit to the oranin 
will foster the interests of sections at the expense of others; will 
impoverish our farmer, destroy his wool industry, leave him de- 
fenseless against the tobacco of Sumatra, give his market for 
barley to Canada, for hops to Germany; cr ple by a reduction 
of their purchasing power the consumer of his vegetables, his 
poultry, his dairy products, his small fruits, ruin his home 
market, and because it will tend to reduce labor to the level of its 
foreign impoverished rival; will stop many a wheel, put out many 
a forge, bring poverty and want to American homes, sap the 
manhood of American citizens, and continue the blight of pov- 
erty and want, and hunger and cold, which has sorecently over- 
taken the people of a country one year ago the busiest, the 
most prosperous, the most progressive, the happiest, and the 
most independent the world ever saw. [Loud and long- continued 
applause on the Republican side.] 


APPENDIX. 
66 STATE STREET, Boston, January 6, 1894. 
CONDITION OF THE COTTON-SPINNING INDUSTRY IN ENGLAND. 


The balance sheets of 93 corporations in Oldham, land, for the year 
1893 show that 31 com es mada profits aggregating £31,876 16s. 5jd., and 
62 corporations showed losses of £104.644 12s. 

So that the final results show a net loss for the year of the 93 companies 
amounting to £72,767 158. 64d. 

The paid-up share oe of these companies is £3,751,000 11s. 10id., upon 
which there was a net loss as above, equal to £1 18s, 9d. per cent. 

Besides the above 8 share capital, these corporations have a loan 
capital of £3,293,639, Os. 8d., so that after making allowance for interest on 

s borrowed money they would show a net profit, were they free from debt, 
of about £1 1s. 5d. percent. Or, in other words, if a spinner employed only 
his own capital in manufacturing, the business would have given him a re- 


turn of a little over 1 per cent on his investment. 
In the year 1892 the returns of 90 companies show as follows: 
r r wunep cus S O TT £160, 666 168. 6d. 
i „2339 8 
Net loss of 90 companies 101,434 8 107 


This is equal to only about three: fourth of 1 per cent on the total invest- 
ment of paid-up share capital and loan capital. 

The bad condition in which the business has been getting may be judged 
from an examination of the balance sheets for the past four years. 

At the end of 18% only eight of the companies had adverse balances 
amounting to £8,412. 
mh 1 end of 1891 forty-nine companies showed adverse balances of £142,- 
7 . s 2 

The adverse balances of fifty-seven corporations at the end of 1892 
amounted to £269,252 128. 4d. 

At the end of 1893 the adverse balances of sixty-three companies were 2386, 


800 146. Gd. 
ii FRANCIS E. BACON & CO. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, the members of this House 
are perhaps fortunate to-day that I am compelled to condense 
into an hour a three hours’ speech. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman allow 
men moment to make a request of the House? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I would ask in behalf of the 
gentleman from Kansas, in view of the position he occupies upon 
this question, that an arrangement be made, if possible, by which 
he shall have an extension of his time indefinitely or for another 
hour at least. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia that this would disarrange the order 
of debate, and deprive some other gentleman of the time. The 
Chiir, however, will submit the request. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West Virginia? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is to speak to-day, I think, and in his 
absence I must object to the extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that while 
I am compelled to condense a three hours’ speech into one hour's 
time, this will 5 prove to be a fortunate circumstance for 
the members of the House who may have to listen to me. 

I wish to address myself to this question to-day as the repre- 
sentative in part of the People's party, to set forth the position 
of that party thatI have the honor in part to represent upon this 
question of the tariff bill. 

I am gratified, Mr. Chairman, that throughout all this dis- 
cussion there have been but two sides to this question, that of 
the Democratic side, who have argued the question from the 
standpoint of free traders, and the Republican side, who argue 
it from the standpoint of protectionists. There has been noth- 
ing said about a tariff for revenue, and therefore I am gratified 
to know that we have made that much progress toward the lib- 
eration of trade which must result from the fact that there are 
but two sides to the question, and that is that either protection 
is right or free trade is right, and there is no middle ground he- 
tween them for any honest man to stand upon. [Applause.] 
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Jam a free trader in all that the word implies. I believe 
the right to trade is one of those inalienable rights that Thomas 
Jefferson spoke of; one of the rights that is born with a man, 
goes with him throughout his life, and is only laid down at last 
with him in the grave. The right to trade the products of my 
labor with the man that will give me the greatest return from 
the products of his labor is one of the rights of the human 
fami: , and any law that restricts or abridges that right is an 
interference with the liberty of the human race. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is a broad one, one that I 
believe in which is bound up the prosperity of the American 
people, and sooner or later we must settle it definitely. Either 
we must become a wholly protective tariff country, building up 
and shielding ourselves behind a Chinese wall of exclusion, or 
we must tear down all the barriers and challenge the world for 
the trade of the world. S 

I believe thatin the discussion of this question one very im- 

rtant factor has been excluded. I believe, inasmuch as this 

an agricultural country, and that with more than one-half of, 
or nearly one-half at least of, the population depending on agri- 
culture for a livelihood, that any law or system of laws that re- 
sults in injury to agriculture must finally endanger every other 
branch of business, for all depend upon it. ; 

I have not heard an argument from the Republican side on 
this question that has to me given proof that agricultural inter- 
ests are benefited one particle by this system of protection. 

The history of the last twenty roars roves that the interest 
of agriculture has been constantly declining, until to-day the 
farmers of this country are producing nearly everything that 
the soil yields, that they cultivate, at a very low profit, anda 

t many at an actual loss. This can be demonstrated by the 
acts, figures, and statistics gathered from the Eleventh Census; 
and for re Sari protection-tariff advocates to stand here and 
say this difficulty, this disaster to the laboring classes that now 
confronts us, and to the business interests of the country gener- 
ally, has come upon us suddenly within the year, is to ignore all 
the facts of the case. x 

For more than fifteen years, Mr. Chairman, the interests of 
agriculture have been declining. Twenty years ago the income 
which each cultivated acre of land in this country yielded to 
the farmer was $14.75. To-day the same quantity of land yields 
him an income of $8.15. The decline has been steadily down- 
ward for twenty years. Eight dollars and fifteen cents for a 
cultivated acre means the very lowest wages possible. It means 
but a bare subsistence with the barest necessaries of life for the 
agriculturist. It leaves him without any surplus whatever to 
buy the products of other labor; and that is the reason to-day of 
the lack of labor for the employés of the various factories; that 
is the reason that the factories are shutting down to-day, be- 
cause this large class of our people is unable to purchase the 
products of the factories. : 

I have here some figures clipped from an able article taken 
from the New York Sun of September 10: 

For more than fifteen years—from 1878 to 1893—all the great ac 2 f agri- 
cultural ing pa have been declining in price, although there have been pe- 
riods when the price of some one was high for a limited time. This is more 
notably true as regards secondary products, especially meats and lard, but 
the trend of the whole scale has been constantly downward, and the general 
price level at the close of each year was lower than at its be; re 

In the meantime there has been no material reduction in the cost of pro- 
duction, for nearly all if not quite all of the improved machines for increas- 
ing the force or increasing the product of the farmer were inv ented prior 
to this date, and it would be safe to say that the power for increasing prod- 
ucts on the farm by improved machinery since 1878 has not been more than 
5 per cent, while the decline in the value of farm products has gained in fif- 
teen years more than 50 per cent. The average velue of the crops per acre 
for 1893 only amounts to 38.15 per acre, which brings it down, if not below, at 
least to the very verge of the cost of production, which only leaves to the 
farmer very low wages at least for his toil and leaves him without any sur- 
plus whatever to purchase anything beyond the bare necessaries of life, and 
often he must content himself with a half supe of those. 

As 203,000,000 acres are now employed in the growing staple crops, it fol-, 
lows that the power of the farmer to purchase is this year one billionfive 
hundred and sixty-three million less than it would be if he was receiving the 
prices of 1866 or 1870 for his staples. If the price now realized is in the for- 
eign markets equal to those received from 1871 to 1875, the farmer would be 
able to spend one billion fonr hundred and fifty millions more for manufac- 
tures and other commodities than he will be able to spend with prices at 
their eee level. Were the prices now equal to the average of those ob- 
tained from 1876 to 1880, the purchasing power of the farmers would this 
year be augmented by seven hundred and sixty-eight millions. Should the 
se) a 1843 give . and the price equal those current from 1881 
to 1885, the farmer's spending power would be six hundred and forty-five mil - 
lions greater than with present prices—even with prices as low as those pre- 
vailing from 1886 to 1890. 

The farmers of the United States would have three hundred and fifty-eight 
millions added to their debt-paying and purchasing power in 1893, and like 
advances on the other products of the farm would create an ample fund for 
building and general improvement, thus employing more labor. The least 
of these sums, added to the sums yearly distributed among the producers 
of metals and textiles, would afford employment for greater num keep 
the mills in motion. and make money abundant and bring good times. 

Much stress is laid upon the necessity of cheap food for the wage-worker, 
but what possible benefit can be derived from a cheapness that deprives the 
thirty millions who pecence food and fiber of the ability to keep the wage- 


workeremployed by buying the 1 artisan and operative? Doubling 
the present price of wheat would probably add the price of stx days’ labor to 


the cost of the year’s supply of bread for the average family; but with wheat 
at an average of $1 a bushel at the farm markets, and other farm products at 
proportionate price, there would be no idle mills, and the earner of 

would have that easily procured and constant work which would insure him 
the continuous ability to buy bread. Would not that be far better than ex- 
isting conditions and bread unattainable so low in price? 

We recently Sn ee a statement to the effect that the 1,600 young women 
employed in Warner’s corset factory in Bridgeport, Conn., had been re- 
duced to one-half time, and that 600 of them were unable to buy food, and 
were fed by charity of their employers. Such conditions exist because the 
women on the farms are unable to renew their corsets with wheat selling 
west of the Mississippi at from 30 to 40 cents a bushel. The relations be- 
tween the price of wheat and the lack of power to buy corsets and the idle- 
ness and inability of the women of Bridgeport to buy bread is as obvious as 
that between the earth's movement and the day and night. 

However people may have about the late Zach. Chandler's 
statesmanship, no one questions his success as a merchant and this wasdue 
as much to his power of discerning economic conditions affecting his cus- 
tomers as to the honorary judgment with which he provided salable 5 
Soon after the close of the civ! being asked if he could find sale in the 
farming districts for a lot of rich dress goods which he was shipping tosmall 
inland towns. his reply was characteristic: Sell them, sell them; why the 
women on the farms of Michigan have discarded homespun and calico for 
silk and merino, and no farmer's son now thinks of going out to plow unless 
dressed in doeskin trousers and calfskin boots. Don't youknow that wheat 
is selling for $2 per bushel?” 

Such was the late Zach. Chandler's way of stat the operation of that 
economic law which enables people to buy liberally of the products of others. 
Mills and furnaces are idle operatives unable to buy bread because a 
large part of that thirty million inhabiting the farms have lost their pur- 
chasing power. The purchasing power has been lost because the products 
of the soil have, over wide areas, sold at or below the cost of production. 
Farm products bring inadequate e Kon because primarily of the existence 
during recent years of a cultivated acreage in excess of the world’s ia hs 
ment, and there are those who believe that the depressing influences of this 
excessive acreage upon prices has been intensified and augmented by methods 
employed upon produce exchanges. 

hen we reflect that had the 460,000,000 bushels of wheat exported since 
July 1, 1891, brought but 15 cents more a bushel, the corn exported 10 
cents more, andthe cotton exported only 4 mills more on the pound, fully one 
hundred millions less in gold would have gone abroad and many millions 
less in American securities have been sent back, we can understand that the 
porchaaing, power of the farmer would have been enhanced by several hun- 
red millions, and like advances would have been secured on all similar 
products sold at home. Such an addition to the farmer's power to purchase 
would have kept the mills and furnaces employed; the operatives having 
constant work at high wages, would be able to buy bread, and their power 
to purchase of the products of their own labor, as well as of the products of 
the labor of others would be vastly increased; gold would be abundant, 
confidence 5 and prosperity still be the rule. 

With prices of farm ucts against such as afford their fair remunera- 
tion for the labor and capital employed in production, as they presently 
must be by reason of the elimination of the world’s acreage success, the pur- 
chase of the thirty millions upon our farms will help to keep every spindle 
busy, labor in the towns will at least for a time be wellemployed, hoarding 
will cease, confidence will be restored, money become abundant, and an era 
of prosperity will result from the operation of that natural law which isthe 
ultimate armature in determining the price innearly every productof labor. 


The growth and wealth of this entire country in the past has 
depended on the growth and pee of agriculture. 

o show you that the wealth created by these farmers has 
steadily passed into the hands of the money-lenders, you have 
but to study the facts and figures in connection with the increase 
of mortgage indebtedness upon the farms of this country. 
The farmers of the country in 1850 owned 60 per cent of the 
wealth; 53 per cent in 1860; 40 per cent in 1890. . 

Why is this? Has the wealth of the entire country dimin- 
ished inthe same ratio? The total valuation of the property in 
the United States was 88,000, 000,000 in 1850. In 1860 it was 816, 
000,009,000, or a gain of 100 per cent. In ten years, in 1870, it 
was 839,000, 000, 000, a gain of 874 per cent. In ten years, in 1880, it 
was 845,000,000, 000. or a gain of 50 per cent. In 1850 farm mort- 
gages were almost unknown. A mortgaged farm was an ex- 
ception, and not the rule. To day it is the rule, and a farm with- 
out a mortgage is the exception. 

Agriculture yieldsa lower rate of interest than any other pur- 
suit. Why is this? Politicians tell us we are shiftless, idle, 
extravagant, all of which we know to be absolutely false as a 
general statement, though it may be true in individual cases. 
In 1880 agriculture employed 44 per cent of our industrial popu- 
lation, had an invested capital of twelve billions, and yielded 
products valued at two billions; those engaged in mining, manu- 
facturing, mechanics, and the production of petroleum, with a 
capital of two billion seven hundred millions, threw on the mar- 
ket a product valued at five billion six hundred millions. 

While the gross income of the farmer was 6 per cent of the 
invested capital, the gross income of these other pursuits was 
over 200 per cent. Farming is the national occupation. Our 
country is peculiarly an agricultural country. Farmers are the 
chief wealth-producers of our country; nine-tenths of our exports 
are agricultural products. Is it right for the wealth-producers, 
toilers, to be robbed of the fruits of their labors? The census of 
1880 fixes the male population engaged in all occupations at 14,- 
744,842, out of a total working population, male and female, of 
17,392,690, of whom 7,670,493 were classed as agriculturists. 

I quote these figures to show you that when any law or an 
system of government does not bring prosperity to the agricul- 
turists of this country, it must follow as the night the day that 
no prosperity can come to any business in this country. tus 
see a little further where the losses were. 
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In 1873 corn was worth to the farmer 40 cents a bushel and 
yielded a return of $11.41 an acre. 

In 1889 corn was worth 28 cents a bushel, and yielded a return 
to the farmer of $7.63 an acre. 

In 1873 the home value of wheat was $1.15; average yield 12.7 
bushels, and worth $14.59 per acre. 

In 1889 the home value was 80.698; yield per acre, 12.9 bushels; 
yalue per acre $8.98. The quantity per capita was about the 
same in 1873 as in 1889. 

In 1872, 10,303,000 milch cows were worth $339,000,000, or nearly 
$33 each. In 1890, 15,952,000 were worth $352,000,000, or $22 each. 
The number of cows in 1872 was one to a little less than four of 
the ulation. In1890,the number was one toa little more than 
four of the population; so that relatively to population, the num- 
ber of cows bad decreased and their value at the same time had 
fallen over 30 per cent. 

Great as has been the fall of agricultural products, the fall in 
the price of farm lands has been graten: of all, notwithstanding 
the fact that the area of arable lands, relatively to population, 
is rapidly decreasing; and nowhere has the value of land fallen 
more than in the old settled parts of the country. 

At the price of wheat in 1873 the value to the farmer of the 
crop of 1889 would have been $563,000,000 instead of 8342, 000, 000, 
a difference of $221,000,000.. This would have gone a long way 
toward paying off mortgages. 

The corn crop of 1889, at the price of 1873, would have yielded 
$1,008,000,600 instead of $597,000,000. 

At the value of milch cows in 1873, the number in 1890 would 
have been worth $510,000,000 instead of $352,000,000. 

The cotton crop of 1888, at the price of cotton in 1873, would 
have been worth to those South $515,000,000, instead of $292,000,- 
000, its actual value in 1888. 

The difference in the value of farm products in 1873 and 188889, 
o ee the difference between prices which the farmers 
should have received and what they receive now, because in 
part of protective tariffs, as I propose to show you before I finish 
my remarks. 

ere has been a good deal said about trusts in this discussion. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] the other 
day, through some false information, I presume, denied even 
that there was a steel-rail trust. The Republican party have al- 
ways based their argument principally upon this fact, that they 
want a protective tariff, first, because they say it builds up com- 
petition among manufactories in their own country; and, sec- 
ondly, because it yields a higher rate of wages to the American 
laborer, increasing his capacity to buy of the products of the 
farm, which will result in creating a home market to consume 
the products of agriculture. Let us see about that. Let us see 
what the effect of a protective tariff is. It was very cogently 
stated by Mr. Henry George, who says that out of a protective 
tariff, as naturally as grow toadstools out of a rotten log, grow 
the trusts and combines of your 8 
These facts were taken from the New York World of September, 


i 1892. Letussee. The14,500employers of the 905,000 paupers in 
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our pauper houses, called protected industries, collected in 1880 
over 8300, 000, 000 under pretense that it was to pay the difference in 
wages; and the total amount received by their workers was under 
$300,000,000. The employers had absolute pauper labor, and 
robbed the paupers of over half of the public money contributed 
for their support. 

Here are a few specific instances: The forty-nine refineries— 
the protected sugar trust—sold to the people in 1890 3,156,996,000 
pounds. They collected 14 cents A t‘ protection ” to pa 
the difference in wages, or $47,354,940. The total wages pai 
for refining this sugar were $4,419,094, leaving to the sugar trust 
the sum of $42,935,846 profit in addition to its pauper labor. 

This enormous profit from employing pauper labor was in ad- 
dition to the ordinary and usual profits in the refining busi- 
ness, and between 1880 and 1891 it amounted to 8546, 931, 358, every 
cent of which was taken from the people by forty-nine refiner- 
ies under the false pretense. that it was to pay the difference in 
wages between this country and abroad. en, in 1888, an 
enormous campaign contribution was levied upon the sugar trust 
it refused to pay it. Senator Plumb advised Chairman Foster to 
“ put it over the fire and yene of the fatoutof it.” This was 
done, and the McKinley bill reduced its protection from 1} cents 
toone-half centa pound. But plenty of fat was left. The pro- 
tected sugar trust did collect from the pope in the year 1892 
its protection of half a cent per pound on 3,600,000,000 pounds 
of sugar, or $18,000,000 to pay the difference in wages.” The 
total wages it payes 14 cents per 100 pounds, or $5,040,000, leav- 
ing $12,960,000 which it pockets from the money collected to pay 
its workmen the difference in wages” after getting its aioe 
practically free of cost. 

The forty-nine refineries reported to the Census Office in 1880 
that the total wages paid for refining was 14 cents per 100 pounds. 


This included all paid. The Bureau of Statistics reports 
that 1880 to 1891 there were refined 16,277,719 tons, and wages 
paid $51,046,926, if the labor cost of refining remained the same 
as in 1880. It has been greatly reduced. To pay the difference 
in wages these Tor otpa refiners have received protection of 
14 cents per pound in addition to the compensatory protection 
of 2 to 3ł cents to recoup the duties on raw material. This pro- 
tection for wages was 854,931, 358, every cent of which the trust 
promised to collect and pay the workmen in addition to for- 
eign wages. The refiners collected it, but the total the work- 
man got was $51,046,926, and the trust had $495,884,432 to divide 
up as boodle, and then had pauper labor that cost it not a cent. 

The Tweed ring took about $32,000,000 of the public money for 
the improvement of the city of New York, paid about $26,000,000 
in wages for honest work, and stole $6,198,950. Thesugar trust 
in 1890 took $47,350,940 of the public money, paid $4,419,094 in 
wages, and lifted $42,935,846. 

In the year 1892, the sugar trust took from the people $18,- 
000,000, paid $5,040,000 in wages, and lifted” $12,960, No 
one defended the thefts of the Tweed ring on the ground that 80 

r cent was to pay wages, but every Republican in the land de- 

ends both the old and the new ‘“‘conversions” of the sugar trust 
as proper and moral because a small percentage goes to the 
workman—and to the Republican campaign fund. 

So much for the sugar trust. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a auestion? = 

Mr. SL ON. Yes, sir. / 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I understand from the drift of 
your argument that the continual decrease in the price of agri- ` 
oe products is owing to the policy of Republican protec- 

on. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir; you are entirely right. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. One other question, if you will 
allow me, a question which my friend did not have time to answer 
yesterday; and I would like to ask you, if you will tell us, why 
this protection, that is so hurtful to the whole agricultural in- 
terests, and which, as the eloquent gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. EVERETT] this morning stated, was heathenish,“ if 
I understood him aright, is all right and necessary for the b 
mill owners in the rich State where he lives, to which this bi 
gives a 3 of 40 per eent, or 84 on every $10, I would like 
8 ask the gentleman to come down to that, as I know he can 

oit. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand your question. The gentleman 
surely knows that the agricultural classes, whose interests, ac- 
cording to the Republican members, are left out of this bill, be- 
cause they have nothing protected, are ignored because they are 
scattered over so wide a territory, because they represent unor- 
ganized labor, and because these other parties can combine and 
concentrate their forces and send a lobby here to Washington to 
lobby in their interests, and because farmers do not know how 
to protect their interests as do the protected interests; and also 
because Democratic politicians are no better than Republican 
politicians. When force is brought here they always sur- 
render, not alone to get the fat for the campaign but of get- 
ting voters to keep them in power. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Your answer is very satisfactory. 

Mr. SLIMPSON. Now, about the carpet trust. Mills in 1880 
required 116,000,000 pounds of carpet wool, which is not raised 
in this country. They imported 30 per cent and added 7 per 
cent of the domestic shoddy on which they had to pay from 3 to 
6 cents revenue duty on the wool they aed and they were given 
a ‘compensatory duty“ of 12 to 70 cents per square Then 
to unite their interests with the others, they were given a“ pro- 
tective duty“ for themselves of 35 to 50 per cent to pay the differ- 
ence in wages. To collect both duties or either duty they had 
to form a trust and agree onaselling price. Without this trust 
they could not collect even 1 per cent of the tax they paid on 
their imported wool. 

Our e t mills produced in 1880 product valued without 
wages at $24,957,524. To pay the difference in wages“ they 
were authorized to collect from the people, through a tariff trust 
controlling prices, not less than $8,735,154. They actually paid 
a total of $6,835,218, getting their labor for nothing and default- 
ing on the trust funds, $1,889,936. This was only their protec- 
tion to pay the difference in wages, the ad valorem duty given 
3 for this purpose. They hada ‘compensatory duty” be- 

es. 

But the protection of the carpet trusts was not confined toa 
tax for the difference in wages. It paid a duty on its raw ma- 
rial; and this duty it had a right to collect again from the peo- 
ple. 

Forevery pound of imported wool used it should have the power 
to charge up the duty of 3 to 6 cents. But the Congress instead 
of authorizing it to collect the 3 to 6 cents paid, authorized it to 
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collect 18 cents. The value of only a small part of this compen- 
satory duty to the trust, 4,077,190 yards at 44 cents, 21,986,434 
yards at 12 cents, 862,394 yards at 17 cents, 1,984,401 yards at 12 
cents, 9,441,205 yards at 40 cents, 60,000 yards at 70 cents, 157,620 
yards at 70 cents, 40,000 yards at 25 cents, was $8,755,863. The 
total duties paid were $2,077,959, leaving fat from shoddy for 
contributions worth at least $6,667,904. 

I have here a list of the window-glass trust, worked under the 
same conditions. The fifty-eight members of the American 
window-glass trust were protected in 1860 by a duty of 15 per 
cent; in 1861 it was raised to 80 per cent; in 1884 to 120 per cent; 
and in 1890 to 132 per cent. ; 7 

The price per half box of 18 by 24 in this country was in 1860 
$3.60; in 1890, $3.13. The price abroad per 100 pounds of 16 by 
24 to 24 by 20 was in 1867, $4.50; in 1890, $1.80. 

We imported in 1890 of this size 19,097,057 pounds, for which 
we paidin our labor products the foreign cost $343,540, and 
McKinley fine (duty) $452,605, so that while the cost abroad per 
100 pounds was $1.80 it should be here $4.18. In 1880 the total 
wages paid here for making $1.80 worth was 75 cents, and the 
manufacturer received to pay the difference in wages $2.38, leav- 
ing him 81.53 net profit for using pauper labor supported by 
a tax on the public. d 

The window-glass trust is protected by a duty of 132 per cent 
on the common size, 16 by 24, to pay the difference in wages” 
between this country and Belgium. That difference is not 
equal toa duty of 10 percent. Here is the proof. Take cost of 
melting in the United States from Republican reports, Geolog- 
ical Survey: Raw material, $47.53; labor eosts 819.96; total, $67.49. 

Take cost of melting in Belgium from Republican consular re- 

: Raw material, $48.44; labor costs, $14.53; add 10 per cent 

uty, 86.29; total, $69.26. A tariff duty of 10 per cent more than 

compensates for this difference in wages of 40 per cent. The ad- 

ditional 122 per cent duty, equal to $76.82, is fat“ levied solely 

for the benefit of the window-glass trust that its members may 

contribute liberally to the Republican campaign fund. They do. 
It is not necessary to fry the fat out of them. 

The window-glass trust was protected in 1891 by a duty of 
$2.374 on $2.20 worth of foreign glass 16 by 24. The cost of raw 
material for a melting was, in 1884, in the United States, 847.53; 
in Belgium, $48.44. Wages paid, ten-pot furnace, per month 
was, in United States, $2,241, and in Belgium, $1,584. The duty 
levied on a month's product of a Belgium furnace was $2,937, or 
$796 more than the total wages paid in this country, collecting 
this money from the people. They never paid it to their labor- 
ers, but have put it into their own poora, as proved by the 
facts and figures that I have collected here. 

The enormous amount collected from the people for this ex- 
traordinary privilege for the products on produce fell heavily 
upon the agricultural classes. They are the consumers of sugar 
and window glass and all of those pings that the four hundred 
and fifty trusts that have been formed under your protective 
system produce, and that is what has brought the agricultural 
interests of this country to poverty and bankruptey to-day, and 
it must follow that the. other interests, as I stated before, must 
fall into it, and if they do not look to the upbuilding of those in- 
terests the whole fabric of your institutions must bring us to 
bankruptcy as sure as the sun will rise in the morning. 

To show that protection has not built up the home market, 
has not incres the demands for the products of the farm, I 
want to read a few more statistics: 

The total area devoted to the cultivation of cereals in the six New England 
States in 1889 was 590,297 acres, as compared with 746,128 acres in 1879, a de- 
crease of 165,831 acres, or 22.23 per cent. 

In Massachusetts the total area in cereals in 1889 was 63,376 acres, as com- 
pared with 104,631 acres in 1879, a decrease of 41,255 acres, or 39.43 per cent. 

Twenty-two per cent decrease in the cultivated acres in the 
New England States! There, where, if anywhere, agriculture 
should have been benefited by this home market that we hear 
so much about, there isa falling off of the cultivated acres of 
over 22 per cent. Now, I ask my Republican friends, where is 
that home market of which they us, that was to take the 
products of the farm? Where has it gone? 

And in the State of New York, a great manufacturing State, 
where they have this boasted home market, the total area de- 
voted to the cultivation of cereals in 1889 was 3,239,466 acres, as 
compared with 3,669,834 acres in 1870, a falling off of 11.75 per 
cent, Pennsylvania shows a decrease of about 6 per cent in the 
cultivated acres devoted to cereals, and she is one of the great 
manufacturing States. So Illinois, the best agricultural State in 
the Union, one that is building up her manufacturing interests 
to establish the home market for her farm products, shows a de- 
crease of about 20 per cent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Those statistics do not 
take into account the amount of land that is occupied by the 
0 ning of new roads and the encroaching of the municipalities 

ft the State upon the farm lands. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, there used to be considerable 

controversy between Kansas City and Denver. The Denver 

ple claimed that their city limits extended to the Missouri 

iver, while the Kansas City people claimed that their city limits 

extended to the Rocky Mountains. [Laughter.] On that line 

of argument the reasoning of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may be correct, but this decrease has not been in the West. 
r. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. How about the roads? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I believe that in Kansas we have about the 
widest roads in the country, because the people of Kansas are a 
broad-gauge people and they need wide roads [laughter], but 
the width of our roads is only 60 feet, In your New England 
States your roads have been opened up for hundreds of years, 
and so with New York State. So that suggestion about the roads 
falls to the ground. 

What has taken the place of those cultivated acres? The cul- 
tivation of them has been abandoned because there was found to 
be.no profit in agriculture. 

Now, as to . of the protectionists, let us see what 
there is in them. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. e 
who through a long experience here has learned all the detai 
of everything connected with this question of protection and 
tariff taxation, stated yesterday on this floor that we were man- 
ufacturing cotton goods in this e cheaply as they could 
be made abroad and that they could be bought as cheap in the 
city of Was n at this time, at retail, as they could be 
bought in the city of London. 

If that is the case, if we are doing that in this country, then I 
want toask you gentlemen fairly—let us be honest with one an- 
other—where are the manufacturers going to get the money to 
pay the increased prices of labor or the increased prices which 


| you say they will pay for farm products? 


Again, if they are making these goods here and selling them 
as ery as they are sold in England, what need have they of 
protection? Certainly it can not be of any advantage to them. 
According to your own statement, gentlemen, your own manu- 
facturers are ae of making these goods so as to compete 
with all the world. What need, then, of protection? 

Now, as to wages, what country of all the countries in the world 
do you want protection against? Do you want it against China, 
which pays the lowest wages of any country in the world? Is 
the cheap labor of China peeing country with its products? 
Do you want it against Italy, which has the highest protective 
tariff in Europe and pays the lowest wages? Do you want it 
against Germany? Do you want it against France? No, sir; 
you want it Great Britain, a free-trade country that pays 
the highest wages in Europe. If your argument is correct that 
high wages necessitate 8 why does not Great Britain 
xet protection against Italy or against France or against Rus- 


It has been demonstrated over and over again, and if I had 
time I could demonstrate it here, that thelaborerin the Ameri- 
can an & produces double as much per capita as any 
other workman in the world. The laborers in the United States 
factories produce on an average $1,600 worth of wealth per an- 
num per capita, the laborer in Great Britain $800, in Germany 
8500, in Italy about $400. Go all through the countries that have 
the pei ey protective tariff and that pay the lowest wages, and 
you find in those countries the lowest average production of 
wealth. Now, every man that has reasoned this question out 
knows that wages are regulated by the opportunities that labor 
has to employ itself. 

In all new countries these opportunities abound. The great 
and boundless West opened a new country where the surplus 
labor of our land could find an outlet, where men could go and 
take up the vacant land, and labor could thus find employment. 
This, in connection with o i labor in the large cities, has 
helped to keep up wages. But now that land has rapidly con- 
centrated into the hands of monopolists, who hold it out of use, 
there is no more new country to be thus opened, and the great 
tide of population is turned back again upon the East. Competi- 
tion among laboring men has set in, and as there are no new outlets 
they must compete against one another fora job. As monopoly 
rapidly takes land out of use and deprives labor of access to it, 
jobs rapidly decrease, the number of people seeking employment 
also grows, coupes becomes sharper, and wages, by a nat- 
ural law of supply and demand, must gradually go down. ; 
My friend from New York [Mr. 3 said to-day in the 
course of this debate that protection on wool and woolen goods 
had enabled the wool-grower of this country to get better prices, 
and that in this way shoddy, which would otherwise come from 
Europe, has been shut out. There are no facts or figures to 
prove this assertion. The fact is that the price of wool been 
and is steadily going down under a high protective tariff. 
Why? Mainly because of the land monopoly. Every man who 
knows anything about shesp-raising knows that sheep need a 
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large territory to roam over when they are kept in large bodles; 
that they eat down to the root of the grass and soon destroy it; 
that where they must be penned in they can only be kept in 
limited numbers. Hence, as the value of land goes up, it is not 
profitable to keep sheep. In evidence of this we have the fact 
that sheep-raising in this country has steadily moved westward 
as land became more and more occupied, and consequently rose 
in value. 

Another thing, your protective tariff in this country has had 
the effect of narrowing the profits of the agricul classes 
cutting off the consumption of woolen goods, creating a demand 
for acheaper article, woolen goods being placed beyond the reach 
of a large mass of the consumers of this country. When any 
man siys there is no shoddy used now in manufacturing goods 
of this country, he states what is not true. Shoddy is more 
largely manufactured in this country than it ever was before in 
our history. 5 

My friend from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] the other day, in his 
elegant way, flourished here some samples of shoddy, remark- 
ing that by the McKinley bill these shoddy goods were shut out; 
that no self-respecting American lady would wear goods of that 
kind. I want to show youa pample of the shoddy goods thatthe 
American people are wearing. I want to show you a sample of 
the goods that the American farmer and laborer are wearing to- 
day under your grand system of protective tariff. I want to give 

‘ou protectionists, in the lan e of Mr. Cleveland, an ‘object 
lesson. Yesterday I went along the market on the south side 
by the park, where the farmers come in from the country to sell 
their protected products” in the“ home market.“ I went 
along, viewing the mass of people collected there. I wanted to 

t an average suit of clothes, such as the American farmer and 

borer are wearing to day under your beautiful protective tariff. 
I made a bargain with one man by which I bought his overcoat; 
and I have brought it here to give you gentlemen an object les- 
son. There it is [untying a package and exhibiting an over- 
coat]. There itis, gentlemen. [Great laughter and i ets 

The CHAIRMA The Committee of the Whole will be in 


order. r 

Mr. SIMPSON. The man from whom I bought this overcoat 
told me that he got up at 12 o'clock at night and drove 25 miles 
with the prođucts of his farm in order to sell them in this great 
capital city of the nation. My friends, that is the garment 
which he wore; that is the result of the profits which the farm- 
ers of this country are enjoying under your beautiful system of 
protection—an old shoddyrag with which this man has shivered 
through the winter blasts! [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Talk about prosperity to the farmer! I can duplicate that coat 
by the million in the United States to-day on the backs of Amer- 
ican farmers and American laboring men. 7 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. SIMPSON). I wish you would take it off of 
my seat. ughter.] 

r. SIMPSON. Yes, sir; as you are a protectionist, you do 
not want to come in contact with the result of your system any 
more than the saloon-keeper wants to come incontact with the 
products of his factory. n 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will you not vote, all the same, 
for thé 40 per cent protection in this bill for the manufacturers? 

Mr. BRYAN. That is better than 300 per cent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman from California 
[Mr. BOWERS] vote to make the protection any lower? 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. SIMPSON). I would not object to the coat 
if it were clean. ' 

Mr. SIMPSON. Let me say to the gentleman from California 
that Iam not pleased with this bill. I like much better the bill 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON]. But, inasmuch as 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] says in his speech 
that this bill carries large reductions as compared with the Me- 
Kinley system of robbery, and inasmuch as it puts one hundred 
and thirty-one more articles on the free list, therefore every man 
who has his article on the free list will be an enemy to the pro- 
tection the other fellow gets, and must eventually come in the 
direction of free trade. I support and welcome the bill as a 
step in the direction of what may eventually follow. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Kansas 
allow me a moment? ` 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In what mill, in what town, was 
the goods made that the gentleman has exhibited? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
I can not tellin what mill it was made, or in what town, any 
more than can the man who bought and paid for it. He bought 
it a year ago, he tells me, in the capital city of the United States, 
here at Washington, and paid $8.50 for it. I bought him another 
shoddy coat to take its place for $10.80 that will probably wear 
him about as long. [Laughter and applause.] 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Was it made of imported goods or 
of American goods; does the gentleman know? 

Mr. SIMPSON. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Can the gentleman say of his own 
knowledge whether the goods he has exhibited here in that coat 
was of American manufacture or foreign goods? 

Mr. SIMPSON, Whatever it is, it is the product of protec- 
tion. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where was it made? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Whether it was made in England or France 
or Germany or the United States, it does not detract from the 
force of my argument, under the conditions of the farmer and 
the laboring classes to-day, owing to the system of protection 
that has forced him to wear such a rag. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Gentlemen, I do not believe—and I regret to see that my time 
is nearly exhausted; I would like to have longer time to talk 
about this system of protection—but I do not believe that this 
reat nation to-day needs protection against any person on earth. 
ith our steam power, with our electric power, with our water 
. with the immense machinery that this country 8, 

oing the work of millions of men, with our boundless resources, 
with our means of transportation, with our vast tracts of mag- 
nificent arable and grazing land, I believe we can safely tear 
down the custom-houses and challenge the world for competi- 
tion in its markets. [Applause on the Democratic side. be- 
lieve, gentlemen, that the time has come for the Uni States 
as a great nation to take its place as one of the great commer- 
cial nations of the earth. 7 
I want to read you here a short extract from as h made by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the brilliant leader of 
the Republican party, a sentiment that I indorse heartily and 
entirely, and if it had been uttered in connection and in support 
of the free-trade measure, it would haye had a meaning that it 
has not in connection with the mers extension of the use of gold 
as a measure of value in commercial transactions. He says: 
In former times they used to be more especially confined to each particu- 
lar country and were not simultaneous— 
He is speaking of the periodical depressions— 
but modern times have bound the earth together, sothat itis impossible for 


even the atest nation to disregard the other nations of the earth. Th 


0 
railroad has diminished distance, and the telegraph has obliterated time. 


The ocean steamers plying between the different hemispheres, the trains of 
cars which sweep across the continents, have made business a far different 
thing from what it was in the earlier ages. Without undertaking to give 
the culars of the change, it is enough to say that the world, whi 
the days of Magellan it required three years to circumna: te, can be 
cumnavigated to-day in a period of two months. This bin together of 
the whole world by obliteration of time and distance has bound together the 
business of the world, and hence these periodic changes occur in greater or 
less measure throughout the world, not always exactly simultaneous, but 
always more or less sympathetic. 

That is it, my friends, the comniercial nations, the civilized 
nations of the world are bound together by these natural ties, 
that endless chain with its unbroken links, so that when you de- 
stroy one of the links you disarrange the entire system, and it is 
felt like an electric shock throughout the whole earth. This 
panic, the failures, and bankruptcies all over the world to-day, 
I believe, is largely due to the vicious financial system that has 
disturbed the course of business, and is largely due, also, to the 
vicious system of protection that prevents the human race from 
exchanging the products of their toil and labor without restric- 


on. 

I believe in this universal union for the interests of the hu- 
man race. Why, you protectionists acknowledge it yourselves 
when you pass your laws. Whom are you passing that law 
against? Is it against the citizens of aforeign country who want 
to come here, fill your country with good things that everybody 
needs and wants? No; you are passing it against the citizens of 
your own country, because you acknowledge that if you would 
remove these restrictions your own people would be quick to 
take advantage of the fact and better their condition by ex- 
changing the products of their toil for the products of the toil 
of the other peoples of the earth. This law is passed against 
your own citizens. 

Do the American people need protection? Does the Yankee 
need protection for fear he will make a bad trade? The Yankee 
people have been the greatest and most successful swappers the 
world ever saw, and your protective tariff is passed to prevent 
these people from ma a Mine on the assumption that they 
will make bad trades ag t their own interests, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion allow me to say that as has 
been stated upon this floor before, even if you adopt the princi- 
ple of free trade in your laws to-day, your hard times will con- 
tinue, because the principles of free trade as generally under- 
stood, are not as L understand them, and will not be carried out 
to their logical conclusion as I understand they should be. 


Trade only follows when you have something to trade. Ifyou 


have a thing to trade, you must have the proper tools and ma- 
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chinery for carrying on the trade, which will necessitate a re- 
form in your financial system to provide the means with which 
to trade without putting burdens npon the people by the monop- 
oly which at present exists through our national banking sys- 
tem. But after you have your transportation system to carry 
the goods from State to State, to bring about exchanges, after 
you have gotten your financial system and your transportation 
system, after you have removed therestrictions from trade, then 
you must destroy the monopoly of land, wherein lies the store 
of wealth that labor must have access to in order to get some- 
thing to trade. 

Labor must have access to this great store of wealth, the 
earth, in order to have something to trade. If I had time to- 
night, I would read you some facts and figures that will illus- 
trate this principle in connection with the great iron ore prod- 
ucts of this country, showing that the Mesaba ore district, up 
in the State of Minnesota, a deposit of ore 120 miles long, 30 
miles wide, 300 feet deep, covered with a layer of gravel and 
earth, in some places not more than 4 to 30 feet deep, which can 
be mined at a cost of from 4 to 40 cents a ton—that that great 
iron ore deposit is under the control and ownership of a trust at 
whose head stands the great head of the Standard oil trust, 
Mr. Rockefeller. Instead of reading this article, I will insert it 
in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


THE GREAT MESABA IRON ORE RANGE. 


The history of the development of the big Mesaba iron ore mines fur- 
nishes an excellent text for asingle-tax sermon. These vast de ta of iron 
ore in Northeastern Minnesota cover an area of about 120 by 30 miles. The 
deposits vary in thickness from 50 to 200 feet, and the ore beds are covered 
With a layer of gravel and earth from 4 to 30 feet thick. More than two 
billion tons of ore are known to exist in the Mesaba range. The common 
method of mining this ore is by means of steam shovels both to remove the 
gravel and earth and to dig the soft ore and load it directly from the open 
cuts into cars. The cost of mining the t season varied from 4 to 40 cents 
a ton—the average be: much nearer 4 than 40 cents. 

As often happens with unusually valuable land, a large portion of the 
Mesaba range was a gift from the General Government to the State, under 
the provisions of the swamp act, by which the States acquired the title to 
the swamp land lying within their boundaries. Such land aswas notowned 
by the State of Minnesota was generally owned by men who had bought it 
for pine land. When the mineral deposit was discovered, speculators im- 
m tely leased the more yaluable tracts from the State or owners. These 
men agreed to pay about 25 cents per ton royalty, and in addition to mine 
ore amounting in the aggregate to over 16,000,000 tons a year. The royalty 
on this amount must be ope whether the ore is mined or not. The New 

26 says: 


York Times of December 
“The lands secured by the s; ators they in turn leased to mining com- 
panies at a s advance, binding the mining companies to all the 


conditions relative to amount of ore to be annually mined that were stated 
in the first lease. The tors secured an advance in royalty of from 15 
to 30 cents per ton as their profit on the transaction. If it is paid as agreed 
upon, scores of men who never struck a blowin any creative industry or 
performed any useful work will draw royal jrevenues from the iron-ore de- 
posits of the Mesaba — 2 

Last spring the Mesaba region swarmed with 8 miners and spect- 
lators. * + The greatest iron - ore deposit fo by men was being de- 
veloped. Towns rose out of the ground as it by c * + è It was 
boom times in Northern Minnesota, and the operators in the Mesaba range 
had all the other miners of iron ore in regions that are adjacent to Lake 
Superior by the throat, and were rapidly choking the life out of them.” 

leged mining kings in other ore-producing regions found their wealth 
rapidly —— cat from underneath them, and many such millionaires 
and important financiers became bankrupt in a few wee A money strin- 
gency began which soon extended to the Mesaba, where companies, 
t ace value of whose stock amounted to $189,000,000, had been incorpo- 
rated to extract ore from the iron deposit and money erani the 3 of the 
investing public. Directly times grew hard on the Mesaba. Ít was evident 
mes the amanan MURO cana nos — 5 — e 8 ore * Soane 

6 speculators to pay the royalty they con pay. ar 
pano ep the N and the bottom seemed to fall out of the tinan- 

slough. 

“Forth from this financial storm,” says the New York Times, “strode 
John D. Rockefeller, of Standard Oil Company fame, serene, keen-eyed, 
alert-brained, and armed with effective knowledge of precisely what he 
wanted and how to get it, and with sufficient means to buy it, and resolute 
in the intention to secure sufficient area of the iron-ore laden lands of the 
Mesaba range to control the output of the range and to set the price. 
Promptly after the appearance of Mr. Rockefeller a consolidation of the 
Mesaba iron-ore mines was effected, and included in the consolidation was 
the Duluth and Mesaba Northern Railroad Company.” 

Other mines being without outlet, the Rockefeller syndicate now has a 
monopoly of the richest iron-ore deposit in the world, and within limits fixed 
by the import duty on ores and the cost of production in other mines, can 
ux“ prices. This is the syndicate that says free iron ore will ruin 
industries, and that has recently closed its mines at Vi a City, Mesaba 
range, to secure the retention of the uncalled-for protection. That the - 
dicate expects to sell ore at prices which will leave a wide margin for profits 
is evident from the fact that it, together with other mining companies. is 
under contract to pay royalties on millions of tons of ore in excess of what 
is needed to supply the American market. 

If the single tax were in operation, and the natural rent of these mines— 
their full ores value—were taken by the State of Minnesota, not only 
would the Mesaba range supply a sufficient revenue for the State, but the 
5 railroad syndicate would be impossible. More ore would be 
mined. and more miners tind employment at better wages than at present. 
There being no monopoly, the product would be sold cheaper, to the benefit 
of all iron-consuming industries. Not only this, but the panics, bankrupt- 
cies, etc., in this and other iron-ore regions would not have occurred. 

BYRON W. HOLT. 


To-day the laborers in the mines up in the iron-ore district are 
on the verge of starvation and out of employment because of this 
iron-ore trust. While the consumers ot iron all over the United 
States are paying tribute to this iron-ore trust, the people are 


paying these tributes to the sugar trust, the window-glass trust, 
the carpet trust, and all the four hundred and fifty trusts of the 
country. These are the things which have robbed labor. 

The eloquent gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] told 
you the other day of the enormous increase in wealth in the last 
thirty years, from 1860 to 1890. He told you we had increased 
the wealth of this country more than thirty billions of dollars; 
and he closed his speech by saying that nearly three millions of 
men were out of employment and upon the verge of starvation. 
I have the New Yor World of to-day, which gives an account 
of ten thousand loaves of bread being distributed amongst the 
poor of New York, where every loaf of bread meant a meal for 
a family, and probably saved the life of a human being. 

Labor, after having created this enormous pyramid of wealth, 
stands starving to-day amidst plenty. Who has gotten that 
wealth? Has not the labor that created it been deprived of its 
share? Under any just system of laws to secure the distribution 
of wealth these laboring men should have been benefited by this 
large increase of wealth: What are the facts? Through your 
system of finance, transportation, and protecion thirty thousand 
men control one-half of this wealth which they gather into their 
coffers, and they are now called upon to support, through char- 
ity, the men who have created it. i 

Mr. Chairman, just a word more. Let me say to the laboring 

men that this is not the fault of the monopolists, of the plutoc- 
racy, as youcall them. It is the fault of the laboring men them- 
selves. They have voted to put into office the men who made 
these laws, and they are responsible for it; and until they have 
intelligence and manhood enough to vote for their own interests 
and to send their own representatives here to secure legislation 
that shall give to them a share of the wealth that they create 
14 912 expect no lasting benefits through any party. [Ap- 
plause. 
Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, this bill comes before the 
House for its consideration as a sequel to a period of prosperity 
that has exceeded all that this country inits previous history has 
ever known. This condition has been fostered by the economic 
lawsof the pee ri te they nowexist; butitis proposed to change 
those laws radically and essentially in nearly every respect by 
the bill which is now before this House. 

It is not a system of to-day, but it has grown up as a result of 
judicious legislation during a period of a hundred years. At the 
close of the Revolutionary war, as is well known and understood 
by the members of this House, one of the serious embarrass- 
ments which the.Government then labored under was the ina- 
bility by legislation to regulate or control the foreign commerce 
of the country. 

The Congress of the Confederation appealed again and again 
to the States to accord to it the authority of imposing duties 
upon imports into the country for the purpose of sustaining and 
supporting the frail government which then existed; but inas- 
much as the consent of each one of the thirteen States was 
requisite to granting this authority, unanimity upon thé subject 
could not be secured, and the Congress of the Confederation was 
left in its crippled condition without this authority. The result 
of it was, according to the prominent historian of the country, 
and a foremost Democrat in that respect, that England imported 
into the country manufactures to such an extent as to crush out 
even the infant industries of the land. Upon this subject he 
says: 

An excess of imports at low prices crushed domestic manufactures. 

This is the tribute, and this is the authority of Mr. Bancroft, 
in writing the history of those times; and it became apparent 
that no government could be maintained in the country that 
would secure the prosperity of the people and the States alike 
unless it was one that should be formed for general purposes, 
having this power to impose duties upon the imports into the 
country, and, incidentally, for the benefit and improvement of 
the manufacturing interests. 

It may bs observed, as we pass, that it has never been asserted 
upon the part of any person that Congress had the authority 
solely and exclusively, and without reference to ulterior pur- 
poses, to impose duties upon imports for the sole benefit of man- 
ufacturers, for the mere purpose of building up the manufactur- 
ing industries of the country; but the position has been taken, 
and maintained with a singular degree of uniformity throughout 
all our entire history, that when Congress imposes duties on for- 
eign imports, it can incidentally arrange those impositions of 
duty so that they wouid afford incidental protection and pros- 
perity to the American people so far as they may be devoted to 
the development of manufacturing interests. ' 

That has been the principle that has underlaimthis system of 
protection from that time down to the present; that it is the duty 
of Government, of Congress, to initiate measures by which the 
ree of the Government may be met by means of imposts 
and duties upon foreign imports. It is a fact established by the 
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Histo 
these laws have been 
tion under the authorit 


of the country; and it has been the 

and have been carri 
of the General Government. 
been primarily to collect duties upon imports for the support and 


upon which 
into execu- 
It has 


maintenance of the Government, for the purpose of meeting its 
obligations, and its exigencies, and at the same time sp ing 
those duties over imports in such a manner as incidentally to 
maintain and build up the industrial interests of thg whole coun- 


"Ko more significant evidence of this purpose has been exhib- 
ited anywhere than in the act which was first enacted upon this 
subject after the formation of the Government, and which re- 
ceived the sanction not only of the anamo; but of Gen. 

the United States. The 


Washington as the first President of 
title of that act is in these words: 

Whereas it 3 for the support of the Government, for the dis- 
charge of the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and 
tection of manufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchan- 
disə imported, etc. . 

A clear and unequivocal expression of the conviction in the 
title of the act that this power of imposing duties for the pur- 
pe of meeting the debts and discharging the obligations of the 

vernment and incidentally for the protection of manufactures 
was then constitutional authority that was vested in the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It was a contemporaneous con- 
struction of the authority which had been conceded directly 
to the United States by means of the constitutional provisions 
relating to the imposition of taxes and duties and the re tion 
of commerce with foreign nations and between the several States, 
and such a contemporaneous construction of the power and au- 
moy of the Constitution has been regarded and properly re- 
garded historically as a part of the Constitution itself. 

Upon this subject, in the celebrated case of Prigg vs. The State 
of Pennsylvania, which, it will be remembered, was one which 
related to the authority of Congress to enact the fugitive slave 
law, it was said in the opinion of the court, in referring to the 
contemporaneous construction in this manner given to the Con- 
stitution by the Legislature in the enactment of laws: 

. such race ip ae the —.— was one of abe} 8 
ee at uniform „ its validity — in oar 55 
entitle the question to be considered at rest. 

This is the authority of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in expounding constitutional power regarding legislation 
that was sehen paler with the growth and establishment 
of the Constitution, and furnishes an ample answer to any ob- 
jection that can be made relative to such a construction of the 
Constitution as might exclude the exercise of such authority. It 
is true that we have been met here repeatedly in the discussion 
of this bill that notwithstanding this great authority in favor of 
the exercise of this power, with the objection that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States confers no such power and no such au- 
thority upon the legislative department of the Government; and 
reference has been made during the discussion, and also in the 
report which has been made, to the decision in the case of the 
Loan Association against Topeka, which was claimed to have 
been an authority that deprived the legislative department of the 
Government of the exercise of this power. 

But that authority involved no such question. It involved no 
examination whatever of this principle of raising money to sus- 
tain the Government by means of taxes upon imports, and at the 
same time extending incidental protection to the growth and de- 
velopment of the manufacturing interests of the country. That 
case was this. Under a law of the State of Kansas authority had 
been given to concede, by a vote of the population of the local- 
ity, loans of money to institutions of an industrial character that 
might be located there, the ple believing, as the people of 
the Western country generally will undoubtedly svon realize, 
that the establishment of industrial oer is a benefit to the 
progra, the wealth, the activity of the p. in which they may 

ocated. 

A vote was taken, under those circumstances, to pay to a cer- 
tain establishment, in case it would locate in the city of Topeka, a 
certain sum of money, and after it had been located there it was 
pores to raise by taxation the amount of money that had 

n agreed to be paid. A suit was brought to restrain the im- 
position of those taxes, and that suit was maintained for the rea- 
son that ifthe understanding or agreement were allowed to be 
consummated it would be simply taking the property of one per- 
son and giving it to another. 

That is all that was decided in that case, and all that is sanc- 
tioned by that decision, leaving a wide and extensive mgn 
between the conclusion which was there maintained and t 
which is necessary for the ar ent R the system of leg- 
islation that has prevailed d g aimost the entire history of this 
country. In reference to the duties that are imposed upop im- 
ports, incidentally affording protection to American manufac- 


tures, there is no such attribute, there is no such distinguishing 
circumstance. That is not the taking of a cent of the money or 
any part of the property of one person and giving it to e Se 
On the contrary, it is simply the means by which money is 
raised from imports brought into the country for the mainte- 
nance and support of the Government itself. 

Every cent that is raised in this manner beyond the mere nec- 
essary expenses of collection finds its way into the Treasury of 
the United States, and is disbursed for the purpose of paying the 
debts and meeting fhe obligations of the Government. Not a 
cent of it goes into the possession or under the control of an 
private interest or any single individual. On the contrary, it 
wholly and exclusively devoted to the development and the 
maintenance of our system of Government. 

Under these circumstances the citizen receives a fair equiva- 
lent for the contribution that he makes. Whether it be made 
directly or indirectly isa matter of not the slightest significance, 
because every person is bound, theoretically at least, to contribute 
something to the support and maintenance of the Government 
from which he receives and his property receives protection and 
support, and it is that protection and support which is theequiva- 
lent for what he pays in the form of duties, and, under the theory 
of our Government, it is a fair equivalent for whatever amount 
he may pay. á 

Now, as to these matters of tariff duties, it is for the Congress 
of the United States to determine how they shall be spread over 
the imports that are brought into this country so as incident- 
ally to aid the manufactu interests of the country; deeming 
that to be a fit and important step in the promotion of the gen- 
eral welfare of the people of the United States by promoting all 
classes of industrial pursuits and enterprises within their own 
limits, instead of leaving them dependent for the products of 
manufacture upon the importations that might be brought here 
from the Old World for the purpose of supplying their wants. 

Briefly and incidentally, it may be well to refer for a moment 
to the provisions of the Constitution of the United States upon this 
subject, although they have been brought tothe attention of the 
House so fully thatany detailed discussion of them has, of course, 


been rendered unnecessary. Upon this subject the Constitution 
provides that— 
The Co shall have power to 


mgress and collect taxes, duties, pan gatos, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. 

The exercise of the authority is subject to but one qualifica- 
tion. That qualification is this: 

t all duties, im: 
genes i cones, posts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 

That is the only limitation upon this general grant of author- 
ity, intended, with another provision to which I propose to call 
the attention of the House, to cover the entire subject of legis- 
lation over these matters of foreign commerce and the incidental 
protection that may be extended to domestic manufactures by 
means of the exercise of this power, The other power is the 
power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States and with the Indian tribes.” This is consid- 
ered a grant of authority so broad, this power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, that even an entire suspension of 
commerce may be made under the direction of Congress by au- 
thority of this provision. 

Such a suspension took place during the Administration of 
Thomas Jefferson. It was resisted as unconstitutional at the 
time by many people in different localities, but it was finally 
settled that the power to regulate, when it came to be under- 
stood and applied in its broad sense, as the language was used 
in thisclause of the Constitution, included not only onary mat- 
ters of regulation, but also actual prohibition; so that the con- 
struction which was then pen to the constitutional provision 
upon this subject was of the very broadest character, and that, 
too, under the Administration of Mr. Jefferson, who is pointed 
out to us now, and justly so,as one of the exemplars to whom we 
are to look fora fair construction and administration of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

But it is still urged that by means of these general provisions 
the power was not 8 to the Federal Government to impose 
these duties in such a manner as to incidentally build up and 
promote the manufacturing interests of the country. Gentle- 
men, let us look for a moment at the history of the times when 
this Constitution originated and the defects of which it was in- 
tended to be the remedy. It is a matter of history that before 
the present Constitution was adopted every State imposed such 
duties as seemed to it to be just and right for the purpose of pro- 
moting the success of its industrial institutions. The result was 
that the duties imposed by one State were entirely incompatible 
with those imposed by another; so that by reason of the duties 
im by the State of Pennsylvania and the State of New York 

collected upon articles brought in from Connecticut and New 
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Jersey, New Jersey it was said was like a barrel tapped at both 
ends, and it was because of this oppressive system of regulating 
commerce that the action of New Jersey upon the adoption of 


the Constitution was accelerated so that she was one of the first 
States to accede to that instrument. 

When this Constitution was framed and adopted it was intended 
to vest the General Government with all the power that the 
States had over this subject. It was not intended to leave with 
the States any vestige of authority by which they could inter- 
fere in any manner whatever with the exercise of this authority 
by the federal Government. 

If this was not the case, if full power wasnot vested in the Fed- 
eral Government by the Constitution of the United States, then 
it is certain that the power still remains with the States, be- 
cause by the tenth amendment of the Constitution it was de- 
clared that— À 

The powers not delegated to the United States by this Constitution nor 
8 by it to the States are reserved to the States respectively or to 

It being conceded as a historical fact that these powers existed 
before the Federal Constitution was framed, and were vested 
in the several States, then if it is true that they were not by our 
present Constitution transferred to the General Government, 
they remain under this declaratory amendment of the Constitu- 
tion in the States themselves. So that if it be the true con- 
struction of the Constitution that the General Government can 
not incidentally impose duties in such a manner as to foster and 
build up the industries of the country, what is there to prevent 
the separate States from legislating on this subject? And if 
this power were conceded to the States it would be found that 
the legislation of the several States would be dictated by the in- 
terests of one State as against another, and we should have a 
system which would be entirely destructive of everything like 

order and harmony which prevail through the exercise of 
this power under the auspices of the General Government. 

But it was not designed, when our Constitution was adopted, 
that the States should retain any such authority. On the con- 
trary, it was the intention of the Constitution that this entire 

wer should be vested in the Federal Government. Accord- 
ingly when the State of Maryland, in a case which members of 
the House will recollect, undertook to impose a license fee upon 
importers, requiring them topay a license fee before being allowed 
to sell their imported articles, the Supeme Court of the United 
States decided that this could not be done; that the States 
had parted entirely with their authority over the subject of for- 
eign commerce; t this power is vested wholly and exclu- 
sively in the Federal Government, and that a State law which 
undertakes to interfere with the freedom of importation and 
the rights of the importer to dispose of the imported article 
must be held unconstitutional, inoperative, and void, as in con- 
flict with the Constitution of the United States. 

There seems, therefore, upon a fair consideration of the po 
visions of the Constitution, no diffculty in the way of concluding 
that Congress this power, which, prior to the adoption 
of the Constitution, the States exercised, of imposing duties 
upon foreign importations in such a manner’as incidentally to 
benefit build up the industrial institutions of the country. 
As has been remarked, this was the doctrine of the fathers of 
the Constitution—the men who concurred in framing that instru- 
ment and secured its adoption; and with very little interruption 
the practice of the Government has been in accord with this 
. doctrine from the time of the of the very first tariff act, 

which was expressly designed for this purpose. There have 
been since the of that act repeated measures haying in 
view the building up and sustaining of the industrial interests 
of the country. And we know, as a matter of history, what has 
been the result of thus fostering manufacturing enterprises. 

Of course,under the vacillating legislation that occurred prior 
to the late war, manufacturing interests drooped, enterprises of 
this description did not prosper, were not increased and ex- 
tended as they have been in more recent years. But when the 
war came a different state of things was brought into existence 
by the necessities of the times. Duties were imposed in such a 
manner as incidentally to encourage and build up the industrial 
c e and institutions of fer Sunes: and : 1 poney has re- 
8 uring a period of thirty-three years, in doing more in 
this direction than was ever done during the whole precedi 
history of our Government. Hence we find that the Unite 
States to-day,by means of legislationof thischaracter, by means 
of legislative encouragement to our domestic industries, has be- 
pone the largest manufacturing country upon the face of the 
earth. 

In support of the bill now before the House it has been said 
that a part of its design was to make the ple of the United 
States such a manufacturing people that they would be able to 
send their products into all quarters of the globe, and thereby 


seeure a degree of rity that has never before characterized 
our history or the history of any other coun But such have 
not been the means by which ourindustrial institutions have been 
maintained; they can not be maintained without the assistance of 
protective legislation; and the impracticability of a free-trade 
policy is substantially conceded by the provisions of the bill now 
before the House, because it seeks to raise from importations into 
this country, under the low scale of duties provided in the bill, an 
amount of money that will exceed the sum of $100,000,000, to be 
appropriated for the benefit and maintenance of this Govern- 
ment. 

It is idle to say the people in the Old World are receiving, as 
has been asserted here during the course of this debate, equal 
measures of compensation for their industry with the people of 
the United States. This fact of itself, as well as the preceding 
history of the countryin its commercial dealings, is a direct con- 
tradiction of all that has been said on that subject. We have 
had figures produced and submitted to our consideration indi- 
cating, as it has been said, that the American laborer and the 
American artisan, skilled and unskilled, receives only as much 
for his services in the way of e as persons employed 
in similar occupations in the Old World. 

If this is true, without sanma to consider the figures at all, 
then where would be the possibility of this Government receiv- 
ing one single cent from imports from the other side of the At- 
lantie, if the people who produce them were better paid than 
the people engaged in similar industries in the United States? 
It would be impossible to bring imports from the other side 
here and pay a duty toward the support and maintenance of the 
Government of the United States, toward the expenses of this 
Government, if it were not for the fact that these articles are 
produced upon a cheaper scale in the Old World, so much so 
that the importers can pay the additional duty on them and still 
bring them here and undersell those of our people who are en- 
gaged in the manufacture of similar products. 

here can be no question of that fact; and that circumstance 
of itself is a clear and explicit contradiction of the theory ad- 
vanced here, and that is endeavored to be sustained by figures, 
which go toshow that the Americanartisan, skilled and unskilled 
receives a rate of wages not greater, perhaps not equal to the 
wages pa to persons engaged in similar pursuits on the other 
side. It would be an impossibility if this was the fact, I repeat, 
to bring foreign imports into our country and sell them in com- 
petion with the people of this land, and in addition to pay the 
duty intended to be levied on them for the supportof the 8 
ment of the United States. . 

But that, Mr. Chairman, is not thecase. Historically, ourin- 
dustrial interests haye been built up by legislation of a protective 
character, and have reached a point of production that not only 
equals, but absolutely exceeds the manufactured products of any 
other country on the face ol the earth. I call your attention now 
to what is said in the World Almanac for 1893, which certainly 
will be accepted as good Democratic authority on this question. 
I find it stated here that the amount of manufactured goods pro- 
duced in the United States in the year 1888, which is said to be 
the last year in which accurate returns had beenmade, amounted 
to the immense sum of $7,204,000,000 a year—a sum that is be- 
yond the human comprehension, and makes the United States, 
according to this statement, the largest manufacturing country 
on the face of the globe. 

The products of Great Britain are given by the same au- 
thority, and in the same year, at $4,100,000,000, or vastly below, 
as you will see, the productive condition existing in the United 
States at that time. And this is the tribute of Democratic au- 
thority, which, of course, would not be willing to concede any- 
thing more to the success of measures of this character than 
was absolutely required under the circumstances that tended to 
the development of these industries. 

Now, since that time it is a notorious fact that the industrial 
interests of this country have progressed more rapidly than prior 
to 1888; and there is probably now engaged in the production of 
manufactured articles so many more persons and so much more 
capital than there was then that the manufactured products ag- 
gregate an annual amount of more than $10,000,000,000, an 
amount of products that has never been exceeded, of manufac- 
tured goods, by any other country on the face of the earth, 

The last gentleman who addressed the House referred to the 
fact that this had not aided the farmers of the country in an 
degree. But that is an erroneous view of the question, 0 3 
festly, because consideration must be given to the effect of the 
development of these industries, since they necessarily employ a 
vast number of ple. Millions upon millions of peo o en- 
gaged in domestic manufactures are supported and fed by the 
products of the American farmer; and certainly if it were not for 
the vast number of persons thus employed and maintained the 
market of the American farmer would be very greatly abridged. 
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It is by supplying the wants of this vast number of persons that 
= eae part of the agricultural products are paid for and con- 
sumed. 

If the persons who are engaged in these panoi or a large 
portion of them, should be added to the agr cultural population 
of the country you will see at once that it would necessarily in- 
crease agricultural productions, glut the markets, and bring 
down the prices to a lowerlevel than they have ever descended. 
And it is the fact that these persons are engaged in other pur- 
suits than agriculture thataffords an immense market for alarge 
portion of the agricultural products of the country at higher 
pricesthan could possibly otherwise prevail. 

It is idle for us to suppose, if we allow the imports from the 
other side to be 8 into this country under the ægis of a 
bill of this character, that the farmer is going to receive any 
more for his products than he does now. Europe already takes 
from this country everything that it requires, and it takes no 
more thanit requires, and asa matter of generosity or sentiment, 
the people of Europe never buy a dollar's worth from the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They would not buy an hundred bushels 
of wheat unless they needed it. 

Mr. DANIELS. On the contrary, their course of business has 
been such as under all circumstances to discriminate against the 

eople and the prosperity of the United States, wherever they 
bev beenable to dothat,either politically or in the matter of trade. 
And it has been one purpose and object of protective legisla- 
tion to build up the American people as an independent people, 
as they were designed and intended to be, as the result of the 
first war, manufacturing and producing their own products, free 
San obligations to the Old World, either politically or mate- 
rially. 

The system and theory of our law is adapted „to this end, and 
for the pur of permitting this result to the utmost it has 
been provided by the Constitution that taxes or duties shall not 
be im upon articles exported from any State; whereby the 
inhabitant of every State in this Union has the free and unlimited 
authority to take its exports into foreign countries, and to sell 
them there, or to take them into other States and sell them 
where best it may be done, without any restriction, without any 
duties or any taxes being imposed upon their production. 

This has been added as a matter of encouragement to the de- 
velopment of the interests and the pursuits of the people of the 
United States, to build the le up as one people, not depend- 
ent upon the other side of the Atlantic for any element of their 

rity any more than they are dependent upon the other 
side of the Atlantic for the very principles that lie at the founda- 
tion of their Government. < 

Now, another thing is to be observed right here: that in all 
that has taken place in our foreign commerce in the exports of 
our foreign products the Old World has taken just as much as it 
actually asad and could buy from the United States cheaper 
than it could buy from any other place; and if this bill that is 
now before the House should become a law, it will not have the 
effect of adding to these purchases or adding to the prosperity 
or success of the agricultural portionof the people of the United 
States—not one single dollar. Youmay buy from the other side 
all that your waats may require, and the other side will buy from 
you just exactly what they can buy cheaper than they can buy 
anywhere else, and they will buy not one single cent beyond 
tha 


t. 

Now, as another circumstance in favor of this bill, it has been 
stated upon the floor of this House that it will encourage the ex- 
portation of domestic manufactures, instead of prejudicing and 
restricting and crippling those manufactures. The people who 
are engaged in these manufactures throughout the country know 
better than this. They will believe in and adopt no such soph- 
ism, for they know as a matter of fact that with the prices paid 
for labor in this prosperous and intelligent dountey of ours, this 
land of freedom, they can not come into successful competition 
with the underpaid people of the Old World. 

Go to England, to rane; to Switzerland, or to Germany, and, 
as a matter of fact, it will be demonstrated by researches that 
admit of no possible doubt, those countries are able to produce 
manufactured articlesat least for one-half the cost that the same 
business is subjected to in the manufacturing interests of the 
United States. It is because labor there has come down to solow 
a grade of compensation as to enable those countries, except for 
legislation of the character which now exists, to bring their 
products here and undersell our people and destroy our indus- 
trial occupations. t 

But, aside from these considerations, isit true that legisla- 
tion of the description now proposed will aid the prosperity of 
the manufacturing interests of the United States? Will it add 
to the ability of the people of the United States to send abroad 
their products and sell them there, if this bill should pass with 


its increased free list, and with the diminution of duties pre- 
scribed in it, increasing largely the imports that shall be 
brought into this country in competition with the products of 
our own established industries? 

Tread, gentlemen, from the present law of 1890, which con- 
tains this provision: 

That where imported articles on which duties have been paid are used in 
the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United States 
there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback equal 
m See to the duties paid on the materials used, less | per cent of such 

That, you will see, leaves to the importations which are 
brought into this country and manufactured into articles here 
the unrestricted right to a return of the duties paid upon them, 
less only 1 per cent upon their exportation to any foreign coun- 
try. So you have the utmost freedom of trade by the system 
of drawbacks already provided for in the act of 1890. Whatever 
may be brought into the country that may bə used in the manu- 
facture of American products that are afterwards taken abroad, 
the importer who has paid the duties upon those materials has 
the right to have 99 per cent of these duties refunded to him as 
a matter of course by the custom-house. So that if there was 
this ability, if the power existed on the part of the people of the 
United States to compete with the products of the manufacturers 
of Europe upon the other side ofthe Atlantic, here is ample au- 
thority for it. 

The door is widely opened under this provision of the law for 
the purpose of securing that end and that result; and yet noth- 
ing has been accomplished; literally nothing has been accom- 
plished by means of this liberty to the manufacturing interests 
of the people of the United States. It is true that we do export 
articles to the other side and sell them there; but it isnotowing 
to the fact of the existence of such a provision as this. Itis 
owing to the circumstance that we are able to manufacture arti- 
cles requiring a large proportion of wood or other materials 
which we can supply cheaper than they can do it upon the other 
side, and it is because we have engaged successfully in those 
manufactures that we are able to export anything and make a 
show of foreign trade in this respect with the people on the other 
side of the Atlantic. 

Do not, therefore, be deceived, gentlemen. The people of the 
United States will not be deceived by the assurance that in this 
bill which is now before this House there will be any possible 
condition secured for manufacturing exports of the United States 
forsale and disposition in foreign countries. It can not be done, 
If it can be done at all, it could have been done already under 
the provision of the law securing this result to the persons who 
are engaged in the manufactures of the United States; but noth- 
ing has been accomplished, and we can expect nothing to be ac- 
complished, for the reason that the manufactures of the Old 
World can be produced at so much lower a figure than by the peo- 
ple of the United States as to render this practically impossible. 

If, therefore, this bill becomes alaw we substantially give away 
our market to the people of the Old World without any equiv- 
alent. They will increase their imports here to the extent of at 
least one-half more than they are able to do under the present 
law, and will importlargely into this country their manufactured 
articles and sell them on the market, and undersell our people. 
It isa matter of fact that under the present law, and in the last 
year prior to the present disturbance in the business of the 
country, we imported from the other side about $450,000,000 
worth of their products—their manufactured articles. They pay 
the duties upon those articles at an 3 rate of 45 per cent 
and still they come into the markets of the United States and 
undersell our people, who could produce most of the same things, 
and do it just as well, were it not for the increased amount that 
is paid to American labor. 

Phere is nothing, therefore, that we reasonably can hope to ex- 
pect from this source; but we must, if we build up our interests in 
this respect, build them up for the benefit of our people, for the 
security and the prosperity of the individuals who areengagedin 
these industrialenterprises. If you bring them downto the level 
of the Old World, thenone of two things must necessarily follow 
the enactment of the bill under discussion: Either our indus- 
trial institutions must be closed up, as they are substantially now 
under the cloud and disturbance produced by the fear that this 
bill will go into effect as a law; or else conflict must take place, 
with the persons who are e d in the industrial pursuits of 
the country, and as a result of that conflict our laboring people 
must be brought down substantially to the same grade as the 
laboring people of the Old World. 

There is no person who can look upon this result without dis- 

uietude. Where will be our industrial population? How will 

7 Ps sustained? How can they be supported? How can these 
millions live who will be discharged from pursuits that have 
heretofore been so entirely satisfactory to them? The situation 
of the industrial pursuits as we have built them up to such an 
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extent by means of legislation of this character is such that they 
have become essentially an important attribute of the institu- 
tions of our country. ey are part and parcel of America and 
of the American people, and the miliions who are engaged in 
these pursuits can find employment nowhere else, and in no 
other course of industrial pursuit. 

Hence, if Europe is to bring in manufactured articles in this 
manner our people who have their large capital invested in these 
industrial pursuits must either give up the contest or they must 
enter into a contest with the laboring population, by which they 
will bring labor down to the same grade of wages that the Euro- 
pean countries give. Will our Government, will our people, who 
are interested from nearly one end of the country to the other 
in these industrial pursuits, yield the market; will they abandon 
the protection of their own property and the maintenance of 
their own interests, or enter into a struggle and competition 
with the producers of the Old World and say to the people who 
are in their employment, You must come down to this measure 
of compensation, or otherwise you must be discharged and find 
some other means of livelihood. 

We know that it would be an utter im ibility for so largea 
population to be discharged upon the various communities of this 
country and be able to maintain themselves. They are depend- 
ent upon the existence of these manufacturing institutions. ney 
are dependent upon the progress and success of the industri 
market. Deprive them of that and you make out of those who 
are now intelligent, industrious, prosperous people, a class of 
beggars, many of them criminals. No person can look without 
apprehension at the possibility of that state of affairs. The 
prosperity of the country is opposed to this bill. 

The interests of the people in all respects and all classes, ex- 
cept importers, are opposed to it. Their interests have become 
interwoven together, for, though 8 in different pur- 
suits, they constitute one vast nation that secured its success 
and its prosperity under the operation of protective legislation. 
Yet we are asked to-day by those who present and advocate 
this bill to destroy this system by voluntarily throwing open our 
markets to the Old World and bringing this vast army of our own 
laboring population into competition with the underpaid labor 
of Europe. E i ster on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McDOWELL. Mr. 
the time of this House in the delivery of an address for home 
consumption. And I have no hope that what I may say or leave 
unsaid could affect the majority of this 8 They seem, like 
Ephraim of old, joined to their idols.” But I desire at least, 
to put myself on record, as I shall later by my vote, against the 

of the pending bill. 

A theory is only valuable until it comes in contact with a fact, 
and this bill is builded upon the theory of free trade, while the 
opposition has for its foundation the accomplished facts of the 
protective system. Asa theory, free trade will cause our land 
to blossom like the rose; as a fact it will cause it to blossom with 
the thistle and the weed. As a theory, it will give renewed life 
and vigor to our industries; as a fact, the very shadows of its 
coming has paralyzed them. As a theory, it will enable the con- 
sumer to buy at the lowest possible price; as a fact, it will de- 
prive the consumer of the means to buy at any price. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] As a theory, it will cause 
prosperity and ‘consequent ee to reign throughout our 
entire country; as a fact, it will lead to bankruptcy in business, 
and even greater suffering and want than now exist. 

These are not mere assertions, having their source in selfish 
interest or partisan bias. They are but the self-evident conclu- 
sions of all past experience as recited on the pages of our coun- 
try's history. With that experience not yet faded from the 
memory of the older generation who passed through some of its 
phases, and impressed upon the minds of the younger genera- 
tion, who look to the past for guidance in the present and for the 
future, it is not to be wondered that from every branch of our 
diversified industries, from every section of our country, and all 
classes of our peeps there arises a protest against the passage 
of this bill. Its shadow alone hasaroused them to a dread of its 
substance. In exercise of their constitutional 4 57 they are pe- 
titioning this Congress against the e this measure, and 
their earnestness is only equaled by the indifference of the ma- 
jority to their protests and appeals. [Applause.] 

But it was stated by the distinguished gentleman from West 
Virginia that these protests and petitions were dictated and 
their signing compelled by the overseers of the laboring men. 
I would say to that gen eman that overseers were abolished 
with slavery about 1865. The workingmen who signed those 
petitions are the peers in point of manhood and independence of 
any member of this House. They do not take their orders, either 
for the signing of petitions or on election day, from any man or 
set of men. They are leaders and not followers. ey are 
readers and students, and can give a reason for the hope that is 
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within them. There are men employed in the mills and factories 
and mines of this country who need sit at the feet of no man in 
this House to gain instruction on the questions of protection or 
of free trade. With them these questions are not theories. 

Until seven months ago these men who are now protesting 
against this bill were happy and prosperous. To-day many of 
them are idle, depending in whole or in part on public charity 
for their support, and all this through no fault of their own. 
What has caused this stagnation of business, this distress, this 
almost starvation, throughout this country? There is but one 
answer that can be made, and that is, the fear that the Wilson 
bill will become alaw. It is worse than folly to ascribe any other 
cause, or to attempt to.ascribe any other. That fear, and that 
fear alone, has banked the furnace fires and stopped the wheels 
of our manufacturing establishments, has made willing hands 
idle, and honest men the recipients of public charity. Thatfear 
has caused the child of hunger to suckle the breast of want. It 
has caused the father to hear his child cry for bread, without be- 
ba to still that cry. 

ith all this upon us at the present, and the absolute cer- 
tainty of still ter distress and troubles before us, should this 
bill become a law, why does the majority in this House insist 
upon the commission of what can only be regarded as a legisla- 
tive crime? Have the present misery and woe no power to re- 
strain it from completing the ruin of the people? ill nothing 
but the annihilation of the nation’s industrial system satisfy 
those to whom theory is aariing Aod experience nothing? 

The great argument against the McKinley law, as it has been 
against all our tariff laws, is its alleged unconstitutionality. If 
the men who framed the Constitution are to be credited with 
any knowledge whatever of what their work meant, then this 
argument must fall to the ground. For when enacting laws to 
give life and potency to that instrument, they embodied the pro- 
tective policy in the very first. Is it possible that this great 
truth, if truth it be, was overlooked by Washington, and Jeffer- 
son, and Madison, and the Adamses, or was it withheld from these 
wise founders of the nation and only declared to the babes and 
sucklings of the Democracy of to-day? It can not be that this is 
true. The argument is contrary to history and contrary to the 
oprea judgment of the greatest minds the. country has eyer 

uced. 

If it be patriotic to declare that unconstitutional which the 
framers of the Constitution inaugurated, then this bill should 
become a law. If it be wise to legislate upon the unsubstantial 
grounds of theory, rather than upon the sure basis of indisput- 
able facts, then this bill should be put upon the statute books. 
If it be prudent to refuse to permit our path to be lighted by the 
lamp of experience, and, like blind men following the lead of the 
blind, turn from certainty to uncertainty, and from what has been 
pora to that which is but an experiment, then this bill should 

ave our votes. If it be wise financial policy to pass a bill to 
raise reyenue which confessedly will create an enormous defi- 
ciency in the revenues; if Jorge a importation of for- 
eign-made goods, to further which increase this bill is avowedl 
framed, will give work to men who are idle now; if the less wor 
there is to be done here and the more men there are to do it 
the higher will be the rate of wages: if the farmer is to be ben- 
efited by opening to his products a foreign market 3,000 miles 
away, at the cost of destroying the home market now at his 
door—if all these assumptions be true, then this bill should pass. 

But against their truth the whole people voice their indignant 
protest. They understand this bill, and no oratory however 
fervent can blind them to what it means. They know that the 
pomu upon which it is framed are false, their deductions 

logical, their theories vain, and the results disastrous to the 
interests and industries of the whole people. And they are 
protesting inst it, protesting to unheeding ears. But in 
next November they will have the hearing denied them now, 
and their ballots then will be as effectual as their petitions now 
are unavailing. Sarees on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MEIKLES . Mr. Chairman, the nation to-day is in an 
anomalous condition. Blessed with bounteous crops, with uni- 
versal peace at home and abroad, with an incomparable develo 
ment in manufactures, we are in the midst of an industrial pends 
ysis and financial depression unparalleled in our nation’s bistory. 

Less than eighteen months ago a new propaganda was issued 
to the American people by a national party in convention assem- 
bled in the Columbian city. The manifesto opened with the 
usual and customary prologue: 

That we, the Democratic party of the United States in convention assem- 
bled, do reaffirm our — peg to the principles of the party as formulated 
by Jefferson and exem ed 7. a long and illustrious line of successors in 
Democratic leadership from Madison to Cleveland. 

After this pledge of fealty and rebaptism of faith in the teach- 
ings of the prototype of Democracy, you said: 

We believe that the public welfare demands that these principles be applied 
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to the conduct ot the Federal Government through the accession to power 
of the party that advocates them. 

The climax of the iniroduction is the 
impending national danger when you said: 

And we solemnly declare that the need of a return to these fundamental 
8 tree and popular government based on home rule and individual 
berty was never more urgent than now. : 

The epilogue of this pronunciamento is no less presumptuous 
than the prologue. It is a prayer for the vation of the 
country through ‘‘a change of party, a oange of administration, 
a change of system, and a change of method.” 

One year ago the prayer for *‘a changeof party” was, through 
the ies of a plurality but not a majority of the electors of this 
nation, answered, and for the first time for more than a third of 
a century the executive and both branches of the legislative de- 
partments of the Government were placed in the absolute con- 
trol of the Democratic party. The American people prior to 
this change of party“ were enjoying the blessings guaranteed 
to them by the Constitution. Industry, the great heart of the 
arterial system of trade, was beating normally and regularly; 
her pulsations filled the conduits of commerce with the products 
of American labor, American capital, and American genius. 
She blessed with wealth and prosperity the most remote part 
of the nation; she fed the bread-winners of the land with the 

roduce of American soil and made a home market for the Amer- 
ba farmer; capital had a field for investment; labor, employ- 
ment; transportation, trade and commerce; manufactures, a de- 
mand for their products. 

The nation was blessed with universal prosperity, and happi- 
ness and contentment beamed from the home. The maxim of 
Daniel Webster, that Where there is work for the hands there 
is work for the teeth,” was never more fully verified. This was 
the condition of our Republic before the transformation scene of 


nye ago. s * 

A CHANGE OF PARTY 
was the verdict of the ballots; the change of administration“ 
had not yet come. Its realization was four months in the future. 
The prospect of Democratic experimentation and platform trans- 
lation began its Tea of 2 = Srl n ration — Freer 
depression. too ight; in rag? | mo gishly; 

8680 of Sor testes decreased to the current jp datas 

bor saw her wages decline and the doors of employment slowly 
close. 

Doubt and uncertainty drove our medium of exchange into 
hiding; banks were forced to realize on securities to keep up re- 
serves; exports decreased and contents of bonded warehouses 
inereased. The nation for the first time since 1857 began to 
taste the unripened fruit of free trade and that sweet morsel of 
Anglomaniacs, the markets of the world. Who could predict 
what was in store when a change of administration” should 


come? 

y towhom the control of the Government 
has been intrusted in their indictment against the Republi- 
can party denounced as a fraud that protection which had reared 
industries, increased the national wealth, ennobled labor, and 
crowned us with industrial independence. That this policy was 
afelony, the robbery of the i ien majority of American peo- 
ple for the benefit of afew.” It said: 

We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that 
the federal Government has no constitutional power toimpose and collect 
tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue only. 

It charged the policy of protection as a violation of the funda- 
men tal law of the toe our Constitution, for the past thirty years, 
and yet it never invoked the judicial power of that same instru- 
ment to declare that policy unconstitutional. It charged the 
arch crime of Republicanism in these words: 

“We denounce the McKinley law enacted by the Fifty-first Congress as the 
culminating atrocity of class legislation. 

And said: 

We promise its repeal as one of the beneficial results that will follow the 
action of the people in intrusting power to the Democratic party. 

You crowned this catalogue of reformations with a declaration 
to repeal the 10 per cent tax on State banks. 

‘Those who study the logic and rhetoric of Democratic plat- 
forms and promises know that like the hieroglyphics on the 
monoliths and cenotaphs of Egypt, they require the 8 
of a Rosetta stone for their interpreta’ and translation. [Ap- 
plause on Republican side.] We understood perfectly well that 

ou did not intend to repeal the ‘‘culminating atrocity of ‘class 

egislation“ and enact a policy of tariff for revenue only,” or 
the 10 per cent tax on State banks. These threats, however, 
against the policy.of a third of a century have only been less 
damaging and pernicious to the nation ‘than their enactment 
and consummation. 
A CHANGE OF ADMINISTRATION 


came and ushered in a panic transcending inseverity the panics 


ve announcement of 


of 1837 and 1857, as the business of the country had grown and 
its interests multiplied. é 

The priestess of an Adelphian oracle could not predict the fu- 
ture. The place of the manufacture became the home of the 
bat. Fixed prices were unknown quantifies. The confidence 
and faith that prevailed throughout the land was shaken to its 
foundation, The success of Democracy depressed trade and 
e its Administration paralyzed Amercan industries 
and electrified British manufacturers. The fires which Repub- 
lican protection had lighted were extinguished by Democratic 
tariff for revenue only. i 

There wasa prostration of American interests and a lockout 
of American labor. The bears of trade performed fantastic gy- 
rations on stock exc e; solvent banks closed their doors; 
foreign holders of American securities demanded uidation; 
the gold reserve in the national Treasury registered its lowest 
point. The decline in prices of farm products was simultaneous 
with the decrease in home consumption. The Democratic party 
had denounced the Republican party as one which fosters no in- 
dustry so much as it does that of the sheriff.” The industry of 
the sheriff, however, has never been so active, so abundantly 
8 and nourished and universally patronized since the 

mocratic days of 1857 as it has during the past nine months 
under this change of Administration. [Applause.] 

The allegation needs no proof; we see the evidence on every 
hand. A million of the sons of toil are barred from employment, 
and their cries.come to these halls daily from every quarter of 
the nation for relief from their condition of want and starvation 
The avenues of business and trade are strewn with lost fortunes 
and financial wrecks, while the people patiently plead for relief. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

- CLEVELAND SAW THE HANDWRITING. 

It would be difficult indeed for one to picture the want, woe, 
and distrust which prevailed throughout the land under ‘this 
change of Administration,” in any stronger language than did 
N in the eall for the special session of Congress. He 
said: 

Whereas the distrustand a 


age to.our 
mannfacture, 


the financial situation 


AN in the same message to Congress of August 7, 1893, he 


The existence of an alarming and extraordinay businesssituation, mvolv- 
ing the welfare and prosperity of all our people, has constrained me to call 
ther in extra session the leis representatives in Congress, to the 
end that through a wise and patriotic exercise of the legislative duty with 
which they solely are charged, present evilsmay be mitigated and dangers 
threatening the future may be averted. 

Our unfortunate financial plight is net the result of untoward events, nor 
of conditions related to our natural resources; nor is it traceable to mra 
the afflictions peer pg arate national growth and 8 th 
plenteous crops, with al ant promise of remunerative production and 
manufacture, with unusual invitation to safe investment, and with satis- 
assurance to bi en „ suddenly financial distrust and 

up on every side. Numerous moneyed institutions have 
useabundant assets were not immediately available to meet 
the demands of tened depositors. Surviving tions and individ- 
uals are content to in hand the money they usualy are anxious to loan, 
curities aay 10 loans, th 3 tisf; nr I 
offer for though heretofore satisfactory, are no longer 
accepted. Values to be fixed are fast conjectural, and 
loss and failures have invaded every branch of business. 


The Democratic saw this ominous handwriting on the 
wall through the nation, and called on its political astrologers, 
sooth sayers, and necromancers for an interpretation, but all 
failed to make known the cause of our national . As 
Belshazzar called the prophet Daniel to translate the fateful 
writing on the wall, so the Democratic party called its great 
prophet, not a Daniel, but one of the stuffed variety, to interpret 
the meaning of the words in its platform. 

We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman act of 
= Beng acowardly makeshift, fraught with the possibilities of danger in the 

Had the divination been delayed until after the election of 
1893 even an average free trader, and he is nothing if not a 
prophet, could have read it easily and correctly, though inagony: 
mene, mene, tekel, upharsin— God hath numbered thy i 
dom and finished it. Thou art weighed in the balances and art 
found wanting.” Thy kingdom is divided and given to the Re- 
publicans and protectionists. ughter.] 

In less than eight months after this change = ee and less 
than four months after the change of Administration the condi- 
tion of the country had become so threatening and appalling 
that the President was forced to eall the National in 
extra session. In the same message the President said: 


It may be true that the embarrassment from which business of the coun- 
try is suffering arises as much from evils apprehended as those actually ex- 


This tersely and succinctly describes the condition of the coun- 


x 
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try which has existed since the nation declared for Democratic 
control of the Federal Government. The evils 5 
were those arising from threats in your platform to abolish pro- 
tection, repeal the tax on State banks, and „ 
We have experienced a change of y and à change of Ad- 
ministration for the short period of nine months and the nation 
is now awai the offspring of a change of system“ and a 
“change of methods.“ [Applause.] 


UNCONDITIONAL REPEAL. 


The extrao session of Congress called by the President 
convened on August 7, and eighty days were consumed by the 
Democratic party in the translation of the words, We hold to 
the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and the coinage of both gold and silver without the dis- 
crimination of either.” The Democratic party were not agreed 
as to the correct interpretation of this passage in the platform, 
and again deferred to the prophet. He declared it meant un- 
conditional repeal of the Sherman law and gold monometallism 
for the future coinage of the nation. 

The “cowardly makeshift” was repealed, and with repeal the 
wiseacres prophesied the reéstablishment of confidence, the re- 
vival of industries, the employment of labor, the rise of prices, 
and a return of the era of prosperity which prevailed through- 
out the nation a year ago under Republican administration. 
Has the prophecy beenf ed? Has there been any transfor- 
mation of the condition of the country since the day of the un- 
conditional repeal of the Republican cowardly. makeshift”? 
Has unconditional repeal started idle factories and employed 
starving labor? Has unconditional repeal given bread to the 
workingmen? Do labor and capital walk hand in hand along 
the avenues of investment? Has it inspired credit and confi- 
dence? Has it given stability to markets and caused a rise in 
the ps of farm produce? Newman Hall said clamorous la- 
bor knocks with its hundred hands at the golden gate of the 
morning.” Labor with its hundred hands is still knocking at 
the gates of industry, but they are not opened. 

The financial and industrial condition is to-day as you found 
it with the e of the unconditional repeal of the Sherman 
law. On what could you anchor hops forany change when you 
cried unconditional re of the Sherman law and with the 
same voice threatened “State bank tax repeal,” tariff for reve- 
nue only,” an “income tax,” and the annihilation of reciprocity? 

Physical prostration is not relieved by aggravating its induc- 


cause, 
11 is folly to prescribe revolutionary legislation as a remed 
for our industrial and financial depression caused by fear of suc 
action. 

Only a . quack in such case insists similia similibus 
curantur. There has never been a day since the change of ad- 
ministration to the Ist of October but that the total of the im- 

rts has exceeded the exports. There never was a day in 1892 
Adag the same period but what the total exports exceeded the 


imports, as the following table shows: 


The excess of exports for 1891 was $142,000,000, and for 1892 
$97,000,000. . 

The decrease of exports over imports in 1892 was $45,000,000, 
and $43,000,000 of that reduction wasin the months of November 
. and December, 1892, under prospective Democratic rule. 

The exports of gold and silver bullion for April, May, and 
June, 1893, exceeded those for the same period in 1892 by 813, 
000,000. I append a table giving the exact figures: 


Exports and ort old and silver coin and bullion From and into the 
— vor, three months ending June 30, — — 1593. 


Fi 8.25 5, 753, 291 
i a 32,412,277 | 45, 430, 482 


The unconditional repeal of the Sherman law has caused no 
rise in the price of cereals. The market values of wheat and 
corn have declined nearly 12 per cent. 

Lappend a table from the weekly market letter of Clapp & 
Co., New York: 


Months. 


September 
October 


The condition of business is shown by commercial reporters to 
remain comparatively unchanged. 
Dun's Review of November 18, 1893, says: 


: Pones is gaining, but it isa constant complaint that the improvement 
Slow. 
Te} 


mile in Piadena only 11, 


Review of November 25, 1893, says: 


: erun sty increases slowly, and all branches of business are waiting 
‘or its growth. 

‘Trade waits for the revival of industries, and the week's returns respecting 
industrial progress are rather conflicting. 


Failures, compiled from Dun's Review, show no decrease since 
the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law: 


rt that out of 90,000 persons employed in 
are at work. 


I quote from the Chicago Times, November 7, 1893: 


Everybody is waiting for somebody else to move. The purchasing clause 
of the Sherman silver law has been repealed, and what was generally ex- 
pected has not happened. 


Also from the Chicago Times, November 13, 1893: 


Too hopes had been entertained by many people regarding the re- 
peal of the silver-purchasing clause of the herman Inw. It 9 much 
toe that the repeal would be immediately followed by a complete res- 
toration of confidence and a return to the condition of things exis prior 
to the recent panic. 


i 1 following extract shows the commercial situation on 
une 1: 

Bradstreet's, a great commercial authority, has received re- 
ports from 800 manufacturing establishments, at 210 different 
points, that have closed their doors since June 1, and says: 

A summary of the results of the investigation shows that no fewer than 

000 industrial, b trades, and l 
out of work within tho period specified, due to the abeoluts closing OF 8 


establishments at which they were engaged or the shutting down of work at 
the mines. 


The conclusions arrived at by Bradstreet’s are given as fol- 
lows: 

When it is realized that this report, moe ened neta Rees is quite incom- 
lete so far as the country at is concerned, even with respect to manu- 
acturing establishments which have wholly closed down for one reason or 

another, and that it takes no account of the thousands of reductions of work- 
forces in other manufacturing establishments, in commercial houses, 
or by transportation organizations, ooh ee small, it becomes plain to the 
casual observer that there are in all probability no fewer than 000 to 900,- 
000 idle employés of manufacturing, commercial and other ente at this 
time, who were nearly, if not all, actively re three or four months 
o, and that not more than one-sixth to one-fifth of this te may 
ly be said to have been out of work during the past two months owing to 
the d midsummer shut down or the necessity for repairs, or to the 
taking of inventories, eren though the not infrequent midsummer-wages 
dispute in the iron and steel industries be taken into account. 


THE REMEDY. 


Counterirritants in physical diseases are used to produce irri- 
tation at one point to relieve an affection at another. This prin- 
ciple in y infirmaties can not be 1 5 5 to national mala- 
dies. You can not inspire faith and hope with suspense and 
doubt. You can not create confidence and trust with uncer- 
tainty and cy. You can not remove fear and distrust 
with objects of terror and fright. If you would raise the siege 
against American labor, cease firing free-trade shells at the bul- 
warks of American industries. If you would have confidence 


try invited American labor. Labor invited consumpt 


Government economically 
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and reliance in financial circles and harmony in monetary af- 
fairs, tell the nation you did not intend to repeal the tax on 
State banks; that it was a mere exhibition of legerdemain to se- 
cure the support of the Southern Democracy. As the Presi- 
dent has failed to refer in his message to Congress to this plank 
in the Democratic platform it is reasonable to presume he con- 
sidered it innocuous desuetude. If you would answer the prayer 
that comes daily from the millions of American toilers for an 
opportunity to work for bread, declare that articles for Ameri- 
can consumption shall be made by American labor on American 
soil and in American manufactures. [Applause on Republican 


nae} PROTECTION. 


The policy of protection for American industries inaugurated 
by the colonies, sacredly guarded and preserved by them in the 
Constitution, engrafted in the laws by the founders of the Gov- 
ernment and indorsed by the American people for more than a 
century, has been the foundation of our great industrial system 
and the corner stone of American prosperity and American 
wealth. It was used by the Colonies as a weapon of defense 

ainst tyranny. It has produced a century of development and 
5 without parallel in all the world’s history. It has 
caused geniusand capital to turn nature’s resources to the wants 
of man and civilization. The Revolution gave us national inde- 

ndence. Protection has given us industrial independence. 
reland once bloomed with industrial prosperity. 

England prevailed upon her to produce the raw material for 
English manufactures. She consented, and the Emerald Isle 
became a garden for England. Whenshe parted with manufac- 
tures she parted with her liberty and independence. When 

land extended this same invitation to America, Protection 
replied that she would take the bounteous resources from the 
hand of God, combine them with American ‘capital and Ameri- 
can energy, and manufacture for American consumption. Pro- 
tection was the key to the storehouse of American resources. 
These resources opened the doors to American 2 72 
on. n- 
sumption made a home market for the products of our soil. 
This combination of natural resources, industry, laber, and 
home market, has crowned the Union with national wealth and 
independence. 

My colleague, Mr. BRYAN, in the Fifty-second Congress, said 
that protection has crushed the people like the Australasian 
cannibal tree. 

You pass this bill and you will not only crush, but you will 
draw the lifeblood of the nation and her people. 

I would advise my friend that if he has any of these cannibal 
trees in stock he should dispose of them under a sale extraor- 
dinary at reduced prices before the e of this measure, as 
they will then only thrive in English soil. [Applause on Re- 


publican side.] 
CONSTITUTIONALITY. 


You declared that the Federal Government has no constitu- 
tional power to impose and collect tariff duties except for reve- 
nue only. You argue that the Constitution being one of limited 
and enumerated powers the power to regulate commerce does 
not include protection to home industries. You have admitted 
in the past under this power that to levy a duty is a proper 
method to regulatecommerce. That duties may be levied under 
the Constitution, not for revenue only, but to counteract foreign 
restrictions and prohibitions. That when revenue is the design 
of the law that incidental protection ma be given to manufac- 
tures. You said in your platform in 1884: 


That revenue for customs duties should be levied for the support of the 
administered, and when so levied the foste: of 
American labor, manufactures, and industries should constantly be held in 
view. i 


In your platform in 1888 you said: 


Our established domestic industries and enterprises should not and need 
not be endangered by reduction and correction of the burdens of taxation. 
On the contrary, a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due allow- 
ance for the difference between the wages of American and foreign labor, 
must promote and encourage every branch of such industries and enter- 
— DY gi them assurance of an extended market and steady and con- 
tinuous operations. 


In the minority report of your committee on platforms in your 
last national convention you said: 

That when custom-house taxation is levied upon articles of any kind pro- 
duced in this country the difference between the cost of labor here and 
abroad, when such a difference exists, fully measures any possible benefits 
to labor and the enormous additional im tions of the existing tariff fall 
with crushing force upon our farmers and workingmen. 

Delegates representing three-eighths of the Democracy of the 
country here admit that a duty equal to the difference between 
home and foreign wages was necessary. 

Every Republican in the land insists that in any correct sys- 
tem of customs this allowance should be made. 


As the parties are equally balanced numerically we have prac- 
tically three-fourths of the American people united on the prop- 
osition that a tariff duty equal to the difference between Ameri- 
can and eee wages is constitutional and demanded for the 
protection of labor. You said in that minority report: 

Butin reduction in 1 
an n to promote tate e r dane 
many industries have come to rely upon legislation for successful continu- 
ance, so that any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor 
and the capital thus involved. 

Three-eighths of the delegates to that convention by their 
votes subscribed to the doctrine that our industries are depend- 
ent upon protection for their successful continuance and that 
any e 2 in the laws should be made regardful of labor and 
capital.” 

he minority report from which I have quoted had received 
the indorsement of the Democratic convention of 1884 and 1888 
which had twice nominated Grover Cleveland for the Presidency 
but in 1892 the substitute was adopted declaring protection of 
every kind and variety unconstitutional. 

To catch the voters both ‘‘a-comin’ and a-goin’,” as the slang 
phrase goes, Mr. Cleveland allowed himself to be understood as 
adhering to the tariff planks indorsed 1 Democratic con- 
ventions of 1884 and 1888, notwithstanding their rejection in 
1892, and it is a fact which no candid person can deny that the 

ople believed in the obstinate honesty of the President, but 

ew gave any real weight to the platform of his party. I may 
concede they had reason for faith in the man but none in his 
party. fappimss:] 

Even in message of December, 1893, he said: 

We can not close our eyes to the fact that conditions have grown up among 
us which in justice and fairness call for discriminating care in the tribu- 
tion of such duties and taxation as the emergencies of our Government 
actually demand. 

You have in times past, through your leaders to whom to-day 
you gave the mocking service of lip praise, admitted that the 
power in the Constitution on regulating commerce is not wholly 
confined to revenue or wholly confined to commerce. If the ob- 
jects of this provision in our Constitution are for levying inci- 
dental protection and lex talionis, why should it not include the 
object involved by every nation on the earth and the American 
policy of protection to the American manufactures and Ameri- 
can industries. 

Dr pasai in a letter of Joseph C. Cabell of September, 1828, 

if revenue be the sole object of a legitimate impost, and the encourage- 
ment of domestic articles be not within the power of regulating trade, it 
wou.d follow that no monopolizing or unequal regulations of foreign na- 
tions could be counteracted. 

Under the Confederation the power to levy duties on imports 
and the protection of manufactures and agriculture was reserved 
to and exercised by the several States. When the Federal Con- 
stitution was adopted this power was taken from the States. It 
follows that if the power was not given to the Federal Govern- 
ment it is annihilated. Is it resonable that the States which 
had protected manufactures and encouraged agriculture would 
have ratified our Constitution if it did not contain the power 
which was their weapon of defense against foreign tyranny and 
the foundation of their welfare and PANE 

On this Madison, in his letter to Joseph C. Cabell, said: 

It is a simple question under the Constitution of the United States whether 
the power to re te trade with foreign nations as a distinct and sub- 
stantive item inthe enumerated powers embraces the object of encoura; 
by duties, restrictions, and prohibitions the manufactures and products o 
ber comnts and the affirmative must be inferred from the following con- 

r : 

1, The meaning of the phrase “to regulate trade“ must be sought in the 
general use of it; in other words, in the objects to which the 4 —— was gen- 
fodein eres to be applicable when the phrase was rted in the 

2. The power has been understood and used òy all commercial and manu- 
facturing nations as emb; the object of encouraging manufactures, 
It is believed that not a single exception can be named. o 

3. This has been particularly the case with Great Britain, whose commer- 
cial vocabulary is the parent of ours. A primary object ot her commercial 


pi oseng. is well known to have been the protection and encouragement 
of he 


r manufactures. 

4. Such was understood to be a proper use of the power by the States most 
repared for manufacturing industry whilst re the power over their 
oreign trade. 

5. ‘Sich a use of the power by Congress accords with the intention and ex- 
pectation of the States in transferring the power over trade from themselves 
to the Government of the United States. 

If Congress have not the power, it is annihilated for the nation; a policy 
without example in any other nation and within the reason of the solitary 
one in our own. 


In October, 1828, he wrote Mr. Cabell: 


I stated briefly the grounds on which I rested my opinion, that a power to 
impose duties and restriction on imports, with a view to encourage domes- 
ee was constitutionally lodged in Congress. 

e theory of let us alone” supposes that all nations concur ina 
fect freedom of commercial intercourse; were this the case they would in a 
commercial sense be but one nation, as much as the several districts com- 
pong u particular nation, and the theory would be as applicable to the 
ormer as the latter. But this golden of free trade has not yet arrived, 
nor is there a single nation that has set the example, 
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Another one of that long and illustrious line of successors 
from Madison to Cleveland” has added his indorsement to 5 
tection of American industries. Jackson, in his message to Con- 
gress in 1830, said: 


The object of the tariff is objected to by some as unconstitutional, and it 
is considered by almost all as defective in many of its parts. The power to 


or duties on imports o. belonged to the several States. The 
right to adjust these duties with a view to the encouragement of domestic 
branches of industry is so completely incidental to that power, that it is dif- 
cult to suppose the existence of the one without the other. 

The States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the Gen- 
eral Government without limitation or restriction, saving the very incon- 
siderable reservation relating to their inspection laws. This authority 
having thus entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it for the 
purpose of protection, does not exist in them, and consequently if it be not 

by the General Government it must be extinct. 

Our political system would thus present the anomaly of a people sipped 
ot the right to foster their own industry, and to counteract the most selfish 
and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. This 
surely can not be the case. 

‘This indispensable power thus surrendered by the States must be within 
the scope of the authority on the subject expressly delegated to Congress. 

In this conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents 
Washin, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have each repeatedly rec- 
ommended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uni- 
form practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the 
general understanding of the people. 

That part of his message on manufactures was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures in Congress, and both the majority 
and minority report of that committee indorsed his utterances 
relating to the constitutionality of protection of the American 
industries. t z 

Mr. Mallory, who presented the report for the majority of the 
committee, said: 

The committee are gratified to have the opinion of the President, clearly 
—55 3 that the tariff for protecting domestic industries is con- 

tutio: 

Our Government has adopted and ‘endeavored to sustain by repeated 
legislative enactments a cy which has had the sanction of Washington, 
Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe. It has beensanctioned by the continued 
acquiescence of the States and the general understanding of the people. 

Mr. Menell, in presenting the views of the minority of the 
committee, said: : 

With the President we also concur in the constitutionality of an adjust- 


mentof import duties with a view to the protection of our own agriculture 


and manufact 


ures. 
It would be difficult to frame a more direct, convincing, and conclusive ar- 
gument on that point thanis presented in the message. 


ATROPHY OF DEMOCRACY, 


The Democratic party, in speaking of the principles of Thomas 
Jefferson, in their platform said: 

We believe that the public welfare demands that these principles be ap- 
plied to the conduct of the Federal Government through the accession to 
power of the party that advocates them. 

I would that you indorse the policy of protection as did 
Thomas Jefferson, the prototype ofa genuine Democracy. He 
dimly saw in 1800 what he openly advocated in 1816, the pro- 
tection of American industries and agriculture, and that the 
combination of manufactures and agriculture was the foundation 
of American independence. He said in his message to Congress 
in December, 1802: 

To cultivate peace, maintain commerce and navigation in all their lawful 
enterprises; to foster our fisheries and nurseries of navigation, and for the 


nurture of man and protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances 
+ * are the landmarks by which we are to guide ourselves in all our pro- 


He became more courageous during his second term, and in 
speaking of the suspension of commerce by belligerent powers, 
in his message to Congress in November, 1808, he says: 

The situation into which we have been thus forced has impelled us to a 
ply a portion of our industry and capital to internal manufactu im- 
8 The extent of this conversion is daily increasing. and little 

ubt remains that the establishments formed and forming will, under the 
auspices of cheaper materials and subsistence, the freedom of labor from 
taxation with us, and protecting duties and prohibitions. become permanent. 


I would like to ask my Democratic friends if these sentiments 
coming from their great leader, Jefferson, do not have a ten- 
dency to stay their hunger for tariff for revenue only? He left 
another message from which modern Democracy should profit. 
In a letter to his friend Benjamin Austin in January, 1816, he 
says: 

You tell me I am quoted by those who wish to continue our dependence 
on England for manufactures. There was a time when I might have been 
so quoted with candor, but within thirty years which have since elapsed 


how are circumstances changed. We must now place the manufacturer 
by the side of the agriculturist. 


In speaking of American independence from the protection of 
American industries, in the same communication he says: 


Shall we make our comforts or go without them at the will of a fore 
nation? He, therefore, who is now t domestic manufacture must 
for reduc: us either to ee. on that foreign nation, or to be clothed 
in skins and to live like wild beasts in dens and caverns. I am not one of 
these. Experience has taught me that manufactures are now as necessary 
to our independence as to our comfort, and if those who quote me as ofa 
different opinion will keep pace with me in p no foreign 
when an equivalent of domestic fabrication can be obtained, without re- 
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by Madison, Monroe, and Jackson. 


gard to difference of price, it will not be our fault if we do not soon have a 
supply at home equal to our demand, and wrest that weapon of distress 
from the hand which has wielded it. 


That these were the words of Jefferson on protection can not 
be gainsaid, and that they were written by him with care and 
deliberation is evidenced by his communication to Mr. Austin 
in February, 1816. He says: 

Your favor of January 25 is just now received. I am in general ex- 
tremely unwilling to be carried into the newspapers, no matter what the 
subject. With respect, however, toso much of my letter of January 9 as 
relates to manufactures, I have less repugnance because there is perhaps a 
degree of duty to avowa change of opinion called for by a change of circum- 
stances, and especially on a point now become peculiarly interesting. 


I fear if Jefferson were in these halls to-day he would fail to 
recognize modern Democracy as the legitimate offspring of those 
prinviples which he taught. You say in your platiorm that 
these principles of Jefferson were ‘‘exemplified by a long and 
illustrious line of successors in Democratic leadership from Mad- 
ison to Cleveland.” These principles were certainly exemplified 
Madison, in his message to 
Congress in December, 1815, says: 

Under circumstances giving a powerful impulse to manufacturing in- 
dustry it has made among us a progress and exhibited an efficiency which 
justify the belief that with a protection not more than is due to the enter- 
prising citizens whose interests are now at stake it will become at an early 
day not only safe against occasional competitions from abroad, but a source 
of domestic wealth and even of external commerce. It will be an additional 
recommendation of particular manufactures when the material for them are 
extensively drawn from our agriculture. ; 

Monroe in his message to Congress in December, 1822, says: 


Satisfied I am, whatever may be the abstract doctrine in favor of unre- 
stricted commerce, provided nations would concur in it, and it was not 
liable to be interrupted by war, which has never occurred and can not be ex- 
pected, that there are strong reasons applicable to our situation and relations 
with other countries which imposs on us the obligation to cherish and sus- 
tain manufactures. - 

In his message of December, 1823, he recommends additional 
protection. He says: 

Having communicated my views to Congress at the commencement of last 
session respecting the encouragement which ought to be given to our man- 
ufactures and the principle on which it should be founded, I have only to 
add that those views re unchanged and that the present state of those 
countries with which we have the most immediate political relation, the 
greatest commercial intercourse tends to confirm them. Under this im- 
pression I recommend a review of the tariff for the purpose of affording such 
1 to those articles which we are prepared to manufac- 
ture or which are more immediately connected with the defense and inde- 
pendence of our country. 


We have heard the voice of the people against this infamous 
measure through petitions and at the polls. My colleague [Mr. 
BRYAN] will remember, in the Fifty-second Congress, in speak- 
ing of the election of 1890, he said that he would not find fault 
with Mr. REED if he consumed his time in recalling those words 
of Thomas Moore, The last rose of summer.” 

You will remember that you predicted that the revolution“ 
might reach the shores of Maine. Little you then thought that 
it would reach the prairies of Nebraska before the shores of 
Maine. Withthe victory of the Administrationin the last Dem- 
ocratic convention in Nebraska and the Republican victory in 
the nation I know my colleague will find no fault with me if I 
consume sufficient time to recall the words in the last stanza of 
that beautiful anapest: 


So. soon may I follow, 
When e decay. 
And from love's shining circle 
The gems drop away. 
When true hearts lie withered, 
And fond ones are flown, 
Oh. who would inhabit 
This cold world alone. 

[Laughter and a piece) 

The pending bill lays a mailed hand upon every American in- 
dustry. Tosomeit extends the doubtful clemency of alingering 
death. 

Let us examine it with respect to two which have obtained a 
footing in my own as well as some other States. This will serve 
to illustrate its general plan and purpose. 

SUGAR. 


It provides that bounty on sugar under the act of 1890 shall be 
reduced one-eighth each year, beginning with July 1, 1895, ex- 
1 to July 1, 1902, inclusive, and shall thereafter cease and 

etermine. 


Present 
law. 


Present 
law. 


Present 


Present 
bill. bill. 


Year. | Year. 
i 


Cts. per lb. Cts. per ld. Cte. 10. Cte. 70. 
z 2 | 1900 z Pr 2 2 


to do to do 


te to to t to to 


786 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 


Under present law the benefit in eleven years would be 22 
cents, or an average of 2 cents per pound per annum. 

Under this bill the benefit is 9 cents in eleven years, or an 
average of nine-elevenths of a cent per pound per annum. 

This is a reduction of 59% per cent on this industry, while 
the reduction on sugar in which the sugar trust is interested 
is but 50 per cent. 

Why this discrimination in favor of the sugar octopus? 

Sugar is an American agricultural industry which is yetin its 
infancy. It is an exception to the rule, insisted upon by those 
on the other side of this House, that a tariff for revenue only is 
the true policy, and that established industries are only inci- 
dentally protected under that policy. You invoke the most se- 
vere construction of the tariff policy in the Democratic platform, 
and it ought not to be applied to this important and growing ag- 
ricultural product. Wherever in the pasta distinction has been 
made between agricultural industries and manufactures it has 
always been in favor of agriculture. The evidence of this is not 
only shown in the first tariff law of 1789, but the efforts which 
were then made to protect it are shown by public writings, de- 
bates in Congress, and subsequent tariff acts. 

In the first tariff law of 1789 cotton was protected 3 cents per 
pound, tobacco 6 cents, indigo 16 cents, and hemp 60 cents. 

Mr. Burke, in speaking on the cotton industry in the House, 
said: 


The ordinary crops of the South no longer pay, and that the cultivation of 
cotton was in 9 there, and 11 aod seed could be procured he 
hoped it might succeed. 

It did succeed, and cotton became king. 
Mr. Sinnickson, of New Jersey, spoke for the manufacture of 


beer. He said: 
As the raw material (barley and aoe were produced in this country, it 
tend to advance the agricultural interests. 


Mr. Madison thereupon moved to lay 8 cents duty per gallon 
on beer,and hoped that such encouragement would induce its 
manufacture to take deep root, in which case it would produce 
the collateral good hinted at by the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. Bland, of Virginia, spoke for a prohibitory duty on beef. 

Mr. Sherman, of Connecticut, was in favor of a like duty on 
tobacco in aid of agriculture. à 

In 1812, Mr. Jeferson, in writing to an English traveler, said: 

I have not formerly been an advocate for great manufactures., I doubt 
whether our labor employed in agriculture, and aided by the spontaneous 
energies of the earth, would not produce us more (abroad) than we could 
make ourselves of other necessaries. But other considerations entering 
into the question have settled my doubts. 

We find in 1816 Mr. Dallas, when Secretary of the Treasury 
under Mr. Madison and subsequently Vice-President, and giv- 
ing the casting (Democratic) vote on the tariff of 1846, divided 
our industries into three classes. His second class embraces— 

Manufactures which being recently or partially established, do not at 
present supply the demand for domestic use and consumption. but which 
with proper cultivation are capable of being matured to the whole extent 
of the demand. 

In this class falls the sugar industry of this country. He 
further said: ‘ 

is fully thought to be in th f Congress U. timed 
2 8 od patronage to Place them, within av 88 
a footing on which the manufactures included in the first class (i. e., perma- 
nent or established) have been so happily placed by the lapse of a few years 
and the perseverance of a comparatively few in Mals. 


In 1816 Mr. Jefferson, in referring to the powers of other na- 
tions, said: 

To be independent for the comforts of life we must fabricate them for our 
selves. The great question is, shall we make our own comforts or-go witk 
out them at the ofa foreign nation. He therefore who is now against 
domestic manufactures must be for reducing us either to a dependence on a 
foreign nation or to be clothed in skins. 


To-day we consume 2,000,000 tons, or 4,000,000,000 pounds, of 
sugar, and for nine-tenths of this article, which has become a 
household necessity, we are dependent upon foreign nations. 
Mr. Monroe, in his message to Congress in 1817, said: 

Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering care 
of the Government. ; 

Mr. Monroe, in his message to Congress in 1819, said: 


Foreign manufactures, for the want of a ready or fitable market at 
home, have been shipped by the manufacturers to the United States, and in 
many instances sold at a price below their current value at the place of mam 
ufacture. Although this practice may from its nature be considered tem- 
peer or contingent, it is not an that accountless injurious in itseffects. It 
; deemed of great importance to give encouragement to our domestic manu- 

actures. 
EXCEPTIONAL AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT. 

Sugar, whether manufactured from beets, cane, or sorghum, 
is an exceptional agricultural product. It has so been regarded 
the world over because its production is confined to certain cli- 
matic conditions and particular soils. It has become an expen- 
sive household necessity and requires a large investment to 


coal mines of 


produce the first pound. European legislation in the interest of 
sugar embracing early exemptions of the raw material from tax- 
ation. The payment of bounties and premiums, the establish- 
ment of educational schools, the erection of experimental sta- 
tions followed by liberal encouragement through bounties on 
exported sugar, and high tariff on foreign sugar all prove that 
sugar has been considered by France, Germany, Austria-Hun- 

ry: and other nations as a most important agricultural pro- 

uct. 

Even if it be not exceptional in its character the mere fact 
that it is an agricultural productof which we produce one-tenth 
of what we consume; that it drains from our aggregate wealth 
annually over $100,000,000 is enough of itself to bring it within 
the policy adopted by the fathers of the Republic and within a 
por that should appeal to wisdom rather than partisanship or 

ə theory. 

The fact that we have the necessary area, the soil, and the 
proper climatic conditions, the energy and capital to manufac- 
ture the sugar for our own consumption are elements that should 
appeal to our impartial and unbiased consideration and judg- 
ment. That we have the soil and climate is vouched for by 
D Wiley, chief chemist of the Department of Agriculture. 

e says: 

California is the most pro; State f t 

Colorado shows a great —— 5 nae she ‘oultere 927755 


sugar beet; the e ence w: has been gained in Colorado and other 
. tates is such as to lead to the greatest encouragement; 


Kansas sugar beets, of high sugar content, can be produced; that— _ 
ee ee ly well suited to the production of rich sugar 


Missouri, the northern part of the State is especially well suited to the 
growth of sugar beets of high e. \ 
Nevada shows beets with a phenominally la: 

New Mexico the sugar beet, under prone. 
made to produce 3 phenominally rich beet, and that beets in— 
New York show a very high content of ; the beets in— 
Ohio and North Dakota show a very f sugar conten’ 
having been shown M Ohio during the past season in r 
beet than ever before, and attention is called to the fact that especially 
aen pare — forme Stace ruaro are ane areas hobo gir sh the culture of, the 
imate there ‘avorable to, a “grade x 
Ore; shares 0 Baan, 


gon th the rest of the c Sh special advantages for 
beet culture; and he classes— Se 


South Dakota with Nebraska; the latter State ranking second to California. 
Virginia shows a fair content of sugar; the State of— 
Washington showing a very high content of sugar. 

. shows great capabilities for beet-sugar production, while beets 
Wyoming are extremely rich in sugar; and— 
Utah being well suited to beet culture. 


It is also known that in South Carolina the sugar beet will 
yield a very high per cent of saccharine matter, and now that 
cotton has become so depressed the farmers have begun to turn 
their attention to beet sugar as they did from indigo a few year: 
ago to cotton. 


sugar content, while in— 
ultural conditions, can be 


CONSUMERS, 


We have the interest of the people, the consumers, as individ- 
uals, to consider. Down to July 1, 1891, sugar had always paid 
liberal tribute, for revenue only, to the Treasury. I say this be- 
cause the 3 cents duty imposed to encourage and foster it was 
before Louisiana was a pari of this Union of States. In fact all 
through the debates, it will be discovered, even after Louisiana 
was purchased, that the policy of the duty on sugar was not so 
much for protection as for revenue. i 

Including 1886 to 1890, sugar paid $317,000,000 in duty, which 
in turn was exacted from the people. They have borne the 
sugar-duty burden uncomplainingly for over a century—ever 
since the enactment of the first tariff law in 1789—just as they 
bore the duty on cotton for the same time down to 1867. They 
are now entitled to the relief which the bounty policy affords 
and which it promises for all time. There is no sound reason 
not allied to -baked theory or partisanship why this relief 
should not continue without a sacrifice of the sugar industry. 
There is no more reason for bankrupting Louisiana, sacrificing 
hundreds of millions of we ae there and many millions more in 
California, Utah, and Nebraska, destroying the value of agri- 
cultural lands given over to cane and beet culture and dealing a 
death blow to planters and farmers, than there is in flooding the 
est Virginia, the lead mines of Missouri, or fir- 
ing the millions of capital invested in lumber in Michigan, Wis- 
consin, and Georgia. To destroy the coal and lumber interests 
would be no worse than is the sugar provision of thisbill. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

INDEPENDENCE. 

We ought not be dependent on any nation for sugar. No one 
will seriously dispute this. We imported in 1891 over 3,480,000,- 
000 pounds of sugar, and we paid a trifle over 3 cents a pound for 
it. The Statistical Abstract places the cost at $105,729,210. 

In 1892 we imported 3,556,000,000 pounds, for which we paid 
110 can r pound, or as stated by the aforesaid authority, 

aza aA dich : 
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The exports and imports to and from sugar- producing coun- 
tries do not show the amount of gold that must have been sent 
abroad for sugar. For instance, our imports of sugar from Cuba- 
in 1892 amounted to $60,838,765 and in 1893 to $60,637,670, while 
our imports from exceeded our exports to Cuba in 1892 by $60,- 
000,000, and in 1893 $54,550,000; and yet we seem to have sent in 

old to Cuba in either year only $6,200,000 in 1892 and $6,400,000 
i 1893. We paid in exchange through London: 


Imports from and exports to sugar-producing countries for fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892. 


ming eaten 
British Guſanas 
Austria-Hungar x. 
Philippine Islands 


There are various important considerations of a purely national 
character involved in this sugar question. First. The A 
since the formation of the Government and down to 1890, had 
been in receipt of custom duties on sugar. Second. The future 
national benefit likely to accrue under the bounty” policy, and 
the interests of our capitalists, farmers, and planters who have 
invested in this industry several hundred millions of dollars, 
jointly engaged in an agricultural enterprise that promises us 
our sugar and at æ cheaper price than our people have ever 


en let us look at the economicfeatureamoment. And first, 
under the tariff policy our importers had paid for sugar from 
foreign countries from 1851 to 1891 over $2,000,000,000; and they 
had paid in duty $1,100,000,000; a total in less than forty years 
of $3,100,000,000. . 

This, however, does not show what our people paid for sugar. 
It only shows what we paid in tariff duty to our own Govern- 
ment. If the probable average retail cost to consumers was 8 
cents per pound, the foreign sugar consumed from 1851 to 1890, 


53,732,000,009 pounds, would cost them $4, 298, 560, 000 

They probably consumed about 5,500,000, 000 
pounds of domestic sugar at 8 cents 440, 000, 009 
Wate tts ss E sar see ole ered 4, 738, 560, 000 


This surely looks as if the sugar industry was of great national 
economic importance to thé people of this country and to the Gov- 
ernment as well. And it becomes more and more important as 
cach 8 follows the other. We imported sugar and values 
as follows: 


Our per capita consumption has increased as follows: From 
44.2 pounds in 1881 to 62.1 in 1892. 

This shows an increase in total consumption of nearly 79 per 
cent in ten years, with an increase in total cost of 21 per cent. 
Increase on consumption per capita was 40} per cent. If our 
88 increases as in the last decade, we will have, say, 

5,000,000 people in 1900, and if we increase our consumption per 
capita as in the last decade (i. e. 404 per cent), we will consume 
6,000,000, 000 pounds of sugar, which will deplete our aggregate 
wealth annually by $180,000,000, if we are dependent on foreign 
nations for our sugar. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

EXPORTS COMPARED WITH SUGAR IMPORTS, 
aan we exported in value of wheat and wheat flour $106,- 

1,000. - 

It took nearly all to pay for our foreign s . Foreign sugar 
rivals, backed up with bounties and tariffs, balanced our wheat 
and flour exports with a necessary which we can produce here. 

We exported of corn only $17,600,009 and paid over six times 
that sum to foreigners for sugar. 

The total value of our domestic exports was $872,270,000, and 
itcost us nearly one-eighth of the wholefor sugar from abroad. 

Our exports of beef, hog, and dairy products were only 8139, 
000,000. It took nearly 80 per cent of it for foreign sugar. 

It took 36 per cent of our raw cotton exports (8290, 000, 000) to 
liquidate out debt for foreign sugar. 3 

Our foreign sugar cost us nearly eight times as much as our 
8 ($13,600,000), and ten millions more than our coffee (894, 


This exhaustive drain will go on pari passu with a constantly 
increasing population, because without adequate protection or 
stimulant to develop this industry and to encourage capital to 
embark in it, there is no hope of escape from foreign controland 
necessity for foreign supply. 


DROUGHT AND SCOURGE. 


There is still another consideration why we should not be de- 
pendent on a foreign nation for sugar. 

For several months—in August, September, October, 1893— 
there was a sugar famine at various points in our country and 
prices went up, and why? The drought in Europe caused the 
Cuban sugar-producers to hold their sugar for higher prices. 

Dependent on foreign governments for sugar, we are at their 
mercy. As well be dependent on them for our supply of iron, 
clothing, shoes, and flour. I read from the Louisiana Planter of 
October: < 

Messrs. Willett & Gray's tel to the Picayune indicates that the New 
York sugar refineries were stopped ast Sunday because of the lack of sup- 
plies, but started up Monday with fresh supply of raw 5 received on 
1 i e there ever before this such a hand-to-mouth supply of sugar 

September 30, 1893, the Cuban stocks indicate an excess of near 50,000 tons 
over the same date last year, reflecting the stubbornness with which the 
Cubans have held on to their sugar, they believing that the shortage of over 
150,000 tons of their own crop and the short crop in Europe justitied afar 
higher range of sugar valués than those current. 

Another enemy is always likely to stalk across the path of our 
foreign sugar supply. An outbreak of yellow fever in Cuba or 
cholera in Europe is by no means a remote or improbable con- 
tingency. In such case the people must pay dearly for their 
sugar. Recently during the visitation of cholera in the fower 
bay at New York, closing the avenue for the importation of sugar 
from Hamburg, the price of sugar suddenly increased nearly 
three-fourths of a cent a pound, and continued six weeks. The 
Cuban producers, seeing the plight we were a 1 an extra price 
on their sugar to us, which the refiners paid and in turn col- 
lected from our people. Here was the sum of $4,000,000 trans- 
ferred from the pockets of the American consumers to the pock- 
ets of the Cuban producers in a short space of fifty days, and 
this simply because we were at the mercy of a foreign country 
for an article of daily necessity. 


ENCOURAGEMENT. 


If we are to look across the waters for precedents for a new 
revenue policy, let us not confine our attention to England, but 
let the eye rest as well on Germany, France, Austria, and Russia. 
What have they done for sugar? Instead of casting it down and 
out, they have by every means in their power lifted the industry, 
and to-day more than one-half of the world’s product of 1 
made from beets. The history of the European sugar policy shows 
thatnoreasonable stimulant wasconsidered tco great, no tariff too 
highinits behalf. The result mustastonish the world. Another 
important consideration is that our efforts to supply our wants 
are combated on all sides by powerful rivals, who possess as to 
cane advantages in matters of climate, cheap labor, and decennial 
instead of biennial planting: and as to beet sugar, cheap labor, 
while liberal bounty encouragement and high tariffs in foreign 
nations operate against both industries here. 

These nations by the exercise of a liberal and anenlightened 
policy have become independent of the world and of each other 
for sugar. They have more than doubled the world’s product, 
and by scientific, though tediousand costly research, have raised 
the percentage of sugar in a given weight of raw material from 
50 to 80 per cent. Is it possible and shall it be said that these 
things can result in empires and monarchies and are denied us 
in the foremost Republic on the face of the globe? Shall we 
assume the monopoly of adverse legislation? In a country 
where we have comparatively no debt and a small standing 
army, Where the Federal burden is light, shall we alone among 
all the enlightened nations pursue an illiberal policy? When 
the poopie understand this question they will not mouth“ the 
words of the political spigot savers concerning ‘‘ bounties.” 

The people do not ask and have not asked for a repeal of the 
ay on sugar. Why should they? They have contributed 
liberally to the upbuilding of our manufacturing industries, and 
now, when agriculture has found a new field, we are gravely in- 
formed that a nation which had, down to 1890, paid æ tax oi'duty 
on foreign sugar for a century amounting to billions of dollars 
should not now pay $10,000,000 per annum bounty, laid fv» the 
and 570 notonly of relieving the people of four-fifths of this sugar- 

uty burden, but for the greater national object of sostimulating 
home production as to render us independent ot the world for 
sugar. : 

We paid $27,000,000 in 1866, increasing yearly to $55,000,000 in 
1889, a sum equal in 1871 to nearly 90 cents per capita, or 81. 0 to 
a family; 1881, to nearly 92 cents per capita, or $4.60 to a family; 
1887, to nearly 100 cents per capita, or $5 to a family. 
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A little calculation will readily disclose the difference between 
the old ‘‘duty ” and the present bounty policy. 

The following table shows the consumption of sugar in the 
United States in 1892: 


Willett & Gray's circular for January 5, 1893, makes the total consumption 
1,837,626 tons of 2,240 pounds each. 
The Statistical Abstract for 1892, page 221, makes the consumption 1,813,504. 


Tre mean average between these two authorities would be. eae wh 
73023760 
3651188 
3651188 
1892, consumption in poun is e 


„146, 444 
13, 55 101 
340, 777, 540 
The average retail price tothe consugners before the bounty 
law was enacted was 8} cents, or 3 pounds for 25 cents. 


Since the enactment of that law the average price 
has been, say, 5} cents 


57 
204, un 528 
224, 913, 180 
ACC (((( E A, 115, 864, 366 
Sugar, and sugar from imported molasses (Sta- 
cal Abstract, page 221) Was, tons . 
8 64925040 
8246252 
. 8246252 
3, 635, 802. 240 
Duty on it at 2 cents E E A 2c. 
Add bo f 40000 0 
WIG ORY Sis ccs / 5 
ty, say „ $82,716, 044 
Balance in favor of bounty law nen 33, 148, 322 


Does any sane man suppose that if the masses of the people 
fully understood this they would favor a repeal of the bounty 
law on sugar? Why should they? They have simply kept the 
duty in their pockets and $33,000,000 besides. They have seen 
beet-sugar factories built that turn out from 50, to 75,000 
pounds of sugar a day. They have seen spire Fou given toan 
army of agriculturists, land values in the vicinity of these facto- 
ries increase four-hundred fold, cities and towns spring forward 
into activity undreamed of, railway freights increased, and mil- 
lions of additional capital invested in Louisiana, Texas, Cali- 
fornia, Nebraska, with millions more standing ready to erect 
factories at Anaheim, San Diego, and Westminister, Cal.; at 
Muscatine and Sioux ane Iowa; at Omaha and Lincoln, Nebr.; 
at Spokane, Wash., and 9 N. Y. This was the real ob- 
ject of the bounty law. The capitalist and the planter and far- 
mer have fulfilled their part of the contract. Is the $150,000,000 
of capital in Louisiana, the $5,000,000 in Florida, the $10,000,000 
in California, the great factories in Nebraska and in Utah, to 
say nothing of Mr. Lapham's adventure at Staunton, Va., to be 
stricken down? 

Give the sugar industry in America the protection and en- 
couragement it has had in Europe and you will have 1,000 su- 
gar factories producing 5,000,000,000 pounds of sugar, employ- 
ing 1,200 laborers in each factory or an average of 1,200,000 em- 
ployés from whom 6,000,000 of our population would draw their 
maintenance and sustenance. We would have invested in this 
enterprise $500,000,090, and would add annually to our aggregate 
national wealth $109,000,000. : 

The raw material used in the operation of 1000 sugar factories 
would be 30,000 tons in each factory or 30,000,000 tons of beets, 
of the valuation of 8150, 000,000, which would be paid to the agri- 
culturists annually. 

RESULTS. 


Wherever a beet-sugar factory is located and within a radius 
of many miles the agricultural country seems touched as with a 
new life. There is a rise in the value of land and labor is in de- 
mand, towns and villages take on vigor and growth, and every 
man, laborer, banker, merchant, and farmer, feels the touch of 
anew industry. Thousands of dollars are annually expended by 
the factory in every direction, giving business a steady impetus 
and a demand for the products of other industries. 

No man, of whatever political faith, who is not a demagogue 
can go through a beet field and visit a sugar factory without 
feeling that G 's sunshine is indeed a partner with labor and 
capital in one of the great agricultural industries. 

Are the energy and os invested in this enterprise the 
hopes of the farmers and planter in this great sugar industry to 


be paralyzed? At whose behest? Is it possible that Claus 
Spreckels has found favor in the eyes of a Democracy which only 
eee months ago was yelling itself hoarse in denunciationof 

Mr. Bringham, in 1890, Master of the National Grange, com- 
posed of one and one-quarter millions of farmers, said: 

I think our poopie would not favor a bounty on any commodity that we 
now produce in sufficient quantities to supply our people. There are many 
of them in favor of bounties. Take, for instance, sugar. 

At the transmississippi convention, held at Ogden last spring, 

a convention com d of over 600 delegates from 22 States, a 
resolution without opposition against a repeal of the 
bounty from or protection for sugar. 

Let no one suppose for a moment that but two or three States 
growing sugar are the only ones interested in this industry. On 
the contrary, the mechanic, the laborer, the merchant, and the 
farmer in many States, aside from the cane, beet, and sorghum 
belt are deeply interested in thisstruggle. Prior to 1857 Louis- 
iana had paid to Eastern foundries and machine shops over $10,- 
000,000 for engines, sugar mills, kettles, furnaces, doors, grates, 
bars, vacuum pans, pumps, water pipes, wagons, and harness, 
She had paid to Tennessee, Ohio, Kentucky, Illinois, and Indi- 
ana over $7,500,000 for mules and horses for her plantations. 
She had purchased oyei year over $1,500,000 of pork, $65,000 of 
flour, $275,000 of shoes, $1,250,000 of clothing, half a million dol- 
lars of blankets, and $1,250,000 of horses and mules, or a total of 
nearly $4,700,000 annually. Whenshe had with acapital in this 
industry increased fourfold and now reaching $150,000,000, her 
calls on the North and border States for machinery, animals, 
wagons, harness, provisions, and clothing makes an interstate 
commerce of $50,000,000 annually. 

155 such an industry in such a State to be stricken down or crip- 
pled? . 

168, 878, 592 


Her product in 1870-71 was, pounds 
PISO SS WAR oe ᷣ 483, 489, 856 
A gain of nearly 200 per cent, or pounds 314, 611, 264 


The planters have invested at least ten millions new or addi- 
tional capital, and increased their planted area 100,000 acres 
since the bounty law was enacted, and on the faith of its con- 
tinuance as promised and provided. Against many disadvantages 
Louisiana has done well. In the ante-rebellion days the condi- 
tions were not conducive to the greater enterprise and advance- 
ment which has since marked the progress of the sugar indus- 
try. The tariff act of 1833 worked disastrous results to domestic 
sugar production from which the industry had not recovered at 
the breaking out of the civil war. 

Not unlike those embarked in the venture of the beet-sugar 
industry, Louisiana is now availing herself of modern and costly 
appliances, and of scientific effort, and the sugar industry in this 
country may be said to be for the first time successfully launched 
and on the road to complete success. 

Beet sugar at Watsonville, Alvarado, and at Chino, in Cali- 
fornia, at Lehi, in Utah, at Norfolk and Grand Island, in Ne- 
braska, and at Staunton, in Virginia, under the stimulation of 
the bounty offered is an assured success, as the following increase 
of production will indicate: 


The struggle has been tedious and expensive. Its production 
requires chemical knowledge of soil, skill in manufacture, prac- 
tical knowledge of seed, planting, cultivation, and harvesting, 
heavy expenditure for land, plant material to run it, and for 
skilled labor. 4 

Add to this is the material item of cost of disseminating edu- 
cation among farmers, who must in this country be gradually 
brought to see the profit in a beet crop. This has been and con- 
tinues to be expensive. 

While I may not hope that any sentiment uttered by Hamil- 
ton, upon whose profound learning, practice, judgment, and ster- 
ling loyalty Washington leaned, will convince the gentlemen of 
the majority, I venture to appeal from them to the people for 
whom that statesman gave a noble life, and reproduce here his 
words: 

tial in d to articl hich th 
foreigners who have been secustomed to supply A country are in the Prao. 
tice of granting them. 

The continuance of bounties on manufactures long established must al- 
Nason hy be of questionable policy, because a presumption would arise in every 
such case that there were natural and inherent impediments to success, but 
in new undertakings they are as justifiable as they are oftentimes neces- 


sary. 
There isa degree of prejudice against bounties from an appearance of 
giving away the public money without an immediate consideration and from 
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e eee rant aa to enrich a particular class at the expense of 

e comm y. 

But neither of these sources of dislike will bear a serious examination. 

There is no purpose to which public wtf can be more beneficially applied 

than to the uisition of a new and useful branch of industry—no consider- 

roor — 5 45 uable than a permanent addition to the general stock of pro- 
juctive labor. 

As to tue second source of as pon yoo it ogee lies against other modes of 
encouragement which are tted to be eligible. 

As often as a duty upon a foreign article makes an addition to its price it 
causes an extra expense to the community for the benefit of the domestic 
manufacture. 

A bounty does no more. But it is in the interest of society in each case to 
submit to the temporary expense, which is more than compensated by an in- 
crease of industry and wealth, by an augmentation of resources and inde- 
pendence, and by the circumstance of eventual cheapness, which has been 
noticed in another place, 

BINDER TWINE. 


This bill strikes down the manufacture of binder twine in this 
country. Under the present law there is laid a duty of seven- 
tenths of acent per pound. The istle or Tampico fiber, manila, 
sisal grass, and sunn used in its manufacture and which are not 
grown to any extent in this country were by the act of 1890 put 
on the free list, while hemp, a product of the American farm, 
was made dutiable at $25 per ton. 

Hemp and binder twine under the provisions of this bill are 
placed on the free list. 

The Nebraska Binder Twine Company mas organized in 1890 
for manufacturing binder twine from hemp. This new and 
growing industry has opened a market for another agricultural 
product in Nebraska. The hemp from 1,700 acres of land was 
consumed last season by this company. The amount of binder 
twine manufactured was: 1891, 476,000 pounds; 1892, 626,000 
pounds; 1893, 558,000 pounds. 

Mr. B. W. Reynolds, president of the Nebraska Binder Twine 


Company, says: 

In the manufacture of commodity there is a fixed limit of price below 
which manufacture must either cease or be carried on ataloss. The price 
of binder twine during the last season has been too low to make the business 
either remunerative or profitable. Should the present price be reduced to 
col with the proposed schedule the industry of binder twine manu- 
facture in this country must nearly oraltogether be wiped out of existence. 
The only salvation would be the reduction in the price for labor to correspond 
with that of our 8 competitors, which we deem, at least in Nebraska, 
utterly im ble. other consideration which is not generally given the 
weight it deserves is that the use of money in this country is worth fully 
twice as much as in Europe, and that works correspondingly t the 
American manufacturer as compared with his European competitor, It is 
also a fact that when money is invested in machinery constructed He egos h 
for the manufacture of any article, unless there is some profit in the busi- 
pem that capital is practically an expense and the taxes and interest eat 

t up. 

And I will say right here that under the present prospects or until the 
matter of the tariff on our product is settled the Ne ka Binder Twine 
Company will not manufacture another pound oftwine. We can produce 
the raw material and manufacture the article as cheaply right here at Fre- 
mont ás it can be done in any part of the United States, and we therefore 
have no fear of American competition, but we can not compete with Euro- 
pean pauper labor and their low rates of interest on capital invested. 

What effect has the proposed tariff change had on the wages of your em- 


loyés? 
= We started up our two mills the middle of September on a 30 per cent re- 
duction from former prices for the manufacture of the raw material, but 
even that reduction would not be adequate to make the manufacture of 
8 with the tariff reduced as proposed. 

1 state that as far as my observation extends there has been no com- 
plaint among the farmers as to the price at which we have held our twine 
under the McKinley tariff. rien Beara to be to pay — that will 
sustain the home manufacturer in his enterprise. e come from 
the professional politician, and for what purpose you know as well as I. The 
farmer reasons tthe production of hemp lessens the acreage of other 
crops and that it has thus far proved one of our most profitable crops, when 
the twine could be sold at fair figures. 

The policy of the present Administration seems to be to strike down any 
industry that promises ot pon tor the people, and twine as well as sugar 
may all have to be egg until the American people are again permitted 
to speak at the ballot box. 

The plain, simple statements of this man of business contain 
so much of common sense, I can not but indulge the hope that 
even the free traders in this House will feel their force. I know 
the people of my State who are sick of senile Democracy and its 
twin brother Calamity will consider them and next November 
voice their judgment by sending to this House a solid Republi- 
can representation who by their acts will give Aie of loyalty 
first to the industries of their own State and to all that is 
American. 

What humiliating contrast, gentlemen of the majority, does 
your plan and purpose to wreck the industries of this country 
present to that patriotic utterance of Thoreau which made him 
immortal— 

There is no hope for him who does not think that the bit of mold under 
his feet is the sweetest spot on earth. 

You pro to sacrifice this industry, destroy this new field 
for agricuiture, and place this necessity of the American farmer 
under the control of foreign manufacturers. 

You propose to give preference and priority to foreign lands 
and foreign productions. In this you have succeeded in secur- 
ing the support and indorsement of the Canadian and English 
press. 


Sirs, pass this bill and you will lock the vaults of American 


resources. 

Pass this bill and you sign the death-warrant for American 
industries. 

Pass this bill and you issue a proclamation for the ensalve- 
ment of American labor. [Applause.] ` 

Pass this bill and you will declare for the destruction of our 
home market; the depletion of the national Treasury; the placing 
of labor on a plane with ryots, coolies, and kanakas, and the 
transfer of American manufactures to foreign shores. [Prolonged 
applause on the ye Sea side.] 

e CHAIRM The hour of 5 o'clock and 30 minutes hav- , 
ing arrived, under the order of the House the committee will 
now rise. z 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) , 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ARANSAS PASS. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. S 
consent to present a report from the 
Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. For reference to the Calendar? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5077) to amend t F 1 
ing to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company thoright vo hnprove — eas 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, will be ordered to be printed. 

The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will discharge 
the duties of the Chair at the evening session. In accordance 
with the order of the House, a recess will now be taken until 8 
o'clock, the evening session to be devoted to debate only on the 


pending bill. 


er, I ask unanimous 
mmittee on Rivers and 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SP tempore. The House is now in session for 
debate only on the tariff bill, and will, according to the special 
order, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 


TARIFF. 
[Mr. McK AIG withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 
Mr. HERMANN addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Chairman, I observe in the report of the 
minority upon this bill a complaint that a tariff for revenue only 
has been made to embrace the penenie of protection. I wish to 
say something on that point and to speak of the only kinds of tariff 
duties on imports that can be arranged. There are two, virtually 
three, for one of them can be divided. There is the tariff for 
protection only, which has protection for its object and revenue 
for its incident. That tariff favors the few at the expense of the 
many, and in my judgment is properly called a tariff of robbers. 

Then you have a tariff for revenue only. That may be divided 
into two kinds; one the tariff which has revenue for its object, 
and for its incident a depreciation of that revenue and its ulti- 
mate absence. That I the tariff of idiots. It taxes raw ma- 
terials and, in the end, by crushing industry, gives us no im- 

rted raw materials to tax. The other tariff for revenue only 

one whose object is revenue but whose incident is protection, 
and that is the tariff for revenue only which has been advocated 
for over half a century by the Democratic party and on which 
the lines of the present bill are founded. That J call the tariff 
of statesmen. 

If you go back as far as 1844 you will find in the canvass be- 
tween Mr. Polkand Mr. Clay that both those gentlemen wrote let- 
ters upon the subject of the tariff. I have here an extract from 
the letter of Mr. Polk, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Iam in favor of a tariff for revenue, such an one as would yield a sufficient 
amount to the Treasury todefray the mses of the Government, econom- 
ically administered. In adjusting the detalls of a revenue tariff, I have 
hitherto sanctioned such moderate, discriminating duties as would produce 
the amount of revenue needed, and at the same time afford reasonable inci- 
dental protection to our home industry. I am opposed toa tariff for protec- 
tion merely, and uot for revenue. 
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Mr. ENGLISH. Now, that was the keynote of all Democratic 
action on this question. It is true that fads of various kinds 
have-prevailed in the Democratic for it is a ty which 
allows a certain liberty of action in its members. But tho real 
doctrines of the party, as I shall proceed to show, were precisely 
those laid down by Mr. Polk and carried out by Mr. Walker in 
the tariff of 1846, which, in my judgment, was the best tariff 
ever made in this country. I ask the Clerk to read the extracts 
which I send to the desk, from some Democratic platforms from 
1840 down to the present time, in order to sustain my point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Democratic platform of 1840: 

“Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government 
to foster one branch of industry to the detr:ment of another, or to cherish 
the interests of one portion to the injury of another portion of our common 


country. 
The Democratic platform of 18H reaffirmed this section of the platform of 
1840. 


The Democfatic platform of 1848 reaffirmed this section of the platform of 


The Democratic platform of 1852 reaffirmed this section of the platform of 
1840. 

— 5 Democratic platform of 1856 reaffirmed this section of the platform of 
1 . 

The Democratic platform of 1868: 

And a tariff upon foreign imports, and such equal taxation under the in- 
ternal-revenue, laws as afford incidental protection to domestic manu- 
factures and as will, without impairing the revenue, impose the least burden 
upon and best promote and encourage the great industrial interests of the 
country.” 

The Democratic platform of 1876: 

“We demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue.“ 

The Democratic platform of 1884: 

It profers a pledge to correct he irregularities of the tariff; it created and 
has continued them. Its own tariff commission confess the need of more 
than 20 per cent reduction; its Congress gave a reduction of less than 4 per 
cent. It professes the protection of American manufactures; it has sub- 


jected them to an in flood of manuf: and a hopeless 
competition with manufact nations, not one of which taxes raw mate- 
rials. It professes to protect all American industries; it has impoverished 
many to subsidize a few.” 

The Democratic platform of 1888: 

“All unnecessary taxation is ust taxation.“ 

The Democratic platform of 1892: 

Protection. We denounce ublican ion as a fraud; a robber of 
the great majority ot the Am 3 © for the benefit of the few. We 
declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratie party that the 


Federal Government has no constitutional power to im: and collect tariff 
duties except for the purpose of revenue only, and we demand that the col- 
lection of such taxes 8 be limited to the necessities of the Government 
when honestly and economically administered.” 

You will see, Mr. Chairman, how cowl 
of those forms of language used 1 — ntly to conceal thought, 
all these utterances follow the lines laid down by Mr. Polk and 
carried out by Mr. Walker. You will see how in one or two of 
those platforms they recognize very tively the fact that raw 
materials should be free to our manufacturers, and that the true 
doctrine of imposing duties on imports and arranging a tariff of 
those duties is, first, to find revenue, and then to give us free the 
raw materials for our industries which we do not make here, 
which we make here at a disadvantage, or which we make here 
in insufficient quantity. 5 

That is the tine upon which this bill is framed. It does not 
have protection as an object, but as an incident. The ingenuity 
of man can not frame a tariff that will not have as an incident a 
certain amount of protection. Every cent that you place for 
revenue upon the foreign article handicaps to that extent the 
foreign manufacturer, and incidentally protects our own. But 
there is a vast difference between protection as an object and as 
an incident. Protection as an object is simply a robbery of the 
masses; protection as an incident is the inevitable result of a 
proper attempt to collect revenue, I am astonished at the 
ground which has been taken by these gentlemen of the Pro. 
sition. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MKald] read to- 
night a letter from Mr. Clay, written during the Polk-Clay 
campaign. I have here an extract from that letter, which, 
though it was read to-night, I wish to emphasize. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The sum and substance of what I have conceived to be a true policy of the 
United States in respect to a tariff may be briefly stated. In conformity 
with the 5 announced in the compromise act, I think that whatever 
Tevenue is necessary toan economical and honest administration of the Gen- 
eral Government ought to be derived from duties derived from foreign im- 
ports. And I believe that in establish: tariff on those duties such a dis- 
crimination ought to be made as will incidentally afford reasonable protec- 
tion to our natural interests. 

Mr. ENGLISH. It will thus be seen what Mr. Clay says on 
this subject. He was the father of the American system—the 
idol and.the ideal of the Whig party; and we all know that the 
Republican party is an offshoot and descendant of the Whi 
party. No doubt Mr. Clay is as much admired by the Republi- 
cans of to-day as he was by the Whigs of the past. Is the oppo- 
sition about to“ go back” on its own position? The Republican 
party, which was the son of the Know-nothing party, which was 
the son of the Whig y, which was the son of the National Re- 
publican party, which was the son of the Bluo-light party of 1812 
which was the son of the Federal party, which was theson—well, 1 


with the exception 


will go no further, Mr. Chairman, with this genealogy for fear I 
shall run presently against the impenitent thief on the cross. 


r ah 
Will they repudiate that? They are not satisfied with as- 
sailing this tariff as a mask of protection, but they make other 
statements, which I pro briefly to consider. Task the Clerk 
to read what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Price, of Jead in New York has steadily declined for the last thirty 
Tiltele above those in: mdon. FESS DEED ORE, Ae Aia pelga ie 

Mr. ENGLISH. That is all true; and it is partly due, mainl 
due, to the present tariff act. Prior to that act there were sil- 
ver-bearing lead ores introduced in this country and used partly 
for the extraction of their silver and partly as a flux to the 
harder and more refractory ores of the West. The present 
tariff shut them out. What has been the result? Capital went 
over the line into Mexico and established smelting furnaces 
there. Those silver-bearing ores were reduced there, the sil- 
ver paid all the cost and made a profit, leaving the lead free; 
and that was seat to New York, paying duties there, and it un- 
dersold our lead and brought down the price. That is the fact. 

Lask the Clerk to read another extract. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The pottery industry can not be accused of being fo: > 
bin f tariff è 5 imported exceeds 855 „ 
and notwithstanding the act of 1890, the importations have Un- 
der such circumstances, to lessen the duty would seem most unjust to the 
potters so long as protection is sanctio; by the bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Is not that admirable? Claiming merit for 
a bill that has protection for its object, because it has fostered 
importations! Isnot thatremarkably cool, even for this weather? 
Do you know why the importations have increased? Itis the 
result of those high duties. 

The potteries of Trenton, in my State, are the leading potteries 
of the country in the coarser ware. While some of the superior 
classes of ware produced there are unequalled or at least unsur- 
e in the world, the ordinary pottery of Trenton under this 

othouse system of high duties has gone down to sucha condi- 
tion that we are obliged to import increased quantities of a 
better foreign ware. t is the fact in regard to the pottery 
in Trenton. But there is another fact which is very Series 
8 after the enactment of the McKinley bill, the pres- 
ent law, which raised the duties, the master potters of Trenton 
cut down the wages of their men 20 per cent asa tribute to 
protection. The men resisted; astrike followed; labor won; and 
to-day it dictates prices and wages to the masters. I ask the 
Clerk to read = 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill proposes to put into competition with American ores foreign ores, 
some of which are uced at a labor cost one-tenth, and none of them ata 
labor cost ter one-fourth of ours. It pro; to bring our laborers 


grea 
who get from 21.60 to $2 per day, and who work from fifty-five to sixty hours 
a week, into competition with laborers who work seventy-two hours a week 


and get 36 to 60 cents per day; our miners who get from $2.25 to 82.75 per day 
into competition with those who get from 60to72 cents day. Ocean rates 
are so low as to afford no protection. Ore is frequently carried across the 
ocean as ballast, and when freight is paid at all it av not to exceed 5s. 


per ton on iron ore from Bilboa and other points in S; 


Mr. ENGLISH. Here is the most extraordinary tissue that I 
ever saw put upon paper. I know something about the iron in 
my State. The iron industry of New Jersey has declined one- 
half within the last few years. We have in that State magnet- 
ite, one of the richest ores of iron to be found anywhere, with 
the possible exception of franklinite, which is alloyed with man- 
ganese, also found in my State, and from which the splendid 
spiedeleisen is pronaren: 

We made in t State some years ago two classes of iron 
one from the magnetite, what is known as mill or wrought iron; 
the other from the limonite brought from Northampton and 
Lehigh, what are called the lean ores, making foundry iron or 
cast iron, pots, pans, stoves, and otherarticles of that kind. We 
wanted, and need to-day, the foreign ores for the admixture with 
some of our Eastern ores. We need the ores of Spain and Cuba; 
and when they say, as they do in that extract, that the labor 
abroad is so much cheaper than our labor; then they forget the 
strikes of the iron miners again and „and that they are 
complaining of starvation wages, they tell you that in Cuba 
they have cheaper labor than here and talk about the $2.25 and 
$2.75 wages of our miners. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, asa matter of fact we do not mine iron; we 
digitout. Thereare no tunnels and nodrifts. Itis broughtfrom 
the surface or found in dikes and easily removed. Ihave seen it 
carted, masses of it, hematite ore, in the Pennsylvania region, 
almost from the surface. It is the most inexpensive kind of 
labor naturally. But the miners of Pennsylvania have com- 
plained again and again that their wages were reduced to 70 
cents a day. Now, in Cuba you can not get any labor of any kind 
at less than 80 cents a day. I know that to be the fact, and I defy 
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contradiction. They talk of it coming here into this country as 
ballast, or freight-free; that vessels bearing wheat bring back 
iron ore sometimes as ballast. 

This is absolutely absurd as well as untrue. We export our 
wheat mainly to N not to Bilboa, in Spain, and but 5 per 
cent of the ore of character that we get and import into 
this country comes from England, and that is the only way it 
could possibly come, though even the English ships that come 
here for wheat do not come empty. But from Bilboa, in Spain, 
when the ore is brought from there, it is brought by vessels 

ially chartered for that purpose. The freight is more than 

e amount named there—5s.; it runs up sometimes as high as $3 
oe for to that barren region they carry nothing from this 


e. 

That is the kind of statement, Mr. Chairman, to be sent broad- 
cast over the country. Let iron pass, and I will, ask the Clerk 
to read the next extract. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

TIN PLATE. 
und less than 
2222 ae are ty it See Fane 
unker existing conditions, under proper protection, promises to be one of 
the great industries of the country. 

Mr. ENGLISH. There is another thing that Iam astonished 
should come up in a report of that character. Cicero once said 
that he wondered how two Augurs—wholI presume were Repub- 
lican politicians of that time in Rome—could look each other in 


the face withoutlaughing. [Laughter.] Thestatementthat the | land, three 


tin-plate industry is successful in this country is an absurdity. 
When that duty of 22, cents was added, the tin-plate manufac- 
turersat Swansea, many of them,wereon the verge of bankruptcy. 

But what did they do? Why, they moved their plant and 
their material and the men over here. The output of America 
is but about 11,000,000 pounds of native American material thus 
made up; the rest of our consumption is made entirely of foreign 
5 by foreign workmen and mainly ign owners. So 
that we have been leg in this country absolutely to put 
this profit of 23, cents per pound on tin plate in the pockets of 
foreigners. furthermore, our tin is of an inferior character; 
and we are fast bey fata the value of the tin plate in the 
same way, and I tell you why. They will say to you, these 
same gentlemen who ought to know better, that the tin plate 
that is made here is a finer article, that we use steel instead of 


iron. 

Well, steel is cheaper than iron for that purpose; but it is com- 
pact, and it does not admit of any depressions or projections to 
which the tin can cling. And I tell you if you expose the tin 

late to the heat or the weather you will soon see the difference 
aaah the steel tin plate and iron tin plate. So much for the 
tin-plate industry. 

I ask the Clerk to read the next extract I have given him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The law of 1833 provided a duty on cutlery, including razors, of 50 per cent 
ad valorem. This duty was grossly inadequate, as the labor cost in making 
cutlery is highiy skilled, and is nearly all done by hand; it equals 80 percent 
in knives, and 90 per cent in razors. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Now, during the recess I have been inun- 
dated by the master cutlers of my oe leet they came singing the 
samesongasthat. They told me that but 10 per cent was expended 
for raw material, and that all the rest was for labor, and that it 
was all hand labor. I sat in my modest parlor and listened 
to what they had to say and I never smiled, nor did I order 
them out of my house, but I knew at the same time something 
of their industry, in fact I know a great deal about it, and I knew 
that it was not d labor, except in some minor points, that it 
was the creation of machinery; and I took the trouble to write 
to a leading manufacturer of my town, and here is his answer; 
and I commend it to the attention of this committee. Lask the 
Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I find that hand labor has been reduced to a minimum in this country in 
the production of t and table cutlery. In the making of solid bolster 
table knives a bar of steel of suitable size and cut to proper length is taken, 
heated to redness, and put under a heavy drop of three or four hundred 
2 weight containing forming dies, and with two or three ra blows 

forcedintoshape. This is a rapid o tion, and many dozen bolsters can 
be formed in a . The piece of s in them is worked under quick blows 
giran by a power er run at considerable speed, thus fo: out the 
lade and tang. The blades are then trimmed into required shapes by dies 
tes, 


on plates 


then groun: 
The cutlers are now introducing es, where one man can 
do the work ly done by three men. The blades are then 
and ed, manipulation of these of the workis 


portions 
accomplished on suitable wheels run by power, the handles being finished 
on such after they have been riveted or cemented on the tangs, subsequently 


to tac 8 of the blades. These o tions are the only portions of the 

work that can properly be termed h labor. There are so many different 

Sizes, styles, and qualities of cutlery that to go into the question of cost 

would take up considerable time and space. What Ihave shows you that 

the statement made to you that cutlery is produced in this country mainly 

b. 1 true, while it is true in regard to that made on the other 
e o! ocean. 

I know that Richardson Bros., when they had e of the saw factory in 
this city, sent many cases of saws each year directly to Sheffield, the saw 
manufacturing center of England. Carnegie has virtually said that we can 
manufacture steel in this country t the world. e industries are 
now very few indeed that need any sort ot protection, and while there may 
be an item or two in the Wilson bill that may need modification, in the main 
it is in the right direction. The utter absurdity of the assertions made by 
protectionist journals and manufacturers that manufactories, 

thing in the line of hardware, will be ruined by the enactment of the 

W tariff is shown by the fact that in the old so-called free-trade period, 
proportion of foreign hardware sold by jobbing houses was 

— 15 per cent to 85 per cent of domestics, and under the to the 


A hardware merchant of New York, of forty years’ experience in dealing 
in foreign and domestic hardware, and who for over thirty eee past has 
been an exporter of American hardware, writes: I have y gone over 
the hardware items affected by the Wilson bill, and outside of affecting com- 
binations and trusts to some extent, by which enormous profits are made, I 
challenge anyone to make any satisfactory exhibit of any class of goods 
now made in this country and sold by hardware merchants, the manufac- 
ture of which can not be prosecuted with a fair, legitimate profit.” 

Mr. ENGLISH. So much for that. Let that pass. I ask the 
Clerk to read the next extract which I have handed him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ENGLISH. Precisely so. The American silks can not 
be surpassed. What woman will take a foreign silk when she 
can get one of Cheney's manufacture? The Jacquard looms of 
Paterson produce fabrics equal to anything g uced abroad. 
They can sell cheaper. They do. at is the need, then, for 
protection to the extravagant amount that has been imposed by 
former tariffs and by the present tariff? 

The statement there that we pay twice as much es as the 
doin England, three times as much as they do in France 3 
Germany, five times as much as they do in Italy, and somewhere 
else, as it is stated in the report, ten times as much as they do in 
Ja must make us pause and reflect when we consider that the 

ilk-weaver of Spitalfeld pays his men one and a half times as 
much as they do in France and Germany, two and a half times as 
much as they do in Italy, and five times as much as r do in 
Japan, and yet goes on and has no protective tarif, no high duty, 
but the whole of England is open to us and to Japan, and to every- 
one else. But you take a Japan handkerchief, which costs 75 
cents, and compare it with oneof the Paterson handkerchiefs. I 
intended to have brought a Paterson handkerchief here to- 
night to compare with a Japanese handkerchief. 

I have a Japanese handkerchief here. You can get one for 70 
or 75 cents, and the Patterson handkerchief will costyouadollar 
and a quarter or more, but the Paterson handkerchief will outlast 
three of the Japanese. The Paterson handkerchief weighs 
twice as much and it is better in every way. It would be cheaper 
than the Japanese if it cost $2. The silk industry of Paterson 
can by this time stand alone; and so throughout the United 
States. Yet this bill gives a duty which will afford us a moder- 
ate amount of revenue and sufficient incidental protection. I 
ask the Clerk toread a further extract. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The working of these immense coal fields gives employment directly to 


nearly a quarter of a million of men at American wage rates, and furnishes 
— bra for labor to another army of men in addition at like wage 


Mr. ENGLISH. Now, just fancy for a moment the coolness 
of that statement! Does not everyone know the history of the 
coal strike in Pennsylvania? Does not everyone know that the 
miners there have worked at starvation wages, down to 60cents 
a day, and that they struck in utter despair? You gentlemen 
remember the wage riots there. Yet they talk about the su- 

rior wages of these men. This talk about coal is amply rot. 

can use no other word than that to characterize it. e hear 
every day how we will have free coal, and how we will have 
Nova Scotia coal poured upon us in immense quantities, and how 
all the manufactories on the Atlantic coast will use it; no 
one has the face to say that it will interfere with the coal on the 
other side of the Alleghanies. 4 

Does any man who knowsanything about manufacturing—and 
I live in a manufacturing district, and claim to know something 
about it—does any one suppose that our manufacturers will in- 
troduce that smoky coal instead of the anthracite which isa 
free article and which is kept up in its price by a trust? It is 
cheaper at its present price than foreign coal with the duty 
taken off twice, that is, with a reduction in price the same as 
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the duty. They do not want that foreign article. Coke is fre- 


quently used elsewhere, but you can go to the gas companies in 
my city and you will find that they have difficulty in se their 
ons at any price, and it will not be used by a single manufac- 
turer. The talk about inundating us with coal is like the talk 
about iron ore coming to this country. Fancy the iron ore and 
the coal going out West. Fancy the lean ore coming in from 
abroad and destroying the market forthe Bessemer ore of the 
Upper Peninsula of Michigan, the finest hematite ore in the 
world, the red hematite, Fancy this coal coming in! It is the 
most absurd statement in the world. There is no basis for it. 

How any man could have the face to put that thing before the 
public, and then talk about the wages, the American rate of 
wages, paid to the miserable miners in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. May I make a statement to my friend? 
The Republicans tell us that the coal that will come into this 
country will probably come from Canada. I want to say that ac- 
cording to the last statistics we have for the year 1892 there were 
179,000, 000 short tons of coal dug in the United States, and 3,000,- 
000 tons in Canada. So thatthe coal dug in Canada amounted to 
one-sixteenth part of that dug in the United States. 

Mr. ENGLISH. That is precisely like the cry of some years 
ago when they wanted a duty put on the anthracite that we use 
here, the smokeless coal, because, they said, there was such an 
enormous deposit of anthracite in Canada that if there were not 
a duty ee upon it, it would drive our miners out of the field. 
Well, the character of that anthracite coal was well described 
by a savant who was asked to give his opinion upon it. They 
sent him a imen, and he wrote back, ‘‘ My opinion, after a 
careful e nation of this. coal, is that the man who sits upon 
1 in 15 day of judgment will be the last to be burned.“ [Great 

ughter. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Who wrote that opinion? 

Mr. ENGLISH. I think it was Prof. Silliman; but he was 
not a silly man by any means. 

Mr. HAINES. Was he a Democrat. 

Mr. ENGLISH. No; I do not think he was a Democrat. 

Now, before I close, I wish to say something about the clamor 
which has been raised in the country in order to induce the 
workingman to hound us into violating our pledges to the people 
of the country, pledges which we made in two hotly contested 
elections. There has been an organized attempt, I say an organ- 
ized attempt, among leading manufacturers of this country 
to induce the mass of the wor people to believe that if this 
bill were passed their wages would inevitabiy be cut down; and 
some of them have begun now, while the new tariff is in an in- 
choate condition. They have three objects in this. One is to 
intimidate us from passing the bill, which is an idle piece of 
folly; and another is revenge. For years past the laborers of 
this country, by combination, have organized toil, so that it has 
forced from ruthless employers fair rates of wages. They had 
the sense to combine and the manliness to maintain their com- 
bination; and they obtained an increase in their creature com- 
forts. 

The manufacturers have determined for some time tocut wages 
down. The attempt that was made by the potters of Trenton 
shows how ready they are to spring into it, without or with a 

retext; and here we have a pretext. The other is avarice. 
ow, look to a man who employs a thousand men, and we have 
manufacturers, I am glad to say, in the city of Newark who em- 
loy as many, and I think very few of them engage in the com- 
ination and conspiracy; but there are manufacturers who em- 
ploy a thousand and even two thousand men. But, take the case 
of one with a thousand, and allowing that they give the magnifi- 
cent sum of $15 a week as the average, which is a heavy sum for 
an average, you take 10 per cent off that, and the manufacturer 
pockets in one week $1,500. In fifty working weeks, $75,000. 

There is something for his coffers, and his greedy fingers go 
out for it. I tell you that this attempt to rouse the working- 
men presupposes that they are dupes and fools; but they are 
neither dupes nor fools. Most of the workingmen of this coun- 
try have intelligence, many of them have education, and all of 
them that grand quality which men of genius seldom have—com- 
mon sense, [Applause.] They are looking into this matter 
closer than ever. I have been talking with many of these work- 
ingmen oe the recess, and I know how well they are form- 
ing their opinions upon this 5 to dupe them. These men 
who are engaged in it, or who are back of all these attempts at 
high protective tariff are doing so for their benefit and not for 
the benefit of the workingman. These men who are cutting 
down the wages now are men who are looking to the future. 
This very saw company, which was spoken of in that letter read 
here, that is one of the twogreat trusts through which they con- 
trol almost every saw manufactured in the country. It is run- 
ming me Richardson saw works. 

There is not a hardware store in this country that does not 


keep the Richardson saw, because it is the highest-priced saw 
and is the cheapest for its price, and it is the best article made 
or ever made. It goes to Canada, where a duty of 35 per cent 
has to be paid on it, just the same as the British manufacturer 
pays there, and the Richardson saw commands the market. No 
Sheffield saw can compare toit. It goesto the West Indies and 
South America and undersells or rather drives out all competi- 
tors, although it is frequently a higher-priced saw than the Eng- 
lish article. Disston, another of these saw-makers, sends saws 
to Australia and drives the British manufacturers out there; 
and, furthermore, the Richardsons, when the Richardson Broth- ' 
ers were running that mill, sent case after case of saws to Shef- 
field, the center of the saw manufacture in England, and sold 
them there. 

Now, i needing no protection, under the pretext 
that their duty is a little reduced in this bill, have cut down the 
wages of their men 10 per cent. Mr. Chairman, I have a certain 
amount of respect for the burglar and for the highway robber, 
but I have none for the sneak-thief who enters your hall and 
carries off your overcoat, yet I think him preferable to the com- 
pany or the men who, under such a pretext, would rob their la- 

rers of their honest earnings. [Applause.] I tell you, sir, 
that these men are going too far. They are raising the prole- 
tariat of this country, and woe be to them if these once spring to 
their feet. These men are themselves the fathers of the incen- 
diary torch and the dynamite bomb. They are the breeders of 
anarchists. They would crucify the Christ of the poor, but on 
the day of his crucifixion the skieg will darken and the graves 
open and the ghosts of dead wrongs stalk forth to plague the 
wrongers. [Applause.] I have no patience when I look upon 
these efforts to warp legislation, to intimidate Congress, to plun- 
der the workingmen, and to deceive the country. 

I have no pene with it; and although I do not like all the 
details of this bill, although I think it imperfect in some of its 
parts, imperfections which I believe will be removed in the Sen- 
ate and their removal concurred in by this House, yet take it as 
it is to-day, so far as the schedules are concerned, although some 
of them strike hardly at the industries in my district, and I 
think unjustly, still I take it as a choice of evils in preference to 
the pomni infamous act, and would support it were there not 
one bar in the way. I may, after all, much as I admire the bill, 
withhold my vote from it, not because of the nature of the bill 
as a tariff measure, but because it contains one thing that I can 
never sanction orapprove. There is a bounty in this bill which 
isa subsidy. I am a Democrat after the strictest sect of Jef- 
ferson. For fifty years I have fought in the Democratic party, 
and always against subsidies, and I am not disposed to take the 
legacy of the Republican party in the shape of a bounty. 

The gentleman who made the minority report aina that the 
Supreme Court has validated bounties by its decision. That is 
a most extraórdinary statement. Let me say something about 
courts. Let me cite two decisions, one of a Stata court and one 
of the Federal court of so, one jurisdiction. In the State of 
Maine, some years ago, the Legislature was called upon to pass a 
bill affording a bounty to a certain industry on condition that it 
would establish itself in a certain town. The Legislature had 
some doubts as to their power, so they sought for legal advice. 
The attorney-general of the State at that time was named Thomas 
B. Reed laughter], a name quite familiar to me, although not 
as that of a lawyer. I presume, however, that he must have 
been a distinguished advocate, this Mr. Reed, or he would not 
have been selected for that high position. [Laughter.] 

But, singular to say, the Legislature, with reprehensible negli- 
gence, overlooked their natural adviser, the attorney-general, 
and asked the judges of the highest court in the State for their 
opinion on the subject, and the judges gave it. It was adverse 
to the power of the Legislature. The court held that to give a 
bounty to individuals from funds raised for the public use was a 
perversion of taxation, a doctrine as old as Bourlemaqui and all 
the old English law writers, and that it was nothing more nor 
less than robbery under color of law; and one judge, Dickerson, 
gave*the quaint illustration that it was like eaa a few 
to a banquet in order that the many might possibly have the 
crumbs that fell from the table. [Laughter.] 

If any gentleman wants to look at these opinions he will find 
them in 58 Maine, pages 597 et supra. Some years later the same 
question was raised in Kansas. A certain manufacture proposed 
to establish itself in Topeka, and it was agreed either to give a 
certain bounty or to subscribe for stock. Iam not sure which, 
but I think the agreement was to give $100,000 on condition that 
the industry was established there in order to boom or benefit 
the town. The contract was made. Bonds were issued and the 
interest for the first year was paid, but the second yearaclamor 
arose and the people elected officers who refused 2 the in- 
Lente fe on the ground that the contract was illegal therefore 
void. 
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It went from one court to another, and finally came to the Su- 
reme Court of the United States. Justice er gave the opin- 
on of the court, one justice alone, Clifford, dissenting on the 
ground that the expenditure was possibly good for the public. 
foge Miller, delivering the opinion of the court, laid down the 
doctrine that while it was within the power of a legislative body 
to raise money for public use, itmust be for public use simply— 
nothing more; that to divert money thus raised to private uses 
was a perversion of taxation, and ‘plunder in the guise of leg- 
islation.” Now, if that is validating bounties, I must confess 
that I have no knowledge of the force and effect of the English 
language. Itstrikes me that it goes very far to invalidate boun- 
ties, for the court held that the contract was illegal and there- 
fore void. 

You will now see why I hestiate to vote for the bounty. Ihope 
it will yet be stricken out so that I zar give to this bill by my 
vote the support that I have in my mind for schedules, and that 
I have given this night with my voice. 

J know that in taking this ground I stand apart from many of 
my colleagues in action, possibly, but not from so many in thought, 
for I have heard a great many words on this subject uttered in 
conversation in this House, in the cloak room, and on the floor. 
Iknow that I do not stand alone. But that is of no consequence 
to me, for stand alone or with many, I stand as I think right; I 
do what I think right, and I let consequences take care of them- 
selves. But with or without my vote this bill will pass, and its 
passage will bring about a revival of business and an increase of 
the prosperity of the country. [Loud applause.] 

[Mr. WAUGH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion wasagreed to; and, Mr. BROOKSHIRE haring aton 
the chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. MCKaIG reported that the 
Committee of the ole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue tor the Government, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. : 

And then, on motion of Mr. McK aie (at 10 o'clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4968) for the 
relief of the heirs at law of William H. Muse, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COFFEEN: A bill (H. R. 5100) pentane for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STRAIT: A bill (H. R. 5186) providing for the erection 
of a monument to designate the battle ground of Buford, in the 
county of Lancaster, S.C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 5187) granting to the 
Fort Jesup Masonic College, Louisiana, for school purposes, the 
lands remaining unsold in the abandoned military reservation 
7 Fort Jesup, Sabine Parish, La.—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lands. 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 5188) to fix the rate of postage on 
periodical publications containing the print or reprint of books 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5189) to authorize the con- 
struction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 5190) to amend sections 
4818, 4821, 4822, and 4823 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and section 4 of an act approved March 3, 1883, entitled 
An act prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home located 
at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ”—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5191) to provide for the 
enlargement and improvement of the United states Naval Hos- 
pital, Brooklyn, N.Y.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELL: A resolution assigning a clerk to the Com- 
akan on Ventilation and Acoustics—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 5192) for the relief of William 
H. Sprinkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 5193) to remove the charge 

a era from Henry Smith—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. 
Greiner, of Texas—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 5195) granting a wp to 
Fanny E. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1 1 HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 5196) for the relief John C. 
Phillips to the Committee on War Claims. 

805 r. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5197) for the relief of 
Michael Kries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5193) for the relief of Benjamin F. Rogers 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) for the relief of William Ellis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

or Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 5200) for the relief of Thomas 
McGrath—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5201) for the relief of Thomas Fletcher Foley, 
alias Thomas Fletcher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 5202) granting to the Des 
Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct, op- 
erate, and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power station in the 
Mississippi River, in Hancock County, IIl.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O’NEIL: A bill (H. R. 5203] for the relief of John R. 
Farrell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of Wil- 
liam and John Beattie—to the Committee on Claims. 

or Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 5205) for the relief of Louisa S. 
Guthrie, widow and executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

g eS WEADOCK: A bill (H. R.5206) for the relief of Robert 
B. Tubbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr, APSLEY: Petition of Charles E. Dresser and 53 other 
manufacturers of toys, of Massachusetts, . against the 
pogo of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Waysand 


eans. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of R. M. Sharp and 10 others, pen- 
sioners, of Pemiscot County, Mo., praying Congress to ad just and 
settle all pension claims by law by December 31 next to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of I, M. Johnson and 23 others, of Sparta, Mo., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Remonstrance of the legal voters, belonging 
about equally to the Republican and Democratic parties, em- 
ployed in the hosiery of Laconia, N. H., 240 men, and rep- 
3 more = 1,000 employés in all 1 mills and other 

ndustrial occupations, protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Also, remonstrance of the employésof the Manchester Locomo- 
tive Works, Manchester, N. H., protesting against the passage 
of the Wilson bill or any oak zig aimed against the policy 
of protection to American industries and American workmen— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of the employés of Gonic Manufacturing 
Company, of New Hampshire, against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill, because it will impoverish the country, reduce wages, 
and greatly injure the manufacturing and other interests of the 
State—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of the employés of the Cocheco Woolen 
Manufacturing Company, of East Rochester, N. H., irrespective 
of party, against the Wilson tariff bill, declaring that they be- 
lieve that if it passes it will impoverish the country, reduce 
wages, and greatly injure the lumbering, farming, and manu- 
facturing interests of New Hampshire—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens, employés, and operatives of 
the town of Tilton, N. H., protesting against the Wilson tariff 
bill as exceedingly disastrous to the business of that town—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, remonstrance of the Hodgdan & Holt Manufacturing 
Com any, of Laconia, N. H., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill (the remonstrants are all voters) to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Protest of 50 farmers of Lancaster County, 
Pa., against the reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 48 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
8 duty on leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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Also, protest of 48 farmers’ of Lancaster County, Pa., aginn 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 60 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 25 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, protest of 25 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
the reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 
Alco, protest of 41 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., st 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

Also, protest of 97 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

Also, protest of 44 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

Also, protest of 32 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. wee 

Also, protest of 25 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
the reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. i 

, protest of 29 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. i 

Also, protest of 23 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against re- 
duction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 23 farmers of Lancaster County, Fa., against re- 
duction of the duty on leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 16 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against re- 
duction of the duty on leaf tobaceo- to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 30 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., t 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committeeon Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 24 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leat tobacco to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. $ ) 

Also, protest of 48 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, : 

Also, protest of 69 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, protest of 50 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of 25 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

, protest of 56 farmers of Lancaster County, Pa., against 
reduction of the duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ; 

Also, petition of 110 manufacturersof cigarsin Lancaster City, 
Pa., in favor of a uniform duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed 
leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of Joseph W. Warner and 16 others, 
of Pike, Pike County, Ohio, protesting against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CADMUS: Petition signed by 3,000 N in the 
=i of Passaic, protesting against the passage of the Wilson 

ill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Resolutions of the Oswego Board of 
Trade, in favor of the p tariff on barley and malt—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of N. D. Anthony and 36 other 
farmers and dealers in barley, protesting against any reduction 
in the import dutyon barley and its product—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of employés of the Chicago 
Hardware Manufacturing Company, protesting against the pas- 
=o of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of manufacturers and makers of 
cigars, for a uniform rate of duty on unstemmed leaf tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the thread-workers and spinners 
of fine cotton yarns of Newark and Kearny, N. J., against a re- 
duction of the tariff on spool cotton and fins cotton yarn—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. ` 


Also, protest of C. O. Frye and 293 other miners of lead ore in 
Southwest Missouri and Southeast Kansas, against the proposed 
15 per cent ad valorem duty on lead ore—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, remonstrance of the miners of lead ore west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, against the paraga of the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 66 of the employés of J. C. Parker & Co., Que- 
chee, Vt., against the passage of the Wilson tarif bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition af George W. Wing and 93 others, in behalf of 
Fannie E. Alexander, of Montpelier, Vt., widow of Elhanan W. 
Ormsbee, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers, to be restored to her pension by a special act of Congress 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Memorial of the Packers and Nailers’ Pro- 
tective Union, No. £152, of Superior, Wis., in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a Government telegraph system—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of H. W. Scott, of Seward, III., in 
favor of 1-cent letter postage—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 100 employés of the Hanover Woolen Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Hanover, Jo Daviess County, III., pray- 
ing the defeat of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of importers and 
merchants of the city of New York, asking that a specific dut; 
be put upon sardines in lieu of the ad valorem duty provid 
for in the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of I. H. Mues and others, of Fron- 
tenac, Minn., for a retention of tariff taxes on barley—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, pension of cigar-makers of Chaska, Minn., for a reduc- 
tion of ay on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of cigar-makers of Faribault, Minn., for a re- 
duction of duty on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of cigar-makers of New Prague, Minn., for re- 
duction of tariff taxes on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of cigar-makers of Faribault, Minn., for reduc- 
tion of duty on unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of H. O. Richel and others, of Faribault, Minn., 
for reduction of duty on unstemmed leaf tobacco to 35 cents ad 
valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Two petitions of citizens of the Territory 
of New Mexico, praying Congress not to place wool on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Joseph Kindley and 7 others, 
cigar-makers, of Delphos, Ohio, praying for a uniform rate of 
duty of 35 cents on unstemmed tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of the silk throwsters of Mat- 
teawan, N. Y., against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of the operatives in the factory of Wm. Carroll 
& Co. at Matteawan, N. Y., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the tobacco manufacturers of Kingston, N. 
Y., against the e of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition signed by 9 firmsof um- 
brella manufacturers, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James G. Shaw and 110 others, employésof the 
East e Woolen Mill, of Bridgeton, N. J.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. : 

Also, resolution adopted at a mass meeting held in the court- 
house in Camden, N. J., March 30, 1893, against the passage of 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Stephen Robinson and 60 others, employés of 
Camden Woolen Mills, Camden, N. J.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston Society of Water- 
Color Painters, in favor of the free-art clause of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Protest of the Merchant Tailors’ Na- 
tional Exchange of the United States, against any reduction in 
the tariff—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Robert B. Tubbs, to accom- 
pany House bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of 54 citizens of Columbus, 
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8 against the passage of the Wilson bill —to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of George E. Hiller and 23 other 
citizens of Warren Township, Belmont County, Ohio, protesting 
against the pangs of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Remonstrance of 29 men, ang fe in the 
Bentley & Gerwig twine mills, in the Twenty-fif istrict of 

Pennsylvania, representing also 200 women employed in the 
same works, against a reduction of the tariff on hemp and flax 
products to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Lodge No. 38, Amal ted Associa- 
tion of Iron and Steel Workers, New Castle, Pa., representing 
500 members, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance signed by committee of 5 of the local union 
No. 38, situated at Beaver Falls, Pa., of the American Flint Glass 
Workers’ Union, against a reduction of the tariff on flint glass 
ware—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of glassstainers of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Sons of Temperance of Connec- 
ticut, for an investigation of the liquor in its relation to 
crime, ete.—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, remonstrance of George W. Stevens and others, of Crom- 
well, Conn., against the reduction of duty on toys—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of King Phillip Globe and Yarn 
Mills, Fall River, Mass., protesting against the Wilson bill -to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of she Maly Ned of the King Phillip Globe 
Yarn, Sanford Spi Kerr Thread Company, and other mills 
of Fall River, Mass., protesting against the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the machinists, molders, and other oper- 
atives of the Fall River Machine Company, in opposition to the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED: Protest of Cornelius Weeks and 56 others, em- 

5 5 of the Robinson Mills, South Windham, Me., against the 

ilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3 rotest of m 5 Lee 2 7 59 others, re of Ponar 

cherry Company, Bridgeton, Me., against the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest by the Trades League of Philadelphia, against 
oe passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

euns. 

Also, protest of Robert Halford and 240 others, employés of 
Goodall Worsted Conny, of Sanford, Me., against the pas- 
ase of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, protest of Geo. E. Moulton and 396 others, overseers and 
operatives of the Lewiston Mill Company’s mills, irrespective of 
political party, etc., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Geo. L. Hanson and 52 others, employés of 
Portsmouth Company, South Berwick, Me., against the passage 
of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of employés of different shops in the State of 
Maryland, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition and statements 
favoring House bill 4645, for the relief of C. C. Miner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of John H. Crier and 101 
others, citizens of Michigamme, Mich., representing without re- 

rd to party relations the gron anxiety respecting the tariff 

egislation now pending, and praying that the duty on iron ore 
be retained—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of fishermen of Grand Marias, Mich., pra ing 
that the tarif on twine and netting be removed—to the Com. 

‚mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Protest of Local Union, No. 
48, American Flint Glass Works, Tarentum, Pa., against the 
poeng of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, protest of green and flint glass workers of Pittsburg, 

inst the eof the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 


By Mr. STRAIT: Petition and papers to accompany the bill 
(H. R. 5186) for the erection of a monument to designate the 
battle ground of Buford. in the county of Lancaster, S. C.—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of Jeff McCiarney and 5 other 
citizens of Wabssha, Minn., praying for a uniform duty of 35 


oa on all unstemmed tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
ears, 

Also, petition of Charles Selleig and 10 others, of Albert Lea, 
Mni, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of H. J. Simmons and others, protesting against 
she passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, thirty-three protests of 1,311 citizens of Minnesota, 
against changes in the barley schedule—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of George H. Hale and others, citizens of Pleas- 
ant Grove, Olmstead County, Minn., against the barley schedule, 
being 34 protests, signed by 1,329 citizens of Minnesota—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1 Resolutions of the FERSTIE of War- 
saw, N. Y., irrespective of party, protesting against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of importers and merchants of the city of 
New York, and asking that a specific duty be placed upon sar- 
dines, in lieu of the ad valorem duty pro in the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Pepeni to accompany House bill 
3919—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. K: Petition of D. M. Pierce and others, to 
3 iron ore on dutiable list to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Charles 
Parsons and 79 other citizens of Conway, Mass., against the pro- 

reduction of duty on foreign wrappers for cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Philip Hyde and 46 other employés of 
the Holyoke Paper Company, of Holyoke, Mass., as the 
passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the ttee 
on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 13, 1894. 


The House met at II o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterdays’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement showing the 
rincipal imports and exports in the foreign commerce of the 
Enit States for a series of years; which was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
- HAWAI. 


A message from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries.» 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the message just re- 
ceived from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith copies of all dispatches from our minister at Hawaii 
relating in any 1 = 3 affairs in that country, except such as have 
0 


been heretofore re the 
I also transmit a copy of the last ctions sent to our minister, dated 


January 12, 1834, the only instructions to him not already sent to the 


In transmitt certain correspondence with my message dated December 
18, 1893, I withheld a dispatch from our present minister, numbered 3 and 
dated November 16, 1893, and also a dispatch from our former minister. num- 
bered 70 and dated October 8, 1892. Inasmuch as the contentsof the dispatch 
of November 16, 1893, are referred to in the dispatches of a more recent date 
now sent Ladys ge and inasmuch as there seems no longer to be sufficient 
reason for withholding said dispatch. a copy of the same is herewith sub- 
mitted. The dispatch numbered 70 and dated October 8. 1802, above referred 
to, is still withheld for the reason that such a course still appears to be justi- 


fiable and proper. 
fom GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

January 13, 1894. 

The SPEAKER. Thism e, with the perp oboe docu- 
ments, will be ordered to be printed, and will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MAJ. GEN. OLIVER OTIS HOWARD. < 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 108) authorizing 
Maj. Gen. Oliver Otis Howard, United States Army, to accept 
from the President of the French Republic a diploma conferring 
the decoration of Commander of the National Order of the Le- 
gion of Honor. 

The joint resolutions was read, as follows: 


Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That . Gen. 
Oliver Otis FV cakes ALSA, 10 honey MDOLLA OD ae 
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loma conferring upon 
er of the Legion of 


cept from the President of the French Republic a 
—— — decoration of Commander of the National 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? $ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If there is to be any dis- 
cussion on it I must object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There will be none. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [-risetoaquestionof privilege. On the 15th 
of December last I submitted a resolution calling upon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for information concerning the operation 
of the reciprocity clause of the tariff actof 1890. Uponasugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that res- 
olution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, he 

romising that it should be promptly considered and reported 
back: It has not yet been acted upon by the committee, orat any 
rate not reported; and I now move that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution and that 
it be read and considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent, under the order of the House which is now being executed. 
The question which the gentleman presents is a privileged mat- 
ter; but the order adopted by the House suspends for the time 
being the ordinary rule on that subject. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the regular 
order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 


for reports. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent 
that the call of committees be dispensed with so that we may pro- 
ceed with the debate on the tariff bill, and that gentlemen hay- 


reports to make be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

e SPEAKER, In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. f 
There was no objection. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 


The following report from a committee was handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to its appropriate calendar, and otherwise 
disposed of as indicated below: 

JURISDICTION OF POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5013) to amend section 4 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the jurisdiction of the 
police court of the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. . 
: ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 1920) to amend section 4430, Title LTI, of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relative to inspection of iron or steel 
boiler plates; when the Speaker signed the same. 

THE TARIFF. 


The SPEAKER. Under the special order the House will now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further con- 
sideration of the tariff bill. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. PICKLER Mr. Chairman, I voted for the McKinley law 
in 1890 as amember of this House, and t a good many pro- 
tests from some parties in my partof the country. I believed that 
it was wisdom then to so vote, and time, since the passage of that 
act, has demonstrated the wisdom of that law; so that to-day, 
although my State is largely agricultural, I do not know a farmer 
within its bounds, whatever may be his party affiliations, who 
does not believe that it is to his interest that this law shall 
stand, rather than to concede the adoption of the measure now 
before the House, the Wilson bill, and its provisions in so far as 
they relate to the interests of the farmer. 

WILSON LAW ROBS THE FARMER, 

And while I occupy the time of the House, I simply desire to 
call your attention to a single hy arma or two propositions 
rather, as to what this Wilson bill takes away from the farmer, 
and where it is inimical to his interest, as I believe; and, secondly, 
what it promises him in return. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this bill is aimed at the 
agricultural classes of the country. It seems to me that the free- 
trade force of the Democracy is seeking to wreak all of its ven- 


ee against protection, pent up for years and has se- 
ected the farmer to receive the blow. The k bill—and I 
say it after a careful consideration—the Wilson bill smites the 
farmer hip and thigh. It is against him on every article he 

roduces. I believe the McKinley law—and I believe it because 

know it from many sources in the country, having been amongst 
the farmers in many parts of it—that the McKinley law offers 
more protection to the farmer than any other class of men in 
this country. I believe the farmer is reaping more advantages 
from the protection features of the McKinley bill than any man- 
ufacturer in the United States. 

In that bill the agriculturalist had ample and most liberal 
consideration, whereas under the provisions of the Wilson bill 
we find it attacks the farmer on every hand, and I simply 
refer to the bill in support of that statement. Let us note afew 
of the reductions and confiscations to which the agricultural 
community is treated in this bill, and I defy any gentleman to 
select or name any specific advantage this bill confers on the 
farmers as a class, more than is conferred generally on all classes 
by the provisions of that bill. You may claim that he has a lit- 
tle of the advan from your standpoint, that you propose 
every one else is to have who is interested in the bill, but even 
from your standpoint it is only an advantage which all enjoy in 
common with the farmer. But my proposition is that there i¢ 
no specific advantage conferred upon him at all or in any re 
spect. You confer no favor whatever upon the farmer, while 
you protect all other interests and confer 1 and protec- 
tion to the manufacturers of the country. And the farmer is the 
only class in the country against whom wholesale attack and on- 
slaught is made. 3 


ITEMS UPON WHICH THE BILL ROBS THE FARMER. 


Now, let us see how the professions of this party that we have 
heard so earnestly and often on this floor in their advocacy of 
the farmers and their rights is borneout by their acts; let ussee, 
I say, what 3 doing in this act and under the provisions 
of this bill for the farmer's benefit. Here they had an opportu- 
nity to care for the farmer's interest. What have they done? 

nder this bill they reduce wool from 11 cents per pound under 
the McKinley law and place it on the free list. They reduce 
horses from $30 a head under the 3 to 20 per cent ad 
valorem under this. They reduce the tariff on mules from 830 
per head under the McKini ey law to 20 per cent ad valorem. The 
reduce cattle from $10 a head under that law to 20 per cent ag 
valorem under this. They reduce sheep from $1.50 a head to 20 
pe cent ad valorem. Hogs from $1.50 a head to 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Barley, that great crop which, before the McKinley law went 
into effect, the former law permitted the importation of over 
$11,000,000 worth in one year, and since that law, less than half 
a million dollars’ worth—what have they done with reference to 
barley; and what does my dist nguished friend from Nebraska 
do for the barley-raisers of his State, which adjoins mine and 
has the same conditions, and, as he knows, they have few if any 
better crops in their State than barley. They reduced it from 
30 cents a bushel to 20 per cent ad valorem; buckwheat, from 1 
cent per pound to 20 per cent ad valorem. You see that these 
are all farm products I name. Every farm product of any con- 
siderable importance is reduced under this bill, I think, without 
a single exception. 

But I go on with this table. Corn is reduced from 15 cents 
per bushel under the McKinley law to 20 per cent ad valorem: 
oats from 15 cents a bushel to 20 per cent ad valorem; cornmeal 
from 20 cents per bushel to 20 per cent ad valorem; rye from 10 
cents a bushel to 20 per cent ad valorem; wheat from 25 cents a 
bushel to 20 per cent ad valorem; beans from 40 cents a bushel 
to 20 per cent ad valorem; potatoes from 25 cents a bushel to 10 
cents a bushel; onions from 40 cents to 20 cents a bushel; peas 
dried, from 30 to 20 cents a bushel; vegetables in their natur 
state from 25 per cent ad valorem to 10 percent ad valorem; hay— 
and in the great Northwest we have enough hay to supply the 
world; they give the Canadians across the line from our States 
the opportunity to come and drive out our haymakers and allow 
millions of tons of our hay to roton the ground. What do they 
do for hay? 

Hay is reduced from $4 per ton to $2 per ton; hops from 15 
cents a pound to 8 cents a pound; butter and substitutes there- 
for from 6 cents to 4 cents; poultry from 3 cents to 2 cents; 
paniky, dressed, from 5 cents to 3 cents; apples, green or ripe 

rom 25cents per bushel to the free list; bacon and hams from 8 
cents to the free list; beef, mutton, and pork from 2 cents to the 
free list; eggs from 5 cents a dozen to the free list; lard from 2 
cents a pound to the free list; milk from 5 cents per gallon to the 
free list; broom corn from $8 per ton to the free list; straw from 
30 per cent ad valorem to the free list; cider from 5 cents per 
0 785 to the free list. 
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This is 
what it offers to the farmer, and I say that it smites the farmer 
hip and thigh upon every article that he produces. 
INCONSISTENCIES OF THE BILL. 
I desire for a moment to call attention to the argument offered 
to the wool-growers of the country. The committee say in their 


This is the record of the Wilson bill for the farmer. 


majority report that they are to furnish manufacturers with free 
wool, in order, as they say, that the general public may have 
cheaper clothing. And then, as the gentleman from West Vir- 

inia [Mr. WILSON] very emphatically announced the other day 
A his argument, they turn around immediately in the next 
breath and tell us, the wool-raisers of the United States, that 
we are to have a better price for our wool than we have under 
the present law. 

Now, how is that? How can youtell the people of the United 
States that you are putting wool upon the free list in order to 

ive them 7 clothing, and then turn around in the next 

reath, as you do in this majority report, and tell us, the wool- 
raisers of the country, that we will have a better price for our 
wool than we have at present? 

These two propositions are utterly inconsistent. If clothing 
is to be cheaper, as is promised by the committee, as the result 
of the passage of this bill, 5 made the excuse for putting 
wool on the free list, then it follows as a matter of course that 
the wool-raisers must take a smaller price for their wool. Cer- 
tainly there can be no denying this proposition. 

It means this, you can not escape it; and it means to rob us of 
a fair price for our wool and mutton, and in this bill they do so 
rob us. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have in my State, and in the country 
north and south and west of there, one of the greatest shee 
raising sections of the Union. We have a particularly well- 
suited climate for wool growing. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


We have particularly nutritious grasses that cure upon the 
ground, and when they are not covered by snow furnish good 
turage for horses, sheep, and cattle the year round. We 
have artesian wells, the greatest in the world, supplying water, 
flowing from one to four thousand gallons per minute, throwing 
the water 50, 75, and 100 feet into the air, affording the cheapest 
and greatest power there is in the country. We desire to raise 
wool there. We, the people of South Dakota, and the farmers 
whom I represent, desire to furnish our portion of the sixty mil- 
lions of sheep that are yet lacking in the United States to supply 
the people with what they consume of wool and mutton. We 
want to raise our portion of these sixty millions sheep. We 
want to produce our part of that wool and mutton, and we want 
to manufacture it in our midst, because we have the power so to 
do. 
5 WILSON BILL DESTROYS NATURAL ADVANTAGES. 

But the Wilson bill destroys every natural advantage that 
that country affords us. We know that we are to be driven out 
of the wool industry. We know that we can not compete with 
the wool-raisers of these other countries, as has been well said 
here; our people can not compete with Australians, South 
Americans, and South Africans; they are a much cheaper people 
than our free Americans; and, whereas, Mr. Chairman, since 
the passage of the McKinley bill in my State our sheep have 
trebled in number, yet since this question became agitated, and 
the passage of this bill was promised, the sheep-raisers have be- 
come despondent and are going out of business, and are despair- 
ing of any hope from this source of income. 

r. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the five-minute rule I will be glad to 
answer the gentleman, but I can not now, as my time is too lim- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be interrupted 
without his consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will be glad to talk to the gentleman un- 
der the five-minute rule. I would not be surprised if gentle- 
men coming from Texas should find their consciences hurting 
them a little when they think about this wool schedule. 

Mr. CRAIN. In view of that remark the gentleman ought to 
allow me to ask him a simple question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will later. I want to ask you gentlemen 
on the other side of this House, if this proposition is true that 
by putting wool on the free list, or giving manufacturers free 
raw materials, if that is to cheapen clothing and other articles 
of consumption, I want to know why it is that you select the 
farmer to bear all the burdens? 

Why do not you distribute them? How is it that you say to 
the farmer and to the millions of farm laborers throughout this 
eountry: ‘‘ We will protect the Eastern manufacturers: we give 
the wool manufacturers,” as the chairman of the committee [Mr. 


WILSON of West Virginia] puts it ‘forty dollars on the hundred 
yet;” and if that be so, why is it that you protect these indus- 
tries while you make the farmers bear all the burdens by Taja 
ting his products on the free list and protecting all others? Why 
do not you equalize . this matter in some respect? Why do not 
you give to the farmer some reduction and some reduction to 
the manufacturer, instead of giving it all to the manufacturer 
and nothing to the farmer? 

The farm laborers in this country number 9,000,000 of propis 
and including those who are dependent upon them number 35,- 
000,000 of our population; and you strike every interest possible 
in this bill. In the year 1889, before the McKinley law and with 
an insufficient tariff, there was imported into this country of 
farm products over $125,000,000, every item of which should have 
been produced by our own farmers. I submit the items. 

More than one-sixth of the $745,131,652 worth of imports dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1889 was made up from commodities coming 
wk mediate competition with the products of American farms, 
viz: 


Animals and meats 


Se-. 


2218 


zi 
BRIERE 


ASR 
BSNS 
TEEI 


pE 
35 
223 


a 
— 
a 
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Miscellaneous 


125 082, 148 


This excludessugar, spices, raw silk, dyes, wines, and numer- 
ous other articles, of which many are grown in the United States, 


KICK THE FARMER DOWNSTAIRS, 


This majority of the Ways and Means Committee, it seems to 
me, have called in the several classes before them. They have 
called the importers in before them, the manufacturers of woolen 
goods, and perhaps the glove manufacturers and shoe minufac- 
turers; and this committee had before them also the farmer. 
They have called them in and said, ‘‘Just stand up, gentlemen, 
and we will dispose of you.” The importer says, “I want a lesser 
duty so that I may sell more goods.” They say to him, Come up 
higher. You advance three steps to the front.” Then they say 
to the woolen manufacturer, Stand back alittle,” and they jostle 
him a very little, and they do the same with the glove manufac- 
turer and other manufacturers. 

Then it comes to the farmer’s turn. They take him by the 
throat and back to the back door and kick him downstairs and 
into the alley. I-defy anyone to 8 that this is not the treat- 
ment this bill affords the farmer. That is what they have done 
to the farmer. Then comes to the bruised farmer the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], with a ball of binding-twine under 
his arm and rolling a barrel of salt and saying to the farmer, We 
will give you free twine and salt.” That is the promise they give 
to the farmer. It seems to me, gentlemen, unfair, unjust, and 
not right that you should, in carrying out what you say is this 
great reform, to the Northern an estern farmers especially, 
to make him bear all the burdens which you do in this Dill, 
Should he, in order to have cheaper clothing, bear the brunt for 
all the 70,000,000 of these people? Should not the burden be dis- 
tributed? Why have you made him bear it alone? 


CANADIAN PRODUCTS. 


Iam speaking of what I know, as I live only 200 or 300 miles 
from the British Possessions; and I say that in this biil you are 
inviting the horse-raisers of those provinces, the wool-raisers 
of that country, the poultry-raisers, their butter-makers, and the 
producers of all articles of farm products they there roduce, the 
vegetable-raisers of Bermuda, the onion-raisers of Spain and 
Egypt, and all of those foreign countries, and especially those 
producing wool, to pour their agricultural products into this 
country and into my State, and drive us out of the business. 
You have put in a few ad valorem duties here upon a few farm 
products, but there is not an iota of protection in any of them. 
It is virtually free trade for every one of the products of the 
farmers of America. 

Oh, you select some articles, talk of the tariff on same, and say 
protection does not help the farmer any. Then, if it does not 
help or hurt him, why make any reduction in the duties that 
are given for the benefit of the farmer? Why put him on the 
down grade? Why did you not give him the protection he has 
in the McKinley bill? He asks it, even under your own theory, 
if it is of no value. This theory of free trade does as a theory, 
but the farmers in my State, living at no great distance from the 
British Possessions, know that it is disastrous. 
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PROTECTION GIVES THE FARMER BETTER PRICES. 

It is not guesswork with the farmers of my State. They 
know that since the McKinley bill was passed they have re- 
ceived better prices for their barley, for their flax, for their 
horses, for their wool, for their potatoes, for their eggs, their 
butter, and other articles, than their neighbors across the Ca- 
nadian line have received. That they know, and no theory can 

isplace the knowledge of this fact in their minds. 

7e know these things to be facts, and this theory that protec- 
tion does not help the farmer is regarded a fallacy beyond all 
doubt in our State. We know that it does; and then, beyond 
that even, from your own standpoint, if protection to farm prod- 
ucts does not give a cent better prices, which it does, there is 
this point to it: Every horse that a Canadian sells in coun- 
try prevents the sale of a horse by an American farmer, and I 
desire to call attention to the admirable list the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] furnished in his able speech the other 
day, as to some articles. He shows that the number of horses 
imported were 62,411, on an average a year for fiye or six years 
Balder the passage of the McKinley law. I see it in evidence 
before the Committee on Ways and Means that one man states 
that from Mexico alone there were driven across 250,000 Mexican 
hor-es annually. Undoubtedly the large share of these horses 
camo into this country without paying any duty, thus defraud- 
ing the horse-raisers in this country as well as the Government 
of the revenue. 5 

We ought to supply the horses that are used in this country. 
Our farmers ought to raise these horses, and if we get no more 
out of protection, it is a great advantage to us to furnish this 
sixty thousand to one hundred thousand horses annually, and it 
would give us the market of this country for our horses. Every 
Mexican or Canadian who sells a horse to our people deprives 
the farmers of this country of the sale of that So every 
steer, sheep, hog, bushel of barley, flax, or potatoes furnished 
by = foreigner prevents our farmers from furnishing these ar- 
ticles. What do you put in this bill on horses? Twenty per cent 
ad valorem. It is in evidence before the Committee on Ways 
and Means that that duty, 20 per cent ad valorem, was enforced 
: before the McKinley law and that it amounted to 82 on the horse. 
The duty of $2 on a horse, as you fix itin this bill, is an insult to 
every horse-raiser of the United States. Two dollars a head 
protection; what a humbug! 

Of cattle there were imported 88,000 hend annually on an av- 
eraye before the passage of the McKinley law. We have the 
territory, we have the grass, we have the facilities for raising 
these cattle; and our farmers are anxious to produce these horses 
and sheep and cattle, and all these other ‘scot and sell 
them as a livelihood, but by the passage of act, you nullify 
every advantage we have to so do. It Is a great injustice, great 
hardship, aoe a great detriment to my constituents, and I pro- 
test 8 t. 

Your pretense for this onslaught upon the farmer is that you 
want the manufacturer to have free raw material. You 1 
our wool industry, you declare, to get 1 clothing, an 
yet clothing is cheaper than it has ever been known in the his- 
tory of the country. A man’s all-wool, first-rate suit for less 
than $11. And while it is an admitted fact that the class of 
clothing worn by the farmer is not protected and is cheaper than 
in England, after thirty years of protection in this country the 
farraer’s dollar buys more than ever before, while all of his prod- 
ucts bring him a much better price than during any free-trade 
Bee FOREIGN COMPETITION. 

You open our markets to people with whom they can not com- 
pete and you drive them out of the business. What are the 
going to do? What business do you propose that the wool- 

wers and the cattle-raisers and the horse-raisers of that coun- 
try shall undertake after you have driven them out of the busi- 
ness in which they are engaged? 
SIXTY MILLION SHEEP. 

Take sheep. As I said before, statistics show that we need 
60,000,000 more head of sheep in this country for our own con- 
sumption. We ought to raise them. We have the facilities for 
doing it, and does any gentleman here doubt that it would give 
a great impetus to trade in every line if we were producing 
those additional 60,000,000 of sheep in this country, with the 
enormous amount of money they would yield? 

TWO TAILORS. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] argued 
very eloquently the other day as to what a great advantage it 
would be for the farmer in this country to have a tailor ing 
a suit of clothes on this side of the water and another one mak- 
ing another suit of clothes in England in opposition to the Ameri- 
can, so that the farmer might have two bidders for his wheat in- 
stead of one. Now, the farmers in my part of the country would 
rather have both those tailors near them. [Laughter.] We 


would rather have them both at our own doors and furnish us a 
market at home for our products. We want them for their 
society; we want them to help to pay the taxes in this count: 
while they are making the clothes; to help to build our school- 
houses and our churches, and to develop our great country. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

There would be just as much competition between them, so far 
asthe consumption of wheat is concerned, if both the tailors lived 
inthis country. [Laughter and applause.] And if we had them 
with us we would save the transportation on our wheat to Eng- 
land and on the tailor's goods to this country. 

My distinguished friend from Nebraska, my neighbor [Mr. 
BRYAN], is willing, as I understand, to destroy the sugar fac- 
tories in his State. He is willing to destroy our sheep-raisin 
and horse-raising out in that country by the passage of this bill. 
I do not know what the will of his constituents in Nebraska is, 
but I do know that just across the line in my State the farmers 
are solidly o to this bill. I had a letter afew days ago 
from the president of the agricultural college of my State, Dr. 
Lewis McLouth, saying that before the fear about this bill came 
up they had had men from the East looking to that-country for 
places to locate beet-sugar factories, but thatsince the agitation of 
this Wilson bill those parties had declined to consider any prop- 
osition whatever. . 

Mr. BRYAN. Just before the elections of 1880 and 1890 
nearly every town in Nebraska had similar propositions. 

Mr. PIC Well, my friend, is it not your duty to en- 
courage sueh 8 aud such enterprises? 

Mr. BRYAN. But after the election they all disappeared. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ah, they did not. Has the one at Norfolk 
disappeared? 

Mr. BRYAN. No. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are you not, as a Nebraskan, proud of that 
enterprise? 

Mr. BRYAN. I am proud of anything that stands on its own 
feet, bu. A 

Mr.PICKLER. Then why do you undertake to cut it down? 
I tell you, my good friend, you absorbed too much free-trade doc- 
trine when you lived farther East. [Laughter.] You know that 
you proposs to destroy that beet-sugar manufacture. You know 
that those people fear that. 

And you know further, if the bounty of the present law were 
eontinued, these factories would spring up all over our countries 

ially adapted to the business, giving employment to tens of 
ousands of farm laborers, and saving scores of millions of dol- 
lars to this country that now goes abroad for sugar. 


PROTECT NORTH AND WEST. 


ou are going to destroy our wool industry out 
there. I tell you I think that it is most emphatically the duty 
of men iu that portion of the country to protect the interests of 
the people there, and I submit to the gentleman from Nebraska 
that while the South was getting free cotton ties, and while he 
was consenting to the retention of the 1 8 on sugar, and 
while the Southern farmers were getting a high tariff on rice the 
farmers of the North and the West ought to have had some consid- 
eration. I want it understood that Ido not envy the Southern 
farmers a particle; on the contrary, I am glad that the farmers 
in some part of the country are getting something out of this 
bill; but I repeat, I think that while the gentleman was agree- 
ing to those things it was hisduty to have stood, at least to some 
extent, for the interests of the farmers of his own section. 


BISDING TWIN. 


; u BRYAN Will you help us to put binding twine on the 
ree list? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I voted for free binding twine long ago 
in the McKinley bill, and I voted for it at that time, believing 
then, as I believe now, that it did not amount to a row of pi 
far as saving the farmer an tning was concerned. What is the 
history of binding twine? Its price was 14 cents in 1890, and in 
the McKinley law we put a duty of seven-tenthsof a cent a pound 
upon it, and the result was that it sold for 11 cents the next year, 
3 cents lower than before the McKinley law. Iwas coming to 
that subject. I know that is the bait that you throw out to the 
farmers. The majority say in their report to the farmers of the 
country, We have given untaxed agricultural implements, 
binding twine, free salt, and untaxed cotton ties“ —the latter 
with an explanation. That is. after all this tearing down of the 
interests of the farmers that I have been detailing, you promise 
to give them this. What does it amount to? 

FREE AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS, 

Free agricultural N what does that amount to? It 
amounts to nothing. The price of agricultural implements is 
only about one-third of what it was ten years ago. A binding 
machine that cost 8330 ten years ago costs now only 8115. The 


You know that 
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tents on those inventions have expired and our home compe- 
[ition puts the price as low as the manufacturers can afford. 
Therefore there is nothing whatever in that, Even if the tariff 
upon agricultural implements, reapers, binders, mowers, and 
other machinery was all a tax it would not amount to 82 a year 
to the average farmer. A binder, reaper, and mower will last 
ten years with ordinary care and two or three farmers will use it. 

There is nothing whatever in this free agricultural implement 
proposition. It is a shadow without a reality. And while his- 
tory shows that binding twine was lower after the Mokinio 
tariff than before, even if the seven-tenths of & cent per poun 
under that bill had been so much tax added to the price, what 
would it cost the ordinary farmer farming 80 acres? 

I want to say to my good friend from Nebraska that any or- 
dinary farmer would lose more under your bill on a dozen 
chickens he may raise than you can ibly save him on free 
binding twine. [Applause.] He will lose more under your bill 
upon one good sheep annually than you will save him annually 
by making binding twine free. This isa fact; the figures will 
demonstrate it. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the farmers in 
my State are now largely using headers, and thus dispensing 
with binders and binding twine. 

This talk about lightening the tax on binding twine and agri- 
cultural implements does not amount to anything substantial to 
the farmer; it is mere claptrap. 

SALT. 

Then the gentleman from Nebraska comes rolling his barrel 
of salt, and says, We put salt on the free list for the benefit of 
the farmer.” Now, salt costs 40 cents a barrel with the barrel 
thrown in, and our farmers do not care to have salt cheaper than 
that—it will be no cheaper than that. No ordinary farmer uses 
more than a barrel of salt a year. If he uses more than that he 
has a large amount of stock for which he requires salt; and on 
every head of stock he loses more by your uction of tariff in 
this bill on stock than he would lose by the duty on salt in ten 


years, 
NOTHING FOR THE FARMER. 


There is nothing in what you offer to the farmer. Everyone of 
your changes in the farm schedule helps to ruin us. Vou put upon 
the free list or reduce the tariff so low that it is no benefit upon 
everything in which the farmer is interested in having a market. 


UNFAIR TO THE WEST. 


Gentlemen, it is not fair to the great West to treat us in this 
way. In that region are the homes of your sons and daughters 
who are coming among us to build up that 1 country. We 
do not deny that you ought to have equitable protection in the 
East; but we say that you ought to treatus fairly. The pioneers 
in the Western country have great hardships toendure. We 
are battling there for the development of that country so as to 
make it an honored part of this great American Union. The 
farmers, because they are weak, ought not to be trodden upon. 

I call upon Democratic members from the North to beware of 
what they are doing. We can not always stand the treatment 
we have n receiving. Within the last few years we have 
been deprived of millions and millions of dollars by the putting 
of hides on the free list while protecting your leather and shoe 
manufacturers in the East. In this way the interest of the East 
has been cared for at the expense of the West. Now, you pro- 
pose to drive us out of the wool business, because such a measure 
will conduce to the interest of the manufacturers of the East 
directly, and, as you claim, indirectly to the people. This is 
unjust to the people of the great West. It is unjust to the young 
menand young women who are developing that country. 

YOUNG MEN AND WOMEN, 


Mr. Speaker, my State is a State of young men and young wo- 
mer. e old men are few. We have young men and young 
women who left their Eastern homes to acquire homes in the 
great Northwest, brave, energetic, and determined. They are 
true pioneers, and the true pioneer is always courageous, hope- 
ful, and persevering. They are building a State. They have 
many hardships, they undergo many privations, but this young 
population will develop a State and shape its destiny, an honor 
to themselves and an honor to the nation. They are entitled to 
fair treatment as anagricultural and mining community. 

They are virtuous, deserving, and brave. We have room for 
hundreds of thousands more. With a soil in fer- 
tility, within ee hours of Chicago, twelve hours of St. 
Paul and Minneapolis, fifteen hours of Duluth, all con- 
sidered we offer the cheapest lands and best facilities for raising 
stock and all cereals in the West. 

They ought to have a fair chance; you owe that much to 
them. You do not give it to them in this bill. I d@fy my hon- 
ored friend from Nebraska or any other gentleman to show a 
single article produced by the farmer, in reference to which he 


is not left in worse condition by this bill than he was before. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

[Mr. TURNER of Georgia withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix.] 

[Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix.] 

[Mr. COCKRAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Will there be a session of the House this evening for 
debate on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be—at 8o'clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask whether the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. BRYAN} will be recognized to address the House at 
the evening session? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN] is on the list to speak to-night at 8 o'clock. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee Mr. Chairman, I do not propose 
to consume a single moment of my time in discussing the con- 
stitutionality of a protective tariff. I beg to notify my distin- 
guished friend the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], whose 
able argument this morning was based mainly on the ground 
that there is no warrant in the Constitution for levying duties 
on ve. es with a view to the protection of Americanindustries— 
that that question is closed, and that that proposition is not en- 
titled to the serious consideration ofany enlightened deliberative 
sara — this country. 

I beg also to remind the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CocKRAN], who has just addressed the House, and whose genius 
and oratory I always admire, that notwithstanding the asser- 
tions he has made, which his friends seem to accept as con- 
vincing arguments a t the American protective tariff sys- 
tem, the fact, attested by thirty years’ experience, is plainly seen 
looming up above the din and confusion of his fierce assault, that 
under the operation of that system we as a people have become 
a prodigy of growth, development, and peed agp in all the 
elements of national greatness and individual happiness, and 
a living wonder among the nations of the earth. [Applause.] 
Yet, in the face of this solemn, burning truth, these gentlemen 
and their Populist allies are ing us to support a measure 
now before us for our serious consideration and determination, 
formulated by the greatest committee of this House, proposing 
the ultimate if not the immediate overthrow of that 8 
system. 

Mr. Chairman, if I could have my way I would change the 
title ofthe bill. Instead of a bill to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other pu "—as the 
committee has de ted it—I would characterize it as a bill to 
create a deficiency in the Treasury of the United States; to de- 
pors thousands of American workingmen of the opportunity 

or employment; to reduce the wages of those who are already 

employed; to ruin the American farmer by the destruction of 
his home market; to wreck American industries for the benefit. 
of foreigners, and for other kindred purposes. e 

If the Committee on Ways and Means had conten itself 
with the articles it hadsucceeded in retaining on the free list 
such as acorns, fish bait, and balm of Gilead: such as guano, 
bologna sausage, and sauerkraut; as yams, mud turtles, and to- 
bacco stems, and such other articles of prime necessity, in the 
estimation of the committee, as worm guts, or whip guts, cat 
guts, salted guts,and snails, the country might have survived 
the passage of this bill [laughter]; but unfortunately the commit- 
tee’s free list does not end with these items. Asa strict parti- 
san, I would rejoice to see this bili Congress as it has come 
from the committee and become a without amendment, for 
following such passage, and at the expiration of its present lease 
of power, I can see the Democratic party step down and out of 
na eek into its open graye! [Applause on the Republican 

e. 

But, sir. as it is a question of meatand bread for the millions, 
viewing it from the standpoint of a citizen of the United States 
deeply interested in his country’s welfare, and who would not 
seek pr advantage at the price of his country’s peril, I would 
kill this bill on the spot, as I would kill a deadlyreptile. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

I doubt if in all our legislative history a measure more unjust 
and productive of more harm to the country at large was ever 

resented for the consideration of Congress. I can not see how 

t could have been poss ble for the majority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to have concocted a scheme of class legislation 
more complete and more effective. 

If they had set to work, p y, to make a sectional bill, 
they could not eee haie framed one more sectional in its 
operation and effects. t me sbow you how it will work. It 
undertakes to raise revenue to meet the expensesof the Govern- 
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ment, and falls short of the accomplishment of that purpose by 


$75,000,000. 

guished speaker who just closed on the other side 
[Mr. CocKRAN] does not believe this statement, and argues that 
the revenues will be increased by it rather than diminished. If 
his position is correct, why is it that the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, to which he belongs, has decided to bring in a separate 
bill here taxing incomes, and is preparing bills looking to the 
levying of additional internal-revenue taxes upon our people, 
with a view to raising an amount sufficient to meet this enor- 
mous deficit? 

Under the Republican plan duties levied on importations from 
abroad produced the larger part of our needed revenues. This 
bill shifts the burden of taxation from the shoulders of foreign- 
ers and places it upon the shoulders of our own people. As has 
been suggested by the minority report, under the pretense of 
affording encouragement to the manufacturer by giving him his 
raw materials free, it puts no tax at all on what goes into the 
mill or into the factory, but what goes out of the mill, out of 
the factory into consumption, is to made pay all the taxes. 
Under the operation of this scheme of “free raw materials” the 
manufacturer is to be allowed to go scot free, while the consumer, 
who is also the producer, furnishing the “free raw materials,” 
must pay all the taxes. 

The manufacturer pays no taxes on what he tone getting all 
of his materials free, but the people must pay al the taxes, or 
the equivalent of taxes, on all they purchase. 

This is exactly the way this 1 tre law willoperate. Now, 
I say that is not fair. © men who furnish the bulk of the raw 
material, as you Democrats call it in this country, are the men 
who furnish the wool, the wheat, the cotton, the lumber, the 
iron ore, and the coal. Who are they? They are the cotton- 
producers, sheep-raisers, farmers, lumbermen, iron-ore men, and 
coal men of the United States, more than one-half of our popula- 
tion. 

The great bulk of these ern and their interests are located 
in the South and West. Now, this bill legalizes all their prod- 
utes—their cotton. after it has been * and put through the 
process of ginning; their wool, after it has been clipped from the 
sheep and washed; their wheat, after it has been harvested, 
thrashed, and garnered; their lumber, after it has been cut down 
in the forost and manufactured into the log; their iron ore, after 
it has been dug out of the hill and washed; their coal, after it has 
been taken out of the bed; their coke, after it comes from the 
oven—as raw materials, when in reality they are as much the 
finished product of the farmer, the mine owner, and lumberman 
as is the pick and the shovel and the hoe, the wool clippers and 
the cotton gin the finished product of the men who manufac- 
ture them. 

Yet it is proposed to compel these farmers, lumbermen, iron 
miners, and coal dealers, to turn over to the manufacturer all 
these products as raw materials, free of duty, while, at the same 
time, a duty of 40 per cent is imposed on every product of the 
manufacturer into which these materials enter, thereby forc- 
ing—eyen according to Democratic theory—the producers of the 
raw materials, so called, to pay to the manufacturer 40 cents on 
every dollar's worth of goods they buy in order that he may have 
the benefit of protection. 

But this is not all. The work of the men who manipulate the 
saws in our lumber mills is unprotected, while the work of the 
men who operate the machinery id sas and tongue and groove 
the boards as they are transferred from the saws to the planers 
under the same roof, is protected by 1 tariff duties. 
Labor in the mills and factories of New England is not neglected 
by this bill—its interests are looked after by shrewd, alert, and 
watchful representatives. I congratulate the Democratic repre- 
sentatives of New England on their success in procuring what 
they regard as ample protection for their manufacturers and la- 
borers. But what shall I say of Democratic Western and South- 
ern representation here? 

The fact is labor in the shops and factories of New England is 

rotected by this bill, while the labor in the iron mines. coal 
elds, and other fields of the South and West is unprotected and 
left to the mercy of charity. I make no comment. 

But my greatest objection to this bill is the fact that itisa 
sectional and not a national measure. It affords 40 per cent of 

rotection for New England, and authorizes absolute free trade 

or the South so far as her chief staples are concerned. 

The South must pay 40 per cent protection to New England on 
every article of woolen and cotton goods and other goods she 
buys, while she herself is left to revel in the anticipated glories 
of free trade in iron ore, free trade in coal, free trade in lumber, 
with tariff for revenue only” on marble, “tariff for revenue 
only” on mica, free trade in wheat, free trade in wool, and free 
trade in cotton. The South must pay 40 cents on every dollar’s 
worth of goods she buys as a tribute to the New England manu- 


facturer, “protectionist,” ‘‘monopolist,” and Yankee, and that, 
too, without the slightest reciprocity. 

But I do not desire to be understood in this connection as com- 
plaining of New England. Would to God this was a patriotic 
measure and treated all sections alike. [Applause.] I have no 


fault to find with New England. She deserves to be favored. 
I congratulate her. As a citizen of the Republic I am proud of 
New England, for she is the glory of a great nation. o that 
loves man in his proudest type, in his grandest development of 
of mind in science and in art, in the useful and in the beautiful; 
who that loves man in his sublimest appreciation of liberty and 
noblest manifestation of liberality, does not love New England! 
[Applause. ] 
And, sir, the great heart of New England throbs with sym- 
pathy, I know, and she is touched to tears, I am sure, as she be- 

olds the ruined West and the stricken South—for patriotic 
as she is in her participation in all our national legislation, she 
has always kept steadily in view the prosperity and honor of 
the whole country and the preservation of the Federal Union.” 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

n addition to the serious injuries inflicted by this bill to 
many Western interests, by another bill which passed this Con- 
gress in its extra session, and for which the Demacratic party 
will never be able to escape responsibility before the country, 
the greatest industry of six of the Western States was stricken 
down at a single blow, and now the Democratic ty again 
st ps to the front and proposes through this bill to lay its 
blighting hand on the chief industries of eight, if not all, of the 
Southern States. 

Crushed down under a heavy burden of debt, individual, mu- 
nicipal, county, and State, the South was fast recuperating, and 
was on the high road to financial independence until the antici- 
pated change in our industrial system caused a halt in her ca- 
reer of progress and locked fast her growing prosperity “in the 
paralysis of hard times.” The announcement of the Dem- 
ocratic policy has been to the South as a cyclone, unroof- 
ing cities and laying low the forests, or as a blighting frost in 
June, nipping Southern flowers and withering Southern cotton. 
It has reduced all values within her borders 30 if not 40 per 
cent. Every interest has been touched by the blighting hand. 

It has cut the price of her horses, mules, wheat, corn, cotton, 
mica, marble, copper, lead, zinc, iron, coal, lumber; it has cut 
her credit and the price of her real estate and driven into re- 
ceiverships her principal industries, and her magnificent sys- 
tem of railroads into bankruptcy by the enormous cut infreights. 
Her working people who were making a decent living in the 
sweat of their face, and who were able to educate their children, 
are begging now in vain for work,and trembling lest they shall 
have to call on the county courts for help or hide themselves in 
the poorhouses. Thus bleeds the South at every pore. Gentle- 
men of the Democratic side of the House, what is the measure of 
relief you offer, what is the remedy you propose? 

You say it is the Wilson bill. God help the South! In this 
hour of her greatest tribulation you propose to withdraw the 
helping hand of protection from her every industry, ata time 
she most needs help, and leave her to her fate—a fate which 
makes her people still the ‘‘hewers of wood and drawers of 
water” to New England and the great manufacturers of the 
North—whom you have always denounced as “ protection sharks 
and monopolists“ —monopolists and sharks grown up under the 
protective system, as you allege, and yet they are the only 
people on God's earth now you offer to protect at the rate of 40 
per cent, and do protect at that rate by this bill, in the face of 
your stereotyped declaration that protection is unconstitutional, 
a fraud, and a robbery. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

It has always seemed to me as it seems to me now, that the 
only hope of the South for present relief and for future pros- 
perity is through the instrumentality of the pick and the shovel 
and the hoe—of the drive wheel and the spindle, the coke oven 
and the blast furnace—as well as the plow and the cotton gin! 
[Applause on the Republican side.] The Southern people must 
become manufacturing communities. The superior advantages 
nature has afforded in climate, soil, water power, forests, and 
minerals, and their necessities have so decreed. 

Beginning in West Virginia and running southward far into 
Northern Alabama there is a body of coal 1,000 miles in length, 
including the Pocahontas lead, which as yet the hand of enter- 

rise has scarcely touched. Lying on the south side of these 
faasa coal fields and paralleling them all the way there are 
a succession of deposits and veins of iron ore, covering ever 
variety, inexhaustable in supply and unexcelled in quality, an 
which only in recent years have begun to attract the attention 
of capital and enterprise. 

In the section where I live these long parallel lines of hidden 
wealth are only separated by the valley of Eastern Tennessee, 
from 60 to 75 miles in width. Iron is king, coal is queen. Our 
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great hope has been that these two would meet and become 
joined together in our magnificent valley— 

Where healthful breezes ever blow, 

And coolest springs and rivers flow; 

Where yellow wheat and wa corn 

Are liberal poured from plenty's horn, 
and thus together joined, fill it with boundless wealth and a million 
industrious, thriving, independent, and happy 1 In addi- 
tion to our iron and coal we expected to derive much benefit finan- 
ically from our lumber and marble resources. We ship many 
millions of feet of lumber from my immediate section in almost 
all directions, but this bill ruins thisindustry, and the commit- 
tee justifies its action in placing lumber on the free list on the 
ground that it will delay the rapid destruction of American 
forests.” I fail to see the wisdom of a policy which proposes to 
surrender our markets to foreigners in order that we may pre- 
serve our forests until the crack of doom; it may do future gen- 
erations some good, but I can not see where the present genera- 
tion is benefited. 

The marble industry is a very large industry with us. The mar- 
ble which decorates this Capitol comes from my Congressional 
district, but the cutin the rate of duty on foreign marble is so far 
below the point of protection in the pending biil that our marble 
men can not stand the foreign competition, and must suspend. 
Realizing this, I have been informed that some of the greatder- 
ricks used to lift the immense blocks from the quarry to load 
them on the car have been actually draped in mourning by the 
proprietors and their aquarrymen—signalizing, of course, the 
death of the marble industry. 

The whole South is in possession of natural advantages of 
which no other country on the habitable globe can boast. She 
is blessed with every natural element above all peoples of the 
earth that enters into the growth, E and happiness of 
a country. And yet, industrially speaking, she is distressed, 
depressed, discontented, unhappy, wretched, prostrate! 

Therefore, I say, the only possible hope for the Southern peo- 
ple is through the development of their natural resources— 

they must become a manufacturing people as well as an agri- 
cultural people. They must build up manufactures—and in 
building up manufactures, build up home markets for their agri- 
culture—furnish i gic for the employment of their idle 
1 their own market with the products of their 
fields, their mills and their factories, and sending those prod- 
ucts to other markets in exchange for other commodities, and 
bringing back the golden eagles. 

en the South reaches this point in her development—as 
she surely will some day, when tariff tinkering is abandoned— 
then will the day of her permanent prosperity dawn, then will 
she flourish as she has never flourished before; then will she be- 
come the garden and glory of America; the pride of the nation 
and the envy’ and admiration of all the world. [Applause.] 

But pass this bill and you palsy the South. 

In this great crisis, for one I stand here to-day and plead the 
pange of that generous, brave, magnanimous, and chivalrous 

e. 

8 ok the South, let me plead with you. It is your 
ul iar province just now to wield the scepter of power in these 
sand in this Government. You have hitherto taken pride 

in your devotion to Southern interests. Many of you wear hon- 
orable scars to-day in proof of your devotion to what you once 
beljeved was the true Southern cause. I appeal to you on this 
occasion to uphold and defend the true Southern cause of to-day. 

Pass this bill, and you paralyze your country: Pass it with 
the duty reduced on pig iron from $6.72 per ton to 81.90 per ton, 
the lowest rate ever known in all our tariff legislation, and you 
endanger, if you do not destroy every Southern furnace. Pass 
this bill with lumber and coal on the free list, and you substi- 
tute the foreign for the native product—largely at least—close 
up many establishments to the injury of many laboring men, and 
surrender a part of our market—if not all of it—to Canada and 
Nova Scotia and other foreign lands. 

Pass the bill with iron-ore on the free list and you at once 
substitute the foreign for the native ores, and enable Cuba: 
Spain, British Columbia, England, and even far- away Africa, 
through their cheap water transportation and low-grade labor, 
to capture the American market to the exclusion of Americans 
who ought to hold it and use it. 5 

Pass this bill, and in the iron-ore industry alone you render 
unproductive if you do not destroy $110,000,000 of capital in- 
vested and drive out of employment 38,000 men. 

Do this and you not only destroy the $110,000,000 of capital en- 
gaged in the iron-ore industry, but you turn out the 38,000 men 
who are engaged in this industry. You also render unproduc- 
tive, if you do not destroy, the tens of millions of capital invested 
in every enterprise directly dependent upon the iron-ore indus- 
try of this country. Pass the bill and you do 
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Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I do not like to be interrupted. 
Mr. COX. I will not take your time, if it is a question of time. 
I desire to ask you this question: If you do not know it to be a 
fact that Tennessee and North Alabama are now producing iron 
at such a cost as to control the Eastern market upon pig metal? 
_Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. They may be at the present 


time. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
TAYLOR] allow me to make him a suggestion at that point? 

Mr. COX. I am talking to my colleague; I do not want to in- 
terrupt him if it will consume his time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The freight on a ton of iron from Ten- 
nessee to the iron manufactories of New Vork is 84.40; the 
freight on a ton of pig iron from Glasgow is how much? It is 
less than half a dollar a ton. - 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I accept the statement of the 

ntleman from Ohio, and that is a complete answer to my col- 

ue. 

r. COX. I want to submit a word further, and that is if the 
gentleman does not recognize the fact that there is not a ton of 
pig metal sold in Pittsburg, the price of which is not regulated 

y Southern iron? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. But when you put—— 

Mr. COX. Now, then, one word more. If we can make iron 
and send it to New York, with nearly $5 a ton of railroad trans- 
portation on it, what is the trouble with our country down there, 
when, without any tariff, we can compete with anybody. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. The 84 a ton duty. 

Mr. COX. Weare sending it there for a little over $4 a ton, 
and selling itin Pittsburg for less than they can make it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I can not yield any further. 

It is a question of freight rates, but if you go ahead and put iron 
ore on the free list how long will the furnaces of Tennessee and 
Alabama be furnishing raw materials? You will be able to re- 
vive the 75 or 100 furnaces along the New England seaboard and 
the coast of New Jersey, where they can get free raw material 
and the cheap ore from foreign countries, dug by pauper labor 
and shipped as ballast, but when you do that you strike a death 
blow to the mines and the furnaces of our State and of Alabama, 
res on the Republican side.] 

ut, Mr. Chairman, after all is said and done, the decree has 
gone forth that you must pass this bill. You will pass it 
under the whip and spur of party leadership. You will pass it 
under the influence of the party lash in the hands of your im- 
perial master. [Laughter.] Butthe people of the United States 
will “repent in sackcloth and ashes” of having given you the 
power todoit. Four times have they repented as they passed 
through the valley of the shadow of death,” for four times 
have they passed through as many different periods of Demo- 
cratic “ tariff for revenue only“ and free trade. 

When you this bill we popi of the United States will 
enter for the fifth time the d ed valley, if, indeed, they have 
not already entered it; but they will profit by the “ object les- 
son;” they will again repent. Through that repentance Re- 
pubiican “ hope sees a star — even in Tennessee! [Applause on 
the Republican side.] When we go down in the struggle here 
as we doubtless must, by force of overpowering numbers, we will 
rise again and confront you in another field of conflict. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] it will be the open field, the field 
of our triumphant victory—our Austerlitz—and whoever our 
chosen leader is he will be our Napoleon! 

We will then reéstablish on the ruins you have wrought the 
most beneficent, the most magnificent industrial system of all 
the ages—the American protective system. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side.] A systemapproved by Washington, Jef- 
ferson, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Webster. and Clay; upheld 
by Lincoln, Grant, Garfield, Arthur, and Blaine, and every truly 

eat statesman and patriot of our country—living or dead. 

Long and loud applause on the Lig Sele side.] 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Chairman, TJapproach this tariff question 
from the standpoint of a business man, the nature of whose busi- 
ness has made it as necessary that he should make the tariff a 
study as that he should know the cost of the materia! he uses, 
or the prices at which he can afford to sell goods. 

My living has come froma protected industry, in which my 
father and grandfather preceded me, and for nearly or quite 
seventy years the firm of which I am now a member has been in 
existence, paying 100 cents on the dollar to all creditors, through 
all the panics and under all the different tariff laws that have 
been in force in this country since 1820. 

During the mostof this time we have been in constant competi- 
tion with manufacturers of similar goods across the water who 
have beenand are able to compete, in all lines not patented, with 
American manufacturers, in spite of the amount of protection 
we have received. 
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I will say, further, that my businessis building machinery for 
spinning and weaving cotton, and that the amount of protection 
on such machinery (45 per cent) has not been increased, the 
makers having neither asked nor received any increase of pro- 
tective duties under the McKinley bill. Under the proposed 
bill the duty is reduced to 35 per cent. i 

Besides my immediate business, I have also been interested in 
the manufacture of cotton goods, and with others suffered seri- 
ous loss from the lowering of duties on the finer grades of yarns, 
made on the recommendation of the Tariff Commission in 1883. 

This practical knowledge and experience makes or ought to 
make me a fair judge of the effect of lowering tariff duties on 
industries with which I am acquainted; and, reasoning by anal- 
ogy, on all protected industries where our manufacturers and 
their employés are now competing in our home market with 
foreign manufacturers and their employés. 

Further than this, the prosperity or otherwise of the manu- 
facturing classes affects in an equal degree the prosperity of the 
communities or States where manufacturing is the leading in- 
dustry; and the number and importance of the manufacturing 
States, and of manufacturing interests in the other States. is so 
great that the whole country must prosper or suffer with them. 

Now, alittle more than a year since this country as a whole 
was prosperous as never before. Ourmanufactures, under suffi- 
cient protection, were not only flourishing, but increasing by 
leaps and bounds. Labor was in great demand and paid, not 
only in money but in what money would buy, more than ever 
before in this country, and double what similar labor commanded 
in any country whose goods competed in our markets. 

Here let me put ina little personal knowledge bearing on the 
question of wages. I manufacture certain articles, duplicates or 
substantial duplicates of which are made in certain English 


shops. 

They were invented in this country and introduced abroad, 
but not made here to be sold there, because that was impossible 
with our greater labor cost. 

The proprietor of one of these English shops told me that his 
pay roll averaged a er (34.86) per employé per week. The 
average pay roll of the works in which I am interested was last 
year 82 per day or 812 per week; and these two shops are prob- 
ably fair averages of those on corresponding work in the two 
countries. I will not dwell on this point, as this difference in 
wages is not now 1 5 by intelligent and candid free traders. 

As before stated, the season of our greatest prosperity has sub- 
stantially corresponded with the time of what is called the war 
tariff. 


Rev. Edward Everett Hale, a man well known the country— 
nay, the world—over, made the following statement during the 
1893 campaign: 


Dun’s Review of Trade in December, 1892, said: 


The most pr ms ever known in business closes to-morrow with 
strongly . for the futuro. * * For this year the 
volume of settlements through the clearing houses is the largest ever 
known. * * Tue largest total of exports and imports ever known in any 
„ „ * * Un ented purchases for consumption. * * * Manu- 
Nen o extraord mary pro * o year closes with all 
k omplo and unsold stocks much 
lighter than usual, while the demand for the coming season already exceeds. 
the capacity of ms mills. Shipments of boots and shoes from the East 
have been 5 per cent than any previous. year. 

But perhaps neither Republican nor business authority will 
have much weight with our friends, so I quote from one of the 
best free-trade authorities, Mr. Edward At In an article 
in the Forum for May, 1892, he says: 

There has never been a period in the ameo of this or any other country 
When the general rate of wages was as high as it is now, or the price of 

to the wages as low as they are to-day; nor a period when 

workman, in the strict sense of the word, has sofully secured to his own 

use and enjoyment such a steadily and progressively increasing proportion 
of a constantly increasing product. 

Perhaps even free trade American authority is insufficient, so 
Iwill add an excellent English authority. 

Mr. Bryce, in his American Commonwealth, says: 

With one interval of trade depression, it (the United States) has for 
twenty years been develop its amazing natural resources so fast as to 

e an amount of wealth which is not only greater but more widely 

through the populations than in any other part of the world, and 

the people allow themselves luxuries such as the masses enjoy in no other 
country. = 


Tam perfectly aware that in spite of all this prosperity a party 


pledged to make a complete change in fiscal legislation has come 
into power. 

Tam also aware that in my section, at least, Democratic speak- 
ers and newspapers in the last Presidential campaign insisted 
that their party platform did not fairly represent 21 view; 
that it was like the platform on a railway car made to get in 
on, but not to stand on. 

We were referred to the plank voted for by a large minority 
at Chicago as evidence that the party was divided on this issue, 
and it was also said that the rejectad plank embodied Mr. Cleve- 
pak ideas. The plank, you will remember, was in part as fol- 

ows: 

But in reducti 
mestic eee: dar! . — thy . oS 
foundation of this Government, taxes collected at the custom-house have 
been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. 
Moreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation for successful 
continuance, so that ch: of law must be at every step regardful of 


any change 
the labor and capital thus involved. The process of reform must be subject 
in the execution to this plain dictate of justice. 


These arguments made some votes, or kept some in the ty 
lines who would never have voted the ticket had they heleve 
the platform promises were to be kept. 

The most effective argument for Democratic success, however, 
in my section was the demagogic apponi to class prejudice. 

It was said that protection was of benefit only to the very 
small class of manufacturers, those who owned or carried on 
establishments devoted to the 8 articles upon which 
duties were leyied in the tariff schedules. 

On the one side, it was claimed, was the personal interest of 
these few men, and on the other side the interest of the t 
mass of the people of the country, including even the employés 
in the protected industries. 

It was asserted that no matter how much protection was re- 
duced, the reduction would simply be taken from the alleged 
immense profits of these manufacturers, and that they would 
continue to run their establishments and pay as high w as 
before, because the labor unions would prevent reduction of 
wages. 

nder these circumstances even the laboring men in the man- 
ufacturing States were to improve in condition, because they 
would get the same as before, if not more, while they 
would be enabled to buy articles of their own production, and of 
the production of other laborers, for less money, because of the 
reduction in prices which would come from lower duties. 

The only difficulty with these statements was that they were 
not true, although perhaps the majority of the laborers te pro- 
tected industries. were misled by them. 

The influence of partisanship on all these questions is unfor- 
tunate, and I suppose will not be avoided in this day and gener- 
ation. We are too much inclined, as St. Augustine said, to 
“seek contention rather than truth.“ It should be our aim, as 
reasonable men, to discuss these public questions in a fair and 
candid spirit and after considering the argumentson bothsides 
to make up our minds.as to the proper policy to favor. 

There is more unfairness of discussion on the tariff question 
than on almost any other, and I am thankful that,so far as I can 
see, much the greater part.of it comes from the free-trade side. 
The profits of manufacturers are immensely overstated; wages 
double those paid in England are denominated as starvation 
wages; known and admitted differences between the condition 
of the mass of the people here and abroad are ignored; and all 
the arts of the demagogue are resorted to to stir up jealousy be- 
tween employer and employed. 
here is no difference of interest between classes on this ques- 
tion. Itis either better or worse for all classes that factories 
should run here and that their number should increase; and it 
is a necessity of the case, if they do run, that there shall be a 
profit in running them,equal at least to the average profit of 
other business in the country. 

A ap er for fair consideration is, Do manufacturers in pro- 
tected industries make a larger . on their money chan 
men who have invested in other lines of business a percentage 
that can be substantially reduced and insure the carrying on of 
these industries in this aari Ai 

I have made some investigations on this point that I will come 
to soon, but I will first refer to matters of prora knowledge. 

Few if any of the great fortunes in this country have 
made from the profits of ordinary manufacture. 

They have been acquired in real-estate operations, in railroad 
building and management, in banking, in stock speculations, in 
trade, inthe control of patents, and in various other directions in 
far greater number and amount. 

Such as have come from manufacture are generally due to the 
control of some specialty, by patent or otherwise, and 3 
the tariff would not necessarily affect them injuriously. It 
might even increase them by enabling their owners to manufac- 
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ture cheaper in England while retaining their selling prices in 
this country. 

As corroboration of the above statements (if they need corrob- 
oration), I will read a quotation from authority that ought to 
have weight with at least one party in this House—Mr. Edward 
Bellamy, the author of Looking Backward. In a recent arti- 
cle in the New Nation he says: 


Mr. John E. Russell, Democratic candidate for governor in this State, in 
his speech at S eld, October 25, declared that the vast individual for- 
tunes which of late have been piled up in these United States, are chiefly the 
results of the tective tariff, and were made by the manufacture of pro- 
tected goods. It islamentablie that a public speaker should indulge himself 
in such a loose manner of talk. Of course Mr. Russell, as a man of at least 
average intelligence, must be aware that the accumulations he refers to 
have mostly been made by operations which depended in no way on the 
tariff. The oe have pai chiefiy Repr ee telephones, 
mining and petroleum, stock-watering and spec n. 

You can PAITA the origin of all, or nearly if not quite all, of the first 
grade of great American fortunes, including the Astor, Gould, Standard Oil 
and Bonanza mining groups, without coming upon a le one which was to 
any considerable extent, if indeed in any deri from a tarif- ro- 
tected industry. There are a few considerable fort such as 6's, 
which have been drawn from protected manufacturing, but their list va 
brief. Manufacturing isat worst a fairly honest business as compared wit 
railroad, real estate, and speculation, and stock-watering, and does 
not offer the shortest cuts to wealth. A large number of fortunes have been 
doubtless made by manufacturers, but they are as a rule moderate in bulk 
andcome nearer than most fortunes nowadays torepresenting real services 
to the community. 

Wo care not a pin for the tariff; but the pretense that the tariff reform or 
free-trade pany is in any Way or sense devoted to the popular interest or op- 
posed to plutocracy is a transparent lie, which ought to be nailed on every 
occasion. There are to-day more money and bigger fortunes arrayed for 
free trade than for protection, and the only reason that the money bags have 
not already carried the day and overthrown protection is that protection 
has had hitherto great strength with the wage-earning class, who, rightly or 

„have believed it for their interest. 
New York City, the center of the moneyed interest of the country, is the 


center of the free-trade agitation. Among the newspapers of the t mon- 
centers of the East, 3 that chiefiy N ange capi inter- 
ests, for one that stands for tection you will two that cry for free 


trade, or at least radical tariff reduction. And those of them, as a rule, 
which are most bigoted in their defense of every form of corporation abuse 


and capitalistic aggression are most passionate in their demands for free 
trade. How, for instance, do papers like the New York Times and Post 
Strike you as cham) 


ons of the people 1 3 7 the money power? 
Brethren, ‘Take heed and beware of the leaven of hypocrisy.” 

Again, it isa matter of common knowledge that in all ordi- 
nary times a reasonably sure return of 6 per cent interest, yes 5 
per cent, with the principal secure, will command all the money 
that is required for almost any legitimate purpose. If manufac- 
turing stocks paid more than that, and were considered secure, 
even our free-trade friends would be building woolen mills and 
iron works, instead of trying to shut them >y 

Still again, if there were a large margin of profit in manufac- 
turing, coöperative production would be generally successful 
when undertaken, instead of being almost universally a failure. 

All this is generally known to business men, but perhaps it is 
notfully realized by other classes in the community. 

In that view, a few facts that I have gathered together may 
be of interest. 

It is known that my State of Massachusetts is a manufacturing 
State. Over 300, 000 people are employed in her shops and mills 
(when they run), and, in connection with the capital invested, 
they substantially support the rest of the inhabitants. 

Now, anyone would naturally suppose that most of the million- 
airesin Massachusetts would be manufacturers, even if there was 
no protective tariff, and certainly if that tariff was of benefit to 
manufacturers only. 

Such, however, is not the case. There are 46 individuals or 
firms in business in Massachusetts that were estimated a E ong 
ago by the commercial agencies to be worth a million dollars. 
Of that 46,19, or less than half, are manufacturers proper; 20 are 
merchants; 4 distillers and brewers, and 3 bankers. 

The manufacturing firms are divided in business as follows: 
Paper, 4; leather, 3; cotton goods, 2; woolen goods, 1; shoes, 1; 
machinery, 1; pistols, 1; jewelry, 1; chairs, I; sugar refining, I; 
chocolate, I; pork-packers, 1; fertilizers, 1. Several of these 
lines of business are not generally supposed to be materially 
affected by the tariff, and the en list shows very much less 
concentrated wealth derived from the profits of manufacturing 
firms than is commonly supposed. The wealth of men notin 
active business is not so easily estimated, but no one conversant 
with the facts can doubt that the general capitafists and owners 
of real estate in Massachusetts who possess more than a million 
dollars greatly outnumber the millionaires of both manufactur- 
ing and mercantile business combined. 

confess that I wasastonished at the result of this investigation. 
I have carried it a little farther (as Massachusetts is a manufac- 
turing State), and have made similar investigations regarding 
New York City, which is more particularly a banking and tradin 
center, although there is much manufacturing there. There 1 
find 181 individuals and firms in business that are said to pos- 
sess over a million of dollars. Of these only 35 are manufac- 
turers proper, 102 merchants, 25 bankers, and the rest are in 


sundry lines of business. These figures do not indicate that 
manufacturing yields larger profits than other lines of business, 
but, on the contrary, quite the reverse. 

It may be said, however, thatcorporations are not included in 
this statement, which is correct. The profits of corporations, 
however, can be gauged by the amounts of dividends they pay 
during a term of years. More than a year ago, while no politi- 
cal campaign was pending, I made certain investigations on this 
point, which were printed in two or three magazines, and com- 
mented upon somewhat by the press, and no one has questioned 
the correctness of my calculations. 

I took all the eg in Massachusetts, 
whose dividends were payable in Boston or in Fall River, that were 
in operation the Ist day of January, 1882, and ascertained the 
market value of their stocks at that date. 

I then found the entire amount of dividends that they paid in 
the ten years from January 1, 1882, to January 1, 1892, and also 
the amount of additional capital that had been put into those 
e during the same time. 

I then learned the selling value of the stock of all these com- 
panies on January 1, 1892. 

By combining these figures, it is to ascertain what amount 
of interest on investment a man would have made who had bought 
the stock of all these companies January 1, 1882, and sold them 
on January 1, 1892, meantime paying in all the money that was 
paid in and receiving all the dividends that were declared. 

The companies were 65in number. I can give the detailed 
statement to any party who is interested to examine or criticise 
the figures; and, in fact, I think I will attach it as an ap 
n 0 remarks, as it may be more interesting to read than to 

These com es had an average capital for the ten years of 
$50,415,500; the selling price of the stocks January 1, 1882, was 
$70,324,725; the selling price January 1, 1892, was $53,601,833; 
the total dividends paid amounted to $31,140,163; and the amount 
of cash paid in was $5,135,000. Deducting the cash paid in from 
the dividends, leaves $2,500,516 r annum. This is equal to 4.86 
per cent on the capital stock. The average selling price, ascer- 
tained as before, was $64,463,304. On this sum the ave div- 
idend was 3.87 per cent. The loss in value of all the stocks for 
ten years was 811, 722,842. Deducting this from the dividend 
leaves $13,282,321, or 2.06 per cent per annum on the ayerage 
yalue of the capital invested. 

My list of 65 companies included 41 that had gone through the 
ten years with unchanged capitals, and 24 that had been unfor- 
tunate or put in additional capital during the same time. 

Omitting the 24, the fi are somewhat better, and show 
what has done by the average of the manufacturing com- 
panies that may be called successful. 

The entire pe value of their stocks is $37,078,000; the se 
value of all their stocks January 1, 1882, was $55,496,350; the 
selling value of all their stocks January 1, 1892, was $44,490,883; 
the total dividends of all these companies for the ten years 
amounted $24,420,913. 

This amount of dividend for ten years is equal to an average 
dividend of $2,442,091 per annum, or substantially 6.58 per cent 
per annum on the z value of the stocks of the above-named 
companies. Ialso find the above annual dividend to be onl: 
4.88 per cent of the average selling price for 1882 and 1892, whioh 
is $49,993,616. 

The change in value of manufacturing or other stocks may, of 
course, be said to depend in part upon the years selected for the 
comparison. If the selection of one year was during a particu- 
larly prosperovs time, and the selection of the other year was 
dur g a panic, differences would appear which would not be 
normal. 

If the valuation of to-day instead of January 1, 1892, had been 
taken, it is possible that all this business as a whole would have 
shown an absolute loss. I do not, however, consider the prices 
of to-day as normal, because they are unusually ee from 
the uncertainty of the pending tariff legislation. 

So far as general business is concerned, however, the year 1892 
is reckoned as good as the year 1882, and the comparison of those 
two years would, in that view, appear to be a fair one. 

Assuming this to be the cass it is evident, from the figures of 
selling price at the two different periods, that these corpora- 
tions, as a whole, have been paying out in dividends more money 
than they have earned during the past ten years, proper depre- 
ciation being taken into account. 

But waiving this, as the average dividend paid, saying noth- 
ing about loss of value, was 3.87 per cent on the value of the 
stocks, it looks as though either these great corporations have 
been particularly unfortunate during the last ten years or that 
the profits of manufacturing are not so enormous that any sub- 
stantial reduction in prices can be taken from them. The latter 
statement is undoubtedly the true one. 
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I have taken the average of industries, successful and other- 
wise, because with material at standard prices and labor at 
standard rates average results should be considered as a basis 
for peni rather than those exceptionally favorable or unfa- 
vorable. 

Taking these averages as a basis, and taking into account also 
the facts that loans can be made on real estate even in New Eng- 
land at 4 to 5 per cent and that savings banks pay 4 per cent in- 
terest, it would seem that if manufacturing profit is to be re- 
duced below present figures a large part, at least, of that business 
would go out of existence here. 

But let us compare the manufacturing dividends of the last ten 

ears with other dividends. I have taken for this purpose the 
vidends of sixty Massachusetts banks having an average capi- 
tal of $52,755,000. The average dividend paid by these banks for 
the last ten years was 5.56 per cent on par or substantially 4.63 

r cent on the average market value. This should be dimin- 

hed by assessments pe to make ys losses of $600,000 during 
the ten years, which is an average of $60,000 a year, or about one- 
tenth of 1 per cent. Deducting this would bring the average 
income of all this property for the ten years to 4.53 per cent. 

Let us now take the railroads 8 in New Eugland, 
since in New England roads as a whole the stock represents 
money paid in, while in Western roads that is not always the 

e 


case. 

These roads (29 in number in 1882 and 36 in number in 1891) 
have an average capital of $126,530,600. The average dividends 
paid by them for the ten years was 4.88 per cent on par, or about 
4.15 per cent on the selling price. Besides this, there have been 
extra dividends amounting to $2,079,020. Ave this for 
ten years it comes to $207,902 a year, or about fourteen-hun- 
dredths of 1 per cent. Adding this to the amount divided would 
bring the average income of this railroad property for the ten 
years to 4.29 per cent. 

The result of this comparison shows that the average investor 
in Massachusetts manufacturing stocks for the past ten years re- 
ceived 3.87 per cent per annum. i $ 

The average investor in Boston bank stocks has received an 
average of 4.53 per cent. 

The average investor in New England railroad stocks has re- 
ceived an average of 4.29 per cent per annum. 

It thus ap that for the last ten years either banking or 
railroading been a better business for the investor than man- 
ufacturing; and that even under the circumstances existing be- 
fore the present depression capital would not seek manufactur- 
ing, with all the advantage it might derive from the tariff, as 
readily as the other lines mentioned. 

Now, following out my former argument, the average duties 
on goods similar to those manufactured by these companies are 
undoubtedly as high as the average of tariff duties on protected 
goods, which I understand to be about 50 po: cent. 

The annual production of these establishments, which em- 
brace the cotton and woolen manufacture, bleacheries, belting, 
and machinery, is substantially the same as the amount of capi- 
tal invested in these lines of business. 5 

In the cotton manufacture, according to the last census, the 
entire annual product is only 76 per cent of the capital invested, 
but in the other lines the annual production would exceed it. 
The annual production, therefore, being substantially the same 
as the amount invested, any percentage taken from the sell 
price of goods must result in the same percentage of redu 
profit or of actual loss on the invested capital unless the cost of 
production is also reduced. 

Under these conditions, which indicate that a reduction of 5 

r cent in competing lines would more than sweep away the en- 
firo profit of these establishments if no change were made in 
wages, it surely does not appear that the average manufacturer 
is a substantial beneficiary from the tariff, except so far as it is 
a benefit for him to invest his money at the ordinary rate of in- 
terest. 

The benefit comes, first, to the country, from the diversifica- 
tion of industry, which everybody agrees is essential to a strong 
and 8 people. 

Daniel Webster put this great truth more forcibly than I can 
in his last protection speech, July 25, 1846: 

The interest of every laboring community requires diversity of occupa- 
tions, pursuits. and objects of industry. The more that diversity is multi- 
plied or extended the better. To diversify employment is to increase em- 
ployment and to enhance wages. And, sir, take this great truth: place it 
on the title-page of every book of political economy intended for the use of 
the Government; put it in every farmer's almanac; let it be the heading of 
the column in e mechanic’s magazine ; im it everywhere and 
make it a proverb, that where there is work for the handsof men there will 
be work for their teeth. Where there is employment there will be bread. 
It is a great blessing to the poor to have cheap food, but greater than that, 

to that, and of still her value, is the blessing o g able to buy 

ood by honest and respectableemployment. Employment feeds and clothes 
and instructs. Employment gives health, sobriety, and morals. Constant 
employment and well-paid labor produce, in a country like ours, general 


prosperity, content, and cheerfulness. Thus 


try. Thus happy may we long continue to see fe n 

In the second place the benefit comes to the mechanic and 
laborer, who have been enabled to receive wages far above those 
received by men engaged in similar occupations in other coun- 
tries. If manufacturers are to receive interest at all—and there 
is no inducement for them to do business without it—any re- 
duction of the tariff that renders necessary a reduction of prices 
of manufactured goods in this country must be met by reduc- 
tions of wages to substantially the sameamount. 

The present disturbances in the manufacturing industries are 
a sufficient corroboration of my statements. Mills are stopped 
because a large part of the goods ordinarily produced are made 
in advance of orders for sale at certain seasons of the year. Now, 
no one but an idiot, or a wild enthus‘ast, would think of p 
up goods, at present cost, when theselling price is to be reduce 
by act of Congress, and when it is still uncertain what selli 
price is to be fixed. Those receiving absolute orders can, an 
will undoubtedly fill them; but even such concerns must run 
from hand to mouth if they wish to avoid loss and failure. 

The reductions of wages that have already commenced, and 
that are generally accepted by the laborers as a necessity, are 
simply a preparation for the coming change; and the amount of 
reduction necessary can only be fixed when the amount of tariff 
reduction to which the dominant party is pledged is definitely 
crystallized in the form of law. 

{ course the changes proposed by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of this House are embodied in the bill under considera- 
tion; and, although they are bad enough, it is evident that the 

roposed legislation is not the purely revenue tariff called for 
y the Chicago platform. For purposes of raising revenue, in 
fact, itis admittedly less valuable than the present McKinley bill. 

For the measure of protection left the country should be thank- 
ful, and far be it from me to attempt to remove or lessen this 
protection by any accusation of inconsistency. It is better for 

ou gentlemen on the other side of the House to be somewhat 
consistent than to pass legislation that would destroy instead 
of injure a large part of our industries, or reduce our wage level 
to that of England, instead of an average reduction of perhaps 


25 as cent, f 
ne thing, however, the country has a right to demand of 
youand the party that yourepresent, namely, that you shall yvur- 
selyes respect the scale of duties you now propose for ten years, 
at least, if they are embodied in law. 

Without this assurance business will be uncertain, new enter- 
prises will be checked, and our prosperity will be retarded more 
than it would be under a worse tariff, that could be considered 
secure against further reduction. X 

There would be this advantage in absolute free trade, that 
after conditions were adjusted to it there could be no further 
sa Je to be sounded. 

shall be glad to hear all the assurances possible on this point, 
and feel sure that the entire business interests of the countr 
including importers and traders2as well as manufacturers, w 
agree with me. 

The change of duties proposed by the committee from specific 
to ad valorem means rece oponon the door to fraud, and 
making the collection of uties, either from a protective or 
revenue standpoint, uncertain. 

Statesmen of both A epeen parties have pointed out the evils 
and dangers of the valorem system in the past, but I will 
take time to quote only two. 

In 1842 James Buchanan, on the floor of the Senate, said: 

Iam not only opposed to any uniform scale of a1 valorem duties, but to 
any and all ad valorem duties whatever, except where, from the nature of 
the article imported, it is not possible to subject it to a specific duty. 

In 1846 Daniel Webster, presenting also an argument before 
the Senate, said: 


It has been the experience of this Government always that the ad valorem 
system is open to innumerable frauds. What is the case with England? In 
her notions favorable to free trade has she rushed madly into a scheme of 
ad valorem duties? Sir, the system of ad valorem duties is not free trade, 
but fraudulent trade. 

On the authority of the financial column of the New York Mail 
and Express it appears that the experience of all other nations 
has induced them to levy specific rather than ad valorem duties. 

According to this authority,“ England has 38 duty items, all 
specific; France, 619, all specific; Austria-Hungary, 357, all spe- 
cific; Russia, 440, all specific; Sweden, above 300, all specific; 
acd csi 500, all but six specific; Spain, 369, all but one 

cific. 
It thus appn that the we and Means Committee propose 
a plan of collecting revenue which is discredited by our former 
experience and by the practice of all other nations. 

t would seem that neither a protective nor revenue tariff is 
aimed at, but a tariff for the benefit of the fraudulent importer. 

Considering the bill as it is, I will not attempt to go through 


1894. 


` the schedules now, but hope to refer to several of them when 


` 


they are considered later. 

I will now simply say that the bill makes heavy reductions in 
the cotton, wool, et, stone, jewelry, and other schedules in 
which my district, in common with many others, is greatly in- 
terested. 

The manufacture of these articles in fact supports the larger 
part of the people I represent, directly or indirectly, as before 
said. The Jatles on all have been reduced, and on some, like 
cotton yarns and fine cotton and woolen goods, disproportion- 
ately reduced. 

All these reductions of tariff mean reduction of wages and 
probable decrease in the development of industry. : 

In lines where the duties are to-day needed for protection, 
where foreign producers compete to-day under present duties, 
a lessening of duty will lower the wholesale price of foreign 
goods. This done, American prices must be lowered to corre- 
spond, or American producers go out of business. 

I believe the former will be the alternative in most cases, 
though some weak concerns may fail or retire, and some indus- 
tries may be destroyed by disproportionate reductions. The 
great mass of our industries are too firmly established, however, 
and on too large a scale, to be crushed out by the reductions 
Pree or even by absolute free trade. 

If the prices of our home products are lowered by act of Con- 
gress they must be produced cheaper if ope are to be made here 
at all; and they are pretty certain to be cheapened in the way 
foreign goods are made cheap—by low wages. 

Give the American manufacturer foreign wages, and he will 
fear no foreign competition. 

It may be said that our workmen will not accept lower wages; 
that their unions will keep them up, To this I say that trade 
unions may keep up or raise wages when there is a profit made 
from hiring the labor they control; but there is no union—no 
government even—that can force men for any great length of 
time to carry on a losing business. 

The inevitable will be recognized, and perhaps, after some 
friction, be submitted to; and business will go on, with the la- 
borers permanently degraded, unless ar the exercise of their 
right S par sapin they change the party in power and undo what 
is now being done. 

Let it not be supposed either that the wages in these, special 
trades will be lowered and other wages remain the same, or 
keep up the advance of recent years. To quote a motto of one 
of the labor organizations, ‘‘The injury of one is the injury of 
all;” and they will all be likely to learn the practical truth of 
this statement if free-trade legislation prevails. 

All movements for shorter hours, or other ameliorations of 
the laborer’s condition, would be stopped temporarily or per- 
„ and the hand of human progress be turned back on 

e ; 

Farmers and other alleged unprotected prođucers would lose 
by the iessened consumption of the wage-earners, and the con- 
sequent loss of market, quite as much as they would save in the 
lessened price of manufactured products, which after all might 
not be so much lessened at the retail store. 

I have noticed that retail prices for such manufactured goods 
as are consumed by the masses are substantially as high in Eng- 
land as in this country, in spite of the present tariff. Witness 
cotton cloth, ready-made clothing, boots and shoes, and railway 
fares and freights, which is where the duty on steel rails and 
other articles entering into the construction or operations of 
railroads hits the people. 

It may be said that even if the wages of our mechanics and 
operatives are reduced, or if, taking the other horn of the di- 
lemma, many of them are thrown out of employment by the 
stoppage of factories, they ought not to find fault, since this 
present so-called tariff reform Administration was elected by 


their votes, or at least that it could not have been elected with- 


out them. It may be noticed, however, that they seem to have 
changed their minds quite largely at the recent election. 

Well, gentlemen. if these men trusted you, do not betray them. 
You can better afford to disappoint the doctrinaires than the 
laboring men. If youcould waive all legislation on this subject 
your lease of power might be a long one, while if these reduc- 
tions are persisted in, and the result of lessened employment 
and lower wages continues and follows, as seems to me inevita- 
Me; your control of the Government will be short, and deserv- 
edly so. 

My argument so far may seem to be made almost exclusively 
from the manufacturing or Eastern standpoint. Thisis natural, 
as I am a Representative of an Eastern district largely engaged 
in manufacturing. I wish, however, to call attention to the im- 
portance of New re sony asa customer for all the other sections 
of the country, and I can not do it better than by readinga quota- 
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tion from a recent statement of Hon. William C. Lovering, of 
my State, before the Ways and Means Committee: 

It is not Ket. Langa considered how important to the country as a whole 
is the prosperity of New England and the full employment of its vast army 
of people e in manufactures. 

While there is no other section of the country so densely populated as New 
England, there is also no section which produces so small a 3 of 
the articles needed to support life and to carry on manufacture. ith three- 
fourths of the spindles of the country, it produces not a pound of cotton, 
but consumes one-fifth of the cotton crop of the United States, and was thus 
a consumer of the South for this one article alone, in 1890, to the value of 
nearly $77,000,000. It grows less than 4 per cent of the wool grown in the 
country, but uses one-half ofthe total clip, It mines not a pound of coal, 
but uses not Jess than 10,000,000 tons yearly in its homes and factories. 

Of all articles of food for man and beast, it produces a sufficiency of hay 
and potatoes only, and is an annual customer of the West for not less than 
8,000,000 barrels of flour. earning gery fully three-fourths of all the boots 
and shoes worn in the country, it is of necessity the purchaser of a very 
great proportion of the hides which are to be tanned into leather. Its beef 
and pork are not raised at home, but are ey 8 from the West. It is de- 
| septa upon the Northwest and South for its supplies of lumber to build 

ts houses and factories. 

In short. there is no other section of the country which is required by its 
lack of natural resources to draw upon other paris of the country for any- 
thing like so large a proportion of all that it must eat and wear and manu- 
facture. In this respect itis even more startlingly dependent upon commu- 
nities without itself than is Old England, which contains vast stores of iron 
and coal, and 1 a very material part of its food, while New England 
is almost tota W in all these resources. 

The question is, whether it is desirable at this time to hazard the welfare 
of a community which. man for man, and family for family, consumes a 
larger part of ull the products of the country than any other section. 


As compared with Old England, New England is a far greater 
customer of the rest of this country per capita (the ratio being 
about 6 to 1), and figures that have been carefully prepared by 
Mr. Edward Stanwood indicate that her people, in spite of their 
smaller number, are larger buyers from the South and West 
than the people of England as a whole. Besides this, the in- 
jury or destruction of the New England market will not be com- 
pensated for to other Americans by a like increase of the foreign 
market, because most of the articles bought in New England 

rincipally from Americans are, and will continue to be, bought 
n Old England principally elsewhere. I refer particularly to 
iron, coal, wool, hides, salt, lumber, crockery and glassware, 
spirits, b-er, and perishable food products. ` 

Even for cotton and grain the New England market is secure 
for our countrymen, while England has other sources of supply, 
which she uses tS 

Further, as a New England Representative, I wish to say that 
Lam not one of those protectionists that believes in protection 
for what he sells and free trade in what he buys. As a builder 
of machinery I believe that the producer of iron is as much en- 
titled to protection as I am—in proportion to the disabilities 
under which he labors as compared to the foreign producer. 

„The same argument that sustains protection to woolens would 
give it to wool also, and the men who favor the one and not the 
other are, I fear, largely misled by selfishness, consciously or 
otherwise. and uneplightened selfishness at that. 

Protectionists must stand together or fall separately. 
3 this bill will pass as it is or amended in certain de- 

8. 

There seems to be no way to settle this question for this gener- 
ation, except by a trial of an alleged revenue tariff; and while 
I will not be responsible by my vote for bringing itabout, I have 
no doubt of the result. The more of the free-trade Deine pi 
there is in por bill, the more reason it will give when carried 
into effect for repudiating it and the party responsible for it, 

Asa partisan, therefore, I would say to my Democratic friends, 
pass your bill and take the consequences; but as acitizen, inter- 
ested in the immediate prosperity of the country, as well as its 
future, I hope that wisdom will finally prevail in your coun- 
1271 Ana ag tariff be permitted to stand substantially as Me Kin- 

e t it. 

closing, I desire to present the memorial of the Home Mar- 
ket Club, which represents the cot mass of New England's in- 
dustries, against the pending bill. 


THE HOME MARKET CLUB'S MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The undersigned, members of the Home Market Club, a national associa- 
tion organized under the general laws of Massachusetts, with office at Bos- 
ton, for the promotion of American industries, the investigation of political 
science and the dissemination of correct ideas concerning the same, respect- 
fully re t that as individuals we are largely engaged in the manufac- 
ture and distribution of merchandise, and it is roughly estimated that our 
in, the te employs, in prosperous times, not less than 
2,000,000 of people tly,and about as many more indirectly. Having this 
large stake in the economic poe of the country, we believe that our opin- 
ions should have some weight with Congress in its work of revising the 
tariff, though it is impossible to state all the reasons for them within the 
proper limits of a petition. 

First. Let us say that we believe protection should be the settled policy of 
this country. 

Second. That it should be national in scope and impartial in application, 
the true rule to protect every important domestic industry that is 
subject to foreign competition. 
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Third. That while duties should be and occasi 


oves that whether a tariff be partly for mast pe or for revenue only, 
Jules should tead of ad valorem, and that 
the laws for thi 


Sixth. t we see neither justice nore: ency in depriving the finished 
products of the farmer and the miner of protection and leaving a measure 
2 protection, however inadequate, upon the finished products of the manu- 

acturer. 

Seventh. That even if it were in the power of Congress to obtain for Ameri- 
can producers free access to all the markets of the world, in exchange fora 
freer admission of fore goods to the home market, the gain would be 
small in comparison with the loss, 

Eighth. That nearly all foreign markets are barred against bp dae protec- 
tive tariffs, and Congress has no power to open them except by reciprocity, 
and every concession of duties without consideration throws away the bar- 
gaining power of the nation: ‘ 

Ninth. That in fixing duties reference should be had to present conditions 
rather than to the rates in former tariffs, for it is well known that modern 
improvements have largely overcome the natural barriers that afforded pro- 
tection in the earlier years of our history, so that in in cases a duty of 50 
or even 100 per cent is less protective to-day than one of 30 per cent in the 

of Wasa: n, or even as late as theday of Polk. 

Tenth, That duties should be sufficient to offset the higher cost of labor, 
pach. interest, and incidentals in this country over the cost of those items 

competing countries. 

Eleventh. Thatthe 8 of high duties is more fanciful than real, because 
competition is sure in a short time to bring the price of the protected com- 
— into a fair relation with the prices of all other articles. The duty is 
not added to the price except when we are dependent upon foreign supply, 
and in such cases it is a fundamental principle of the protective policy to 
abolish the duty unless its continuance affords reasonable assurance of the 
timely development of an adequate domestic supply. 

Twelfth. That the benefits of protection are not limited to the emplor- 
ments to which they are applied, but when conferred upon all that are ex- 
posed to foreign competition they diffuse themselves by the sure working 
of economic laws equitably to all classes, 

Thirteenth. That the profits of domestic manufacturers are not excessive. 
Statistics prove that in Massachusetts, where manufactures form the lead- 
ing industry, their average ts are than those of banking and 
transportation, though the risks are greater. 

Fourteenth. That the United States set out to promote the 1 of 
the common people and declared this purpose in its fundamental law. Itis 
beyond dispute that after a century of protection, aay apt is 
versal here than in any other country. e believe this chiefly due to the 
diversification of industries and the general employment of the people at 
high wages, which could not have occurred and can not bemaintained with- 
out ection. Hence the tariff question has become almost wholly one of 
employment and wages, for under the free-trade s of Great Britain the 
— — revenue is as large capita as that ot the United States under 
the t tariff, and it would be easy to raise in this country as much by 
— on imports as we raise now, without protecting a single domestic in- 

u 


Fitteenth. That while in justing wages with our employés we are 
obliged to consider the rates of competitors whose goods are sold in the 
common market, we desire to pay all that the market will afford. Without 
claim extraordinary consideration for humanity, we present the im- 
portant business fact that the profit and stability of business d upon 

d for aaor 


more uni- 


the high purchasing power of the people. The more there is 
the more the wage-earners can buy, and the more efficient, as a rule, is th 
service. We shrink from the necessity of discharging old and trusted co- 
workers from emplo: t or reducing their wages. 

Sixteenth. That whatever change may be made, Congress ought to post- 
pone the day of effect at least six months and in some cases at least one 
eee anon eee thyaga paw yg etme 

as little interrupted as possible and opportunity may be afforded to con- 
form to the new conditions of production and sale. 

Seventeenth. That a bill, though professedly protective, which is accom- 

ied by the declaration of its framers that it tends toward free trade and 

. — to reach that Boal. can not, in our j ent, restore confideace 
to business and revive industry beyond the small demand of immediate ne- 
cessity. This tendency and 2 therefore, are even worse than the pend- 
ing bill. and as for the bill . we fully indorse the facts and uments 
presented against it by the minority of the Committee on Ways Means. 

For these and Teasons per to the intricacies of business, which 
— ora be ae forth here, but ee we proper giad = Sion opportunity to 
explain to the 3 committees o onses o we pray 

‘ou to defeat the bill known as the Wilson tariff bill and to take more time 

or preparing a careful and scientific measure, by means of which the Treas- 
ury may be replenished and the depressed industries of the people may be 


revived, 
Sicned by the subcommittee appointed by the executive committee to pre- 
pare this memorial, at Boston, 28th day of December, 1893. 
On. SAMPSON 
ALBERT CLARKE 
Committee. 


[Mr. WEADOCK addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, for the pa thirty years 
the policy of the Government of this country been Ameri- 
can, and at no time until the advent of the present Administra- 
tion has there been an opportunity for the party now in power 
to make the attempt to carry out its own pec doctrines in 
the establishment of policies or the management of the affairs 
of this country. During the past thirty a a broad, liberal 
spirit of patriotism has at all times ed governmental leg- 
islation, and the same spirit and disposition . by the 
hundreds of thousands of brave men who fought in the defense 
of the integrity of this nation during the war, and the same spirit 
of lofty self-abnegation which animated the families of those 


brave men has, ever since 1865, been manifest in the laws of this 
country in the protection they afford primarily to Americanlabor 
and to the industries and development they have encouraged. 
Under this wise system the inventive genius of the American 
people, always remarkable in fertility, has been stimulated and 
encouraged to a greaterextent than has ever been the ingenuity 
of man before, and while labor-saving machinery has been in- 


vented, perfected, and adopted in all lines of manufacture during 
the past thirty years, so that ons man, with the machinery he 
operates, performs the work that many men were required before 
to do, nevertheless such has been the increased demand for 
products that labor has not gone seeking employment, and under 
the stimulus of protection wages have constantly climbed the 
scale until never in the history of the world have laborers been 
housed, clothed, fed, and their children educated as have those 
who have been the wage-earners of the United States during the 
past three decades. Under this system wages have been in- 
creased wonderfully, and the burdens as well as the hours of 
actual labor have decreased correspondingly. 

Since the beginning of this debate I have heard from out of 
the stores of wisdom from which the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, who is in our midst, seems to draw as his oc- 
casion demands an attempted statement in effect that our great 
national growth, wealth, and increase in wages paid to the la- 
borer all resulted from the fact that the United States was 
a new country of unparalleled resources, and that the natural 
development of these resources had brought about the condition 
of great prosperity the people have enjoyed. While possibly no 
other one country in the world contains co great a variety of 
climate and production from field, forest, mine, and waters as 
does the United States. 

Yet probably nearly all of these conditions exist in European 
countries separated only fromeach other by political boundaries, 
where problems of overcoming long distances in no way inter- 
feres with exchange of commodities, and where no protective 
tariffs impose serious barriers to interchange; and if the theories 
of free trade in all their perfection as theories were truthful in 
ridden Py the conditions surrounding labor and the masses of 
the people in Euro countries would have certainly shown 
some of the beneficial effects claimed for it in this country in 
wages, development, and surroundings. 

Russia, within the boundaries of the home country and her 
possessions, contains inexhaustible natural wealth in the fer- 
tility of her soil, her mines, forests, and the waters that sur- 
round the empire of the Czars, yet the people of that great coun- 
try have never been visited by the affliction of high wages,which 
the eloquent gentleman from Illinois, who addressed the House 
ansing the afternoon of the second aay a! this debate, so elo- 
quently and feelingly pictured the laboring man of this country 
to be suffering from, and even in that country where harvests 
repay Se husbandman for his efforts so abundantly, the most 
wasting famines that the children of men have ever suffered 
from are frequent, and want, squalor, and misery always abound 
even in agricultural districts. No one can truthfully say to-day 
that Russia is, in the development of her resources, an older 
country than the United States. Since the days of Peter the 
Great there has not been the advancement we have seen within 
our own borders in the past twenty years. 

Can any sane man doubt that had the populations and govern- 
ments of the two countries been exchanged twenty-five yearsago 
that Russia to-day would not have been far in advance of her 
present position in wealth and advantages for ae oe le? In 
other words, can any one doubt that if the policy which pre- 
vailed in this country during these years, protecting the people 
in their industries and labor and encouraging them in the de- 
velopment of the natural wealth of the country, had been adopted 
by the Russian Government instead of its arbi and sh 
sway, that Russia and her people would have been infinitely fur- 
ther along in the way of progress than that country is at the 
present time? And so, we might proceed by way of comparison 
through all the list of countries outside of our own and be forced 
to the conclusion in the end that the Government which has best 
protected its people and best encouraged progress along all de- 
sirable lines has the Government of our own land during 
all the days since the rebellion. 

It is not true that the great prosperity we have enjoyed has 
resulted to this country on account of the rapid development of 
extraordinary resources unaided by the policy of protection, 
nor would such unexampled prosperity have ever been known in 
this country but for the laws that have been so wisely enacted 
within the past thirty years. There have been but few demands 
suggested by our pivitication which could not have been sup- 
p out of the products of the United States easily and well 

uring the past quarter of a century. 

But now an evil day has befallen us. An Administration and a 
Congress unfriendly and hostile to the prosperity which has 
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been the fruitage of successive Administrations of an opposing 


y isin power, and like a country occupied by an invading | ing 


‘oe, and threatened with every evil incident to such occupation, 
our country is at a standstill, No one knows what acts of van- 
dalism or injustice may be visited upon us. Business is every- 
where yzed, even the hopes that prior to this change of 
Administration animated the hearts and faces of our citizens 
everywhere, has died out, To-day the American people are an 
apprehensive, disturbed, and well-nigh a hopeless people. All 

change from a great and advancing prosperity to present 
adversity has come about since the country realized t the 
elements that attempted to destroy once before were in full power 
and besy in the destruction of its industries. 

T will not accuse you men of the South, who are in truth the 
Democratic party of this country—those claiming that name in 
the North beingsimply your allies—of an entirely deliberate in- 
tention to bring ruin to the very dregs, and a blight to the length 
of extinction upon all of the industries and opportunities for 
wage-earners that have been builded up almost entirely under 
the influence and by the hands that in the days of the sixties 
carried the muskets of the North in support of the old flag; but 
I do charge that you in the intoxication of power and the deter- 
mination to perpetuate yourselves in office are now preparedand 
willing to lend yourselves to this process of destruction. 

You have never been the brothers of toilers. You yourselves 
have never worked under the fierce sunlight with blistering 
backs and aching hands in a close communion with nature in the 
` fields. Your hands were never taught to grasp the woodman's 
ax or send its shining blade to the heart of the trees of the 
forest; your arms have never wielded the hammers that beat 
into useful forms the iron and steel of this age; your backs have 
never bornethe burdens of the physical and material progress of 
mankind. 

Neither have your sympathies gone out to those who have 
toiled and labored, because you have not been of them. Men 
with darkened skins or occupation alien to your own in all ways 
have performed the labor of the States from whence you come. 

All of your history and traditions exhibit you to the world as 
men having no contact whatever with the labor of the busy 
world or the laborer. And now, for the aod pre of weakening 
and injuring the strength of the sections of the Union from 
which you can expect no permanent aid to the perpetuation of 
party rule, you would wreck the values of great accumulations, 
the result of the intelligent toil of the lives of countless thou- 
sands of American freemen in the North and West, heedless (if 
no harsher term is used) as to the suffering already preceding 
the act and the disgrace and cepa: $ of the act itself; but in this 
you are no more than consistent with the character you bear in 


history. = 
It is baid that exceptions nee the rule, and I would be unjust 
to myself if I should not willingly and cheerfully record my ad- 
miration for the character, liberality, and broad patriotism dis- 
played by some of the noble men whose homes are in the South 
and who represent Democratic constituencies in this Congress, 
in both its branches. It is true that, like angel's visits, they 
may be few and far between, but notwithstanding that fact, they 
are adelight and the soul of a hope for better things in the 
hearts of their countrymen. 

Of the great benefits that have resulted to this country from 
the policy of legislating in behalf of our own and labor, 
instead of legislating in behalf of the subjects of foreign coun- 
tries and governments not friendly to ours, one need but look 
upon afew of the demands that have grown up in the United 
States during the last thirty years and the industries here 
builded which have supplied those demands. In 1860 all the 
country west of the Mississippi River contained 4,236,746 inhabi- 
tants. The country lying east of the Mississippi River contained 
at the same time about 27,206,575 inhabitants. Cities containing 
8,000 people or more in the region lying to the east of the great 
river contained at that time 4,783,090 inhabitants, and the cities 
of the same class to the west of that line about 289,166 inhabi- 
tants, 

West of the Mississippi, in 1865, there were only 6,858.21 miles 
of railway and east thereof 26,137.45 miles of railway, and in this 
brief period of time, and all of that time under Republican rule 
let me again remind you, the country has grown until in 1800 
there were of American people resid on the prairies, along 
the streams and in the valleys, and everywhere between the 

of the Pacific and the Mississippi River, 15,774,557 in- 
habitants. Of this number about 2,800,462 people reside in cities 
of the class before mentioned. 

For the purposes of transportation there has been builded over 
those prairies, along the rivers, and over the mountain ranges 
to the western ocean, 88,020.12 miles of railway, asagainst 6,858.21 
miles in 1865. And now the country lying east of the river I 
have spoken of by way of division, is peopled by 46,847,693 Amer- 


ican citizens. The population of the cities in the East contain- 


8,000 and over has increased since 1860 from 4,783,090 to 15,483,- 
923 inhabitants in 1890, and 48,739.48 miles of railway transpor- 
tation lines have been added to the 26,137.45 miles you . 
quarter of a century ago. Twenty-five years ago there were 
very great supplies of timber within the eastern area. 

The forests of Michigan, Wisconsin, and other States were no 
more than being fairly developed, and lumbering in Minnesota 
was only well under way. When you recall the enormous de- 
mand that our increase of population and building and improve- 
ments of all kinds has created during the period mentioned and 
that the United States possessed within her limits and is 
yet in possession of supplies sufficient to last many generations 
to come, all of the materials, including lumber and timber, out 
of which structures of all kinds have been completed both east 
and west of the Father of Waters, it will be readily admitted by 
every candid, unbiased judgment that the United States during 


the three decades past has been the greatest lumber and buildin 
nage market the world hasever known or probably ever w 
ow. 


Under the protective policy adopted at about the inception of 
this marvelous increase of wealth and 
inaugurated for the purpose of putting into the pockets of our 
own people the money which should be expended for all of the 
materials out of which all the cities hav8 been builded, as well 
as the homes and improvements upon the farms, along the rail- 
ways and everywhere over thisland. So it was that acts of our 
National Legislature said to the Canadas and other countries 
where great and cheaper forests have remained to this day com- 
— untouched, we will first use the resources we have at 

ome, and employ in the manufacture from these trees which 
have grown upon American soil, the labor of our own people in 
preference to cmploying the labor of your people upon your 
soil, and we will in way enco the 5 and in- 
dustry of our own inventors and skilled mechanics in construct- 
ing constantly improving machinery to be used in the manu- 
facture of this supply, thus keeping all the beneficial fruits of 
labor and development under the Stars and Stripes. 

It is estimated conservatively that during these years the 
enormous sum of twenty-six to thirty billion dollars has been 
paid for the building material that has been put into construc- 
tion. Will anyone tell me that this country would have been 
better off or its labor more justly treated or that her values 
would have been as t as they now are had this sum of 
twenty-five to thirty billion dollars been paid out for building 
material to the citizenship of Canada or other countries? The 
effect of our policy has, been to retain this enormous sum within 
the United States, and it has been used by those who haye 
earned it for the building of homes, the clothing of men, 
women, and children, the education of the young, the building 
of churches and the establishment of industries, and the bring- 
ing of intelligence, happiness, and appreciative contentment all 
over this land, until the United States has become the wonder 
and envy of the nations of the earth. 

Other countries have been and are blessed with great natural 
resources of kinds largely similar to our own, as I have shown; 
but the policies of other governments has been different and 
their opportunities for prosperity have not been embraced as 
have ours, and it would seem that opportunities for comparison 
are abundant enough everywhere, and that the whole subject is 
not one difficult to be understood. 

In my own State, of which I now speak by way of illustra- 
tion, which contains about 69,994 square miles, lying between 
the forty-fifth and forty-ninth parallels of latitude, and the 
one hun and seventeenth to the one hundred and twenty- 
fifth degrees of longitude, bounded on the north by the Straits 
of Fuca and British Columbia, and on the west by the Pacific 
Ocean, we peppen almost every natural resource that all of 
the other States of the American Union possess combined; 
and it has been said with much truth that you could build a 
Chinese wall around Washington, and the State will yield all 
that her inhabitants need, without contributions from 
world.” Nearly all of the area lying between the mountains 
of the Cascade Range and the ocean is naturally timbered 
land, and six and eight millions of feet of lumber are frequently 
cut from a quarter section of forest land in the Puget Sound 
Basin, instead of the one hundred and sixty to two hundred 
thousand feet that were often furnished by the same acreage of 
timber land in Wisconsin or Michigan. 

Besides this great timber wealth, the first crop of nature upon 
a soil prolific in its fruit, vegetable, and cereal producing ability 
when cleared, the mineral wealth, consisting of gold, silver, 
copper, coal, iron, zinc, lime, and other minerals exist to such 
an extent as to make that section of our State richer by nature 
than any other area of the sameextent that can be found in the 
world. Besides timber and the deposits of minerals, the most 
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roductive agricultural lands in certain lines known are found 
In the valleys and along the tide waters ol Puget Sound, while 
perfect fruits of every kind save those of the citrous species 
are everywhere produced in over eee with no care save 
the planting, and as if by nature. The hops raised in this section 
are noted the world over for their excellence. 

In the waters of Puget Sound (where fifty to a hundred 
fathoms of water are under every ship's keel visiting us and the 
whole Sound is a harbor) and its tributaries, and the Straits of 
Fuca, in the Gulf of Georgia, and in the waters of the ocean, off 
our coast we have a greater variety of food fishes than the 
waters of the Atlantic have at any time supplied. This supply 
and resource is inexhaustible, and no inclement weather makes 
the taking of this food supply either disagreeable or dangerous, 
as it ever has been in Atlantic winters. 

The climate of the section of our State I have already spoken 
of is exceedingly equable, it scarcely ever in simmer being 
warmer than 75 degrees, with the nights cooler, and the winters 
are practically snowless, never bringing zero weather. East of 
the Cascade Mountains and west of the Columbia River are val- 
leys and table-lands with rolling prairies of most wonderful fer- 

ity. In many places these lands are being, and will eventuall 
all be, irrigated—where irrigation is required—and most locali- 
ties are now producing great yields of Sar, grains, vegetables, 
and fruits without the smallest possible interruption from dry 
weather or blight or injury from storm, so even and favorable is 
the climate of that section. 

In the counties of Walla-Walla, Columbia, Garfield, Asotin, 
Whitman, Adams, Franklin, Lincoln, Spokane, and the Big Bend 
of the Columbia, and in many other portions of the State, is 
produced the finest wheat that is known to commerce as well as 
the best barley for malting and other purposes harvested from 
any land on the American continent, Besides grain growing in 
the section last mentioned, nutritious grasses and fruits are 
grown with great success. And nosuch thingas failure of crops 
has ever been known in the portion of the State naturally grain- 
growing, and no storms of violence have ever visited that coun- 
try. And no country has ever been fuller of promise to home- 
seekers or of grec: to its inhabitants than has been the Siate 
of Washington. The sun has never shone upon a fairer land 
than that lying east and west of the Cascade Mountains in that 
State. Lying along the entire northern boundary of the State 
is the English province of British Columbia. In that province 
are forests equally great and heavily timbered, with as valuable 
timber as we possess in the State of Washington, and that 
province in fact every resource we have in the States 
of Washington and Oregon, with the exception of the vast areas 
of our agricultural and fruit lands. Every mineral resource we 
possess is paralleled by another in British Columbia. 

In that province timber lands can be purchased for from 40 to 
60 per cent of the money charged for timber lands in Washing- 
ton or Oregon, and coal and other mineral lands with the same 

st dag difference, attributable eee to the protective 
as es of the United States. Labor in British Columbia is paid 
much lower wages for from twelve to fourteen hours work than 
within any of the States on the Pacific coast for ten hours work. 
For instance, the scale of wages paid in sawmills at and about 
Vancouver, where the largest mills of British Columbia are 
located, are as follows: For head sawyers, $2.75 per day, while in 
the States on the Pacific coast sawyers are paid $4 per day; set- 
ters at Vancouver are paid $2.25 per day, while in the States 
adjoining they are paid $3.50 per day; edger men at Vancouver 
are paid $2.25 per dayand in the States $3 per day; engineers at 
Vancouver are paid $2.50 per day, while in the States the same 
character of labor when employed is paid $3.50 per day; com- 
mon laborers about the mills in Vancouver are paid $1.374 

r day, while on the other side of the line the same labor is paid 
$2 per day; and thesame difference in wages is paid for coal pro- 
duction and inall labor-employing lines, and yetgentlemen have 
undertaken to say during this debate, in the light of all the facts 
before them, that wages in the British provinces are as high 
as they are in the United States. Every barrel of flour these 
menin British Columbia consume, every pound of meat they use, 
and nearly everything in fact they live upon, is shipped to them 
across the line from our Western States, after first payinga high 
ee duty to the Canadian government, so that living to- 

y in British Columbia is more expensive than in the United 
States, if they live as well as we do, and wages that are paid are 
much less. 

Some one may ask why it is that the labor of British Columbia 
endures this condition whenit might better itself by coming across 
the line. The facts are these: The white labor comes to British 
Columbia direct from the old countries, where even less wages 
are paid than the figures they are offered in British Columbia, 
and men coming from Great Britain to the province locate them- 
selves among those witha history more in sympathy with their 


own than is the history of the people across the line, and there 
is that in the make-up of many of the laborers of Great Britain 
which kindles a respect and renewed attachment for the flag of 
that country when oceans separate them from the islands of their 
birth, and an English or Scotch laborer or mechanic when first 
coming to this continent almost without exception prefers life in 
a British province with smaller wages than he would receive if 
he labored on this side of the line. 

Besides this fact is another one of still greater significance to 
our people, Chinese and Japanese cheap labor is employed in all 
of the mills, logging camps, mines, fisheries, and in every in- 
dustry in British Columbia without stint, while in the State I 
represent in part such labor is not employed save to aslight ex- 
tent as cooks and laundrymen, and somewhat in the canneries at 
the mouth of the Columbia River, and never will the intelligent 
white labor of my State submit to being placed in rank with this 
debasing and degenerating heathen labor of Asia, either by as- 
sociation in labor or wages. 

The resources of British Columbia have been but little devel- 
oped owing to the fact that they have not had access to the world’s 
greatest market for the products of their forests or their mines, 
or the demand which as existed in the United States,as the 
figures I have heretofore given show beyond controversy. So 
that this province has done but very little in the way of supply- 
ing even the foreign demand upon our coast for lumber, and the 
same conditions exist as to all the other resources of our north- 
ern neighbor. 

Nowy; then, the bill pending places logs, lumber, shingles, pil- 
ing timber, hoop poles, and nearly every form of wood finished 
for some porpees as well as iron ore, copper, and in fact nearly 
everything of value we possess in nature on the free list. The 
annual cut of our sawmills is 3,000,000,000 of feet for foreign 
and coastwise shipment, and our shingle mills 4,000,000,000. 

The States of Washington and Oregon, besides being near the 
injuring competition of British Columbia of which I have spoken, 
and that will surely follow the passage of this bill, are situated 
upon the Pacific Ocean and sailing vessels coming from all ports 
of the world are only too anxious on a voyage to our ports for 
the products of our country, to bring ballast of some value in- 
stead of earth or stone. By ballast of some value I mean some- 
thing the result of cheaper labor and cheaper materials than we 
employ in this country, where such ballast will pay for the tak- 
ing of it from the holds ol ships. 

The yield of wheat in the State of Washington for the year 
1892 is placed conservatively at from twenty-five to thirty mil- 
lion bushels. The surplus, after our own demands have been 
supplied, finds its way over the various railway lines in the State 
to the seaboard, and is there shipped, as a rule, in English sail- 
ing vessels with registered tonnage varying all the way from 
1,200 to 4,000 tons, and the finest vessels I have ever seen in 
American waters come into Puget Sound ports. Magnificent 
steel four-masted, square-rigged ships are the rule in the great 
wheat-carrying fleet visiting the Northern Pacific Ocean, and 
the English flag floats from nearly every masthead. 

These foreign vessels on their voyage from foreign ports will 
bring to us as ballast Chinese, Japanese, Australian, and Eng- 
lish coal, very much cheaper than coal can be taken from our own 
mines with the class of labor we there employ. And all these 
various coals are on the free list. They will also bring, as bal- 
last, building brick, flooring and ornamental tiles, 8 
pipe and all sorts of terracotta, and all kinds of heavy and coarse 
articles manufactured from clay, under the diminished ad va- 
lorem duties proposed by this legislation, cheaper than our 
people can manufacture such products on account of the wages 
we are paying labor engaged in these occupations on the Pacific 
coast. Iron ore, conpor and several other minerals are free 
listed also by this bill and come to us in ballast in these ships, 
cheaper than our labor can produce them. 

This bill strikes at the industries of the Pacific coast every- 
where and directly. Ourfruit-growers are hurt acrepexably; our 
barley-raisers are left to the mercy of the cheaper farm labor 
and cheaper lands of Canada. Our lumbermen are driven outof 
the forests of Washington and Oregon; our miners of coal and 
iron must give up their occupation: our sawmills and shingle 
mills will be silent; our cities in the State of Washington, which 
have become so beautiful and prosperous and such scenes of 
bustling activity in manufacture of the materials we have, with 
the crowds of life and commerce upon street and wharf and at 
railway warehouse, must give up their hopes of growth, of com- 
mercial and manufacturing importance, and wait for the good 
day to come when Republican patriotism and the love of the 
United States and her people and industries shall throw 
about the people of my State and the people of this Union the 
strength of protection, which has borne such glorious fruits to 
labor and the industries we have established. But while this 
waiting in patience is going on, industries will be established in 
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British Columbia, with its cheaper labor and cheaper materials, 
to plague and harass us in foreign markets for many a long 
year to come. $ 

What do you think will become of the men who are driven out 
of the forests, mines, factories, and mills in the United States by 
the passage of this law? What do you think will become of the 
agricultural classes of this country who are dependent upon the 
soil for their gains, and of the other countless thousands who 
have been deprived of employment by this law? Do you not 
think this will make them know that they are brought into di- 
rect competition with the classes now engaged in agricultural 
pursuits, and that they will be driven to tilling the soil fora 
subsistence in one way or another? 

What will be the effect on wages and the prices of farm prod- 
ucts when our agricultural classes are subjected to this com- 
petition and when the farms of the United States are shorn of 
their home markets as they will be by the turning out of em- 
ployment of all the hundreds of thousands of these men, then 
unable to buy farm products out of the earnings they have al- 
ways enjoyed? All this you say is for the purpose of cheapen- 
ing some fabrics, or rather the foreign materials out of which 
such fabrics and articles are made, so that, as you profess, cer- 
tain lines of goods may be bought cheaper in the United States 
than they have been under the laws enacted by an opposing 


rty. 
a might have spoken of other industries and business crippled 
by this unjust and unwise bill in my own State, but Representa- 
tives from Idaho, Montana, and Oregon are interested in sheep- 
raising and silver-bearing lead ores as well as the State of 
Washington, and these subjects will be treated in this debate 
Boel SWEET of Idaho, Mr. HARTMAN of Montana, and Messrs. 

LIS and HERMANN of Oregon, the able and conscientious Re- 
publican Representatives from those States. 

In my State there are about a half a million of people, Ameri- 
can by birth and citizenship, and as industrious, frugal, and in- 
telligent a people as are found anywhere within the limits of 
the Union, who are wide awake to the natural resources of their 
chosen home, and full of appreciation of the bounteous gifts na- 
ture has showered upon that State, and they are also alive to 
the dangers that are threatened them in this measure. They 
have petitioned this Congress, and protested against the pas- 
sage of this bill with ali their might. You must remember that 
our industries have been built up under the ty of this 
country for protection, and under the law that protected. 

These men of my State have broken the virgin soil of Eastern 
Washington and have cultivated its rolling prairie lands all 
these years, and made for themselves and their families homes 
in that land of bounteous harvests. They have builded towns 
and cities in Eastern Washington, some of them in the midst of 
undulating prairies, and others where beautiful streams, fed b 
the snows of the mountains, rush whitening by over basaltic roc 
and boulder, turning the whirling wheels of the mills and ma- 
chinery; and one of them, bearing the name of the Spokanes,” 
the beauty and pride of that inland empire, has been builded 
where the great volume of the waters of that river makes the 
descent of more than 300 feet in traversing a distance of a little 
more than a mile, by broken leaps down the rocky bed of that 
stream, furnishing water power equal to any in the world. 

The men of my State have gone into the Puget Sound Basin 
and have there builded large cities and flourishing towns. They 
have builded sawmills that have cut a million feet of fir lumber 
in less than twenty-four hours with machinery for this purpose, 
which, under protection, has become as perfect for these uses 
as any machinery the hand of man has ever rested upon. 
They have built mills for the manufacture of shingles, and are 
engaged in the manufacture of wood finishings of all descrip- 
tions for modern buildings, and they are making furniture of 
perfect kinds for dwellings and business buildings. They have 
constructed flouring mills to supply the demand of their sec- 
tion of the country and to export to China and Japan, with 
capacities of 1,000 barrels a day. They have erected wharves 
and warehouses for the export of the grain from the fields of 
Eastern Washington and great bunkers for loading our coal into 
ships. They have opened the mines of our State, both east and 
west of the Cascade Mountains, and in all things and all ways, 
under the protection that has been guarantied them by the 
laws of their country, they have with long strides proceeded in 
the development of the natural resources of our State. 

If one hundred or even ten of the citizens of my State had gone 
with their means to a foreign country and had the government 
of that country confiscated their property and destroyed their 
values, as you will confiscate and destroy the valuesand business 
of the 500,000 people in my State by this iniquitous bill should 
it become a law, the citizenship, army,and navy of this country 
would be at the command of this government at once to right 
such wrongs. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
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And no one gives an answer in any way worthy of the intelli- 
gence of the American people, why this thing should be done or 
this gigantic wrong perpetrated. It is without excuse, and in 
violation of all lessons taught by experience. It blights all hope, 
and disregards the free and manly protests of labor. It delles 
the warnings of humane and careful employers of men. It de- 
nies bread and shelter to the formerly prosperous but now idle 
and poverty-stricken artisan and mechanic. The cries and dis- 
tress of mothers, wives, and children are scoffed at and derided. 
Its originators and promoters are not laborers, and their hands 
have never borne the stain of honest toil in the fields, forests, 
mines, or workshops, but they are Democratic politicians with 
a tariff bill on their hands. 

This country by reason of the advancing shadows of this meas- 
ure in the past poor has lost more capital, many, many times 
over than would have builded the Nicaragua Canal, thus shorten- 
ning the distance between Puget Sound and New York peasy 
11,000 miles and uniting forever the waters of the Atlantic an 
Pacific Oceans for the great good of mankind all over the earth, 
and a work of inestimable value and overwhelming importance 
to the United States, permitting the people of the Pacitie Slope 
to land their products from the farms, vineyards, orchards and 
forests, mines and waters, in Liverpool within twenty duys from 
the time of sang. 

Why will you not in common fairness respect and regard to 
some extent the intelligent protests and wishes of the people of 
that section, united as it is with the cries and demands from 
every city, farm, forge, factory, and hamlet all over the North 
and West, as well as the indignant objections that reach your 
ears from many, many paan in the Southland. Give to this 
country the Nicaragua or assurances of its speedy com- 
pouas, as wise and patriotic men have planned it, and as skill- 

ul engineers have demonstrated its practicability, uniting the 
oceans and giving the people of the East and West a 3 
means for 3 for their products not profitable for 
railways to handle over the long distance, and leave us the pro- 
tection as wise, strengthening, and beneficent as the greatest of 
all parties has made it, and an ‘‘American” financial policy, rec- 
ognizing American silver as it should be recognized, and we 
shall have acountry within whose limits the problems affecting 
the weal of mankind for the future will be speedily worked out 
and more beneficially than elsewhere in the world. 

We shall have a country then whose limits from east to west 
and north to south will betilled with prosperity among the peo- 
ple, the like of which the world has never known, and this pros- 
perity will become the servitor of education and justice among 
men, the promoter of the arts and sciences and the encourager 
of invention. A man will then have reason to be proud indeed 
of being an American citizen by birth or adoption. 

Other gentlemen who-have preceded me in this debate have 
so thoroughly exhausted the adres and statistical information, 
showing, as I believe beyond doubt, the unwise and pernicious 
character of this attempted legislation, that I have not felt that 

ood ends would be subserved by attempting to repeat such use- 
and n data. It is before the country in thesespeeches, 
and has been presented with much more ability than I could 
hope to equal, and consequently I have endeavored to confine 
myself to matters that have come under myown observation and 
with which I am personally familiar, well knowing that the 
people are the higher court in this country, and that they will 
speedily know the merit of service rendered and be ready to 
condemn the shifty expedients of the insincere and incompetent. 
[Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] 

During the delivery of the above remarks the time of Mr. 
DOOLITTLE expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman be extended. 

The CH AN. The gentleman’s time has expired. The 
committee must rise at half past 5 o’clock. The Chair has in- 
dulged the gentleman for forty-two minutes in order to take up 
the time, and the hour for taking the recess has now arrived. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do notsee how any great wrong 
will be done if the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not object if the com- 
mittee had power to do it. 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman could have leave to proceed by 
unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has no power to give 
unanimous consent. The House could extend the time, but the 
committee can not do it. The Chair asks the indulgence of the 
committee to state that the general debate has now closed, by 
order of the House astoday debate. There have been thirty-one 
hours and twenty-two minutes of debate during the daytime. 
The friends of the bill have consumed, as shown by the state- 
ment of the time clerk, fifteen hours and forty minutes, and 
those who are opposed to the bill have consumed fifteen hours 
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and forty minutes exactly the same time. The committee will 
now rise, under the order of the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 

ried that that committee having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKE- 
SHTRE] will discharge the duties of the Chair at the evening ses- 
sion; and now the House will take a recess until 8 o’clock, the 
evening session to be devoted to debate only on the pending bill. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes) the House was 
declared in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Tae recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m., by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session for the 

urpose of general debate only on the bill the title of which the 
lerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pio tempore. The House will now resolve 
itse!f into Committee of the Whole, pursuant to the special or- 
der. ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennes- 
see in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the tariff bill, The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chrirman, It is a fact 
generally admitted that the existing depression in the industrial 
and commercial affairs of the count entirely due to want of 
confidence; it is equally true that this want of confidence is al- 
most entirely caused by the proposed legislation embodied in 
this bill, which might more properly be entitled A bill to re- 
duce the es of labor, to increase pauperism, and to disturb 
and harass the people.” P 

It is said that this bill has been 1 in response to the 
voice of the people as indicated at the last Federal election, but 
now that it E sady and its effects are made apparent in ad- 
vance, the people do not seem to be so anxious for a change. In 
this connection I am reminded of a letter which I received last 
summer from a merchant at Troy, Pa., in which he said: 

A customer of mine trougas his wank t 2 and sola it 8 dame 
finally beside a Well, I voted for free woo! Tase fall, and III be “tobe, 11 1 
haven't just about got it.” 


So itis with many thousands; they voted for free wool and 
free trade, and now, when they are distressed and suffering, they 
find that they have got it,” but its reality is not what they au- 
ticipated in their desire for a change. 

Theories are fine things and sophistry is often alluring, but 
hard facts and common sense often disprove them and are, to my 
mind, worth a thousand times more than both. 

Until the election of 1892 prosperity was the. rule, and labor 
was well paid, while capital well managed brought fair returns. 
We were, as a people, oing well and thriving under an indus- 
trial system of thirty years’ trial which was constantly making 
us as a nation richer and stronger, while it brought increasing 
reward to the laborer. Not a man in the United States who 
could work and who would work need want for employment, but 
the party in power was displaced and a revolution in our laws 
under which we had developed a magnificent industrial sys- 
tem and prospered was decided upon. Even now we begin to 
see the prel results. 

The entire industrial and commercial system of the country 
is demoralized; large numbers of operatives are out of employ- 
ment and dependent on charity; the number of commercial fail- 
ures is rapidly increasing; the building trades are at astandstill 
and the development of new enterprises has ceased. Ifthe final 
outcome shall be the employment of more labor and better paid 
labor, I shall be happy to see it; but from my standpoint and in 
my opinion it seems that a very brief experience with free 
trade revenue reform” will convince our people of the folly of 
taking the bread out of their own mouths to feed it to those on 


the other side of the ocean, that the foreigner may grow fat 
while our own citizens are starving. 

The proposed bill does not make a new market for our manu- 
factured goods or for our crude products to the extent of one 
dollar ur manufactured goods must pay duty when they 
enter France or Germany, because this bill makes no provision 
for retaliation or reciprocity in any direction. It seems almost 
like the will of a man who bequeathed all his property and 
effects to clothe the poor heathen Hottentot and left old 
invalid wife and helpless children destitute and starving. 

A protective tariff serves a double purpose. It is the most 
effective agent for producing the necessary revenues for the 
support of the Government, while it furnishes the widest field 
of employment to our own labor at better wages than can be 
obtained under any other system; it promotes industrial activ- 
ity, thereby increasing competition, which prevents. monopo- 
lies and keeps fair prices for all. 

As a nation we have absolute interstate free trade throughout 
the entire length and breadth of our national domain, As a 
nation we now under existing laws offer to trade on reciprocal 
terms with other nations who are in a position to meet us on a 
fair basis. 

This is the best condition. If our manufacturers are produc- 
ing in excess of domestic requirements they must adjust them- 
selves to the inexorable law of supply and demand. It will not 
help them to open our domestic market to the world’s factories, 
nor will it open the world’s markets to them, and if it did they 
would prove a poor return for the loss of our own. Our manu- 
facturers understand this very well and know that oe can only 
meet the world’s competition by scaling wages to what is paid 
ee foreign competitors. Of course free trade in merchan- 
dise would be illogicul without free trade in men. If our gates 
are to swing open for the products of the foreign artisan’s labor, 
it is but fair to presume that they will open as freely for the ar- 
tisan himself. 

It 2 to me that the gentlemen on the other side ol the 


oe ct 1 to ignore the well-being of a 3 of 
the people for the purpose of using a suppose rty advantage 
toenable them to experiment with a political dogma. They 


have caused it to be stated on the floor of this House that this 
isa political bill.“ They must be acting on the assumption 
that the people are very stupid and slow toanger. This is an 
error into which, as a partisan, I have no objection to see them 
fall, knowing that the consequences will in the end be fatal to their 
party, but I am alarmed at the suffering and general disaster 
that must inevitably occur before the evil results of the measure 
they now propose are cured and normal conditions restored. 

The history of the protective 4 in the United States com- 
pea the essence of all that is peculiar and distinctive in the 

story of this country, from colonial to the present time. 

The history of colonial times shows that the grand object, the 
impelling necessity, for the formation of the Federal Govern- 
ment in 1789 was to obtain a power for the protection of the 
commercial rights of the people; in accordance with this 1 
the earliest action of the new government was upon the question 
of forming and establishing a protective system. The bill, or 
act, which was the great object of the Federal Constitution, on 
motion of Mr. Madison, the father of that instrument, was pre- 
sented promptly under the following preamble: 
eee of the United Stree aha i 8 . 
procection of manufactures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise imported, be it enacted, etc. 

And after having been passed, was signed by President Wash- 
To, the 4th of July, 1789. 

he same necessity which begat the Revolution was the parent 
of the Federal Constitution of this law—this law, or its pol- 
ior, established and secured, being the end of all. 

he principles of protection to domestic eee were promi- 
nently and forcibly urged upon Congress by Washington, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, Monroe, and J.Q. Adams. Andrew Jackson, in 
his second annual message to Congress, December 7, 1830, confirms 
this action of his predecessors, and clearly explains the consti- 
tutional right to so adjust duties on imports as to afford protec- 
tion toand promote development of the domestic industries, In 
that message President Jackson said: 

a 

sits amr gees a ee ere 
of domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power 
that it is dificult to suppose the existence of the one without the other. The 
States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the Federal 


Government without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsidera- 
Thisauthority havingthus 


bie restriction relating to their 5 laws. 
entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of 
rotection does not exist in them; and consequently if it be not 
185 the General Government it must be extinct. Our political would 
us present the anomaly of i an mph ee of the right to foster their 
own industry and to counteract the most and destructive which 
might be adopted by foreign nations. This surely can not be case; this 


Selbepeeeiie; PONSE tie. SeeCeein es VY NIS SATE tener 
of the auth on subject legated to Congress. 
agen conclusion Iam confirmed as well the opinions of Presidents 


Was m, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have each repeatedly rec- 
ommended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uni- 
form practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the 
general understanding of the people. 


The advocates of the so-called Wilson bill make the following 
claims in behalf of the proposed measure: } 

First. It will so enlarge our markets that the manufacturer 
can do a larger and more profitable business. 

Second. That it will give employment to more labor. 

Third. That it will give higher wages to the individual op- 
erative. 

How all these benefits can result from the of this bill 
is something no one has yet been able to explain to me, and un- 
til I receive some better explanation than has yet been advanced 
on the subject I shall look upon the above claim very much as I 
do upon that of the empiric who has a compound to cure eyer 
ill to which humanity is subject; and any person advocating suc 
Oy bee impossibilities is, in my judgment, a fit candidate and 
fully qualified for membership in the St. Ananias Club. 

It is a well-known fact that nearly every town and city has a 
board of trade, organized for the open and avowed purpose of 
inducing manufacturing establishments to locate in their respec- 
tive communities, and to secure this result offer not only free 
land, but free buildings, free rent, and generally a bonus in cash. 
The majority of these boards of trade are as often composed of 
Democrats as Republicans, and in their efforts to secure for their 
own localities the benefits accompanying the.establishment of 
such industries in their midst are quite as zealous as Repub- 
licans; and in this line of effort I have never known polities to 
cut any figure, The reason openly assigned for all this effort 
and expenditure is not that the manufacturer himself may be 
enriched, but that more employment may be given to labor in 
their midst. And in fact, this employment of labor, and its re- 
sulting benefit to the community, is the only reason assigned 
and the only end in view. Not only is the town itself benefited, 
but every person engaged in agricultural pursuits within miles 
takes equal interest with those therein residing. 

Now, if in a given locality, through this practical form of in- 
direct protection, the erection of an industrial establishment, 
and the employment thereby given to labor is a benefit to that 
locality, why, on the same grounds, should notthe country as a 
whole be entitled to receive the same benefits as against foreign 
countries that this local system would give to the individual 
town as against those surrounding it? If encouragement to local 
manufactories is advocated by Democratic boards of trade, wh 
should the same Democrats oppose encouraging a system whic 
indisputably does build up the material wealth of our whole 
country? This, Mr. Chairman, is Democratic consistency! 

The chief disadvantages with which the American employer 
contends is the greater cost of money and labor—in other words, 
of labor itself—in this country as compared with its pricein for- 
eign parts. It is the difference between the freedom and the 
bondage price of labor. This difference affects capital, as well 
as labor, in the same manner and degree; for all capital is the 
product of labor, the cost of which must necessarily be — 
ated by the price of labor. a the rights or institution of prop- 
erty, as secured by every civilized society, capital or property, 
when acquired by industry and prudence, comes to occupy the 
position of the employer of labor, in order that labor in its turn, 
enjoying a freedom price under adequate protection, may rise to 
the same condition by the same means. 

This is the American wheel of fortune, free to all. It is what 
we have fought for, and are bound to tain. 

It would be hard, indeed, that labor, which, when applied, 
produces all the means of enjoyment in civilized society, should 
never itself be able tocome tosuchenjoyment. The very design 
of American society is to keep open these chances which European 
society, as a general rule, forever bars. Since capital is noth- 
ing more nor less than labor in another form or state, it follows 
that it must have cost in proportion to the price of labor that 
produced it. and that it can not be employed in the same ways 
as foreign capital which has cost only half as much without pro- 
tection; it is also evident that the protection of this capital is 
the protection of labor itself, not only because it is labor in 
another form as being its product, but because it ean notemploy 
labor in these ways without protection so that the interests of 
the employer and the employé are strictly mutual in their ne- 
cessity for adequate protection. 

This tariff question is not merely a question of party politics 
with me, because it deeply affects the prosperity not only of my 
constituents, but of the great body of the people. I kuow that 
upon it depends the interests and the happiness of the bone 
and sinew of the country. While I do not pretend to an inti- 
mate acquaintance with its complexities, nor an ability to sound 
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its uttermost depths, yet it is evident to me that the Democratic 
party is consistent with the entire recent history of its actions 
on question in one thing, and that is to belittle the bread- 
winner and cheapen the price of his labor. It has by its actions 
confirmed the statements of a former Democratic leader (Gen. 
McDuffie, in 1832, Debates of Congress, page 3827), who said on 
the floor of this House that the natural price of the manufactur- 
ing labor of the United States is precisely the same as that of 
other countries, and not a cent more. 

The effect of the proposed law will not directly reach a large 
part of the late Confederate States of America, for the reason 
that, with few manufactories there established, they expect to 
exchange their cotton for a little larger than usual return of 
manufactured goodsfrom English and continental workshops; 
hence I can easily account for the free-trade proclivities of the 
cotton States. 

The clause in the constitution of the late Confederate States 
of America, which provided for practical free trade as a consti- 
tutional right and fundamental law, was placed there by the 
same sentiment and belief in its righteousness that exists among 
those who to-day represent that same section of the country in 
Congress, and who constitute not only the majority of their party 
representatives on the most important committees, but who 
absolutely control the action of these committees and the legis- 
lation of the country and the policy of their party. 

We are told by the advocates of free trade revenue tariffthat 
the tariff is a tax,and therefore should be reduced and de- 
stroyed. I shall not now take time to argue whether the tariff 
is a tax paid by the consumer or by the foreign manufacturer; 
but even if I should admit, for the sake of argument, that tar 
taxes are paid by the consumer, I would say that the Government 
requires a revenue from some source of several hundreds of mil- 
lions per annum, and this revenue must either come from duties 
on imports or from an internal tax; it can be nothing more than 
3 be it paid in either way, and I believe the former way the 

t. 

Then, as to the needs of the Government, what easier or more 
equitable mode of securing revenue than by a duty on foreign 
manufactures which compete with similar manufactures here, 
large enough to permit the operation of our own institutions b 
covering the full difference between the cost of labor in this si 
foreign countries. 

NO NECESSITY FOR ANY CHANGE. 

There is no necessity for a change. Such a change as this 
bill involves must upset all business for a long time, no matter 
what the final outcome. The drain of ear caused by inc i 
purehases from foreign countries will cause a worse finan 
effect than was last summer experienced and which this Demo- 
cratic Administration claim was produced by the late Govern- 
ment purchases of silver bullion. 

It will close our mills and workshops; it will throw out of em- 
ployment our mechanics and operatives who have been earning 
good wages with which they have purchased freely the products 
of the soil; they have thus not only prospered themselves, but 
have brought prosperity to their localitiesand to those engaged in 
other pursuits. It will disturb existing industrial, commercial, 
and financial conditions and put us back half a century in ma- 
terial progress. Itwill close the iron mines, the coal mines, and 
sr the source of employment now afforded by their trans- 

rtation. 

Pot will not open to us any foreign markets for our goods or 
products, but will give to foreign manufacturers a monopoly of 
our trade. Charity should begin at home”; yet our lawmakers 
= to exercise that greatest of all virtues for the benefit of 
oreigners,and, meanwhile, to let our own citizens starve through 
lack of employment. 4 

It will be the inauguration of a period when no laborer can 
provide education or any of life's comforts for his family, and 
when father and mother and children must drudge every day as 
their competitors in the labor market of the Old World are forced 
5 do, or in lieu of such drudgery must starve or go to the poor- 

use. 

Advocates of this bill claim that it will reduce the tariff in- 
come of this country some $75,000,000 per annum on the basis of 
present importations, but that one-half of this falling off in reve- 
nue will be made up by the largely increased importations which 
will surely be made in consequence. 

This claim is, no doubt, partially correct; but if so, and on an 
average duty of about 20 per cent ad valorem the sum of $35,000,000 
is raised by increased importations of such goods, there must be 
an aggregate of $175,000,000 of said goods imported more than 
at present; and as this increased importation of foreign manu- 
factures must and will displace an equal amount of the same 
goods now manufactured in this country, it is a self evident ſact 
that our factories and industrial establishments must curtail 
their product to the full extent of ssid increased importations, 
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and at least 100,000 operatives, laborers, and mechanics now en- 
gaged in manufacturing will be thrown out of employment. 

If this will tend to make ourcountry prosperous, then my ideas 
of political economy are based upon false premises. It al 
ways been my belief that two bodies could not occupy the same 
space at the same time; that we could not eat our-pie and kesp 
it, too. To me it seems an axiom that we can not manufacture 
our goods and at the same time buy the same goodsabroad. And 
if we manufacture them here we can not import them, while if 
we import them we can not and will not manufacture them here, 
and the result of the latter condition will be lack of employment 
for labor; the mechanic and laborer of to-day must either take 
up a tract of land and compete with the farmer or else emigrate 
to the Old World, there to perform the labor of manufacturing 
the same goods he formerly did here, but at a new and much 
lower scale of wages. There is only one way of escaping thisre- 
sult, and that is by accepting the same rate of wages here that 
are paid abroad and by beginning anew industrial era with cheap 
labor as its foundation. 

If the laborers of the United States will be content with such 
an outcome I am greatly mistaken. 

Why our lawmakers should devote themselves, their time, and 
ingenuity toward inventing some mode or scheme of building 
up factories and workshops in Great Britain and the Continent, 
and as an absolute necessity and inevitable result destroy a cor- 
5 amount of our home industries, is beyond my power 
to comprehend. 

It is argued by the friends of free trade that no tariff affects 
the wages of the bricklayer, the house 1 and those who 
work on our lines of railroads, etc.; but I would ask how long 
could the bricklayer, the carpenter, the railroad mechanic, or 
the laborer retain his present rate of wages should those now 
employed in other manufactures be permanently thrown out of 
employment? 

In the first place, there would be less work for the house- 
builder, because no new homes would be needed; and less demand 
for employment of the railroad workmen because, the coal and 
ores now carried to the mills to make the finished product would 
be transported on English and continental lines, and the trans- 
portation lines of this country wouldsimply getthe distribution of 
the goods from the seaboard. Simultaneously with this de- 
creased demand for labor would come astruggle by those thrown 
out of industrial pursuits, by reason of the ruin of the business 
they were engaged in, for any employment whatever that would 
keep them from starvation. The result will be thatlabor in this 
country will fall to the same commercial value as in foreign 
countries. : 
Take any possible view of the situation, and it is plain that 
on the laborer of this country will fall the chief loss which will 
result from the operations of this bill. It will be a serious and 
a disastrous experience for which this legislation will become 
responsible. 

- Last spring I had a conversation with a former member of 
Congress, now officially near to the head of one of the Depart- 
ments of government, in which I said, How is it that you, who 
at one time, and not long ago, believed and advocated on the 
floor of the House the same principles as did the late Samuel J. 
Randall, have become a blind follower of ‘free trade revenue 
reform’ ?™ He replied that he had studied the question, and his 
reason told him he was formerly wrong, but he now was sincere 
in his present belief. I asked him if he did not fear the terrible 
results of a trial of his aoa in his own State, which is largely 
devoted to manufacturing. I spokeof the largest cities in the 
State and asked what would become of the thousandsof factories 
and industrial enterprises in those cities if his present ideas of 
tariff were put in force, and if such action would not injure his 
own party. His reply was, ‘The manufacturer is the man the 
Democratic party has to fight in my State, and year by year 
these manufacturers, who are almost all Republicans, help to 
carry on a fight against my party, and from them we get no aid. 
If they were all legislated out of business, the loss would be to 
the Republican . to the Democratic, as but few of them 

are Democrats.” ‘‘ Very well,” I replied. “ Lis youdo ruin 
or drive these manufacturers, even if they be Republicans, out 
of business ; will not the laborer in those factories ultimately be 
the greatest sufferer?” He replied that no doubt labor would 
suffer and that want of employment would result; but added, It's 


a case where great suffering must come, but it's like a man with | la 


an immense carbuncle on the back of his neck, and, although the 
agony will be intense, yet the aie hag knife must relentlessly 
cut out the carbuncle, roots and all, that the man may be free 
therefrom.” Icould only reply that his theory and his illustra- 
tion were plain enough to understand, but that in every such case 
the man would not survive the operation, and a live man with a 
carbunele was better than a dead man without. In the same in- 
terview I asked him if he did not think that the proposed pen- 
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sion policy would hurt his party, and he replied, No; because 
Rade all the pensioners are Republicans anyway, and the 
mocratic party has nothing to gain by liberality in that direc- 


I only mention this matter to show the indifference to results 
displayed by Democratic leaders, n its principal injury 
upon the man who votes the Republican ticket. But I 
prophesy that when this free trade revenue tariff scheme for 
pol tical purposes has ruined the labor interests, Democrats and 
publicans alike, the party which causes the ruin will learn by 
something more tangible than sophistry and theory that it was 
not good American policy to build up foreign manufactures at 
the ruin of our own. 

We hear so much of the immense profits of the manufacturer. 
In exceptional cases I acknowledge that for a brief time certain 
factories have made large profits, but in every case competition 
has soon brought the profits down to so low a point that only 
those most advantageously situated and who have best managed 
their business have survived or continued the same. 

Where is the woolen manufacturer who has made a fortune in 
many years? I think they will be few and far apart, and the 
same is the case in most all our industries. The laborer had em- 
ployment at good ibe, in until the elections of 1892 were under- 
stood to be a verdict for free trade. Then the manufacturer be- 
gan curtailing production and working off his stock in prepara- 
tion for the execution of the sentence, and to-day we see onl 
the beginning of the result in the thousands of unemployed asl 
~ many more who 55 ve EA AA Era they will accept 
the wages current abroad, where the dominant party proposes 
that our goods shell be made. N 

It is argued by advocates of this bill that our present depres- 
sion can not be ascribed to the results of the election of 1892 be- 
cause we are yet governed by the McKinley protective tariff, and 
that the Democratic party has as yet not put in force any of its 
promised tariff reforms. They argue that having done nothing 
yet, why should manufacturers abandon or curtail their business 
while a protective tariff stands on our statute books and is the 
law of the land? They say, We have done nothing yet, so 
why do manufacturers get scared before they are hurt,” and they 
go to the laborer and tell him all this as proof that protection 

oes not protect labor, and that labor meets all this suffering 
while a protective tariff is in full force. 

Well, if any one of the gentlemen who talk this stuff was con- 
demned to be executed on, or even about, a certain day, I sup- 

ose he would be cheerful and happy until the sentence had 
n carried out, on the ground and for the reason that noth- 
ing had been done to him yet.” It is my opinion that in sucha 
predicament the person condemned would use every effort to es- 
cy the execution of the sentence, even if he did have to sac- 
rifice much of his worldly possessions, 

And so the manufacturer who knows that the party in control 
of making and executing laws has decided to destroy his busi- 
ness as soon as it could put the machinery of legislation into 
motion, like the man condemned to death tries to get out of his 
predicament just as fast and as far as is in his power, and he is 
a wise man who does thus prepare for the storm. A sailor at 
sea, when a storm is approaching, or even when the barometer 
indicates its approach, although he may be assured of a brief 
continuance of clear sailing, yet he would be criminally negli- 
gent should he not reef sail and prepare for the worst. Thus, if 
one of the gentlemen who are now crying, ‘‘ Why, we have done 
nothing yet,” was captain of that vessel and I should ask him 
why he took in sail and prepared for a storm because it had 
done no damage yet,” I am quite sure he would be justified in 
thinking of me as I do to-day of him when he tries to prove that 
t having done nothing yet,” the manufacturer should not pre- 
pare for the ruin which is proposed to be dealt out tohim. Yet 
if only the capitalist and the manufacturer were to suffer it would 
not be so bad, but this verdict of ‘death to American industries“ 
means distress, want, and destitution to millions of laborers who 
will not be able to save anything from the general wreck, 

THE BENEFITS OF TARIFF PROTECTION TO FARMERS. 

By the operations of this bill the farmers are to be deprived 
of protection and the revenues of the Government will re- 
duced more than 815, 000, 000 annually of duties now collected on 
agricultural products, that being the difference between what is 
now collected and what will be paid should this bill become a 


W. 2 
This loss of revenue is divided as follows: 


1} tion,” 


WO Se os pon duu AA PE A ER A eee es $8, 000, 000 
ikeje ie PEREDE AE bap rantams ney P cutee tae sie 500, 000 
Other pronness ca ees ees 5, 000, 000 

OWE och AAS E axon a awd aa cEe ama me egies 15, 500, 000 


The history of tariff debate shows that the advocates of free 


1894. 
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trade and of its counterpart, ‘‘ tariff for revenue only,” have al- 
ways admitted the great benefits resulting to the farmer from 
a protective system which has created industries supporting 
millions of persons who are consumers of farm products at the 
highest prices. This bill will take our home market from us 
and give it to the foreigner, and will throw into agricultural 

ursuits those who are now the best customers of the farmer. 

t will affect the farmers living in proximity to manufacturing 
towns, who have had a steady market for all their garden pro- 
duce and vegetables, most of which will not bear transportation 
to Europe. 

What will become of the truck-farming industry if it loses the 
trade of manufacturing cities and has to depend entirely on the 
patronage of New York and other distributing depots of im- 
ported goods? 

Truck farming has attained great proportions and enables a 
diversification of product which is a necessity to profitable farm- 
ing. It is distinct from market gardening; the former is carried 
on at a distance from market, water and rail transportation bé- 
ing necessary, while the latter is conducted near local markets, 
the grower of vegetables using his own team for transporting 
his products direct to either the retailer or consumer. 

A summary of the number of acres under cultivation for truck- 
farming purposes and the value of products raised, given by 
districts, as shown by census reports, is herewith appended: 


Value of 
products. 
83, 184, 218 
21, 102, 521 
ea 
4, 692, 859 

1 3,784, 696 
13, 183, 516 

4, 982, 579 


Upward of $100,000,000 are invested in this industry, the an- 
nual products reaching a value of $76,517,155 on the farms after 
paying freights and commissions, realized upon 534,440 acres of 

d. There are Fg ed in this industry 216,765 men, 9,254 
women, and 14,874 children, aided by 75,866 horses and mules, 
and $8,971,206.70 worth of implements. 


SURPLUS FARM PRODUCTS. 


The principal agricultural products of which we now produce 
a surplus are cotton, tobacco, and wheat. 

In the old days the cotton-planters were the champions of free 
trade because they could produce the crop by slave labor and ex- 
change it readily for foreign manufactures. But the new gen- 
eration in the South is learning that it is better not to depend 
solely on the raising of cotton year after year, and that the de- 
bid oar of manufactures in their midst will give them a home 
market for diversified crops and enable them to gain their free- 
dom from the dictation of the cotton factor and his satellites, the 
local merchants. 

We are now manufacturing about one-third of our production 
of cotton, there being 904 mills, of which 239 are located in the 
Southern States. The cotton manufacture isin a healthy condi- 
tion, exporting its product to the value of about $3,000,000 an- 
nually, and the number of Southern mills will continue to increase 
if properly encouraged. Is the policy of this bill calculated to 
do this? I think not. 

Our mills now consume $117,392,576 worth of cotton and turn 
out $267,981,724 worth of product. The difference of $150,000,000 
between the two amounts is nearly all wages, which are expended 
in this country. 

TOBACCO. 

The Wilson bill plays havoc with our Northern tobacco-grow- 
ers, reducing the nany on wrappers from $2 to $1 per pound, 
while on other leaf the tariff is untouched. Wh this vicious 
stab is made at the people of my section I am at a loss to under- 
stand, since a large proportion of them are loyal adherents to 
the D:mocratic party, but I do know that it will kill the indus- 


try. 

The result of the law of 1890 on the production of tobacco in 
the United States has been great prosperity to the tobacco 
farmers. 

About 25 
brings a fair price; prior to 1 
it as fillers at a less price. 


r cent of the oop i suitable for wrappers and now 
the farmer was obliged to sell 


WHEAT. 


Viewing the world’s wheat-producing area and its markets, 
we find that India, Australia, tern Europe, and C raise 
a 8 of wheat which they produce ut a much lower labor 
cost than ours. The market for all this surplus wheat is com- 


oats, barley, potatoes, and hay is much higher in States lar, 
engaged in manufactures than in those principally devo 
agriculture. The extension of manufactures has been of inesti- 
mable benefit to the farmer, and there can be no doubt that the 
decrease of manufactures will be of corresponding injury. 


ratively limited averagingan annual demand of about 200,- 
,000 bushels. With such a competition for this limited for- 


eign market it behooves our wheat producers to diversify their 


roducts and develop the home market which will enable this, 
cause the farmer gets his share of every dollar of wages paid 


out by the manufacturer. 


LOCAL MANUFACTURES MAKE GOOD PRICES FOR FARM PRODUCTS. 
The average price of such staple products as corn, wheat, ryo, 
y 
to 


WHAT THE WILSON BILL DOES FOR THE FARMER. 
Now, let us see how the direct action of the Wilson bill is to 


benefit the farmer. 


In 1889 the duty on horses was 20 per cent ad valorem, anå 
there were 48,784 horses imported as compared with 2,263 ex- 
ported. Most of these horses came from Canada and paid a tax 
of about $9 on a value of about 845 per head. The McKinley bill 
made the duty a specific one of 830 per head on horses valued at 
less than 8150, while those valued at $150 or more paid an ad 
valorem duty of 30 per cent. 

The result was that in 1892 we imported only 10,762 horses and 
our own stock-raisers furnished the difference of 38,022 horses, 
valued at more than $1,000,000. Why need we go to Canadafor 
horses? The last census shows that we have 15,000,000 in this 
country and that we are raising them at the rate of 2,000,000 
annually, of which 60,000 are foaled in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. The Wilson bill, however, restores the old duty and the 
American horse must give way to the Canadian stock. 

Previous to the passage of the McKinley bill there were about 
90,000 head of beef cattle imported annually which paid a duty 
of $2perhead. The present duty is 810 per head, and the average 
importations since 1890 have been about 2,000 head annually. 
The Wilson bill practically restores the old duty, since it puts 
all live animals in at a uniform ad valorem duty of 20 per cent; 
when these animals arrive at the international e under 
the operation of this ad valorem feature it is found that: their 
cost is abnormally low, so low that what little duty is collected 
will necessarily have to be disbursed by the Government in the 
ort of an army of customs officials to ferret out and prevent - 

rauds. 

Previous to 1890 we imported from Canada about 11,000, 000 
bushels of barley and malt annually, which paid a tax of 10 cents 
per bushel. The McKinley bill raised this to 30 cents per bushel 
and the importation fell off from over 11,000,000 bushels in 1889 
to about 3,000,000 bushels in 189], a gain to our farmer's of about 
$6,000,000, for, I take it, the brewers have used just as much 
barley all the time, and appear to be making money. Why is 
it necessary, ina bill to revenue for the Government, to 
make such radical reductions in the materials for malt liquors? 
The Wilson bill reduces the tariff on hops from 15 cents to 8 
cents per pound, when this country can raise all the hops the 
world requires. In 1889 we imported 4,176,158 pounds of hops, 
but the McKinley bill reduced this to 2,506,224 pounds in 1892, 
and our hop-growers were correspondingly benefited. 

In 1889 we imported about 900,000 bushels of potatoes, which 
paid a tax of 15 cents a bushel. The McKinley bill raised this 
tax to 25 cents, and the average annual imports since have been 
175,000 bushels. The Wilson bill restores the old duty. 

And so I might go on with every item of farm products, all re- 
ceiving ample protection under the McKinley bill, but some of 
which are now to be put back to less than the rates which pre- 
5 cos passage of that bill, while manyare transferred to the 

ree list. z 

It is absolutely impossible to show that the cost to the con- 
sumer of any of these products has been ine by the amount 
of the Money. tax, but its effect has been to check importa- 
tions and there y enable our farmers to supply these prođucts at 
such prices as their local competition and conditions enabled 
them to get. 

Nor is the protection afforded by the existing law restricted 
to the products of the Eastern States, but its provisions have 
been made to cover the farm products peculiar to the South and 
to the Pacific Slope. Has anyone discovered that he is paying 
more for food since 1890 than he did before? Presumably it is 
with the expectation of making food cheaper that these reduo- 
tions are made in this proposed reform tariff on farm products, 
but what is the use of placing cheap food before our mechanics 
Wik take away from them the ability to earn the means to buy 


HOW IT WILL HELP CANADA. 


The Canadian government not only imposes duties on all agri- 
cultural products imported from the United States, such as 30 
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r cent on cattle, sheep, and other animals, 2 cents a pound on 

s, 75 cents a eat on flour, 4 cents a pound on butter, 3 

cenis a pound on cheese, 5 cents a dozen on eggs, 15 cents a 

bushel on potatoes, 40 cents a bushel on apples, and so on, but it 

imposes heavy duties on all manufactured products and then 
pays a bounty on many things produced in Canada. 

The Wilson bill not only admits the agricultural products of 
Can ada into the United States free of duty, but it reduces 
the duty on Canadian manufactures far below that imposed by 
Can ada upon American goods. The Dominion governmentgives 
a bounty of $2 upon ope ton of iron manufactured in Canada. 
Under the Wilson bill the ty on pig iron will be equal to 
abont $1.60 a ton. With the gorrina paying a 
bounty of $2, itwill be seen that the Canadian producers can pay 
the tariff on this side and still have 40 cents left. 

When their lower rate of wages is taken into consideration, 
it will be seen what a fine field the Wilson bill is opening in the’ 
United States to the Canadian iron manufacturers, as well as 
for the Canadian farmers. 

The Wilson bill puts agricultural machinery on the free list, 
whereas the Oanadian government imposes a heavy duty on it. 
This duty is so-high as to be absolutely prohibitory, and no 
American agricultural implements are sent to Canada. Since 
1890 the manufacture of reapers, mowers, etc., in Canada has 
been in the hands of the powerful and energetic combination 
which has pushed its business with much success in Europe and 
South America and which has undersold American manufac- 
turers even in this country in apie of the present tariff. 

This Canadian combination certain decided advantages. 
Labor is from 20 to 33 per cent cheaper in Canada than it is in 
the United States for workers engaged in the production of this 


pao eee 

The Mc ey bill reduced the tariff on pine lumber from $2 
to $1 per 1,000 feet, but left the duty on spruce lumber at $2 and 
the duty on hemlock at $1. All lumber is made free by the 
Wilson bill, and we thus pro to annually present the 

dians with over $1,000,000, the amount of duty which we are 
now collecting annually on importations of their iumber. No 
one acquainted with the subject can suppose for an instant that 
lumber will be cheaper by the smallest amount, but the remis- 
sion of duty will at once accrue to the value of the stumpage, 
which is all owned and controlled by the Canadian Government. 

It is indeed no wonder that Canadian statesmen are boasting 
that they get more by this bill than they could pape to 0 2 by 
the most favorable reciprocity treaty, and this without the sur- 
render of asingle advantage on their part. While the Demo- 
crats pretend to denounce trusts, agricultural machinery is to 
be put on the free list for the benefit of a Canadian combination 
which is to all intents and purposes a trust, but which can not 
be reached by American antitrust laws, even if we had a Demo- 
cratic Attorney-General not disposed to nullify those laws. 

The Wilson bill proposes to open the United States market 
free to the Canadian manufacturer, while the Canadian market 
will remain closed to the American. The only way that this 
competition can be met will be by scaling down wages. 


EFFECT OF THE BILL ON A FEW MANUFACTURES OUT OF MANY—THE WOOL 
MANUFACTURE. 


My knowledge of this industry has been obtained 3 
experience as an operative in woolen mills, and I am famil- 
iar with the causes which make the wool manufacture one ofthe 
most precarious and hazardous of all lines of manufacture for 
capital employed therein. 

Bas of the principal reasons for this is its dependence on the 


changes of fashion, which fluctuate in this more than in any 15 


other of the textile industries. 

In modern wool manufacture the requirements of fashion de- 
mand new patterns every season, thus adding greatly to the cost 
of manufacture. 

The material requires great skill and experience in its pur- 
eg 5 manipulation. a 8 a ae paroha of 5 8 r 
ts preliminary preparation, its fabrication, or ye an 

finishing, means the loss of a large amount of money. 

Another feature in the industry, which breaks down many 
manufacturers, is the long period which elapses between the be- 
ginning of manufacture and the placing of the product on the 
market and obtaining its avails in cash. 

There were 267 idle establishments reported at the census of 
1890, having invested capital amounting to $6,107,360. The vol- 
ume of capital which has been sunk in this industry is larger, 
in its proportion of the total capital invested, than in any other. 
Instances are frequent where the money expended in equipping 
a woolen plant has been entirely lost before that plant n 
finally brought to the point of earning a return upon the capital 
required for its active operation. It is due to this cause that 
the Eastern States are full of woolen mills which have passed 


through many hands. At the census of 1890, the greatest num- 
ber of idle woolen mills was found in the State of Pennsylvania, 
wre A establishments represented inactive plants which cost 

2499; 400. 

This was the condition of the industry in 1890 under the oper- 
ation of the tariff bill of 1883, but still. the operatives who 
employment were earning good wages. The census reportsshow 
that their average annual earnings were $350, as compared with 
$293 at the census of 1880. 

The number of persons employed had increased from 161,557 
in 1880 to 219,132 in 1890. 

The total employésin 1890 were divided into 98,446 men, 105,993 
women, and 14,693 children. 

During the decade the number of men employed had increased 
30 per cent, the number of women 59 per cent, while the number 
of children had decreased 24 per cent. 

The great increase in the number of women employés shows 
the effect of improved machinery upon the present condition of 
mill operatives. 

The tendency of these improvements is to lessen the physical 
exertion required, and thus to increase the efficiency and the 
employment of women. 

The added protection given by the McKinley bill, which re- 
duced importations of woolen goods from 856,582,432 in 1800 to 
$35,565,879 in 1892, has enabled some of the idle mills to start up, 
thus furnishing employment to many additional operatives and 
a market for our domestic wool, and all this without increasing 
the cost to the customer of a yard of woolen goods. 


GLASSWARE, 


The McKinley bill increase the duty on green and colored 
glassware from 1 cent per pound to lt cents per pound; and cn 
cut glass the duty was increased from 45 per cent to 60 per cent. 

The Wilson bill changes the specific duty imposed on green 
and other colored glass to an e uty of 30 per cent, 
while on cut glass the present ad valorem duty of 60 per cent is 
reduced to 35 per cent. The collection of ad valorem duties in 
the past because of undervaluation has practically resulted in 
the payment by the foreigner of only about one-half of the tax 
contemplated by the law, so that for the same reason the actual 
tax in thiscase will be only 12 to 15 per cent on the cost of green 
glass and 15 to 20 per cent on the cost of cut glass in Europe. 
This action shuts up every sentry engages in the manufacture 
of these goods in this country at the present rate of wages. 

The products of this branch of the glass industry reported at 
the last census comprise flint or lead and lime glassware, both 
cut, blown, or pressed, lampsand lamp chimneys, and flint drug- 
gists’ ware. ; 

But little cut glass was made in this country previous to 1890, 
but the de of protection afforded by the McKinley bill has 
enco its manufacture, and nearly one thousand workmen 
are employed in my district in this industry. 

Here is the scale of wages earned in one factory in my district: 


Per day Por day 
each. | | each. 

2m TA LAN 85.00 I engraver................... $3.06 
4 — . 5.00 || 4 mold-makers J 4.00 
8 RES Sos cu 4.50 || 1 machinist 4.00 
15 gatherers 2.50 3 mixers . 2.00 
15 stickers-u 1.35 [2 teazers .. 2. 00 
15 cleaning-off bo: -90 || 1 pot-filler 2.00 
15 3 80 5 Dackers 2.00 
10 mold ho -90 || 2 drivers.. 2.09 
15 blowers 5.00 || 5 laborers... 1.75 
8.50 || 2 engineers ind 3.00 


From the foregoing statement we find that, with 186 hands 
employed, the average daily earnings per hand are $2.75. 
Carroll D. Wright in his published report of 1891, on Cost of 
Production, says: 

One thousand two hundred and seventy-six families employed in the glass 
industry in the United States had an annual average income of $839.64, while 


50 families employed in the same industry in England and Belgium had an 
average income of $562.16. 


It is very evident from this showing that glassware costs more 
to manufacture by the wage-earners in American factories than 
that made by the foreign operative, and when my Democratic 
brother pats them on the back and tells them that they are so 
much smarter than their competitors across the water and have 
such superior facilities in mechanical appliances that they re- 
quire no Federal protection, it sounds absurd, because mechani- 
cal appliances are but little used, the products of this indus 
being almost entirely the results of manual labor combined wit 
the highest degree of artistic skill. 
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Taking the total cost of manufacturing glassware we find that | the miner and the farmer be selected as a scapegoat for the 


the labor directly employed constitutes 65 per cent of it, and 
that this labor now receives 53 per cent more wages than is paid 
in Europe. Whatis to become of the industry under this bill 
we are now asked to railroad through Congress: 

Nor will the annihilation of the industry in this country bring 
lower prices to the consumer. In1890theaverage factory prices 
of tumblers and goblets were $3.77 per gross for the Pennsyl- 
vania, and $1.22 for the Ohio product, while for lamps the aver- 
age price was $1.65 per dozen in Ohio, and $2 in Pennsylvania, 

e average value of lamp chimneys per dozen, according to 
census statistics, is 13} cents in Ohio and 353 cents in Pennsyl- 
vania, and 414 cents in New York—all these differences of price 
being due to the different classes of goods made. 7 

The census returns of 1899 classify 125 establishments as en- 
gaged in the manufacture of glassware. They had $15,448,196 
capital invested in plant and appliances: they paid $70,000 in 


local taxes; they employed 23,313 people, who received more than 
$10,000,000 dollars in wages during 
used the following materials: 


e census year 1890. They 


4 


4888887 


22 
* 


The total gross value of their products was 818,601, 244. 

The foregoing only refers to glassware, 8 A cut-glass 
products, and out of the gross value stated has to the 
= heaps of selling, cost for the depreciation of plant, mercantile 

„eto. 

The proposed reduction is particularly severe and unjust to 

the cut-glass branch of the industry, which will be entirely un- 


able to compete with cheap foreign labor in the manufacture of 
goods which are essentially an article of luxury. 

A plain article of glass, made ready for cutting, is worth about 
30 cents per pound. An ordinary decanter, weighing about 3 

unds, is worth 90 cents as a plain decanter. The actual cost 

wages to cut upon it any of the designs nowrunning isfrom 
$3 to $6, so that the cost of cutting will average not less than 
80 per cent of the entire cost of the output of this particular class 
of glassware. ` 

In this connection Iquote from petitions before me signed by all 
the glass-cutters in twoof the largest cut-glass works in the coun- 
try, the signers being mostly Democrats, who I know were not 
coerced: ; 

IV was generally e; ted that the resultaimed at by the Wilson bill would 
be to reduce the on raw materials and the necessaries of life, which was 
calculated to help manufacturers and also enable the American people to 
live a little cheaper, butin proposing to reduce the tariff on cut glass it would 
appear that the Tiera of that bill went out of their way to reduce the tariff 
onan article which, in a great measure, is a luxury, and one in which none 
but the wealthy can ind 

We reasona y and urgently request that our petition be given a fair con- 
sideration, for if the proposed reduction in the tariff is carried into effect, it 
will be of no benefit to any but people of wealth and to importers of glass; 
but, on the other hand, it will be disastrous to all engaged in the manufac- 
ture of glass in this country. 


We will now consider the manufacture of green and black 
glass, and we find that at the census of 1890 there were sixty- 
nine establishments engaged specifically in this branch of the 
glass manufacture. They had $7,165,078 capital invested in 
plant and appliances and paid $33,323 in local taxes. 

They employed 10,400 people, who received $4,454,304 hy ig 
for the manipulation of materials costing $2,594,216, from which 
they evolved products having a gross value of $8,521,464. 

These gy ia consist of green and black bottles and vials, 
beer bottles, fruit jars, demijohns, carboys, telegraph insulators, 
and similar articles. The workmen employed in these indus- 
tries may now take a cut of at least 30 per cent in their wages 
or the factories must be closed. 


FREE RAW MATERIALS. 


As a panacea for the distress which the authors of this bill 
plainly foresee, they propose to give the manufacturer free raw 
materials by admitting wool, and iron ore free of all tariff 
charges. ey say this will enable domestic manufacturers to 
enter the world’s markets with the products which they can not 
sell at home. : 

But how can it be shown that these articles are raw materi- 
als,” since they all represent the product of labor? Why should 


manufacturer? 

Moreover, under the McKinley law a manufacturer of any 
class of goods whatever may import any material he sees fit, raw 
or otherwise, and use the same in his factory, and when his 
goods are ready for market he can export them to any foreign 
country and have refunded all the dutieshe had paidon said ma- 
terials which entered into said manufactures, less 1 per cent of 
the duties leyied on said material imported. By reason of this 
law an iron manufacturer may have his ore, lime, and fuel 
brought to him practically free of duty, providing he can find a 
market abroad for the iron produced therefrom. Asamatter of 
fact, the manufacturers of this country have not availed them- 
selves of this opportunity to have free raw material with which 
to manufacture goods for export, for the very reason that com- 
bined with said material must be the high-priced labor of the 
American artisan. I think this clause was put in the McKinley 
bill more to prove absolutely the fallacy of the free-trade claim 
that with free raw materia we could enlarge our market and 
furnish goods to the whole world, and still pay current rates for 
American labor. i 

When I hear my friends on the other side of the House clam- 
oring for the wider markets of the whole world so that more 
labor at present rates can be — dae I wonder why they do 
not take advantage of this clause of the McKinley act, and prove 
by something besides theory and sophistry the possibility and 
practicability of our Soniy furnishing manufactured goods to 
the rest of the world. If they can succeed in profitably manu- 
facturing goods for the foreign markets from practically free 
raw material already provided for by existing law, I will be 
very willing to be convinced of the consistency of their argu- 
ments, 

The current wages paid to mine employés in this country are 
twice those paid in England, and about four times higher than 
in the Spanish mines, 

Every ton of imported coal takes the place of a ton of domestic 
product upon which the average labor cost of mining is 77 cents, 
to which must be added the labor cost of transportation to the 
seaboard points which are now to be supplied with the foreign 
product. 

So with iron ore. Each ton imported deprives our miners of 
#1.06, the average labor cost per ton of mining. 

WOOL. 

Are American farmers doing well with their wool under the 
existing tariff? I think not, and what will their condition be 
when the last remnant of protection is swept away? We are 
now growing over 300,000,000 pounds of wool annually in this 
country, besides importing about 100,000,000 pounds, which pays 
a duty of 12 cents per pound, but is now to be admitted free. 

Since there were in 1890 about 44,000,000 sheep in the United 
States growing a fleece which has an average weight of 63 pounds, 
and the average value of those sheep was $2.51 each, it follows 
that the abolition of the present duty means a reduction in their 
value of at least 794 cents each, or $34,848,000. 

THE CHANGE FROM SPECIFIC TO AD VALOREM DUTIES. 

The reductions which this bill proposes in the duties on man- 
ufactures will really be much greater than appear in the esti- 
mates which have been published, because there are so many 
changes from specific to ad valorem duties. 

This will invite persistent and systematic undervaluation, an 
unknown factor which will tend to wipe out any remnant of pro- 
tection this measure might afford. 

Our experience has demonstrated conclusively that it is only 
under the specfic form of duty that the full measure of revenue 
intended by the law can be collected. 

The late Secretary Manning, Democratic Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in his report on the revision of the tariff, dated Feb 
16, 1886, well stated the reason why this is so in the following 


"words: 


Perhaps the chief advantage ofa specific over an ad valorem system is 
the fact that under the former duties are levied sén positive test, which can 
be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in n of the Gov- 
ernment, and according to a standard which is altogether national and do- 
mestic * * * Under an ad valorem system the facts to which the ad va- 
lorem rate is to be applied must be gathered in places many thousands of 
miles away and under circumstances most unfavorable to justice. 

Secretary Manning’s reasoning is that duties, to be effective, 
must be specific in form. 
THE BILL I3 UNPRINCIPLED AND DISHONEST. 


The majority of the committee in reporting this bill say that 
they are legislating for'the benefit of the masses, so that there 
shall be a substantial and beneficial reduction in the cost of the 
laborer’s living expenses, in order to compensate him for the loss 
of which this bill will inevitably cause. 

Of the proposed reduction of $75,000,000 in the Government's 
revenue, I find that more than $10,000,000 will result from the 
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removal or the reduction of duties on such items as the follow- 
ing: 


Proposed reduction. 
— 874,177 


welry 
Kid gloves 
Paintings and statuary ............-....--.--. 


10, 611, 372 


Why have the committee scaled the tariff to such an extent 
on articles of luxury, such as are shown in the foregoing list? 

Is this legislation for the masses? 

How inconsistent is this with their statements, and how false 
to their promises. Are these so essential to the happiness of 
the miner or the farmer that their admission at a decreased duty 
will compensate for the free entrance of the products of foreign 
mines and farms to compete with him in a market already 
crowded? 

To what extent will our mill operatives, working at European 

, or out of work entirely, be able to indulge in perfumery, 
kid loves, jewelry, paintings, or statuary? 

y is the duty on a deadly drug, imported only for immoral 
ar? sa, cut down from $12 to $6 per pound? 

This bill, which purports to be a revenue measure, should not 
be railroaded through this House, carrying such incongruous 
and inconsistent features, which are not only false to the prin- 
ciples of the party represented by a majority of the committee, 
but designed to disturb the business of the country at a time 
when the greatest amount of disaster will result. 

And I appeal to you, my Democratic friends, to hesitate and 
consider well before you place upon the statute books of this 
country this unwise and unjust law, which will bring ruin and 
untold suffering to the American laborer. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. 
WRIGHT of Pennsylvania expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. How much longer does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. About ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to proceed for fifteen minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the gentleman proceeds, I ask that 
ladies . members and the friends of members may 
be admitted to the floor for this evening session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that members be permitted to bring their ladies 
and friends on the floor of the House this evening. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The time of Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania was further extended 
five minutes, on request of Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania resumed and concluded his re- 
marks as above. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind our visiting 
friends that a very unusual privilege has been granted, that of 
admission to the floor, and the Chair feels that it is necessary to 
remind them of this fact and to ask them to observe the most 

roper decorum. If conversation must be indulged in by our 

riends, under the rule they must retire to thecloakroom. Con- 
versation on the floor will not be permitted. The gentleman 
from Nebraska is recognized. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman from Nebraska begins, 
I understand that no other speaker is tofollow him this evening. 
I therefore ask unanimous eonsentthat he be permitted tosp 
without limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BELTZHOOVER] was to have followed the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, but he is not here; and therefore there isno other speaker 
to follow. Without objection, then, the gentleman will be re- 

ized without limit. 
here was no objection. 


[Mr. BRYAN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hay- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker protempore, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that thatcommittee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
A come to noresolution thereon. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. HAINES. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to, 

And accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday, January 15, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was 

troduced, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McGANN: A bill (H. R. 5207) for the protection of 
honest industries from unjust and ruinous competition of con- 
vict-made goods transported from one State or Territory into 
another—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and 8 as follows: 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension to 
Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRESHAM: A bill (H. R. 5209) for the relief of A. M. 
Shannon & Co., of Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 5210) authoriz the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion t the mili- 
tary record of James H. Deal, and to issue to said Deal an honor- 
able discharge for service rendered—to the Committee on Mili- 
* Afffairs. . 

y Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5211) for the 
benefit of M. S. Elkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5212) for the benefit of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Moore to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of Mary Elkin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAE (by gt ave A bill (H. R. 5214) for the relief 
of the heirs of William Wesley Turner, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 5215) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Sylvanus Sandford, deceased, late of Cass County, Tex.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of William R. Harper, president 
and 51 peeo of the University of Chicago, for the removal 
of the duty on books printed in the English language—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the officers of the Arnold Toynbee Club, of 
Chicago, for the removal of the duty on books printed in the 
English language—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition ‘of Hon. Silas Moody, George L. 
Huffman, and others, citizens of Gratiot County, Mich., protest- 
ing against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of the town of Trenton, 
Dodge County, Wis., protesting against any change in the ex- 
isting import duty on barley—to the Committee on 5 

By Mr. BLAIR: Papers to accompany House bill 5188 to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of Elliott Pemberton and 51 other 
citizens of Lawrence County, Ohio, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F. M. Dever and 87 others, citizens of Hamil- 
ton Township, Jackson County, Ohio, protesting inst the pas- 
sage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of W. R. Rose and 100 other citizens of Union 
Township, Lawrence County, Ohio, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the citizens of Baltimore, 
Md.. protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CABANISS: Petition of citizens of Culloden, Ga., in 
favor of House bill 3188—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. : - 

By Mr.DALZELL: Petition of the cigar-makersof Wheeling, 
W. Va., against increasing revenue duties on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of glass workers in W. H. Hamilton & Co. “s 
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works, Pittsburg, Pa., against the passage of the Wilson bill — to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of blast furnace employés of Pittsburg, Pa., 
cash the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. : 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Two petitions of the citizens of Manilla, 
Crawford County, and of the citizens of Farnhamville, Calhoun 
County, lowa, protesting against any change in the existing im- 
port duty on ppt Sees the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Protest of employés of the Dudley Mills, 
of 33 Lower Falls, Mass., against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of H. B. Powell, of Putney, Vt.,and 
60 other farmers, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the employés of the Dyott- 
ville glass works, of Kensington, Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
against the proposed reduction in the Wilson tariff bill of duties 
on green A flint bottles, or the change from specific rates—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the lithographers of the cities 
of New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, against the proposed 
reduction of the duty on lithographic products in the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorialand resoluiion of the directors of the 
Chicago Board of Trade, indorsing House bill 4182, providing 
for an international maritime conference for the better protec- 
tion of animals in transit—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Remonstrance of 136 citizens 
of Madison County, Ind., against the reduction of the duty on 
window glass, as proposed in the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of Muncie, Delaware County, 
Ind., against the reduction of duty on glass bottles, as provided 
for in the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of the Matteawan Manufacturing 
Company, of Matteawan, N. Y., protesting against the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 7 

Also, petition of 250 of the operatives of the Rif ton Manufac- 
turing Company, against the Wilson tariff bill to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany House bill 5197— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of 

ison County, Ky., for appropriation to improve the Ken- 
tucky River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of citizens of Effingham, S. C., 
protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of District Lodge, No. 1, Independent 
Order of Good Templars, of Rhode Island, for appointment of 
national commission of inquiry in regard to the alcoholic liquor 
traflic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also. petition of the American Curled Hair Company and 38 op- 
eratives,of Central Falls, R. I., against ee duty oncurled 
hair below 15 per cent—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 14 workingmen of Woonsocket, R. I., against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, protest of 194 operatives of the Glenlyn Dye Works, of 
Saylesville, R. I., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 184 operatives of the William Clark Company 
Mills, of Westerly, R. I., against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: Two petitions of citizens of Binghampton and 
Ithaca, N. V., for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all un- 
stemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of farmers, growers of cigar leaf 
tobacco, their employés and others, interested in the cultivation 
of that product, of Suffield Township, Hardford County, Conn., 
protesting against the proposed reduction on foreign wrappers— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. r 

Also, petition of the employés of the American Hosiers’ Com- 
pany, of New Britain, Conn., praying for the defeat of that sec- 
tion of the Wilson bill that applies to knitted underwear, both 
cotton and woolen—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 160 employés of the Lowell 
Carpet Company, of Lowell, Mass., protesting against the enact- 
ment of the carpet schedule as proposed in the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of Franklin Car- 
ter and others of the faculty of Williams College, of Williams- 
town, Mass., for the removal of the duty on books printed in the 

~ English language—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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MONDAY, January 15, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
ae ournalof the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ALLOWANCES FOR MILITARY PURPOSES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury,transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of November 1, 1893, a report of the Third Audi- 
tor of the Treasury relative to the allowances made to the State 
of New York by the Third Auditor under the provisions of the 
act of July 27, 1861, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of William 
Trebilcock and 139 other citizens of Ironwood, Mich., remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 46, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that nochange be made in the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Milwaukee ( Wis.) Malt 
and Grain Company, remonstrating against any reduction of duty 
on barley; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of W. R. Sturtevant and 106 
other citizens of Ironwood, Mich., remonstrating against the 
placing of iron ore on the free list; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mon- 
mouth and Ottawa in the State of Illinois, praying for the im- 
position of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf 
tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry manufacturers of 
clothing and cloaks in Chicago, III., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of S. N. Tarpley, of Kewanee 
III., remonstrating against the imposition of a uniform duty of 
35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco, and praying that the 
tariff be raised so as to prevent the shipment into the country of 
every ounce of this grade of tobacco; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a resolution adopted 
recently by the Portland (Oregon) ChamberofCommerce. The 
paper is brief, and I ask that it be read, if there is no objection. 

aoe being no objection, the Secretary read the resolution, 
as follows: 


Resolutions passed by the Chamter of Commerce of Portland, Oregon, Janu- 
r sot 


Whereas on Christmas Day Sylvester Pennoyer, governor of Oregon, ad- 
dressed an open letter to the President of the United States, in which he 
said, Jo- day is the first Christmas in the history of Oregon when more than 
two-thirds of its people are without employment, and more than one-third 
without sufficient means of support, and the debtors are powerless to avoid 
the seizure of their property and their homes to satisfy, at a small percent- 

e of their value, the claims of creditors; and as the statements have been 
ven wide-spread distribution by the Associated Press, and emanating 
rom the governor, the highest official of the State, may be taken by those 
u uainted with the conditions exis in Oregon as authentic and thus 
prejudice our State in the eyes of the world at large, and work great injury 
to its general interests; and 

Whereas careful investigation throughout the State does not show 
material percentage of unemployed or destitute outside of Portland, an 
fails to show in Portland, the largest center of population in the Pacific 
Northwest, any alarming or unusual number of unemployed, considering 
the present financial depression and condition of trade existing throughout 
the country at large; and 

Whereas, using the census of 1890and Bradstreet's published report of De- 
cember 23. 1893, as a basis for calculation, investigation shows that Portland 
has the third lowest percentage of unemployed and e . of no poe 
tant cities selected from various sections of the United States; therefore 


beit 
Resolved, By the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oregon, in special ses- 

sion assembled, that, in defense of the fair name of our State, we condemn 
the statements of the governor as erroneous, misleading, injurious, and not 
warranted nor substantiated in any manner by the facts or conditions ex- 
isting in any section of the State or throughout the State as a whole. 

H. M. CAKE. 

THOS. N. STRONG, 

E. D. MCKEE, 


Attest: 
IL. S.] 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FRANK METTER, Secretary. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I desire to state that I have received a dupli- 
cate of the resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, 
Oregon, presented by my colleague, which I shall not N 
to the Senate, inasmuch as it has already been submitted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of the United States, residents of the Pacific coast, 

raying for the enactment of legislation protecting the salmon 
fa Alaskan waters; which was referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of 35 citizens of Liberty- 
ville, Iowa, honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the 
United States, praying for the enactment of legislation which 
will prevent the suspension of pensions until after alleged fraud 
in their procurement shall have been proved; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHOUP presented memorials of Thomas I. McMahon and 
15 other wool-growers of Canyon County; of R. B. Campbell and 
49 other wool-growers of Logan County; of Isaac I. Lewis and 
18 other wool-growers of Alturas County; and of E. G. Burnett 
and 4; other wool-growers of Bellevue, all in the State of Idaho, 
remonstrating againstany change in the present woolenschedule; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Hoisting and Portable 
Engineers’ Association of ton, Mass., and a petition of Bos- 
ton (Mass.) Lodge No. 264, Independent Association of Mechan- 
ics, praying for the governmental control of the telegraph sery- 
ice; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of 175 citizens of To- 
ledo, of 114 citizens of Braceville, of 127 citizens of Erie County, 
of 48 citizens of Sharon, of 22 citizens of Center, of 244 citizens 
of Cleveland, of 68 citizens of Marion, of 175 citizens of Cincin- 
nati, of 47 citizens of Farmington, and of 78 citizens of Coal, all 
in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 37 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for a reduction in the salaries of all Government officers; 
Mich was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the governmental control of the 
telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of E. A. Gilbert and 173 other 

en and flint glass bottle-makers of Newark, Ohio, remonstrat- 
é against the reduction of duties on green and flint glass bot- 
tles to 30 per cent ad valorem, as proposed in the Wilson tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the employés of the 
Broderick & Bascom Rope Company, of St. Louis, Mo., remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented the petition of A. M. Michel- 
son and other citizens of Bismarck, S. Dak., praying for the im- 
position of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf 
tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present the memorial of A. J. Spencer and 
490 other wage-earners of Massachusetts and Connecticut, re- 
monstrating against the Wilson tariff bill in general as a meas- 
ure which will deprive American labor of employment at re- 
munerative wages. They are mostly out of employment, and 
they desire to be let alone, as the occupation in which they have 
been engaged is their only way of getting a living. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of A. E. Potwine and 
24 other farmers and growers of leaf tobacco in East Windsor, 
Conn., remonstrating against any change in the duty on leaf to- 
bacco and cigars; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 

nance. 
He also presented the memorial of John B. Talcott and 339 
other employés of the American Hosiery Company of New Brit- 
ain, .. remonstrating against any reduction of duty on cot- 
ton or woolen knit goods; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the South Dakota 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, assem- 
bled at Brookings, S. Dak., on the 11th of October, 1893, com- 
posed of 85 ministers, representing about 10, 000 church members, 
praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary law, excluding Chi- 
nono; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the American Society of 
Naturalists, praying for the removal of all duties on scientific 
and philosop apparatus whose chief use is for instruction 
or research; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented petitions of Boston (Mass.) Lodge, No. 264, 
Independent Association of Mechanics; of the Hoisting and Port- 
able Engineers’ Association of Boston, Mass., and of the Rubber 
Garment Workers’ Local Union, No. 51, of Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing for the govermental control of the telegraph service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented memorials of citizens of Vir- 
ginia, Tower, and Soudan, in the State of Minnesota, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of hat manufacturers of 
South Norwalk, Conn., remonstrating against any reduction of 
the present duty on hats; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 7 
He also presented a petition of the Sons of Temperance of 
Connecticut, praying for the appointment of an impartial na- 
tional commission of inquiry to investigate and report upon the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, 
residing in the original Hot Springs Reservation, in the State 
of Arkansas, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1280) for the promo- 
tion of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of 
graves in the District of Columbia, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4610) to improve 
the methods of accounting in the Post-Office Department, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1260) to improve the methods of accounting in the Post- 
Office Department, and for other purposes, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 655) to extend the juris- 
diction of justices of the peace in the District of Columbia, and 
to regulate the proceedings before them, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 755) granting the right of way to 
the Albany and Astoria Railroad Company through the Grand 
Ronde Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 914) for the relief of the legal personal rep- 
resentatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


KANSAS RIVER DAMS. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H.R. 
340) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a dam or 
dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, in the 
State of Kansas. 

Mr. MARTIN. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
for the present consideration of the bill. It has been pending 
here quite a while, and is a matter of great importance to our 
people there. There can be no sort of opposition to the bill. 
The committee has reported in favor of it unanimously, and I 
should like very much to have it disposed of now. It is purely 
a local matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. . 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not quite sure that I heard the bill per- 
fectly, but as I listened to it it seemed to me to provide that the 
dam should be torn down if anybody gave a notice to the Secre- 
tary of War that it was interfering with navigation. : 

a 1 No, sir; I think there is no such provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I withhold objection to its consideration for the 
present that that may be ascertained. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think there is no provision of that kind in 
the bill. It provides that if the Secretary of War shall deem 
the dam or dams material obstructions to navigation they shall 
be removed. Å 

Mr. HOAR. To see whether I am right or not, let the first 
section be reađ again, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the Chi To ‘ht, Heat, and Power 5 
3 oaaao peka an Company, a corporation 


er the laws of State of Illinois, its successors and assigns, 


be and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to construct and main- 
tain a dam or dams across the Kansas River, at any suitable place or places 
‘within the county of Shawnee, in the State of Kansas: Provided, That on 
notice by the Secretary of Warthat said dam or dams are material obstruc- 
tions to navigation, said dam or dams shall be at once removed, or suitabie 
lock or locks provided by the owner or owners thereof at his or their expense 
soas not to interfere with navigation. 


Mr. HOAR. I thought it was read, Provided, That on no- 
tice to the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. MARTIN. No, sir; “ on notice by the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. HOAR. Then I make no further objection to the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and — : 
Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 105) granting to the Chicago-Topeka Light, 
Heat, and Power Company, a corporation organized under the 
laws of Illinois, the right to erect and maintain a dam or dams 
across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, in the State 
of Kansas, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1426) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Goldsworthy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of 
yrosion to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner; which was read twice by its 

tle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S, 1428) to amend 
section 6of an act entitled An act to protect trade and com- 
merce ogane unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved 
July 2, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DANIEL. I introduce a bill for the relief of William 
Wheeler Hubbell. I beg leave to state that I know nothing of 
the merits of the bill; I simply introduce it because I think the 
claimant is entitled to a hearing. 

The bill S. 1429) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell, 
and to pay just compensation for his invention of armament 
made for the Army and Navy service, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1420) for the 
protection of salmon, trout, and other fish in the streams and 
tide waters of the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1920) to amend 
section 4430, Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1378) to amend an act of Congress approved May 12, 1890, 
granting to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company the right to im- 
prove Aransas Pass. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print the annual re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year end- 

g June 30, 1893. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print the annual report 
of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the 
year 1892, with an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had ed a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 108) authorizing Maj. Gen. Oliver Otis 

oward, United States Army, to accept from the President of 
the French Republic a diploma conferring the decoration of 
Commander of the National Order of the Legion of Honor; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1920) to amend section 4430, Title LII, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relative to inspection of iron 
or steel boiler plates; and 

A bill (H. R. 4414) to amend an act approved September 4, 
1890, authorizing the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott Rail- 
Spark Company to construct two bridges across Bœuf River, in 
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DES MOINES RAPIDS POWER COMPANY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 1126) grant- 
ing to the Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right toerect, 
construct, 8 and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power 
station in the Mississippi River in Hancock County, III. It is 
the bill which was laid over the other day because it was not 
printed, with the amendments of the committee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendments reported from the 
Committee on Commerce have been agreed to as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


FOG SIGNAL NEAR CAPE ARAGO, OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH. I expect to be absent for some days. The 
second bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII is a small bill to 
which no one has any objection. I should like to have it con- 
sidered for fear that it might come up in my absence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 757) to provide for the erection of a first-class fog signal 
at or near the present position of the Cape Arago light station? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropri- 
ate $5,000 for the erection of a first-class fog signal at or near the 
present position of Cape Arago light station. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, road the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. DOLPH: Task that there be inserted in the RECORD in 
connection with the biil a letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury which is only ten lines long. There being no re- 
port on the bill, the letter will explain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon ask 
to have the letter read? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; not read, but inserted in the RECORD: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter will 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 8, 1898. 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter frum your 
committee of September 5, 1893, inclos Senate bill No. 757 a toe 


$5,000 for the erection of a first-class fog signal at or near Cape 
gon) light station. 
This bill with your letter was referred to the Light-House Board, which 
returned them with the statement that commerce and navigation would be 
tly benetited by the establishment of this fog signal, and that it can be 
tone for the amount named in the bill. 
Recommendation is therefore made that the bill be passed. 
ag ea enc welcome e ia erp ` 
pectiully yours, 
z CHARLES S. HAMLIN, 
x Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 
CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PLATT. On Thursday last I reported favorably from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (H. R.299) to extend 
the time for the construction of the railway of the Choctaw 
Coal and Railway Com . L said then that I thought the bill 
ought to be immediately considered, but that I would wait until 
the report had been printed and call it up this morning. The 
report has been printed and laid on the tables of Senators, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered at the 
present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I shall not object to this bill, but give notice 
that I shall hereafter object to bills being called up out of order. 
I shall insist that we go to the Calendar in regular order alter 
this bill is disposed of. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO ARIZONA. 


Mr. BERRY. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the 
Territory of Arizona. 


820. 
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Mr. TELLER. I gave notice a moment ago that I should ob- 
ject to any further taking np as bills out of their regular order 
on the Calendar. Ido not like to do that, but it seems to me 
the better way would be to go to the Calendar regularly. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will allow the bill to which 
I have referred to be considered. 

Mr. TELLER. Unless there is some particular reason why 
the bill should be taken up out of its order, I think we ought to 
go to the Calendar. f 

Mr. BERRY. The bill has been on the Calendar for quite a 
while. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that the bill has 
been reported for some months, and the Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory from time to time has been urging me to call it up. There 
have been two bills passed this morning and I hope the Senator 
will not object to this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. If we can go to the Calendar after the bill of 
the Senator is disposed of, I shall not ob ect to its consideration, 
but I do not think this is a good way to do business. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Colorado will allow 
the bill to be considered and ed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should first like to hear the report read. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwill send the report to the desk to be read. 
It is very short. The Senate committee adopted the House re- 


port. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BERRY, Octo- 
ber 30, 1893, as follows: e 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3627 
granting to the Territory of Arizona certain lands for the use of the Terri- 
torial prison, beg leave to report the same, adopting the oe (No. 94) of 
the House of Representatives, and recommending that the bill pass. 


House Report No. 94, Fifty-third Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 3627) granting to Arizona certain lands for the use of Territorial prison, 
beg lea veto report that the said bill has received the careful consideration 
of the committee, and its is recommended. 

At the junction of the Colorado and Gila Rivers in Arizona, and lying be- 
tween streams, are fractional sections 12, 13, 14, 15, 22, 23, 24, and 25 of un- 

ed and unclaimed public lands. This land in its present condition is 
worthless for any purpose whatever on account of the frequent overfiow of 
said rivers. The land can not be utilized without great expense in construc- 
tion of levees to prevent the overfiow of said streams. 

The land lies y adjoining the Territorial prison grounds in the vil- 

of Yuma, and can be reciaimed by prison labor and made valuable as a 
farm and thusrelieve the people of the Territory of some of the bur- 

nm of taxation under which they labor. Arizona has never received one 
acre of land or one dollar ot aid from the Governmént in the construction of 


any lic building, Theland granted in the bill is now worthless, and will 


in all probability forever remain so. Itcan be made valuable and productive 
under the provisions of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to å third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate to print the report of the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 1892, which 
was, in line 4, to strike out!“ 1892,” and insert 501893.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. It is merely a change 
as to the date. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HILL. I was about to submit a motion for an executive 
session, but my attention has been called to the fact that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] gave notice 
that to-day, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business, he would like to address the Senate on the 
subject of the tariff. I ask the Senator whether he can just as 
well postpone his remarks until to-morrow at the same hour? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to say to the Senator from New 
York that my matter is not of sufficient importance to stand in 
the way of an executive session. Furthermore, as I am suffer- 
ing from a severe cold to-day, I should regard it as a courtesy if 
the Senate would change the date until to morrow. 

Mr. HILL. With that understanding, I move that the Sen- 
ats proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

emotion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After six hours and eighteen 
minutes spevt in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 7 o'clock p. m.] the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, January 16, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 1894. 
DISTRIOT JUDGE. 


Charles Parlange, of Louisiana, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern district of Louisiana. 


MARSHALS, 


J. Shelby Williams, of Texas, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of Texas. 

O. J. Carroll, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of North Carolina. 

John W. Walker, of Pennsylvania, to be marshal of the 
United States for the western district of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 15, 1894. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rey. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE, ETC, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an 
appropriation submitted by the Secretary of State to meet the 
share of the United States in the expenses of the special bureau 
created by article 82 of the general act concluded at Brussels 
July 2, 1890, for the suppression of the African slave trade and 
the restriction of the importation into and sale in a certain de- 
fined zone of the African continent of firearms, ete.; which was 
Ar RAA to the Committee on Appropriations, and orđered to be 
printed. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the findings of 
the court in the cases of Alfred Blackman, deceased, and S. S. 
Eason against the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate, in compliance with the request 
of the House of Representatives, has returned the Senate con- 
current resolution, with a House amendment, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the report of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the tiscal year 
1892, 1,500 copies of part 1 in quarto form; 200 copies for the use of the Senate, 
400 3 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 900 copies for 
distribution by the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey; and 
2. 800 copies of part 2 in octavo form; 200 copies for the use of the Senate, 400 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,200 copies for dis- 

bution by the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the amend- 
ment was agreed to here a few days ago and sent to the Senate. 
The House later requested the Senate to return the resolution 
in order that we might correct an error. The resolution as 
passed provides for printing the report for the fiscal year 1892, 
whereas it should be for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. I 
therefore move to reconsider the vote by which the House con- 
curred in the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to amend the reso- 
lution by striking out 1892“ and substituting ‘* 1893.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, I mov 
to concur in the Senate resolution as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolutions: 


Resolved bu the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Fish and heries covering the operations of 
the Commission for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. be printed, and that 
there be printed 8,000 extra copies, of which 2.000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate. 4,00) for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the use 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; the illustrations to be obtained 
Bs Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Print- 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. S er, that resolu- 
tion is identical with one reported by the House Committee on 
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Printing for the same purpose, and I move that the Senate reso- | The company be 


lution be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a Senate concur- 
rent resolution, providing for the printing of 8,000 copies of the 
thirteenth annual report of the Bureau of Ethnology, which was 


read. . 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman a 
8 in regard to that resolution. My recollection is that 

e printing of the Geological Survey, under which the Bureau 
of Ethnology operates at least in part, is provided for in the 
sundry civil bill. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether 
this resolution proposes to make an additional appropriation for 
that printing? g 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. The appropria- 
tion of which the gentleman speaks as being carried in the sun- 
dry civil bill is for the current printing of the Bureau of E:h- 
nology. There is no provision there for . the extra 
copies which are provided for in this resolution, and which are 
intended for Congress and for distribution by the Bureau. This 
resolution is to provide for printing the same number of extra 
copies that is provided for in the printing bill which d this 
House in the extraordinary session and is now pending in the 
Senate; but, lest that bill should not pass the Senate in time, 
the Bureau and its officers have ent ple it wise to ask us to pro- 
vide for these extra copies by a special concurrent resolution, in 
order that they may go on with the work and not be delayed 
while waiting for the passage of the printing bill. That is the 
reason this resolution is proposed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask the gentleman to let the resolution lie 
over until I can confer with him about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ihave no objection to that, 
Mr. Speaker. Let it lie on the Speaker’s table. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (S. 1378) to 
amend an act of Congress approved May 12, 1890, granting to 
the Aransas Pass Harbor Company the ncht to improve Aran- 


sas Pass. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors has reported without amendment a House bill which 
is identical with this Senate bill. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the House billand 
that the latter lie on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague permit a question? 

Mr. CRAIN, Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand this bill simply extends the time 
for the completion of the work at Aransas Pass. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] that the Senate bill be substi- 
tuted for the House bill. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That the Aransas Pass Harbor Compar, which is en- 

in the improvement of Aransas Pass under the provisions contained 
an act ot Congress entitled An act for the improvement of Aransas Pass, 
approved May 12, 1890, is hereby relieved from the conditions of said act 
which require the construction of said work to be commenced within one 
year from the date of its approval and to be diligently prosecuted by the ex- 
potopa of at least $200,000 per annum thereafter, and to secure a na ble 
epth over the outer bar of 15 feet of water within three years after the date 
of approval of said act, and of 20 feet within five years from said date; and 
the said company is hereby authorized to continue and complete its work of 
improvement as set forth in said act: Provided, That work shall beresumed 
by the said Aransas Pass Harbor N within six months from the date 
of approval of this act, and shall be diligently prosecuted to completion. and 
said company shall secure a navigable depth over the outer bar of at least 
20 feet of water within two years from the date of approval of this act. And 
in the event of said com f to resume said work within the said six 
months, or fai to diligently prosecute the same, or to secure a navigable 
depth of 20 feet of water over the outer bar within the time uired by this 
act, then Congress may revoke the privileges herein — — relation to 
said improvement. 

SEC. 2. That the right of Congress to alter, amend, or repeal this act is 

hereby reserved. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I wish the gentle- 
man from Texas would explain exactly what this bill does. 

Mr. CRAIN. On the 12th of May, 1890, a bill was passed by 
both Houses of Congress, and became a law, authorizing the 
Aransas Pass Harbor Company to improve the outer bar at 
Aransas Pass, That act prescribed certain limitations, and 
meaty pata things it was provided that within two years there 
should have been attained a depth of 15 feet of water over the 
outer bar, and at the expiration of five years (which would be 
May 12, 1895) a depth of 20 feet; and that there should be ex- 
pended by the company $300,000 a year upon the work. 


its operations. A number of the stock- 


holders were stockholders and bondholders in the Aransas 
Pass Railroad Company, a State institution, its line being the 
largest local railroad in the State of Texas, being upwards of 800 
miles in length. That railroad company went into the hands of 
a receiver, and as a consequence the Aransas Pass Harbor Com- 
pany was compelled to suspend operations. The people who 
owned property adjacent to Aransas Pass, and for many miles 
in the interior of the State tributary to the Pass, concluded that 
they would themselves raise the necessary funds to induce out- 
side capital to take possession of the works and complete them 
within the time prescribed by the amendatory act which 1 now 
ask to have passed. They have raised in donations of land and 
money upwards of $600,000. They have an inchoate contract 
with Mr. Brewster Cameron, of Arizona, and his associates, capi- 
talists in Chicago, Baltimore, and Philadelphia, who propose to 
take the franchise of the Aransas Pass Harbor Company and 
operating under it to do the work which was contemplated, and 
which if their operations be successful will give 20 feet of 
water in a less time than was prescribed by the maximum limi- 
tation of the original act, which I may say in passing, provides 
that there shall be no levying of tribute on commerce, but that 
every vessel, coastwise and foreign, shull be permitted to go 
through the Pass without charge. 

The State of Texas in furtherance of this improvement passed 
an act granting certain privileges to such company as would 
within two years from some day in March or April (I forget 
which accomplish this work. So that Mr. Cameron and his asso- 
ciates operating under this act will get this donation of 8600, 000 
in value, in land and money, and will also be the beneficiaries of 
the act of the Legislature of Texas of which I have spoken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is an extension of the time in which 
they are to complete the work? 

Mr. CRAIN. It is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did not the original actauthorize the impo- 
sition of a charge or duty on tonnage going through the Pass? 

Mr. CRAIN. No, sir; the gentleman is thinking of the act for 
the improvement of the mouth of the Brazos. That was subject 
to the control of the Secretary of the Treasury, The act now 
under consideration provides—I will read it—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. brief statement will be sufficient. 

Mr. CRAIN (reading): 

Nothing in the provisions of this act shall be construed to authorize the 
said company to charge or collect tolls or tonnage upon boats or vessels 
navigating said channel; and the navigation of the same shall be free. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As J understand, neither the original act nor 
this amendatory measure imposes any charge upon the Treasury. 
The proposition is merely that Congress shall give its consent 
to certain works of improvement to be carried on by private in- 
dividuals at the expense of such individuals or of the State. 

Mr. CRAIN. Neither directly nor by implication does the 
measure impose any charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So I understand. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill: which was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRAIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill No. 5077, 
similar in its provisions to the Senate bill just passed, will lie 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

LOVICA HALL, 


Mr. HOOKER of New York. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 3195) granting increase of pension to Lovica 
Hall, a widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, was read, with the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Pensions, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? : 

Mr. WELLS. I objectat this time. 

ae: HOOKER of New York. Lask consent to have the report 
read. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be 
read, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think as consent has been re- 
fused already we had better stop right here. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will call 
the committees for reports. 


STATE HOSPITAL, OGDENSBURG, N. Y. 


Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3202) donating condemned 
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cannon to the St. Lawrence State Hospital, at Ogdensburg, N. 
V.;: which was referred to.the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
The call of committees was concluded, there being no further 
reports. * 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: A 

A bill (H. R. 299) to extend the time for the construction of 
the railway of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 340) to authorize the construction and mainte- 
nance of a dam ordamsacrossthe Kansas River, within Shawnee 
County, in the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the Territory of 
Arizona. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The House will now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, under the 
special order, for the further consideration of a bill the title of 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is enter- 
tained I desire to call up the question of privilege now pending. 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion panies this is the 
order of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about executing the order of 
the House. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit that the question of privilege is 
a matter of higher preference than the present order of business 
in the House. 

I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a ruling made 
by the Chair on the 3d day of January, which covers this sub- 
ject. The Chair then held that no technical operation of the 
rules of the House could deprive the House of the right to con- 
sider a matter relating toits own privileges. The Chair held 
that the action of the Chair in referring a resolution of that 
character of high privilege toa committee, and the action of the 
committee in reporting it back to the House, under a certain or- 
der of business, could not possibly deprive the House of the 
right to act upon it when the matter was called up. Because 


the Chair held: 


In the case of a resolution which is itself privileged without any regard to 
what committee it might be referred, a case where the privilege attuched 
not tothe committee, nor even to the committee and the resolution together, 
but to the resolution itself, the Chair does not think it loses its privilege be- 
cause reported during the call; because if it did then a committee, by exer- 
cising its ＋ — to report a privileged resolution during the call of commit- 
tees, could deprive Ho of the right to consider it as a privileged 
matter. 


I desire to submit to the Chair that the events which have 
transpired since the House assembled on Saturday have empha- 
sized the situation I presented to the House last week in a very 
conspicuous and graye manner. 

Mr. MMI . Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I sug geet if the Chair will remember, 
the hypothetical case that the President might send a message 
to Congress calling upon this body to exercise its privilege in 
the constitutional mode and manner. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from Maine is not stating any question of privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. way, Mr, Speaker, I cannot conceive 
that the gentleman from Tennessee desires to allow this Ha- 
waiian infamy to rest upon the Democratic party and the whole 
Government of the United States 

Mr. McMILLIN. Weare trying to relieve the people from 
a burden of infamyin the shape of tariff taxation, and I demand 

the re order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I say to the gentleman that if he and his 
associates persist in refusing to permit Congress to repudiate 
this infamous business he is making the whole Government of 
the United States rest under this odium and obloquy. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is not stating a question of 

rivilege. 
$ Mr. BOUTELLE. I demand recognition of the sighs of this 
House—of the Democratic majority of the House, unless it has 

lost its manhood—to exercise its privileges, and unload from the 
majority of this body and from the Government of the United 
States tis burden of outrage and disgrace that has been unlaw- 
fully incurred in its name. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. There is no question before the House. The 


gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will take the 
chair 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it can not be possible that the 
Chair desires to keep this burden of obioguy resting upon the 

onor of this country and that the nation shall be made to bear 
the odium—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ienter my protest against this denial of 
privilege as an outrage upon the honor of the United States and 
the dignity and privileges of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will resume his 
seat. There is some limit even to the right of a gentleman to 
violate the order of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah, Mr. Speaker, you are violating the 
Constitution of this country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. There 
must be somewhere the power in the majority of the House to 
enforce its own rules, and when gentlemen persistently violate 
the rules day after day, there must be some remedy in the pos- 
session of the majority to protect itself from such violations of 
its own rules. 

THE TARIFF. 


And then, under the order heretofore adopted, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
ir 8 purposes, with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, in the 
chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order adopted, the time for 
general debate has i mrp and the bill will now be read. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, before the 
committee proceeds to the consideration of the pill under the 
order which provides for its consideration under the five-minute 
rule, I would suggest to the gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House, if they do not object to it, that we take up the sched- 
ules in the order in which they occur in the bill itself, and con- 
sider them in the usual manner, say for three days, by the end 
of which time we can form a judgment as to whether in the 
time limited for the consideration of the bill—twelve days—we 
can get through with all of the amendments in the usual way. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the suggestion just made by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has been made to 
me in private, and 1 in a position to state to the 
committee the difficulties which surround the 5 men- 
tioned by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. I 
am very glad to see him recognize thus, at the outset, the utter 
impropriety of the method which he has seen fit toadopt for.the 
consideration of this measure. It will be found to be fraught 
with great misfortune the further we go; but the gentleman does 
not propose to remedy it in the only way which is a suitable rem- 
edy, namely, to allow the question to be considered after the 
fashion which the wisdom and experience of the House have 
sanctioned for a great many years, namely, to remove the time 
limitation and allow the House freely and in untrammeled fash- 
ion to consider each proposition as it comes up. 

This bill contains a great many propositions, many of which 
are vital to different sections of the country. Ins of having 
the free right which every member—as is evident from the 

roposition made by the gentleman from West Virginia bai 

ILSON}—should have tooffer amendments without let or hin- 
drance on the part of the Chair, the whole bill is thrown upon 
the House, and we are dependent vim the action of a single 
man in the Chair. It depends upon recognition; and one of 
the t reasons which exists for having rules at all has been 
absolutely ignored in the proposition. 

The fact that it was done so at another time, as has already 
been stated to the House, does not in the least alter the case, for 
that experiment itself is only an evidence that this thing ought 
not to be done. But the proposition now made is not to return 
to the old and well-understood way of doing business, but to try 
it for three days, and if the gentlemen on the other side do not 
like it, then we are to have no more ol it. Of course we can not 
accept a proposition like that. It is not reasonable. It is as un- 
reasonable as the other is. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Maine is 

oing to take up all the time with aspeach, I shall object to this. 
We bad better proceed with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is procesding by common consent. 

Mr. REED. Lam much obliged to the gentleman from Indiana 
for not giving his side a chance. {Laughter.| 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Witson] is recognized. 

- Mr, WISE. Will the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] allow me to make one remark? Mr. Chairman, I unite 
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with the requestmade by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 
There are Representatives upon this floor whose people are 
deeply interested in some of the provisions of this bill. They 
have not had an al agp to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] 
objected, and unless he withdraws the objection, the considera- 
tion of this proposition can not proceed. > 

Mr. WISE. Well, I have the permission of the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means—— 

The CHAIRMAN. But the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means has not the floor for that p He only 
took the floor to ask unanimous consent for a m cation of the 
order, 

Mr. REED. I am glad to see the gentleman from Virginia 
Mr. Wise], even in this stifled manner, give utterance to his 
sense of outrage which this system produces. 

Mr. WISE. Ihave not risen to debate this. Ihave risen with 
the permission of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means to say that I think—— 

The CHAIRMAN. But the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means has rot the floor for any such purpose. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that I may make my 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
can proceed. 

Mr. WISE. I have had no opporiuniiy to be heard since this 
question was before the House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state how much time 
he desires? 

Mr. WISE. I did not want but a moment, and would have 
been through if the Chair had allowed me to finish. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I want to say that there are members 
here whose people are deeply interested in this legislation; and 
I do think, as has been said by the honorable gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], that this bill ought to be thoroughly dis- 
cussed, that every opportunity should be afforded to members 
who represent people upon this floor to present the views of 
their constituents, and I do hope that his suggestion will be re- 

ted and will be observed. t is all I want to say. 

Mr. CRAIN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. How are we going to proceed to consider this 


ill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will proceed to consider 
any amendment that may be offered. 

Ar. CRAIN. In what order? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the order that they are recognized by 
the Chair, by the rules that always prevail in the Committee of 
the Whole. : 

Mr. REED. That is leaving the matter of recognition entirely 
to the Chair, and is a “‘one-min power” exalted to an unneces- 
sary degree, and naturally repugnant in a Democratic House. 
If anything can be more autocratic than that Ido not know of it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in connection 
with my parliamentary inquiry that I have some amendments 
to offer. I would like to know when to offer them. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman gets the floor he can 
offer them. 

Mr. REED. And unless the Chair gives it to you, you can not 
offer them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats and 
come toorder. The gentleman from West Virginia offers the 
first amendment, which will be reported as soon as order is re- 
stored on the floor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, amend section 183 —— 


Mr. REED. The Chair says the gentleman “ offers the first 
amendment.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states that the first amend- 
ment is offered by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. REED. Thatis better. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 23, 8 section 183, lines 20 and 21. by 


striking out the words 
“commercially known as.“ * 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of this 


amendment. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DINGLEY. We desire to know the object of the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tobacco, on such part thereof as is commercially af ome gr) tobacco, 
coe for rs if unstemmed, $1 per pound; if stemmed, 
per po! 


2 DE BRED, I think we ought to know why this proposition 
is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear any gentleman who 
desires to address the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to hear the amend- 
ment reported again. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again reported. 

The amendment was reported. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman if he proposes 
to have this amendment ed for the reason given by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. A in his speech? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I did not catch the question 
of the gentleman? 

Mr. D. asked the gentleman from West Virginia if he 
proposes to have the section changed for the reason given by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] in his speach. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not know the reasons 
given by the gentleman from New York. Unfortunately I did 
not hear his speech. 

Mr. REED. Then I hope the gentleman from West Virginia 
will give us some reason of his own. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That amendment is offered, 
Mr. Chairman, because of the fact that it might lead to some 
trouble in the custom-house. It is merely a verbal amendment. 
There may be some difficulty in interpreting these words by the 
officers of the custom-house; and in order to avoid that objec- _ 
tion the amendment is offered. It does not affect the substanca 
of the section at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill as reported by the committee adopted 
the language used in the law of 1883. The amendment is con- 
forming the language to the paragraph in the act of 1890. Is not 
that correct? 

Mr. WILSON of West BES fans That may be correct. [have 
not read the law, but probably that is substantially correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no doubt of the correctness of it. I 
supposed that the chairman of the committee would know that. 

r. MALLORY. Iwouldlike to ask the gentleman from West 
Virginia whether or not this language, ‘commercially known 
as,” proposed to be stricken out, is recommended by the Depart- 


ment? 
I wish to ask the gentleman from West Vir- 


Mr. PAYNE. 
ginia a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
recognized the gentleman from Florida to ask him a question. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, The gentleman from Florida 
asks whether or not the proposition to strike these words out is 
recommended by the Department. It was not recommended by 
any Department. It may have been in the recommendations of 
one of the general appraisers, but I do not recall that fact. It 
is probable, however, that the language might lead to some 
trouble in interpretation and administration by the custom- 
house; and the committee, on further consideration, thought it 
better to strike it out. : 

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to state that, so far as I hay 
been able to ascertain, instead of leading to any confusion and 
misapprehension, the language or the words undertaken to be 
stricken out will really lead to certainty, for the reason that 
there is in the tobacco business aspecies of tobacco which is 
knowncommercially as“ wrapper tobacco,” asdistinguished from 
tobacco which ma; 3 be used as wrapper tobacco, but which 
may also, and which very often is, used as filler tobacco. 

he information which I receive from the Havana tobacco 
manufacturers, the largest manufacturers in my State, is 
that, as the matter stands now, the construction put by the ap- 
praisers upon the language ‘‘ wrapper tobacco“ is that anything 
which may possibly be used as a wrapper is to be classed as 
wrapper tobacco and is to pay the highest rate of import duty; 
whereas, in fact and in truth,a large partof that which is classed 
under this strict interpretation as wrapper tobacco” is not 
wrapper tobacco and is not used as such, but can be used by the 
manufacturer only as filler tobacco. As an illustration, they 
cite the fact that they may make a wrapper of a piece of paper 
steeped in tobacco juice. It is possible to do that, and it 
been done, but that is no reason why that material should be 
classed as wrapper tobacco. 

From my investigation of this matter I am inclined to think 
that it will lead to much more certainty as to what is toing im- 
ported, and enable the burden of taxation to be more evenly im- 
posed to retain this language, and let it apply to what is com- 
mercially known as “wrapper tobacco” than it will to strike it 
out. The inspectors all know now what is commercially known as 
8 tobacco,“ but if you strike this language out and leave 
it to them to say whether any given material is capable of being 
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used as a wrapper, they will necessarily conclude that all that can 
pany be used as a wrapper will be so used, and that in many 


ee lead w reat injustice, 3 it pad the 
purpose mgress pose an unjust burden upon these peo- 
ple, and I am inclined to think that the certainty which is sought 
will be best attained and the desire to get rid of ambiguity will 
be best served by letting those words stand. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, IL offer a further amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Line 22, strike out one“ before dollar“ and insert two.“ 

Line 23, strike out 81.25“ and insert 22.75.“ 

Insert the following proviso: 

“Provided, That if any portion of any tobacco imported in any bale, box, 


or package, or in bulk, shall be suitable for cigar wrappers, the entire 


ganntar of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or package, or bulk, shall 
dutiable; if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, avé2.75 perpound. 


Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad indeed that the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means have got some 
fresh light on this subject and are willing to make an amend- 
ment that is in the interest of the better protection and collec- 
tion of the duties which theyimpose. I tried to get thatamend- 
ment adopted in the committee, but gentlemen did not seem 
to understand it then. I oops they will continue their studies, 
not only of this paragraph but of every paragraph in the biil, 
and if they will do that carefully and prayerfully I think they 
will end b poi Ss noy only the language of the tariff act of 
1890 in this particular, but the whole act itself. [Laughter.] 

The amendment that I have offered is still further in the di- 
rection of protecting the collection of the revenues which are to 
be imposed under this paragraph, and for the same reason I have 
offered the proviso. I have gone a little farther than that; I 
have offered an amendment which increases the duty, in order 
to protect not only the tobacco-growers of my own State, but 
also those of Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and many 
other States. I do that in order that the farmers may be able 
to sell their leaf tobacco, suitable for wrappers, at a price that 
will pay them to raise it, that it may be put upon domestic cigars, 
so that when an American citizen who feels a pride in the land of 
his citizenship, who feels a pride in the American flag and in the 
Constitution—which gentlemen on the other side seem to think 
they have full charge of—in order, I say, that when such an 
American citizen wants to smoke, he will be able to go into a 
store and buy an American cigar—a cigar that is American all 


through, tga jae binder, filer—from stem to gudgeon an Amer- 
ican r. aughter.] 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. PAYNE. I have but five minutes. I am glad, Mr. Chir- 
man, to inform the House and the country that under the tariff 
act of 1890 the price of American cigars, the price of the cigurs 
that we common people use, has not increased in the market. 
In fact, they are selling cheaper to-day than they sold before 
the tariff of 1890 was enacted. Now, I know that this duty puts 
up the price of imported cigars, but I have always felt that any 
man who was able to smoke a Havana cigar was able to pay a 
portion of the revenues of this Government, and I have not felt 
an rticuiar sympathy for that class of our people. 

i think they ought to bear a share of our burdens. I think it 
is proper to put that obligation upon them; and to you, gentle- 
men, who are hunting for revenue in every nook and corner, 
trying to find how you can put an internal-revenue tax upon the 

ple without their knowing it, or e it, or charg- 
ie it to the Democratic party, I commend the plan of putting 
more import duty upon imported tobacco and imported cigars, 
thus helping the farmers of the country and at the same time 
helping to make up the enormous deficit which you are provid- 
ing for in this bill. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Mr. Chairman, I desire most heartily to 
second the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York, 
and I want to say that it would be perfectly consistent with Dem- 
ocratic principles that this amendment should be adopted. 

We in Connecticut are perhaps more deeply interested in this 
question of tobacco culture, or at any rate in the culture of that 
brand of tobacco which comes in competition with imported to- 
bacco, than any other section of the Union: and we have felt that 
the farmers of Connecticut were benefited by this one particu- 
lar feature of the present tariff almost alone; that it is the one 
particular section perhaps of the existing tariff which is benefi- 
cial to the farming interests of my State. 

I have supposed it to be one of the cardinal doctrines of the 
Democratic faith that if there was anything which could be con- 
trived in the way of tariff legislation which would relieve the 
farmer from the burden resting upon him and place him upon 
something like an equality with the other interests of the coun- 
try. such a measure ought to be adopted. Beyond all that, I un- 
derstand it to bə a principle of the Democratic faith and of 


Democratic platforms that taxation should rest upon luxuries 
rather than upon the necessaries of life; and whatever might 
be said about the low-priced or cheaper grades of tobacco, it is 
perfectly obvious that this kind of tobacco which is imported 
with a duty of $2 a pound upon it and is used to a considerable 
extent is that kind which only the wealthier classes can use. 
Beyond that, there is a question of revenue here. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. DE Forest] yield? 

Mr. DE FOREST. I will in a moment. 

Mr. Chairman, if I understand the statistics, the retention of 
the present duty on this kind of tobacco is in the interest of in- 
creased revenue. If I understand the statistics, we have during 
the past year realized something like $9,000,000 of revenue from 
the duties on this kind of tobacco; and I do not believe that under 
the reductions proposed in the pending bill that amount of reve- 
nue will be ized. Therefore, in the interest of the farming 
classes and because this is a tax upon a luxury and because it is 
calculated to swell our revenues when we greatly need revenue, 
I am in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York. 

I will now yield for the question of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MARSH]. 

Mr. MARSH. The question I desired to ask my friend is this, 
whether his constituents in the tobacco-producing region of Con- 
necticut did not vote against all protection, and why should they 
not be allowed to take the medicine which they voted for? 


[Laughter andapplause.] And why is the gentleman, whoclaims 


to be a Democrat and in favor of carrying out the principles of 
the Chicago platform, advocating here a high protective tariff 
opon tobacco productions for the benefit of Connecticut? [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DE FOREST. I gave way for an inquiry and I have not 
heard it yet. I have already endeavored to explain the reasons 
upon which I think it is perfectly consistent with Democratic 
principlesand with the Democratic platform and with Democratic 
promises and pledges that this duty should be retained as in the 
present law. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in the first place 
that I am a protectionist—in favor of protecting every industry 
in this country that by means of protection can be builded up and 
made prosperous. The only thing in which I am disappointed 
in regard tothe bill now pending before the House is that the 
Democratic party have not the courage of their convictions and 
the honesty and manhood to incorporate into this bill the declara- 
tions and principles upon which they claim to have carried the 
elections in this country in 1892. My friend from the little 
“ Nutmeg State“ of Connecticut—and I do not mean to speak dis- 
respectfully of Connecticut—wants protection to the extent of $2 
a pound upon leaf tobacco for the benefit of the farmers in his 
district; yet he would vote to take off the duties upon barley 
and wheat and live stock that are produced by the farmers of the 
West. What sort of honesty and consistency is there in a posi- 
tion of that sort? [Applause on the Republican side.] If you 
want to protect the farmers of Connecticut, come out West and 
help me protect the farmers of Illinois and the great West. 
[Applause.] 

You Democrats have declared in your platform in favor of a 
tariff for revenue, and revenue only; all over this country you 
have denounced protection as unconstitutional and as a fraud 
upon the people. Now, why inthe name of Heaven have you not 
the honesty and courage to stand up to you profession? [Ap- 
plauss.] Why do you insist 1 5 to the American 
people the spectacle of compelling the farmer to compete in the 
markets of the world with the underpaid labor of other countries 
while you ask him to pay a duty of 0 per cent upon the woolen 
manufactures of Connecticut and other por.ions of the country? 

Mr. Chairman, this is all that I have to say. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] wasa member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and helped to frame this bill, I am glad that we get one 
con ession from him at the threshold of this discussion, which 
will serve to guide us all the way through. One of the reasons, 
he says, why this tax ought to be inere sed is that the man who 
smokes a foreign cigar can afford to pay something to the rev- 
enues when he uses that cigar. Then a tariff is a tax; and the 
man who consumes the article pays thut tax! [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Caairman, the gentleman from New York further says 
that one of the objects of the imposition he proposes is to in- 
crease the cost of the home product, to give protection to the 
maker of tobacco in Virginia, in Connecticut, in Pennsylvania, 
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in New York, and in other States in the Union. Now, it turns 
out that the tobacco which is to take the place of that embraced 
in this paragraph does not bear in the market, even under the 
present rate of duty, near the amount of the rate of importduty; 
and hence protection has failed to raise the price, and an m- 
crease of the amount of duty would not give the farmer here the 
price that it is claimed he should have. 

Now, as for the distinguished gentleman from Illinois who has 
just taken his seat, who complains of the putting of American 

roducts of the farm on the reduced list, I wish to say that the 

Kinley bill did place an increase of duty on wheat. But it 
turned out that under the old duty, the year before the bill was 
enacted, there was imported into the United States less than 
4,000 bushels of wheat, and I suspect that the members of the 
Ways and Means Committee of that Congress, when they in- 
creased that duty and pretended that it was for the purpose of 

rotecting American wheat, must have snickered in each other’s 

aces when they looked at one another and thought how “‘ gulli- 
ble” they were ing the American people to be. [Applause 
on the Democratic side] 

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, since the gentleman has 
seen fit to refer to me, I want to make a suggestion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. I want to know why the gentleman takes up a 
single article or a single feature of the bill and brings it to our 
attention? Why, if he wants us to understand the question at 
all. or the effect of the legislation he refers to, does he not tike 
other features of the bill and let us know their effects? Why 
talk about wheat alone? Why not take up the other provisions 
of the McKinley bill and show their effects? It is unfair totake 
up a single item in that way. Let the gentleman take up other 
features of the bill and show their effects. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With much pleasure, if the gentleman will 
A allow me. I will explain, for instance, the effect of that 

ill upon the importation of horses into this country. Now,a 
horse that is worth $1,000, imported by a wealthy man for driv- 
ing purposes or for a saddle horse, will pay $30, whereas the 
cheap horse—— 

Mr. MARSH. No, sir; not $30. It pays 30 per cent, or $300. 
* and applause on the Republican side.] Vou are mis- 

en, sir 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is right; it would pay 30 
per cent. If I said $30 I meant 30 per cent. X 

Mr. MARSH. And you made a mistake? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; I made a mistake by lapsus linguæ. I 
said $30 instead of 30 per cent. 

Mr. MARSH. And a good many of them. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] f 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, if the gentleman's fervor has worked 
off, I will state what I intended to state and what his interrup- 
tion prevented me from making clear. I was going on to say 
that a horse worth a thousand dollars pays a duty of 30 per cent. 
; Mr. MARSH. Thatisit exactly. But you did not say so be- 

‘ore. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman will let me proceed. The 
horse that is worth less than $150 pays 830, a specific rate. 
Hence horses worth $145 would pay only 830 a head, while one 
that is worth only $20 would have to pay $30. That is the point 
to which I wished to call the gentleman’s attention; that is to 
say, the cheaper the horse the higher the rate of duty, just as 
in other features of the bill, the cheaper the goods the higher 
the rate of duty. It isso with most of the schedules. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, at the time the McKinley 
bill was pending in this House one of the hardest struggles the 
protectionists here had was to fix this duty on tobacco as it is 
now in the law of the land; and it was done very largely upon 
the faith of the members of this body that it would be a benefit 
to Connecticut and to the farmers of that district of country. 

I, Mr. Chairman, for one, am in favor of any provision that is 
protective in its features; but I am at a loss to know whether 
the farmers of Connecticut favor this tax, for I would not like to 
press upon them a measure to which they are opposed. 

It is.a State which has a large share of the intelligence of this 
country, and I am satisfied that the farmers of Connecticut must 
have known how bitterly the Democratic side of this House op- 
posed the levying of this high duty, and they must have known 
also how strenuously the Republican side battled for their inter- 
est. But yet, sir, when the test came, in the election of 1892, 
not only did Connecticut largely increase her Democratic ma- 
jority on the issue directly as:ailing this tax, directly putting in 

ue the propriety of this identical provision of this law, di- 
rectly putting in issue the constitutionality of the tax, denounc- 
ing it, as it was denounced, as a robbery, and proclaiming that 


it was an unconstitutional tax—I say not only did they under- 
stand that, in my judgment, absolutely, but understanding it they 
voted by a larger majority than they had ever done before in favor 
of the platform and the party which had undertaken to make 
thatissue; and not only so, but in looking at the returns from 
Connecticut I am led tobelieve that the largest Democratic vote 
cast in the whole State was in those sections where the farmers 
raised the greatest quantity of tobacco; and at the same time, in 
doing all of that, they turned out of this body the men who had 
voted for their interests; and I can hardly believe that the 
Democratic farmers and the Republican farmers of Connecticut. 
are in favor of this protective duty on tobacco in view of their 
own action. 

1 would be very glad to give it to them if I could; but if it be 
true that the tariff is a tax, and that the tax is a burden and 
robbery, why, the Connecticut farmers must cut down the price 


‘of their tobacco; and, as my friend from Illinois [Mr. MARSS] 


said with much force and elfect, let them take their share of 
the medicine which isto be administered to the men of America 
from one end of it to the other. [Applause on the Republican 


side.] 

Me. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, considerable has been said in 
this debate about the petitions which have been presented here 
against the passage of this bill. I think the records of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means will disclose the fact that more per- 
sous have signed ponin for the reduction of the rates of duty 
upcn wrapper leaf tobacco—not to the rates fixed in the bill, but 
to a lower rate—than have signed petitions in favor of any other 
proposition in this bill. Every cigar-manufactnrer in the coun- 
try and every operative in cigar-manufacturing establishments, 
1 45,000 persons throughout the United States, have 
signed petitions in favor of this reduction. Under the act of 
1833 the duty on Sumatra leaf tobacco was 75 cents and 81 a 
pound. By the McKinley bill the duty was increased to $2 and 
$2.75 a pound. 

Sumatra tobacco does not come in competition with American 
tobacco. Why, the gentlemen who are here demanding that 
this rate be maintained are not selling tobacco of their own 
raising for anything like a dollara pound. The highest price 

id for American wrapper leaf tobacco does not exceed, I be- 

je ve, 50 or 75 cents a pound, even at the very highest. 

Mr. McMILLIN. not the price gone as low as 25 cents? 

Mr, BYNUM. Twenty-five cents was the price before this 
duty was imposed, and since that it has run up probably to 60 
or 7e nts a pound, but there is no competition between Sumatra 
leaf and American wrapper leaf tobacco, which is raised in Con- 
necticut and ina MANE past of Pennsylvania, and probably to 
some extent in Florida and Georgia now. And besides this, 
the great bulk of the tobacco produced in the United States is 
not — 52 5 leaf tobacco at all, and sells for only about 10 cents 
a pound. 

Now, the whole purpose of raising this duty to $2.75 a pound 
has been to discourage the importation of Sumatra leaf, to ex- 
clude Sumatra leaf from the market, and thereby compel the 
consumption of the American leaf. If that is Democratic, then, 
gentlemen, I am not a Democrat, and I want that understood. 
When it comes to the levying of a duty for the purpose of ab- 
solutely prohibiting the use of an article it is not Democratic, 
nor does it come anywhere near the Democratic platform. 

Now, the whole question is simply this, are you going to bur- 
den 45,000 workingmen in this country with an exorbitant tax, 
and break down a great industry, for the sake of giving three or 
four counties in Connecticut which are engaged in the raising 
of tobacco a monopoly of the market? 

Mr. SPERRY. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
Par: BYNUM] to say that the tax now imposed under the McKin- 

ey bill was imposed in order to prevent the importation of Su- 
matra tobacco? 

Mr. BYNUM. It has not prevented the importation alto- 
gether, but it has broken up a number of manufacturers in this 
country who have tried to carry on the business and are unable 
to doit. One of my own constituents told me that he had sunk 
$16,000 in that way, trying to carry on business under this higher 
rate of duty. . 

Mr. TUCKER. I have a similar case in my district. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. And I have one in mine. 

Mr. BYNUM. There are numerous instances all over the 
Western country. Now, in the present bill we have not reduced 
the duty even to what it was under the act of 1883; and if I was 
making an ob’ection to this bill it would be that the rate has 
not been reduced half low enough. It ought to be reduced to 
from 35 to 50 cents a pound, which would be ample protection 
for the American tobacco-growers; because as I have said there 
is no real competition. Manufacturers of tobacco are compelled 
to use Sumatraleaf. They can not makeas merchantable cigars, 
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that will sell as well, from American wrappers. I trust the 
House will sustain the committee in this reduction, because I 
believe it is not only in the interest of a great industry in the 
United States, that it is not only in the interest of 45,000 work- 
ingmen in the United States, but it is in the interest of revenue 
also; because the duty of $2.75 a pound is entirely above the 
revenue point. 

Mr. MARSH. I rise toa l inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman state it. 

Mr. MARSH. I desire to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. There is already one amendment pend- 
ing and an amendment to the amendment, anda third amend- 
ment would not be in order. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut—— 

Mr. MARSH. Can I offer a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
SPERRY] is recognized. $ 

Mr.SPERRY, Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself to 
this amendment from a revenue standpoint, pure and simple. 
Being on the Democratic side, I could not be expected of course 
to vote for anything that was at all protective in its nature. I 
therefore consider it from its standpoint as a question of reve- 
nue. Before speaking of the revenue that is derived from what 
is known as Sumatra tobacco, I will state what it is, where it is 
used, and to what extent it is used. Sumatra tobacco is a wrap- 
per tobacco. Itis not fit for filling or any other purpose ex- 
cept to wrap a cigar; but it is desirable to use as a wrapper; be- 
cause of the color, the gloss, and the uniformity of the color 
the rollers like to use it. 

At the present price of $4 or $5 a pound, which the cigar man- 
ufacturers pay for it, it is used upon cigars that sell for $30 a 
thousand and over, or at least that priced cigar permits it to be 
used. It will sell at the price of $Lor $5a pound to be used upon 
eigars that sell for over 830 a thousand. So that the proposi- 
tion comes down to this: In the first place it isa tax on a luxury. 
It isa tax upon a man, if we admit that the tariff is a tax upon the 
consumer; it is a tax upon the man who can afford to smoke an 
expensive cigar. 

Now, then, in relation to its effect upon imports. I do not 

doubt that this clause in the McKinley bill was put in strictly as 
a protective measure, as a very highly protective measure. 
I were to speak my convictions upon that point I should say that 
in my judgment when this clause was put into the McKinley bill 
it was expected to be 8 but, upon the other hand, the 
imports increased under the duty; and it was testified to before 
the Committee on Waysand Means, in the presence of my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. BEM, that it might be taxed still higher 
than now and bring in still more revenues than now. 

If that is the case, in the condition of the revenues at this time, 
for myself I shouid favor a higher tax; and in reply to the sug- 
gestion that it would not bring in as much revenue, I would say 
that Į have in my hand a statement ofthe Treasury Department 
showing the imports of Sumatra tobacco since it was first known 
in this country, which was in 1881, and the amount of the im- 

ris, and figuring it at $2 a pound for the last fiscal year ending 
ae 30, 1893, indicates an income under this schedule of up- 
ward of $10,000.000. Ten million dollars! Now, that is evidence, 
Isubmitto the Committee on Ways and Means, that the tax might 
go still higher and provide still more revenue. 

Mr. Chairman, I have other evidence, which I have not at 
hand with me now, and from that I understand—from the infor- 
mation I got from the Treasury Department in the statement 
of the amounts of Sumatra tobacco now in bond ready to be en- 
tered—according to that calculation there is in New York to- 
day, ready to be entered, in round numbers, 5,000,000 pounds of 
Sumatra tobacco, which will pay, under the present law, $5,000,- 
000 more than we provide for by the bill as it has been submit- 
ted to this House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it be the sense of this committee that 
this tax should be reduced, the effect, and the only effect, would 
be that $5,000,000 will be put into the pockets of five or six im- 

rters in New York instead of being putinto the United States 
asury. . 

So that, Mr. Chairman, without regard to protection, without 
regard to what may be the effect of it from a protective or pro- 
hibitory . rare eed in behalf of the Treasury, that is 
about to issue bonds if they can get the permission of this House 
to do so—speaking from the point of revenue, to pay our ordinar, 
disbursements, I shall vote for the amendment that my frien 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has proposed; and in so voting I 
do not vote any tax upon any necessity of life; I vote nothing 
be any poor man, but I vote for it so as to put $5,000,000 into 

Treasury this year and $5,000,000 each year hereafter. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 


I submit the following, to be printed in tho RECORD: 


Imports of leaf tobacco from the Netherlands into the United States during each 
Slacal year From 1881 to 1893. 


Average rate 
. of duty Ad va- 
Years. 5 Duty — 
Fi = cent. 
200, 602 $140,665 | 0.25 $0.35 #70, 210. 70 40.9 
‘782, 788 487, 127 3 35 278, 987. 05 54.2 
3,818,931 | 2,242,148 40 52 1, 985, 844. 12 67. 5 
603, 53 480, 702 45 52 313, 838. 72 65.2 
2,217,919 | 1, 881, 494 50 .52 1.153, 317. 88 61. 3 
4,000,519 | 3,304, 156 55 52 2,080, 240.88 61.2 
4, 213,336 |. 3,651,349 55 2 2. 190,984. 72 60. 
5, 861,472 | 5,634,756 „55 „52 | 3,017,955. 44 54. 
5, 024,555 | 4, 333, 43 „55 522, 612, 710. 60 60,2 
9, 734,999 | 9,087,383 . 66 52 | 4,062, 199. 48 44.9 
4,908,545 | 4,682,493 2.00 2.00 | 9 87. 000. 00 202.6 
2,661,932 | 1,899, 721 2.00 2.00 | 5,323,864. 60 230, 2 
5, 374, 765 5, 078, 315 2.00 2.00 | 10, 749,530.00 211.6 


In the above table the duty from 1881 to 1890, inclusive, is esti- 
mated at what is sup to be the actual duty paid; from 1891 
to 1893 the duty is fixed at $2 per pound. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
ashington, D. C., January 12, 1894. 


is Sumatra o 
20th of this month, so I send you these, which may answer your immediate 
Leaf tobacco, suitable for cigar wrappers, 5,958,649 pounds = $5,606, 427. 
Yours, respectfully, 
WORTHINGTON C. FORD, 
Chief of Bureau. 

Hon. LEWIS Sperry, M. C., House of Representatives. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from West Vir- 
gos and the amendment thereto of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 183. On all leaf tobacco and such parts thereof as suitable for colored 
wrappers if unstemmed, 35 cents per pound, and if stemmed, 50 cents per 
poun 


Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to say any- 
thing in this discussion except to indorse what has been said by 
the gentleman from Indiana, that the present law reduces the 
wages of the laboring men who are engaged in the manufacture 
of cigars. They were reduced in consequence of the McKinley 
bill in my section. The increase in the duty has resulted in a 
reduction of the wages paid tothe laboring people in that indus- 
try. The adoption of this amendment result in the increase 
of wages of laboring men engaged in that business. 

Mr. REED. Iam rather rejoiced to hear the statement of the 

ntleman from . My purpose in rising was to reën- 
orce, not the argument of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
SPERRY], but his statement of facts. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BYNUM] declares that this tax is not defensible on the 
ground of protection, for he is opposed to that, or upon the 
ground of revenue, which also he seems to be mainly opposed 
to. [Laughter.] Now I suppose the testimony of a witness on 
the other side, when it is clear and exphott is worth something 
in considering this matter. Mr. Merfeld, an importer, was be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee for the purpose of getting 
this duty uced, and he was asked, after he had finished his 
statement, this point-blank question, which will be found on page 
554 of the hearings of the Ways and Means Committee: 

Mr. REED. It produces about five or six times the revenue for the Govern- 
ment at 2 as it would at 35 cents, and a government in search of a revenue 
would naturally continue it. 

Mr. MERFELD, I could not dispute that fact. 

The gentleman from Indiana could. ughter.] 

Mr. ON of West-Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the only 
doubt that the framers of this bill had upon this point was 
whether they had not fixed this tax higher than it ought to be 
asa revenue tax. They felt that tobacco, and especially tobacco 
of this kind, was a most proper subject of revenue, and they were 
anxious to place a duty upon tobacco wrappers at such a rate as 
would be most advantugeous to the Treasury. But, in addition 
to taxing a proper subject of revenue taxation, in addition to 

tting revenue from what has been denominated aluxury, they 
elt that they ought also to consult the interests of the thousands 
upon thousands of workingmen in thiscountry who are engaged 
and who make their living in the manufacture of cigars. 

Now, the duties we have proposed in this bill, higher than those 
of the act of 1883, but lower than those of the act of 1890, will, 
in our judgment, produce more money to the Treasury, to help 
to bear the expenses of the Government, than the exis rates, 
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while, on the other hand, they are not so unmercifully e 
sive to the workingmen and will not blot out, as the McKinley 
act did blot out, many small cigar manufacturers in the country 
villages. It has been said that the present rate of duty produces a 
larger revenue than the proposed rate will prođuce. If gentle- 
men will turn to the table of imports which we have prepared 
for the use of members in this de „they will find that in the 
importations of 1891, between June 30, 1889, and the 6th day of 
October, 1890, when the McKinley act went into operation, there 
were imported into this country 7,233,000 pounds of wrapper 
tobacco, and that for the year 1893 less than 2,500,000 pounds 
were imported. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the gentleman aware that the large 
importation just previous to the act of 1890 going into effect was 
anticipatory of the increase of duty under thatact, and not with 
reference to 5 e a’ ` 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Undoubtedly that large im- 
portation of 7,000,000 pounds was partly made in anticipation of 
the McKinley act. But the imporiations for the previous year 
were 3,756,033.95 pounds, a larger importation than there has 
been any year since the McKinley law went into operation. 

Now, the only question in my mind is, whether the House 
ought to fix the rates proposed in this bill or adopt the rates 

posed by the eee from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER]. 
The rates proposed in this bill, while affording all the protection 
that could be reasonably asked by any interest in this country 
will, I believe, bring the largest return in the way of revenue, 
and therefore I hope the House will stand by this bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in ee to 
the gentleman from West Virginia. He has cited statistics to 
show that more Sumatra tobacco was imported the year before 
the McKinley law was enacted than was imported the year 
after. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Not the year after, but the 
8 x 

Mr. REED. Well, the present year. What was the gentle- 
man’s object in citing those figures? It was to show that the 
rate of duty in the act of 1890 had diminished the use of Suma- 
tra tobacco in this country, but he was obliged, on the sugges- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY], to admit that the ‘figures 
were of no value for that purpose. Now, let me give him some 
figures that are of value, but which he paid no attention to, as 
he as tonearly the whole of the contents of this book. [Laugh- 
ter. 

In- the hearings by the Ways and Means Committee is a state- 
ment upon this subject by Mr. Merfeld, not a gentleman who, 
trying to rob the country as Connecticut persons, whether Dem- 
ocratic or Republican, seem inclined to do [laughter], but a gen- 
tleman seeking to protect himself after the manner of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia. What does he say on this subject? 
I read from page — of the hearings: 

Mr. REED. Has the consumption of Sumatra tobacco been lessened in this 
country by this act? 

Mr. MERFELD. No sir. 

There is a gentleman who knows what he is about, 
who is thoroughly posted on the subject, and who does not have 
to make any deduction for his figures or any equivocation in his 
answer. He says plainly “No, sir.” 

This is testimony given by this gentleman before the com- 
mittee, given against his interest, when he is trying to sustain 
the other side. That, it seems to me, is sufficient answer to the 

entleman from West Virginia, figures or no figures. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. My only answer to the gen- 
tleman from Maine is that when in the hearings before the com- 
mittee I find any statement inconsistent with the official report 
of the custom-house, I take the statement of the custom-house 
as correct, in preference to the statement of a witness. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. Ido not object to the gentleman the 
statement of the custom-house, but that is not what is contra- 
dicted. The statements of the custom-house are true,but the in- 
ference that the gentleman is trying to get this committee to 
draw is shown to be untrue by the statement of a witness who, 
while he may be very much inferior to the gentleman from 
West Virginia in position and in intellect, is very much supe- 
rior in his opportunity to know something about the subject. 
[Laughter and applanes on the Republican side.] 

— MARSH. I move the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, in line 22, strike out the words one dollar“ and insert “35 
cents; ànd in Jine 28 strike out 81.25 and insert 25 cents.“ 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, if the majority of this House 
mean what they said to the people in 1892, upon which repre- 
sentations they were enabled to g themselves into power—if 
they were honest at that time in their declaration that they in- 


tended to tàke off from the shoulders of the people the burdens 


which had been imposed upon them by the McKinley bill, here 
is an opportunity to do something in that direction. ` 

The substitute which I propose is (if I recollect correctly) the 
law as it was in 1883 and up to the time of the enactment of the 
McKinley law. Your bill provides fora duty of $1 per pound 
upon this leaf tobacco. It is designed for protection, not for 
revenue. My only object in offering this substitute is to test 
the sincerity of gentlemen on the other side and to let them 
make their record before the people—to let the people know 
whether their representatives are willing to carry out the dec- 
larations that they made upon the stump. 

It is one thing, my Democratic friends, to go before the people 
and by misrepresentation to capture their votes; and it is an- 
other thing to make your record in this Hall. Your votes here 
will be known to the people. Not less than 40,000 hard-working, 
industrious people in this country engaged in cigar-making have 
petitioned this Congress that this duty of $2 a pound shall be 
taken off of wrapper tobacco and the old duty of 35 cents a pound 
substituted. Why was that duty of 35 cents a pound changed by 
the McKinley bill to $2? It was done by a Republican 
in order to protect tobacco-raisers; it was not for revenue, but 
in large part for protection. Then why are not you on the other 
side willing to assist me now in wiping out that protection and 

piecing this tobacco upon a revenue basis, or upon figures that 
will enable the Government to obtain greater revenue while at 
the same time extending a reasonable protection? 

The proposition embraced in this bill is the sort of unconsti- 
tutional and fraudulent protection that you Democrats all over 
the country undertook to bamboozle the people with in 1892. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] And under 
those false pretenses, under those fraudulent representations, 

ou have brought yourselves into the seats which you occupy 

ere to-day. p Mr. Chairman, if I can awaken the 
Democratic side of this House to a recollection of their declara- 
tions in 1892 I will have accomplished my purpose. 

One gentleman asks me whether I would vote for a strictly 
revenue tariff bill. No, sir; I would no more vote for a strictly 
revenue tariff bill, and in doing so strike down protection, than 
I would take a torch and set fire to the great cities of this Union. 
I would do the one as readily as the other. If last January you 
had touched the torch to the city of New York and burned down 
every building upon Manhattan Island, you would not have in- 
jured the 65,000, 000 people in this country as you have injured 
them by threatening economical legislation of the character now 
presented. [Applause. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the principle 
embodied in the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, by which filler and leaf tobacco are both put at the same 
rate of duty. Lam brought to this conclusion by a pretty thor- 
ough examination of the subject among users and importers of 
tobacco. Every bale of filler tobacco contains more or Jess leaf 


tobacco; and we have a further proof of the difficulty of a proper ~ 


collection of the revenue in the fact that so many cases involv- 
ing these questions have of late been decided against the Gov- 
ernment, which is now paying a number of millions of dollars on 
account of such decisions. 

It would very much simplify the collection of the revenue and 
I believe would very much increase the amount collected, if 
some such provision as that of the gentieman from Kentuck 
were adopted. Iam not, however, in favor of the figures whic 
he proposes; I think that they are too low; but I am in favor of 
the principle of the amendment, as I am glad to observe the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] is. 

925 WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, let us have 
a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] and the amendment to the 
amendment as offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] will be read. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have 
proposed is exactly the present law; and I wish to say that this 
provision was adopted in 1890 not as a prohibitory measure, but 
as a measure of protection. Gentlemen do not seem to under- 
stand the facts in regard to Sumatra tobacco. It is a thin leaf, 
light, tough, and flexible, exactly suited in every particular for 
wrappers, but it is so bitter that any man who might attempt to 
smoke a cigar made entirely from this leaf would quit the. busi- 
ness forever before trying another. And 1 pound of this tobacco 
will go as far as 4 pounds of the domestic leaf. 

Prior to 1890 we had the law largely as now pro in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, in his substitute, 
and under itour people could not sell their tobacco for wrappers 
It all went in as binders and fillers. Out of every 1,300 pounds 
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of tobacco raised in this country about 300 pounds are suitable 
for N and the rest for binders and fillers. Of course 
this brings up the price somewhat for wrappers, and enables 
the farmers to obtain better results for their labor than would 
otherwise be the case. But we put this duty there so that the 
poopie could use American leaf tobacco on their cigars. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, as everybody knows, cigars are a 
matter largely of taste, though sometimes of the eye; and this 
Sumatra leaf tobacco has a wrapper that is better to the eye, but 

*not good to the taste, while the American leaf tobacco, though 
not so desirable in appearance to the eye, is better for the taste. 
Under this law our people have been enabled to sell their leaf 
tobacco for wrappers, and have better prices for their crops than 
before the passage of that law; while at the same time people 
who consume tobacco have been able to purchase American 
cigars—and every man knows that American cigars have been as 
cheap or che per since the passage of the McKinley bill than 
ey ever were before. 

ow, I want to continue this law so that this use of tobacco for 
that purpose may be continued and extended, and for that reason 
I propose to continue the duty. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. DE FOREST] says he wants to continue it as a matter of 
revenue. Well, that may be well enough from his standpoint, 
but the gentleman will not be inconsistent if he advocates it for 
protection, 

Iam informed by the New York Sun, a great Democratic pa- 

r, or by its correspondent, that, notwithstanding the provis- 

on in the national platform, the people in State convention in 
Connecticut passed a resolution unanimously in favor of main- 
taining the present duty on tobacco. Now, the gentleman from 
Connecticut can stand on his State platform on this particular 
paragraph, even if he shifts his position to the national platform 
on the next paragraph. It is only another illustration of what 
I said the other day. The Democratic party at 9 when 
they presented their platform to the people of the Northern 
States did not rest on that, but went to the people and made up 
a false issue. They went to the pope and said they would pro- 
tect their industries if they got into power, that they must raise 
$175 ,000,000 of revenue from tariff and would so adjust it as to 
protect all American labor. 

Another suggestion, Mr. Chairman, in reference to the state- 
ment of the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee a half hour 
ago. He intimated that I had a hand in the pre tion or pro- 
duction of this bill. Why, that was the worst ge that was 
ever made against me. ughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I did not have a hand in it. If he means the bill 
of 1890, why, he iscorrect about that. I am proud of my connec- 
tion with that bill, and I have never denied it; but I had noth- 

to do with this measure. 
r. WILSON of Washington. 
out the last word. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I make the point of order that de- 
bate is exhausted on this paragraph. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But I have moved to strike 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN.- The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Itis not my intention now to 
enter upon a discussion of these matters of free raw material, 
that so materially affect the interests of the State I haye the 
honor in part to represent. But in order to add something, as 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CocKRAN] said, to the 

ayety ” of the occasion, I desire to have a memorial read here, 
ff n order, from the chamber of commerce 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Imake the point of order—not for the pur- 
pose of taking the gentleman off the floor but simply to preserve 
the order of proceeding in the committee—that his amendment 
is not strictly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. The Chair would state 
to the gentleman from Washington that as many amendments 
are pending now as can be offered. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Thisis not anamendment, but 
a Seer or memorial I wish to have read—— 

r r. MCMILLIN. I did not wish to take the gentleman off the 
oor. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

ulry. 

5 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask if I will have the 
right to read this memorial in my own time? 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to proceed 
for five minutes. He has used one minute of his time now. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then Iwill read this memo- 
rial in my own time. I take this opportunity to state that the 
only other chance to get these memorials before the House that 
come to me from my State is through the petition box. If they 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


are presented in that way nobody ever sees them, and nobody 


knows what the views of the people of my State are. I desire 
to read this memorial now, in order to have it placed in the 
RECORD, and I will have plenty more of them as we go along in 
oe discussion, The memorial which I wish to read is as fol- 
ows: 


Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Fairhaven, Wash. 


Whereas many of the natural resources of the eastern and interior por- 

tions cf the United States have been toa great extent developed and the busi- 

ness interests connected therewith brought to their present success and 

ars pt and the manufacturing industries of such localities built up, 

——— Beart immense capital and great diversity, largely by means of protec- 
uties; 

Whereas the State of Washington, in her four years of Statehood which 
have been, in a large degree, years of depression in business on the Pacific 
coast and financial depression and disaster in many parts of the world, finds 
her vast natural resources yet largely sy 1 amet witb her manufac: 
industries in their infancy and with but little diversity, and greatly in n 
of the protective duties which have in years gone by done so much in the 
development of other localities in the nation; and 

Whereas her immense forests, her ee. sms her iron mines, galena 
ores, agricultural fields, and sheep hus ry yield products, nearly all of 
which are brought into aggressive competition with the same products of 
British Columbia, and to remove the pee duties on these products on 
the plea of free raw material for the benefit of the manufacturing plants of 
the East and interior portions of the country, built up under protection 
and yet to be fostered thereby, is virtually a decree that the people of Wash- 
ington shall be hewers of wood and drawers of water for the localities that 
have their manufactories established and resources develo : Therefore, 

Resolved, by the Chamber of Commerce of Fairhaven, State of Washington, 
That, in the interest of the business and development of the State of Wash- 
ington, we respectfully urge that the tariff affecting the products of this 
State may not be removed or modified, and that the people of the new S 
may continue to have the same benefits for their products that those of the 
older States have already received; and we hereby protest against the a 
plication of the punci of protection on the unjust and sectional pasts 
whereby the capital, skill, and labor employed in one kind of production 
shall have a benefit not conceded and accorded to the capital, skill, and la- 
bor employed in other uctions which stand in the same general rela- 
tions with reference to the 8 of foreign countries. 

Approved by the board of trustees of the Chamber of Commerce of Fair- 


haven, Wash., December 28, 1893. 
FRANK J. HAMILTON, President. 
O. H. CULVER, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
arent offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

AYNE]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On 5 division (demanded by Mr. PAYNE}, there were—uyes 70, 
noes 110. 

Mr. PAYNE. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. WILSON 
of West Virginia and Mr. PAYNE. ~ 

ahs = ttee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, 
noes 110. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute is now pending. 

Mr. REED. A substitute for the whole section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute for the whole section, 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER}. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I will ask that it ba again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER]. 

The substitute was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment offered to this substitute by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MARSH]. 

The amendment of Mr. MARSH was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
to the substitute. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

ma division (demanded by Mr. MARSH) there were—ayes 37, 
noes 114. 

Mr. MARSH. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the demand for tellers, 33 gentlemen 
have arisen—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. MARSH. The other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isno other side on the demand for 
tellers. It takes one-fifth of aquorum. The amendment tothe 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] 
is rejected, and the question now is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER]. 

The question being taken on the substitute, it was rejected. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. [offer the following amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
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West Virginia, representing the Committee on Ways and 
M 


eans. 

Mr. BURROWS. How does he represent the Committee on 
Ways and Means? 

r. REED. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear one gentleman at a 
time. 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] was offered in his individual ca- 

acity. It is not an amendment proposed by the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is not an amendment offered by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman as 
offering a committee amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. No amendments have been offered by the 
Committee on Ways and Means or agreed to by that commit- 
tee, and I claim the right to be recognized to offer an amend- 


ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of recognition is entirely in 
the discretion of the Chair. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that is so—— 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair recognized the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose the Chair will recognize both 
sides? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to do so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in debate it has been cus- 
tomary to recognize the opposite sides alternately, and whatever 
may be fair we are willing to do; but as a matter of right it has 
never been the duty of the Chair, and it has never been recog- 
nized by any occupant of the chairas a duty, to alternate from 
side to side in recognizing members to offer amendments, and 
no parliamentarian will risk his reputation by saying so. 

r. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And further, Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
that While it is true that it has never been conceived to be the 
duty of the Chair, and has never been recognized as the right of 
the opposite side’of the House to have alternations in the matter 
of recognition for the purpose of offering amendments, it is also 
the universal custom of whoever is in the chair, and has been 
under all administrations, to recognize the gentleman in charge 
of the bill while he was proposing amendments toit. Istate a 
proposition as broad as the experience of any member of this 
House. The custom is to recognize the member having a billin 
charge first, that he may 1 amendments looking to the per- 
fecting of the text of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Tennessee, that there is no rule,and 
there is no practice, upon which he can found his statement. I 
know, when a committee has proposed certain amendments, and 
the amendments are the result of committee action, sometimes 
the gentieman in er fr of the bill has ren pees to per- 
fect the text of the bill that he has introduced; but that is not 
this case. The gentleman from West Virginia offers this amend- 
ment in his individual capacity as a member of this House, and 
the fact that he is the chairman of the committee gives him no 
more right to recognition than any other member of this House 
in offering amendments. There is one place where the minority 
has the right to be heard. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman 

TheCHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I decline to yield at this moment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well. 5 

Mr. BURROWS. Lhope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman knows that I am always 
courteous, and would not interrupt him without his consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. When the committee framed this bill they 
had it in their power to meet by themselves and to exclude the 
members of the minority of the committee from all participation 
in the proceedings. That was done until the measure was per- 
fected by the committee. But the Committee of the Whole 
House meets in this Hall, in open daylight, when every member 
is the peer of every other member and has a constituency back 
of him, which he happens to represent: and that being the fact, 
I claim that it is the right of every member of this House to offer 
amendments such as he may have in mind. 

Now, if the Chair is to recognize the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means because he is the chairman, to offer 
all the amendments he desires to offer, the result will be that 
gentlemen on that side of the House could pass their amend- 
ments to the chairman of the committee and could occupy the 


two weeks, if necessary, in offering amendments, and absolutely 
preclude the offering of all amendments on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Now, I insist that every member has the right to be recog- 
nized in this committee, and this passing up of proposed amend- 
ments to the chairman and having the chairman determine who 
shall be recognized is based on no authority, no rule, and no 
practice of the House. 

As I said, we are each the equal of every other member in this 
House in our representative capacity, and we of the minority in- 
sist that we have at this time a right to offer any amendments; 
and I propose this as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I think, Mr. Chairman, that 
all of the old members of this House will remember that in all 
the rulings that have been made by any presiding officer, the 
uniform ruling of the House heretofore been that the com- 
mittee reporting a bill have the right to perfect it by amend- 
ments offered, not by the chairman of the committee bec use 
he is the chairman, but offered by the chairman having control 
of the bill on the majority side of the House because he is the 
exponent of the 8 of the committee, and the committee 
presenting the bill has the right, through him, to offer any 
amendments to perfect the bill, which not only excludes any- 
body on the minority side, until he gets through, but also mem- 
bers on the majority side. 

Such has been, I think, the uniform ruling in regard to offer- 
ing amendments to a bill which comes from a committee. They 
have the right to perfect the bill by the amendments which the 
committee has authorized to be offered, and when that is done 
amendments may be offered from other quarters, by the minor- 
ity, or any person may offer an amendment. That, I think, has 
been the uniform ruling in this House to give the majority of 
the committee the righttoofferamendments. Nooneelse would 
have the right to come in advance of the committee having 
charge of the bill; and I think that to recognize the chairman 
to submit the amendments which he desires to do as from the 
committee is in conformity with the rulings and precedents, 
and that he has precedence. I think that is the true ruling. 

Mr. REED. r. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Mississippi show very plainly that this case has been mis- 
understood by him. Thope it will turn out that it has been mis- 
understood by the Chairman. The chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means has not presented to this House any amend- 
ment recommended by that committee. If he did, he wou'd per- 
haps have the right of offering those first, under the rules and 
customs of this House; but there has been no amendment sub- 
mitted even to the Committee on Ways and Means since this bill 
was presented to the House. 

I want ths committee to thoroughly understand that. What- 
ever is presented here is the individual actionof the gentleman 
from West Virginia. Had he seen fit to call the committee to- 
gether to present hisamendmentsand to receive their approval, 
then, according to the customs of the House, the committee 
amendments would come first; but that is not thiscase. The 
case here is simply that an individual member offers amend- 
ments, with no r ghts beyond those which every other member 
has. Heisnot to be permitted to monopolize the time, although 
the committee might. He can not monopolize the time, because 
he is not the organ of the House; the committee would have 
been the organ of the House. 

The ground on which committees are allowed to present their 
amendments first is because they have presumably acted under 
the order of the House. It is a testimonial of the superiority of 
the House over the individual. But no such superiority exists 
in this case. Each individual stands upon his own rights, and 
the injustice of such a proposition as is presented here must be 
obvious to every member. There can ie no custom in such a 
matter as this, because this is a new question and should be de- 
cided upon the basis of general parliamentary law; nor does the 
fact that the gentleman from West Virginia is in charge of the 
bill give him the right to make all the amendments which he 
chooses to propose. Unquestionably he might have a right to 
offer the first amendment, for he would naturally be first recog- 
nized, being in control of the bill; but beyond that his right or 
power does not go. 

If he desires that power as the organ of the House, let him actso 
that he will be the organ of the House, being the organ of the com- 
mittee which has been commissioned by the House. It seems tome 
that all this isso plain that it serves only esa retnforcement of the 
argument of the gentlemen from Mississippi pe HOOKER], be- 
cause his argument is based upon this very idea of the superi- 
ority of the committee, not the superiority of the individual. I 
do not say that it has been the universal custom, without devia- 
tion, inreceiving amendments to pass from one side to the other 
alternately, but I do say that it has been the custom, almost un- 
broken, to pass from one side to the other in amendments, in 
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speeches, and in everything under the five-minute rule. Let me 
say, further, that according to my recollection, the principles of 
general parliamentary Jaw which must govern usabout mat- 
ter, are that it is the duty of the Chairman to so alternate his 
recognitions that both sides may be fairly represented, and that 
can only be done by alternations to a reasonable and suitable ex- 
tent, keeping in mind the fact that the gentlemen on the ma- 
jority side are 50 or 60 superior in number to those on this side 
of the House. But, with that difference, which arises from the 
nature of the case, regular alternations would seem to be the 
fairest and most ay ractice. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, there is no disposition ex- 
isting, nor will there be any manifested, to do injustice to the 
gentlemen who are in the minority on this question. But when 
we come to settle what is the custom and what is right in the 
conduct of these parliamentary proceedings, it strikes me that 
on this side we have demanded and practiced nothing unreason- 
able. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] concedes too 
much in the baginning of hisargument for the good of his cause. 
He concedes that the chairman of the committee was properly 
recognized first for amendments. Now, there is no rule that pre- 
scribes that; custom does, but not the rule. 

Why is the chairman first recognized? Because he has charge 
of the bill and because it has been the universal pae of this 
Hovse to accord to a gentleman in charge of a bill the right to 
have the floor for the purpose of perfecting its text before it is 
subjected to amendment by those who are in antagonism to the 
whole measure. The friends of the measure have that prior 
right and it has been exercised always, and whilst the question 
has never risen before in so sharp a form as it has now, it has 
been conceded always that those in charge of a measure had a 
right to perfect it by ss ig whatever amendments they saw 
fit until it is perfected. Why, the very rules prescribe that the 
amendment which is offered by the party having control of a 
measure shall be acted upon and the bill perfected before a sub- 
stitute can bə voted on. 

The substitute is held in abeyance. Now, let us see how the 
opposite course would operate. Suppose there should come here 
a bill into which fifty errors had crept at the Printing Office or 
in transcribing, and that every time one of those typographical 
or clerical errors was to be corrected a substantial amend- 
ment was permitted to be offered by the other side. Can 
you not see how the committee having charge of the bill might 
take up its whole time in perfecting the text of the bill, and 
might neverreach a point where it could offer substantial amend- 
ments? 

There is another point to which I wish to call the attention of 

the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from Michigan. 
Wh n the McKinley bill was being considered there was a rule 
adopted limiting the time for the consideration of that measure 
to a shorter period than that provided in the order now operat- 
ing. It is within the memory of every member of this House 
who was here during the consideration of the McKinley bill 
that four-fifths of this time was taken up by the chairman in 
charge of the bill, offering his amendments to it. That will not 
be denied. 

Mr. REED. That he did as a member of the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Ohio was in charge of 
the bill. But we never conceived that we had any right to the 
floor until he had been allowed the opportunity to perfect the 
text of the measure. And let me say there never was a single 
one of those amendments submitted to the full committee. We 
were then in the same condition that we are now. The com- 
mittee had framed their bill; they had brought it in here, and 
after it was brought in, from hour to hour and from day to any 
they conceived that it ought to be amended; and they took i 
the . to do it; and properly so. We did not com- 

lain of it. 
5 Now, I want to say, as I said in the beginning, that there is no 
urpose to cut off the right of any cer on this side of the 
Proce or the other to amend this bill; but we do insist that we 
have the right, which has always been exercised and always con- 
ceded, to perfect the text of the bill before the right of general 
amondment begins. 

Mr.REED. Now, I want to make another suggestion to the 
Chair (for I have thought it best to argue the éntire question), 
that in this particular case, while the question of recognition, 
2 to the custom in the House, and perhaps also in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, rests with the Chair, it does not rest with the 
Chair arbitrarily. The gentleman from Michigan was alone 
standing in his place andasking for recognition at the time when 
recognition was given, and the gentleman from West Virginia 
had not risen from his seat. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I rise toa point of order. I would like 
to know what is before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. A question of order is pending. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. What is the question of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, who is entitled to recog- 
greats Bore Chair to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It seems to me the Chair might settle 
that without all this discussion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. The gentleman who has just spoken is perhaps 
more in favor of a settlement than he is of a just settlement. 

Let me read the language of the rule: 


When two or more members rise at once, the Speaker shall name the 
member who is first to speak. 


It is only upon the condition of several members rising at the 
same time that the Chair acquires any right to discriminate. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, Lam quite certain that gen- 
tlemen on the other side will be willing to accord to the minority 
what in right and equity belongs to that minority. It has been 
ana that the Chairman has the right to recognize anyone on this 

oor—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS, Mr. Chairman—— 

0 CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise?s 5 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is pending; and there can 
be but one point of order pending at the same time. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then I rise toa parliamentary inquiry: 
How many times has the same gentleman the right to address 
the Chair on the same point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ona pointof order as often as the Chair 
is willing to hear him. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
ROWS] has the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. I presume a gentleman has the right to 
address the Chair as often as the gentleman from Tennessee has 
the right to interrupt. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is said that the Chair, in Committee of 
the Whole, has the right to recognize whomsoever he may please. 
I concede that the Chair has the power; I deny that he has the 
right. I deny thatthe Chairman of this Committee of the Whole 
has the right to recognize the gentleman from West Virginia 
for all amendments that may be proposed this week or next in 
the consideration of this bill. Yet the position contended for 
would place the whole power of offering amendments with the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

In contending for the right of the minority, I am seeking to 
establish not only the right of members on this side of the 
Chamber, but of members on the other. If it is conceded that 
all amendments must through the hands of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, then you gentlemen on that side of the 
House who may have amendments to offer to this bill must first 
presni them to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 

eans. If he desires to offer them he will do so; if not, he will 
decline; and if he shall have other amendments to offer which 
may take up the entire time of the Committee of the Whole, 
then every other member of this House outside of the chairman 
is absolutely denied any opportunity to offer any amendment, 
or to be heard upon any proposition in this bill except such 
propositions as the chairman of the committee may see fit to 


present. 
Now, the gentleman from Tennessee says that it has been cus- 
tomary to allow the chairman of the committee to perfect his 


bill in the first instance. I concede thatin the consideration of 
the tariff bill two years ago 1 were offered by 
the chairman of the committee, Maj. Me Kinley, to the bill. But 
my friend will remember that that bill was considered by 
graphs. We commenced at the first paragraph of the b 
continued the consideration as long as wecould. Whena 
graph was read the chairman would rise in his place, if he had 
an amendment of the committee, or if he desired to offer an 
amendment himself, and he would be recognized by the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole to offer his amendment to 
perfect the text of the paragraph under consideration, butafter 
that was done the paragraph was open to amendments by every 
member of the committee. No one thought—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit an interrup- 
tion just there? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know the gentleman would not willingly 
mislead the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That bill was read through, and I have the 
rule before me, if the gentleman desires to hear it read. It pro- 
vided that this bill was to be read through first, begin 
with the one hundred and tenth paragraph, which had been 
reached. If I recollect aright, this was on page 16 of the bill, 
whereas there were 140 pages in the entire bill. But it pro- 
vided—and I speak by the book—that when it should have been 
read through entirely, then it should be open to amendments in 


and 
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any part of the bill; and, as a matter of fact, amendments were 
offered in all of its parts. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was not my recollection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman desire me to read it? 
I have it at hand. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no; I take the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is correct. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it does not alter the fact that Lam re- 
ferring to here. That bill in the first place had been considered 
by paragraphs, several pages of it, and for a long time. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Only toacertain point. After 
that the bill was open to amendment anywhere to anyone who 
could happen to get recognition. 

Mr. BURROWS. But at the same time it had been considered 
by paragraphs. The time being short, the entire bill was then 
open to amendment. : 

But I stand simply on this proposition, Mr. Chairman, that we 
of the minority and the members of the committee on the other 
side should have an opportunity to offer amendments. Thegen- 
tleman from West Virginia has offered an amendment, and we 
had the right to offer amendments to that. 

Now, if the whole matter of recognition is to be given to the 
gentleman from West Virginia, we are not only powerless to 
offer independent amendments—for none are in order as amend- 
ments to his amendment exeept they be germane to the subject- 
matter of it—we are not only powerless, then, to offer independ- 
ent amendments, but the result is that those who desire to offer 
amendments on this side, or the other side for that matter, if 
this practice is to prevail, may as well leave the committee at 
a for they have nothing to do with the formation of the 


All I ask for, then, is the right of the minority, and the right 
as well of every member of this House, to participate in the 
amendments, to enable him to reflect the jadgment of his con- 
Pa, I therefore insist on the right of recognition at this 


e. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I assure the 
gentleman from Michigan that there is no disposition on this 
side of the House, nor on the part of the majority of the mem- 
bers of thiscommittee, to prevent him orany other member who 
has an amendment to propose to the bill from offering it and 
having it considered in the time allowed for the consideration of 
such amendments under this rule. 

I did not suppose when we entered on the consideration of the 
bill this afternoon that the few amendments I had lying on my 
desk before me would consume more than an hour’s time of the 
committee; and I supposed, in following the ordinary rule of 

ition, that the member in charge of the bill, who was sup- 

to speak for those who 5 it, should be first - 
nized to make any changes in the bill he desired before the bi 
passed to the consideration of the members of the House gener- 
ally. I say that the reason of that rule, if not its strict language, 
would apply in a case like this as much as if I were s g by 
a direct vote of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The gentleman must take into consideration another fact. I 
offered an amendment to the bill which was merely a formal one, 
simply to perfect the phraseology of the bill, a matter of nospe- 
cial moment, that did not go to the merits of a single schedule 
or rate in the bill,and there was recognized on the other side 
of the House the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], who 
tacked on to my formal amendment a very substantial one that 
did go to the merits of the bill and to the rates it 55 

That amendment oſ the gentleman from New Vork [Mr. PAxNE], 
in a parliamentary sense perhaps, was in order, but was not 
really akin to the amendment that I offered in any other sense, 
and it has been followed up by a substitute offered by the gen 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER], and an amendment to 
the substitute by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH]. 
While, therefore, there has been but one recognition to those 
who are supporting the bill, the Chair has given three recogni- 
tions to those who are opposing that part of the bill: 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ want to add that we are simply doing 
what was done, and what 1 was necessarily done, in the 
consideration of the last tariff bill. I have here on the desk be- 
fore me the official minutes of the Committee on Ways and 
Means for the Fifty-first Congress, and I find that between the 
14th day of April, when the McKinley bill was ordered reported 
to the House of Representatives and the Pence of that bill, 
there was no meeting of the committee at which amendments 
proposed to the bill were submitted to the members of the com- 
mittee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Alitheamendments, then, that were offered to the McKinley bill 
from the middle of Schedule B, when you took it out of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and passed to its consideration under the 
special rule then adopted before you had gotten more than half- 


way through the second schedule of the bill—every amendment 
after that was offered by the chairman of the Committee on 
Waysand Means, without any authority whatever from the com- 
mittee itself and before others were recognized to offer amend- ` 
ments. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for the merits of the question. Isa 
again that I had not supposed that the few amendments which { 
have here upon the desk before me would have occupied the 
time of the committee half of the evening. We desire to clear 
them out of the way, so that members upon both sides of the 
House who desire to amend the bill in the final shape that those 
Tao preparon it will give to it may be recognized honestly and 
evenly by the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule in the matter. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON] if he was on his feet at the time the 
gentleman from Michigan Mr. BURROWS] addressed the Chair? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I had asked for recognition 
from the Chair. : 

Mr. REED. Privately or publicly? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Privately, in the way that 
members get recognition—in the ordinary manner. 

Mr. REED. Now, Lask the gentleman was he on his feet at 
the time the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] ad- 
dressed the Chair? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am not able toanswer that 
question as to whether I was on my feet or leaning on my desk. 

Mr. REED. I saw the proceeding, and the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] was the only man on his feet asking 
recognition at the time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have seen it occur here in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress a hundred times that gentlemen were recognized who were 
sitting in their seats, when there were a dozen men asking for 
recognition from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready torule in this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentlemam from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS] desire to be heard? t 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Michigan 
per BURROWS] has gone into an examination of the record. I 

o not know whether he desires to address the Chair further on 
that point or not. It was with a view of fortifying himself in 
the position he has taken that he desires to examine the record. 
Now, with the indulgence of the Chair, I will occupy a minute 
until the gentleman from Michigan returns. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is in the 
Hall, standing within a few feet of the Chair. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He is examining the record. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not know thatI care to be heard further 
on the point at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of recognition isone which 
the Chair understands to be largely, if not altogether, in the 
discretion of the Chair; and so long as the present occupant of 
the chair has the honor to fill that position he will endeavor to 
be fair in his recognition of gentlemen for and against the pend- 
ing amendments or the proposed amendments to the pending 

Now, the Chair has understood that it has always been the cus- 
tom, under the rules of the House and in committee, to permit 
the gentleman in charge of a bill to first offer amendments, that 
the text may be perfected. Ofcourse if he offers them in be- 
half of the committee they are so much more strongly com- 
mended to thé House. 

But at any rate, the gentleman in charge of the measure has 
the floor to offer his amendments. The gentleman from West 
Virginia had informed the Chair that he had certain amend- 
ments which would occupy but 4 short time this afternoon; and 
as an evidence of the fact that the Chair intended to be fair to 
the minority, he had stated to a gentleman on that side, the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], that it would be well for him 
to be ready with an amendment which he desired to offer, as he 
had informed the Chair, and that the Chair would recognize him 
during the afternoon as soon as the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means had offered certain amendments. 

With a view of ascertaining the previous rulings and the prec- 
edents which should govern the Chair in this unusual position 
in which he finds himself, the Chair had examined, before this 
10 of the House or committee, the practice pursued and 
ado by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union when it had under consideration the bill known as 
the McKinley bill. The Chair found by actual count, unless he 
is mistaken in that count, that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McKinley] in charge of that bill, after the House had the 

i e, similar to the rule under which we are now pro- 
ceeding, which took that bill out of the usual course of its con- 
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sideration in committee—that is, by items and paragraphs—and 
had determined to throw open the remainder of the bill for 
amendment at any point—the Chair finds by actual count that 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. McKinley) was recognized by the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole to offer eighty-eight 
amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before anyone else was recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. I think before anyone else was recognized. 
Gentlemen will find if they will read that debate that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio was interrogated by the minority while of- 
fering amendments as to how many amendments he had in his 
desk. He declined at first to state, and said that he would con- 
tinue to offeramendments until he got through; and if the Chair 
is not mistaken he offered 8 amendments. 

The Chair wishes to say further that gentlemen representing 
the majority on that side of the House offered fourteen addi- 
tional amendments to that bill and were recognized for that 
purpose. Gentlemen representing the minority on that bill were 
permitted to offer nine amendments, and thatisall. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] That is all the amendments that were 
offered to the McKinley bill by the minority after the adoption of 
oe special rule. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. 

The Chair wishes to be fair, and will endeavor to recognize 
gentiemen on both sides of this question during the two weeks 
that this bill is open for amendments. The only question now 
er is the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

est Virginia, and the Chair applies this ruling to only one 
amendment. The Chair does not intimate what his ruling will 
be on the next, but for the present there is but one amendment 
offered—the amendment offered by the gentleman from West 
Virginia—and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] 
desires to offer one. The Chair decides, and he thinks that he 
has discretion to do so, that the gentleman from West Virginia 
is in order in offering his amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sen and in line £ ariko out the words “sod cables and 
cordage made of hemp.“ N 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Is any explanation required 
in regard to that? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to hear the gentleman explain the 
necessity for this amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The reason for inserting the 
words“ New Zealand” and striking out the words ‘‘ cordage and 
cables“ is to prevent any trouble at the custom-house in deciding 
as to what is cordage and cables and what is twine. Cordage 
and cables are made of New Zealand hemp, and in order to make 
it perfectly clear, and so that there may be no dispute as to 
twine, we insert the words New Zealand ” and strike the words 
‘cordage and cables made of hemp” from the paragraph. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Was not this amendment offered in the committee and 
voted down? ; 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. No, sir; not that I remem- 


ber. 

Mr. DALZELL. Was not this identical amendment offered 
in the committee and voted down by the majority? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Ido not remember. 

Mr. DALZELL. I say it was. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I submit that it is not in order to refer to 
proceedings in committee. 

Mr. REED. This evidently is not a committee amendment. 
I understood the chairman of the committee said he does not 
remember whether this amendment was offered in committee or 


not. 

Mr. DALZELL. So far as I remember I offered the amend- 
ment and it was voted down by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. REED. Itis rather a queer practice that the chairman 
of the committee can not only do what the committee authorizes 
him to do, but he can also do what the committee has not au- 
thorized him to do. 5 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I would 
like toask the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
what new information he has in his session that makes him 
think it necessary to offer this amendment—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He has changed his mind. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois (continuing). Since we voted upon 
it in committee? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not concede, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it was voted down in committee. I do not remember 
all of the amendments offered by gentlemen on the other side in 
the committee. Ido not for one moment concede that this was 
offered and voted down by the committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Has any information come to the 


Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means upon 
this subject that was not furnished to the fall. committee at the 
time the bill was under consideration? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If this is an amendment that 
you gentleman voted for in the committee why do you raise any 
objections to it now? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am not raising any objection to 
it. Iam simply asking for the informatien which has changed 
your minds. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose it was voted down in the committee 
because it was offered by a member of the minority and was 
therefore supposed to be bad. It is offered by them now because 
they have forgotten its origin. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendmen 
to the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. MORSE was read, as follows: 


Page 45, schedule 1, paragraph 266, line 2. erase the words “ except bin: '- 
0 Also" binding-twine Von the free list on page 67. Erase paragrap. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I have in my district a very 
large cordage industry, one of the largest in this country. They 
manufacture, among other things, binding-twine toa larga ex- 
tent. This bill proposes to put binding-twine on the free list. 
At present, under the McKinley act, there isa very low duty 
of seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound upon binding-twine. In 
Hongkong, in China, there are cordage manufactories where 
binding-twine is made very extensively, and they have the most 
approved American machinery. The operators in those iac- 
tories are paid 15 cents a day, and subsist on a little rice; and I 
am told when 500 men get up and go to work, another 500 other 
men get into the beds that they have left and the manufactories 
are run night and day. 

Now, I stand here to say that the proposition of putting bind- 
ing-twine on the free list is a great wrong to my constituents. 
There are in New England 12,000 men engaged in the cordage in- 
dustry, or were so engaged before the present awful Democratic 
nightmare overtook the country. Governor McKinley told me 
with his own mouth that the only blot upon his bill was the very 
low duty which it placed upon binding-twine—seven-tenths of 1 
cent a pound; and it is now proposed to wipe out this small pro- 
tection and turn the workmen into the street to crowd other oc- 
cupations or join the army of idle. [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side]. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that there are 12,000 
men engaged in the cordage industry in New England, several 
hundred in my own district, and it is idle for any man to say 
that those industries can be run successfully with free binding- 
twine. The effect of this change will be to transfer that busi- 
ness which now gives employment to American workingmen to 
foreign workingmen, and largely to John Chinaman at that. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MORSE. II it is very brief. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman states that the men who are 
engaged in this business in China are paid 15 cents a day. 

Mr. MORSE. That is correct. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Did not the gentleman vote to admit that 
1 men free into this country and make a speech in favor 
of it? ¥ 

Mr. MORSE. No, sir. Ispoke in favor of restricting Chinese 
immigration. But I did speak in favor of kind, humane, Chris- 
tian treatment of those already here. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I believe in the restriction of Chinese immigration, 
but I would by no means stop there, because worse emigrants 
are coming here from other lands, endangering our institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, it is needless to describe the effect of this bill 
upon the cordage industry, the effect of putting binding-twine 
on the free list, and I denounce the proposition, and I offer in 
good faith the amendment which has been read at the desk. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, in opposition to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], I wish to sa 
to the House that the United States are to-day exporting bind- 
ing-twine by tens of thousands of tons against the competition of 
China, England, and other r on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, to put the tariff back 
on binding-twine would be an outrage on the masses of the peo- 
ple. Gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber have been 
pretending to have unbounded sympathy for the farmers of the 
United States. Now they have an opportunity to prove their 
faith by their works. Every time a measure affecting the farm- 
ers is up here, crocodile tears as big as walnuts roll down the 
cheeks of these tender-hearted philanthropists, who feel so 
deeply for the poor downtrodden farmer. Now, if they are hon- 
est, if they mean what they say, they will vote down the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Massichusetts [Mr. MORSE] to put a 
tariff on binding-twine, because they have a chance in that 
way to help the farmers; but they will not doit, because they are 
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merely feigning a love which they do not feel. Iknow that this 
mutter of binding-twine costs the farmers of this country only 
, $3,000,000 a year, but three millions added to the other burdens 
put upon them helps to bring them to the condition where they 
raise their wheat at less than cost. But every little helps. We 
will cut off this small extortion now and the larger ones when we 
reach them. [Applause.] The geatleman says that 12,000 men 
in Massachusetts are making binding-twine and should be pro- 
tected. This proves the selfishness of the whole iniquitous sys- 
tem. Thirty-five millions of people in this country are directly 
interested in agriculture and seventy millions eat wheat bread— 
when they can get it. [Laughter.] Under the blessings of the 
McKinley bill a great many of them are short on bread just now. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Those 70,000,000 are of more 
account than the 12,000. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Istand for the 35,000,000 bread-makers and the 70,000,000 bread- 
eaters, Iam opposed to fleecing them for the 12,000 binding- 
twine makers and the cordage trust. [Applause.] He says, 
by way of persuasion, that binding-twine is made in Hong- 
kong. I do not care a straw whether it is made in China or Ja- 
pan or elsewhere, let it come free. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] The farmers will get the benefit, no difference 
where it comes from. And I want to make thissuggestion tothe 
gentleman from Massachusetts, aud all the restof the gentlemen 
on that side, that wherever there is an item on the free list in 
this bill they are going to have a most difficult job putting iton 
the protected list. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It will 
be up-hill work for them, sure as they live. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOWERS. Why can you not let the woolen manufac- 
tures come in free as you let wool come in free to compete with 
that produced by our farmers? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am in favor of letting woolens 
come in free. [Applause.] And what is a good deal more, lam 
in favor of letting everything else come in free. [Applause.] 
Thatis my creed. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOWERS. But you will vote to put a duty on manu- 
factured goods, while you let binding-twine in free? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You need not worry yourself about 
me. [Laughter.] I propose to support every amendment to 
this bill that puts anything on the free list or cuts the tariff 
lower. [Applause.] The more of them that are adopted the 
better the bill will be. [Applause.] You can not have too much 
of a good thing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Iam a 
free trader from the sole of my foot to the crown of my head. 
[Renewed applause.] That is the doctrine of nature and of com- 
mon sense. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And I will vote to put every- 
thing under protection—every article of American , 
and that is what the people of this country want. [Applause on 
the Republican tel » 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, let me say that the good 
sense and the ability to comprehend economic questions and eco- 
nomic conditions exhibited by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] who has just spoken are about as great as the intelli- 
gence of a farmer who should kill his hens because they had 
stopped laying, and before they had a chance to begin laying 
again. [Laughter.] The farmers to-day are raising every dol- 
lar’s worth of their farm products for one-half what it cost in 
hours’ labor to raise a like quantity in 1860 by reason of the in- 
ventions that have been made by mechanics working in this 
country in the mechanical industries pe by the tariff. 

Never since this country was settled was the farmer, as com- 
pared with every other class in the community relatively or ab- 
solutely, so well off as to-day. And if any of these inventions have 
been made in Europe, they have been brought to this country to be 
developed. The gentleman can not mention a solitary machine 
made in Europe, or used to-day in Europe that was not invented 
in this country or developed in this country. But for the me- 

chanies who, under our protective laws, invented machines to 
use this binding-twine, you would to-day be binding your grain 
by hand, or binding by material taken from the sheaf. Never 
was there such utter nonsense, such short-sightedness 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri rose. 

Mr. WALKER. You have had your time. Now let me have 
my five minutes. 

. CLARK of Missouri. Do you not know that the reaper 
was invented under the Walker tariff? 

Mr. WALKER. Well, is not that rich! Under the Walker 
tariff!” What do you know about it? [Loud laughter and ap- 
plause.] I know when and where it was invented; and it was 
not invented in this country; it was invented 

Mr. TUCKER and Mr. WASHINGTON rose and endeavored in 
the confusion to make themselves heard. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentlemen to sit down. 

Mr. TUCKER. It was invented in my district. 
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Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman [derisive cries on the Demo- 
cratic side]; well, here is Democratic politeness; here is Dem- 
ocratic decency. You emptied your seats all the time we were 
talking on our side; and we stayed and heard you like gentlemen 
when you were talking on your side. Now let me say that this 
machine was invented in France; but it was never worth a dollar 
until it was brought to this country and perfected. That is the 
fact of the matter. Iam talking by the book. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER] has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi obtained the floor. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Icall the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts was deprived of a large 
part of his time by disorder on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen will bear in mind that the 
Committee of the Whole is the representative of the House of 
Representatives, if not the House itself; and it is hoped that gen- 
tlemen may assist the Chair in preserving order. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Mississippi has been 
recognized. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to raise a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WALKER. It is within the knowledge of the Chair that 
disorder on the floor prevented me from occupying half of my 
time, so that I had, in fact, but two minutes and a half. A 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair endeavored to protect the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts from interruptions, but will, ifthere 
be no objection, recognize the gentleman again. In the absence 
of objection, the gentleman will be allowed to proceed for five 
minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ho 
stored, so that the gentleman from Massachusetts may be per- 
mitted to proceed in order. Any member desiring to interrupt 
him or any other gentleman should rise and address the Chair 
and get permission. The Chair hopes that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be allowed to proceed in order. : 

Mr. WALKER. Let me say that we have the evidence of 
half a dozen farmers whom I consulted on this floor in the Fifty- 
first Congress—free-trade farmers—that taking all the machin- 
ery the farmer uses 0 fe ae he can produce farm products to- 
day with just half the labor cost that they could be produced in 
1860. Iuse that date as a basis, because while much of it was 
invented before then, by the war this machinery was all brought 
into operation; and we are obliged to go back to that date asa 
starting point for all our economic facts. The farmer to-day 
can sell his wheat at one-half what it sold for in 1860, and while 
doing so can pay off a mortgage or any other debt whatever; 
and this is because of the protection we have had on the agri- 
cultural machinery in this country. Yet, when these great ma- 
chines were first invented they sold for 8300 and $100 apiece—and 
plows sold for $25 apiece—when all our agricultural machinery 
was sold at four, five, or six times what it is sold for to- day 

Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. HALL of Missouri rose. 

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HALL], 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, for whom I have a very kind regard, whether he 
can state to members of this committee what it costs the aver- 
age farmer of the United States to raise a bushel of wheat? Get 
down to business principles. Can you give that statement? 

Mr. WALKER, I have not the statements now in my posses- 
sion, but I have looked them up very carefully, and I know the 
facts that I have submitted to be true. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will give us 
his oc pa but if he has not got the information I will give 
it to : 

Mr. WALKER. I want to say that the price of wheat came 
up and was considered thoroughly during the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, when the question was raised, as the gentleman will prob- 
ably remember if he was here, about burning grain. You re- 
member that we burned grain because it was cheaper than fuel. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. They burned it in Kansas, I believe, 
was the statement. 

Mr. WALKER. Yes; and it was proven that they could raise 
grain at that time and burn it cheaper at the price then pre- 
vailing than they could buy coal for that purpose. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Protected coal, you mean. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Andif there had been any plan by which 
they could have raised coal on the stalks just as they raise corn, 
and could have got it at a cheaper price or as cheap, then they 
would not have compelled to consume their corn in that 
way. : 


s that order may be re- 


on whom any reliance can 


834 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 15, 


Mr. CRAIN. They ought to have their coal on the free list; 
it would help them. , 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. With the gentleman’s consent, I will 
state that the price of raising No. 2 wheat is 51 cents and a frac- 
tion a bushel—I mean, of course, the average price throughout 
the country. 

Mr. WALKER. Then, without machinery it would cost 102 
cents; and that is what the gentleman from Iowa wants to de- 
stroy. " 

Me. HALL of Missouri. And, further, a bushel of No. 2 wheat 
can not be sold now except at a loss to the man who raises it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Now, will the gentleman from 
Missouri give the authority for that statement? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will say this, that it is a statement 
of a good many of the agricultural papers in the United States 
as well as the statement of many wheat-raisers. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman if that 
statement is made from cg KEAPER g source, or by anybody 

laced as to its accuracy 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. ell, I thought so, or I would not 
have stated it to the House. 
inn HOPKINS of Illinois. But you are not giving your au- 
ority. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri, I could simply add my own experi- 
ence to the experience of other gentlemen who have made this 
statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But what agricultural paper, rec- 
ognized as authority, indorses the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri which he has just made? è 

Mr. HALL of Missouri, I do not know that I can state ex- 
actly the name of the paper, but I have in my mind Coleman's 
Rural World, a leading agricultural paper, the Journal of Agri- 
culture—I have seen it in several papers, twelve or fifteen per- 
haps; but I do not know whether I state exactly the ones I have 
seen itin. I am not sure, for instance, whether the American 
Farmer contains the statement, and I would not like to under- 
take to specify the particular cases; but there were a number of 
them. Ihave given attention to these matters for a number of 
years, and have taken up each agricultural product and endeay- 
ored to ascertain the factsabout it in the same way, so as to show 
the cost of each one of these products, 

Mr. REED. The cost where? On the farm? 

Mr, HALL of Missouri. The cost of raising it. 

Mr. REED. On the farm? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, am I recog- 
nized or not? {Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
floor just at present. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. In further answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois, I desire to state in response to his question that 
there are agreatmany people in the United States who are vastly 
mistaken as to the average number of bushels of wheat raised on 
an acre in this country. The average in the United States, ac- 
cording to my experience, is about 11 bushels or less, and when 

ou put that at 50 cents a bushel there is not much profit in rais- 
ing it, although improved machinery assists in doing so to a very 
marked degree. f 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My only objèct was to get the 
source of the gentleman's information. He simply gives con- 
clusions which are disputed by a great many ple. I myself 
do not believe that the conclusion of the gentleman is correct, 
and I desired, therefore, the:sources of his information for the 
purpose of investigating it. 

Mr. COX. Where did you got your information from? 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Well, whenI take the floor on this 
question I will give the gentleman that information. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the argument 
made by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] reminds me a good deal of an utterance ofa half-witted 
fellow down in my county, who, lees personally acquainted 
with three men who were one-eyed and who were 6 feet high, 
attributed the fact that they were 6 feet high to the fact that 
they had butoneeyeapiece. [Laughter.] Nobody in this whole 
wide world disputes the fact that not alone in our land, but in 
England, in France, in Germany, in Australia, and in Canada, 
men can produce wheat to-day at half what they could produce 
it for forty years ago. 

Nobody disputes that as civilization goes on, and the inven- 
tions of men come into play, that all things can be produced 
cheaper for the children of men. The point isnot that. The 
point is whether the men who are following the natural occupa- 
tions of life—not the hothouse industries into which they have 
been called by legislation—have procured, not a greater facility 
for 33 but whether they have as great a pom: Rad 7 5 

ught to have procured, and whether they have been deprive 


of their share of the increased facility by being hampered 
and burdened, in the advance of civilization, by taxes that have 
been laid upon them for the benefit of other people and to their 
own detriment. 

We produce wheat tocar cheaper than ever before. We get 
more out of it than we before. We can buy more woolen 
cloth for it than we could before, and God knows they can buy 
still more in England, where the farmer, after he has raised his 
wheat and sold it, is not to be taxed when he goes to buy the 
cloth. They can get more there where the farmer is not taxed 
when he goes to harvest his wheat for the very binding-twine 
which he pos upon it. The question after all A a question of 
unearned increment. Here, asin land, there is an increment that 
comes with civilization from invention and improved machinery 
and new processes of production, and the question is not whether 
men are better off, but whether they are as much better off as 
they ought to be if the division was fairly made between them in 
the several industries. 

Say whatever you please, this whole discussion is in this 
2 It is a question between the interests of the manu- 

acturers of the United States and the interests of the farmers 
in the United States, You have carried things on in your way 
until you have over half the wealth of the United States concen- 
trated within the nine manufacturing States of the Union. And 
now a gentleman of national reputation, of international repu- 
tation, stands here, and for the benefitof twelve thousand men, as 
his colleague from Massachusetts says, wants to tax every farmer 
in the United States upon binding-twine. And when he taxeshim, 
whom else does he tax? Every man who buys the wheat from 
him which is harvested, every man who buys the flour which is 
made out of the wheat. And for what purpose? To diversify 
industries and to enable twelve housed: men in Massachusetts 
to make money out of you and me that God and nature did not 
give them the right to make, but which you choose to give them 
by legislation the opportunity to make. 

The voice of the Cordage Trust is heard in the land. That is 
about what is the matter with a great deal of this sort of thing. 
What difference doesit make to the farmer that Mr. Whitney in- 
vents acotton gin, if they come to Washington and make me pay a 
hundred dollars more for the cotton gin than I could get ft or 
if I had the markets of the world in which to buy? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

(iare the hammer fell.] 

r. REED. Now, Mr. Chairman, that meets the approval of 
the Democratic party, and therefore seems to be worth noticing. 
I would like to ask a question of those gentlemen who applauded. 
They need not allanswer atonce. If this tax which is put on the 
farmor is immediately turned over to the bread-eater, what has 
the farmer to complain about? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will answer the question. 
I did not say that every bit of it went over to the consumer. I 
said that in taxing the farmer you taxed the consumer, too. 
Whenever you tax these things the burden is shifted to some 
extent, in a market where one man bargains with another, and 
part of it remains upon the farmer and part of it goes to the 
consumer. In a year when the 8 of farming as to 
prices are hard the farmer pays it all and the consumer has 
the benefit. It is like invention itself. A part of the invention 
goes to labor, a part ol it is gars and a part of it goes to the 
consumer, and all things are divided that way, whether it be an 
invention that is a benefit or a tax which is a burden. 

Mr. REED. I wish “eros to remark that when the gentle- 
man has spread himself all over creation, he will find that the 
taxation that he spreads over is very thin on the individual. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia and then the 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

The amendment was,again reported. d 

The CHAIRMAN, o question is on the amendment to the- 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced thatthe 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the amendment 
to the amendment was read at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was read. 

Mr. MORSE. But the amendment to the amendment was not 


read, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was under the impression that 
the amendment to the amendment was read, but is informed b: 
the Clerk it was not; therefore the Chair will direct the Cler 
to read the amendment to the amendment as offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, 

The amendment to the amendment was read. 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment; 
and the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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The amendment offered by Mr. WILSON of West Virginia was 


agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I 
other amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
PRE mie e all rin ae „and in Uns 13. after the Perg — E a 
insert “including all cotton duck.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Where does that amendmentcome in? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 41, paragaph 252, line 12. 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have that reported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the amend- 
ment, it is to include and increase the duty on cotton duck 5 per 
cent? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. This amendment makes 
certain where cotton duck would be classed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman says it would make ‘certain; ” 
but that is not an answer to my question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Ihave answered the gen- 
tleman. If we do not make certain what the amount is, no one 
can say what the present rate would be. It is a decrease by 10 
per cent of the present ad valorem rate on part of the cotton duck, 
and it makes 25 per cent of what was 40 per cent in the Mills bill. 
In your own bill which was passed by the Fifty-first Congress 
this duty, I think, was reduced. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it not increase the duty 5 per cent above 
what it was when the bill was reported? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. That can not be posi- 
tively affirmed, for the gentleman himself does not know what 
the duty was. This makes certain what the duty is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it not change it from aclassof goods in 
reference to that particular kind of goods different from what it 
would pay duty on? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. That is exactly the ques- 
tion of fact in dispute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any question but that it does do that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ar . Thatis the question that 
isin dispute. Perhaps the gentleman is right and perhaps the 
gentleman is wrong; I am not 9 to say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is in the right direction, I will say to the 
gentleman. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It is a material reduc- 
tion, bringing the duty to nearly two-thirds, upon a part, of the 
existing rates that you have in the McKinley bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman if the manufac- 
turers of Baltimore did not state that this would increase the 
duty 5 per cent, as reported originally by the committee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Any fear that they en- 
tertained that it would be classed lower is removed by this 
action. 

Mr. PAYNE. They undeystood that it would be an increase, 
as reported by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. Perhaps they did. They 
had good ground for that conclusion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman concludes that as coarse 
cotton goods, as cotton ducks, have this increase, why not propose 
to offer an increase for the fine goods, which actually need it, 
and which we can not make without it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will answer the gen- 
tleman that fine goods are provided for at a higher rate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But should they not pay a higher duty, as 
they involve a larger amount of labor? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. Ofcourse the ad valorem 
follows the value, and, as I said before, the ad valorem provided 
for is higher than this upon the fine goods. 

Again, as to this being an article of coarse thread, that is true 
only in a limited sense. The gentleman from Maine knows that 
while this may not count more than fifteen threads to the square 
inch under a certain strict construction, yet each of these threads 
has a great many smaller threads within it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iknowallabout that. ~ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I know the gentleman 
does. He is only asking questions in order to be entertaining, 
which I appreciate very much. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, my inquiry was simply for 
this purpose, aside from any joking. I agree entirely the 
increase which it is proposed to make in cotton goods, but I wish 
to say to the gentleman that the necessity for an increase on fine 


offer an- 


cotton goods in which there is larger proportionate amount of- 


labor is still greater. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. They have arate now; 


and I shall be glad to hear the gentleman upon thatsubject when 
we reach those articles in this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is more protection proportionately 
where there isacomparatively small amount of labor than on the 
finer goods where there is a larger proportion of labor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman under- 
stands cotton duck, and he also knows that when you count the 
fine yarn in the square inch there is not an article in the cotton 
schedule that has as many fine threads as these large threads 
contain that com cotton duck. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not object to this increase, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is in the right direction; only there should be more of it 
where it is more needed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. But the gentleman’s 
argument does not appear to be very sound. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I had a sort of idea that there 
would be an amendment offered to increase the duty on cotton 
duck ever since I read the protest from the city of Baltimore 
against the reduction proposed in this bill. I have not much 
doubt that the manufacturers of Baltimore think they can pro- 
ceed to make cotton duck under what is granted them by the 
committee without a very large reduction in the wages of their 
employés. In other words, this seems to be another concession 
to “our people“ in the interest of protection. 

But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] very well asks 
our friends on the other side: Why do you not go all along the 
whole line, and when you are dealing out protection in this in- 
dustry give it not only in cotton duck, but in all the manufac- 
tured articles; give if not simply on coarse goods, but give an 
increased ad valorem duty on the finer goods,and thus enable 
the people who are engaged in this industry to get fair living 
wages for their work? Why discriminate against one American 
laborer while conceding protection to another? It seems to me 
only an additional step in the direction in which this committee 
have gone toward making a bill that is protective once ina 
while, sometimes by accident, though in this case it seems to be 
by design, while in other directions it is not protective; and 
that is never by accident, but always by design. 

Theamendment of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 69, paragraph 415, line 21, at the end of line add, and sweat-leath- 
ers, bindings, bands, and tips, when cut to length for trimming felt or wool 
hats;“ so that the paragraph will read: 

“ Braids, plaits, iaces, and similar manufactures composed of straw, chip, 

avs, bonnete, and hoods. and sweat leathers, Findings Sands, and tips, 
WEAN cut to length for trimming felt or wool hats.“ 

Mr. EVERETT. That is inconsistent. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then that makes it in harmony 
with the rest of this bill, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be 
again reported. ; 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr.PAYNE. Iwish the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means would state what was the duty on these articles in 
the bill as originally reported. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I have no data by which I 
could give the gentleman that information; these articles are 
nowhere specially named in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then they were included among articles of 
this class not otherwise provided for ata duty of 30 per cent? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Theyareincludedin several 
schedules. - 

Mr. PAYNE. This is a manufactured article, of course. 

Mr. COOMBS. It is not made in this country. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Not to any extent; it never has been. 

Mr. PAYNE. We had this matter before the Committee on 
Ways and Means in 1890. This class of manufactured articles 
has been on the dutiable list, I believe, ever since the Walker 
tariff. It is a finished manufactured product. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I suppose that the explanation of this 
proposition is that it is a concession, a ‘‘sop,” offered to the hat- 
makers of this country, who are very much agitated over the 
duties in this bill. I suppose this is a little sugar-coated pill of- 
fered to the laborers in that branch of industry. The commit- 
tee promise to wipe out two or three other industries for the 
perpa of trying to get the hat-makers to submit to their bill. 

f course they can not do it in any such way as this. Of course 
the amendment will be adopted. Of course any amendment 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
will be adopted; but in behalf of the men who manufacture these 
articles I simply wish to offer my protest and have the House 
understand it now. : 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is designed 
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to assist an industry which has never been assisted under Re- 
publican management. Wherever the tariff legislation of that 
party has benefited the hat industries 5 per cent by a tariff for 
protection, it has injured them 25 per cent by tariffs on their 
raw miterial. The object on this side of the House is to give 
the hat industries of this country a chance that they never have 
had before. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. Coomps] 
whether this amendment has been offered at his suggestion. 

Mr. COOMBS. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to know where this 
industry is that the gentleman from New York [Mr.CoomBs]says 
the amendment is intended to benetit. 

Mr. COOMBS. All through New Jersey; and Brooklyn has a 

art of it. 
3 Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What industry is it? 

Mr. COOMBS. The hat industry—the manufacture of felt and 
wool hats. s 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Are these establishments found in 
your district? so 

Mr. COOMBS. Some of them are—notin my present district, 
but in my former district. Iknow the industry thoroughly; dad 
I know that it is an industry that should be encouraged. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then this amendment is for the purpose of en- 
couraging the hat-makers? j 

Mr. COOMBS. It is for the pr pose of encouraging the manu- 
facture of hats by taking off the burdens under which that in- 
dustry has labored heretofore. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Mr. Chairman, a gentleman on the other 
side of the House has asked the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CoomBs] whether this amendment has been offered at his sug- 
gestion or whether he is interested as a representative in this 
kind of industry. I want to say that I am most emphatically in- 
terested. The town of Danbury, in which I suppose more of the 
fur-hatting business is carried on than in any other place in the 
United States, is in my district. Now,it has been stated by emi- 
nent authority that four thousand or more men who are now out 
of employment in Danbury, locked out of the shops there, owe 
their unfortunate condition to the proposed change in the tariff. 
Nothing could be farther from the truth; nothing could be more 
false than that assertion. 

The fact is that the suspension of operations in the hatting 
factories of Danbury is due to a persistent effort on the part of 
manufacturers there to crush out the *‘ trades unions.” The fact 
is that this effort has been carried on almost from the time the 
McKinley bill went into operation. The manufacturers told 
their employés that if they would come down here to Washing- 
ton and go before the Ways and Means Committee when the 
McKinley bill was under consideration, and advocate the duties 
proposed in that bill, it would inure totheir benefit. Thoseem- 
ployés came here, and the duties were secured. 

ut almost before those men had returned, the manufacturers 
began to talk about the necessity of reducing their force and of 
cutting down their expenses and of turning away certain of 
their employés. They began to talk about changing the ar- 
rangement which had been maintained there between the trades 
unions and the manufacturers’ association for seven years, to the 
great benefit of all concerned. And because the men would not 
yield to the proposition which was made by these manufacturers, 
they shut the shops. The closing of those shops had no con- 
nection with this proposed change in the tariff law. 

But I have been there myself and talked with these 4,000 men 
who have been locked out, or some of them, the men whose 
names have been used by gentlemen of high authority in the 
course of this controversy, in support of the proposition that the 

resent depression in business is caused by the proposed change 
i the tariff. I say I have talked with the men representing 
these 4,000 operatives out of employment, and not one that I met 
or talked with desired to have the present duty retained on the 
manufactured hats, but they were unanimous in their desire to 
have the materials put on the free list and that as soon as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was this change made at your suggestion? 

Mr. DE FOREST. It was, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. How long have these men been locked out? 

Mr. DE FOREST. Since sometime in November. 

Mr. PAYNE. Last November? 

Mr. DE FOREST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. About the time that men were becoming idle 
all over the country? 

Mr. DE FOREST. I understand the Ante tb of the gentle- 
man, but if he will take the pains to look into the manifesto is- 
sued by the manufacturers of Danbury, Conn., he will see it con- 
tains the assertion that the suspension of operations in the hat 
pnug tariff bill is utterly false and 


industry is due to the 
fact. 


without auy foundation 


Mr. PAYNE. Did not the manufacturers claim that in view 
of the condition there and throughout the country they must 
reduce wages? 

Mr. DE FOREST. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was it not because of the state of trade and the 
condition of finances generally? 

Mr. DE FOREST. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why was it? 

Mr, DE FOREST. It was on the grounds of their inability to 
come to any arrangement with the trades unions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Exactly; the trades union wanted higher wages 
and the manufacturers lower wages. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] Oh, gentlemen, you need not laugh; I will 
give you the facts before I am through. 

Mr.DEFOREST. Thetradesunion simply desired tocontinue 
the arrangement under which the business was then being car- 
ried on throughout the country, I will say in answer to the 
question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, now, please answer the question I have 
asked you. Was it not use the manufacturers claimed that 
they must pay lower wages because of the uncertainty of tariff 
legislation by this Congress? 

Mr. DE FOREST. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was it not a fact that because of the uncer- 
tainties of the tariff the manufacturers could not carry on their 
business without a reduction of wages? 

Mr. DE FOREST. They claim 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Did not they try to reduce wages 
on that ground? 

Mr. DE FOREST. I will tell the gentleman. They said it 
was necessary to make different arrangements with the trades 
unions in favor of lower prices because of domestic competition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now there has been a good deal of amusement 
here, especially on the other side, in the last minute or two, be- 
cause I asked the gentleman the question if the manufacturers 
did not want to reduce the wages. Why should they not want 
to reduce them? They are mere human beings like ourselves. 
I have never claimed otherwise. [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side.] They do not go out into the streets like our 
friend from Ohio | Mr. JOHNSON] and hunt up men to pay higher 
wages to. WhatI want todo is to put the manufacturersof this 
country in condition such that they can pay higher wages; and 
one thing is certain, that the workingmen of this country, or- 
ganized as they are, when the manufacturers shall have been 
enabled to pay higher wages, will compel them to do so. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. But, on the other hand, if you deprive the manu- 
facturers of the 77 of paying high wages, if you take from 
them the sale of their commodities at a fair living rate, then 
youdeprive them of the power of paying higher wages, and they 
can not do it whether the men they employ are organized or 
not. That is the difference, and I hope some of you will under- 
stand it now. 5 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. . 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman, as I understand it 

Mr. COCKRAN. I simply wanted to ask my colleague one 

uestion. : 
3 The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I wanted to ask the gentleman whether he 
considers that the rate of wages depends on the demands of the 
trades unions or on the law of supply and demand? 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is the question I wanted to ask the gen- 
tleman myself. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, please let us have an answer to the 
question. I don’t want miscellaneous information. I asked the 
gentleman a direct question on that subject, and hope he will 
give a direct answer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, what I said was simply this, that 
you must give a man the ability first to pay the wages. If he 
can get enough for his commodities to enable him to pay the 
high wages, he will be able to do it. 

Mr. COC KRAN. But will he do it? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes; every time. 

Mr. PAYNE. He will not do it of his own free will, unless he 
is compelled to do it by trades unions. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] The trades unions will compel him and can compel 
him to do it if he has the ability to do it. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman answer cne more ques- 
tion? Did Mr. Carnegie and the proprietors of the Homestead 
works have abundant means to meet their laborers’ demands 
when the strike occurred there? 
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Mr. PAYNE. I do not know. I am not familiar with Mr. 
Carnegie’s business. If he can make steel rails as cheaply as my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] says he can under his two hun- 
dred and two patents, then he did have the ability. If he can 
not make them as cheaply, then he may not have had the abil- 
ity. I have never seen any investigation of that strike that 
threw any light on the subject as to whether Mr. Carnegie had 
the ability or not. 

Mr.COCKRAN. The last statement explains the gentleman’s 
position. He has evidently spoken without information on the 
whole subject. [Laughter on the Democratic side and cries of 
derision on the Ba side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, my friend is up to his old tricks. I want 
to say one thing s 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I want to ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend until order is re- 
stored on the floor. The committee must proceed in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to pay one thing more to my colleague. 

Mr. COCKRAN. If my colleague from New York desires to 
ask me any further questions, I am willing to answer them. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to make one further observation in an- 
swer to the gentleman’s last jocose remark, which seems to have 
been taken for an argument on the gentleman’s side of the 
House, 

Mr. COCKRAN. There is no demand for anything else. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwantto say in referencs to Mr. Carnegie, that 
if reports are true, a Democratic member of the committee 
which investigated that strike said, when he had found out what 
the wages paid to Mr. Carnegie's men were, that they were the 
highest wages that he ever heard of in this country or any other. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. And yet, Mr. Chairman, when the trades 
unions sought to maintain those wages, they were met by bul- 
lets. [Cries of Oh!“ onthe Republicanside.] They were met 
by bullets in the hands of the hired assassins of a protected in- 
dustry. [Applause on the Democratic side and manifestations 
of derision on the Republican side.] 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I thought the Democratic governor sent 
the militia down there. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Ves, the Democratic governor sent the of- 
ficers of the law to supplant the volunteers of anarchy and of 
assassination. {Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Did they not carry some bullets down there 
with them? 7 

Mr. COCKRAN. They did, but they did not have occasion 
to use them, for those men, and I may say all the people of this 
country, have re shown their readiness to submit to law, 
just as they are ready to resist oppression, invasion, and armed 
aggression in the hands of any unauthorized power. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] And the whole question, Mr. Chair- 
man 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am glad I am going to have my friend's 
assistance in asserting the rights and dignities of this House. 
which have been trampled upon 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman may always rely upon my 
assistance to maintain the dignity and the rights of this House 
when he first shows that he understands them himself. [Ap- 
plause and laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will show you to-morrow morning after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from New 
York, my colleague[Mr. PAYNE], has placed this question before 
the committee in a shape in which it can be disposed of in the 
briefest possible space. He tells us that the theory upon which 
this protective system is maintained is to stimulate the profits 
in the hands of the manufacturers, and then trust to the trades 
unions to get those profits out of the manufacturers. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] We believe in putting the profits in 
the first instance into the hands of the laborers. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ' 

Mr. WALKER. How? 

Mr. COCKRAN. By increasing tho demand for their labor 
and increasing production in this country. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BLACK] says the object of this bill is to reduce wages and make 
this country less attractive to immigration. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] š 

r. COCKRAN. I am not responsible for the statement of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] or the statement of 
any other gentleman, as I imagine that the members of the Re- 
pnblican minority do not want to be responsible for all that is 
said by the gentlemanfrom Maine. [Laughter on the Demo- 
sratic side.] 


g Mr. BOUTELLE. But you are standing on the same plat- 
orm 

Mr. . I did not quite understand the gentleman's 
remark. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But you and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BLACK] 1 to bs standing upon the same platform. 


Mr. COC KRAN. We make no pretenses. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You declare yourselyes—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. We make statements in the English lan- 
guage, which this House is competent to understand. So faras 
Lam concerned I know, and so far as the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. BLACK] is concerned I believe, that we both want to 
state the truth aboutevery matter on which weaddress the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then you want to get within about 4 miles 
of each other if you are going to try tostand upon the same plat- 
form. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, the platform of the Demo- 
cratic party is not only 4 miles wide, but 3,000 miles wide. It is 
wide enough to cover all the people who dwell in this universe. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.“ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is it wide enough to take in 
Hawaii? [Great laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Yes, that platform can take in the largest 
as wellas the smallest, the United States as well as Hawaii. the 
gentleman from Maine as well as the gentleman from Washing- 


ton. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. God save the Queen! [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] 

Great confusion in the Hall. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] has the floor. The committee will be in order. Gen- 
tlemen standing in front of the Chair will please resume their 
seats, and the committee will suspend business until orderis re- 
stored. The Chair can not maintain order unless the commit- 
tee will assist him. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire rather tostate my own 
position than to have my friendly colleague from New York[Mr. 
CocKRAN| state it for me, because I have noticed that he is in 
the habit of stating part of the truth, half truths, and of forget- 
ting to state the whole truth. What I said was this: That we 
proposed to furnish to the manufacturer a market for his com- 
modities. [repeated it three or four times—a market for his 
commodities, so that he might be enabled to convert them into 
cash, that he might have tue wherewithal to pay his laborers; 
and when you give him that, when you give him that market, 


you th him in a position : 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Louder.“ 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Where, if his laborers come to 
him demanding pay for their work Doy might getit. What 
5975 was that cried “louder?” [Laughter on the Republican 
side. . 

They might get pay for their work. My friend has seen fit to 
go to the Homeste:d strike, that unfortunate matter, unfortun- 
ate to the men engaged in it, unfortunate to the employers, un- 
fortunate to the people connected with them. What does that 
illustrate? Simply that the passions of men became unbridled; 
and they quarreled over the subject of wages, itis true. It was 
unfortunate for the men, unfortunate for the proprietors; but it 
was something that might have occurred anywhere els» in the 
world, and while thess men were fighting for their rights more 
than 100,000 men in free-trade England, which you praiseso much 
for her commercial system, were wandering up and down that 
isle seeking for work on a question of a reduction of their wages. 

Such questions will arise wherever there are men with human 
nature; and it does not argue in favor of one system or another. 
What we conten lis, that with this grand market, with consum- 
ers who are also producers; whoare consumers because they are 
producers; who get the power to consume from the high wages 
they get from their employers—by this system employers can sell 
their products and sell them at a fairer price and pay a fair 
amount to every man whois willing to give his brainand musc'e 
as 5 in this country. [Applause on the Republican 
side. , 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman has done us the favor of 
stating that he would place his own position before us in such 
a way that we would not only have half the truth, but a larger 
proportion of it. But as he does not say that he gave us the 
whole of it, I leave it to him to say whether that is all the truth 
or whether he has an installment in reserve. 

M. PAYNE. I would say to my friend 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iam glad to yield to the gentleman. ,„ 

Mr. PAYNE. I can talk longer than five minutes on this sub- 


ject. 3 
: Mr. COCKRAN. But the point of the gentleman’s argument 
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that struck me with the greatest force was that admission of 
the breaking down of the machinery of distribution of profits 
on which he has based his reliance in the case. The trades 
union is the only method of distribution which he can name, and 
I challenge him to name another which will force the manufac- 
turer to divide his profits with his laborers. Iask him how it 
worked in Homestead? Is there any union man employed there? 
Who is going to regulate the distribution of these profits now, 
in view of the fact that the very labor unions were wrecked in 
the contest for what they believed to be their share? I want the 
gentleman to answer that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have already stated the enormous price paid 
for wages at Homestead 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is too wide a distribution. 

Mr. PAYNE. Whether that was all of the profits that that 

lant could pay or not I do not know, and my colleague does not 
ow, but the results of that strike were these: Because the 
owners of those mills were willing to take a loss of hundreds of 
thousands rather than pay the higher wages, the inference is 
that these employers had given their employés the extreme 
limit of wages they could afford to pay. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Why could they afford hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars to fight them? Why would it not have been 
better to have made thatadistribution and preserved the peace? 

Mr. PAYNE. Because they thought it was better to lose per- 
haps two or three hundred thousand dollars for a few months 
than to increase wages for a lengthened period of time in a meas- 
ure that would perhaps—I do not know—but that would perhaps 
ultimately destroy their business. [Derisive cheers on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] ; 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have the statement 
in full at last. Now we can go to the country. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. > 

Mr. COCKRAN. What äoes the gentleman from Maine de- 
sire? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido notwant to interrupt the gentleman’s 
effort to exhaust all the information on every subject two days in 
succession. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Oh, I should never have attempted to talk 
to the gentleman from Maine if I wanted toexhaust information. 

ughter.] I do not wish that remark to be misunderstood, 

owever. I do not mean to say that the gentleman from Maine 

is barren of information, but I mean to say that his information, 
such as it is. is exhaustless. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman has applied that same re- 
mark to nearly everybody; now, why not go on and apply it to 
everybody except himself, and then he will have it all his own 
way? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Oh, no; I have applied it to you alone. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You have applied it to at least three gen- 
tlemen already. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, if I stated that any gentle- 
man was exhaustless except the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BOUTELLE], I did violence to the facts of history. [Laughter.] 
I move to strike out the last word now, so that I may get down 
to that basis of reason which has been established by my col- 
league [Mr. PAYNE]. 

We have, then, this proposition, that it was better for these 

rotected employers to have spent hundreds of thousands of dol- 
Ts to settle this question of wages, by reducing them, than to 
distribute that amount among their employés. But what was 
the method by which they accomplished the reduction? Why, 
by striking down the trades unions themselves, which my col- 
league [Mr. PAYNE] declares are the sole means of regulating 
wages by the distribution of profits. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratie side. | 

Now, if this method of distribution, which is the only one my 
colleague can suggest, ina f be broken down as a salutary exer- 
cise of the power of capital, what is leftfor the 3 of the 
laboring man to enable him to get his share of thisrobbery which 
you have made universal under the pretense that he was to be 
the chief beneficiary of it? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 5 the gentleman 
from New York precisely what my view of this economic ques- 
tion is, and of the reason why these hard times to which he has 
referred are upon us. It is because your method of distribution 
was unequal, was unjust, wus' in the nature of pillage rather than 
of division. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Why are the laborers hungry and the manufacturers comfort- 
able? What basis of division is that which enables these em- 

loyers tolook forward to this winter with composure, which 
‘orces the men over whose fate you gentlemen shed your tears, to 
wander inthestreets hopeless, homeless, without food or shelter, 
while all around them the favored objects of your legislation are 
dwelling in comfort as a result of that legislation? [Prolonged 
applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, Jack Cade exhausted that 
style of argument more than five hundred years ago. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is faulty in 
his history. Jack Cade lived several hundred years ago. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I am exceedingly sorry that, 
with all the répertoire of cloguence which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CookRAN] has at his command, he should resort 
so frequently to that portion of it which is merely physical. 
[Laughter.] I want to present this matter simply and in a few 
words. The gentleman from New York wants to know why itis 
that men are traveling about the streets without work, and he 
eee itis because of the McKinley law—— 

. COCKRAN. The gentleman is mistaken. He certainly 
does not wish to misquote me. 

Mr. REED. Notatall. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Isaid—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr. REED. . iar je @ e 

Mr. COCKRAN. I wish simply to make a statement of what 
I did say. I did not say that the suspension of industry now was 
due solely to the McKinley law. It is the result of long years 
of a false economic system. What I did say was that it was ex- 
traordinary that when the suspension came the workingmen 
should be plunged immediately into want, while the employers 
do not seem to have met with serious disaster. 

Mr. REED. That is I eB api i what Iam calling the attention 
of the committee to. 6 gentleman from New York, instead 
of giving reasons, which I think he knows, has seen fit to substi- 
tute attacks. 

How easy it is to respond to thatin a similar strain, and to 
say that the reason why the laborer is walking the streets to-day 
is the unfaithfulness of the Democratic party to their duty; be- 
cause to-day all industry is arrested by reason of the mere threat 
of adopting another system. 

The gentleman has indulged himself both to-day and on Sat- 
urday last in expressions of contempt for our industrial system, 
because under threat of changes business is paralyzed, and be- 
cause the accumulated wealth of this country is too little to tide 
it over the difficulty. But unfortunately, throughout all the 
language which he has used on this subject, there went this can- 
tinuous error; he made no distinction between wealth which is 
be and wealth which is intended to produce consumable 
wealth. 

There is an immense amount of unconsumable wealth which 
is used in the production of other wealth existing in this country 
and in other countries; butfrom the very nature of the case, the 
amount of consumable wealth that there is in any country at any 
time is exceedingly limited. And I say to the gentleman that 
the strike of the British coal miners in free-trade England had 
the effect of putting a large portion of the population in that 
country in the condition of desolation in which ours is to-day. 
And in free-trade England and everywhere else in this world, 
when there is a suspension of business to the extent that there 
is now in this country, there will be a similar result. 

Now, let me come for a moment to this question of wages. The 
gentleman says that it depends upon supply and demand. I say 
that is an utterly exploded doctrine. 1 re ene upon the 
amount of the market, and also upon the nature of the working- 
man himself. [anticipate what the gentleman is going to say 
in response to the suggestions of other gentlemen on his side, 
that what they need is a more extensive market; that what 
they need is to go forth to the rest of the universe and obtain a 
market; and the method they propose is to obtain a market 
somewhere else by giving up the market that we have here. 
Applause on the possan side.] But we on our side believe 
in enlarging the market in a different fashion. We do not mean 
to go to the ends of the earth and struggle with the cheaper 
labor of the whole world. What we mean to dois to elevate the 
market of this country by giving higher wages to the laborers, 
and thereby constituting a market as broad as our production. 
7 ¥ 

Now, let me say another thing. This is a selfish world; there 
is not a shadow of doubt about it. We are each of us seeking 
our own good, or our fancied good. Weareeach of us endeavor- 
ing to obtain the best we can out of life; free trade or protection 
makes no difference in human nature in that respect. Men in 
this country and men abroad are endeavoring to obtain what 
they can for wages and what they can for profit, and in this 
struggle there are certain underlying fundamental pinap 
among which is this: that when men reach a certain stage of 
civilization—supply or demand, or what not—they are going to 
have their wants supplied or they are going to make difficulty 
and trouble. And if you endeavor to crush down their wages so 
that their wants can not be suppiied, you are going to create a 
condition of affairs which will reverse any action that this House 
may take which produces such a disaster. Wages can not be 
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raised by mere volition. Sir Thomas Brassey said years ago that 
when his father in India raised voluntarily the wages of his In- 
dian laborers, the result was that they simply stopped working 
when they had all their simplest wants supplied. When that 
point was reached no more work was done, even for higher wages. 
og the hammer fell. 
r.COCKRAN. Lhope the gentleman's time will be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Maine will proceed. ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED. So that it is not the arbitrary fixation of wages, 
but it is the growth in intelligence, the growth in desires. and 
wants of the laborer that forces a rise of wages. 
direct means by which the laboring men reach this result? By 
labor unions, by combining, by making manufacturers understand 
that they must give higher wages. How are the manufacturers 
enabled to give higher wages? By increasing their product, 
which increase can only take place by the larger market which 
comes of these larger wages. 

That is the secret of this matter. But therearelimitationsin 
this case just as there are to all human tendencies, The labor- 
ing man is struggling tosupply his wants. He makes hisdemand 
on the manufacturer. The manufacturer isset to work todevise 
new inventions, and by the assistance of these he is able to sup- 

ly these wants. But there is a limitation to inventions; there 
E a limitation to the capacity of the employer to enlarge his 
market. And those two thingsstruggle together. In this coun- 
try, with the laborer seeking to obtain higher wages and fewer 
hours.of work and the demand of the public for lower prices, 
there is going on a tremendousstruggle; and that is all thestrug- 
gle that the inventive power of this country can sustain. 5 

Now you propose, by bringing us in contact with a lower civili- 
zation without protection, to make the success of that struggle 
an absolute impossibility. You are crushing down the laboring 
man by your efforts; and you are thereby intensifying this strug- 
gle between the employer and his employés, which is liable to be 
fought out aslongasselfishnessreigns inthis world. But, thank 
Heaven, the success, the good fortune, and the prosperity of the 
laboring man does not depend on thesemen who rend the heavens 
with their shouts of praise, but upon the laws of the Lord God 
Omnipotent. [Prolonged applauseon the Republicanside]. And 
among the laws of Omnipotence is the use of human brains by 
aid of law to provide the laborer with opportunities for work. 
[Renewed applause on the Republican side and in the galleries. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind visitors in the 
galleries that they are not permitted to make manifestations of 
approval or disapproval, and if there is a repetition the Chair 

be compelled to cause the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. COCKRAN,. The conclusion of my distinguished friend 
from Maine [Mr. Hani, and an oppor to listen to him is 
always a liberal education; the conelusion, I say, of his remarks 
explains the beginning of them, and adds a significant light to 
the examination which we can bestow upon them. He began b 
stating that much of the discussion on this side was RAAN A 
let me compliment him by saying that the conclusion of the pro- 
tection argument is purely spiritual. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] 3 

In this way you will observe that the distinguished warrior 
who had entered the ring when his partisans were sore beset 
proves that his final reliance is on the Lord of Hosts rather than 
upon the reasoning power of the American people. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] : 

But I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that there ought to be any 
contest between the two. My judgment is thatevery conclusion 
which the American people have reached in their history upon 
any great question has sooner or later-come into direct con- 
junction and harmony with the laws of God; and the American 
paors are moving in that direction now by this bill which is be- 

re the House. [Great cheering on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will indulge me for a 
moment, I would like to take up the. Republican position as it 
has been explained by the giant of the Republican party. 
[Laughter.] We have hitherto had the lesser lights. attempt- 
ing to explain it, but now we have at last got the explanation 
of the creed of protection from its highest authority. It is 
this, if I understand it, that we enrich the manufacturer by 

giving him protection against a lower level of civilization; and 
then the manufacturer in turn will proceed to enrich the laborer 
under the pressure of the demands of the trades unions. I hope 
that I am stating this question fairly. It will profit us little to 
make a statement which is not an accurate statement of the 
position of the other side and then proceed to combat it. If 
the gentleman from Maine is not satisfied with my statement I 
5 he will correct me. 
. REED. I think that anybody who listened to me would 
be surprised if I assented to your statement of what I said. 


What is the |- 


Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, that is not an unusual con- 
dition for those who listen to the gentleman from Maine. [Laugh- 
el The way in which he wound up his address this afternoo 
while violating what we believe to be economic truths base 
upon the wisdom of God, by appealing to that same God leaves 
little room for surprise at anything he may say. [Laughteron the 
Democratic side.] But I will endeavor to state the proposition 
as the committee must have understood it, that the idea of pro- 
tection is to so increase the profits of the manufacturer that he 
can afford to pay high wages to his men—— - 

Mr. DINGLEY. No such proposition was ever made by any 
protectionist. : 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I trust that if any gentleman 
on the other side conceives that my statement is inaccurate or 
unfair he will correct me now 

Mr. WALKER. We know it is, every one of us. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COC KRAN. I intended to exclude the gentleman from 
Massachusetts from the operation of my remark, Mr. Chairman. 
|Laughter.] But let us see what the gentleman from Maine Mr. 
REED] has said. Lam perfectly willing that he shall state it over 
again if he desires to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why should he? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, I think he had better not, myself. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think it is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I think that in the hereafter he will be bet- 
ter pleased. for hisown sake if he does not; but at the same time 
I think it would be better for the purposes of this discussion 
that he should. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Everybody understood it except the gen- 
tleman from New York, and I think he understood it also. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am speaking now to the 
gentleman from Maine, to whom his party turns for enlighten- 
ment and leadership. And since there is more than one gentle- 
man from Maine, I desire to state that I was appealing to the 
late Speaker of the House [Mr. REED]. 

Now, if I understood this statement, and I trust Ẹ will be cor- 
rected if I be wrong, the gentleman says that there is a largo 
amount of consumable wealth in this country, and he attempts 
to make a distinction between wealth which is consumable and 
wealth which is not. Now, if Icould make that distinction, Icould 
understand his argument, but according to the interpretation of 
all the economic laws that I have ever seen, all wealth is con- 
sumable. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.] There is no 
wealth that is not consumable. 

Mr. WALKER. Land, houses, and such things, 

Mr.COCKRAN. bags Sos. in itself is noteapital. Theright 
to use it may be capital. d and labor in conjunction make eapi- 
tal. That which land produces is consumable, and that which 
is not consumable is not useful. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts Mr. WALKER], who stated last Saturday that a river was 
not an advantage in manufacturing, is of course, capable of any 
statement, and I trust that this committee will relieve me from 
the necessity of treating his remarks seriously. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I trust that I aaah allowed to continue. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Lask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, at the- bottom of this 
whole protective system lies that fallacy which has been stated 
by the gent!eman from Maine [Mr. REED]. All wealth is con- 
sumable. The capacity of a country to consume is not a factor 
in the creation of wealth, unless it is met by a greater capacity 
to produce. The capital of a country increases year by year by 
the amount of the annual production that can be saved from its 
revenue; but at the very basis of wealth lies the capacity to pro- 
duce, for you can not save that which you do not have. 

You can not divide what you have not got. You must have 
wealth produced before you have that wealth to divide. Now, 
the theory of the Democratic pangon this economie question 
is that where by legislation you e production expensive you 
limit its amount, and I do not think any gentleman on this floor 
has disputed that if you limit the amount of production you 
limit the fears of labor to find employment. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has said with perfect 
truth that there is no such thing as charity in commerce. 
agree with him. The contest of commerce is the contest for 
cheapness. In commerce the survival of the fittest is the dom- 
ination of the cheapest, and that being so, we believe that be- 
cause we can produce the chief staples and necessaries of life in 
this country cheaper than anywhere else, as the great republic 
of antiquity accomplished the military conquest of the world, 
the providence of has ordered that this country shall com- 
plete the economical and industrial conquest of the world. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.]! ; 
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But in making that conquest, the widest facilities must be 
given to production; and believing as we do, and as you con- 
cede, that to cheapen production is to enlarge it, we think an 
abundant production furnishes a better field for the trades unions 
to claim for labor a larger reward than a narrow production. 
Te desea on the Democratic side.] We believe that if we can 

cresse the productive capacity of this country $500,000,000 a 
year, there is nolaw of God or man that will prevent the laborer 

etting his share of that increase. We believe,on the other 
head, that if you restrict production, you may keep the profits 
of the manufacturer as large as they are now, but you must nec- 
essarily reduce the profits of labor. 
cratic side.] 

As my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] says, there is no charity 
in commerce. I may add to his statement that there is no room 
for charity in commerce. 

That the wages of labor depend upon the law of supply and de- 
mand is a proposition so evident that I never expected to have 
heard it denied on this floor by a gentleman to whom a great 
part of the intelligent . of this country looks up for guid- 
ance. I had never supposed that the value of any material or 
element of wealth depended upon any other law than that ofsup- 
ply and demand. But I regard the statement of the gentleman 
from Maine on this subject as the crowning admission of the cor- 
rectness of the position occupied by the majority. Iam willing 
to leave this dispute on the issue which he has framed. If the 
laws of supply and demand do not control the price of labor 
then you gentlemen of the minority are right. If the laws o 
supply and demand do control the price of labor, then accordin 
to your ownstatement we are right, and on that issue we chal- 
lenge the verdict of the American people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I call for a vote on the 
amendment, 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia was agreed 


to. ; 
Mr. BURROWS. I move that the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise to receive a mes- 
sage from the Senate. 
85 he committee rose informally to receive a message from the 
nate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following ti- 
tles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S.757) to provide for the erection of a first-class fog 
signal at or near the present position of the Cape Arago light 
station; and 

A bill (S. 1126) granting to the Des Moines Rapids Power Com- 
f y the right to erect, construct, operate, and maintaina wing 

Mise, canal, and power station in the Mississippi River, in Han- 
cock County, III. 

The SPEAKER. The committee will resume its session. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session. 

Mr.BURROWS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour has arrived for the committee 
to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. < 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. SHERMAN, indefinitely, on account of a death in his 

family. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, there are many members I 
know who have a large number of papers, and they desire to 
know whether we can safely leave them on the desks, or whether 
the Hall would be open for a mass meeting I desire a ruling of 
the Chair in regard to the rule which provides that the presid- 
ing officer shall not even entertain any motion or request to use 
the Hall for any other purpose than legislative business. That 
is the provision of Rule V, and I desire to get a ruling of 
the Chair upon that rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that not only is it not in 
order to adopt a resolution permitting the occupancy of the floor 
by other than members; but the Speaker is denied the right 
even to submit a motion for unanimous consent that such an 
order be made. 

Mr. BURROWS. And the rules of the House are and have 
been specific on that point. I understand a mass meeting was 
held here the other night. wanted a ruling on the question. 


[Applause on the Demo- 


‘statesman is lost in the politician, an 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to say, 
in justice to the action the other night, both sides of the House 
were represented; unanimous consent was asked, and no objec- 
tion was made. 3 

Mr. BURROWS. But the rule provides that the Chair shall 
not entertain a request for unanimous consent; and we think 
that the Hall ought to be saved for the use of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At the inauguration consent was given, 
and also during the consideration of the Mills bill persons who 
were not members were frequently on the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. asked for a ruling, and the Speaker has 
very properly decided that it was not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he is not aware 
of any instance when the House was in discharge of a legisla- 
tive duty that the doors have been opened. The Chair has only 
known of one or two exceptions, that of the counting of a yote, 
or a funeral service, or something like that; but the Chair has 
never known it happen on a legislative day, and it will not doso 
again by the assent of the Chair. 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BROOKSHIRE) will dis- 
charge the duties of the Chair this evening. The House will 
now take a recess until 8 o'clock, the evening session to be de- 
voted to debate only on the pending bill. 

And accordingly tats o’clocix and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
was declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m. by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session for the 
purpose of general debate only upon the bill the title of which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4864)to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will now resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
pursuant to the special order. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for debate on the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The title was again read. i 

Mr.POWERS Mr. Chairman, It is greatly to be regretted, sir, 
that a system of taxation which concerns the people of the greatest 
and grandest nation on the footstool, is to be formulated at the 
behests of a 8 50 caucus. It would rather seem to be the part of 
wisdom- to be the part of patriotism, and more in the line of 
statesmanship, to employ in its structure all the features that 
experience has demonstrated to be wise and efficient, whereso- 
ever they were cast, and by whomsoever they were fashioned. 

It avails little to say that Washingtonand Hamilton were pro- 
tectionists or free traders unless, under their administration of 
a tariff law, they discovered in its workings a superior advan- 
tage to the people in one or theother policy. Itadds nothing to 
the sum of our wisdom to say that we are one in the family of 
nations and that it is a natural right that a free citizen has to 
buy where he can buy cheapest and sell where he can sell 
dearest. 

We are considering a policy, a scheme, a plain business prob- 
lem, how to provide revenues to meet the enormous und rapidly 
growing needs of a government of seventy millions of people, 
with interests as diversified and numberless as the leaves of the 
forest, a system of taxation that shall realize the needed revenue 
by imposing the lightest practicable pressure upon the people. 
In such a work, where is the possible chance for a patriotic man 
to display the virus of . or to contemplate possible 
political advantage? If we proposed a system of direct taxation 
upon the property of our citizens—property indifferently owned 
by all partisans—nobody would quote political platforms as the 
watchword of action. If we proposed to collect all needed rev- 
enues by a tax upon corporate and individual income, would 
there naturally be an alignment of parties, one for and another 
opposed to the details of the plan. 

Now, to-day, we are all agreed on the plan. All parties, from 
the foundation of the Government to date, have, in accord with 
the policy of all civilized nations, finally, fully, and unreserv- 
edly declared that there is no method for raising funds to carry 
on the Government that works with so little friction and accom- 

lishes the appointed end so imperceptibly as thatof a tariff upon 

mports. But the moment we nigel to prescribe details the 

the question is not where 

the money will come from, but where the most votes will come 
from. 8 

The existing law now on the statute book was framed along 
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the lines of protection to American -industries. The proposed 
law will radically change or completely overthrow this policy, 
and the burden of prooi is upon the proponents of the new law 
to show that evils exist under the present policy which will bo 
cured by the new. . 

First, and in importance the most decisive objection urged 
against the protective policy is the startling declaration in the 
Chic go platform, which has been so often quoted on this floor 
as to show that it has been adopted as the Blarney stone of the 
Democratic party, that protection to domestic industries is un- 
constitutional; and echoing this charge, my colleague cn the 
Judiciary Committee | Mr. LANE}, a thoroughgoing lawyer, seeks 
to demonstrate it by citing numerous dicta from the text-books 
and from our courts declaring that taxation can be imposed for 
public purposes only, and if imposed for private ends it is in- 
valid and ultra vires. 

My learned friend put himself to great, e labor 
when he collated authorities to prove that proposition. No man 
outside 2, lunatic asylum ever disputed his . and no 
lawyer inside a lunatic asylum was ever so unbalanced as to affirm 
the contrary. The difficulty with the gentleman's logic is in his 
definition of a public purpose. The very books he quoted and 
the countless decisions in our courts, both State and Federal, 
have uniformly held that if the primary ob ect of a proposed 
tax is to subserve public ends, the appropriation of money from 
the public treasury to accomplish such ends is strictly within 
constitutional limitations, even though private interests are in- 
cidentally subserved, The Supreme Court of the United States 
has repeatedly held that municipal aid to private railroad cor- 
porations, which implies the power of taxation, was a valid ex- 
ercise of the taxing power, because the interests of the general 
pee were promoted, although the same actadvanced a private 

terest. 

Courts all over the Union have heid that towns and cities 
might expend public money in supplying themselves with water 
for fire and domestic uses, and this being the pfimary purpose 
a private end might be accomplished by renting the surplus 
water to private persons. The exact statement of the rule is 
this: If the proposed appropriation is designed to meet a pub- 
lic demand and subserve a public good, it is held to be valid, al- 
though in carrying it into effect it be made incidentally or in- 
tentionally to foster a private good. And conversely, if it is 
primarily designed to serve a private purpose, but incidentally 
promotes the public good, it is invalid. 

It is needless to multiply cases holding this rule. Every law- 

er knows they are so uniform that the doctrine has now be- 
3 elementary. Now, the protective policy of a tariff law 
rests on this precise ground. Duties or taxes are laid upon im- 

orts for the primary purpose of raising poe revenue. Inlay- 
fia such duties the classes of imports to be selected for duty, the 
classes to be admitted free, the amounts to be fixed on one and 
another, and all details of method are necessarily and proper! 
and legitimately left to bedetermined by the legislative branc 
of the Government exercising the function of taxation. This is 
the rule under a form of taxation gon may adopt. If you lay 
an income tax will you not say what incomes shall pay and what 
go free, and do you not thus protect the incomes you exempt? 

Has not Congress always anà State Legislatures always when 
exercising the power of taxation selected in their discretion the 
objects upon which the burden should rest, and excused such 
objects from the burden as they pleased? Why, then, in laying 
duties upon foreign goods, which is nothing more nor less than 
laying a tax, may not Congress admit to the free list such as it 
deems best? Why may it not lay the duty on one class of goods 
at one rate, and upon another at a different rate; and, in the 
name of law, in the name of patriotism, in the name of reason, 
in the name of justice, in the name of national pride, in the name 
of every consideration that makes for the honor, happiness, and 
p 59 y of our people, may it not lay a duty on those imports 
which compete in American markets with American products? 

We have had a tariff with protective features most of the 
time since the foundation of the Government. Is it not remark- 
able that with all its inherent wickedness nobody has had the 
courage to make a case for the courts and get it judicially de- 
clared to be robbery ? 

Again, it is a familiar rule in the construction of law, whether 
it be organic or statutory, that the construction given it at the 
time of its enactment by parties called to administer it shall 
have great weight. If our Constitution forbids the laying of 
duties in a way to foster domestic industries, we should expect 
to hear Washington and Madison and Jefferson and their con- 
temporaries say so. It is a well-known fact that Madison and 
Jefierson were strict constructionists of the Constitution, and 
yet Mr. Madison in a message to Congress in December, 1815, 
recommended a tariff act that would both raise revenue and 
promote manufactures. 
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To Mr. Madison more than any other man is due the credit 
of formulating the letter of the Federal Constitution, and to 
him we can safely turn to learn its true spirit. Not only were 
Washington, Jefferson, and Hamilton in accord with him on this 
8 but the doctrine itself became sound orthodoxy in the 

emocratic creed of that day and for many years after. Mr. 
Monroe, in his message to Congress in December, 1823, recom- 
mended a revision of the tariff for the purpose of affording ad- 
ditional protection to manufactures. 

Gen. Jackson, the next old-fashioned Demcerat in line, and I 
may add the best Democrat to be found either in the old-fash- 
ioned or new-fashioned ranks, in a letter to Dr. Coleman, of 
North Carolina, dated April 26, 1824, and published in the Ra- 
leigh (N. C.) Star, written when he was for the first time a can- 
didate for the Presidency, in speaking of our natural advantages, 
says: 

Heaven smiled upon and gave us liberty and independence. That same 
Providence has blessed us with the means of national independence and 
national defense. If we omit or refuse to use the gifts which He has ex- 
tended to us, we deserve not the continuation of ble He has 
filled our mountains and our plains with minerals, with lead. fron, and cop- 
p and given us climate and soil for the growing ot hempand wool. These 

ing the grand materials of our national defense, they ought to have ex- 
tended to them adequate and fair protection, that our own manufactories 
and laborers may be placed on a fair competition with those of Euro 
and that we may have within our country a supply of those leading and im- 
portant articles so essential in war. 

Further on in the same letter he says: 2 

In short, sir. we have been too long subject to the policy of the British mer- 
chants. Itis time that we should become a little more Americanized, and 
instead of feeding the paupers and laborers of England feed our own, or else 
in ashort time, by continuing our present policy, we shall be rendered pau- 
pers ourselves. 

How nicely, Mr. Chairman, old-fashioned and new-fashioned 
Democracy dovetails together. Thess words of Jackson sound 
like the words of McKinley, and it would not surprise me to 
learn that they were fresh in the ears of Ohio Democrats on the 
first Tuesday of last November. 

It is safe, I apprehend, to assume that a tariff laid for revenue 
in a way to encourage or preserve domestic industries will stand 
the test of constitutional inquisition. 

But if the protective policy is invalid on constitutional grounds, 
the Wilson bill if enacted will be an unconstitutional law. It is 
confessedly protective in some of its schedules and the only genu- 
ine Simon-pure Democrats of the new-fashioned school, having 
the courage of their convictions, to wit: Chales A. Dana, Henry 
Watterson, and Tom L. JOHNSON have the frankness to say that 
it is protective through and through, from end to beginning, 
and when you see a thing in the Sun it is so.“ [Laughter ] 

The excuse given for making the bill moderately pro eetive 
is that it would disturb settled business and reduce values if all 

rotection were withheld. But you say that protection is rob- 

ry, and the manufacturing classes are robbing labor of its just 
share of reward. Ifa robber has invaded your house and is en- 
gaged in lugging oT 1 550 goods, do you refuse to arrest him on 
the plea that it will disturb his business and unsettle his values? 
The Simon-pures are exactly right according to the Chicago 
platform, and if you propose to be guided by that “ bill of 
rights ” you can do no otherwise than tax tea, coffee, sugar, and 
eve ing else that would yield revenue. i 

When you take counsel of your fears and decline to wholly 
lift the burdens of a robber tariff, you give away your case. 
That you really intend an ultimate policy of free trade is demon- 
strated in your purpose to create a deficit and then supply it by 
an income tax, thus changing the plan of taxation for the 
support of Government from that we have used fora hundred 
years, and that which every civilized nation under the sun has 
used and now uses except England, namely, a tax upon imports. 
You are following in the footsteps of England—a nation that 
embraced the protective policy for three centuries and never 
gave it up until she had made the island a workshop from one 
end to the other, and which to-day is the warmest friend that 
the Wilson bill has on the face of the earth. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are told that the poopie gave the Dem- 
ocratic pey last year a commission to do the work contemplated 
by the Wilson bill, and however unpatriotic, un-American, and 
unwise it may be, the commands of this warrant must be obeyed. 
The party practically concedes that it feels much as the sheriff 
does who holds a writ of possession to oust a poor family from its 
homestead. What need, however, has the Democratic party for 
credentials when it enters upon the work of raising sheol with 
Americanindustriesand Americanhomes? Is notthe propensity 
a birthright? Was it not born in them? 

In the light of recent events in Iowa, Ohio, New York, New 
Jersey, and Massachusetts, it turns out, however, that you have 
not correctly cons rued your warrant. You have gone beyond 
the command of the writ and are wrongdoers ab initio. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, in his speech a few days since, declared that the purpose 
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of his bill was to alleviate the burdens that the consumers of the 
country were supporting under the workings of the present pro- 
tective system, and, amid deafening Democratic cheers, declared 
that the producer was made for the consumer, not the consumer 
for the producer. 

If it were possible to draw aline that would leave the pro- 
duc rs on one side and consumers on the other, his argument 
would have great force. But he seems to forget that in fact no 
such division can be made, for the reason that everybody be- 
longs to both classes. The farmer produces horses, beef, pork, 
corn, wheat, oats, hay, potatoes, cotton, rice, tobacco, etc., to be 
consumed by the doctor, lawyer, minister, mechanic, merchant, 
and every other class in the community, but at the same time, 
the farmer is the consumer of the mechanic’s work, the doctor’s 
pills, the minister's sermons, the lawyer’s services, and the 
merchant’s goods. Who, then,shall be called the consumer in 
this enumeration? The gentleman’s logic is manifestly un- 
sound, for every man in the nation producessomething and con- 
sumes something, with the exception of the dude; and, indeed, 
he is no exception, for he produces a sensation. Laughter.] 

The fact being patent that the interdependence of all classes 
of society upon each other makes any arbitrary division among 
them impossible, it follows logically that one is as much enti- 

tled to the fostering care of the Government as any other. As 
Burke said of liberty, if it is good for one, it is good for all. 

Again, the gentleman with great satisfaction announces tha 
he has relieved the burdens of taxation, because he has placed 
- certain articles, which he denominates raw materials, upon the 

free list. Coal, iron, lumber, and wool are to be admitted free 
of duty. This change of policy it is claimed will help the manu- 
facturer, who employs labor; raise the wages of the working- 
man who is employed by the manufacturer, and reduce the price 
of the manufactured article to the consumer. This is a problem 
in the old rule of three, and is easily solved by the doctrinaires 
of the Ways and Means Committee. 

If you take the tariff off raw materials you save the manufac- 
turer so much in the cost of his manufactured product, but if you 
add the same amount to the wages of his workmen, I have not 
vet been able to see how the consumer is to get the product at 
any less price. But what about this figment of raw materials? 
Whoasks that they should be admitted to the free list? Who is to 
be bonefited by it? What pearsoni good can come to the farmer, 
tħe mechanic, the professional. man, or the A aa if you 
give them free bituminous coal and free iron ore? They cannot 
gain it indirectly from the products of the manufacturer, because 
you keep the duty on the manufactured product. Nobody in the 
world could receive any benefit, except the manufacturer him- 
self.and he is nof asking it. 

The fact is, that this cry for free raw materials originated in 
the fertile brain of a fewamateur politicians in Massachusetts, 
who used it to hoodwink the people of that State with great suc- 
cess for a brief time, and it worked so well there, and not being 

tented, it was seized upon by the Democratic party as a slogan 

r the last campaign. 

But what are raw materials? Také a concrete case. The Wil- 
son bill admits all manufactured lumber free because it is a raw 
material. Now, the gentlemen composing the Committee on 
Ways and Means are all learned and scholarly men, and know a 
thing when they see it. If they would like accurately to define 
raw materials in the lumber trade, let them put on a sheep's 
gray suit of clothes made from American wool, a pair of boots 
made of American rubber, a cap made from the skin of the Amer- 
ican bear, shoulder an ax made up in Maine, take a dinner pail 
made of American tin and filled with American pork, American 
beans, American doughnuts, and American cheese, and startout 
some morning with the thermometer at 10 pany the slopes 
of the Green Mountains, carrying a banner inscribed, ‘‘ Science 
communing with nature,” and standing, ax in hand, before a 
spruce tree 100 feet high and 4 feet N at the butt, and they 
will find they are confronted with a condition. 

When they strike the first blow at the tree they will for the 
first time in their lives strike an idea, and that will be that they 
have at last found out what raw materials are in the lumber 
trade. They will learn that cutting the tree into logs involves 
an expenditure of capital and labor, and is a step in a manufac- 
turing process; that hauling the logs to the mill involves an ex- 

penditure of capital and labor, and is a step in a manufacturing 
process; that sawing the log into boards, piany, and dimension 
stuifinvolves an expenditure of capital and labor, and is a step in a 
manufacturing process; and when the product of the mill reaches 
our boundary line it comes, nota raw material, but a manufac- 
tured product. So that this bill, instead of supplying raw ma- 
terials, steps in at the middle of the manufacturing process, and 
declares that we must give to Canada the benefit of all the cap- 
ital and labor that has been etm eo down to this point of time. 
The labor employed in all these initial steps is the poorest paid 


and most deserving of consideration at the hands of the Govern- 
ment of anyem loypa in the whole process, from the standing 
tree to the finished building. 

Thusthissublime fallacy of freeraw materials, when inspected, 
turns out to be not only a misnomer, but a very large-sized hum- 
bug. Itis merely a device to give to Canada all the benefit of 
the labor thut rightfully belongs to us, and to give all the prof- 
its to the manufacturers. y this discrimination against 
American forests? Why did the God of Nature cover our moun- 
tain sides with the finest qualities of every name and kind of 
standing timber that ever waved in the breezes of heaven from 
Maine to California, from Oregon to Florida? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the value of the standing timber, hard 
and soft, in Vermont to-day, after a hundred years of harvest, 
probably exceeds the value of her open tillage land; exceeds the 
value of her marble quarries; exceeds the value of her granite 

uarries; is, in short, the most valuable natural asset she has. 

e same thing is true of Maine, of Michigan, of North Carolina, 

of Georgia, the Pacific Slope, and many other States. And not 
only this, these same mountains are pregnant with an untold 
wealth of lead, iron, granite, and marble, and we are told by this 
bill to let them alone—do not disturb their covering—you will 
make an ugly looking hole in the ground; with 2,000,000 starvi 
laborers in the land to-day, buy your lumber in Canada an 
keep her laborers employed; buy your granite in Scotland and 
your marble in Italy, and keep their laborers employed; buy 
your iron in Norway and your coal in Nova Scotia, and keep 
e from starving. All this in the name of tariff re- 
orm! 

Let it rather be said, on the other hand, that the first duty of 
Congress is to make laws that will promote the happiness, well- 
being, and prosperity of America. All this natural wealth was 
deposited here for the use of Americans. If the Almighty had 
intended that we should use Italian marble He would have lo- 
cated Carrara in Vermont or Tennessee. 

But they tell us that protection to American industries is self- 
ishness. So is patriotism, and still we are taught from the cra- 
dle to the grave that one of the noblest traits of character is the 
love of one’s own country. Love it better than any, than all 
others. Even die for it. Is this not selfishness? And what are 
we to love if itisnoteverything that makes ourcountry lovable? 
Her manhood, her industries, her moral and material prosper- 
ity. Her boundless natural wealth of mine, mineral, and forest. 
All which is lovable because it can minister to our happiness if 
the Wilson bill does not compel us to seek happiness, like de- 
faulting cashiers, in Canada. [Laughter.] 

The reason assigned for the proposed onslaught upon Ameri- 
can industries is that the people are excessively taxed by the 
McKinley act now in force, and the Committee of Ways and 
Means is the physician called to cure this ailment of the body 

litic. The first duty of an intelligent physician is to correctly 

iagnose the case he has in hand; the next to prescribe the 
roper remedy. Are the people excessively taxed by the Me- 
nley bill? Are they suffering from Federal taxation? What 
Federal taxation affects them? The Chicago platform says that 
in one Western State the mortgage indebtedness is $165 per p- 
ita of its population. If that indebtedness was created by the 
McKinley act, it is worthy of consideration here. If not, the 
announcement is an attempted deception of the people. 

The only Federal taxation that alfects the people is that im- 
posed by the tariff, and that imposed by the internal-revenue 
tax laid on whisky and manufactured tobacco. The tariff tax 
is laid on foreign goods only. American goods of course are 
free. If an American buys a foreign-made article which is on 
the dutiable list he may Pay a tax. If he drinks whisky he is 
sure to. Under the McKinley bill all the necessaries of life, 
like tea, coYee, and sugar, are on the free list. The luxuries 
are taxed. Now, how many of the farmers of that Western 
State, while their mortgage indebtedness has been growing, 
have paid a copper for any article of foreign growth or manufac- 
ture, and thus been compelled to pay a tax? Not one in fifty. 
And so it is everywhere. 

The people asa whole do not pay a copper toward the sup- 
port of the General Government. The man of wealth and the 
man of fastidious taste will many times buy foreign dutiable 
goods, but the plain people of this country as a me bay Ameri- 
can goods on which there isno tax. Itis not true that our own 
goods bear higher prices because of the tariff on the foreign ar- 
ticle. Every intelligent man knows that the prices of home- 
made goods are lower 3 they were in 1860, when the 
protective tariff came into being. The tendency year by year 
since that date has been downward. Abnormal conditions may 
have, in individual instances, marked an exception, but the ex- 
ception only proves the rule. As a whole the necessaries of life 
are cheaper. 

It follows, then, if the American people will board at home 
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and clothe themselves at home and let rum and tobacco alone, 
they are practically exempt from Federal taxation. That the 
people are heavily taxed is true. But it is municipal taxes that 
they suffer from. Town, city, and county taxation is excessive 
all over the land, and these are the taxes the people vote upon 
ee and for which neither Congress nor the tariff is re- 
usible. 

“Phen this Democratic doctor, then, proposes by his dose of free 
trade to cure our political ills, he proves himself a quack asa 
a and a worse one as a metaphysician. 

n my own State, the effects of the Wilson bill will be disas- 
trous. Everything the farmer produces is reduced in value. 
Horses, cattle, hay, oats, potatoes, eggs, corn, wheat, rye, barley, 
wool, pork, lumber—in short our entire agricultural industry is 
subjected to.a ruinous competition with like products in Canada, 
where the women and cheap farm hands do the labor; where 
wages are lower and the scale of r vastly inferior. Not only 
this, our marble, granite, slate, and lime industries are disas- 
trously affected if not absolutely ruined. Canada is doubly for- 
tunate. She has a parliament at Ottawa honestly and patriotic- 
ally striving to legislate for the good of her people and another 
at Washington legislating in the same direction. 

But the farmer is not alone affected. Our manufacturers of 
woolen and knit goods must throw a large number of persons 
out of employment. I have received many letters and remon- 
strances from both employers and employes, protesting against 
this monstrous infamy, and can confidently assure tne House 
that the workingmen of Vermont do not belong to the cluss of 
men who can be coerced by their employers into signing these 
remonstrances. They are reading, thinking, intelligent men, 
who carry their sovereignty under their own hats, and you 
mightas well undertake to coerce Niagara to run the other way 

‘as to coerce a Vermont workingman to act against the dictates 
ofhis judgment. The Irishman, the Scotchman, the Welshman, 
and the Swede, who work in our mills and quarries, know that 
legislation which closes those mills and dismantles the derricks 
in those quarries is a blow at their wages, and have an altc 
ander more intelligent apprehension of the effects of your legis 

ation than the framers of the Chicago platform. 

Labor is the source of all wealth, and the highest aim of legis- 
lation ought to be the continuous e of all our labor in 
a way to swell the grand aggregate of our wealth. If this polic 
be preserved, labor will be well paid. the workingman’s condi- 
tion improved; he may enjoy the comfortsand luxuries of ahome 
and lift his children to a higher level and a broader plane in the 
race of life. Under our system of government we can not afford 
to depress labor. It should be and it is äs honorable to produce 
wealth from the bowels of the earth as to produce it on the sur- 
face of the earth: No policy is safe that reduces our working- 
men to the low wages and consequent low status in life that ha 
overtaken the peasantry of the Old World. = 

The policy of protection to American industries means good 
wee to employés. It should be our policy to build up and 
maintain a homé market, for it is more steady and certain than 
the foreign market. Our 8 doubles in twenty-five 
years; that of Europe in a hundred years. If our production 
and consumption is in the same ratio of increase, as they doubt- 
less are, our production would increase in a ratio four times as 
Cc as the demands of the 5 t market would call for. 

hile we want both, it is evident that the home market is by 
far the most important. 

This being so, it belongs to Americans in preference toforeign- 
ers. Our producers help pay our taxes, fight our battles, and 
uphold our flag. The foreign producer fires at, but never in de- 
fense of our flag. Who has the better right to the American 
markets? Our producers have all the competition at home that 
they can withstand, but if the foreign producer will pay a license 
fee large enough to meet the difference in wages and advantages 
he enjoys over our producers, he is weleome to compete in our 
markets. He will at least pay a large share of our Federal taxes, 
und thus the home producer is pro tanto benefited. 

Hitherto in the warfare between the protective systemand the 
free-trade policy, the South has generally been arrayed against 
the North. This in former years was largely due to the differ- 
ent labor conditions in the two sections, the South having the 
advantage of cheap labor. But the day for sectional advantage 
has happily ed. Noadherence to old traditions should longer 
divideus. Noconservatism, as Douglas Jerrold would say, should 
preclude our looking upon the new moon because we werebrought 
up to love the old one. 

Moreover, you of the South have the advantage of climate, 
have a wealth of coal and iron that will, if developed, asitsurel 
will be, make some of your States another Pennsylvania, an 
within ten years you will be knocking at the doors of Congress 
for protection to your coal, iron, and lumber industries. You 
will demand it for your cotton against the competing crop of 


Mexico, fostered b 
by English capi 
last that should destroy the protective policy. 


American capital, and that of Egypt, fostered 
Of all sections of our country, you are the 


But it is said that this system builds along our boundary lines 
a Chinese wall that shuts out the sunlight of prosperity. Be it 
so. You will, however, confess this: If we build this wall you 
may rest assured we shall give the job to American labor and 
employ in the structure American stone. Chinese wall! Why 
France and Germany and nearly every other commercial nation, 
including all the colonies of Great Britain, have had up this wall 
from time immemorial. Has our nation had any difficulty in 
getting through the gates? Let the annual report of the Treas- 
ury Department, showing the fabulous figures of our exports to 
those countries, demonstrate the worth of your fears. Chinese 
wall! Have other nations had any difficulty in entering our 
gates on account of this wall? Let the fabulous figures of our 
5 for the past thirty years be your consolation and your 

ope. ‘ 

Why, sir, in my State, where the wind sometimes drifts the 
snow to the depth of 5, 10, or 20 feet, railroad companies build 
high storm fences at exposed points along the track. They do 
not do this to stop the wind's blowing at all, but they say to old 
Boreas, ‘Blow all you please, but you must not stop the prog- 
ress of our car.“ So we build our industrial barricade against 
the withering blasts of England’s starvation-made competition, 
and say to her, Blow about it all you please, but you must not 
sap the car of our progress.” . 

hinese wall! Do you not understand, Mr. Chairman, that the 
function of a wall is not only to keep things out, but to keep things 
in? Why, sir, our wall will be useful in a thousand ways. e 
need it to keep out that ceaseless tide of Euro paupers 
and criminals that is constantly flowing, without ebb, to our 
shores, We want it to keep that Queen of Hawaii, with her un- 
pronounceablename, out, and we need it to keep Grover Cleveland” 
in. Laughter and applause.] If these lovers must co and woo, 
let them do it as Pyramus and Thisbe did, through a hole in 
the wali, [Renewed laughter.] 

We need it to break the force of that cyclone of British rapac- 
ity which, overriding oyong principe of commercial equity and 
every principle of everlasting justice, has reduced Ireland, an 
integral part of her own empire, to a state of beggary; has made 
English colonies on every parallel of latitude mere tributaries 
to her home wealth, and which competicd our ownfathers, more 
than a century ago, to bleéd at every pore in the battle fora 
system of American manufactures and for a home market that 
should not be controlled by the home government. Why, sir 
so prominent a friend of the colonies as Lord Chatham declared 
in the British Parliament that in his judgment the American 
ee ought not to be allowed to manufacture so much as a 

obnail. 

The shred war was waged to secure industrial inde- 
pendence of England, and the same battle ison to-day. Weare 
fighting for the highest and noblest conception of free trade, the 
privilege of trading among ourselves. You are fighting to com- 
pel us to trade with England, who, as soon as she has crushed 
out our industries by her mercantile wealth, will subject us to 
the same grinding monopoly that she has subjected every other 
people who have been brought under her commercial sway. 

e do not ask for prohibitive butfor preservative duties u 
imports. We build our wall no higher than we build the wages, 
the condition, and the happiness of American labor. Itis for 
the workingmen that we build at all. Capital needs no armor 
of defense. But labor can tolerate no unfair competition. It 
should have continuous employment and advancing wages. 
itis honorable, it should be honored. As it is faithful, it should 
be rewarded. As it is defenseless, it should bs protected. To- 
day it is paralyzed. It cries out with the Psalmist: 

Establish thou the work of our hands upon us; yea, the work of our 
hands establish thou it. 

Grant its prayer and every furnace fire will at once belighted 
and every mill wheel begin to turn. Pass the appropriation 
eo ar p go home, and all the people will rise up and call you 

essed, 

But we are told that all men have the natural right to buy 
where they may and sell where they may, and the silver-tongued 
orator from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] fairly electrified the 
House in his beautiful apostrophe to that axiomatic proposition. 
Indeed, it may be said, generally, that this free-trade philosophy 
is made up of universally accepted truisms, perverted by pod 57 
ay to meaningless or illogical conclusions. 

agree that every man has the right to buy and sell where he 
pleases, but this being the right of all, each must exercise. his 
right in a manner that will permit his neighbor to exercise his. 
All men have the right to travel upon the public highway, yet 
no two can exercise this right at the same instant over the same 
segment of roadway, There must be control and regulation of 
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this right over both in order that each may enjoy his right. 
Every man has the right to sell. Nevertheless, there must be 
reediation of this right so that the privilege of one to sell shall 
not be destructive of another’s equal right to sell. The right 
to sell, like all other natural or legal rights, is absolute in form 
and substance, bat relative in its application and exercise. 

The right being common to all, it necessarily breeds competi- 
tion, and in order that competition may not destroy the right to 
sell, it must b= restrained; it must be compelled to be fair, other- 
wise it will destroy the other competitor's right. The foreigner 
may not set fire to and burn down his American competitor’s 
store to destroy or defeat the American’s right to sell. The 
foreigner has no right to steal his goods, and in that way defeat 
his right to sell. He has no right to steal the labor employed 
in making his goods, and in that var defeat our right to sell. 
He and we havea common right to sellin the American market, 
but as this is a common natural right, it must be exercised on 
common lines of natural justice. 

It is exactly fair and just that the foreigner should enter our 
markets on the same equal footing with the American. There- 
fore, if the American pays a bonus for the privilege of selling, 
the foreigner must do the same. If it be necessary to employ 
a police force to guard the merchandise of all sellers in the 
market, the foreigner using the market ought in justice to bear 
his proportion of the expense. Now, your theory comes around 
to this. America has at great expense built up an American 
market. It has set up and 3 the vast machinery 
of a government to control and regulate it and keep it on foot 
for the public good of our people. It Sapien and pays a legis- 
lature to make suitable laws regulating the rights and duties of 
sellers and buyers: it employs and pays courts to settle and de- 
termine all violations of those laws; it builds and supports jails 
for criminals in the business, and poorhouses for the paupers of 
the business; it builds churches and school houses for the benefit 
of ali engaged in the business; it ee to war to defend its rights; 
in short, government does everything and incurs every expense 
necessary to make the American market a success, and, indeed, 
to make it possible, and the American seller is heavily taxed to 
meet all this expense. 

Now, when Mr. Bull knocks at our Chinese wall for admission, 
Jonathan says to him, John, do you mind that notice over the 
gate? ‘Equal rights for all. Special privileges for none?’ 
That, John, came from Chicago, and just at this particular time 
the Democratic y is our purchasing agent, and we are going 
to exercise our -given right to buy where we have a min 
to. So, John, you can have no special privileges in this market, 
but we will give you equal rights with our peddlers, and inas- 
much as they have to pay a good smart bonus for the chance to 
do business here, you will have to do the same thing. Weare 
going to treat Americans just as well as we do 790 

But the brilliant gentleman from New York [Mr. RAN], 
who has the faculty beyond any other man on this floor to make 
the worse appear the better reason,“ cries out in an apparent 
agony of desp.tir, ‘Can not the superior civilization of America 
successfully contend against the effete and worn-out civilization 
of the Old World?” 

Mr. Chairman, this is not a battle of civilizations. If the gen- 
tleman means by civilization commercial sagacity, the civiliza- 
tion of the Old World is not effete. On the contrary, it is vig- 
orous, aggressive, and quite as advanced as our own. But it 
makes its advance by N down the rights of labor and 
denying to workingmen all opportunity to better their condi- 
tion in the race of life. The system of labor in most European 
states is a slavery as bad as that we were once cursed with in 
America. It is inhuman, corrupt, and degrading, while in 
America our system gives workingmen a hope, an ambition, and 
an inspiration. The humblest son of toil may aspire to the 
Presidency and occasionally one reaches it. The field is clear 
for all. Our system not only recognizes the fact that every man 
has the right to buy and sell where he pleases; it goes further 
and declares that he has the right to grow, the right to pros- 
per, the right to be educated. the right to have a home and all 
the comforts of home; has the right to participate in govern- 
ment, and the right to be a governor over his fellowmen. 

Our system isthe opposite of thatof Europe. Oursis humane, 
honest, and elevating, and the battle is not between two equally 
developed civilizations, but between one recognizing the laws 
of humanity, and the other practicing the arts of inhumanity. 
If two merchants in Washington with equal capital and both 
paying the same rent are selling the same goods in this market, 
and one pays his clerks $5 a week and the other pays his $10 a 
week, the first will undersell the other and secure the trade. 
But the first set of clerks will starve, while those of the latter 
will 5 The fate of these competing merchants is not the 
result of a war between civilizations, but is the result of the 
battle of humanity. 


The gentleman from New York tells us that England levies 
duties on six articles, tea, coffee, sugar, cocoa, eto. All these, 
you will notice, affect the poor man’s table, and frankly con- 
cedes that the Wilson bill is only a step toward free trade, 
which is to come in due time. If it comes it surely and logic- 
ally means the condemnation of our working classes to the 
slavery of European labor. 

The first step you are about to take, but the second will never 
follow. The Americana people are too intelligent, too honest, 
and too proud to turn the dial of progress back, and so soon as 
they can get hold of it, they will consign your free-trade scheme 
to the sleep that knows no waking. 


By foreign hands thy dying eyes were closed, 

By foreign hands thy decent limbs composed, 

By foreign hands thy humble grave adorned, 

By strangers honored, and by strangers mourned, 


8 

r. BOEN Nr. Chairman, the greatest questions in the prob- 
lem of government are those of money and taxation. The mone 
question may be said to have been pretty thoroughly investi- 
gated and considered by the present Congress, but by no means 
settled, and the question of tariff, of taxation, is the next to de- 
mand our attention. 

If duties on imports are at all justifiable, it is only on the 
grounds of revenue or protection. They should, therefore, be 
so arranged as to affect all classes alike, make all ay an equal 
share of the expenses of the Government, and give to all the 
same protection. 

Society consists of two classes, producers and consumers. The 
producers can be divided into two main classes, namely, farmers 
and their employés,and manufacturers and theiremployés. The 
manufacturers demand a age peor tariff for the purpose 
of preventing competition by foreign manufacturers, and thus 
be enabled to dictate to the American farmer and laborer the 
price he shall pay for the machinery, implements, clothing, ete., 
that he must buy. : 

Now, I am not here to argue in favor of either free trade or 
protection, but I am here to ask that the farmer and manufac- 
turer, as well as all other classes, be treated alike. 

It is claimed that duties on imports under existing laws aver- 
age about 50 per cent. Goods of American manufacture are, 
therefore, at a premium of about 50 per cent over goods of for- 
eign make, and the American farmer and laborer has to pay that 
premium when he buys the goods. That premium is, therefore, 
a tribute paid by American soil and toil to the owners of the 
factories in this country who, in many cases, are foreign flun- 
kies living in regal style in foreign lands, knowing nothing of 
and caring less about the privations of the people they plunder. 

I believe in the perfect equality of man before the law as be- 
fore God, and I believe that class legislation is the cause of our 
national ills. The most alarming symptom is that the real es- 
tate of the country is fast passing from the original owners into 
the hands of a few persons, many of them subjects and residents 
of foreign countries, and the descendants of the noble founders 
of the Republic are homeless tenants on their paternal estates. 
It is the result of class legislation. 

The soil is the chief source of wealth, therefore one should 
think that its tillers were the most prosperous. But not so 
The farmers are, and for centuries have been, society's beasts of 
burden. Laws inimical to the farmer have always disgraced the 
statute books. 

The banker, the manufacturer, the common carrier, all regard 
the farmer as their legitimate prey, and he humbly submits. 
But whether he submits or not there is no redress. The whole 
machinery of legislation is against him; the courts are unfriendly, 
the Executive immovable. Whatever a man has to sell or dis- 

of is his money, his currency. The laborer sells his time, 
is energies, his skill; the farmer sells the products of his soil 
and toil; the manufacturer sells the products of his factory,and 
soon. My wheat is my currency. ith that I buy money, and 
with the monay T buy machinery, clothing, ete. But the price 
of my wheat is fixed in London. So also is the price of all 
wheat, no matter whereitis grown. I getthe London price, less 
the cost of transportation from my place to London. I am, 
therefore, competing with all other farmers in the world. 

I sell my pools in a free-trade market and I buy in a protected 
market. The result is disastrous. Whatever premium or tariff 
I pay on the goods I buy as a farmer increases the cost of pro- 
duction of my crop. And, as in selling it, I must compete with 
men who buy their goods and machinery in a free-trade market, 
and who pay less than I do for labor, less for transportation, less 
for the use of money, it stands to reasun that I can not pay ex- 

nses unless I am favored with an unusually large yield, or un- 

ess the work has been done by my own help. When the crop 
brings to the farmer Jess than it costs him to produce it, he soon 
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finds himself in debt and at the mercy of the money-loaners. 
When once in their power he is soon out of house and home. 

Agriculture is the noblest occupation, and should be the most 
independent. It is as old as the human race. From the earliest 
times till now millions, nay billions, of men, women, and chil- 
dren have been engaged in farming, and among those countless 
numbers you can not find one millionaire, not one, while among 
those engaged in banking, manufacturing, mining, transport- 
ing, or as merchants, milli ionaires are numbered by the thou- 
sands. 

In farming every member of the family works—man, woman, 
and child. All direct their time, strength, and skill to the pro- 

-cess of production. Ceaseless, unremitting toil from early morn 
till late at night, from childhood to the grave. And when near 
the end of a busy life the weary worker views his or her posses- 
sions it is generally found that the chief item in the assets isthe 
knowledge of dreary yearsspent inthe production of wealth that 
has been enjoyed by others. Sobriety, industry, honesty, a fer- 
tile soil and good climate availeth not. Life began in poverty, 
was spent in toil, in privations, and still ends in poverty, because 
the burdens of government and the fuss and feathers of the but- 
terflies of society, the supportof the dronesof the hive, all come 
from the farm. 

In banking, manufacturing, mining, transporting, only the 
head of the family is actively engaged in the business while 
other members of the family, unlike that of the farmer, enjoy 
life in various ways, spending freely the wealth that they never 
earned but which by fair means or foul has been secured from 
its producers, the farmers. 

It coer ey objected that as times are hard all along the line 
every other business has suffered fully as much as farming. For 
the sake of argument let that be admitted. 

Agriculture is the basis of our national prosperity and the 
foundation of our industrial and commercial structure. Vast as 
our agriculture is there is still a limit to its carrying capacity. 
Our manufacturing and inland commerce at least rest upon it; 
the expenses of government, State, and national, all come from 
the same source. The demands made on agriculture were more 
than it could bear and the crash came. 

I tell you, gentlemen, there can be no general, enduring pros- 
perity in this or any other agricultural country until farming is 
properly shielded against encroachments by the other industries. 
Agriculture is the goose that lays the golden egg. Destroy it 
and you destroy the nation. Agriculture, manufacturing, and 
commerce are a mighty trinity. The last depends on the first 
two. . 

Let production, farming, and manufacturing cease, and distri- 
bution ceases. There can be no distribution where there is noth- 
ing to distribute. Let manufacturing cease, and both Taring 
and commerce are crippled. But, if farming is seriouslyinju 
through adverse legislation or other causes, manufacturing and 
commerce are suspended; financial institutions that have with- 
stood the storms of generations crumble; bread riots and social 
disturbances are the order of the day, and the safety of our in- 
stitutions tremble in the balance. 

When Congress assembled in extra session on the 7th of Au- 
gust last year, the country was in the midst of a financial panic 
which the President informed us was caused by the silver-pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman law. After one of the most se- 
vere legislative struggles on record that clause was repealed, 
the result being, as everyone knows, a further contraction of 
the currency, which means more poverty, more misery, more 
suffering every day. The Sherman law was used as a special 
bugaboo. As it did not frighten anyone but the goldbugs, re- 
course must be had to that favorite, convenient, old, reliable 
nightmare ‘‘the tariff.” Therefore pretended fear of “ tariff 
reform” is now agitating the huge frame of the G. P. O. ele- 
phant. No danger. The old Norse saying, Ravens do not 
pick out each other’s eyes,” is applicable here. Old Jumbo was 
paralyzed in 1892, but by careful nursing he has been kept alive, 
and as a sacred relic, as a reminder of past greatness, he isonce 
more exhibited to the gaze of the faithful. 

The following is clipped from the St. Paul Dispatch for Octo- 
ber 19, 1893, which I will send to the clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAUSED BY TARIFF UNCERTAINTY—PARALYSIS OF THE IRON TRADE CON- 

TINUES WITH REMARKABLE TENACITY. 
CLEVELAND, OHIO, October 19, 


The Iron Trade Review this week says: It has been apparent for some 
time that favored producers in iron and steel, whose low-cost possibilities 
are a fruitful subject of market gossip have exhausted their advantage and 
are straining every point to keep in operation on a tonnage basis that will 
save them from loss. It is yet to be demonstrated whether there is beyond 
the v ums of business that has been gained through these special induce- 
ments a further fresh supply of orders that will keep mills now active in 
eration into the new year, or whether the early fall activity has been 
as compensation for the inroad consumption made upon stocks in the long 
shut down of Western mills. Nothing has developed within the week to in- 
dicate that demand is sensibly growing. 


The effect of the tariff uncertainty in iron and steel, visible iu all depart- 
ments of trade, in paralyzing demand, is illustrated in the failure of an im- 
portant and hitherto prosperous Eastern Pennsylvania concern. How long 
the iron trade at large can stand the strain. depends on how long certain 
gentlemen at Washington persist in being as those who having eyes see not. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to that 
statement of The Iron Trade Review. It indicates that the pro- 
duction of iron has exceeded consumption; that the supply ex- 
ceeds the demand, and then says: 

Noth ina has developed within the week to indicate that demand is sensi- 
bly growing. : 

The demand for an article, a commodity, or a certain line of ' 
goods is largely determined by the ability of the class of people 
using it to pay for it. When money circulates freely in 2 com- 
munity, the inhabitants buy freely such articles as they require. 
When money is scarce, purchasers are correspondingly scarce. 
During a money famine a farming community, for instance, will 
buy very little machinery, fence wire, tools, ete. They must 
economize, and they doit. To illustrate: Machinery that last 
year was regarded as wornout was this year fixed up and pressed 
into service again. Had the financial outlook for the farmer 
been brighter, he would have bought millions of dollars’ worth 
more of iron during the past season, and the article from which 
I quote would not have been written. Again: 

The effect of tariff uncertainty in iron and steel, visible inall departments 
of trade in paralyzing demand, is illustrated in the failure of an important 
and hitherto prosperous Pennsylvania concern. 

According to my way of thinking it is not fear of tariff re- 
form” that has clogged the wheels of industry; itis the low price 
of farm products, or, if you please, the high price of money, the 
farmer being thereby made unable to buy as much as he did be- 
fore, as shown by the following table of figures credited to the 
New York Sun: 

The foll table sh in fi , the gold val 
(in 5 markets) of the product Gf tne five staples MABA, TOF 
quinquennial periods, since 1866, and an estimate of the value, with average 
yields, of an acre under each such staple in 1833 at present prices: 


Value of an acre’s product. 


Staples. 


If, as is altogether probable, the revenue derived from the cultivation of 
each acre of the staples named has not since 1885 been in excess of the cost 
of production, then it is readily seen that the workers among the 30,000,000 
who inhabit the farms of the United States have for eight years received 
no more than laborer's wages, and could purchase but the barest necessa- 
ries. As prices now current are 21 per cent below the average of 1886 to 1890, 
it follows that the products of the farm are now sold below the cost of pro- 
duction, and that the farmer is wholly without purchasing power other - 
than such as results from his wages asa common laborer. 

The same article continues: 


As 205,000,000 acres are now employed in growing staple crops, it follows 
that the power of the farmer to 3 is this year 81.563. less than 
it would be if he was receiving the prices of 1866-'70 for his great staples. 

If that amount of money had been distributed among the farm- 
ers of the United States for their last crop in addition to what 
little they did receive,and exclusive of the vastly increased sum 
that they would have received for pork, beef, dairy products, 
wool, and so on, there would not now be in this country an un- 
cultivated field, a closed factory, a silent workshop, an unem- 
ployed workingman, an idle freight car, a ‘‘ busted” „ 
tramp, or a pauper. [Applause] 

Even the politician, he whose business it is to feed on his fel- 
low-man; who gets his living, not by the sweat of his brow, but 
by the swagger of his jaw—he too would have an easier time of 
it, as his peculations would attract less attention. And right 
here I have mentioned a matter that is sure to touch the heart 
of this House. 

What does it avail anyone to have a large stock of goods on 
hand when it can not besold? Give the farmera dollar a bushel 
for his wheat, the planter a shilling a pound for his cotton, for 
other farm products proportionately, and you will see an actiy- 
ity in the land such as never before was witnessed. 

There are in this country to-day vast stocks of the products of 
the field, factory, and workshop, all that is necessary to make 
everybody comfortable and happy. Yet from every State and 
Territory in the Union goes up a cry of distress, a complaint of 
want and hunger and misery, plaintive enough to move moun- 
tains to tears. Our unlimited resources are undeveloped, and 
there is work for everybody. Still millions of willing hands are 
idle! Hunger and want in a land of plenty; idleness where there 
is too much to do! y i 
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The Government of these United States is now in the hands of 
the goldbugs. They are the enemies of our country and of our 
people. Taney have forced on us the European money system, 
monometalism, which means European economic conditions, 
such as low wages for both farmer and mechanic; low prices for 
the products of soil and toil. The codfish aristocracy of New 
England has been evolved into the national bank aristocracy, 
the modern pirates who are levying tribute on the commerce of 
the country on land and sea. They demonetized silver, well 
knowing that gold as money will never circulate among the 
people. Result: bank vaults full of money, madhouses and 
prisons crowded to their utmost capacity with unfortunates. 

Believing in freedom for Loki, as well as for Thor;” in 
equal rights to all; in free trade for everybody, or ie ro- 
tection to all. I prepared and introduced the following bill, which 
the clerk will please read as part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Fitty-third Congress, first session.] 
H. R. 2335. 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
September 11, 1893.—Referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BOEN introduced the following bill: 

A bill to provide for admitting into the United States free of duty any goods 
or articles of foreign manufacture if bartered or exchanged for certain 
farm products, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That poll te or merchandise manu- 

‘actured in a foreign country shall be admitted into the territory of the 
ve States free s duty * gos 8 for mias SDi es 
ey, Oats, rye, rice, Oos, bu „cheese, š t meat, TK, 
tobacco, or wool raised or produced in the United States: Provi 5 That an 
inspection fee of I per cent ad valorem on all goods admitted into the United 

States under this act shall be collected and covered into the Treasury of the 

5 5 . ae . Ree Asy and regulations as the Secretary of the 

sury s ‘or that purpose. 

SHO. 2 That none of the products of the United States hereinbefore enu- 
meràted shall be used as an article of such barter or exchange more than 
once; and any person, firm, com „corporation, or organization offend- 
ing gainst the provisions of this act with the intent of evading payment of 
duties or for the pores of defrauding the Government shall, on conviction 
thereof, be punished for fraud against the Government, as provided by law. 

SES. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the jury to pre 
pare and promulgate all rules and regulations necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this act, and to cause this act to be enforced. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Chairman, although [ wrote that bill myself 
I can not discuss its legal worth, as I am only a farmer and with- 
out knowledge of law. ButI believe it expresses with sufficient 
clearness my idea, mantels, that the American farmer should 
have the right to buy in a free market as well as he must sell in 
a free market. 

It is said that there always are two parties to every bargain, 
but that does not apply to the farmer. Whether he sells or 
buys, the price is fixed by others. 

I presume that even under existing conditions the domestic 
manufacturer would be willing to exchange products with the 
farmer; but, having the tariff at his back, the manufacturer 
would determine the price of his own and of the farmer’s prod- 
ucts, and he would assess the farmer a sum equal to the tariff 
on the goods given in exchange. Under my bill there would be 
no premium in favor of the manufacturer, and the farmer would 
have a voice in the transaction. 

I said that the tariff, whatever its amount, is that much pre- 
mium placed on the domestic article as compared with the cor- 
responding article of foreign make. That premium, which un- 
der existing laws averages nearly 50 per cent, represents the ad- 


vantages awarded by law to the factory owner over the farmer. 
That is manifestly a great wrong. My bill aims to right that 
wrong. Ifit became law, our farm products would be ata pre- 


mium over money for the purchase of foreign manufactures, the 
amount of the premium being exactly equal to the premium or 
tariff on domestic manufactures. 

Thus it will be seen that my bill is a measure of self-defense; 
that it is fair to all, and places the farmer and manufacturer on 
an equal footing. That is what we want. 

Pass my bill and I do not care if you build around this country 
aChinese wall of protection thicker and higher than thaterected 
by the McKinley law, because my proposition provides for a 
breach in the fortification large enough to admit free all the 
oe we need, including raw materials for the manufacturer. 

e have plenty of farm products with which to buy them. 

It will be objected that it is impracticable. That objection 
would not be raised were my bill in favor of the factory owners, 
banking or transportation corporations. Then it would be just 
the thing. But measures calculated to protect or further the 
interests of the common people are always denounced by the 
Eos plunderers as impracticable. ‘‘ Where there isa will 

ere isa way.” Where there is no will there is no way. 

The manufacturer asks that we shall sell him our at 
on prices, the lowest in the world, and take in exchange 
oods at his own prices, the highest in the world. 

Ay chance or otherwise we buy goods of foreign make we are 


mulcted or fined by order of the manufacturers an amount vary- 
ing from 10 per gent to 300 or 400 per cent of the value of the 
goods bought. The fine goes to pay fat salaries to those who 
run the Government. 

The farmers have thus far patiently borne the burden. As 
long as we could get a fair price and ready sales for our products 
we were contented and cheerfully paid all the bills. Now there 
is no money among us, no price for our products. Taxes are as 
high as ever, if not higher, and our other expenses are as high 
as ever, while our income is greatly reduced. Money has disap- 
peared from among us. We must therefore come to a system of 
2 without the intervention of money. How can that be 

one! 

It my bill or some similar measure were law, we would in my 
neighborhood proceed about as follows: In the township where 
I live is a railway station called Wall Lake. There is a small 
grain warehouse built and owned by ourselvgs; also a store 
building. Wheat is our chief crop. It is thit with which we 
peg our debts, purchase our implements and necessaries of life. 

e could fill our elevator with wheat, each man getting credit 
for the amount pos in; then arrange with some manufacturer, 
whether domestic or foreign, for such an amount of goods as our 
wheat would pay for; the goods, if of foreign make, being heldin 
bond at the port of entry until our wheat could reach that port 
and release the goods in bond. On receipt of the goods thus pur- 
chased, they could be put into the store building, and from there 
turned over to the owners as and when required, each one hay- 
ing charged to his account the goods taken out by him until he 
had received goods to the amount which he had to his credit for 
wheat, less cost of handling, freight, and insurance. When 
necessary, more wheat could be shipped for merchandise, ma- 
chinery, etc. 

Thus we could easily, conveniently, and cheaply carry on our 
business without the use of money for other purposes than 
freight and insurance. And as our wheat would be at a premium 
over money ſor the purpose of buying steel rails, for instance, to 
the premium equaling the tariff on steel rails, it might happen 
that the railway company would be glad to receive wheatin pay- 
ment for transporting our grain to the port of entry. In that 
case the whole transaction would be made practically without 
the use of money other than money of account. 

This bill is therefore a rather far-reaching measure, and it does 
notrequire a very vivid imagination to foresee that it will meet 
with pporno It relieves or releases the farmer from the bur- 
den of the tariff. In other words, he can buy in a free market as 
well as he must sell in a free market. 

A new system of taxation—direct taxation—including a groa- 
uated income tax, must bé adopted, as there will be very little 
income from duties on imports. The farmer and the manufac- 
turer will be pn werd protected. But overshadowing all that in 
importance is the fact that the farmer can do business with so 
little money that he will have no occasion to borrow any from 
the banks. 

The bulk of the crops and merchandise and machinery can 
then be moved and distributed all over the land, and the banks 
can neither accelerate nor retard the process. Now the banks 
levy tribute at will on the commerce of the country, Theagri- 
cultural of commerce would be practically exemptfrom the 
bankers’ domination and interest on money would fall,-owing to 
its decreased use, 

Tour billcontemplates class legislation, “says some one. The 
voice sounds familiar. It is the voice of the most persistent ad- 
vocates of class legislation, the banker and the manufacturer. 

If it is class legislation to protect the farmer against the rob- 
bery of the other classes, then was bill aims at class legislation. 
But the laws that give to the banker the control of the currency 
of the country; the manufacturer the right and opportunity to 
dictate to the farmer the price he must pay for his machinery, 
ete.; the common carrier the power to exact from the farmer 
freight rates based on all that the traffic will bear — that is 
not class legislation in their eyes. Oh, no. I propose to secure 
to the farmer the same right that is demanded by the manufac- 
turer, and granted to him. 

If the theory of protection is right, it is right that it should 
be extended to bot 3 classes alike. The farmer and 
his employés are entitled to the same protection as the manu- 
facturer and his employés. No more, no less. The manufac- 
turerdemands protection againstforeign competition; the farmer 
must therefore seek protection against the o pen prices de- 
manded by the manufacturer. My bill provides that protection 
for the farmer. 

Asa class we are tired of being robbed by all other classes 
and on all occasions. We ask no favors of anyone—only insist 
on our rights. 

The following will fairly illustrate the farmer's importance, 
year after year, in our national seiner 

In 1892 we, the farmers of the United States, fed the popula- 
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tion of this country, estimated at over sixty-six millions. Besides 
that, we furnished for export agricultural products to the 
amount of $793,717,676. All other products exported were only 
$236,560,354, an export excess of farm products over all other in- 
dustries to the amount of 8557, 157,322. We fed the people; we 
paid the expenses of the Government, State and National, and 
the interest on the public debt. We supported the banking and 
transportation systems of the country and made several ion- 
aires at home and abroad, all in one year. Yet you talk about 
the farmer as if he were an object of charity. 
Quit plundering the farmer and he is all right. [Applause.] 


[Mr. HUDSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MALLORY, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HAIN I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

And accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


_ Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
seer aes Be from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4825) forthe 
relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co., and the same was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to define 
and regulate incertain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 5217) to regulate and discharge 
the yarmont of contracts in any money made a legal tender by 
law for the panana debts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: X bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles 

for the government of the Navy- to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 5219) to amend sections 
5579 and 5591, Title LXIII; of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5242) providing 
for leaves of absence to certain per diem employés of the Gov- 
ernment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OATES: A joint resolution (H. Res. 109) proposing to 
amend the Constitution of the United States as to the term of 
ofice of the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 110) proposing to amend the 
Constitution of the United States as to the composition of the 
House of Representatives of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res.111) proposing to amend the 
Constitution of the United States by limiting the term of office 

_of the President thereof to six years—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution relating to the issuance and 
sale of United States bonds—to the Committes on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: A resolution for the benefit of the widow of 
Harvey W. Cockerill, deceased, late clerk of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. MCLAURIN: A resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Navy for information regarding employés in the Navy 
De 5 from South Carolina to the Committee on Naval 

8. ' 

Also, a resolution calling upon the Secretary of War for infor- 
mation regarding employés in that Department from South 
Carolina—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a resolution calling upon the Postmaster-General for 
certain information regarding employés in*the Post-Office De- 
partment from South Carolina—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution calling upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
for information regarding employés in that Department from 
South Carolina—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, a resolution calling u 
for certain information regarding employés in that Department 
from South Carolina—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

Also, a resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
for certain information regarding employés in that Department 


m the Secretary of the Interior 


from South Carolina—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury 8 

By Mr. PIGOTT: A resolution relating to the establishment 
of Congressional districts in accordance with law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 5220) for the relief of James 
Stewart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 5221) granting increase 
of pension to Oliver T. Everhart—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions., 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 5222) for allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
commonly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5223) for the relief of Allie V. Askew, ad- 
ministratrix of W. W. Neely, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. , 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of 
James Stewart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5225) granting an 


| increase of pension to William O. Martin, of Brocton, Ill,—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill H. R. 5226) authorizing the rofund- 
ing of duty onaclock and chime of bells for St. Timothy’s Church, 
5 e Baltimore County, Md. —to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5227) for the relief of 
D. W. Boutwell—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 5228) to remove charges of 
desertion against Benjamin I’. Saintaben—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 5229) granting a pension to 
David M. Strang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5230) granting a pension to Henry Bloom- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5231) grantinga pension to Byron Dwinelle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to William L. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5233) to pension Mollie 
Crandall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 5234) for the relief of 
Walter S. Kimmel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 5235) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Goldsworthy—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. = 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 5236) to perfect the mili- 
yes record of Franklin B. Pope to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) toamend the militaryrecord of Charles 
Hentz, late private of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Connecti- 
cut Infantry Volunteers—to the Committeeon Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 5238) for the relief of 
2 1 555 Ware, of Fayette County, Tenn. to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5239) for the relief of Charles C. Burke, ad- 
ministrator of Elizabeth Burke, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 5240) providing 
for the adjustment and payment of the claim of the American 
Transportation Company for dredging done at Fairport Harbor, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 5241) to grant a pension to 
Mitchell Pearce, asoldier of the war of 1812—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of 51 business men oer 
Mass., 8 against the passage of the Wilson A bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of 584 employés of the Assabet Manufacturing 


Company, of Maynard, exer? sioner against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill, py ie y on wools and woolens—tv the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of citizensand laborers of Tower 
and Soudan, Minn., requesting that the present duty on iron ore 
be retaincd—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of laborers and citizens of St. Louis County, | fi 


Minn., against reducing the duty on iron ore—to the Committee 
on vere and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of citizens of Arickaree, 
Colo., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of citizens of Delta County, Colo., inst the 
e of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. f 

Also, protest of citizensof Las Animas County, Colo., against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of O. P. Doty and 82 others, citi- 
zens of Green Township, Scioto County, Ohio, protesting against 
the p ssage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of Geo. W. Dewald, of 
Mattoon, III., asking that a special act of Congress be passed for 
his relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of R. N. Penny and 80 other citi- 
zens of Sufolk County, N. Y., for. the retention of existing duty 
on potatoes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the wool-growers of 
Yates Center, Kans., protesting against placing wool on the fres 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of members of American Flint 
Glass Workers’ Union, Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a protective 
tariff and against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of green flint glass bottle-makers of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against reduction of tariff duties—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of window glass workers of Alexandria, Ind., 
against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union, No. 7, of Pittsburg, 
Allegheny County, Pa., in favor of Government control of tele- 
each lines and of House bill 4478 and of Senate bill 1136—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Protest of those interested in the manu- 
facture of toys in the State of New York, against the reduction 
of duty on toys and praying for a tariff of 35 per cent ad valorem 
on the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of 18,000 Good Templars of Maine, 
for acommission to investigate the liquor traffic—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Home Market Club, against 
the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Mrs. William H. Conners, widow 
of William H. Conners, deceased, of Madison County, Tenn., 
asking the reference of the claim for stores and supplies taken 

by the Federal forces for their use, to the Court of Claims, under 
the provision of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, 
of sas City, Kans., against the passage of the Wilson bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GE(SSENHAINER: Petition of the employés of the 
Bound Brook Woolen Mills at Bound Brook, N. J., against the 

age of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eas. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Protest of 458 sara 
of the George Gilbert Manufacturing Company, of Gilbertsville, 
Mass., irrespective of party, against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, protest of 31 citizens of Springfield, Mass., employed in 
the manufacture of toys, against the passage of the Wilson bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKERof New York: Petition of 49shirtmakers, of 
Dunkirk, N. Y., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

0, a request of A. P. Lake, M. D.; that one or more agency 
physicians appear in Washington to discuss the subject of in- 
crease in salaries—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of 63 citizens of Somerset, 
Perry County, Ohio, against the age of the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of 34 farmers, merchants, and laborers, of Pax- 
ton Township, Ross County, Ohio, against the passage of the 


so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, tition of 190 employers of laboring men, and others, 
of Middleport, Meigs County, Ohio, against the passage of the 
oo ilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


Also, petition of 48 farmers, mechanics, and laborers, of Jef- 
erson Township, Ross County, Ohio, against the passage of the 
bs Sige Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of 75 farmers, mechanics, merchants, and labor- 
ing men, of togan, Hocking County, Ohio, against the passage 
of the so-called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of 150 farmers, mechanics, and laboring men, of 
Jackson Township, Vinton County, Ohio. against the so-called 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Ann Arbor eee T 
graphical Union, No. 154, urging the pomage of House bill 4478, 
providing for the Governmentownership and control of the tele- 
graph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of cigar manufacturers, for a uniform rate of 
duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of H. F. Boydand others; rela- 
tive to placing on the retired list men who have served twenty- 
five years in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of manufacturers and makers of ci- 
gars, for a uniform rate of 35 cents on leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania; Petition of 42 citizens of 
Tioga County, Pa., against any change in the duty on cigars and 
tobacco to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, 7 of 14 citizens of Tioga County, Pa., against any 
change in the duty on cigars and tobacco - to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of Churchill & Bean and oth- 
ers, members of the Merchant Tailors’ National Exchange, that 
the duty on ready-made clothing and wearing apparel be made 
80 per cent ad valorem—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of dealers and granite-cutters of Quincy, Mass., 
to maintain the present tariff duty on dressed granite—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of workmen, granite-cutters, and polishers, of 
Quincy, Mass., to maintain the present duty of 40 per cent ad 
valorem upon granite—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Lodge No. 264, International As- 
sociation of Machinists, of Boston, in favor of the Government 
ownership of the telegraphic systems of the country—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a petition of the Rubber Garment Workers’ Local Union, 
No. 51, of East Braintree, Mass., in favor of the Government 
ownership of the telegraph system of the country—to the Com- 
mittee of the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'NEIL: Petition of Boston Lodge, No. 264, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Boston, Mass., in favor of 
Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Trimountain Garrison, No. 98, Regular Army 
and Navy Union, for an amendment to the act of February 14, 
1865, relative to the retiring of enlisted men—to the Co: ttee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance of Merchant Tailors’ Association, against 
55 passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of 179 citizens of Lymansville, R. I., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of J. B. Myers and 24 other citi- 
zens of Toronto, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Remonstrance of the Shaler & Hall Quarry 
Company, of Portland, Conn., and Cromwell, Conn., against put- 
ting freestone or sandstone on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of glass-cutters, Mount Wash- 
ington Glass Company, New Bedford, Mass., protesting against 
any reduction in the tariff as it now stands, and against the sub- 
stitution of ad valotem for specific duties—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of glass workers in the employ of N. Pack- 
wood & Co., protesting against a change in the tariff on cut 
glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of manufacturersand makers of cigars, 


1894, 


for a uniform rate of duty on all unstemmed leaf tobacco to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of 91 workers in glass factory of W. H. Hamil- 
ton & Co., of Pittsburg, e ngalin the passage of the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. - 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of South Side, Pitts- 
burg, on tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Workingmen’s Protective Tariff 
League of New York, against the Wilson bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of McKeesport, Pa., 
protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the lithographic workmen of New 
York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, protesting against the reduc- 
tion of duty on lithographic goods—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of 1,200 employers of labor, workingmen, and 
others, citizens of the Twenty-second and Twenty-fourth Congres- 
sional districts of Pennsylvania, protesting against the passige 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of 185 glass manufacturers and workers of Jean- 
nette, Pa., protesting against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of 200 companies of the United States, inter- 
ested in mining, protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of 300 miners of lead ore of Missouri and Kan- 
sas, protesting against an ad valorem duty on lead ore—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fred W. Hayne, 107 Hudson street, New York, 
praying that every publisher or publishers of newspapers, mag- 
azines, and trade journals be compelled to publish his or their 
sworn circulation; also, to abolish the law that no publisher can 
send through the mails, as second-class matter, his paper and at 
the end of the year demand payment of the nonsubscriber be- 
cause he did not return the paper through the post-oftice—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial from 134minersand others, 
citizens of Ironwood, Mich., protesting against the proposed 

lacing of iron ore on the free list, the mere suggestion of which 
bab closed the mines and caused widespread suffering and dis- 
tress to prevail in that section—to the 
Means. 

Also, memorial from Capt. William Trebilcock and 143 other 
miners and citizens of Ironwood, e against the 
placing of iron ore on the free list, and affirming that such action 
wil: work great hardship to the people of that section—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from 114 workingmen, employers of labor and 
others, citizens of Norway, Mich., irrespective of party afflia- 
tions, protesting against the placing of iron ore on the free list, 
and declaring that the inevitable result of so doing would be 
lowered wages and reduced employment—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial from 129 workingmen, employers of labor and 
others, citizens of Escanaba, Mich., regardless of party, remon- 
strating against the proposed legislation permitting the free ad- 
mission of iron ore, and affirming that the effect of such action 
would be to reduce wages and bring starvation to the people of 
that section—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a memorial from R. M. Sampson and 250 others, citizens 
of Norway, Mich., regardless of party, remonstrating against 
placing iron ore on the free list, and affirming that such action 
would bring great hardships upon the people of that section—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a memorial from Walter Fitch and 405 others, citizens 
of Champion, Mich., irrespective of party, representing the suf- 
fering and distress now among them, resulting from the danger 
of the Wilson bill passing, and especially praying that the duty 
on iron ore be retained—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Stained Glass 
Workers of Allegheny City, for reduction of present duty on 
stained glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union, No. 7, of Pittsburg, 
for passage of bill directing the Government to take charge of 
telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of E. W. C. Cook and 43 others, 
citizens of Galena, Delaware County, Ohio, against the passage 
zt the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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SENATE, 
TUESDAY, January 16, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. z 

The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the Presidentof the United States, which 
will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts suggesting the absence of a quorum, the Secretary will 
call the coll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, zonge y, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, ach, 
en, Hansbrough, en Oregon, Stock 

ac! broug: tehe on, Stoc e, 
Call, H 3 Morrill, ller, 
Carey, Hawley, Murphy, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pa mer, Vest, 
Chllom, Hunton, Perkins, Vilas, 
Cuuiel, Irby, Platt, Washburn, 
au vis, Jones, Ark. Proctor, Wilson. 
Faulkner, <yle, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll call develops the 
fact that 43 Senators are present. There being a quorum pres- 
ent, the Secretary will read the message of the President of 
the United States. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith copies of all dispatches from our minister at Hawaii 
relating in any way to N affairs in that country, except such as have 
been heretofore laid before the 8 

Lalso transmit a copy of the last instructions sent to our minister, dated 
8 anuary 12, 1894, being the only instructions to him not already sent to the 

ongress. 

In transmitting certain correspondence with my message dated December 
18, 1893. I withheld a dispatch from our present minister, numbered 3 and 
dated November 16, 1893, and also a dispatch from our former minister, num- 
bered 70 and dated October 8, 1892. Inasmuch as the contents of the dispatch 
of November 16, 1893, are referred to in the dispatches of a more recent date 
now sent to Congress, and inasmuch as there seems no longer to be sufficient 
reason for withholding said dispatch, a copy of the same is herewith sub- 
mitted. The dispatch numbered 70 and dated October 8, 1892, above referred 
to, is still withheld for the reason that such a course still appears to be justi- 


fiable and proper. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
January 13, 1894. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
message and accompanying documents 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the message and accompanying doc- 
uments be printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 
The PRESIDENT pro vai: Pld It will be so ordered. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to address the Senate upon that motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is suspended, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts is recognized. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to speak upon the motion for five or ten 
minutes. Perhaps it would be more convenient to the Senate to 
have the routine morning business first transacted. I make that 
suggestion, and ask consent that this matter may stand until the 
transaction of the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and accompany- 
ing documents will lie on the table for the present, and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be recognized after the routine 
morning business. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 108) authorizing Maj. Gen. Oliver 
Otis Howard, United States Army, to accept from the President 
of the French Republic a diploma conferring the decoration of 
Commander of the National Order of the Legion of Honor, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented.a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Summer Hill, III., remonstrating against a reduction of duty on 
wool; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Winter Wheat Millers’ 
League of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of such 
legislation as will cause the removal of the discriminating du- 
ties now imposed by foreign countries against the importation 
of flour; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of fruit-growers and shippers of 
Michigan and dealers in Chicago, III., praying that an appropria- 
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tion of $25,000 be made for the improvement of the Kalamazoo 
River in Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the memorial of E. C. Hall and 
other citizens of St. Louis County, Minn., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of 50 citizens of Hock- 
ing County, of 140 citizens of Miami County, and of 100 employés 
of the Jeffrey Manufacturing Company, of Columbus, all in the 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Clair, 
Ohio, soldiers in the late war, praying for an investigation of 
the Pension Bureau; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Cleveland, 
Fairfield, Re Wells, Mohican, and Turtle Creek, all in the 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN (for Mr. MCPHERSON) presented a memorial 
of employés of R. H. and B.C. Reeve, manufacturers of floor oil- 
cloth, of Camden, N. J., remonstrating against any change in 
the present tariff law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of citizens’ of 
Dixson County, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill. The memorial is quite numerously signed. 
Lobserve that the political proclivities of those who signed it are 
mentioned, and that a majority of the signers sign as Democrats 
andasmembers of the Populist party. I move thatthe memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented memorials of H. B. Sturtevant 
and 278 other workingmen, 3 of labor, and business men 
of Ironwood; of Watson Fitch and 422 workingmen, employers 
of labor, and other citizens of Champion; J. B. Knight and 248 
workingmen, employers of labor, and other citizens of Vulcan 
and Norway, and of D. A. Stewart and 105 workingmen, em- 

loyers of labor, and other citizensof Norway, all in the State of 
ichigan, remonstrating against placing iron ore on the free 
list; which were refe to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Fair Haven (Mich.) Stave 
Company, and of the Standard Hoop Company of Michigan, re- 
monstrating against the placing of hoops and staves on the free 
list; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the reopening of the navy-yard at 
Charlestown for the construction and repairofshipping, etc. The 
petition sets forth that the yard has been put in a high state of 
efliciency by recent appropriations; also the discrimination 
which has been made against it in not being used: and the great 
dist: ss among the workingmen of that city. The petitioners 
state that the reopening of the yard for the ordinary work of a 
navy- yard would give employment to a number of persons. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 8 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of John A. Spielman and 
33 other honorably discharged ex-soldiers of the Union army, 
praying for the passage of a service pension law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented memorial of G. W. Wallace and 700 
other citizens of Tower and Soudan; of O. G. Korb and 93 other 
citizens of Ely; of E. H. Hall and 80 other citizens of St. Louis 
County, and of Peder Handburg and 88 other citizens of Ely, 
allin the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against any reduc- 
tion of the duty on iron ore; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Pressmen's Union No. 14, and 
of W. J. Ralusand other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., praying for 
the governmental control of the telegraph service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of F. W. Betz and other citi- 
zens of Fairmount, Minn., praying for the imposition of a uni- 
form duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Good Templars of 
Maine, by request of its grand lodge, representing 18,000 mem- 
bers, praying for the asia of a national commission of 
inquiry to investigate the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Me., praying for the early completion of the Sandy Bay break- 
water and harbor of refuge at Cape Ann, Mass.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the Board of 
Trade of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the placing of 
iron ore on the free list; which was referred to the e 
on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of Herman Hoffman and Ed. 
Olson, of Greencastle; of C. Wirth and 10 others, of Terre 
Haute; of Jacob Rief and 3 others, of Lawrence; and of A. M. 
Miller and 6 others, of Lebanon, manufacturers and makers of 
cigars in the State of Indiana, praying for the imposition of a 
uniform duty of 35 per cent on allunstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of M. W. McCoy, a cigar man- 
ufacturer of Evansville, ind., praying for the repeal of the tariff 
law of 1890, neering the duty on manufactured tobacco, and 
for the retention of the present duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PUGH presented the petitionof J. W. Drewey and5 other 
physicians of bour, Ala., praying for the establishment of a 
bureau of public health within the Treasury Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. DANIEL presented memorials of sundry operators and 
miners of Wells Branch, West Va., remonstrating against a re- 
duction of the duty on coal and coke; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Clinch Valley coal oper- 
ators of Wise County, Va., remonstrating t a reduction ot 
the duty on coal; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a memorial of the owners and operators of 
blast and zinc furnaces in Southwest Virginia and the Shenan- 
doah Valley, Virginia, remonstrating against a further reduc- 
tion of the duty on coal, iron ore, and zinc; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of miners and other employés 
of the Big Creek mines, in Tazewell County, Va., remonstra ng 
against a further reduction of the duty on soft coal, coke, an 
iron ore; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Board of Trade of Poca- 
hontas, Va., and of coal producers of the Pocahontas coal fields 
of Virginia and West Virginia, remonstrating against a further 
reduction of the duty on soft coal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. - 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Big Stone 
Gap, Va., remonstrating i 


87 the placing of coal, iron, and 
nae on the free list; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance. 


He also presented a petition of the All Tobacco Cigarette Man- 
ufacturers’ Association of the United States, praying for a sepa- 
rate classification and remonstrating against any reduction of 
the present duty on all-tobacco cigarettes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of James Harvey and 146 other 
citizens of Grayson and Carroll Counties, Va., and of W. D. Sale 
and 33 other employés of the Pennsylvania Zinc and Iron Com- 
pany, of Ivanhoe, Va., remonstrating against any reduction of 
the present duty on pig iron; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of directors of the 
Louisville (Ky.) Silvering and Beveling Company, remonstrat- 
ing against any reduction of the duty on German mirrors, and 
opposing a reduction of the duty on mirrors to 5 cents per square 
foot; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Hawkins and other 
cigar-manifacturers of Charlottesville, Va., praying for the im- 

ition of a uniform duty of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf to- 
cco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Salem, Oregon, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion establishing a postal governmental telegraph service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


ANNIVERSARY OF LAYING OF CAPITOL CORNER STONE. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported a 
joint resolution (S. R. 51) to provide for the printing of the re- 
port of the joint committee of Co and 5 gs at the 
centennial celebration of the laying of the corner stone of the 
Capitol; and submitted a report thereon. 

he joint resolution was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was read the sec- 
ond time at length, and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Ci en assembled, That the report of the joint committee of 
Congress, ted under the joint resolution a ved August 17, 1893, 
upon the ceremonials at the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary 
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of the laying of the corner stone ot the Capitol of the United States, together 
and public adi 


With the proceedings on the commemoration of that 
event, be printed in a memorial volume, with such illustrations as may be 
8 by the Joint Committee on Printing, and that 5,500 copies be 
printed, 1,500 for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. and 1,000 copies for distribution by the citizens’ committee on 
the celebration, and the sum of 2, 000, or so much ‘thereof as may be neces- 
sary. is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise Beans deg to carry this joint resolution into effect. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
‘amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1137) to provide for the printing of the re- 
port of the joint. committee of Congress and proceedings at the 
centennial celebration of the laying of the corner stone of the 
Capitol, reported adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1431) to amend section 2324 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to regula- 
tions made by miners; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1432) to open to settlement 
and provide for the disposal of the public lands of Fort McPher- 
son military reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WASHBURN introdueed a bill (S. 1433) granting to the 
Hot Springs Water Company a site for a reservoir for cold water 
i the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr..COKE introduced a bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Sylvanus Sandford, deceased, late of Cass County, Tex.; 
pore was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE. By request of the secretary of the Maritime As- 
sociation of New York I introduce a bill, and ask that it be twice 
read and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill S. 1435) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, fixing time for vessels tounlade, was read 
twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introdueed a bill S. 1436) for the relief of Ruth- 
erford Leach; which was read twice by its title,and ‘referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1437) granting a pension ‘to |. 


Jacob Niebels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 
1438) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. McPHERSON) introduced à bill (S. 1439) to 
amend the Articles for the government of the Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1440) for 
the relief of John G. Rose; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1441) t- 
ing a pension to Ella Hatfield, invalid daughter of Maj. David 
Hatfield, First Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1442) to 
provide for the enlargement and improvement of the United 
States naval hospital, Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1443) for the relief of Henry 
Marcotte; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced ‘a bill (S. 1444) to au- 
thorize the Oklahoma Central Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway through the Indian and O oma Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 1445) to ren the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of David Miller; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit anamendmentintended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I should 
like to say a word, with the consent of the Senate, in regard to 
the amendment. It | ginger an appropriation of $25,000 “to 
enable the Director of the Geological Survey to make a careful 

ion of the gold-bearing black sale A of the coast and 


rivers of California, Oregon, and Washington, with a view of de- 
termining as to their geological origin and contents, including 
an investigation as to the possible methods by which the flour 
gold of such sands might be saved, and also aninvestigation into 
the platinum, iridosmine, and nickel ores of the State of Oregon, 
their origin, quality, and extent, and report thereon.” 

T have had some correspondence with the Director of the Ge- 
ological Survey in regard to this matter, and I hold in my hand 
a communication of some importance bearing upon the ques- 
tion. I move that the communication be printed in connection 
with the proposed amendment and referred with it to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROCEEDINGS ON A NOMINATION. 


Mr. CALL. I submit a Senate resolution, with an accompany- 
ang notice for a change of the rules of the Senate. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I give notice that I-will move the Senate to suspend the following part of 
Rule paragraph 2, viz: “All information communicated or re- 
marks made by a Senator when acting upon nominations concerning the 
character and qualifications of the person nominated; also all votes upon 
any nomination shall be kept secret, so far as the same relates to the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate in relation to the nomination of the internal revenue 
collector for the State of Florida. The object of this motion is to have the 
nomination of the internal-revenue collector for Florida considered in open 


session. 

Resolved, That so much of Rule XXXVIII, paragraph 2. as is contained in 
the following words: All information communicated or remarks made by 
a Senator when acting upon nominations concerning the characteror quali 
fications of the person nominated; also all votes upon any nomination shall 
be kept secret.“ shall be suspended in the consideration of the nomination 
of the collector of internal revenue of the State of Florida. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
propose to refer the resolution? 

r. CALL. I do not, sir. Ishall ask that it be considered by 
the Senate without a reference. I suppose under the rule the 
resolution will lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Florida whether 
it should not be brought up first in executive session? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if it seems to the Senate—— 

Mr. CALL. Ido not suppose it should, Mr. President, unless 
it be done by a vote of the Senate. I can see no reason why a 
e change of the rules should not be discussed in open 

mate. 

Mr. HOAR. It would seem to me, as at present advised, that 
it is my duty to suggest that it shall be considered in executive 
session, which suggestion being made, if any other Senator 
. with me, would require it to be first considered there. 

en iif, after explanation by the Senator from Florida, the 
Senate thought that it was a matter for open session, the Senate 
would so order, under the rule; but it seems to me that as the 
subject is by the rules submitted to the Senate in executive ses- 
sion the special reasons why it should be made an exception can 
not be otherwise stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts submit.a motion? 

Mr. HOAR. I make that suggestion, Mr. President. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If this matter is to be taken up now, I 
certiinly second the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I do not think that this is a proposed change of the 
rules. It is rather a request for unanimous consent that as to 
the particular nomination named the injunction of secrecy shall 
be removed. That surely isa matter for executive session. I 
second the request that the doors be closed, if the matter is to 
be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to 
the Senators from Nebraska and Massachusettsthat the Senator 
from Florida does not ask for the present consideration of his 
resolution, but he asks that it lie over under the rules. 

Mr HOAR. I wish, if I may be allowed to make 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks that the doors be closed at this time, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska seconds it, itis the duty of the Chair to 
order the doors to be closed. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to make one suggestion. Ido not 
wish to interpose in any matter against what the Senator from 
Florida desires, as he knows very well, but, on the contrary, de- 
sire to support any wish that he may have. My suggestion is 
not at all made in reference to this particular case, of which I 
know absolutely nothing, but because I think it is a very im- 
porni matterof general practice. If this matter be considered 

executive session the Senator can, of course, make his reasons 
known to the Senate and the doors can be at once opened if the 
Senate think so; but lam obliged to notify the Senator that I 
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shall be compelled to make this suggestion whenever the matter 
is considered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The suggestion being made 
at this time, and seconded by the Senator from Nebraska, it is 
3 of the Chair to order the galleries cleared and the doors 
c 8 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will withdraw his resolu- 


on. 

Mr. CALL. I do not ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. Ido not wish to oppose the wishes of any Senator 
in regard to its consideration, but it appears to me the question 
whether a rule should be suspended is not a matter for secret 
session. It does not involve any discussion 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
withdraw the resolution? The question is not now debatable. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Florida does not withdraw the 
resolution, but he asks that the resolution—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
clear the galleries and close the doors of the Senate. 

The doors were thereupon closed, and at the expiration of 
twenty minutes were reopened. 

FLORIDA RAILROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. CALL. Idesire to give notice that on Monday next, after 
the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move to take up 
the resolution introduced by me to refer to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee the action of the Interior De ent with reference to 
certain Florida railroad lands claimed as grants, and submit some 
observations to the Senate upon it. 


CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read 
and ordered to lie on the table: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be re- 
uired to examine into the condition of the civil service of the United 
tates and the 8 its retention or increase, and to report to the 
Senate by bill or otherwise. 


UNITED STATES CONVICTS IN UTAH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution which I ask may be 
read, and, when it is read, I ask that a letter from the Attorney- 
General may be read to explain why the resolution should be 


passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the 
Senate the amounts due the United States from the Territory of Utah on 
account of costs aud expenses of prosecutions for offenses against any law 
of the Territorial Legislature of Utah required to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of said Territory under the act of June 23, 1874, entitled An act in rela- 
tion to courts and judicial officers in the Territory of Utah.” 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the letter of the Attorney-General be read. It will 
be read, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 3, 1894. 

Str: It is ested to the Department that the attention of Congress 
should be called to the large amounts due the United States from the Terri- 
tory of Utah, expended by the Governmentin the support of Territorial con- 
victs under the act of June 23, 1874, commonly known as the Poland bill, sec- 
tion 2, paragraph 4, of the act being: And the costs and expenses of ail 

rosecutions for offenses st any lawof the Territorial Legislature shall 

paid out of the treasury of the Territory:“ the offenses prosecuted under 
the act by the United States attorney being ‘‘as well under the laws of said 
Territory as of the United States.” 

For many years there has been an annual appropriation mainly for the 
5 — penitentiary, usually denominated ‘Expenses Territorial 
courts 9 

The amount of expenses thus incurred can be ascertained from the office 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

This matter is brought to your notice because this Department has dis- 
bursed these appropriations. It would be held responsible if this informa- 
tion was not communicated to you and it should be overlooked. 


VES repon, RICHARD OLNEY 
Attorney- General. 


The PRESIDENT Of the United States Senate. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL AT BUTLER FLATS, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolu- 
tions, concurrent or otherwise? If there be none, the morning 
business is concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 156, Order of Business 176. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask my colleague if the bill will take any time? 
- Mr. LODGE. I think not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R.156) for the establishment of 
alight and fog signal station near Butle Flats, New Bedford, 
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The PRESIDENT ge tempore. Is thereobjection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill, the title of which has been read? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the bill read for informa- 
tion, subject to soo Sa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
22 ⁵— 
tion, at a cost not to exceed 845,000. F rgi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ACCOUNTS OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I ask—— 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the order of the Senate was that at 
the close of the routine business the President’s message should 
be laid before the Senats. 

The PRESIDENT 11 tempore. The message of the President 
of the United States been laid before the Senate. It is lying 
upon the t ible at the request of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
= the Senator from Massachusetts is now recognized by the 

air. 

Mr. HUNTON, Task the Senator from Massachusetts to per- 
mit me to ask for the consideration of House bill 4340, in regard 
to the mode of settling the accounts of the post-offices in the 
country with the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the bill require any debate? 

Mr. HUNTON. I think not. It was brought up the other 
day by me and its consideration then asked for, but the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] asked that it lie over until the return 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTON. Lask for the present consideration of House 
bill 4340. It will be recollected that I reported the bill from the 
Committee on Post-O.fices and Post-Roads. It was recom- 
mended by the Post-Office Department and by the commission 
appointed by the two Houses of Congress to consider such mat- 
ters. As I have stated, at the request of the Senator from Maine 

Mr. FRYE] it was laid over until the return of the Senator from 
issouri, who is now here, and I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4340) to 
amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes so as to require origi- 
nal receipts for deposits of postmasters to be sent tothe Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to print and re- 
fer the message of the President of the United States is now be- 
fore the Senate, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President,I desire, before the President’s 
message containing some information in regard to the proceed- 
ings in Hawaii passes from the power of the Senate by reference 
or by the order to print, to call attention to onematter, which I 
think should be understood now. 

It will be remembered—I do not think any intelligent Ameri- 
can is ignorant of the fact—that the President of the United 
States, deeming that it would be a shame, a foul shame, to ex- 
pose the persons who had been engaged in the recent establish- 
ment of the present Government of Hawaii to the vengeance of 
a cruel and semibarbarous ruler, demanded from her an under- 
taking that there should be complete pardon and amnesty to all 
the persons engaged in that revolution. Nobody, however se- 
vere a critic of the present Administration, questions the wis- 
dom and humanity of that stipulation. The Queen had many 
times broken her promises and her oath of office. She had been 
dethroned by her subjects for an attempt, by her own authority 
and without right, to impose a new constitution upon her peo- 
ple and to violate the old one. 

When that suggestion was made to her, she was asked by Mr. 
Willis to issue a proclamation of amnesty. and she said that she 
tho ght the persons ought to be beheaded, their property con- 
fiscated, and their children driven from the realm, and she 
Soer not consent. Upon that the proceedings stopped for a 
time. 

But I want to call attention to another matter, and that is, 
that the Queen also informed Mr. Willis that she had no consti- 


1894. 
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tutional or legal right to make that promise. She hesitated a 
moment, and then slowly and calmly answered, says Mr. Willis 
in his report: 

There are certain laws of my government by which I shall abide. My de- 
cision would be as the law directs. 


Then he goes on asking her if she fully understands the mean- 
ing of her words, and he further asked her: 


Suppose it was necessary to make a decision before you approach any 
ministers, and that you were asked to issue a royal proclamation of general 


amnesty. would you do it? 


She answered: 

I have no legal right to do that, and I would not do it. 

Mr. President, that answer of the Queen was well founded. 
The constitution of Hawaii, which has been furnished to us in 
one of the documents which have been laid before the Senate 
and of which I hold a copy in my hand, contains several provi- 
sions on this subject. Article 27 is: 

That the king, by and with the advice of the privy council and with the 
consent of the cabinet, has the power to grant reprieves and pardons after 
conviction for all offenses. ; 

Then there is another provision of the same constitution, ar- 
ticle 78, which says: 

Wherever by this constitution any act is to be performed by the king or the 
sovereign, it shall, unless otherwise expressed, mean that such act shall be 
done and performed by the sovereign by and with the advice and consent of 
the cabinet. z 

The cabinet is not, as under our Constitution, within the con- 
trol of the executive head of tħe nation, because no cabinet can 
be removed except by a vote of want of confidence by the Legis- 
lative Assembly, which will be found in the forty-first article. 

So it appəars that this promise of amnesty which has at last 
been extracted from the Queen, so far as it is found in her am- 
biguous and doubtful letter (which I will ask to have read pres- 
ently and printed as a part of my remarks), was a gross viola- 
tion of the constitution of Hawaii. Every constitutionallawyer, 
every intelligent citizen understands the distinction between a 
power to pardon after conviction, which can extend only to a 
particular offender and which cin on!y ba exercised by a discre- 
tion instructed by the proceedings of à trial with the full knowl- 
edge of the particular fact bearing upon the particular guilt of 
the particular criminal, and a general sweeping proclamation 
of amnesty. 

So what President Cleveland through his minister, Mr. Wil- 
lis, was urging upon that sovereign to do was as gross a viola- 
tion of her constitution as could be suggested or supposed; and 
the Queen notified our Government of the fact. She protested 
twice, I have not a legal power to do this thing.” The life, 
the Property, the right of taese men and their children to abide 
in their country are dependent upon a promi so extorted, by 
an authority which was informed when the promise wis extorted 
that it was a grossly unconstitutional and illegal promise that 
had been obtained. 

Mr. President, there is but one point of sympathy between the 
present Executive of the United States, who sentout Mr. Blount, 
and the deposed Queen of Hawaii, and that is a purpose on the 
part of both recklessly to disregard the constitations of their 
country; the only difference being that the President of the 
United States disregards our Constitution recklessly and with- 
out provocation, and the Queen of Hawaii in this instance pro- 
poses to disregard the constitution of Hawaii only for the great 
temptation of a throne and on the urgent solicitation of our 
President. ` À 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question? 

Mr.HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether the answer finally given by the Queen 
that she would extend amnesty is capable of the construction 
that she would only extend that amnesty after conviction? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think it is. As [Isaid, her letter. which 
Ishall have read in a moment, is ambiguous and doubtful. But 
if it were, tho Queen could not do it without the consent of her 
cabinet. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. And the cabinet could not be removed, if it re- 
fused, pec by the order of the Legislature. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What I desire to get at is what 
is the real meaning of the consent finally given? 

Mr. HOAR. I will have the letter read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Was it intended that she would 
extend amnesty at once before conviction, or did she mean to be 
understood that she would extend it only after conviction? 

Mr. HOAR. I will send up to the desk the Queen's letter. I 
have it here in a paper, but the official copy is more convenient. 
Let the Secretary read the Queen's letter, contained in No. 16. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
WASHINGTON PLACE, Honolulu, December 18, 1893, 


Sm: Since I had the interview with you this morning, I have given the 
most careful and conscientious thought as to my duty, andI now, of my own 
free will, give my conclusions. 

1 must not feel revengeful to any of my people. If I am restored by the 
United States I must forget myself and remember only my dear people and 
my country. I must forgive and forget the past. permitting no proscription 
or punishment of anyone, but trusting that all will hereafter work together 
in pones = th ee for the good and for the glory of our beautiful and 
once happy lan 

Asking you to, bear to the President and to the Government he re nts 
a message of gratitude from me and from my people, and promising with 
God's grace to prove worthy of the confidence and frienåshnip of your people, 


Iam, etc, 
LILIUOKALANL 
To His Excellency ALBERT S. WILLIS, 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary, 
United States of America. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, that letter is either a compliance 
with the condition of a proclamation of amnesty or itis not. If 
it be a promise of pardon it is an unconstitutional engagement, 
as the authorities of the United States had been again undagain 
notified by the Queen herself. If it be not, what becomes of the 
transparent and shallow pretense that the liberty or the impu- 
aiya the persons who engaged in the revolution has been se- 
cured? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I congratulate the Senator from 
Massachusetts upon his tender regard for the maintenance of the 
constitution of Hawaii. His constitutional argument this morn- 
ing has been characterized by his usual perspicacity. I do not 
know, though, whether the insistance of the President of the 
United States upon amnesty and full pardon and oblivion for all 
acts committed by those who took part in the revolution of Jan- 
uary, 1893, was not a wise condition, notwithstanding the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator from 
Massachusetts would still insist that the Queen, notwithstand- 
ing a compliance with that condition, should have tried and was 
bound by her constitutional duty to have tried those who had 
engaged in the revolution, or should withhold all executive 
clemency from those who had been tried and convicted of treat 
son against her Government. 

I believe that the President of the United States was right in 
saying that he would exact such a condition from her before he 
would intervene or exercise his good offices with the Provisional 
Government in her behalf, and that he was able with the power 
with which he was clothed, and that the United States were 
able, to make good that promise and to see that it was fulfilled. 
I do not know but that the argument is a little late, as the whole 
matter has dropped short of any exigency of that kind. Assoon 
as the dispatch from Mr. Willis was rebeived, as I understand 
from the message and the documents which have beensent tous, 
a dispatch was atonce sent to him that the matter was closed and 
was to remain where it was elt by the Queens refusal. 

But be that as it may, I do not fhink that even for the pur- 
poses of a moot question here on what is a proper constitutional 
view to take of the powers of the Queen under the constitution 
which has been overthrown, the contention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is likely to play much figure in this constitutional 
discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware, not 
being able to meet or to answer tue force of what I said, has pro- 
ceeded to make a most extraordinary distortion of my language. 
The Senator says that the Senator from Massachusetts manifested 
a tender re for the constitution of Hawaii, and that I in- 
sisted the Queen should have those people tried. Mr. President, 
it oe all my respect for that Senator to suppose that he be- 
lieved that when he said it. : 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me; I think he misun- 
derstood me. 

Mr. HOAR. I wrote down the Senator's language. 

Mr. GRAY. Not that they should be tried, but that they 
should not have extended to them amnesty and pirdon. 

Mr. HOAR. That I insist they should not. ell, take it in 
either way. 

Mr. GRAY. Take it in that way. 

Mr. HOAR. I will repeat what I said, and I challenge the 
Senator to stand in his place and deny it. I said that when the 
promise was exacted from that woman it was a void promise, a 
promise which would be in violation of her oath of office, and 
that the Queen notified us that it was a void promise. She said, 
am bound by the law and I can not legally do this thing.” 
Now, the Senator gets up and says that I insisted those people 
ought to be tried, when I pointed out and read the constitution 
to show that she was right, because she can not issue a procla- 
mation of amnesty before trial, because the constitution confines 
her to a pardon after conviction, and she can not issue a pardon 
after conviction because the constitution says she can only act 
by the advice and consent of her cabinet, and in this particular 
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case 1 a advice and consent of the cabinet and privy council 
both, both of which are necessary to a pardon 

When I make that suggestion and the Senator gets up and 
says I am arguing that those people ough to be tried or pun- 
ished, it is a plea of guilty in behalf of the Administration; and 
the Senator gets up and says something else, and puts into my 
mouth something else and undertakes to defend something else. 

I think those men ought not to be tried; I think they ought 
not to be punished, not because I think they ought to be par- 
doned, but because I think they have done nothing worthy of 
punishment. They ought no more to be tried or to be punished 
or to be pardoned than William Russell, or Algernon Rigseg, 
or John Hampden, or George Washington, or Benjamin Frank- 
lin, or John Dickinson ought to have bzen tried or punished or 
pardoned. They were defending const:tutional liberty in the 
way which, if not pointed out in the constifution, is established 
ni sanctioned by the custom of free men, and has the force of 
law everywhere. 

Mr, President, another thing which the Senater from Dela- 
ware said, it ssems to me, requires a little explanation, and that 
is that the President, with the power with which he is clothed, 
would be able to have kept this void, unconstitutional promise, 
in violation of an oath of office given to Mr. Willis. With what 
power is he clothed? Is he to do it by an act of war, without the 
consent of Congress? N 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has not quoted all that I said. 

Mr. HOAR. I have quoted that which the Senator said, and 
that is what I am dealing with. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator is not dealing with all that I said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will address the 


r. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the President of the United States had 
the war power and was clothed with it, as somebody seems to 
think he is, is this a treaty? Is this a promise that the United 
States can insist upon? Is it a promise which the Queen, in the 
first place, notified Mr. Willis was unconstitutional, anda prom- 
ise, in the second place, which can not rise to the dignity of un 
international promise, because the treaty-making power of the 
"United States has never accepted it? It is not possible for the 
Queen of Hawaii, if she were clothed with absolute power, to 
make a binding promise to the United States which could be en- 
forced by international processes, either of war or peace, unless 
by a treaty to which the Senate of the United States had given 
its consent. 

Mr. GRAY. Or by giving an order to the marines, as Mr. 
‘Stevens did. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Stevens did not. That is another fallacy 
which I did not intend to enter upon now. Mr. Stevens never 
gave an order to the marines of the United States and never had 
and never pretended to haye any authority over that subject. 
The authority to land the ‘marines and the exercise of that au- 
thority was lodged in the gdmiral of the United States, as it 
could only 1 ly be lodged, on an authority or order given him 
by the Secretary of the Navy. All that Mr. Stevens did was to 
being certain facts to the knowledge of the admiral and to make 

is request. z 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I know the Senator wants to be accurate. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. GRAY. But we have before us in the papers sent in by 
President Harrison, with the treaty of annexation, a letter of 
Capt. Wiltse to the Secretary of the Navy, in which he says: 
„At 4 o'clock this afternoon, by order of Minister Stevens, I 
landed the ship's battalion.” A 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know what poina phrase may be 
found in the naval officer’s report, and I do not care; but I do 
know, and the Senator, I think, knows, or will know—— 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator cares for the fact, I have stated 
it, while the Senator stated it to be the contrary. Does it make 
no difference which way the fact is? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not state it to be the contrary. 

Mr. GRAY. I state it to be the contrary. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator hear my sentence? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I say I do not care what particular phrase, exact 
or inexact, may be found in a naval officer’s report; the legal au- 
thority and the only authority which that man acted upon was 
the order of the Secretary of the Navy. He could act on no 
other; and there was no power to put under the hand of a 
minister of the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. rtainly. : 

Mr. DANIEL. Did the Secretary of the Navy authorize the 


admiral or anyone else to raise the flag of the United States 
over the capitol of Hawaii. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a matter which, it seems to me, does not 
concern what we are talking about just now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think I can show the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that it bears very much upon what he is dealing with 
now. The American commissioner was sent to Hawaii when 
the flag of the United States was over the capitol of the coun- 
try. I should like to ask the Senator if that was not a condition 
of war between this country and Hawaii brought about by the 
action of the American minister? 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all, when it was done by the consent of 
the lawfully recognized Government of Hawaii. 

Mr. DANIEL, It was done by the consent of the hitherto de 
Jacto Government, but when they recognized the sovereignty of 
another country did they not cease to be de facto? 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. They did not claim to be a legal government, 
except in so far as they were de facto. 

Mr. HOAR. That isall any government can claim. 

Mr. DANIEL. When they turned overall their de facto func- 
tions, so far as concerns the protection of the lives of British, 
German, American, Japanese, Chinese, and everybody, and all 
the property in the Hawaiian Islands to the custody and care of 
the sovereignty of the United States was not the United States 
the only sovereign power there? 0 

Mr. HO AR. hen there is any evidence that they did that 
there will be time enough to put that hypothetical question. I 
do not understand that to be the fact or anything like it. I un- 
derstand that the de facto Government of the Hawaiian Islands 
invited the landing of our troops, but that they were landed with 
their function explicitly confined to the protection of life and 
propert as they had been instructed by Mr. Bayard as well as 

y Mr. Foster and Mr. Blaine. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. Would it disturb the Senator if 
I should ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Letme finish. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr, HOAR. Icertainly can not answer four questions at once. 
It wassaid by a certain Irish orator that a man could not be at 
two places at once unless he were a bird. A man can not argue 
four questions. at once unless his brain is in a very democratic 
state of confusion. : 

Now, I was replying to the Senator from Virginia. I say that 
that function was carefully confined and that Mr. Stevens care- 
fully refused to do anything except to preserve the life and prop- 
erty of American citizens (I do not go so far as to say to pre- 
serve order) according to the universal instruction of this Gov- 
ernment to its ministers there. Then, when the Provisional 
Goyernment voted as it had the right, being the de facto Govern- 
ment, to offer a treaty of annexation to this country, they put up 
the American flag there as a matter of respect, courtesy, or 
honor, in anticipation of what they expected was to come to pass. 

But it was done fully with the authority and assent of the ex- 
isting lawful Government there. ‘Who has not seen on the 
Fourth of July and on state occasions, as a courtesy, the flag of 
America in various countries of Europe side by side in a place of 
honor with the flag of the country b spl it was raised? 

Mr. DANIEL. ould I interrupt the Senator if I should ask 
him a question right there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iunderstand the Senator tosay that the United 
States occupied Hawaii and raised its over the capitol by 
the invitation of the de facto Provisional Government. Now, 
laying aside its invitation, the question I should like to ask the 
Senator is, what right had the American minister or the Amer- 
ican admiral, at anybody's invitation, to assume the sovereignty 
of a foreign country in the name of the United States without 
the 8 of the President or of Congress? 

Mr. HOAR. None at all. 

Mr. DANIEL. And, as the Senator has investigated the sub- 
ject, I should like to ask him, furthermore, what was the condi- 
tion of affairs brought about by the establishment of a military 

rotectorate over a foreign country in the name of the United 

tates, and if after that the same legal conditions existed that 
existed when there was a de facto civil government? 

Mr. HOAR. There was no such protectorate established; 
there was no such function assumed; there was no such signifi- 
cance given to the hoisting of the flag. It was an act of courtesy 
pure and simple, on the part of the de facto Government, as Í 
understand it. It had no more significance than my han the* 


United States flag out of my window on the Fourth of July when 
in Europe last summer. 
I beg to call attention 


I was travelin 
Mr. DANIEL. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not yield any further. 

Mr. DANIEL. All right, sir. , 

Mr. HOAR. I am not discussing that question. I did not rise 
to say an mug on that point. That will bediscussed quite soon 
enough, I think, for our friends on the other side, or ior any of 
us, when the reportof the Committee on Foreign Relations comes 
in and all the testimony is before us. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to state the point I wanted to 
put to the Senator. Ishall not argue it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to recall the attention of the Senate and 
of the country to the one point which I was making, which was 
all I rose to say, and that is that this pretended stipulation for 
amnesty came from a ruler just overthrown because she had vio- 
lated her oath of office, as everybody must admit. No man will 

claim that she had not been engaged in an unconstitutional act 
of overthrowing her Government. Not only that, but it came 
also from a ruler who had no power to carry it into effect, and 
who fully and fairly twice advised the minister of the United 
States that it was a totally illegal promise she was making. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 
Mr. GRAY. I want two minutes, if the Senator from New 
Hampshire will pe way to me. As the Senator from Masse- 
chusetts has said something so personal to myself I think I 
ht to say a word in explanation. 
Pi GALLINGER. I will yield a moment longer. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts said T miner 
resented him, and that I had distorted what he hadsaid. [ 
not stop to dwell upon whether I deserve that from the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetis, or whether that forgetfulness of the 
courtesy due to any Senator has in my case been forgotten. I 
did not distort what the Senator said, but the Senator totally 
misunderstood what I said. I didnot say that the Senator from 
Massachusetts was in favor of those people being beheaded. I 
said he seemed to be unwilling that the Queen under the consti- 
tution should extend amnesty to them if they were convicted: 
That is all I said. 

Now, in regard to the other matter, when I interjected per- 
haps.a little out of order, but the Senator took no exception to it 
(certainly I did not intend any rudeness to the Senator from 
Massachusetts), that perhaps the President of the United States 
might do as Mr. Stevens did, land the marines in order to make 
good the exaction he had required from the Queen, the Senator 
said with a great deal of emphasis that Mr. Stevens never or- 
dered the marines landed; that if they were landed they were 
landed by the authority of the naval commander in those waters, 
subject to the orders of the Secretary of the Navy. 

I quote to the Senator from the report of Capt. Wiltse him- 
self to the Secretary of the Navy that at such an hour this after- 
noon I did land the ship’s battalion in obedience to the orders 
of Minister Stevens.“ Lask the Senator not to answer it now, 
but to explain why on the very day or the next day after those 
troops were landed the committee on safety should proclaim the 
Provisional Government and sent a letter to Mr. Stevens clos- 
ing in this way: 

We are unable to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for the 
protection of the United States forces. 


And after that request was made Minister Stevens ordered or 
requested Capt. Wiltse to land. 

Mr. TELLER. How long after? 

Mr. GRAY. On the same day. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. May I be pardoned one moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator himself gives away two-thirds of 
his previous statement. He says they ordered or requested the 
naval officer to land the marines. These two phrases which he 
treats as equivalent contain all the difference in the world. 

I may as well state now as at any time (I will interfere with 
the Senator from New Hampshire with but one sentence) thatI 
do not conceive there can be constitutionally lodged in an Ameri- 
can minister or an American citizen by any act of the President 
the authority to command a fleet or the captain of aship. Un- 
kenge we may say to the commander of our fleet at Constan- 

ople, “If you s hear from the minister in Greece that he 
thinks it advisable you shall repair to the Piræus and protect 
American interests;” but the authority must come from the offi- 
cial superior to the officer, and the request or suggestion from 
the minister is a mere condition, as if he had said, when the sun 
rise, or if there be an earthquake, or if there be a fire, or if 
there be disorder. you shall do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the print- 


eee ad and their reference to the Committee on Fore 
ons? 

Mr. DANIEL. May I 105 a few words before that is done? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Only by the courtesy of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. ; 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to trespass on the Senator from 
New Hampshire unless with entire convenience to himself. I 
desire to Ora ouly about three minutes, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will gladly yield to the Senator from 
Virginia for a few minutes. 

Mr. DANIEL. I appreciate the Senator's courtesy. 

Mr. President, I wish briefly to answer the point made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that no power can be lodged, as he 
says, ina minister of the United States to give orders to the 
military forces of the United States, a point which he makes 
for the purpose, I presume, of criticising the conduct of the 
present Administration. 

Mr.HOAR. Not at all. The Senator will pardon me. That 
was a point entirely introduced by my honorable friend from 
Virginia, and I inate my statement of the law in answer to his 
guess: The remark was not made for the sake of criticising 
any A ; 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, the general trend of the remarks of the 
Senator are adverse to the conduct of affairs by the present Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.HOAR. Yes;I think so. That I will admit. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am glad now that we concur. I thought we 
did all the time as to that point. I wish simply to answer that 


ing of the message of the President with the oe a ft doc- 
gn Rela- 


point in the brief time allotted me in so far as to say that the . 


point is a much belated one; that it is now over a year old, and 
should have been previously applied to the conduct of Minister 
Stevens, who assumed with respect to the military forces of the 
United States the attitude of a supreme commander-in-chief 
above the admiral, above the President, above the Congress, 
above the laws, and above the Constitution of the United States, 
and who through them made himself, and through himself made 
the United States, whether rightfully or n the su- 
preme sovereign authority in the Hawaiian Islands. 


The Senator from Massachusetts refers, as does the late min- 


ister of the United States, Mr. Stevens, to the landing of troops 
for the protection of life and property. If he means American 
life and property that is one thing, but I call his attention to 
the fact avowed by Minister Stevens in his proclamation, that 
he entered the Hawaiian Islands with the strong hand of war, 
and that the Hawaiian flag was hauled down surrendered, 
and the United States flag, under his orders, was raised over 
the capitol building at Honolulu with martial forces around it 
to support it there for the protection not of American prop- 
erty, for the protection not of American lives, but, according 
to the invitation of the Provisional Government. to assume the 
occupancy of the Hawaiian soil and the sovereignty of the 
Hawaiian people for the protection of all property, whether 
English, American, German, Chinese, Japanese, or Hawaiian, 
and for the protection of all the lives of the 90,000 population. 

I ask the Senator, as he has investigated this subject much for 
the purpose of calling the attention of the American le to 
any who may have transgressed the Constitution or the laws, 
where has he found sanction in our Constitution, in our laws, for 
an American minister to invade a foreign country and assume in 
the name of the United States the sovereign protectorate over 
all the lives and property in it at anybody's invitation. It may 
be all right so far as resigning a weak, de facto government was 
concerned, but is it all right as far as this Government and its 
Constitution and its laws are concerned? 

Now, is it not obvious to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that when this Government, whether rightfully or wrongfully, 
whether legally or illegally, had been placed in the attitude of 
holding the sovereignty over the soil and over the pe rty and 
over the lives of that people, a condition of things had been cre- 
ated in which all former laws were abrogated and all former 

owers abdicated, and in which we had to extricate ourselves 

rom a diplomatic mess as best we could? I should like to hear 
from him when he shall s on this occasion, from his learned 
and trained mind, as to what was the status between Hawaiiand 
the United States brought about by this conquest of its soil and 
this sovereignty over its people. 

I bag leave to call his attention to the fact that the attitude 
in which is placed the American minister by my remarks is the 
attitude in Which, in the Administration of Benjamin Harrison, 
the letters of the Secretary of State placed him, and that his 
elevation of the American flag (which the Senator says signified 
nothing more than his holding a flag out of a window) was re- 
garded by Secretary Foster as an assumption and usurpation of 
power, and was especially repudiated eo nomine by him in le 
effect. According to the instructions given the American min- 
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ister that flag was ordered to be hauled down by Secretary Foster 
before the present Administration came into power. 

This is all I have to say for the present, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I think before we get through I shall show the 
Senator that the f ets are not as he understands them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the mo- 
tion that the President's message and accompanying documents 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I understand that the Senator 
from Illinois Mr. CULLOM] desires to say something in the course 
of a day or two on this matter, and therefore, with the leave of 
the Senate, I should like to have the President s message and 
documents remain on the table for the present, ifthere be no ob- 
jection. 

i Mr. GORMAN. And printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Just let them be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the motion by which the message and documents 
were ordered printed and referred to the Committee on Fore 
Relations be reconsidered, and the message and documents 
povaa and lie on the table. Is there objection to the request? 

he Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


TARIFF POLICY. 


Mr. GALLINGER, I ask that the resolution heretofore sub- 
mitted by me be read. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, December 20, 1893, as follows: 

Resolved, That in view of the widespread inaustrial depression existing in 
our land, ey ge | disaster to the manufacturing interests and loss of em- 
ployment and suffering to the wage-earning classes. it is the sense of the 
Senate of the United States that it is unwise to attempt any change in the 
tariff laws now on the statute books during the present Administration, be- 
lieving as we do that the announcement that the 8 to American 
industries and American labor secured by the Mz ey tarif law is to be 
continued will reo the factories and. workshops of the country, giving 
remunerative employment to the hundreds of thousands of operatives now 
in enforced idleness, thus doing away with the suffering and destitution 
which prevail to a greater extent than ever before in tne history of the 
United States. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President,I believe that if this reso- 
lution were adopted the business depression now upon the coun- 
try would practically cease. 

Naver since the year in which the President of the United 
States was born—the terrible year of 1837—has there been such 
suffering, sorrow, and destitution in our land as exist to-day. 
From every State of the American Union, and from all classes 
and conditions of men, the cry for relief comes. From ali the 
great industrial centers and from the laboring mass2s of our 

ple comes the plea to Congress to leave the existing tariff 

iw intact. In this plea Democrats unite with Republicans, and 

the employés with their employers. Butin the very face of it 

all, the Democratic party seemsintent upon overthrowing the 

high protective principle and substituting some form of a tariff 
for revenue only. 

While the poor man asks for employment and his children 
suffer for bread the Democratic leaders coolly propose to enact 
a law that will necessarily reduce both the amountand the price 
of labor in this country, and bring the American workingman in 
direct competition with the labor of foreign nations, from which 
an army of toilers flee every year to the United States. It is an 
astonishing and an alarming condition of things, which has al- 
ready wrought untold misery upon the workingman and brought 
incalculable loss and suffering to the manufacturers of the 


North. 
THE PRESIDENT AND THE TARIFF. 

In his message to the two Houses of Congress at the begin- 
ning of the second session of the Fifty third Congress the Pres 
ident made use of some most extraordinary language. In allud- 
ing to the Wilson tariff bill he frankly avowed that the local 
interests affected by the proposed reform are so numerous and 
so varied that if all are insisted upon the legislation embodying 
the reform must inevitably fil.“ What stronger language could 
any Republican use than that? Indeed, the interests affected 
by the proposed tariff legislation are varied and numerous. 
They are found everywhere throughout the North, and upon 
their continuance depends the happiness and prosperity of in- 
telligent and industrious communities. They have built up 
magnificent cities and A they have given 
employment to our people; they have established and main 
tained a high rate of wage, and they have created a home mar- 
ket for every dollar’s worth of surplus product that the farmer 
has to sell. 

But all this is now to be changed. These numerous and varied 
industries are advised by the President to remain silent while 
ey are utterly destroyed by the Democratic ler in pre- 
tended fulfillment of a monstrously absurd pro a polit- 


ical platform. Possibly they will remain silent, but the indica- 
tions are that the lion of labor is being unleashed, and the party 
that s the tariff bill that the President so strongly com- 
mends will have abundant leisure after the scepter of power has 
been wrested from it to regret its folly. 

Again the President says: 


Even if the often ved assertion could be made good that a lower 
Tate of wages would result from free raw materials and low tariff duties, 
the intelligence of our workingmen leads them quickly to discover that 
their steady employment, permitted by free raw materials, is the most im- 
portant factor in their relation to legislation. 


THE M'KINLEY LAW GAVE PROSPERITY. 

Let us see how that is. From the day the McKinley tariff 
law was enacted until the inauguration of Grover Cleveland on 
the 4th day of March last, unparalleled prosperity was upon all 
the couniry. No industrious man or woman was involuntarily 
out of employment in all the North. Every spindle was run- 
ning. and the music of the loom and the hammer was heard. 
througheut our borders. Wages were higher than those paid 
in any ohar land, and relatively higher than was ever before 
paid in the United States. All was peace, happiness, and con- 
tentment. But the Democratic party trjumphed on a platform 
which declared high protection to be un titutional and a rob- 
bery. Notice wus served upon the country that the promises of 
the platform were to be redeemed. 

Almost immediately industrial depression commenced and 
work became scarce. What other result could reasonably have 
been expected? When this depression came the President, in- 
stead of patriotically declaring that he would oppose all efforts 
to overthrow protection, hastily summoned Congress together 
in August last, saying to the country that the whole trouble 
came from the so-called Sherman silver law, and that when 
the purchasing clause of that law had been repealed prosperity 
would again be assured. I did not agree with the President in 
that view, and on the 16th day of August—nine days after the 
assembling of the special session—took occasion to express my 
dissent in the Senate Chamber. Among other things i said on 
that occasion, speaking of affairs in my own State: 


cumulating in England since the pa: ofthe McKinley bill? 
Is it any wonder that manufacturers hesitate about piling up goods which 
they may be obliged to sell in free competicion with those uced abroad 


that condition of things? 

Is there anything mysterious in the fact that, with an avowed bitter and 
all- powert l enemy of every protected industry in the White House, and 
with both Houses of Congress pledged to carry out his destructive purposes, 
capital goes into hiding, industry ceases, and bankruptcy runs riot through 
the 9 I discover nothing mysteriousin this matter. It is the logical 
outcome of the triumph of a party pledged to the destruction of high pro- 
tection in this country. 

I need not tell the Senate or the country that those utterances 
have been justified by results. The Sherman silver law was re- 

ed, largely sf Bost te in votes, but wh it has become of the 
residents prophecy? Where is the renewed prosperity the 
country was to have? Where the labor for the unemployed, 
and where the bread for the hungry? Equally futile will be his 
promise that when the numerous and varied industries of New 
Eugland and the Nor h are crippled by Democratic tariff legis- 
lation the poor sop of free raw materials will give steady em- 
ployment to the workingmen of our country. New England 
does not ask for free raw materials, but she does ask for legisla- 
tion that will protect manufacturer and laborer alike from the 
underpaid labor of Europe and Asia. 
FREE RAW MATERIALS A FALLACY. 

‘Free raw materials.” What a fallacy the term is, Why, 
Mr. Presidgnt, there is nothing in this universe that can pro 
erly be called a “raw material”—certainly nothing that can 
moved from one place to another is entitled to that designation. 
The tree standing in the forest comes the nearest to it, but the 
moment the ax is laid to the tree it ceases to be raw material. 
Labor has entered into and become a part of the product, and 
to that extent it should be protected. al and iron ore quietly 
resting in the bowels of the earth may be called raw materials, 
but wuen they are mined and put on cars or vessels, and trans- 
ported fromone point to another, they cease to be raw materials, 
their chief value being in the labor which has been expended 
upon them. One definition has it that ‘actual raw material is 
a product of the earth in its normal condition.” I like that defi- 
nition, because it is a correct one. 

It the Democratic party would only study it a little they 
would see that the raw material of one classis the finished prod- 
uct of another, and that at every step inthe development Amer- 
ican labor has a right to demand its full share of protection. 
New England asks for neither free coal, free iron ore, free lum- 
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ber, or free wool. In them all is represented the toil and sweat 
of honest men—toil and sweat which have a right to demand 
adequate protection from the cheaper labor of Canada, Nova 
Scotia, Australia, and South America. Free raw materials and 
reduced tariff duties will primarily injure the workingman by 
lessening wages, and secondarily the manufacturer, because the 
laboring classes will have practically nothing with which to buy 
the products of our mills. It has been our boast that as a nation 
we consumed per capita more than any other country on the face 
of the earth (twice or three times as much as some), but all that 
will change when wages are reduced and the poor man finds it 
difficult to earn enough to procure food and shelter for his 


family. 
; THE UNEMPLOYED AND THE CAUSE. 

Mr. President, it was my intention when the resolution was 
offered to present voluminous statistics which I had carefully 
collected, showing the number and condition of the unemployed 
in tùis country. But every Senator must have reasonably ac- 
curate information on this point, and I will content myself with 
saying ina general way that special reports recently made to 
Bradstreet’s agency show that there are in 119 American cities, 
in enforced idleness, 801,000 workingmen, upon whom 1,950,000 

ple depend for support. Extend that to all the cities and 
1 e towns of the country, and the magnitude of the disaster 
which has come upon labor is absolutely appalling. And this is 
not all. There are other hundreds of thousands who are work- 
ing at reduced rites and on short hours, thus getting only 
enough to keep the wolf from the door by the most rigid econ- 


omy. 

ré an illustration of how things are going on under the shadow 
of the impending Wilson tariif bill, one of the leading New 
England woolen manufacturers said a few days ago that he was 
running his mills at less than one-half their cap city and on 
only the cheaper grade of goods. To induce merchants to buy 
these he has been obliged to practically guarantee them against 
loss in case the market price should be forced down by the pas- 

or prospect of the passage, of the Wilson bill. He also 

sald that many of the woolen mills which were starting up were 
doing so for the 
because they had orders amounting to anything. He repre- 
sented the conditionof affairs in the woolen manu acturing busi- 
ness as far the worst he had ever seen during nearly fifty years 
of practical 8 

With the Wilson bill a law, in his opinion the conditions will 
be much worse than now and will be more likely to be absolutely 
rui ous to woolen manufacturing, even with the great reduction 
in wages that is sure to come. The manufacturer quoted was 
not talking as an alarmist nor asa . but simply as a 
business man who sees the results of the sturdy efforts of two 
generations crumbling away and himself utterly powerless to 
prevent it. He was ina state of despondency over the present 
condition of his business and its future prospects both for him- 
self and his employés. 

Listen to this letter: 


My Dear SIR: We have yours of the Ist instant, and in reply would say 
that we are not buying paper at present. Above all. we do not wish to stock 


pp “bid F market. the 
Yours very truly, 

TRENTON, N. J., January 4. 

That was the letter that the agent of the Mount Holly Paper 
Company, of Mount Holly, Pa., received on the 4th instant. And 
why not? Why should this house stock up with American pepe 
at present prices (low as they are), when the Wilson tariff bill 
promises them cheaper paper from the mills of England? 

DEMOCRATS AS WELL AS REPUBLICANS OPPOSED TO THE WILSON BILL. 

Mr. President, I was greatly astonished to hear a distinguished 
Senator from a Southern State, a few days ago, declare in im- 
passioned words that Republican manufacturers are closing their 
mills so as to create public sentiment against the reform of the 
. It seemed to me that the Senator had not reflected on his 
words. 

Does not the Senator know the condition that exists through- 
out the North in manufacturing districts? Does he not know 
that the petitions which are pouring in from workingmen come 
from Democrats as well as Republic ins, and that the mass meet- 
ings that are being held in Northern cities to protest against 
the proposed tariff lawsare nonpartisan? Does he not know that 
Democratic manufacturers, one of them the member of the Dem- 
ocratic national committee from New Hampshire, have been in 
Washington begging and pleading to be saved from their own 
folly in helping to elect Mr. Cleveland and a Democratic Con- 
me If he does not know these things he ought to uaint 

lf with the facts before making such a serious charge 
against the Republican manufacturers of the country. 

Does the Senator not know that according to a recent state- 


ilson bill passes we may buy our paper in 
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“lower than they are now. 


purpose of getting out their samples, and not 


8 from Dun & Co., of New Vork, this reliable house says 
ris : 


Starting with the largest trade ever known, mills crowded with work and 
all Business stimulated by high hopes, the year of 1893 has proved, in sudden 
shrinkage of trade, in commercial disasters and depression of industries, 
the worst for fifty years. Whether the tinal results of the panic of 1837 were 
relatively more severe, the scanty records of that time do not clearly show. 
The year closes with the prices of many products the lowest ever known, 
with millions of workers seeking in vain for work, and with charity labor- 
ing to keep back suffering ard starvation in all our cities. 


STARTLING STATISTICS. 


The same trade circular gives the following dismal review of 
existing conditions: 

All hope the new year may bring brighter days, but the dying year leaves 
only a dismal record. The review of different departments of trade given 
to-day exhibits a collapse of Industry and business which is almost without 

ent. The iron industry sustained a weekiy production of 181,551 tons 
of pig iron May 1, but by October 1 the output had fallen to 73.895 tons, and 
the recovery to about 100,000 tons December 1 stil leaves 40 per cent of the 
force unemployed. 

Over half of the woolen manufacture is idle, and, excepting a brief recov- 
ery in November, has been ever since new wool camein May, for all sales at 
the three chief markets in the eight months have been but 108. 705. 400 pounds, 

rtly for speculation, the price having fallen 20 per cent for fleece to the 
owest point ever known, against 212,332,003 pounds in the same months last 
year. 

Sales of cotton goods are fully a quarter below the usual quantity. The 
small advance attempted in boots and shoes a year ago was not sustained. 
But with prices as low as ever, the shipments of boots and shoes from Bos- 
ton are 24 per cent less than last year in December, and though in Novem- 
ber Fre ene was but 10.8 per cent it has been 22 per cent for the last four 
mon 

Not only manufactured as a whole but the most important farm 
products are so low that producers find little comfort in the outlook. Om - 
cial and other reports deluded traders with the notion that crops of last year 
were so short that famine prices could be realized on purchases. Enormous 
stocks were bought and held with the aid of banks, until heavy receipts in 
the spring caused a collapse of wheat, pork, and cotton poate. 

Disastrous failures helped to produce the alarm which soon made money 
impossible to get, but even atthe worst hour of the panic prices were 1 d 

Wheat has repeatedly sold in New York and Chi- 

cago at the lowest price ever known, and is but one-half a cent above it now. 
ork fell 87 in an hour when the speculation burst, but sells lower yet to- 

y. Cotton was lifted a cent with accounts of scarcity in September, but 
has lost most of the gain and sells below 8 cents. 


BUSINESS FAILURES, 


In the matter of failures Dun & Co. say: 


In thirty-seven years covered 57 the records of this ggg Rar number of 
failures has only once risen a little above 16,65)in a year. 1893 the num- 
ber reported has been 16,650, The aggregate of liabilities in all failures re- 
ported has in six years not risen above 8200,000,000. This year the strictly 
cothmercial liabilities alone have reached $331,422,939. The liabilities of bank- 
ing and financial institutions have been 8210,956,844, and the liabilities of rail- 
roads placed in the hands of receivers $1,212.217,033. Classified returns show 
3,226 manufacturing failures, with liabilities of 8164. 707, 40; 10.683 failures in 
legitimate trade, with liabilities of $85,527,895, and 302 other failures, includ- 
ing brokers and speculators, with Habilities of $36,662,735. 

It should not be forgotten that a very large proportion of these 
disasters have come upon the country at a time when tue banks 
are glutted with money and the rates of interest unusually low. 
What is the cause of it all, unless it is that the proposed over- 
throw of existing tariff laws has paralyzed business by alarming 
manufacturers, jobbers, andmerchants? Allare waiting to see 
whit the Democratic party proposes to do for the business in- 
terests of the country. 


‘ EXPENDITURES EXCEED RECEIPTS. 


Mr. President, it is pertinent to ask what is the nature of the 
relief promised by the so-called Wilson tariff bill? During the 
month of December the expenditures of the Government exceeded 
the receipts $7,746,233.51, and for the six months from July 1, to 
January 1 the deficit is $37,664,329.17. This indicates that atthe 
end of the present fiscal year the expenditures will exceed the 
receipts at least 850,000, 000 and possibly 875, 000.000. In the face 
of this condition of things the Democratic party proposes changes 
in the rate of duties which they admit will cause a further de- 
ficit of at least $70,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to add to what the 
Senator says on one point. In the published statement made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury it will be found that the amount 
of the deficit is constantly increasing, and it is now estimated at 
878.000.000 for the present fiscal year. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iam obliged to the Senator for that cor- 
rection. [remember thata very little timeago the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury made a suggestion that the deficit would 
be 823,000, 00. He certainly has revised his 58 very ma- 
terially to have come to the conclusion that it will be $78,000,000, 
My attention is just called to the Secretary s statement men- 
tioned by the distinguished Senator from Ohio. From this it 
appears that mat’ers are much worse than I had supposed, as 
the expenditures have exceeded the receipts for the first twelve 
days in January over 80,000, 000. If matters go on in this way 
the deficit for the fiscal year will be 8100, 000, 000 at least. 

In view of this condition of things what sane man can sup- 
port the Democratic programme? And how is this enormous 
deficiency in the revenues to be met? 
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PROPOSED INCOME TAX—A SECTIONAL MEASURE. Statement showing receipts from income tax, elc.—Continued. 

The answer comes that one of the war taxes, against which 1864. s 
our Democratic friends are in the habit of declaiming, is to be 
revived. An income-tax law is to be enacted. Tariff duties are 
to be lowered for the benefit of fo manufacturers and the 
inevitable destruction of American ustrial establishments, 
and then our own people are to be directly taxed to support the 
Government. Such statesmanship as that has heretofore been 
unknown in this country, and it remains to be seen whether the 
Congress of the United States will approve of the proposition. 

Mr. President, this country had an income-tax law from 1863 
to 1873, when it wasrepealed. It was adopted asa war measure, 
and used to help repair some of the ravages of the fierce strife ene 455,741.26 1, 589, 935. 28 2, 015, 678. 54 
of 1861-65. It was found to be inequitable, unjust, inquisitorial, | From salaries of United States of- 
and offensive a tax upon the prosperity of our own people rather 896, 181.71 
than upon the products and profits of foreign governments. It Grand total | 455, 741.26 | 1,589,935. 28 | 2,741, 888. 25 
is said that such a tax will yield a revenue of 850, 000, 000, and | 
thus make it possible to take off and reduce the duties on some 
imported articles. But how will this help the laboring man? 
It will not set a single American mill running or build a new From prop- 
one. On the contrary it will, by encouraging increased impor ta- 5 U. S. 


tions, close American mills, degrade American labor, and build 


up foreign interests at the expense of our own country. It will | States and Territories. Personal gg err 
77G . 
upon this country a form of odious taxation, already once tried E irean 
and repudiated—a form of taxation denounced not only by Re- tie 


publicans but by scores of prominent Democrats and Democratic 
newspapers in different parts of the United States. 

Our Southern friends have much to say about sectionalism, 
and they never lose an opprant] to charge sectional feeling 
upon the North. But I know of no form of taxation so offens- 
ively sectional as this proposed income-tax law. In answer toa 3 ; , 
reso. apa airy 3 b sed me Saroy of the Treas- 3 sete te j — % 0 867 10 888 5 

urnish: nate es showing the amounts paid pj. 2 i 
— 6 — several States and Territories during each of the years E HES SRR, 
— 1863 to 1873, when an income-tax law was on the statute ež 2 apie z 2 


— —— — — f—— W—k— 4 E — ecee 


BE: 


503.77 1,931.23 & 

These tables are so valuable that I will ask to have them incor- 488. 88 159. 24 221.44 68 

porated asa part of my remarks. The tables are as follows: po ny 68, 888. 68 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statement of the Eri rin 1 em 2 

amount of revenue derived from the income tax from 1863 to 1878. 29,296.82] $1532.75 46, 663. 50 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 101, 213. 47 683. 43 149, 387. 64 

Washington, D. C, December 18, 1898. es) sm 632, 405. 18 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith the statement of the Commis- 184 150,68 wie 5 

sioner of Internal Revenue showing the amount of tax derived from income 15,049.50 97.93 18,705.40 
from all under the income-tax law of 1862, for the years 1863 to 1873 5 x 


sources, ‘ 
inclusive, called for in Senate resolution of the iita instant VT el tan ee 


— f ; $74, 962.40 59 408,446. 90 
5 g J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. home x ry 7 5308.57 
Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON $8, 936. 75 7 28. 936.75 
President of the United Slates Senate. 50. 104 40 | wae” 77,075.39 
8 n bee es 
Statement showing the receipts from income tax under the law of 1862, T , 
"states ee Jrom 1863 to 1873. se! * 809. 105.10 82. 177. 80 6, 584, 724. 60 
1863. . 1. 113, 080.15 | 5,920.75 263, 817.80 1, 580. 798. 10 
om * 3 
m ennsylvania __.... .... 7 „371. * 
rations. Total tax. Rhode Lsland 368.77. 1.260 rea 
Pec Ae EG ee AT RON CALAN Tal eRe meer EA 25 300 15 


228833 
888888 


389. 04 30, 618.98 30. 807. 72 
11, 468. 01 19, 568, 41 31, 086. 42 
82. 17 6, 944. 92 6,977. 09 


3,412. 10 20, 552. 


isio 257 700 50 , 141,577.24 
795. 88 156, 444.91 602, 026. 59 
$2.85 | 40,894.74 | 162 153.25 
49.50 56. 60 54,205.43 
2,382.37 113,815.34 | 781. 522. 49 
2.74055 34.08.56 134. 677.70 
1.05.80 97,257.29 1098. $10.58 
4,599.59 | 211,386.92 | 8339, 616.85 


1894. i 
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Statement showing receipts from income tax, ete.—Continued. 
1805. 


States and Territories. 


eee ie „ 
Minnesota 
U Ee mE 
Missouri a, 372. 
Mon an 10, 446, 
Nebraska. 10,761. 
Nevada 58, 050. 
New Hampshire. 62, 449. 96 
New Jersey 654, 573. 23 
New Mexico. 18, 860. 40 
New Vork. 6, 138, 821.07 
North Carolina. 
ooo. 1,614, 861.46 
Oregon 23, 822. 85 
Pen: 3, 274, 547. 70 
387. 360. 82 


F 


Benes. 


From pro 
erty mU. 8. 
owned by 
eigne. bre 

g 
abroad ana ations. 
interest on 


U.S, securi- 
ties. 


829,475. 18 
511.07 38,912.50 
503. 41 5,188. 90 


813.88 61, 481.18 
5,212.94 100,844.57 
70, 108.31 2, 890, 820. 68 
5,48 81 515, 102. 40 
Ni 


173.81 
351.14 


13, 835, 23 
21,713.15 


e s A EAIA 4 E 


m corpo- 


, 888, 825, 25 


g 


Bee 
885 
288 


g 


gs55 
2 
Sax 


8 
8 


2 
SS ASS 


8885 
2888 


ye 
2 


Grand total. 20, 400,671.69 | 303, 325. 93 | 8, 519, 527.00 |-32, 050, 017. 48 
} 1865. 
Special in- 
Personal From corpo- 
States and Territories. come tax | Total tax. 
tax. rations. for 1863. 
8143. 91 80, 507. 9 89, 651. 40 
5550 VT 8, 603. 31 
1, 296, 007. 29 84, 302. 20 1,400, 433. 59 
„622. 48 335. „083. 33 
1, O82, 652, 49 378, 539. 59 2, 041, 475. 58 
285, 785. 97 19,000. 13 s 264,870. 85 
345,277.23 29, 74. „555. 35 376, 587. 18 
56, 035. 99 20, 719. 20 81.89 76, . 17 
26, 188. 0 . 1.301. 30 27, 582. 60 
8, 451, 007,77 428, 572. 32 1 15 0 8, 895, 888. 68 
1, 509, 403; 26 170, 342. 41 3, 150. 1, GR2, 808. 57 
471, 776. 85 61, 237,63 8,550. 61 526, 574. 09 
143, 942. 07 3. 187.62 23, 803. 85 170, 529, 54 
1, 400, 760. 21 216, 613. 64 44,386.36 | 1,661,760. 21 
197, 483. 08 72,941. 40 1.100. 05 271, 521. 53 
311,823. 30 101, O41. 28 485, 79 413, 3.0. 43 
1, 788, 731. 94 261, 402. 98 4, 576.74 | 2,054,711, 66 
761, 743. 59 | 1,260, 904. 62 16,606.06 | 8,038, 254. 27 
783. 578. 00 47, 840: 03 31, 182.15 862, 550. 18 
81, 458. 53 11,023. 14 3,091. 95 95, 573. 02 
ß 60, 00 
1,94. 116.67 116, 708. 54 1,504,718. 83 
45, 140, 05 56.22 45, 196, 27 
42, 533, 22 1, 240. 86 1, 123.75 44, 897. 83 
e 5, 340, 95 O4, 134.14 
200, 105.21 70, 338, 79 179. & 279, O83. 85 
2, 217, 865. 83 278, 087. 92 8,434.01 | 2,504, 387.76 
28, 259. 15 EE 9. 912. 39 36,171.54 
8, 282, 251.56 2,611,057. 28 148, 681.40 | 2t, 310,600.19 
695.19 803. 31 |-.-.-.-.....-. 068. 50 
5, 182, 377. 30 523, 735. 77 6,246.73 | 6,712,359. 80 
6,048 7 eee 2, 046. 06 96, 00 . 73 
9, 088. 621.73 1, 349, 676. 32 40, 037.03 | 11,076, 335. 08 
1, 105. 378, 22 179,711.10 105.05 1,375, 194, 37 
og Nee N 262. 30 
3004, 419. 92 18, 283. 21 12, 416. 13 335, 119, 26 
UB WU een cnet bos e ea en al 15, 215. $3 
o 1, 820. 00 27, 475,88 
216, 904.2 44, 408, 75 828. 69 262.139. 68 
138, 172. 97 9, 925. 94 821. 17 146, 920. 04 
2.050. PETES 1, 046. 65 23, 103. 48 
254, 513. 28 8, 653. 3 2, 073. 90 265, 240. 49 
519, 231.70 87, 320, 1, 086. 30 557, 648. 82 
Total . .. 60, 547, 882, 43 | 8,716, 881. 91 452, 550. 09 69,717, 314. 43 
From salaries of U. S. | a 
officers and employés.| ee ee „FFF | 8,717,304. 69 
Grand total '60, 517, 882. 43 | 8,716, 881. 91 | 452,550.09 978, 434, 700. 12 


*This total includes $452,550.09 tax collected on income of 1863 under the 
Joint resolution of July 4, i831. which was not ‘included in the aggregate of 
tax : ollected on income heretofore submitted. ` 


Satement showing receipts from income tam, etc.—Continued. 
1867. 


H 
z 
2 


34, 180. 13 
1, 778, 320. 43 „013 
„986. 76, 889. 03 494 
ji 2,238, 534. 79 5,832 
529. 9 
. 200, 617. 37 1,201 
i 428, 398. 41 2,101 
6 14, 197. 29 áll 
k 220, 552. 07 2,940 
2 — $ 5690. A EAN 28, 436. 44 342 
Ilinois... 2.715, 831, 58 802, 127. 08 | 3,017, 958. 66 15, 349 
Ind: -| 878,707.65 148, 163, 46 | 1,026, 931.11 5, 122 
Iowa 353.180. 52 71. 708. 71 424, 837. 23 3,213 
Kansas 131,001. 20 4.225. 05 138, 318. 85 871 
Kentucky 1,071,818. 77 208, 348. 98 | 1, 280, 102. 75 5, 877 
Louisiana 476, 557. 10 109, 725. 82 580, 282. 42 7,250 
Maine 234,479.90 | 107, 109. 88] 391, 589. 73 1,741 
Maryland 1,459, 283.92 | 230, 306.01 | 1, 695, 589. 93 „7,194 
Massachusetts. 7, 826, 355. 07 | 1, 023, 398, 22 | 8, 849, 753.29 23, 572 
596, 797. 26 69, 400.68 | 600, 197. 94 5, 616 
92, 435. 34 13, 584. 78 106, 020. 12 1,152 
59, 457. 22 1,284. 31 60, 741.53 1,083 
1, 131, 882. 00 103, 781. 1, 285, 613. 83 4,531 
20, 671.19 20, 671.19 254 
39, 420. 98 40, 381. 30 282 
82, 548. 57 99, 548. 57 2,067 
220, 785. 13 300, 151. 14 1.645 
2, 058, 600. 61 2,512, 214.08 12, 418 
ele 1,777. 78 211 
17, 794, 382.64 , 107, 547. 89 57,425 
59, 280. 05 62, 450.58 964 
A 4, 850, 581. 21 4, 881,911. 20 19, 618 
regon 140, 090. 94 2222. et 140, 000. 94 1,189 
Pennsylvania 7,075, 533. 66 | 1, 227,486.58 | 8,303, 020, 24 31,825 
node lsland. 1, 388, 753. 59 142, 017. 84 | 1,535,770. 93 2, 958 
South Carolina. 50, 390. 75 11,817.73 62, 208. 48 1,973 
Tennesses ... 368, 967. 46 27,360.40 | 396,327.86 2,982 
Texas 148, 134. 97 7, 205.83 | 155, 340. 80 2,235 
Utah ...... 19, 713. 16 661. 47 20, 374.63 254 
Vermont 206, 148. 67 A, 131. 64 270, 280. 31 1.241 
Virginla 178, 329, 57 26, 283. 84 204, 613. 41 2,000 
Washington . 28, 926.75 238 
West Virginia . 197, 708. 24 203. 058. 80 1,689 
Wisconsin 579, 770. 90 613, 077. 69 8, 910 
Wyoming 
TOCA ico xis cues 
From salaries of U.S. 
ofticers and employees. . napeenassn mna 
Grand total 7, O40, 640. 67 | 7,943,769. 69 
1868. 
Alabama $165,231.46 | $14,493.86 | 8179, 825. 82 1,071 
Arizona n 6, 622,20 92 
Arkansas 35, 456. 71 2. 407. 31 37, 864. 02 259 
California 1,846, 202.24 | 180, 682.17 2,028, 884. 41 8, 051 
Colorado 30. 156.75 5, 595. 80 41, 752. 55 384 
Conuectic 657, 179. 91 297, 821. 25 955, 001. 16 5,751 
Dakota. R 1,757.97 63 
Delaware 111, 277, 51 18, 927.63 130, 205. 14 1,222 
District of Columbia. 215,536. 24 19, 449, 62 234, 985. 86 1,678 
Florida 24, 427. 98 2, 070.43 26, 498, 41 252 
Georgia.. 275, 652. 16 78, 851. 08 354, 803. 24 1,743 
Idaho .... 40, 300, 58 40, 306, 58 333 
Ilinois 613,387. 50 433,147,53 | 2,046, 535, 03 16, 369 
Indiana 315, 313. 15 171, 567. 64 486, 880. 79 5, 094 
Iowa 190, 818. 30 84. 110. 13 274. 928. 43 3, 169 
54, 448, 50 7, 195. 55 61, 644. 05 S47 
Kentucky. 582, 235.83 138,244.29 | 720. 479. 62 5, 555 
Lo ana.. 420, 957, 02 88,951. 81 509, 908, 83 5, 305 
Maine 125, 308.43 | 122,082. 41 247, 480. 84 aoe 
Maryland 023, 473, 99 192, 965. 63 | 1,223, 439, 62 „80 
Massachusetts. 060, 500.29 | 1, 048, 139.36 | 5, 109, (29. 65 21,687 
Michigan 611,959. 68 79, 909,23 | 721,868, 91 6, 637 
Minnesota 80, 542. 02 19,724.29; 100,266.31 1,023 
Mississippi. 105, 969, 29 2, 639. 78 108, 609. 07 400 
Misso 570, 358. 85 121, 465.91 691, 819.76 4,642 
Montana... 28, 681. 80 28, 681. 80 361 
Nebraska 24, 720. 38 4, 895.37 29,115.75 433 
Nevsda 21,8 8. 121, 853, 26 . .ccnnnce 
New Hampshire 166, 605, 05 67,119.15 233, 724. 20 797 
New Jersey 593, 650. 47 408, 429.27 | 2,062, 079, 74 12, 439 
New Mexico...........2. 20, 109. 44 20, 108. 44 316 
New Vork. . 9, 700,458. 28 | 2,201, 426.56 11, 901, 884. 84 53, 670 
North Carolina. 43, 712. 90 11,175.99 54, 888. 89 55t 
Ua Ses 1.575, 620,12 | 577,326.98 | 2, 152, 947. 10 18,175 
88 157, 278.56 330.00 | 157, 028. 56 1,367 
Pennsylvan 3, 739, 725. C4 1, 570, 537. 43 | 5,310, 262, 47 29, 239 
Rhode Island. 377, 869. 58 125, 270. 27 503, 139. 85 2, 883 
South Carolina 194,142. 51 12, 582. 68 206, 725. 19 834 
Tennessee. 229, 243. 70 27, 221. 06 256, 465 °36 1,457 
Texas ... 189, 415.27 1. 195, 016, 54 1,412 
Utah 16, 691.77 0 15, 691.77 259 
Vermont 70, 127.54 77, 775. 89 147, 903. 43 1,036 
Virginia 136, 963. 52 41,001. 59 178, 055. 11 2,307 
Wasnin: ene 20, 338, 77 ... 
West EY EEPE 86, 925. 20 19,490.05 | 106, 415. 34 1,166 
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$ 98 E888 888 88 ija )TTTTćVh) !! RRSESELELSSege ile ija 88882828 88888888 
4 82 884 se 1 Qi ig ia eee eee “iss igdg ei a ijg S saevdsadgss gf oi 
S |4 [ezezszezsase3|= (|= | | ezatenngeearsaneaennetazaceszecuaa=tesannenseea|a ß. AKERRA 
i fy | SSEEERSSES0R |S (|S eee eee ee 338888 2883888188888 835 
8 K SSA AS r psig dg ugddaogda a 3 A ee A T LEETE E aa] 
E = — | & = oe Oa) = 
lai i i gii 
18 1 
igi} igi i 
$ g 1 F 
8 3 Beene 
123 ii Pr dS h 3 
i E JE 2 1 
3 sa g Ef f i iss a 
igh 3 3} : i 8 S 
i giz f Bigi tania! age P 
a i ga 8 35 822 % 3 a 833 5 
4 3 8 8 88 38883325 EEE 55 3 8 255 EEE z 35 
gases EP 222888888888 Ce hE EE EEEE ERAN S E 
283 8 8 8 TTT 2 | |53589328 
nt 388288825 
a „ BEEE ee ITE E EEEE E| 25825 
8 ; : = a of o “saw 85 * 
. y s E |$ STEARERGSGA Ss SBS a8 88 32822 ise ig 8882888888888 ise 285 
5 file ajg 383 8888328388 83 58828888 jaa | 3 |E: es 8 b 8888888888628 83 egy 
$ 3 HE 2E ze e cg eg“ gssae ied ia ile ilz gigg: i EET EE E igang 
x ile =la = iit 2 — 2 iets = 1 2 
g 8 IEE SN SSS SAE 8288 SSNFIESASRASSRE SSSR SLSSASS SEALS 3 SSS SS SST ASSASAASSSSZ N88 228828825 
t . |e || 8888833822888 88 8888855 
Fe . |g || 7 
E ' i| g Ke — 2 of 7 -f i > wt 2 S acd aw 
2 (je ile |" ane Sie TH 
an l „ age 
$ ils ile | | 8 | i 
Oe Siem Shee ae 285 
pii eta liN 5885 
„ „ | lE] * 
ž ay 334 3 5 
He a BY |i 
3 > S8 E 
an BE K s < 


1 894. * 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


861 


Statement showing receipts from income taz, ete.—Continued. 
j 1872 


States and Territories. 


pt 85 


> 
8888 NN 88 881 


x 
18382 


Ron 
oo 
= 
3 
— 


1873. 
Alabama eee eee 89, 442. 75 
Arizona 1, 133. 07 
Arkansas 1.813. 22 
Calif 92, 000. 87 
Colorado.. 13, 350. 40 
Connecticut. 52, 981. 43 
((( SS Se nay 118.74 
Delaware 12, 426. 32 
District of Columbia. 11,749.31 
Georgia Bass 68 ii 7 18450. 41 

eorgia 

8 8 505.1 
Illinois. 79, 051.77 4,739. 49 83, 791. 26 
C 5, 426. 63 4, 360. 52 9, 787. 15 
Iowa 0, 302. 62 8, 930. 05 10, 232. 67 

nsas 347.77 480. 60 828. 
Kentucky 10,244. 97 11, 675.00 21, 919, 97 
7, 796. 83 618, 33 8, 415. 16 
Maine 8.111. 11 1, 656. 80 9, 767. 91 
r nos ccenascone 97, 882. 70 5, 116. 6 102, 499. 33 
Massachusetts 449, 284. 83 20,761 94 470, 046. 77 
Michigan 124, 960. 51 4, 454. 93 129, 415. 44 
Minnesota 12.911. 54 4, 580. 51 17, 402. 05 
Mississipp 12, 462. 27 170. 81 12, 633, 08 
Misso 35, 531. 56 731.27 36, 262. 83 
Montana r 2, 076. 52 
Nebras 1,732. 23 741. 11 2, 478. 34 
Nevada 14, 938. 74 ---- 14, 938, 74 
New Hampshire. 20, 489. 80 8, 675. 13 24, 164. 93 
286, 907. 24 2, 203. 54 289, 110.78 
n 1, 253. 91 
1,504,448.24| 684,478.57 | 2,088,926. 81 
5, 578. 85 5, 076. 98 10, 655, 83 
84, 295. H 11, 138. 43 95, 434. 37 
SS 4,980. 50 
879, 155. 93 1, 185, 009. 11 
12, 983. 44 14, 327.55 
9, 057. 00 12, 067, 66 
3, 250. 57 4,547.18 
8, 257. 32 10, 573. 65 
6,506. 41 6, 506. 41 
4, 788. 60 4,777.10 
4,031.18 27, 292. 93 
335. 69 335. 69 
3, 052. 17 3.502. 31 
8, 983. 42 8, 983. 42 
125.22 125. 22 
CT ——— — «| 8,927, 252.76 1, 017, 517. 14 4, 944, 709. 90 
From salaries of United States offi- 
r . ee 117, 541. 72 
ane. A 3.927, 252.76 1. 017, 517. 14 5, 002. 311. 62 
RECAPITULATION BY YEARS. 
From personal | From corpo- 
Years. come. e 
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Statement showing receips from income tax. etc.—Continued. 


045,676.54 | 2588. 181. 71 $2,741, 858. 25 
589,607.11 | 1, 705, 124.63 20.294, 731.74 
223,525.62 | 2.826, 401.82 $2,030, 017. 44 
„717,314.43 3.717, 354.60 73.434, 709. 12 
984,437.36 1, 029, 91. 98 66, 014, 429. 34 
412,036.96 | 1,013, 501. 40 41,455. 508. 86 
229, 893. 32 561,962.52 | 34, 791, 855. 84 
663,347.20 | 1, 109,526.42 | 237.775, 873. 62 
375. 388. 20 787,262.55 | 19, 102, 630. 75 
142.207. 13 294 564.65 | 14.430, 861.78 
944, 769. 90 117,541.72 | 5,002, 311.62 

13, 889, 604.09 | 347, 229, 997.86 


AN INSTRUCTIVE ANALYSIS. 

An analysis of these tables is instructive and suggestive. It 
appears that the nd total collected during the eleven years 
ol the income-tax law was $347,220,887.86. Of this amount the 
sixteen Southern States, including the border Stites of Dela- 
ware, Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, and West Virginia, paid 
$36,624,819.69, while the Northern States and Territories paid 
$296,706,524.28, the unaccounted balance (about $13,000,000) hav- 
ing been paid by United States officers and employés. 

Vhile the entire South paid $36,624,819.69, the eleven distinc- 
tively Southern States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Texas, and Virginia, paid only $10,651,061.30, or about 
3 per cent of the entire amount. 

e Northern States paid over eight times as much as the 
South, and nearly thirty times as much as the eleven distinc- 
tively Southern States. - 

The six New England States paid $61,584,093.29, or 70 per cent 
more than the entire South, and six times as much as the eleven 
distinctively Southern States. r 

Massachusetts paid $41,162,496.35, being four millions anda 
half more than the entire South. Pennsylvania paid $47,748,- 
326.82, being eleven millions more than the South, while New 
York paid $104,499,939.45, nearly one-third of the entire tax, and 
almost three times as much as the entire South. 

That the tax was an unpopular one, and exceedingly difficult 
of collection, is shown by the fact that in 1873, the last year 
the law was in force, Pennsylvania paid 59 per cent as much as 


in 1872, New Hampshire 55 per cent, Massachusetts 24 per cent. 
Virginia 23 per cent, Louis 8 per cent, and Tennessee an 
Rhode Island only 6 per cent. 


It is now pro to revive this odious and inquisitorial tax 
with the certainty that the North will have to pay the bulk of 
it, thus enabling the promoters of the Wilson tariff bill to strike 
down our manufacturing interests in behalf of importers and for- 
eign manufacturers. It is a monstrous proposition, and it re- 
mains to be seen whether Northern Representatives and Sena- 
tors will give their support to such a sectional and unjust scheme 
of taxation—a law that would necessarily turn a swarm of spies 
and informers loose upon the country, and pay a premium to tax- 
dodging and perjury. 

And not only is the income-tax proposition sectional and un- 
just, but the entire Wilson bill is constructed along the same 
line. Southern rice is enormously protected, while Northern 
agricultural products are mostly on the free list. Southern 
oranges are cared for, but Northern applesareignored. South- 
ern marble is highly 5 but Northern granite is made to 
suffer. Iron ties ſor Southern cotton are looked after, but iron 
bales for Northern =i are heavily taxed, notwithstanding the 
hay crop of the United States, according to the census reports 
of 1890, amounted to 8400,00 0,000, and the cotton crop to only 
$305,000,000. That is the kind of legislation that it is proposed 
to enact, and Northern Senators are expected to support it by 
their votes. a 

A SEVERE BLOW AT NEW ENGLAND IN THE INTERESTS OF CANADA, 


Mr. President, I have endeavored to point out the evil effects 
of the proposed tariff legislation upon the North as a whole. Let 
me for a moment call attention to its effect upon the industries 
and products of New England. We are in close proximity to 
Canada, a country which has a high protective tariff against al- 
most everything we manufacture and produce. The McKinley 
tariff law adequately protects our lumber and agricultural prod- 
ucts against the lumber and agricultural products of our Canadian 
rab. teh But the Wilson tariff bill absolutely destroys the 
lumber industry of Northern New England, and in addition b 
putting lime, wool, vegetables, fruits, eggs, milk, and other arti- 
cles on the free list, as well as greatly reducing the duties on 
horses, cattle, butter, hay, potatoes, leaf tobacco, and other agri- 
cultural products, the extent of the injury to our agriculturists 
can scarcely be estimated. 
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What wonder is it that the St. John Telegraph editorially 
„Now we will have a Canadian boom”? What wonder is 
it that the Toronto Globe declares that the free list is most 
comprehensive” and is ‘‘ advantageous to Canadians ”? or that 
the Montreal Herald asserts that our trade with the United 
States, which has rapidly fallen off for the last ten years, will 
pe up wonderfully if the Wilson bill becomes a law”? The 
ontreal Gazette acknowledges that Canada's interest in the 
measure is somewhat extensive,“ and publicly boasts that it 
is evident that the fact was not forgotten by the framers of the 
bill.“ Of course it was not forgotten. The Wilson bill is fash- 
ioned for the benefit of foreign producers, irrespective of nation- 
ality or allegiance. It is a world-wide measure, designed to give 
English, German, French, Canadian, Mexican, and Asiatic alike 
access to American markets. 

The only people it is intended to injure are American people; 
and it will not permanently give American consumers a single 
article for less than is now paid. When the McKinley bill passed 
Canadian cattle and horses were reduced in price the amount of 
the increased tariff, and now they will go up again as high as 
the price in the adjoining States. There is no doubt of that. 
What wonder is it that a prominent Canadian joyfully exclaims: 

The Wilson. bill will give Canada a t boom, and kill annexation. If 


this off the tariff by the Wilson bill did not benefit Canadians, what 
are \ve rejoicing over? ould we rejoiceif the United States got the benefit? 
This bill is worth millions to Canada. 


But, Mr. President, the full extent of the damage to New Eng- 
land can only be understood when it is realized that a tremen- 
dou eut is to be made in the duties on themanufactures of wooland 
cotton, granite, cutlery, jewelry. brick, and many other articles. 
But the heaviest and most disastrous blow fall upon the 
knitting industry of our section of the country. Already the 
business is paralyzed and wages reduced in these establishments. 
A few days ago I presented a petition from the employés of ths 
Olzendam Hosiery Company, of Manchester, N. H., signed by 
bothi Democrats and Repu sa 


stroy their best interests. 
THE HOSIERY INDUSTRY. 

There are knitting mills scattered all over the Northern 
States which have heretofore been prosperous and have given 
employment to a great many people at good How do the 
owners and employés like the prospect now? In the ten years 
ending with the close of 1890 these establishments were in- 
creased one and a half times, or 150 per cent; the number of 
ce was more than doubled, while the sum paid out to 
them In wages increased from $7,000,000 to 818,000,000. All this 
timo prices of manufactured have been continually grow- 
ing less, because of improved facilities and home competition. 
But the new tariff will knock out all this business, unless wages 
come down to the price pn in Germany. In the McKinley 
tariff cotton hosiery is in four classes, according to prices, 
which range from 60 cents to $4 a dozen. 

A compound duty is levied, rising from 20 cents a dozen and 
20 per cent on the value to $1 a dozen and 40 per cent on the 

ue. Cotton underwear is also put into four e from 81 a 
dozen to 87 a dozen. The duty from 81 a dozen and 35 
cent on the value to $2 a dozen and 40 per cent on the value. 
Tho proposed new bill sweeps away both the classifications and 
the duties. It puts 1 stockings and underwear under $1.50 a 
dozen a single of 30 per cent on the value. Upon goods of 
higher grade is laid a duty of 35 per cent on the value, except- 
ing that so-called fashioned” fabrics shall pay 40 rpe cent. In 
the case of most of the articles these changes would involve a 
reduction of duty from two-fifths to one-half. The reductions 
upon woolen knit goods would be equally There is not a 
knitting mill in the United States that could continue opera- 
tions with only a 30 per cent duty on the value of the goods, and 
pay the wages now paid in this country. 
A MESSAGE OF DESTRUCTION. 

So here is the message of destruction that the Democratic 
party proposes to send to the employers and working people in 
the scoresof knitting mills all over New England and New York. 

Pass this atrocious bill and a thousand hosiery establishments 
will stop their machinery and close their doors, or else more 
than sixty thousand American men and women accept wages 
such as are paid to the half-starved poopie of Saxony. ehun- 
dred thousand Americans depend for their daily bread upon the 
knitting industry alone, while as many more employed in spin- 
ning yarn and making machinery can pr r only when the 
knitting industry has prosperity. For all this host of honest 
Americans, and, indeed, for the men who have built up the busi- 
ness with their capital and enterprise, the advocates of tariff re- 
form seem to have no more consideration than fora swarm of 


es. 
What is the motive of the attack upon these people? Is it 


Š they would hold the | și 
men responsible at the polls who would vote in Congress to de- | Corn 


that the fabrics may be cheapened? Never since knitting was 
invented were they as cheap as aed are to-day. It will inevit- 
ably operate to the great benefit enrichment of England and 
Germany by giving them our markets, or the wages of our oper- 
atives must come down so we can successfully compete with for- 
1250 countries. That's all there is to it or about it, and the 
laboring men are making note of it. 


REDUCED TARIFF WILL NOT LOWER PRICES. 

Mr. President, I know that it is contended that so-called 
tariff reform will cheapen all articles of consumption, and thus 
benefit the masses. istory teaches. otherwise, but even if it 
were so, how is the laboring man benefited by cheap clothing 
when he has nothing with which to buy it. President Fillmore, 
in 1852, pointed out that when foreign countries get possession 
of our markets they fix the price to suit themselves. It has 
been so under every low tariff that the country has had, and 
will be so if the proposed new tariff becomes alaw. The ex- 

riences of 1837-and 1857 will be repeated, and after great suffer- 

g a President and Congress will be elected charged with the 
commission to again restore the high-protective principle. 

Instead, however, of prices having increased under high tariff 
laws, as our Democratic friends have taught the e to be- 


lieve, the contrary is the fact. A recent issue of the American 

Grocer gave a table showing the quantity of food products that 

$100 would buy at wholesale rates for the past thirty years. 
The table is as follows: 
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Molasses .............--..--.--..gallons.- 600 

Rice pounds. 1,730 

Starch qin T ER 2, 665 

Soap.. ne a 2,500 

— ͤ— — bushels. 15¹ 
It will be observed that in the entire list only one article 


(coffee) cost more in 1891 than at any former period named in 
the table, while many articles were bought in 1891 for less than 
one-half what they cost in some former years. 


THE TARIFF OF 1846. 


Mr. President, Democratic orators and newspapers make the 
astounding claim that the tariff of 1846 brought universal pros- 
perity to this country and that the workingmen from 1846 to 
1860 enjoyed better wages and better living than for any like 
pan since. Every man who liveđ aing the period of the 

alker tariff law knows to the contrary, and yet this statement 
is made, repeated. and reiterated without a blush by our Dem- 
ocratic friends. They never cease to talk about this period as 
the golden era of prosperity.” Why, I know a reputable cit- 
izen of New Hampshire who says that during that period he 
cut s cord of green hard wood, split it, hauled it to the market, 
8 miles, and exchanged it even for an arithmetic. He must 
surely have been impressed with the feeling that it was a golden 
era of prosperity.” A recent letter to one of the leading papers 
of my State, by an intelligent workingman, shows that utter 
misrepresentations are being made on this point. He says: 

The pay roll of the Gilford Hosiery Mill in Laconia forthe month of Feb- 

, 1849, was taken and averaged at ten hours per day, and the wages, in- 
cl overseers, averaged 33} cents per day. In the Ashland Knitting 
Company's Mill for February, 1893. the pay averaged $1.14 per day of ten 
hours, including overseers, the same as the other case. bill of goods 
charged on a book kept in John Shepherd's store in this town in the month 
of February, 1849, amount to 818.08. was compared with the same bill 
figured at the price of goods in the same store in February, 1893, and it was 
found they could have been bought for $14.47 at the latter date. Thus in 
1849 it would have taken forty-six days' work to buy the goods amounting 
to $18.08, and in 1893 it would have taken only thirteen days to buy the same 
goods then reduced in price to $14.47. 


It does not require a great mathematician to figure out the 
fact that it took three and one-half days’ work in 1849 to buy as 
much as could be bought for one days’ work in 1893. And yet 
the changes are rung on the contention that our people were 
better off in 1849 than im 1893, even the author of the Wilson bill 
making that absurd claim. 

ENGLAND vs. THE UNITED STATES. 

And an equal fallacy prevails as to the relative cost of living 
in this country and in England. Meat, flour, and many other 
necessaries of life cost the Englishman more than the Ameri- 
can. Possibly clothing is a little cheaper in England, but the 
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difference is a mere bagatelle when the difference in wages in 
the two countries is considered. 

And this leads me to observe that all the efforts of our Dem- 
ocratic friends to prove that the workingmen of free-trade Great 
Britain are as well off es those of protection America have ut- 
terly failed. Every intelligent and unprejudiced observer has 
given testimony to the contrary. I have here the observations 
of a friend of mine, an educated American traveler, a man of 
large intelligence and of affairs, well known throughout the 
country, whose conclusions are worthy of the highest credence. 
They are so complete and thorough that I will give thema place 
in this discussion. : j 

STATISTICS OF ENGLISH CHEAP LABOR. 
FREE-TRADE SLAVERY. 


To the workingmen of America: 

Four years ago, when Grover Cleveland first appealed to you to indorse his 
free-trade policy, I went to England tolearn with my own eyes what free trade 
had done for the wage-earners of that country, and to report to you the facts 
as they existed there Many years of my life have been spent toiling as a 
mechauic, and well do I know from ny personal experience what a fair ae A 
pay means to the workingman, and the comforts that are given or denied 

family acco; to whether he is well or rly paid. I said in 1 

in presenting my picture of the wor s life in free-trade England, 

have no wish to pert the colors any b er than they are. God knows they 
need no coloring from me to make them such that no man wants to look 
upon their like a second time. If every workingman in America could go 
where I have gone the last two months and see what 1 have seen among the 
working of England—could take with him the picture of the com- 
10 and contented homes of our industrial classes, well fed and well 
clothed. and contrast with them the wretched places called homes in“ Merrie 
Engiand”—if. I say, all of Ton could have traveled around among England's 
workers as I did. there would not be one among you who would not denounce 
as a traitor to this nation the man or the party that advocated a free-trade 


policy for America. 
FACTS NEVER CONTRADICTED. 

Though my report to you four years went into every city and village 
in this Sonate „and —.— mailed eai bo Wall, I have yet to hear the facts 
therein stated contradicted or my deductions challenged. The free-trade 
press has ever since followed me with its vituperations and misrepresenta- 
tions, but though four years have passed not one of them has attgmpted to 
dispute the truth of my statements. I have taken the same care this sum- 
mer to have my data as to wages and ways of living indisputably estab- 
lished, and I undertake to po to the satisfaction of any unprejudiced man 
the truth ofevery line in this document. 


A PITIABLE PICTURE REPRODUCED. 


My tour this summer covered much the same terri as that through 
which I traveled in the summer of 1888. I left New York in July and re- 
turned to it September 15. In that time I traveled the Black Country, as it 
4s called, of England. visited many of the same places and saw many of the 
same faces as four years ago. Time had not dealt kindly by them, especially 
the women. the sound of whose hamme: on the anvil, the clank of the 
chains at which they work, and the noise of the pit which they shovel 
and wheel coal, were still all too horrible to the ear of one accustomed to see- 
ing the mothers, wives, and sweethearts of his tellow-workman comfortably 
housed and spared the terrible burdens which these unfortunates have to 
bear. 


Where, in our land of the free, I ask you, can we find mother and daugh- | 


ter—aye, and often granddaughter—to day after day for a lifetime, side 
by side, at the forge or on the coal pit? 

Where throughout our broad land are our women made to slave like beasts 
of burden—ill paid, poorly fed and clad, and toong only to death to relieve 
them from a toil to which in life there is no en: 

Free trade! No! Slave trade! And even worse than that itis, and the 
eye that can witness this spectacle undimmed, or the heart that does not go 
outin 1 2 has no place for humanity. But free trade is the cause of 
it, and that reason is the curse of England. 


ENGLAND'S ARMY OF PAUPERS. 


I landed in Liverpool in August. On the steamer going over I 
Whittaker's and found from its pages that there were 974,421 pau- 
pers in Great Britain ina population of 35,246,562. That is 1 to every 36 
people. Accord to our last Federal census we have only 97,265 paupers 
among the 65,000,000 in the United States, or 1 in every 613 of population. 
In England 2.8 per cent of the people are paupers and charges on the coun- 
ties; in this country but .15 per cent. One paraan out of every 12 in the 
United Kingdom needs parish rellef to keep from starvation. It cost 
$49,407,345 last year to support England's paupers. In London, out of 9 per- 
sons who die, 2 die in a workhouse, hospital, or other public institution; In 
Manchester it is but l outofevery 5; and, in Liverpool and Bi: ham, 1 out 
ofevery 6. A couple of years ago a return was issued by the Glasgow medi- 
cal officer of health in which he showed that out of every 100 houses in Glas- 
gow 30 consisted of only 1 room, 44 of 2 rooms, 14 of 3 rooms, 7 of 4 rooms, 5 
of ö rooms and upward. Out of the children born in the one-room houses, 


icked up 


- —— 5 in infancy; in the houses consisting of 5 or more rooms, 
ev ` 
Whata — on the condition ot the ple of the two countries! 


The one the greatest protectionist nation in the world and the other the 
leading exponent of free trade, The one hav its people contented and 
well fed and the other starving or paupers. Remember, also, in making 
this comparison that our country is annually adding to its 9 hun- 
dreds of thousands of immigrants made up of the poorer from for- 
eign nations, and that they form the larger part of our paupers. 

PAY OF ENGLISH RAILWAY MEN. 


Li il reached, my next move was to get to Wigan, 16 miles distant. at 
the eni ve to the Black Country.“ where 45,000 ple are said to live, 
but really only exist. At the railway stationof the London and Northwest- 
ern Road I learned from the engineer in charge of the train that he got $1.68 
per day of ten hours. On express trains the pay is $1.80 for ten hours; fire- 
men get 81.32. The conductor told me he had $1.32 per day; that trackmen 
has Si cents; track layers, 4.86 per week; laborers, $4.20; machinists, first 
class, 87.68, and second-class, 8672 per week. Talking further with this en- 
gineer, I learned from him that he had two children at work receiving #1.68 
each a week, while his wife worked in a factory for $4.80, He lived in three 
rooms, for which he paid 81.22 rent per week. Let railway employés in Amer- 
ica compare these wages with their own—more than twice as ! 

Wigan 1 1 and Bailey's Court! What a prore of hopeless and 
despair itis! The sunshine of life shut out by clouds darker and t er 


than those 
black smoke shoot upward; from great buildings, soot covered and be 
with the dust of ages, are heard the hum of turning wheels and the roar of 


over the town. From tall chimney tops columns of 
ed 


busy ery; trucks laden with stuffs more ous to England than 
human life—the tokens of her boasted commer supremacy over land and 
sea—fill the streets with deafening noise, while long rows of low brick tene- 
ments, two stories high, with stone floors, with little windows, aff 

scarce a breath of pure fresh air or a ray of bright sunshine, stand as mute 
reminders that the passing throng of poorly dressed men and women have 
paee they call home, however little of home there is in them to an Amer- 
can eye. 


Picture such a home in one of New England's thri mill towns! Imag- 
ine Bailey's Court, for instance, in any of our indust cities! Here are 
two rows of tenements built of brick with their only breathing t a stone 
courtyard in the rear not four ſeet wide. The largest room in the house 18 
the one you enter from the street, and has but one window, four feet long 
and two feet high. Little panes of glass but a few inches square make u 
this “window.” The stone floor is bare—sometimes with a rug here an 
there—an uncovered table serves for the family to eat from, and upstairs 
are the two vege “in rooms, Which areas many as any family, no matter 
how large, can a . This home“ costs84centsa week rent. Sir Francis 
* P., owns these tenements, and they are over one hundred years 
0 

THE STORY OF TWO BUTCHERS, 

Two butchers who live there told me . their existence. One 
has a wife and five children, another a wife and children. The latter 
said his food cost as follows: Butter, 26cents per pound; flour, 15 cents per 
pound; beef, 8 to 20 cents per pound; pork, 11 to 16 cents per pound; sugar, 
4 to 6 cents; rice, 8 to 16. cents; cheese, 12 to id cents; milk, q cents per quart; 
chickens, 40 to 60 cents each; potatoes, 20 pounds for 24 cents. 

HOW A SBATER EXISTS ON Si. A DAY. 

A slater whom I met said he earned set eal day and paid 8 cents each 

night for his lodging. He said he could board by the week for $3.88. He pre- 


orn ya live another way, though, and paid about the following sum for his 


CC 91 cents. I 
asked him what he with this balance. “I swallow it,” said he, meaning 
that he spent it for Then I asked him as to the cost of his clothes in 
a year and got these which are a fair average for a year’s supply for 
this type of workman: 


uor. 
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2 coats, at 51.50 -2 - 3.00 
8 shirts, at 78 cents - 23 
3 vests, at 81.08 - 3.24 
3 caps, 24 cents each... - 7 
2 of shoes, at $1.96 each - 392 
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Iventure to say, though, that no slater in America would wear the clothes 

this man buys, nor eat the food that he does. 
A POORHOUSE THEIR ASYLUM. 

t coal-producing centers of England, as well as 

laces. The town has been literally undermined 
for coal, some of the shafts as far as 2,500 feet underground. Close 
to the center of the city is the Meadows Colliery, where men and women 
work together year after year, and the first sight that reaches their eyes 
when they come above ground is the Wigan poorhouse, just opposite the 
entrance—a constant reminder of the end for most of them, should man, 
woman, or child stop for a day from their treadmill of toil at the mines! 

A WOMAN FORTY YEARS WHEELING COAL. 

Forty women of all ages and conditions were at work wheeling coal when 
I reached the Meadows Colliery. One of them, though old wrinkled, 
seemed to have the muscles of an animal. She told me that her name 
was Eliza Rider, 55 years old, and that she had been wheeling coal for 
forty years. She earns 46 cents a day of ten hours. When I asked her 
about her clothes, she said that she wore trousers cast off by the men. On 
the top of the pit I took photographs also of the women with their clogs on, 
while wheeling coal from the pit to thedumps. They told me they got 40 
cents a day of ten hours. Some were paid 52 cents. 

One of the women said that her husband worked in the pit and that her 
child was kept by her mother. She 69 cents a Week rent and 48 cents a 
week for . Her husband earns 90 cents a day in the pit, making 85.40 for 
him and $2.40 for her—making 7. 80 in all per week forthe family. She said: 
I pay my mother 96 cents a week to care for my child, so that I can work. 
I have worked here for eight years, and before that was in a cotton mill. 
My supper is usually a pot of potatoes and meat or potatoes and bread; sel- 
dcm have meat and bread together, as I cannot afford both. On Sundays I 
have 1 and beef (12 to 14 cents a pound for the beef), boiled pota- 
toes and pudding, but no bread. The meat lasts me until Tuesday. 8 
times 1 purchase two pounds of cheese at 16 cents a pound. My breakfast is 
usually and butter, meat pie, and tea. I have corn cake, bread and 
butter for dinner,” She gave her name as Margaret Fuld, and said that she 
lived at 46 Sale street. 1 took her photograph as she was eating the dinner 
described above. 


Wigan is one of the 
one of its manuf. 


POOR WAGES IN THE MINES. 


About 400 men work in the mines. One of the bosses told me that he 
worked 3 five days a week and made 810.80, but he was frequently laid 
off and earned nothing. men who worked under him were paid 81.50 
a day of ten hours. A laboring man gets 90 cents a dax. The engineer in 
charge of the engine on top of this pit gets 81. 32 a day. The girls helping to 
shove the coal cars get 44 cents a day. 
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CLOGS FOR THE POORER FOLKS, 


The working people in these parts all wear clogs, and when they appear 
on the sidew: or walk on the stone floors of their houses the clogs sound 
like hammers. They cost from 48 cents to $1.08 per pair for adults, and the 
children’s sizes from 42 to 52 cents a pair. I bought ten pairs of these clogs 
of various sizes to let the American people see what the poor people of Great 
Britain wear. I also bought eight pairs of shoes such as are worn at the 
iron works. They cost from $1.74 to 82.28, are very thick, with big nails on 
the soles, and by their looks would last aman or woman a lifetime. The 
men who make these shoes get 81.20 a day. 


THE NAIL-MAKERS OF SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE, 


From W: T went to Manchester, reaching there on August 22, and from 
Mr. James Cattan, editor of the Sunday Chronicle, I secured considerable 
information about the strike of the nail-makers against reduced wages, and 
also the cuts printed on another page representing the poverty-stricken 
women working at the smitheries for a bare pittance—which is not so small, 
however, but that the employers had some thought of reducing. Hence 8. 
men, women, and little children who made nails in the e effort to 
keep soul and body together went out on strike, and their sufferings as a re- 
suli are beyond my powers of description. 

Perhaps the best insight into the condition of these nail and chain makers 
of South Staffordshire can be given by extracts from an official report of 
the British House of Commons by He G. Calcraft, lavor ding e 
of the Board of Trade. Mr. Calcraft described his investigations as follows: 


PICTURE OF A NAIL-MAKER'S HOME, 


Joseph Wilks, a man of 40. I found making 2}-Inch cone-headed nails, for 
which the price was $s. Gd. per hundredweight. It took 2,376 of these nails to 
the hundredweight, and he would make 2 hundredweight in a week ($3.12). 
With his wife to help him he might make a little more. From this he had 
to allow for fire, rent of shop and tools, which would be about 1s. 6d. per 
week. Across the end of his hearth Wilks had a rough seat and bench 
erected, on which sat two or three of his youngerchildren. He said he would 
never have married if he had known he had to bea naler all his life. * + 

“ They lived mostly on tea and bread and bacon. On Sunday they might be 
able to get a morsel of meat or ‘beef cheek* (ox cheek) to boil and make 
broth with. Questioned as to the family budget for the week, the wife enu- 
merated as the chief item of expenditure. two quarters of tea at 6d. a quarter: 
4pounds of sugar at 2d. per poaa; 88. to 3s. 6d. ; 18. 10d. for coal; 2s. for 
house rent, and 1s. 6d. for bacon (8s. 6d. in all for living, out of 138. for a 
week’s work. leaving but 4s. 6d. for clothing and all other expenses). Beyond 
this she could not go, and she was much better informed or more willing to 
give information t most of the women I questioned. 


AT THE FORGE! 


At another fire, Joseph Walters and his wife were employed on dog-head 
spiles. The man was thin and worn, though his wife was stout. They had 
a family of eight young children. 

* * * $ 9- * s 

The pair of them could earn 16s. or 17s. per week, by working fourteen to 
fifteen hoursaday. From this they had to find breeze, shop rent, and too 
which would run up to 2s. or 2s. 6d. a week. Thus for dog chains of, say, 4 
feet long. made of one-eighth-inch iron, and consisting of 36 twisted links, he 
paid Id. each. A very skillful woman could do 14 dozen in a week if she 
worked eleven or twelve hours per day. Her rent, tools, and fire would pos- 


225 run to 4s. for the week. 

E Siap Ba domestic shop, I found two women making chains and 
another ma hob nails. eisa woman of 40, who isthe mother of six 
chiidren. She making spike chain and can earn 3s.a week, but only 
comes into the shop when she can pi 5 8 time. Sometimes, however, she 
works on till 10 at night. In another shop there is a girl of if, who has been 
poiss yers at 27 trade making chains. She is a good hand and 

. to 108. a week. 


can earn 


THE LIVELIHOOD OF AN EXPERT. 


“Mrs. Davis is the wife of a vise maker and has a family of ten children. 
Her husband is much out of work. She is making the best small chains, 
and is one of the best in the trade. One of her daughters blows for her. 
Mrs. Davis says she — e earn 58. per week if she stuck all her time in the 
workshop. Two of the family were at work as chain maker and vise maker, 
and earned 6s. and 3s. 6d., respectively. Their rent was 3s. 6d., and there was 
9d. to pay for schooling. How the family lived from one week to another 
she really could not tell. Several of the children were without shoes, and 
how to get them for the winter she did not know. They had to be content 
with bread and butter, or bread and lard, and tea to most meals, but some- 
times they would have bacon or fish and bread to dinner. That day they 
had only gruel. They used 3 pecks of flour a week, at vs. a pire They had 
to make one-fourth pound of tea serve the week, and about unds of but- 
ter, at 10d. a pound. They occasionally got for Sunday’s dinner a bit of 
meat.such as it was. It will be noticed in this case, as in many others, that 
very large families are the rule rather than the exception among these 
workers. 

BACON AND CHEESE THEIR MEAL. 

“Another woman on small chain says she can clear 2s. 10d. a week, but 
has to attend to housework. On her smithy hearth she has a box rigge 
pp for the accommodation of three children, which are half her family. 

er husband, she said, was aday laborer, and earned 3s. to 3s. 6d. a day. 
She was generally at work from 7 in the morning to 6:30 in the evening. 
Their rent was 28. 9d., but even with her husband's wages and her earnings 
she did not think she could live well. She had not tasted meat for three 
days, and bacon and cheese was what they mostly had with their bread. 
Thisis a striking case as showing that even where the husband earns a wage, 
as alaborer, much above the aver. of the chain makers in this locality, the 
wife spends nearly all her time in the shop for 2s. 10)d, a week, with the 
evident result that, at least, all she may earn is lost by defective house- 
wifery and neglect of family. 

“There are some children here asleep in a box, where their mothers have 
placed them. Of these workers, two divide 10s. between them weealy, and the 
other takes 68. 3d. They work all day and even have th ir meals taken to 
them at the shop. The inspector, they said, had been there the day before 
and prevented them working long hours, so that they would earn less wages 
now, 

“A question as to how much it cost them for butcher's meat was received 
with scornful laughter. Meat and potatoes, it appeared, was a treat re- 
served for Sundays only, and very often they did not have any then. It may 
be taken as a general rule here that the standard of living reaches always 
its A point on the Sunday, and falls off day by day until the Saturday. 
Even in the case of this man who, with his wife and family, seemed above 
the average of his fellows, this was so; and on the day of m: 
breakfasted on oatmeal gruel; not wholesome oatmeal 
watery gruel. For dinner there had been the tamiliar 
which latter, one halt of a pound had to serve the whole family. A few other 
items of bis weekly budget were: coal, 18. 6d.; one-quarter of a pound of tea 
at 6d.; two pounds of butter at 10d.; and potatoes, occasionally, came to 6d, 


SAMPLE AVERAGE WEEKLY WAGES. 


“Mr. Green has further furnished me with a written statement as to the 
88 ere of his work people, from which the following particulars 


Approximate number of work people. 


5 3 articulars taken from the books of the firm for a week averages as fol- 
Ah SN eS Sa a eS A ord EE EG 


Chain-makers. 


Nailers. 


Such is the report of the Government investigator! 


THE MISERIES OF CRADLEY HEATH. 


Cradley Heath is at the other end of the “Black Country” from Wigan, 
and I went there after leaving Manchester. That is where women by the 
h ‘eds are to be found working as blacksmiths. Let me give you alittle 

cture of one “smithy.” It was a low brick building, separated from a 

welling house by not more than 3 feet. In the house lived Mrs. E. Fos- 
brook, who, though married and a mother, was but 21 ton old ‘he was 
making chain in the smithy when I looked in, and at the for about her 
were five other women, all toiling away from 9in the mor until 9 at 
night—a stretch of twelve hours—for which each was paid 36 cents. It was 
a most pitiful sight indeed. 


MOTHER AND DAUGHTER SIDE BY SIDE, 


Next to Mrs. Fosbrook's blacksmith shop was that of Mrs. Polly Fokes, 
who was working away at the anvii as 1 passed by, surrounded by four 
women and a boy, all making chains. They got 30 cents a day apiece, so 


they told me, s. Foket's two page pe were at work, too, and one of 
them, Miss Polly Fokes, made me a piece of twisted chain 2 feet long in 13 
minutes, and another piece of plain chain 2 feet long in 10 minutes. I have 


both chains in my office in New York City. Polly Fokes blows the bellows 
herself, and handles the tongs as a man would a piece of meat on a fork. 
Annie Fokes, her sister, who was 16 years old, earns 30cents a day; but after 
paying the blower boy and for coal she has only 81.20 leit each week for her 
work. A Mrs. Frances, who was making what is called No. 1 chain, and is 
married and 45 yearsold, earns 30cents aday. Her daughter works by her 
side and gets the same pay. The blower boy is paid 24centsa day. He told 
me he was 15 years old. 


THIRTY-FOUR YEARS AT CHAIN MAKING, 


Further down the yard in another blacksmith shop, Mrs. Henrietta Parry, 
50 years old, told me she had worked thirty-four years at the forge making 
chain, and never getting more than 30 cents per day. 

Is it to be wondered at that these people often give way under the terrible 
strain of such daily burdens and prefer the poorhouse or an early grave to 
such a slave life at the forge? 


HUSBAND, WIFE, AND DAUGHTERS, 


In another section of the city, called Dudley Woods, the property of Lord 
Dudley, I found Mr. and Mrs. Benjamin Billingham both making chains. 
Her husband said he made 4.08 a week, when he worked from 5 in the morn- 
ing until 7 at — His two daughters worked in the same shop with him, 
as well as his wife, 

DO WE WANT THIS IN AMERICA? 


Next door I saw a scene that would touch the heart of the sternest. Mrs. 
neigh ote Tibbitts, 33 years old, was erga Pat the forge, while her twosons 
and her daughter were hammering chain. a chair at one end of the shop 
was her baby, tied in so that the little one could not fall to the floor. Mrs. 
Tibbitts told me that she had made chain for thirty-three years! She said: 
“I make from 68. to 73. (1.44 to $1.68) a week. My son earns $1.92, my daugh- 
ter. $1.20. I pay for rent 2s. 9d. (66 cents). When I can earn enough money 
by steady work, I have meat two or three times for my meals; otherwise, 
not. 

Ret to Manchester, Istoppedat Birmingham. Thebarmaids at the 
station told me they worked sixteen hours a day for 806 a year. 


TWELVE CENTS AN HOUR FOR STEVEDORES. 


From Manchester I went to London and visited the London docks. Steve- 
dores there receive 12 cents per hour for unloading barges and ships. They 
get 30 cents an hour in America. I went into a restaurant on Thames street, 
where the laboring men go by the score for their meals, and had break- 
fast with them. A cup of coffee costs 3 cents, bread and butter 2 cents, and 
for myself and another I paid 9 cents in all for breakfast. Usually the men 
have a fish called a bloater, for which they pay 2 cents. When they can 
afford it they get a meat pie for 4 cents; potatoes 2 cents; bacon 4 cents, or 
beans 2 cents. These dock men, though paid 12 cents an hour, average much 
less, as thousands of them are idle at a time, and very few get more than five 
or six hours a day throughout the year. 

A mason in London gets 18 cents an hour, and a bricklayer 19 cents 
hour. The policeman on the dock informed me that he received from $5.04 
to 87.35 per week, according to e Inthe Bank of England thee are 29 
men on guard. Of these a private gets 24 cents a day and a corporal 36 
cents. working from sunrise to sunse!. A laborer in the streets gets from 
96 cents to $1.20 per day. An omnibus driver, working fifteen hours a day, is 
paid $1.92. He begins at 8.30 a. m. and runs until midnight, driving 3 horses 
or a be ead and using up 15 horses during the fifteen hours in which he is em- 

0; . 
tad THE “CHEAP” CLOTHING CRY. 

A great deal has been said about cheap clothing for working ple. Take, 
for instance. a c. mter in New York who gets #1! per week; in fifty-two 
weeks he earns $1,032. He purchases for himself du a yor clothing to 
the amount of $5, which is a very large sum. He has left $1,027. 

A carpenter in England receives $7.92 per week for fifty-two weeks, which 
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amounts to 411,84. Take from that 843 for his * in A for him- 
self he has left $368.84, while the American carpenter has $1,027. 

Now, can any free trader make any figures that will enlighten the Ameri- 
can workingman any better than these facts? 


HOW ENGLAND RAISES HER INCOME. 


Itis said by the Democratic party and many others that the English peo- 
ple are not taxed—that free trade being England's national policy the con- 
sumer is freed from any tariff on his purchases. But has the American 
workman ever thought of how 3 raises her $462,509,299 of yearly reve- 
nue? Scarcely an article on the English dinner table is without a tax—and 
a tax, too, that is directly paid by the consumer. Tea pays 8 cents a pound, 
coffee 4 cents, beer, which is largely consumed by the whole population, pays 
$5.98 a barrel tax; cocoa pays 2 cents, chocolate 4cents; fruits pay various 
duties. To receipt a bill costs you 2 cents each time, and various other ob- 
noxious forms of direct tax are enforced which fall most heavily on the 

rer classes. 

The custom-houses of Great Britain return to the government nearly one 
hundred millions a year, andit can fairly be stated that these tariff duties be- 
ing on the Democratic plan for revenue only, are indeed a tax and a burden 
on England's population. Next to the customs duties the excise brings in 
the largest revenue to the government, aggregating $118,674,801 last year. 


IRELAND TAXED TO DEATH. 


Well may Ireland say that she is taxed todeath when we see that she pays 
the British Government $21,745,810 each year, or about $4.50 for each person. 
This is in addition to the salary of the lord lieutenant ($100,000) and his 
twenty associates, with salaries aggregating $300,000°more. Figures that I 

ot in London show that 3,407,493 of Ireland's people left for America in the 

t thirty years, and yet Ireland’s whole population to-day is only three- 
quarters of a million more. 


THE ECONOMIC ASPECT OF HOME RULE. 


The English Government sends ironclads to Cork and policemen all over 
the various counties of Ireland. In Ireland the constab are a govern- 
ment force; in Great Britain they area municipal force. Is this discrimi- 
nation necessary? Before 3 the question, let us look deeper. The 
total number of police in Ireland is 13,983 (including Dublin), and the total 
cost is $7,606,665.60, or $543.98 per man; and there is one policeman to every 
336 persons, In Scotland the police number 4,155, costing in all 21,817,136, or 
$437.32 per man; and there is one policeman to every 986 persons. Thus the 
force across the channel is more costly per man than the force across the 
Tweed. while the cost per head of population is still greater, being respect- 
ively $1.62 (nearly) and 44 cents. Thus “the guardians of the peace” in Ire- 
— 5 are not only a more expensive force in every way than those in Scot- 
land, but they are, in proportion to the population, nearly three times as 
numerous. 

TREE TRADR WAGES AND PROTECTION WAGES COMPARED. 

IT Ihave secured this statement of weekly wages of various trades in Great 
Britain and in New York from official sources. If we have free trade in 
America we must reduce our wages to the same level of Great Britain and 
other free-trade countries. All the Republican protective policy seeks isto 
add the difference in labor in America to all imported g from the other 
side of the ocean, so that our m may be protected from the chea 
N labor of Europe. This table of wages 2 all the free-trade fal- 


of the Democratic party and can not be 
Per week in— 
America. | England. 


Occupation. 


Ann orencocsk sae ton seseysnsutes $15, 00 80. 
W 1 s 19.18 
Boiler-makers. å 6.98 
Bricklayers x . 00 
Boilershop helpers A 15 5 
Carpenters, house 2 21.00 
ters, ship 3 21.00 
Conductors, @xpress ............-..---.------ 20. 40 
Car-drivers, English 6s. 12 hours, American 14.00 1 


Chain-makers, women blacksmiths 
oe. London and Northwestern and New 
0 
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Firemen, express. 
Hod- carriers 
Holders on, boiler shops 
Joiners, house, Liverpool 
Laborer in streets, London 
Laborers, chemical Works eee 
Longshoremen, London docks, 12 cents per hour 
Mac CA PRE CIARA ooo tancacsscseennvabsnanaken 
Machinists, second class 
Masons 
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Printers, Job. 


CC Ü EL E (f E E 
Sthnedrivers (same as horse-car drivers) 
Station masters on the S. W. R. R.; guard, eleven 
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Tel — h o t 
E A 


Average first year's service. 
ten year’s service. 
Train dis — ee a ee 
Waiters Fralters in England pay for the privilege 
to wait on guests 


pan 
LBB 


Laborers employed in mannfactories, steel wire 
e cab one enaika spe eiaa 

Drivers of all kinds of one-horse conveyances . 
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English stage-drivers work twelve to fifteen hours a day; American ten. 
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CHEAPNESS DEARLY BOUGHT. 


Ihavereturned to this country with these facts amply established and sub- 
stantiated by other evidence than mere say so, in the hope that they will 
impress those workingmen of America who may still be deluded by the cry 
of cheap goods. As Governor McKinley has said. Cheap poss mean cheap 
men,“ and the craze for cheapness has made human life the cheapest thing 
to be had in the industrial markets of England. The American 9 
is the most intelligent and best paid in the world. The question that is be- 
fore him in the pending national contest is whether he vote to maintain 
himself and his associates in this proud supremacy, or whether he will place 
himself and his products in competition with and therefore on the same plane 
with the pauper paid, poorly fed and clad and usually ignorant working 
classes of free-trade England, 

I leave the question for the American Workman to answer. 


Respectfully, 
NATHANIEL MoKAY. 

SEPTEMBER, 1892. 

Notwithstanding the warning contained in the above remark- 
able and truthful document, the workingmen of the United States, 
under the bad advice of their leaders, voted for the Democratic 
party in November, 1892. The recent elections in the great 
States of New York, Ohio, Iowa, New Jersey, and Massachusetts 
show that they have repented of their folly; but it is a grave 

uestion whether the purpose of the Democratic party to over- 
throw high protection can be thwarted. The old proverb of 
‘i Whom the gods would destroy they first make mad“ seems to 
be in process of fulfillment so far as that party is concerned. 
Certain itis, however, that if a low-tariff law is enacted the peo- 
ple of this country will be amply revenged as soon as they can 
get to the polls in a national election. 

The undeniable fact is that under high protection the United 
States has been the most prosperous country in all the world. 
Only when the blight of low tariff has come upon it, or the 
threat of low tariff has hung over it, has its great energy been 
paralyzed and its marvelous prosperity stayed. x 

FURTHER FACTS ABOUT ENGLAND. 

When we talk (or, rather, when the Democratie party ae] 
about opening our markets to the nations of the world, it shoul 
not be forgotten that there are 32,000 foreign ships, of 23,000,000 
tons, ready to carry the manufactured goods of Europe to the 


United States. They are to-day watching and waiting for the 


passage of the Wilson tariff bill to start on their journey of de- 
struction, so far as our manufacturing interests are concerned. 
England alone has 11,965 ships, the tonnage of Great Britain 
being six times that of the United States. 

There are millions of dollars’ worth of goods stored in the 
warehouses of London, Manchester, and other continental ports 
ready, to be shipped to America when the Wilson bill becomesa 
law. There are millions of pounds of wool in Australiaand New 
Zealand waiting fora cable message that high protection is over- 
thrown in this country. Heaven only knows what will become 
of our people if the Democratic programme is carried out. 

AN ALARMING SITUATION. 

Mr. President, the situation is at once serious and alarming. 
The President coolly says to the workingmen, Wait awhile and 
see what prosperity will come to you after free raw materials 
reduce your wages and tariff reform gets this country out of the 
narrow home market into the boundless markets of the world.” 
The author of the Wilson tariff bill fo'ds his arms and says, Be 
patient, workingmen, until my bill becomes a law, when the in- 
creased influx of foreign commodities will, in some mysterious 
way, start up the closed mills and factories and give you employ- 
ment.” All over the land the cuckoos of tariff reform sing the 
same song, while the factories are idle and want and sorrow are 
in thousands and tens of thousands of households. The laborin 
man wants work, not words; bread, not glittering promises an 
idle theories. 

The outlook is certainly not reassuring. The authors of the 
Wilson tariff bill frankly tell the country that its passage means 
that $200,000,009 worth of goods made in this country under the 
McKinley law will be brought from abroad—one hundred mil- 
lions under the extension of the free list and one hundred mil- 
lions under the lower duty list. There is no contention that 
thess goodscan not be produced by American labor out of Amer- 
ican materials. They are to be imported, as is claimed, because 
they will be sold cheaper than American-made goods. Is it to 
be wondered at that in the face of, this condition gloom settles 
over our people and that the future looks dark and uninviting? 
Under such circumstances why should not people postpone their 
buying and manufacturers close their mills in anticipation of the 
American market being flooded with foreign goods? 

BUSINESS DEPRESSION NOT AN ACCIDENT. 

Mr. President, the depression which has settled upon this 
country like a pall is not an accident. It is the legitimate and 
necessary result of tariff agitation and the threatened lowering 
of duties. We might just as well look the fact squarely in the 
face that if the assault upon thg tariff, led by the President, suc- 
ceeds, a long period of business depression is inevitable. ith 
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foreign goods flooding our market, and American labor unem- 

loyed, our people will not be prosperous even if they do get 

dresa goods a cent a yard cheaper than they do under the exist- 
aw. 

Put this is not all. To hold the rest of the market wages must 
necessarily be reduced, the income of our people largely cur- 
tailed, and their purchasing power greatly lessened. This is 
the feast to which we are invited; this the reward the working- 
men are to receive for their votes at the last Presidential elec- 
tion. They were invited into the parlor of tariff reform, and 
now they are caught and tangled in the web of free trade—drink- 
ing the dregs of idleness and sorrow, and vainly looking to the 
Democratic party for relief. ; 

DANIEL WEBSTER AND LOW TARIFF, 

Mr. President, Daniel Webster, New Hampshire’s most noted 
son, has sometimes been quoted as an advocate of low tariff. 
Possibly in his younger days he gave utterance to views which 
justify that charge. But in his mature years, and after long ex- 
perience in public life, he was an earnest and powerful advocate 
of high protection. When the Walker tariff bill of 1846 was 
under consideration—a measure aimed at New England as the 
proposed tariff bill is—Mr. Webster made along and eloquent 
speech in opposition to it, saying among other things: 4 
tn too whole tenieney, the whole character the Whole effect of this bill, One 
may see everywhere in it the desire to reyel in the delight of taking away 
men’s employment. Itis nota bill for the people or the masses. It is not 
a bill to add to the comfort of those in middie Tife or the poor. Itis nota 
bill for employment. It is a bill for the relief of the highest and most lux- 
urious classes of the country, and a bill im onerous duties on the 
F and for taking away the means of living everywhere 

Mr. Webster's words were words of wisdom and truth, amply 
justified by the practical workings of the Walker tariff law, whic 

ə so vigorously denounced. And yet notwithstanding all past 
experience with low tariffs, it isseriously proposed to enact an- 
other. ‘To-day labor is unemployed, the fires are out in the fur- 
naces, and the loom and the shuttle are silent; gloom and misery 
have taken the place of cheer and contentment; all asa result of 
threatened tariff changes. Whynot abandon the whole thing, 
and stand by the American protective system, which has here- 
tofore brought prosperity to our country and r and 

lenty to our people? In behalf of capital; in behalf of labor; in 

halfof national honor and national prosperity, I appeal to the 
American Senate to put its seal of condemnation on this effort 
to hand our country and our people over to the tender mercies of 
foreign nations. a 

During the delivery of Mr. GALLINGER’S agent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER said: The Senator from New 
Hampshire will suspend for a moment. The hour of 2 o'clock 
having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes re- 
lating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other pu 8. 

Mr. GRAY, ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be informally laid aside until the Senator from 
New Hampshire concludes his speech, and that it may then con- 
tinue the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, not losing its place, until the Senator from 
New Hampshire concludes his remarks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
proceed. 

After Mr. GALLINGER concluded his speech, 

Mr. GRAY said: Mr. President, I „in pursuance of the 
unanimous consent given, that the unfinished business, which was 
informally laid aside so as to allow the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to conclude his remarks, be now laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. TURPIE in the Chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes re- 
lating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to 
interpose upon a matter of business? 
Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have in my hand an important commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, which I am author- 
ized by the Committee on Finance to ask may be printed asa 
public document. 

I wish to state that I have in my hand the bill alluded to in 
the communication which I havé just sent to the desk, and I also 


ask that it may be printed in bill form, not as a bill reported 
from the Committee on Finance, but for the purpose of conven- 
ience in considering it and possibly amending it. I ask that 
when printed in bill form it may be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered in the ab- 
sence of objection, 
> T VOORHEES, I am much obliged to the Senator from 

ois. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems tome, before the order for the printing 
of the bill and accompanying document is made, it should be 
read for the information of the Senate. I desire to know what 
we are ordering to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. | have not the slightest objection, except 
the objection that it would take the Senator from Illinois off the 
floor, which I would not think of doing. I would not have 
thought of presenting the document at this time if I had thought 
it was necessary to haye it read. 

Mr. QUAY, It seems very brief, and if the Senator from 
Illinois has no objection I should like to have it read. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ean ay to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that it will be published in all the newspapers. It was 
published in some of them this morning. 

Mr. FRYE. Why not have it printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is not necessary, Ihave asked to 
have it printed as a Senate document. The Senator from Iowa 
(Mr; ALLISON], sitting near the Senator from Maine, can in- 

orm him as to the proprieties upon this question better than I 
can, : 

Mr. CHANDLER, To whom is the letter addressed? 

Mr. QUAY, Will the Senator from Indiana state the sub- 
stance of the letter and of the proposed bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It isa letter addressed to the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and I am authorized by the Committee on Finance to ask that} 
be printed for the information and use of the Senate. 

Mr, QUAY, Ifthe Senator from Indiana will permit me to 
inquire, I ask to what does the letter refer? What is the sub- 
ject of the bill and letter? 

Mr, VOORHEES, It relates to the condition of the Treasury 
Department and the question of financial credit. There is no 
secrecy about it at all. If it were not for taking the Senator from 
Illinois off the floor or interfering with his discussion I should 
ask that it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to sa; 
that the Senator from Illinois has just said it would not distur 
him in the least to have it read now. 

pele pita gona Then it may be read so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theletter with theaccompany- 
ing bill will be read, x 
f he Secretary proceeded to read the letter; which is as fol- 

ows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1894. 

DEAR Sm: In compliance with your verbal request, I have the honor to 
submit for the consideration of the Finance Committee of the Senate state- 
ments showing the actual condition of the Treasury on the 12th day of the 
present month, and an estimate of the receipts and tures during the 
remainder of this month and the month of Fe 4 

It will be seen from these statements that there is an urgent necessity for 
EEC 
Higattons ol the 7. end other TAWO] creditors. M 

When my annual report was prepared it was estimated that the expenses 
during the current fiscal year would exceed the receipts to the amount of 
about $28,000,000, and I asked Congress for authority to issue and sell bonds 
or rather forms of obligations to an amount not exceeding 850, 000, 000, bear- 
ing a low rate of interest and having a reasonably short time to run, to en- 
25 6 of the Treasury to supply such deficiencies as might occur 

The estimate then made was based upon the assumption that the worst 
effects of our financial disturbances had already been realized, and that 


there would be a substantial increase in the revenues for the remainder cor 
ex 


ing the month of December and up to the 12th day of the present month 
show that the estimate of a deficiency of $28,000,000 at the cl 


Receipts. 

rr hs yawned aan — 8 $30, 905, 776. 19 
Anant CCTTPTPTVT—T—T—P—TFT—VFTVTVPVT—VT—V—V—V—B—VT—B—VV—V—VV—V—V— diet sascoe 23, 890, 885. 30 
September, IOS. beer eee 24, 582, 756. 10 

Actual for three months ...5..----- 22.2 eee seco nee-enee 80, 870, 621. 90 
October, 1803. 24, 553, 304. 97 
November, 1893 _ 23, 979, 400. 81 
December, 1808 22, 312, 027. 00 
January, 1804, twelve days 10, 364, 939. 37 

WAI an dcucetn beunal atetandy EES R E, 162, 085, 384. 05 
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RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FISCAL YEAR 1894. 


2 Expenditures. $50, 675, 888.60 
July, 1893 -.. one „ 
phan hl 1893. 33, 805, 228. 48 
September, 1893 7 
Actual for three months. — 88. 430, 694. 50 
1893. 29, 588, 892. 34 
302, 026. 


If the same a monthly deficiencies should continue, the total dif- 
a receipts and expenditures on the 30th day of June next will 

‘According to the best estimate that can be made the total Pony) during 
88 month and the month of February will be 841.900.000. and the 
total expenditures will be 


ASSETS. 
b . aensaaege $74, 108, 149 
Silver dollars and bullion..............-.........------ — 002. 287 
Fractional silver coin 12, 183, 903 
ase ¾0 , 031, 327 


Bank note 5 per cent fund 

Outstanding checks and drafts 5, 653, 917 

Disbursing officers’ balances __ 28, 176, 149 

Post-Ofice Department accoun! 8, 897,74) 

Undistributed assets of failed national banks. 1.927727 

District of Columbia account 4 4 142. 613 
an —TT—T 40, 996, 

Gold reserve 

// Tc T REENE 1 
nenne e unas sewiesgaccesy 182, 327, 889 

It will appear from this statement that the coin reserve has been reduced 


to $74,108,149, and itis evident from the condition of the Treasury that the 
Department will have no means to defray the ordinary e of the Gov- 
ernment unless a large part of the payments are hereafter made out of that 
fund. If this is done the coin reserve will be reduced by the Ist of Februa 
to about yei ,864, a sum wholly inadequate for the purposes for which it 
was created. 

On account of this critical condition of the Treasury I have considered it 
my duty, in addition to the earnest recommendations contained in my annual 
report, to appear twice before your committee, and after full explanations of 
the situation urge prompt legislative action on this subject. ith the per- 
mission of the committee I have prepared and presented for its considera- 
tion a bill which, if Pte aa passed, would, in my opinion, meet all the re- 

uirements of the situation by providing the necessary means for defraying 

e public expenses and replenishing the coin reserve to such an extent as 
to assure the maintenance of the parity of all forms-of United States cur- 


rency. 

While this proposed measure of relief has not yet been disposed of or con- 
sidered by the committee, the great differences of opinion which are known 
to exist in both branches of Congress concerning the propriety of granting 
additional or amended authority to issue bonds in any form or for any pur- 
pore, render it doubtful whether new legislation upon the subject can be se 
cured in time to provide the means which are imperatively demanded in 
order to 3 the credit and honor of the Government. 

Authority to issue and sell bonds for the purpose of maintaining specie 
payments was expressly conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury by 
the act of January 14, 1875, but it has not been exercised since 1879, and. on 
account of then high rate of interest provided for and the length of time 
such bonds would have to run, I have not been satisfied that such an emer- 
gency has heretofore existed as would clearly justify their issue. But the 
necessity for relief at this time is so urgent, and the prospect of material 
improvement in the financial condition of the Government is so blemat- 
ical, that, unless authority to issue and sell shorter bonds, or other obliga- 
tions, bearing a lower rate of interest than that ed in the existing law, 
is granted by Congress at a very early day, I shall feel constrained by a sense 
of public duty to exercise the power already conferred, to the extent, at least, 
of providing an Naana coin reserve. 

this action should be taken, Congress ought, nevertheless, to provide 
2 for the deficiency in the revenues during the current fiscal year, 
And I from time to time advise your committee of the condition of the 
Treasury. in order that this subject may receive due consideration. 

I have the honor to be. yours, very respectfully, 

J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 


Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


Before the reading was concluded, 
Mr. QUAY. I see that the letter which is now being read 


why it should be printed in bill form if it has no author. 


was printed in the newspapers before it was sent to the Senate, 
Isuggest that the reading be suspended and that the letter be 
published in the RECORD. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further reading of the let- 
ter will be dispensed with unless objection is made. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the bill read. I do no 
care about having the reading of the letter concluded. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill willbe read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

An act to amend section 3 of “An act to oe for resumption of specie 
payments,“ approved January 14, 1875. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 3 of An act to provide for the 
resumption of specie payments,“ approved January 14, 1875, be, and the 
same is hereby, so amended that in lien of the descriptions of bonds therein 
authorized, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to Issue from 
time to time as he may deem necessary, and in such form as he may pre- 
scribe, coupon or registered bonds of the United States in denominations of 
#25 and multiples thereof, redeemable in coin at the pleasure of the United 
States after — years from date, bearing interest ata rate not exceeding 3 
pe: cent per annum, payable quarterly in coin, and to sell the same at not 
ess than par in coin; and the proceeds of such bonds shall’be heldjand used 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money coined or issued by the United 
States, but the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to use from 
time to time such of such proceeds as may be necessary to supply defi- 
ciencies in the public revenues during the fiscal year 1891. 

Sec. 2. A sum sufficient to carry the provisions of this act into effect is 
fee ag sa out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


Mr. PLATT. I did not exactly understand what the chair- 
mee of the Finance Committee requested with reference to the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. He requested that the letter 
and the bill should be printed as documents, and that both be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that course, but I un- 
derstood the Senator from Indiana to make some suggestion 
about the bill being printed in the form of a bill, when he did 
not offer it. It can only be printed as a Senate document, I sup- 

unless it is offered in the Senate as a bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In one sense it is offered as a bill. It is a 
bill prepared and submitted to the Committee on Finance by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is not a bill introduced into this 
body and referred to that committee, but it was suggested in 
the committee, I think, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], who is quite experienced on subjects of this kind, that I 
should state that it was desirable to have it printed in the form 
of a bill, so that it would be easier of consideration and easier of 
amendment. That is all the reason why I made the suggestion. 

Mr. PLATT, It should be printed as a Senate document and 
not as a bill introduced. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the request of the Senator 
from Indiana, it is not only that it be incorporated in the docu- 
ment, but that it may also be printed in bill form, without in 
any sense introducing it as a bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ves. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 88 9 9 
can come here only reported from a committee or introduced by 
a Senator. - 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Indiana gave the only rea- 
son which could be given, that I know of. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is all the reason there is. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear the reason assigned. 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason is that when the bill comes to be 
analyzed and matured some one may probably want to suggest 
an amendment, and if so it is more convenient to insert amend- 
ments when the bill is printed in bill form. 

Mr. TELLER. The communication came through the com- 
mittee. The Secretary of the Treasury had a right to suppose 
that if his suggestions were agreeable to the committee they 
would report a bill, and that is a proper thing for the commit- 
tee todo. If the committee are not agreeable and not in accord 
with his suggestions they do not need to do anything. Thereis 
no precedent for the printing of a bill of this character in the 
form of a bill when it has neither committee nor Senator back 
of it, and if I can object to it I will do so, although it is a matter 
of no great consequence. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is a matter of not the slightest conse- 
quence. 

Mr. PLATT. The committee can order the bill printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The bill can be printed in connectien with 
the letter of the Secretary; I care not in what form. We shall 
find out what is in it before we get through. 

Mr. TELLER. It should be printed of course with the other 

of the communication as a part of the public document, but 
it has no business to be printed as a bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then do not print it that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ne the print- 
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ing of the letter and the bill as a public document unless objec- 
tion be made. It is so ordered. The unfinished business will 
be proceeded with, on which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER] is entitled to the floor. 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes relating to super- 
visors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for other 

urposes. 

i Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have no desire to take the 
floor at present in the discussion of this measure. I had under- 
stood the consideration of the bill was fixed for to-day, and I had 
hoped that the chairman of the committee would be present in 
order to present the views of those who favor this measure in 
that elaborate and learned form in which I knew he would be 
likely to discharge that duty. Ihave no formal argument to 
address to the Senate. I simply approach the question as it has 
for years impressed itself upon my mind. I only propose to give 
my views as they oecur to me in the course of the desultory ar- 
gument which I shall offer to the Senate. 

I beg to state in the beginning that I have read the report of 
the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections as 
presented by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] and have given attention to the historical statements 
made by him, both such as relate to the history of this legis- 
lation and to the conditions which led, in the judgment of the 
minority, to the adoption of this law and laws like it. 

I may be allowed to speak of myn to this extent, at least, 
anà to state that I have no sympathy with the State legislation 
to which the report aliuđes. I believe all that legislation to be 
cruel, and not only cruel, but a blunder, for I believe that the 
only mode by which constitutional republican government can 
be maintained or made effectual to secure popular rights and in- 
dividual happiness is to give the fullest effect to the true prin- 
ciples of republican government. 

he report of the minority, or rather the report of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, approved by his political associates, 
gives examples of much State legislation enacted immediately 
_after the war. That legislation was based upon an entire mis- 
conception, as I think, of the principles of constitutional gov- 
ernment. I think it was based upon an entire misconception of 
the requirements of the copdition. That the colored race, who 
were freed by the war, were left in the Southern States in that 
recise condition in which slavery had left them, is apparent. 
istorically we need no light upon a subject of that sort, but it 
would have been far wiser, in my judgment—that was my opin- 
ion then and it is my opinion now—to have secured to this en- 
franchised people the fullest enjoyment of their rights. 

The colored people were ignorant beyond all question. In 1886 
I was at Raleigh, N. C., presiding over a court-martial. The 
court-martial had occasion to examine a great many colored wit- 
nesses. One of them was a negro who was so lately imported, 
or whose ancestors were so lately imported, that he had scarcely 
learned the English language. After he had testified, I asked 
him, If you had the right of suffrage how would you vote?“ 
Hefailedtounderstand me. He said, Sir?“ Tsaid!“ Suffrage; 
i you had the right to vote, how would you vote?” Said he, Sir, 
I suppose I would vote according to my intrusts,“ and I think in 
that statement that negro from the rice fields near Wilmington 
stated the true philosophy of the vote, that a man should vote 
according to his own interests. I have no doubt that it the 
Union people had been in the South treated with confidence 
they would have perceived the unity of their interests and those 
of their late masters and that the conditions would have been 
far better than they were after the lapse of ten years. 

I am gratified now to believe that these laws have exhausted 
their force; that the relations between the lately enfranchised 
and their neighbors are better and that legislation of this sort 
is becoming obsolete, and it will become so as those people ad- 
vance in knowledge,in education. I do not mean the education 
of the schools, but I mean the acquisitionof that practical knowl- 
edge, the means of earning a livelihood, which is true educa- 
tion after all. I think we may give ourselves but little trouble 
now in regard to the relations between the two races in the 
Southern States. ; 

I can not say that in the beginning I disapproved of much in 
this legislation. I confess at the close of the war I insisted upon 
giving to the negro man the ballot as being far cheaper and far 
safer than to give him the musket, because I felt that the Na- 
tional Government was obliged to protect him in his liberty and 
in the new right to acquire property. I felt that to give him the 
ballot was to place in his hands a great educational agency, the 
employment of which would suggest to him to cultivate amica- 
ble relations with his white neighbors, and would teach him to 
vote, as this negro from the rice plantation near Wilmington 


said, according to his own interest. Ifavored giving to the negro 
the ballot. I felt that it was a great educational agency, and by 
that means I would assist in hastening the time when the races 
in the late slave States would live in harmony and would consult 
their mutual interests. Those were my views. 

I was not unmindful, though, that legislation which secured 
the rights of the black men might dangerously affect the rights 
of other races and the rights of the free people of the States in 
which slavery had never existed. I may state as another per- 
sonal matter that from February, 1865, to May, 1866, I was the 
military commander of the Department of Kentucky under mar- 
tial law. I saw the dissolution of slavery in Kentucky, that State 
having been excepted from the operation of the proc'amation 
of 1862. Isaw there that under the legislation of the times, in 
the temper of the times, while the power held by a military 
commander was necessary, perhaps, for a state of war, it was 
suvversive of all just conceptions of popular liberty. N 
I exercised the powers of a department commander for some fif- 
teen months,I declare to-day when I think of the enormous pow- 
ers that were conferred upon military commanders as the nec- 
essary logic of the war, I tremble that so much power was con- 
ferred upon any single individual. 

It was not that circumstance alone which was startling. It 
was that large powers were not only conferred by military or- 
ders but they were maintained and supported by a public senti- 
ment all over the United States. The people had become so 
accustomed to the swilt and decisive methods of the government 
of the bayonet that they were impatient of the slow processes of 
civil government. This feeling was not confined alone to the 
loyal people of the States lately in insurrection or rebellion, for 
they were maddened by local strifes, and it was not strange that 
they should seek to employ force to overcome their immediate 
neighbors and enemies, because such was the condition of most 
of the Southern States; but this sentiment prevailed over the 
whole North, and it is somewhat remarkable, too, that it had 
taken possession of the great Republican party. 

The Republican party in its incipiency was, more than any 
other party in this country, the party of freedom. Its demand 
was liberty. It was devoted to individual liberty. But the war 
had not only infected all the country, but this great party, too, 
had caught the contagion of despotism, and even in 1872 it had 
becomea purely political party. It had lost that intense, earnest, 
ſervent love that brought into its ranks thousands of men early 
in the struggle. It had become a mere political organization 
devoted to the preservation and maintenance of its own power, 
and it had become thoroughly infected with the despotic prin- 
ciples or the principles of the passions of the war, which cool, 
earnest men forgot when the struggle was over, but this party 
perpetuated its passions and crystalized them in the form of 
much of the legislation that we now seek to avoid. 

I beg leave to restate that proposition. During the war pa- 
triotic men were earnest in their efforts not only for the restor- 
ation of the Union, or the maintenance of the Union, but they 
weré earnest in their attempt to overthrow slavery. At the 
close of the war men were earnest in giving effect to true re- 
publican principles, democratic principles; and the logic of that 
condition was the civil-rights bill. 

I want to state at this point that the civil-rights bill passed in 
18665 was of itself the embodiment of the enlightened convic- 
tion of the men of the times; and the subsequent amendments to 
the Constitution were the logic of the war and the logic of lib- 
erty. Their purpose was not to mar, but to complete the Fed- 
eral Constitution. They were not meant to enslave, but they 
were meant to guarantee and secure liberty throughout the land. 
They were the inspiration, not of the passions of the war, butof 
the enlightened sentiments that animated the contest—the 
spirit of liberty—and the A vil of liberty and the guaranties of 
liberty were made a part of the Constitution of the country. 

The Republican party, however, as I said before, became ani- 
mated by the desire tomaintain itselfin power. It was engaged 
in a great struggle with rival parties elsewhere, and it sought 
by means of this legislation to perpetuate itself, as I think, and 
as I think I shall demonstrate in a moment. 

The Democratic party, with which I did not act, was made 
powerless by the war. The Republican party, which I have de- 
scribed, was in the beginning made up of all the elements, the 
lovers of liberty and others, because, Mr. Blaine says in his ad- 
mirable book, in substance, that the protectionist cared nothing 
about the controversy. 

He says Pennsylvania felt no particular interest in the great 
trial. but the protectionists of Pennsylvania were brought into 
the Republican party because of the vestige of protection which 
was stolen into the platform atone of the national conventions. 
He states that during that time thousands of men who voted for 
Lincoln had no interest whatever in the struggle. Indeed, I beg 
leave to say that diverse elements were brought into the great 
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Republican party by its desire to attach the great party of 2 5 
ate union to the car of protection, and when that element too 
control of the Republican party, it for its own purposes sought 
to maintain itself in power by legislation such as that which the 
pending report assails. 

I do not deny that Congress has the power to regulate the 
elections of Representatives in Congress, and if a law should be 

resented which should be uniform in its application and just in 

ts effects I would give it consideration, at least; but at present 
I am not called upon to discuss legislation of that kind, because 
I propose to present a counter idea. 

J have said before that in my judgment the people of the 
Southern States were mistaken. Instead of passing laws such 
as are now or in the report of the minority of the commit- 
tee, it would have been wiser to trust the colored men who were 
under the protection of the Government. It would have been 
wiser to give them the confidence of the people and the confi- 
dence of the States, Itwould have been wiser to have conceded 
them and asserted for them all the powers which the amended 
Constitution gave them. That is my judgment, and I believe 
now that the radical defect in Republican legislation is that it 
is based upon an utter want of confidence in the people of the 
United States. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], in the 
views of the minority, says that this proposition of repeal is 
meant to give effect to the doctrine of State rights. I suppose 
he means State rights as understood by those who sought to dis- 
solve the Union. I have never understood that State rights in- 
volved secession. In fact, I know that the doctrine does not in- 
volve the right of secession; nor do I regard it as essentiall 
important to discuss the question of the rights of the States; 
mean their mere municipal and political rights. [am discussing 
the right of the people that lies behind all governments. 

I have said already that the mistake when we passed these 
laws was the failure to trust those who were to be governed. 
The doctrine I mean to assert as being one necessarily opposed 
to this legislation is that the laws are based upon a distrust of 
the people, those for whom governments are ordained and for 
whom governments should be conducted. That is the radical 
fault of the laws, and at this moment I present that asa distinct 
line of objection. 

I have said that possibly Congress might pass some uniform 
law for the regulation of the elections of members of the House 
of Representatives, and that possibly such a law might be 
framed to meet my judgment and to meet my approval, but such 
has not been the policy or purpose of the authors of these laws. 
The purpose of this legislation has been to secure party suc- 
cess. The purpose of this legislation has been, in my judgment, 
to give to the minority the right to control the majority, and 
those laws secure not popular government, but party govern- 
ment, which must have been their original purpose. 

Now, here is the point to which I wish to direct attention. The 
law provides for various officers who are to interfere to acertain 
extent with the elections. I read from the Revised Statutes: 

SEC. 2011. Whenever, in any city or town having upward of 20,000 inhab- 
itants, there are two citizens thereof, or whenever, in any county or parish, 
in any Congressional district, there are ten citizens thereof, of good stand- 
ing, who, peior to any r tration of voters for an election for Representa- 
tive or Delegate in the Congress of the United States, or prior to any elec- 
tion at which a Representative or Delegate in Congress is to be voted for, 
may make known, in writing. to the judge ofthe circuit court of the United 
States for the circuit wherein such city or town, county or parish, is situated, 
their desire to have such registration, or such election, or both, guarded and 
scrutinized, the judge, within not less than ten days prior to the registra- 
tion, if one there be, or, if no registration be required, within not less. than 
ten days prior to the election, shall open the circuit court at the most conve- 
nient point in the circuit. 


I have said the purpose of this law is to perpetuate party power. 
In this case two or ten citizens of any of the divisions mentioned 
in the act may put the circuit court in motion, may subvert the 
laws of the States and supersede the officers of the States, be- 
cause to render them subordinate to officers to be appointed by 
the court is in effect to supersede them. This law is intended 
to guard and protect popular rights, but its application is made 

dependent upon the will of two or ten or more individual citi- 
zens, who are only required to possess character. I believe 
„good standing” is the phrase used; but I recollect that on a 
late occasion in the Congressional district in which I live an at- 
tempt was made to ascertain the names and the standing of the 
citizens who made the application that set the courts of the 
United States in motion, and that led to the appointment of nu- 
merous inspectors and other officers to supervise the election. 

I remember, I say, that an attempt was made to ascertain the 
character of the men who made the application, and those in au- 
thority would not disclose the names. The whole State ma- 
chinery was subverted by the actof unnamed and unknown per- 
sons. No inquiry was allowed. It was the law. The judge saw 
them, I suppose, but no issue was allowed to be made there as to 
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the necessity of the subversion of the State laws or the character 
of the men at whose instance this subversion took place. 

Mr, CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will en- 
deavor not to interrupt him for any light reasons? 

Mr. PALMER. It is no interruption at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know he does not wish to convey any 
erroneous impression. The Senator knows very well that the 
petition upon which the judge is to open the circuit court and 
appoint supervisors is a public record of the court. Now, does 
the Senator mean to convey the imputation upon the court or 
the judge in the case which he has in mind that he refused to 
allow an inspection of the court records? If he does, I wish the 
Senator would kindly state the time, place, and circumstance. 

Mr. PALMER. I have made my statement. I say it was 
never ascertained who it was that led to the appointment in the 
district represented by Mr. SPRINGER; that the names of the 
parties at whose instance the machinery of the Government was 
put in motion were never known. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Then will the Senator allow me to say it 
was simply because no one went to the court record and looked 
for the papers. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator may speak of that which he 
knows. I speak of facts of which I am familiar. I make the 
statement standing by itself. But even if it were conceded that 
the men were known, the two, or the ten, or the fifteen, and 
even if it were conceded that they were men of unquestionable 
reputation, men of the best standing, would that affect the prop- 
osition that the whole machinery of the election is changed or 
that additional machinery is created or employed at the will of 
this small number of inhabitants? 

The laws of the State of Illinois in regard to elections are effi- 
cient and ample. They provide for the division of the counties 
and cities into districts of convenient size. Our legislation is 
exceedingly careful on that point. We have the benefit, the 
doubtful benefit, I think, of the Australian ballot. We have gil 
the careful guards that can be thrown around the local elections, 
and there has been, so far as I know, no complaint of interfer- 
ence in our elections; I mean none beyond the ordinary com- 
plaints that may attend an election everywhere, and yet in that 
county a number of men were permitted by the operation of this 
law to completely subvert the local system of election. 

3 NDLER. Right there will the Senator allow me 

ain? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely intervene to Suggest that he is 
making a mistake, which he does not wish to fallinto, I presume. 
He has two or three times said that the United States officers 
supersede the local officers; that the United States officers sub- 
vert the local officers. He has said that the local machinery 
is a perfect machinery in Illinois. I ask the Senator to be can- 
did enough to state that the United States supervisors do not 
supersede or interfere in way whatever with the local elec- 
tion officers of the State. They are mere lookers on at the elec- 
tion, as the Senator, I think, very well knows. Therefore, I 
think he wants to correct his language when he says that the 
supervisors supersede the State officials and subvert the State 
officers whoare engaged in conducting the election under the wise 
laws which he describes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I am not at this moment pre- 
pared to follow the Senatorin all his suggestions. He saysthey 
are mere lookers on. Does he mean by that toexpress the truth 
and the whole truth and nothing else but the truth? Is that all 
they are—mere lookers on? 

Nr. CHANDLER. I think so. That is the whole theory of 


the law. If the Senator will read the powers of the Sparto 


which are before him enumerated in the statute, and thinks that 
they are anything more than lookers on, then I shall be glad to 
have him show the Senate and the country what they do more 
than look on. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam anxious to confine the, Senator to his 
own language. He says they are mere lookers on. By that he 
means to affirm or assert that they have no other power than 
that of standing by and looking on. Is that what the Senator 
means to assert: 3 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state 
Snos on page 21 of the minority report that statement is re- 
peated: 

The latter are merely witnesses of what is going on. They are only 
watchers. The whole of the present law is based upon the principle of 
noninterference with the conduct of the elections,- 

There is this qualification, if there is any qualification of what 
I have said: 


It is true that the special deputy United States marshals are authorized 
under certain limitations to aid in keeping the peace at the polls; that 
criminal acts of citizens are punishable by national laws in the national 
courts, and that the supervisors make and preserve records of what they see, 
and testify to and prosecute such crimes as come to their knowledge. 
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But with reference to what takes place u election day, 


when the State officials receive the ots and count them, the 
supervisors are mere lookers on and do not hinder in the slight- 
est degree the election officers in the performance of their func- 
tions. A 

Mr. PALMER. How does the Senator explain the numerous 
arrests that are made by United States officers on election day, 
if they are mere lookers on? How does he explain the com- 
plaints of numerous arrests made on election day 

Mr. CHANDLER. Arrests of illegal voters. 

Mr. PALMER. Then they are something else besides lookers 
on, are they not? They are efficient, active lookers on, and give 
effect to that which they discover. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must get my admission be- 
fore he takes advantage of it. The Senator they supersede 
the State officers or the local officers of election. 

Mr. PALMER. Ido say that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say they do not supersede the local of- 
ficers. They conduct the election precisely asif the supervisors 
were not there. Now, the supervisors witness offenses com- 
mitted by persons who illegally register and who pare, Sp | vote, 
and those men are complained of. If the Senator will find cases 
in which election officers are interfered with by the supervisors 
in the performance of their duties, then I shall think they do 
something more. 

Mr. PALMER. Section 2018 of the Revised Statutes defines 
the powers and duties of these mere lookers-on, as follows: 

SEC. 2018. To the end that each candidate for the office of Representative 
or Delegate in Congress may obtain the benefit of every vote for him cast, 
the supervisors of election are, and each of them is, rin bm to personally 
scrutinize, count, and canvass each ballot in their election district or voting 
precinct cast, whatever may be the indorsement on the ballot. or in what- 
ever box it may have been placed or be found; to make and forward to the 
officer who, in accordance with the visions of section 2025, has been 
designated as the chief supervisor of the judicial district in which the 
city or town wherein they may serve, acts, such certificates and returns 
of all such ballots as such officer may direct and require, and to attach to 
the registry list, and any an‘ all copies thereof and to any certificate, state- 
ment, or return, whether the same, or any part or portion thereof, be re- 
quired by any law of the United States. or of any State, Territorial, or 
municipal law, any statement touching the truth or accuracy of the regis- 
try, or the truth or fairness of the election and canvass, which the super- 
visors of the eleetion, or either of them, may desire to make or attach, or 
which should properly and honestly be made or attached, in order that the 
facts may become known. 

This imposes something more than the mere duty of looking 
on. It imposes upon this class of officers positive, active, spe- 
cific duties—something more than merely looking on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator now state how that inter- 
feres with the State officers? How dothey look on? They see, 
they look at the ballots, they count them, but how do they in- 
terfere with the State officers or supersede the State officers or 
subvert the State officers in the slightest degree? 

Mr. PALMER. Can the Senator imagine two equal political 
powers o cory A gy the same subject at the same moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President, but I can imagine the 
Senator painting a gorgeous 


icture and myself looking on to 
see how well he does it and 


ing note of it and preparing to 
testify about it. 


Mr. PALMER. The Senator rather evades the inquiry. At 
this point there must be some paramount authority. The word 
„paramount“ has been used very much lately, and it is under- 
stood to mean superior. On that occasion one or the other, the 
State authority or that of the United States, is the superior and 
the paramount authority. 

Mr. TELLER. Which is the paramount authority under the 
existing statute? 

Mr. PALMER. L understand that according to the interpre- 
tation given to the Constitution and laws of the United States 
they are paramount, and that the laws of the United States are 

ramount whenever enacted in pursuance of the Constitution. 

understand that this is for the time the superior authority. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to be fair with the Senator. He 
has read the statement as to what the supervisors have a right 
todo. The national law is paramount; they can not be inter- 
fered with in doing it; but in what respect do they supersede, 
or subvert, or hinder the State officers who call the elections. 
hold the elections, make the count, and make the return thereof? 

Mr. PALMER. Lask the Senator again, if they do not affect 
the action of the State officers, if they do not control them, if 
they do not influence them, why do they exist, why are they ap- 


pointed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the purpose of watching the election 
and furnishing proof to be used in an election contest or upon 
the prosecution of crimes inst the national election laws, or, 
as the Senator from Iowa [Mr, ALLISON) suggests to me, crimes 
against the State laws. 

Mr. PALMER, That the Senator regards as mere on-looking, 
as no active power, but the simple negative power of seeing that 
some other person does his duty? 


Mr. CHANDLER, That is the whole theory of the section 
which the Senator has read, 

Mr. PALMER. But it is not the practical effect of the law, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me a mo- 
ment, the Senator from New Hampshire has said over and over 

ain that the powers conferred by the statute upon the super- 
visors are merely those of watching and observing what is ioe 
by another set of officers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the election. 

Mr. GRAY. At the election. Whereas the section of the 
statute which the Senator from Illinois has just read provides 
expressly that their duties are active, not passive. It is required 
of them that they must be present, and, in the language of the 
law, personally scrutinize, count, and canvass each ballot in 
their election district or voting precinct cast, whatever may be 
the indorsement on the ballot, or in whatever box it may have 
been placed.” 

It is impossible, it seems to me, to say that that is merely the 
passive duty of on-looking, It is the duty of scrutinizing, count- 
ing, und canvassing each ballot. That is all the State officers 
are required todo. Theyare required to scrutinize, count, and 
canvass each ballot; and here is another set of officers provided 
for by the statute of the United States, who are to intrude them- 
selves into the voting places and into the control of the boxes 
sufliciently to enable them to perform their duties, in order that 
they may perform the same duties the State officers are to per- 
form, The Senator from New Hampshire gays that is merely 
passive, merely watching, merely on-looking, and yet he admits 
that they may go further, and be the ground upon which public 
prosecutions may be had against the officers of elections. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave the honor, if the Senator from Illi- 
nois will allow me, to ask the Senator from Delaware the same 
question I asked the Senator from Illinois, and which hasnot yes 
been answered; thatis, in what way the performance of the duties 
which the supervisors are commanded to perform in any way 
supersedes or hinders or subverts the State election officers in 
the duties which they are performing at the same time? 

Mr. GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from Tlli- 
nois, in the first place, there is this sentimental objection—andI 
shall come to the practical objection afterwards—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it is all sentimental. 

Mr.GRAY. That it is an indignity placed upon the State offi- 
cers and the State autonomy; itis à proclamation by the Congress 
of the United States that the States of which this Union is com- 
posed are not fit to be trusted in the conduct of their own elec- 
tions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is hardly a fair answer. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. It is a proclamation by this high 
legislative body, the Congress of the whole Union, that the 
States which compose this Union, and which are the primal 
factors in creating this Government under our principles of sep- 
arate State government and local self-government, are not 8 
ified ſor and not fit to be trusted with the most important gov- 
ernmental function of all—that is, the conduct of aState elec- 


tion. 

Now, to the practical matter. Aside from that indignity 
which is put upon the State, that degrading of a self-gov- 
erning community, there is this practical result, that the 
intrusion of these Federal officers into the voting places pro- 
vided for a State election is an assumption of superiority and 
supervision on the part of the Federal officers and of inferiorit; 
on the part of the State officers. It results in this practi 
thing, that these supervisors have the right, and have frequently 
exercised the right, to call upon the United States marshal to 
arrest the State officers and drag them or bring them before 
United States committing magistrates and hold them for trial. 

Mr. TELLER. That was an abuse of power, was it not? 

Mr, GRAY. Possibly. > 
r yes TELLER. Yes, that is an abuse of power not authorized 

y law. 
- Mr. GRAY. There ought not to be that opportunity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to intrude upon the Senator from 
Illinois 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr, PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Illinois, I thought that the Senator from Delaware, when he be- 
gan to answer my question how the performance of their duties 

y the United States supervisors interfered with the State offi- 
cers, would make a speech on the subject of State rights and 
would make a sentimental objection, that an indignity is put 
be oye the States by the presence at the polls of United States 
officers. That is the staple argument which is developed in the 
report of the majority of the committee, I do not propose 
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now to deal with that, although I think it will not be difficult to 
show that there are some reasons why the nation might well 
distrust the operation of the laws of some of the States. 

But my question was specific, and that.was, how the super- 
visors in looking on, in counting the votes, in making a record 
of the vote, and in returning it to their chief supervisors, inter- 
fered with the performance of their duty by the State officers. 
I respectfully submit that the Senator from Delaware has not 
shown in the slightest degree how there is an interference with 
the State officers under the law. He does not state it; he does 
not pretend to state it. He says that the presence of the super: 
visors there, which is offensive to the advocates of State rights, 
tends to create disorder; but he does not point out that the stat- 
ute itself either contemplates or justifies anything of that kind; 
while the Senator from Illinois began his proposition by saying 
that the purpose and intentof the statute was to superséde State 
officers and subyert State authority, while I say that the pur- 
pose and intent of the statute is directly the other way. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, with the permission of the Senator 
from Illinois, I will say that practical illustrations to the com- 
mon mind are worth a great deal of theoretical exegesis of the 
working of a law, and I want to say to him that at the very last 
general election in my own town I think about sixty State elec- 
tion officers were arrested at the instance of Federal supervisors, 
taken from the place at which they were performing their du- 
ties under the State law, and held in $3,000 bail, answerable to 
the district. court as to whether they should be indicted under 
the provisions of this law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For doing what, will the Senator be kind 
enough to state? For what were they held? : 

Mr. GRAY. IL think it would be pretty difficult to convince 
those honest men—they were poor men, workingmen, to be sure, 
who had not studied the statutes with the learning and equip- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire—they were hon- 
est workingmen, who had been brought up to believe in the 
power of the people of the States to conduct their own affairs 
and their own elections, and they had a very wondering look, a 
very bewildered look when they were brought, not before a State 
officer, but before a United States officer and held in bail which it 
would not be possible for many of them to obtain—$3,000 bail— 
to answer to the United States court for what the supervisors 
had charged them with doing. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator from. Delaware kindly state 
where that occurred? n 

Mr. GRAY. It occurred at the last election in my own town. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator had stated the case as fully 
and as fairly as he usually. does j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ilinois [Mr. 
PALMER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. [yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
for the pur of the occasion. 

Mr. CHANDLER.. If the Senator from Delaware had stated 
the facts as fully and as fairly as he usually does, he would have 
stated that those election officers were arrested for preventing 
the supervisors from performing their duty under the law. The 
law undoubtedly in the next sections, 2019 and 2020, provides 
that the supervisors shall not be interfered with when they are 
watching the State officers, and if they are interfered with by 
any private person or by an election officer, thatis a crime under 
the United States statute; but the Senator has stated nothing 
which shows that the supervisors performed any act whatever 
in reference to the conduct of the election except to watch the 
State officers. 

Mr. GRAY. If that is not a pretty important act, affecting 
the liberty of the citizen of the State, I have nothing further to 


say. 

Nir. PALMER. If I may be allowed to resume, it is undoubt- 
edly true that a small number of citizens may put into operation 
an election machinery. which is superior in authority to that of 
the State. To that extentit is intrusive and subversive, because 
to create an authority superior to another is to supersede the in- 
ferior authority, and this law, which is so earnestly defended 
and upon such nice grounds by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shira, in section 2019 says: 

The better to enable the supervisors of election to discharge their duties, 
they are authorized and directed, in their respective election districts or vot 
ing precincts, on the day of registration. on the day when registered voters 
may be marked to be challe and on the day of election, to take, occupy, 
and remain in such tien, from time to time, whether before or behind the 
ballot boxes, as will, in their judgment, best enable them to see each person 
offering himself for registration or offering to vote, and as will best conduca 
to their scru’ g manner in which the registration or voting is being 
conducted; and at the closing of. the polis for the reception of. votes, they 
are required to place themselves in such position, in relation to the ballot 
boxes, for the purpose of engaging in the work of canvassing the ballots, as 
Will enable them to fully perform the duties in respect to such canvass pro- 
vided herein, and shall there remain until every duty in respect to such can- 
vass. certificates, returns, and statements has wholly completed. 


Why was this law passed? In the first place, why should such 


power be granted on the request of etd two or ten or fifty citi- 


zens, at their own sovereign will and p 
son, without any fact being stated? 

If the Senator objects to my position that they usurp or super- 
sede the State authorities, I suppose he will admit that they 
may create.authorities superior to those of the States, because 
whatever the State officers may do inthe discharge of their 
office these persons have an imperative, conclusive right to be 
present when such acts are done; they are present to watch, and 
these officers are under the supervision of men created at the 
will of ten or twenty or fifty irresponsible inhabitants of a par- 
ticular district. Why is that? Why shall the free people of, 
this country be subjected to such supervision? 

With respect to the sentimental question, I have already said 
that the sentiment of manly self-respect is essential to the main- 
tenance of popular liberty. The citizen must not only be secure 
in his rights, but his rights must be. respected, and I- maintain 
that when fifty men—L assume the highest number—obtrude 
upon me and upon my neighbors,men who are appointed by an 
irresponsible authority, it is a humiliation, a disgrace, and it 
leads me to undervalue my manhood and my liberty. That is 
sentimental. Mr. President, liberty is a sentiment, and with- 
out that manly love of liberty, which is a sentiment—a noble, 
grand sentiment—and which can never be insulted or degraded 
with impunity, liberty would be worthless. 

The idea of a freeman wholly unconscious of respect for his 
own rights and for his own liberties, a freeman who is subjected 
to the will of amaster! The master may. be benevolent, he may 
be kind, he may never strike a blow, he may never humiliate the 
slave by any positive aet of outrage, but there he stands a men- 
ace, and the freeman. is conscious that he is the inferior of the 
master, and the American freeman at the polls is conscious that 
there is an irresponsible authority watching over him, watching 
over his officers. He may be honest, but he isa master never- 
theless, and that of itself degrades popular elections. 

Mr. President, it is remarkable that since this law was passed 
there has been more corruption and more in the spirit of resist 
ance to this despotic legislation than there ever was before. I 
know that it is believed’ by many that the American people in 
some sense or other need continual nursing and continual watch- 
ing, and there isan idea somewhere that some person, somebody, 
may be intrusted with the guardianshipof popular liberty, while 
the essential truth of our American idea is that liberty must be 
maintained by the people themselves, and the only apology for 
a despotism or for despotic legislation is that the people can no 
longer be trusted. 

r. President, I have already said that the particular objec- 
tion to me in the election law is that it places the government 
and control of the elections in the Hands of a few men who 
may put.the machinery of the law into operation, In point of 
fact, is it not true that the election laws in the district in which 
I live are whatever fifty men may determine they shall be? If 
any fifty men anywhere conclude that my fellow-citizens, in a 
district which casts many thousand votes, are Leas ty of act- 
ing honestly or of protecting themselves, those fifty persons 
have but to create the machinery by which every elector in that 
election district is placed under the control of those irrespon- 
sible public officers, 

We speak aguin of State rights. Mr. President, the term 
State rights has been abused perhaps more than any other, un- 
less it is the term religion or Christianity.. They are both holy 
things. Each properly understood expresses an ideaof magnifi- 
cent conception, but gentlemen who represent a certain class of 
sentiments, or perhaps two classes, believe that State rights sig- 
nify disintegration. The better and the wiser, the Jeffersonian 
idea, the Democratic idea as I construe Democracy, is that our 
system of government is based upon the clearest conception of 

e possibility of harmonizing local self-government with the 
National Government, and I had supposed there was no conflict 
between the system of State governments and thatof the United 
States; [had supposed that those who claim that Statesmay secede 
are better friends to liberty than those who claim that popular 
rights are under central supervision. I believe to-day if I had my 
choice I would take my chances inagovernment:controlled by the 
people, however s rather than I would in à despotism, how- 
ever magnificent in its boundaries, however magnificent in popu- 
lationand wealth. 

I believe, therefore, that those who insist upon the constant 
supervision and watchfulness of the people are: the enemies of 
pee liberty. They must be aware of the fact that popular 

berty depends upon the people themselves, and they must be 
aware that this exercise of extraneous force is degrading and 
demoralizing, and to demoralize the citizen is to destroy that 
high. self-respect. which should characterize an American free- 


man. 
Igo back now to the point I had in view at the start. This 


easure, Without any rea- 
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law authorizes a limited number of persons to create the officers 
whom the Senatorfrom New Hampshiredefends. These officers 
go to an election, an election ordered by State law. They take 
their seats in the presence of officers created under the State law. 
Do I attach any significance to the fact that these laws are en- 
acted by the States? Not in the slightest. To me their value 
consists in the circumstance that these laws were enacted by 
the people, and that the State is the mere agent of the people, 
the efficient means by which popular will takes the form of law. 
I care nothing about the source of law, and if the Federal sys- 
tem should be so modified as that the people themselves under 
the operation of Federal laws should control their own eee. 
tions, the fact that the law was Federal rather than State would 
be no objection to me. The system exists. The one is national; 
it is despotic. 

It is remarkable that all the officers of the Federal Govern- 
ment hold their offices at the will of a geographically distant 
authority. The marshal, the judges, the supervisors of election 
are appointed by the United States judges. The people are not 
consulted; they have no voice in the matter. Masters are named 
for them, and to those masters they must submit without the 
right of appeal, without the right of protest. 

uch is the election law which Iam condemning and denounc- 
ing. If the Federal election law allowed free action of the pop- 
ular will, the objection would simply be that it interfered wit 
the harmony of a system which has existed for more than a hun- 
dred years, and which I trust will be perpetual. So it is in all 
the arguments which are based upon any preference between 
Federal and State authority. 

I say again that these are mere agencies for the convenient 
distribution of power, and the reason I prefer the State agencies 
is because they are popular agencies. 

They are controlled by the people; and the true underlying 

hilosophy of that control is that their interests are largely 
8 and this machine we call the State government lives in the 
popular will and it moves under the impulse of popular thought 
and popular preference, While this at system, which over- 
shadows all, is despotic in its nature; the powers of the officersare 
discretionary largely; and whatis tome more, the officers are not 
subject to the popular control by means of popular elections. If 
the Federal Government shall ever be so reformed as that Sen- 
ators here shall be elected by the le, that this horde of offi- 
cers who perform the service of the Federal Government shall 
be chosen by the freemen, then much of the difficulty which we 
perceive would be obviated. 

Mr. President, I had intended merely to introduce this dis- 
cussion. I go back again to my original proposition. I believe 
the mistake of those who support this law is predicated upon a 

belief that some changes have taken place in the popular mind, 
in the popular morals, which make new and more stringent reg- 
ulations necessary to maintain the purity of elections. 

I notice that the war has bred these new ideas. I have al- 
luded to the fact that our people became fond of the swift and 
decisive rule of the bayonet; and the poison is not there alone. 
We have fallen in love with arbitrary, forceful methods; we dis- 
trust ourselves; we invoke force to govern us, to control us, and 
we look in vain to some distant and external authority, or some 
authority external to ourselves, that we may find repose in its 
superior force and wisdom. That is the prevailing vice of the 


times. 
My belief is that if these laws are repealed.and elections are 
again left in the hands of the poopie; there will be much less 
und for complaint; for, mark you, the Senator from New 
mpshire himself is eloquent in his denunciation of the cor- 
ruptions of elections in the large cities. These corruptions ex- 
ist and have not been cured by Federal election laws. If it could 
be shown to me that these laws had, on the whole, been favora- 
ble to the purity of elections, they would be more tolerable in 
my judgment; but, according to the complaint we hear, the elec- 
tions are still corrupt in the great cities, notwithstanding the 
law exists, and the State officers are overshadowed by those of 
the United States. I used the term “State officers.” I desire 
to avoid and disclaim it at the outset. It is the people's officers 
who are overridden; and notwithstanding this swarm of officers 
and the thousands of dollars that are expended in the large cit- 
ies, the same complaint exists. 
The Senator from New Hampshire in one chapter of his re- 
po speaks of the recent corruptions in New York, where John 
. Davenport himself lords it over the election, and yet the Sen- 
ator complains that in that great city this corruption still ex- 
ists. According to his theory the law ought to remain, 
although the corruptions and evils are not removed by its ex- 
istence. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to correct the Senator again. 
Mr. PALMER. I yield with great pleasure. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The recent frauds, of which I speak in the 
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report, were in the odd years when there were no supervisors of 
election. The supervisors are at the Congressional elections. 
The national laws do not keep down frauds then, but when the 
odd years come, then there is a perfect carnival of fraud in New 
York City and in Jersey City. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to make 
4 statement, which I should like to know if anybody ques- 

ons? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I was told by a very eminent New York Demo- 
crat, whose name would be received with respect if I were at 
liberty to give it, this fact, that since the passage of the election 
law of 1871 or 1872 there had not been a single election contest 
in the State of New York, either in regard to the choice of a 
member of the House of Representatives of the United States or 
of an assemblyman or a member of the New York senate, em- 
braced in a certain district, who had been voted for at the time 
when an election had taken place under this law. Before that 
the contests and the charges of fraud were frequent. 

I do not myself know anything about this matter. I have not 
investigated that statement; I have made it on that authority, 
and have never heard it contradicted. I should like to know 
what the Senator from Illinois knows about that. 

Mr. PALMER. I know that the State of New York has its 
own election laws, which are as fair as those of Illinois or any 
other State. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to see if we can not get at that fact as a 
fact to start with. 

Mr. PALMER. I know the Senator asserts the fact, cither 
by inference or intimation, that these good results have been in 
consequence of the election laws. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a good deal of a fact. 

Mr. PALMER. That fact is one which remains to be estab- 
lished, and when established it will have merit. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. ask if he is ina position to controvert the statement which 
I have made on the authority I have mentioned? Iam told— 
indeed I have read the document—that a committee of the House 
of Representatives, the House then being Democratic, I think— 
but I will not be so sure about that—at any rate, a committee of 
the House of Representatives was appointed toinvestigate elec- 
tions. They had heard these accusations, which they character- 
ized epre wild, talked about; but on full investigation they 
reported—Mr. Cox, Gen. Slocum, then a member of Congress at 
large from the State of New York, and one or two other Demo- 
cratic members of the House of Representatives being members 
of the committee—that the charges against these laws were un- 
founded; that they were excellent laws, and that they hoped they 
would remain and that their beneficent operation might be ex- 
tended to the rest of the country. Among the witnesses whom 
they called to testify in a way which justified that report, was 
the late Secretary Whitney, then the Democratic corporation 
counsel of New York City. Does the Senator know about that? 
Can he state whether that report was correct or not? 

ane PALMER. I will be perfectly delighted to read the re- 
port. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall show it to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I would say, as the Senator from Illinois was not 
a member of the Senate at the time, that in the debate on what 
was called the force bill, the whole matter of that report of the 
House committee, to which the Senator from Massachusetts al- 
ludes, was very thoroughly ventilated. I think it was during 
that debate that something was said on both sides of the ques- 
tion regarding that report. Iam not disputing what the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts says. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to get at the fact. I think it is quite im- 
portant. 

Mr.GRAY. There were some comments made upon the re- 
port then and some explanations made in relation to it. They 
can be revived now. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, in regard to what we were speaking of 
the malpractices going on in cities in spite of the law of 1871, 1 
do not understand that either the Senator from IIlinois or the 
Senator from Delaware, Who has charge of this repeal bill, are 
in any condition to deny whatever the value may be we shall 
settle afterwards, but we will get at the facts—will deny, first, 
that where there had been constant election contests before this 
law was put in operation—for in 1868 sixty thousand fraudulent 
naturalization papers were issued in one court in two or three 
days—when this law went into operation the election contests 
stopped, both State and national, for some elections afterwards; 
nor will either of those Senators deny that the men who were 
chosen by the House of Representatives as a Democratic elec- 
tion committee asserted that these laws were excellent, that the 
charges against them were mistaken, and they noA that they 
would be extended to the rest of the country. to whether 
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that is valuable or not we may differ, but I want to get at the fact. 
I do not understand that anbody contradicts this statement. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator means the Federal election law. 

Mr. HOAR. I mean the national law. I do not call it Fed- 
eral, I call it national. 

Mr. MILLS. “A rose, by any other name would smell as 
sweet.” 

Mr. HOAR. It depends upon the nostrils, if I may be per- 
mitted by the Senator from Illinois—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. I was asking the Senator 
from IIIinois if I might be permitted toanswer the Senator from 
Texas, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PALMER. I have yielded to the interruption of the 
Senator from Massachusetts beyond question. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, with the leave of the Chair, I 
desire to observe to the Senator from Texas that whether the 
word“ national“ or“ Federal” smells as sweet in certain nos- 
trils depends upon the nostrils, and that there have been times 
when the word “national” did not smell very sweet in Demo- 
cratic nostrils. 

Mr. MILLS. It is sometimes the case. That occurred, too, 
with the people from whom the Senator comes. There was a 
time when they were about as rebellious against this Govern- 
ment as were the people whom I represent on this floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
why, if the election laws operate so wholesomely, they have not 
been applied to all the Congressional districts in the United 
States? 

Mr. HOAR. I will answer. Because of a very unreasonable 
and very persistent clamor made by the Democratic party in the 
Congress preceding the last. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Republican party had the power to 
pass this bill, they had the power to pass such a bill as the party 
—— judicious and advisable. Why should the party which 
had the power to pass this bill make its operation depend upon 
the will of two or ten citizens of any particular locality? 

Mr. HOAR. That also is very easily answered, if the Senator 
desires an answer now, as I suppose he does. 

Mr. PALMER. I am exceedingly anxious to get an answer. 

Mr. HOAR. It was very stg yw discussed at the time. 
The reason which satisfied my mind then and does now is that 
there were a very large number of districts in the Union where 
there was no difficulty. I never heard from any Democratic 
quarter a 9 of any interference with free and fair elec- 
tions in nearly all the Congressional districts in Massachusetts. 
I suppose the same is true of Vermont and New Hampshire. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, will the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. I have not finished my answer. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. It seemed to me when that bill was reported it 
was hardly worth while, when nobody wanted such mechanism 
and nobody wanted the cost and trouble of appointing these offi- 
cers, that they should be appointed; and therefore a certain num- 
ber was required. I have forgotten what the number was under 
the bill proposed in the Congress before the last; I think it was 
fifty. í 

Me HOAR TMAS be wens ioe I am speaking 

r. HOAR. I ma wrong in my memory. Iams 
of the bill called the force bill. * 

Mr. PALMER. Ten. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatever may have been the number, it was in 
the nature of a unanimous consent where the petition was not 
made. There are a hundred things done in the Senate which, if 
any one or twomembers of the Senate object, would not be done. 
General consent is the whole of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator tell me why this law, which 
has produced such advantageous results in its operation, is made 
to depend in its effect and operation upon the will of two or ten 
citizens in any district? 

Mr. HOAR. I have answered that question, I think. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator tell me upon what theory 
he justifies the lodging of this power in the marshal upon the 
application of two inhabitants? I read from the statute: 


Whenever an election at which Representatives or Delegates in Congress 
are to be chosen is held in any city or town of 20,000 inhabitants or upward, 
the marshal for the district in which the city or townis situated shall, on 
the application, in writing, of at least two citizens residing in such city or 
town, appoint special deputy marshals, whose duty it shall be, when re- 

uired thereto, to aid and assist the supervisors of election in the verifica- 

on of any list of persons who may have registered or voted: to attend in 
each election district or voting precinct at the times and places fixed for 
the registration of voters, and at all times and places when and where the 
registration mny ur law be scrutinized, and the names of registered voters 
be marked for enge; and also to attend, at all times for holding elec- 
tions, the polls in such district or precinct. 


There is the marvelous provision that two citizens, with or 
without character, may set the law in operation. 

Mr. HOAR. They have the character of citizens. 

Mr. PALMER. But two citizens. The act is very carefully 
guarded. The number shall not be less than two, and these two 
citizens may, upon application to the marshal. procure the a 


| pointment of numerous officers who shall attend the polls, wit 


the right of arresting citizens and enforcing the orders of the 
supervis rs. 

This law, which authorizes two citizens to invoke all the 
authority of the United States Government and appoint officers 
for the control of the people, is defended as a wholesome law 
and as one in harmony with sound political principles. 

Mr. President, I have not so understood Kepublicanism at one 
time in its history. Republicanism in its early history was will- 
ing to take arms for the defense of human rights. Republican- 
ism was willing to summon armies to battle for human rights 
and human liberty. Republicans to-day are willing to subject 
the people of the United States to the domination of any two 
citizens who may call out orcreate officers for the contro! of the 
people without allowing them the slightest voice in creating, 
selecting, or appointing the officers. 

C Mr. HOAR. May Lask the Senator whether I understand him 
correctly, to indicate a very strong preference to having this 
matter settled by a fight and by military process rather th:n by 
process of law? That seems to be what he is urging at present. 

Mr. PALMER. I feel no hesitation inanswering the Senator. 
I would rather be governed by a master who would assert his 
authority and give me the opportunity of defending myself than 
by a master who would summon and invoke all the powers of 
this great Government to control me. I prefer the right of re- 
sistance to giving to two citizens the power to create officers to 
govern me. 

Mr. HOAR. All I have to say is that I differ with the honor- 
able Senator. I would rather have the Government. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator says he would prefer the Gov- 
ernment. The Senator has aright to select his own mode of 
being 8 I mine. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask the Senator from Illinois a 
question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Illinois has been the 
governor of agreat State, and I ask him whether from his knowl- 
edge these two men might not have been in the penitentiary for 
criminal conduct and been restored to citizenship by pardon or 
by the expiration of their sentence? 

Mr. PALMER. A certificate of good conduct would entitle 
them to the restoration of all their rights. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And all the powers of the Government, 
which the Senator so well points out, might be invoked by men 
who had served in the penitentiary for their crimes if the ques- 
tion of citizenship alone determines the matter. 

Mr. PALMER. That is all. The two men, as I have said 
may, under one section of the law, set the powers of the Federal 
courts in motion. Under section 2021 of the Revised Statutes 
two citizens may apply to the marshal, and the marshal upon 
their application shall appoint deputy marshals, And by section 
2022 it is provided that— 

The marshal and his general deputies, and such special deputies, shall keep 
the peace and support and protect the supervisors of election in the disch 
of their duties, preserve order at such places of registration and atsuch po! 
prevent fraudulent registration and fraudulent voting thereat, or fraudulent 
conduct on the part of any oficer of election, and immediately, either at the 
place of registration or polling place, or elsewhere, and either before or after 
registering or voting, to arrest and take into custody, with or without proc- 
ess, any person who commits, or attempts or offers to commit, an of the 
acts or offenses prohibited herein, or who commits any offense ag: t the 
laws of the United States. 

Mr. President, two citizens with the mere Hight to vote may 
create and put in motion this enormous force. I understand it 
is not limited by the law. The people of Illinois and Massa- 
chusetts find themselves confronted with a class of public offi- 
cers with power to supervise their conduct and arrest them 
on view without any responsibility to the people themselves, and 
perhaps with no pecuniary responsibility, so as to answer in dam- 
ages · for a violation of the rights of the citizen. 

Is of this source of authority. I insist that this is sub- 
versive of all true ideas of popular government, and that such 
laws ought to be condemned and repealed, because the corrup- 
tion implied in such a mode of electing officers is more odious 
and detestable than is possible under the general election laws. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator now allow me to answer, as he 
introduced what he said by an appeal to me? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. The power which is lodged in the marshals or dep- 
uty mashals is the ordinary power of a e Officer. It is the 
power which every constable bears with him all the year round at 
common law and under the laws of all the States where they have 
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constables, to igi the peace, to arrest persons who are break- 


ing the in their presence, and soon. Isubmit, with great 

respect for the experience and ability of the Senator, that he is 

sticking in the bark in his dealing with this subject. He is 
an apparent and not a real objection. . 

The substance of the law is that to protect national elections 
against disorder and fraud of the kind of which unhappily we 
have had such experience, there should be national officers ap- 

inted by the marshals, as a matter of course. Then, some- 

y raises the question: Out of the three hundred and fifty or 
four hundred Representative districts in this country, and out 
of the fifty or one hundred cities of more than 20,000inhabitants 
there will be a great many districts and a great many cities 
where, as a matter of course, the elections are orderly, lawful, 

ceful, and where there is no need of any public officer. So, 

tead of providing that in every case this force of marshals 
should be appointed the law said simply they e {a 
if any citizens desire. It said there shall not be less than two, 
in order to have at least two persons. In other words, it said in 
substance, they shall be appointed unless there is a unanimous 
assent to the contrary. at, in substance, is what it means. 

Now, as to the criticisms made by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VOORHEES], suppose these men to be men who had been 
pardoned from the penitentiary; suppose it was Mr. Mullens, who 
was convicted of fraudulent voting, and whom Mr. Cleveland 
pardoned as one of the first acts of last Administration; the 
answer is that a man who has had his citizenship restored is a 
man, and you can not say in theory of law that one citizen isany 
less entitled to the rights of citizenship than another. There- 
fore, in ascertaining whether there is unanimous consent that 
there shall be no marshals appointed, it is the substance of this 
provision that if any two citizens say it ought to be done the law 
shall take its course. 

Whether that is wise or not; whether, after all, upon the ques- 
tion which is raised here so often by our friends on the other 
side, the old practice of letting the State authority secure na- 
tional elections is one that ought to be continued, is a great ques- 
tion of constitutional law and of public policy, so far as it is not 
settled by the decisions. But in the ds of those persons who 
thought with Gouveneur Morris and, as I think, the framers of 
the Constitution, that the elections of members of the national 
House of Representatives should be secured by national sanc- 
tion, and that the State sanction had in fact failed, experience 
having shown it, having come to that conclusion, rightiy or 
wrongly, it was the attempt of the framersof this statute and of 
the proposed statute of four years ago to provide a method by 
sehiak if nobody wanted a marshal, and thejthing was absolutely 
peaceful, he would not be appointed. 

If all citizens were like the Senator from Illinois they would 
not need any State law or any election law. They would gather 
together and vote as a matter of course, and would conduct 
themselves as if the Senator had some guests in his own parlor. 
Unfortunately, there are people who are not like the Senator from 
Illinois and who disturb elections. Therefore, il it is the power 
and the duty of Congress to protect our national elections by 
national law, I say it is wise to provide that it shall be done in 
any community, except where there is unanimous consent to the 
contrary. The only way to ascertain whether there is unani- 
mous consent to the contrary is not to go around with a paper 
and get everybody to sign a declaration that he does not want 
it, but simply to say that it is to be done if anybody signs a 
declaration that he wants it. That is the whole of it, 

Mr. PALMER. But the provision simply is that it shall be 
done if you can get two citizens to ask for it. I have listened 
with great pleasure to the answer of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, but I must confess that he has answered almost every 
difficulty except the one I pointedoutto him. He tells me that 
these officers have only the powers of ordinary peace officers. 
That I may grant or deny as seems proper; but that does not 
meet the point. Is it consistent with sound principies of gov- 
ernment, that upon the application of twocitizens, peace officers, 
the most important officers of the country, may be created with- 
out limit as to number, who are to exe control and jurisdic- 
tion over the people of a district, or a local municipality, or a 
ward? J care nothing about whether they have been pardoned, 
as Mr. Cleveland pardoned the man to whom the Senator from 
Massachusetts alludes. But they may be timid men, men who 
are full of fear; they may be party men; they may disregard 
popular rights; and if two men make the application, the mar- 
shal must appoint supervisors. The Senator asks, what, after 
all, is the effect of the appointment; that it is only to multiply 

ce officers. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator right there?  Icall 
the attention of the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the tact that a section of the statute provides 
that the marshals so appointed may arrest with or without war- 


rant anyone engaged in a election laws, thus making 
the marshal a judge as well as executive officer—a judge as 
to whether the law is violated, and clothing’ him with the power 
to arrest. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator from Delaware 
whether every constable in Delaware has not that power now? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam thankful to say no. 

Mr. HOAR. He has in Massachusetts. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam thankful to say that in that respect, we do 
not imitate Massachusetts, although I confessin a great many 
respects we might imitate Massachusetts to our advantage. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps that is the reason why there are charges 
from Republicans as to the manner of the execution of the A Aa 
tion laws in Delaware, and no charges from Democrats that the 
elections in Massachusetts are not fair. ` 

Mr. GRAY. We have never had any complaint about it. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no disposition to press this branch of 
of the discussion further, because the Senator from Massachu- 
setts concedes that two persons may at their own discretion, 
without giving any reason, create or provide for the creation of 
anumber of officers who possess the enormous power of conser- 
vators of the peace, with the special powers conferred upon 
them by the statute. Would the Senator in his own town in 
Massachusetts tolerate a law that allowed an indefinite increase 
in the number of constables upon the application of any two citi- 
zens who might think them necessary, upon an affidavit or com- 
plaint or petition to the town council or the city marshal, and 
that the town council or the city marshal should be compelled 
upon such suggestion or application to increase the number of 
deputy marshals or deputy constables with the powers conferred 
upon them by the act I have read? He would not doit. Why? 
Because the Senator knows it is contrary to sound principles of 
government that any citizen should be permitted to determine 
the number of officers in any community. 

This is an objection which itseems to me is insuperable, But 
the Senator says the law operated well in New York in one 
period of its history, and he referred me to the reports made by 
one committee which he mentioned. There has been a laterre- 
port as to elections in New York which points out the horrible 
abuses which have been practiced upon the free people of New 
York under the law which it is proposed to peal 

Mr. GRAY. That report was made to the House of Repre- 
sontatives. 

Mr. PALMER. It was made to the House of Re tatives. 
But such a law can not operate well. There is an old maxim that 
Theard quoted years ago, and I have not yet lost my faith in its 
truth. It is that error must in its nature be harmful. Wrong 
must produce wrong results. Right must be right and must pro- 
duce right results. Here is a radical departure from the prin- 
ciples of republican government, and it can not be defended. 

he Senator says there are districts in this country where the 
law is not needed. Is he willing that any two citizens shall de- 
termine that question for any district in Massachusetts, and that 
if there should be a time when his party in Massachusetts should 
be in the minority some two men shall fill the district with 
swarms of executive officers, with power to arrest and with the 
8 conferred by the existing law? Would that be tol- 
erated for a day in Massachusetts? I apprehend not. 

Mr. HOAR. It would be welcomed. 

Mr. PALMER. Then Massachusetts now is not the Massa- 
chusetts of Charles Sumner. 

Mr. HOAR. If there was any human being who was in favor 
of the law of 1871 it was Charles Sumner. 

Mr. PALMER. Charles Sumner may have been in favor of 
that law under passionate impulses. In his earnest desire to 
groer the poor people South, he may have gone far; too far, 
perhaps. 

Mr. HOAR. I dislike to be interrupting my honorable friend 
so, but he appeals to me, and I should like to be permitted to 
say a few words. 

r. PALMER. I do not complain of the interruption. 

Mr. HOAR. In the first place, the law was framed chiefly for 
New York, and not for the South. The Republicans had pos- 
session of nearly every State in the South when the law was 


assed, 

: Mr. PALMER. They had ssion of a good many of them. 

Mr. HOAR. There were three or four exceptions, old States 
which lad gone into the rebellion, but we had possession of the 
others. It was a law passed for the North. Now, when my 
friend appeals to me whether, if the Republicans in Massachu- 
setts were in the minority they would like that provision, I say 
it would be welcomed in Massachusetts. It has been invoked 
again and again by Democrats in Boston. He says: Oh, if that 
be true it is not the Massachusetts of Charles Sumner,” to which 
I reply that Mr. Sumner was one of the most strenuous support- 
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ers of the law. Then my honorable friend says Mr. Sumner 
was very much excited. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg pardon; it was not that the Senator 
said he would welcome. He said he would welcome the increase 
of peace officers. I asked the Senator whether he would accept 
that condition for his own State. Hesaid it would be welcomed. 
I say such was not the Republicanism of Charles Sumner, be- 
cause no man was more devoted to individual liberty nor more 
distrustful of the powers employed to invade individual rights. 

Mr. President, this branch of the law can not be defended. 
Now, one other view of this case and I am done. My experience 
is that men only love liberty when they are denied the exercise 
of the rights that pertain to liberty. I have seen this great 
patriotic Republic when men lost faith apparently in civil means 
and civil agencies, when the musket was invoked and military 
power was resorted to and looked to as the only sure means for 
the defense of popular rights. I have seen step after step these 
perversions of law, and I have struggled year after year against 
the bad influences forced upon the popular estimate of popular 
rights. 

I said in the beginning that I commanded the Department of 
Kentucky for more than a year and powers that be- 
longed to a commander of a department under martial law. Be- 
fore I left the Department of Kentucky I addressed a letter to 
the man whose name is now often mentioned in terms of bitter- 
ness, but he, I think, was the giant of his day and generation, 
the great war minister who organized and controlled and directed 
the affairs of this great Republic, Stanton. I addressed him an 
elaborat2 stitement of my views of the condition in that State, 
and which I believe was not only true then, but it contained 
what I conceive to be truths applicable to all conditions of the 
nation. . I said to him, This department has been too long gov- 
erned by military force. The people have ceased to trust them- 
selves; they have lost confidence in civil agencies; they look to 

-force us a protection against wrongs when they ought to defend 
themselves by the employment of the agencies created by the 
civil law.” 

I said to him, It will require a quarter of a century” (and I 
regret to say that even that quarter of a century did not accom- 
plish it) to convince these poopie that all their interests are 
safe under the protection of civil law enacted by themselves and 
enforeed by themselves.” Some time ago a friend of mine from 
Illinois came and met the President, as the story goes. Heisa 
very witty man. He stammers very much. Said he.“ Mr. Presi- 
dent, I had determined never to come back to Washington until 
there was a Democratic Administration, and I do not w but 
that [havecome too soon now.“ [Laughter.] I thought twenty 
five ys ars would enable the country to recover its tone and would 
inspire the people with a confidence in themselvesand asupreme 
love of liberty, and would enable them to turn their faces upon 

wer, and that they would govern themselves, which after all 

fo the only means by which government can be maintained. 
_The slightest exhibition of power, lawful power or unlawful 
power, is tome a subject of alarm, I have seen the tramp of 
these deputy marshals. I never felt their power. In the small 
city in which I live I saw probably a hundred of them. They 
were to us, however, the most harmless fellows in the world, be- 
cause they were our neighbors, but every one of them was him- 
self a living embodiment of a lawless force, a force imposed upon 
the people in a manner not in consonance with the true princi- 
as of republican government. I am fearful that the twenty- 
ve years have not accomplished it, but I trust to see this pro- 
posed law passed, and with improved laws of the States the 
people trust themselves and discharge their own duties. The 
le being trusted they will respect themselves. The people 
ing trusted they will maintain their liberties; and they will 
conduct their elections properly beeause they will feel that the 
8 is upon themselves. Wisdom comes with respon- 

sibility. 

I havo seen fanatics. I recolleet in early life when there were 
men in this country known as fanatics. Those men inthe prog- 
ress of time became leaders in the dominant party, and when re- 
sponsibility was thrust upon them, they became wise and pro- 
found and conservative as men regard conservatism. Place the 
ig er pees upon the op sa let them take the eonsequences 
of bad government themselves, and we need no security after 
that for popular liberty. 

I trust that these statutes with all that remains of these signs of 
ancient feuds and strifes and all this mass of foree, this sword in 
a gloved hand, may be stricken from the statute books, and that 
the people of the country may be held responsible for the purit; 
and fairness of their own elections; and I promise them that all 
will be well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I had hoped that before 
the Senator from Illinois finished he would explain tous a little 
more clearly the precise point of time when the Republican 
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wentwrong. He began by what I thought was or would 
a very warm eulogy of these laws. Indeed it seemed to me 
that the tenor of his discourse was somewhat disappointing to 
the Senator from Delaware, who has the bill in char In the 
first place, the Senator from Illinois eulogized the Republican 
party and said it was the party of liberty; that it was a party 
that had done great deeds for the Republic; that it was the 
party that took up the sword in behalf of liberty and the nation 
the same sword which as he closes his speech he deprecates the 
use of. So the Senator went on, even stating that the laws were 
constitutional in his judgment, although he stands with a ma- 
jority of the committee uniting in a report which says that the 
aws are not constitutional. Am I mistaken insu posing the 
Senator said he thought the laws were constitutional : 
Mr. PALMER. I have not denied the constitutionality of 
the provisions which I have eriticised. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is a member of the majority 
of the committee which have put themselves on record as declar- 
ing that it is unconstitutional for Congress to pass any laws regu- 
lating the election of Representatives in Congress. They hare 
adopted the report in the other House made by an able and 
cogent Representative in that body, who is now here upon the 
floor. The majority themselves made no report; they adopted 
that report. It is the report of the majority, to which the Sen- 
ator from Illinois is supposed to have subscribed; and, after 
eulogizing the Republican party, he tells us that Congress has, 
unquestionably, the constitutional power to pass laws regulating 
the election of Representatives in Congress. 
Up to this point, therefore, I say I had some hope—I think the 
Senator from Delaware had some fear—that the Senator would 
conclude on the whole that the laws had better remain upon the 


statute book. : 
Mr. GRAY. I sop the Senator from New Hampshire will 
speak for himself and allow me to speak for myself. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. If I did not correctly inter- 
pret the countenance of the Senator from Delaware, then I will 
withdraw that interpretation. It may be that the Senator looked 
gloomy because he was reflecting upon some other past events, 
os it was not in connection with the speech of the Senator from 

nois. 

Precisely at this point the Senator from Ilinoisdiverged. Up 
to a certain time he says the Republican party was the party of 
liberty, the party that drew the sword in favor of liberty, and 
that it had done noble deeds which ought to go down in history. 
Then suddenly down the Senator drooped, and the Republican 
party got into a bad way at the very point of time when the Sen- 
ator left it. On a previous occasion I endeavored to get the 
Senator from Illinois to define more clearly and distinctly why 
It was that the noble Republican party which he had then and 
has now so strongly eulogized, ceased to be entitled tothe confi- 
dence of the people. 

Mr. President, in connection with this discussion Iam prepared 
to the best of my feeble ability to defend the great acts of the 
Republican party, beginning with its opposition to the Missouri 
compromise down to and including the national election laws. 
I want the privilege of maintaining the essential wisdom and 
integrity of the Republican party and its patriotism down to the 
time of the enactment. of the election laws, and down to this hour; 
and I do not defend it merely down to the time when the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, who had been a Republican governor of llli- 
nois, left the Republican party. Henowcomes here to pronounce 
it a party of patriotism as long as he belonged to it, but a 
which suddenly turned around upon liberty, suddenly turned 
around upon everything that was good, and from that time down 
to this hour has been nothing but the party of evil. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
1 er Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from 

inois? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will conclude in a moment; if the Sen- 
ator will let me ask him a question! will then hear the Senator’s 
reply; I shall be through in a moment. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In defending the Republican party on this 
floor, if it is possible te defend it, 8 to know exactly where 
it needs defense in the judgment of the Senator from Tilinois. 
Down to a certain period it is a noble and à patriotic party. 
Suddenly it went down in his opinion. Now, he has given usno 
specification except that it passed the national election law. If 
a party debate is to be forced by the majority of the Senate in 
demanding-the repeal of these wise and beneficent laws it is im- 
portant that we should know exactly the whole indictment 
against us. 

The Senator from Illinois ought to tell us when and where he 
thinks the Republican party first went wrong. I submit in all 
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fairness he ovght to give us some other reason why the Repub- 
lican party was a noble and patriotic party up to 1868 and is now 
a party to be condemned when his only specification is that it 
has passed these laws and kept them upon the statute book. I 
wish the Senator would open his whole mind and give us the 
whole case, so that we may reply to it all at once. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like consent to call up Senate joint 
resolution No. 8. The election bill will probably go over for 


to-day. 

Mr GRAY. I suppose the debate this afternoon is about ex- 
hausted on tbe unfinished business of the Senate, and I ask that 
it may be temporarily laid aside, in order to allow the Senator 
from Nebraska to call up the measure he has indicated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be laid aside informally. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may go over until to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

GOLD COIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the request 
of the Senator from Delaware the Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in response to the resolution of the 12th instant, 
directing him to inform the Senate from what source or sources 
the gold coin in the country outside of the Treasury of the 
United States was increased. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isuggestthat the letter be printed and referred 
without being read further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska that the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Finan 


ce: 

Mr. HOAR. As a large part of the letter has been read and 
will be printed in the RECORD, the rest of it ought to go in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is also asked that the letter 
be printed in the RECORD in full. 

- Mr. GORMAN. And printed in document form also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska, as amended by the sugges- 
tions of the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1894. 

Stn: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following resolu- 
tion. adopted by the Senate on January 12, 1894: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is Sarona di- 
rected to inform the Senate from what source or sources the gold coin in 
this country outside of the Treasury of the United States was increased to 
the amount stated in his recent report for the year 1893; and if derived from 
different sources, give the sources, respectively, from which derived and 
amount thereof.“ 

In answer to the above resolution, I respectfully submit the following 
statement: 

The amount of United States gold coin in the United States on 

November 1, 1892, was estimated to be M 
Of this sum there were in the Treasury. —. $166, 135, 247 
Outside of the Treasury...........--.-....------.-.---. 411, 252, 197 


577, 387, 444 


$577, 387, 444 


:!:: ..... . 40, 699, 588 
Winged, . :.. 8 618, 087, 032 
The exports and imports during the same period were as follows: 
$83, 002, 720 
, 903, 280 
t ASROR 48, 099, 440 
Add to this United States gold coin melted forrecoin- 
age during the same perſod 1,749, 014 
Amount of gold coin estimated to have been used 
the arts during the same period_.................... 3, 500, 000 
OE OME EOE T N E E E E AE a A e E 53, 348, 454 
Estimated stock of gold coin November 1, 1898 564, 738, 578 
Of which amount there were in the Treasury 803, 616, 899 
Outside the Treasuvr gg 498, 121, 679 
cc AAT 564, 738, 578 
The estimated amount of United States gold coin in the United 
States on November 1, 1892, was nrnna 577, 887, 444 
Amount in the United States on November 1, 18982 564, 788, 578 
Showing a loss of United States gold coin during this period of. 12, 648,866 
Which is accounted for as follows: la 
Excess of exports over imports -- $48,099, 440 
Amount estimated as used in the arts 3. 500, 000 
Amount melted for recoinage 1,749, 014 
POUL NOME E T no Raeuusnnan tice kos aaa eens apes 53, 348, 454 
Deduct from this gold coined from November 1, 1892, to Novem- 
r ß TE E N E 40, 699, 588 
Showing a net loss, as above, A O ee ee AN RAS Oe 12, 648, 866 


Amount of gold coin in Treasury November 1, 1892.. $166, 135, 247 
Amount of gold coin in Treasury November 1, 1893.. 66, 616, 899 


Showing a net loss to the Treasury ot $99, 518,318 
From this deduct amount of loss accounted for as above 12, 648, 866 
Making the gain of United States gold coin outside of Treasury.. 86, 869, 482 


The amount stated in the 4 . of the Secre of 
the Treasury, page 13, outside of the T'rcasury, No- 
was 


vember 1, 1892, 
On November 1, 1893 


Making a net gain of gold coin outside of the Treasury oil 86, 869, 482 


The exports and imports of gold for the fiscal year (from July 1, 1892, to 
June 30, 1893) were as follows: 


SSE on oops A E EE A A S ee eee 8108, 966, 655 
pO Fg, PnP oe . eNOS: 2, 069, 380 
Excess of exports over Imports eee 86, 897, 275 


po! 
as stated on a 9 of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Respec , yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

SPECIAL AGENTS MOORE AND WOODSON. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside that the Senator from Nebraska may call up a 
Senate joint resolution. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask tho Senate to consider the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to cause 
the settlement of the accounts of Special Agents Moore and. 
Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Delaware Indians, 
and so forth. - 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the resolving clause and in-. 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
covet to cause administrative action to be taken upon the accounts of said 

oore and Woodson, and to allow to the said Moore the sum of . C58, and to 
the said Woodson the sum of $3.097.84, in full settlement and satisfaction of 
their respective claims for services under the treaties aforesaid, and paa 
the said accounts to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury for final 
settlement: and the acceptance of the said sums by said claimants, or their 
legal esentatives, shall be taken as a full and complete relinquishment 
and satisfaction of their claims for services under the treaties aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, I think either the report ought to be read or the 
substance of the joint resolution stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is no written report accompanying the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no written report accompanying the 

oint resolution. However, this measure has been before the 

enate on one or two occasions and has passed. The substance 
of it is found in a case entitled The United States vs. Brindle, in 
110 United States Supreme Court Reports. Brindle was a col- 
league of these parties. The question came np whether he was 
entitled to 1 per cent upon the sale of certain Indian lands of the 
Weaand other Indian tribes in Kansas. It was held that he was 
entitled to that commission. 

That was taken as a test case. The joint resolution simply 
proposes to put these parties or their heirs (if I recollect aright 
at least one of them is dead) upon identically the same grounds 
that the Brindle case was decided on, affording them the same 
compensation, 1 per cent commission for the sale of the lands, as 
was declared by the Supreme Court in that case to be correct. 
No interest or anything of that kind is allowed. 

Mr, HOAR. From what committee was the joint resolution 
reported? 

Mr. ALLEN. From the Committee on Indian Affairs. The 
report is unanimous. The case was thoroughly investigated by 
the committee. The jointresolutionallows simply the principal 
sum without interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. Were these Indian lands? 

Mr, ALLEN. They were Indian lands. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment of the 
committee to the preamble. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lsuggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the preamble be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed to the preamble. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out the 
preamble and insert: 


Whereas the accounts of Ely Moore, deceased, a special register and super- 
intendent, and of Daniel Woodson, a s receiver and superintendent, 
for the expenses of the sale of the Iowa, and of the eastern and western por- 
tions of the Delaware, and of the Wea, etc., Indian trust lands in Kansas, 
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under the several treaties of May, 1854, with said Indians, require further 
adjustment and final settlement: Therefore, 


Mr. ALLEN. Letthe preamble be stricken out. I make that 


motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
moves that the preamble be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN subsequently said: T find in striking out the pre- 
amble of the joint resolution just passed that it makes the 
measure read very awkwardly, and I ask a reconsideration of 
the vote by which it was stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that the vote striking out the preamble 
of the joint resolution be reconsidered. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the motion to reconsider is agreed 
to. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
x ittee, to strike out the preamble and insert the substitute 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

PORT OF BONNERS FERRY, IDAHO. 

Mr. DUBOIS. ask the courtesy of the Senate to call up the 

7 7 55 1306) to establish a port of delivery at Bonners Ferry, 
daho. 4 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. 


m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 
17, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 16, 1894, 


The House met at II o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation 
submitted by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for 
completing a sewer to run from the Potomac River near Easbys 
Point to Fifteenth and E streets northwest, and for repairs to 
piers of Aqueduct bridge; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 1126) granting the De Moines Rapids Power Company 
the right to erect, construct, operate, and maintain a wing Barn, 
canal, and power station in the Mississippi River in Hancock 
County, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 757) to provide for the erection of a first-class fog 
signal at or near the present position of the Cape Arago life sta- 
tion—to the Committee on Commerce. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


ports. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committes on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendationa bill (H. R. 4666) to regu- 
late the jurisdiction of the United States district judges and the 
courts over which they preside in the State of Alabama; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SUSPENSION OF MINING LAWS. 

Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back adversely a bill (H. R. 3459) to suspend the provisions 
of the mining laws of the United States, requiring assessment 
work on quartz-lode mining claims for the year 1893;. which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
TheSPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports, 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege, and I ask unanimous consent to make a personal 
explanation. In the press reports—— ' 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, is this inorder? Does the gentle- 


man rise to a question of 1 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to make a correc- 
tion of certain reports published in some of the Western papers, 
attributing to me remarks which were really made by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER, a misrepresentation which 
makes it very unpleasant for me, and doubtless for him also. I 
shall 2 11 ut a moment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the gentleman wait until the 
gentleman from Iowa is present, as some question may arise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not affect him in any way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is so, all right. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman desire to 
correct a report appearing in the newspapers or in the RECORD? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a correction of remarks 
attributed to me in some of the Western papers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, if that is the gentleman’s pur- 
pose, I do not think we can fool away our time in making cor- 
rections of misrepresentations that the newspapers may publish. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This relates to the pending bill, and puts 
into my mouth a denunciation of this bill which was really made 
by the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER, and I want to cor- 
rect the misrepresentation. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps he was only anticipating you by a year 
or two. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is possible, but I would like to give 
him the benefit of his statement now. 

Mr. REED. If that is all that is wrong, I would not mind that. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
make this personal . . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read the 
paragraph which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

He (Mr. SPRINGER] pictured the condition of affairs in 1856, when the low 
tariff was threatened, com it with to-day, when 3,000,000 people are 
idle. The saddest sight he ever witnessed, he said, was the Philadelphia del- 
egation of manly young men in the wey? and Means Committee room a few 
months ago, pleading not for their employers, but their 6 [Ap- 
plause.] They represented 200,000—one-fifth of the population of the great- 
est manufacturing city of the country. Hespoxe of the Mills bill, and said it 
was a measure whicn in comparison with the pending bill seemed like the 
work of a statesman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report published in the Illinois State 
Register contained only the latter clause of that paragaaph. 
desire to state that the remarks there attributed to me were 
really made by the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER; that I 
made no comparison whatever between this bill and the Mills 
bill; that I commended this bill very highly, and that I did not 
make the remark in regard to the laborers who had come before 
the Ways and Means Committee which is there attributed to 
me. Idonot know, Mr. Speaker, what will be the condition of 
my mind a year or two from this time, but I am willing to sa 
now that if the predictions of the gentleman from Iowa sh 
prove to be true I shall be quite ready to correct myself at that 
time, and I trust that the gent'emen on the other side will be 
equally willing to correct the misimpression which they are 
now trying to give the country when they find that this bill 
produces prosperity instead of calamity. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light and fog-signal 
station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to require original receipts for deposits of Sach 2 to 
be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
partment, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 299) to extend the time for the construction of 
the railway of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 340) to authorize the construction and mainte- 
nance of a dam or dams across the Kansas River within Shawnee 
County in the State of Kansas; E 

A bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the Territory of 
Arizona; and 

A bill (S. 1378) to amend an act of Congress approved May 12, 
1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Company the right to im- 
prove Aransas Pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, Under the special order the House will now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
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of the Union to further consider the bill the title of which the 
Clerk will report. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
8 will take the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


N A bill (H. R. 4884 to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 
TARIFF. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill the title of which has just 
been read. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
e an 
“action leather.“ insert S per centum ad valorem." 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The effect of this amend- 
ment is to reduce the rate on leather generally from 20 to 15 per 
cent, and to increase the rate on piano-forte action” leather 
from 20 to 25 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Isend to the desk another 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. In order to facilitate the understanding of 
the amendments as read, the Chair has directed that the Clerk, 
after reading the page designated in any amendment, aa long 
enough for members to turn to that page of the bill. The amend- 
mene sent to the desk by the gentleman from West Virginia will 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ni pes 56, in paragraph 327, line 22, strike out the word twenty and in- 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 
Mr. REED. What is the ground of the amendment? 
Mr. WILSON of West bey sa It reduces from 20 
to 10 per cent the duty on ‘‘furs dressed on the skin, 
made up into articles, and furs not on the skin.” 
ait INGLEY. Will this apply to anything except seal 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It applies to all furs. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But do we, as a matter of fact, import furs 
dressed, other than seal skins—of course not made up into gar- 
teni; but dressed and colored seal skins, except, of course, hat- 
ters’ furs. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It simply applies to furs 
dressed on the skin, but not made up into articles 

Mr. DINGLEY. And it reduces the duty to 10 per cent? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether any information was given before his committee as to 
whether we are successfully dressing and coloring seal skins in 
this country. 4 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I remember none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. L have the impression—pevhaps the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE] may confirm it—that evi- 
dence was presented to the committee in 1890 that there was an 
establishment in Albany that was very successfully dressing and 
coloving seal skins. 

Mv. WILSON of West Virginia. In any event the judgment 

-of those who concur in offering the amendment is that 10 per 
cent will be a sufficient rate. 

Mr. PAYNE, Isuppose the amendment is really in the di- 
rection of relieving the minds of workers who are employed in 
making hats; is it not? In other words, the object is to get 
around putting a protective duty on hats by these little sops” 
to the workmen in that branch of industry. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The amendment is in the 
direction of giving the workmen free material to work with. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
as read will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I offer a further amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ph 408, line 20, strike out the words“ and not re. 


On page 68, in paragra 
bound within twenty years from said date” and insert the words “and ail 
hydrographic charts.” 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 


r cent 
ut not 


will be ded as to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Task that the amendment be read 
The amendment was again read. 


Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether the words ‘‘and not rebound within twenty years from 


said te appear for the first time in the free list in this pro- 


pose ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will state to the gen- 
tleman that the form in which the clause is here printed is not 
the form in which it was intənded to be printed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not this clause appear for the first time 
in this bill? i, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It does. 

Mr. PAYNE. And you say it has crept in through mistake. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Our attention has been 
called to a meaning which might be put upon the language and 
which we did not at first detect. We did not intend to abridge 
the importation of old prints. The language we adopt now cor- 
responds with what has heretofore been the law: and we think 
by this amendment the language of the bill will be improved. 

Mr. PAYNE. How in the world was the committee imposed 
on in such a way as that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The language in the bill 
is simply an unintentional form of expression, such as happens 
very often to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. PAYNE. It isa blunder, then? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. A blunder; that is it; 
and we now correct it. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEIL. Lobject. 


The question being put, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I send to the desk another 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 30, in paragraph 195, line 16, amend by striking out the word “and,” 
and inserting “2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. How will the paragraph then read? 

The paragraph as proposed to be amended was read, as follows: 

Milk, preserved or condensed, 2 cents per pound; sugar of milk, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MARVIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend 
the amendment by proposing to insert 8 cents per pound” in- 
stend of ‘‘2 cents per pound.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion will be first on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Before that, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
some member of the committee why this discrimination is made 
between condensed milk and sugar of milk? I understand that 
sugar of milk is a higher product of manufacture, which is put 
at an ad valorem rate of 20 per cent, whereas you propose now 
to put condensed milk at 2 cents a pound. If you are going to 
change from ad valorem to specific rates why not change the 
whole paragraph, and have sugar of milk come in at a specific 
duty just as the condensed milk? 

If one class of these manufactures is to bs protected and bene- 
fited, it seems to me that there is no reason why both should not 
be. Of course I want to vote in favor of thé protective duty 
and if you are going to put a protective duty of 2 cents per pound 
on one class of milk, I hope there will be no objection to adopt- 
ing the same course with reference to the other; they being 
somewhat similar. I would like information, therefore, from 
some gentleman on the other side as to the reason for this pro- 
posed discrimination. 

Of course I must seek the information elsewhere because, in 
the way that these amendments are brought up, we have no 
knowledge in advance of what they are and no opportunity to 
look into the matter; so that we must depend upon the gentle- 
man who proposes the amendment to give some reason for its 
support. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will answer the gen- 
tleman from New York by saying that I do not think there is a 
very strong reason either the one way or the other. For myself 
I have no objection to putting both on the same basis if the 
gentleman can show any particular reason for doing so. But 
because we give a specific duty in one case there is no reason 
why we should in another when we are disposed to be reluctant 
to give it in either case. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What is the ad valorem equiva- 
lent of the proposed amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will say perhaps a lit- 
tle over 60 per cent at the present rate; that is to say, the ad va- 
8 5 rate us applicable to sugar of milk, which would be about 
that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But what is the ad valorem equiva- 
lent on the Pi amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Well, a little over 22 per 
cent, [should think. The gentleman can readily make the calcu- 
lation. Itis about 34 per cent now, and the duty is 3 cents a 

und and we leave it at 2 cents, which would make the ad va- 
lorem about 23 or 24 cents. i 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What objection would there be, 
since you are go to make a c e and Eat the duty on con- 
densed pis apao c instead of ad make it specific on 
sugar of milk? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, None, as far as I am 


aware, if the tleman can submit an argument in fayor of the 
proposition. But it is a small We in all of its parts. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ould not the same argument 


that induced the committee to put a specific rate on condensed 
milk apply equally well to the sugar of milk? And if the com- 
mittee are now changing, as to a part of the bill, it seems to me 
it would be wise instead of fixing the rate at 2 cents, as proposed 
here, to insert a ific rate for both products. 

Mr. PAYNE. the gentleman from [Illinois will permit ms, 
perhaps he does not see the objections that might arise in this 


Gage. 
Condensed milk is dutiable under the present law at 3 cents a 
pound, which is equivalent to about 34 per cent ad valorem. Of 
course, at 2 cents. a pound, the ad valorem rate would be at 22 or 
23 percent. Sugar of milk, on the other hand, is dutiable at 8 
cents a pound, or about 65 per cent ad valorem, being a higher 
e of manufacture than the other. I understand we make 
all that we consume in this country. Of course we have plenty 
of cows, and milk, and opportunity, and all that we want is to 
make up the difference in the costof the product and the cost of 
the wages. 
case, Sugar of milk should pay & duty on the basis proposed 
here of at least 4 or 5 cents a pound in order to preserve the re- 
lation between the two articles. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. Or 6 cents a pound. 

Mr. PAYNE, Yes, or 6 cents a pound perhaps; and if the 
gentleman from New York willallowanamendment to hisamend- 
ment I will move asa substitute that milk preserved or con- 
densed, including the weight of the packages, be fixed at 3 cents 
a pound, and sugar of milk at 8 cents a pound in the same para- 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] please reduce his amendment to writing? 

Mr. PAYN E. The Clerk will find it in paragraph 249 of the 
present law. l È f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] now offers a substitute for the pending amendment and 
the proposed amendment to that amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. A substitute for the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute for the paragraph. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 
offer any observations upon the first section of this raph, re- 
lating to milk preserved or condensed; but on the second, sugar 
of milk, 20 per cent ad yalorem,” I desire to offer some observa- 
tions, and will repeat in part what I stated to the House inaddress- 
ing it last week. Sugar of milk was upon the free list previous 
to the passage of the McKinley bill. At the time the McKinley 
bill went into effect, which put a specific duty of 8 cents a pound 
upon sugar of milk, the trade in sugar of milk was controlled by 
a few importers in New York, and the product sold at wholesale 
for 28 and cents a pound. In 1886 the Secretary of State ad- 
dressed acommunication tothe President, with Consular Reports, 
which he transmitted to the House April 21, 1886, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session, House Executive Document No. 183, re- 
lating to the manufacture of sugar of milk in Switzerland. The 
Secretary advised that the information collected by our consuls 
be sent to the country. Previous to that time one factory had 
been started in New Jersey, but had failed to conduct success- 
fully the business. 

Since the McKinley bill protected this product by a specific 
duty several factories have been started, one large one in St. 
Lawrence County, in which I live: another one in Jefferson, 
N. V. There are others in New York, one factory in New 
Jersey, and one in Vermont, as well as several in the Western 
States. These factories produce about two million pounds of 
sugar of milk per annum. The result of establishing these 
factories has been to reduce the price of sugar of milk from 28 
to 30 cents a pound, for which it was sold previous to October 6, 
1890, to 14 cents a pound for the first half of the last year, and 
since July it has been sold on our markets at 1] cents a pound. 
That is about its cost to the American producer. Wages in this 
country are quite double what they are in Switzerland. I have 
a communication written in Switzerland on the 2lst of October 
last, offering to seil the secret process by which this product is 
made in that ria es 5 nee = cost oe aren 5 to Aung 
cents per pound. the duty islevied as pro the pendi 
bill, the foreign product will be brought into the United States 
at from 6 to 7? cents per pound, Buy paa, and the result will be to 
close the sugar-of-milk factories in the United States, and we 
may expect to pay after the enactment of this bill the high 
rate at which it was sold when there was no local competition. 


I see no reason why that should not be done in this | 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I have in my district one 


of the large factories engaged in the manufacture of sugar of 
milk. I know the individuals, mostof them, whoare connected 
with this industry. Ioan verify thestatements made by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Curtis]. I know the situation of 
affairs. In the factory in my district they use the milk of a large 
number of cows. It is an industry which is quite extensive now, 
and I am informed by those engaged in it that if the bill becomes 
a law the result will be to immediately close their factory. 
Now, I am also informed that 2 cents a pound upon condensed 
milk is fairly protective of the industry of this country. If so, 
then that is probably all we ought to claim; but I see no good 
reason why we should discriminate in favor of condensed milk 


and exclude sugar of milk. If we undertake to protect the in- 


dustries of condensing and manufaeturing of miik in any form, 
why not protect all the branches of that industry? Now, I be- 
lieve the statements of my constituents when they say that they 
will be forced to immediately close their factories engaged in 
the production of sugar of milk if 20 per cent ad valorem, which 
is equivalent to about 2.2 cents per pound, is the only duty im- 
pos2d. They will ba foreed to lose whatever they have put into 
the industry. 

This will lessen the consumption of milk, and interfere with 
and endanger the interests of a large number of citizens. If we 
undertake to protect condensed milk, I would be glad to knowif 
there is any earthly reason why we should not in the same de- 
gree protect sugar of milk. There can be no doubt about the 
fact that since our factories have started in this country the 
price of sugar of milk has been reduced from somewhere about 
20 cents a pound to 11 cents a pound. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Still it is not as low as in foreign coun- 
tries? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I think I can give the 
gentleman very good reasons for not going any further than the 
committee have gone in this direction. The gentleman of course 
knows that sugar of milk was on the free list until the passage 
of the McKinley bill in 1890. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. May I ask the gentleman where we were 
manufacturing any at that time? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 
tleman. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. May I ask the gentleman where we were 
manufacturing any at that time? 
fete BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. We were manufacturing 
it then. 

Mr. NORTHWAY and others. Where? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. In New Jersey. I re- 
member when we were considering the Mills bill we received 
some very handsome simples of sugar of milk. : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will you name the manufacturers? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Icannotrecall the name 
— E memory at this time, but I do state that there was such a 

factory. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. My constituents sent me the names of 
every factory and the date of the organization, and have informed 
me, giving me the date in each case 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. If the gentleman will 
kindly allow me to finish my statement he can contradict it as 
much as he chooses. The gentleman will find in the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee when the Mills bill was 
being framed statements were made giving in detail—— 

Mr. NORTH WAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not hear the gen- 
tleman, and I desire to hear him. j 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair again requests members if they 
desire to converse to retire to the cloak rooms. It is impossible 
to transact public business where there is so much conversation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I say, that if the gentle- 
man will turn to the hearings had before the Committee on 
Ways and Means when we were formulating the Mills bill, he 
will find what I distinctly recollect, that there were representa- 
tions made to the committee in regard to sugar of milk. I re- 
member distinctly that very handsome samples were sent to the 
committee by the proprietors of the factories of this country, 
at least by one factory. I kept the sample I received for some 
years, as it was quite a handsome affair to look at. They com- 
plained that they needed some duty. They never had any duty 
prior to that, and we did not give them any duty; but this fact 
remains, that they did reasonably well without any duty. And 
while we do not leave the duty at sixty-odd per cent, where it 
was placed in the act of 1890, yet I 2 at when we leave 
it at 20 per cent, when they have demonstrated that they can 
get along very well without, they are in a perfectly safe condi- 
tion, and I know, while the convictions of the gentleman's con- 
stituents may be to the contrary, however honest, they are un- 
doubtedly erroneous. ö 


I do not hear the gen- 
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Now, in regard tomaking aspecific doty 1 5 condensed milk. 
lvania that 


Istated to the gentleman from Penns if he knew of any 
good reason why it should be extended, that I would be glad to 
hear it. Instead of giving a reason, he replied giving his opinion, 
and evidently he knowsof no good reason or he would have given 


one. Butcondensed milk stands to some degree upon a different: 


footing. We have still left a considerable specific duty on tin plate 
which is used as a covering for condensed milk, and while that is 
perhaps asmall part of the cost on the article, stillitis ashadow 
of some claim for making the duty specific. Now, there is no 
very strong reason in any direction, and it is one of those small 
matters where you are controlled more by the tendencies of 
things than by any strong footing that they may stand upon. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman from Arkensas has cor- 
rectly interpreted my position when he states that probably I 
do not know the facts. I confess to him that I did not know any- 
thing about the manufacture of su of milk and the figures 
connected with its manufacture until I was informed by my con- 
stituents, and I do not know that that is anything against a Rep- 
resentative. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Not at all; I meant what 
I said in no sense of reproach. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I said in my opening remarks that I 
knew nothing about it except what I been told by those who 
were engaged in the business, and that I believed them. They 
are intelligent gentlemen, and they have told me it was not be- 
ing manufactured in this country, or to any extent, when the 
McKinley bill was passed. I did not know that myself, and 
hence I asked the gentleman to name the places where it was 
manufactured. The gentleman does not pretend to deny thatat 
the time the McKinley bill was sugar of milk was be- 
ing sold, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. CURTIS] said, 
at 28 to 30 cents a pound, and that it is now down to 11 cents. 
He does not pretend to deny the figures given by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Corts], that it can be manufactured in 
Switzerland and other countries at from 5 to 6 cents apound. 

I believe my constituents when they tell me that theycan not 
manufacture this article at all with a duty of 20 per centad va- 
lorem, and that they will be obliged to close up. They have 
sent out a circular challenging, I presume, the attention of each 
member here, and is there any prepared tocontradicttheir 
statement of fact? If not, I take it for granted that it is true, 
and I believe their statement that the passage of this bill will 
ruin the industry in this country, and that in one year we shall 
be compelled to pay from 15 to 20 cents a pound for sugar of 
milk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will state that I hold 
in my hand the hearings of the Ways and Means Committee in 
1880, containing some information about the then existing man- 
ufacture of sugar of milk, and, without wearying the House to 
read it, W it to the gentleman from Ohio. He will find it 
on page 921. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, in a communica- 
tion forwarded to this House on the 20th of April, 1886, Presi- 
dent Cleveland stated, on the authority of the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Bayard, that this was not an industry conducted to 
any extent in this ouaaa at that time. I have a communica- 
tion on this subject, and I have had an interview with one of 
the largest dealers in the country, in which I have been in- 
formed that there was no manufacture of this article in this 
country when the McKinley act went into effect, and that the 
sugar of milk that was used in this country was the product of 
the manufacturers of Switzerland. I think my friend from 
Arkansas will discover that the article to which he referred 
was the crystal, and not the perfected article. Was the article 
to which the gentleman referred powdered and in condition 
ready for use, or was it the crystal? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It was the crystal. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Well, that is very far from the 
completely manufactured article. I have here a sample of the 
finished product, manufactured at the Potsdam factory, in my 
district. It is as fine as flour, a fine granular substance. There 
was no manufactory producing this article, as I am told by a 
well-informed gentleman, at the time the McKinley bill went 
into effect, and the gentleman from Arkansas is under a misap- 
prehension when he says that it was produced here before that 


me. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have before me the hearings 
of 1890, and I recollect very well that we had some information 
of efforts to manufacture sugar of milk in this country, but the 
parties engaged in it found that they could not carry on the busi- 
ness without some protection,and accordingly a protective duty 
was put upon this article by the tariff act of 1890. Now, without 
any further knowledge upon this subject, the committee propose 
to cut down that duty to about one-third, Under the existing 


law we have developed an industry which supplied all our wants, 


though the consumption of this article has greatly increased. 
It is used in preparing food for infants, and the committee pro- 
e by this amendment to compel our American infants to be 

rought up on foreign milk, foreign sugar of milk. [Laughter.] 
Now, I am so much of an American that even were La free trader 
in r else I would insist in having our infants brought 
up on the American product. [Laughter. > 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rose not so much on this question as to 
protest against this way of going through this bill. making it 
even more ragged than it was at its inception. We had an 
amendment sprung upon the House a few moments ago to reduce 
the duty on foreign furs prepared for hatters’ use from 20 to 10 
per cent. A number of persons made communications and state- 
ments to the committee in relation to that subject. One was the 
firm of W. A. & A. M. White, who sesmed to present the mat- 
ter very clearly, and whose statement was indorsed by others 
familiar with the subject, and I will ask the Clerk to read what 
they said, showing the mistake this committee has made this 
morning in reducing the duty from 20 to 10 per cent without re- 
ferring to the information that we spent two or three weeks in 
ai rer 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Hatters’ furs" were dutiable at 25 per cent ad valorem in the tariff of 
1842, 10 per cent in 1846, 8 per cent in 1857, 10 per cent in 1861, 20 per cent in 
1862, and 20 per cent in every tariff enacted since 1862, When the tariff act 
of 1870 placed on the free list the raw material from which hatters’ furs are 
prepared, namely, “Fur skins not dressed in any manner,” or its briefer 
JJ ͤ VT 
this country. During twenty-three years the present tariff has proved 5 
tective without being prohibitory. Although having a large factory in Con- 
necticut in which we produce the article in question, we are not abie, with 
the resent protection to the industry, to manufacture over one-half of all 
— rene eK we sell, importing, at 20 per cent duty, all the medium and 

The present tariff thus secures to the consumer the benefit of a free and 
continuous competition between the American and foreign manufacturers 
to sell in this market, . 

The American manufacturer would be driven out of the business, as they 
were prior to 1870, by any serious c es in the schedules, 

In every revision of the tariff from 1870 to 1890 the subjects received a full 
share of consideration, and in every case the final decision of the committee 
has been to continue the classification and duties as already quoted. We 
respectfully ask that no change be made now. . 

Very res , yours; ; 
- W. A. & A. M. WHITE. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman 
i Sind TAMEMEN Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 

austed. : ` 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I move to strike out the last 
word. The argument so far on this bill for a tariff for revenue 
only“ has been conducted on the line of finding out how much 
protectioneach article needs. It has been shown by people who 
understand this question that if this amendment goes into the 
bill the industry which has been built up under the promise of 
this Government will be destroyed. 

Mr. WALKER. That is the intention of the bill. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That will be the effect. Now, I 
want to call the attention of the committee to another case. The 
State of California is, I believe, the only State in this Union that 
produces raisins. She shipped this year nearly 3,000 carloads, 
and 90 pounds out of every 109 of those raisins are produced in 
the district that I have the honor to represent, or, at least, try 
to represent on this floor. The present duty is 2} cents. This 
bill proposes to reduce it to Ii cents. The raisin-growers have 
received 3ł to 44 cents a pound, and it costs 3} cents per pound 
to produce those raisins. Now, if you reduce that duty 1 cent a 
pound, you put it in the power of the foreign growers to get 
control of the American market. 

Mr. WALKER. Does not the gentleman know that California 
is a Republican State, and that therefore one of the objects of 
this bill is to strike at her industries? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes, my friend; but California 
went by a small majority for Cleveland. 

Mr. WALKER. But they have no further hope there. 

Mr. BOWERS of California No; we will never do it again. 
[Laughter.] Every raisin vineyard in California will be at the 
mercy of the foreign growers if you pass this bill in this form. 
I have here some of.this American product grown in my own 
county. Unlike the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], who 
showed his Herculean strength the other day by tearing to pieces 
an old coat in trying to make a point against American manufac- 
tures, though he did not know whether it was American or of 
foreign manufacture, I come in here with an article that I do 
know to be the productof our own country. Theseare American 
raisins ſexhibi them]. 

I know where these raisins grew: they grew in the El Cajon 
Valley, in San Diego County, Cal., near the farm that I worked 
for years. They are a strai ht American product. There is no 
8 eee Old Spain never produced any superior, if 
equal. ose raisins are sold where they are produced at 34 cents 
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apound. For the same raisins you pay inthis town from 20 cents | change in the duty on sugarof milk. Upon that point I would 


to 25 and 30 cents a pound. I want gentlemen to look at these 
raisins; they are a straight American product—they are the 
product of an industry which by this bill you propose to de- 
stroy. 

A MEMBER. Pass them around. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes; I want to have them passed 
around. And Iwantsome of them passed over to the other side of 
the House. I want gentlemen there to realize what kind of an in- 
dustry it is they propose to destroy. For if this bill passes in 
its present form the foreign growers can destroy this industry 
and the raisin-growers must plow up their vineyards and turn 
them to other uses. 

Mr. ENLOE. 1 rise to a point of order. My point is that 
members are destroying the gentleman's argument. [Referring 
to the fact that members were eating the raisins which Mr. 
BOWERS had exhibited.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is right. Iwant the gentle- 
men to eat these raisins. They may inoculate gentlemen on the 
other side with a little knowledge and a little Americanism. 
They may catch something of the American spirit by eating 
American raisins. I think gentlemen on the other side ought 
to eat a pound or two of them; they will do them good. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, we will swallow the argument. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman—— 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move pro forma to strike out 
the last word. I would like to have the gent!eman in charge of 
this particular amendment give to the House the reason why 
condensed milk under the proposed amendment should come in 
at a specific duty while sugar of milk bears an ad valorem duty. 
The law of 1890 imposed on condensed milk an import duty of 3 
cents a pound and on sugar of milk 8 cents a pound. 

Now, as this bill was originally prepared by the committee 
who had it in charge and when it was presented to the Repub- 
lican members of the committee, an ad valorem duty was im- 
posed upon both condensed milk and sugar of milk, but forsome 
reason, which has not been communicated to the Republican 
members of the committee, the gentleman now in charge of the 
bill proposes to change this item so as to impose, as I have said, 
a specific duty on condensed milk while the ad valorem duty is 
retained on sugar of milk. 

Now, sir, sugar of milk is a higher finished product than con- 
densed milk, and there is no question that under the operation 
of the duty imposed by the law of 1890 this industry has vastly 
increased and multiplied in this country. Not only that, but 
the statistics which I have before me and which I propose, by 
permission of the House, to incorporate in my remarks, show 
that since the imposition of a duty of 8 cents a pound on sugar 
of milk the price of that product in this country has decreased 
17 cents or more a pound. With such a showing it seems to me 
that there ought not to be the discrimination now proposa! If 
the results of the duty imposed by the McKinley bill had not 
been such as it was claimed at the time of the enactment of the 
law would result I could see some reason for modifying this pro- 
vision of the law, but when even the enemies of that great meas- 
ure come into this House and admit, as they do, that most bene- 
ficial results have followed from the imposition of a specific duty 
of 8 cents a pound on this article, I can see no reason for chang- 


ing it. 
Nr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. What is the price at 


this time of sugar of milk? . 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The price at this time is 11 cents 
a pound. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. How much reduction 
does the gentleman say that is in the price? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I say that when the law of 1890 
imposed a duty of 8 cents a pound, the price was from 28 to 30 
cents; and itcan now be boughtin the market for 11 cents, show- 
ing a reduction of 17 to 19 cents. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Then I understand the 
gentleman to say that in 1890 the price of this article was 26 


cents a pound. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. From 28 to 30 cents. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. And sincethat time, ac- 
cording to the gentleman’s statement, the price has come down 
to 11 cents a pound. - 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I simply wanted a fair 
understanding of the gentleman's statement of fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the point to which I wish at- 
tention more particularly is the question why thé committee 
8 to lay a specific duty in the one case and an ad valorem 

uty in the other. If any reason has appeared for changing the 
duty on condensed milk from an ad valorem to a specific 2 it 
would seem that the same reasoning would require a si 
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like to hear from the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in 1890 a 
witness before the Ways and Means Committee—William M. 
Van Syckle, I believe was his name—stated, speaking of the con- 
dition of things at that time: 

In the United States there are five factories, located respectively at Lan- 
sing, Mich., Oxford, N. Y., Burlington, Vt., Unionville, N. Y., and the fac- 
tory at Hamburg, N. J. 

The latter is doubtless the factory to which I alluded in my 
firstremarks. He also stated that in 1889, sugar of milk was 
worth not 28 or 30 cen s a pound, but 14 and 16 cents a pound. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman ‘rom Illinois is en- 
tirely wrong in his assertion that the price of this commodity- 
has been reduced from 28 and 3) cents a pound in 1890 to the 
presentrate. It could not have been reduced beyond the price 
paid for it, which is shown by this testimony to be from 14 to 16 
cents a pound. 

These gentlemen also tell us that this industry was started in 
this country six years prior to the passage of the McKinleyact, 
on page 917 of the testimony taken before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and it will be seen that these facts are sub- 
stantially confirmed by the testimony of others to be found in 
the same volume. 

This witness states also, on page 920, after having previously 
stated the difficulties the industry met with in its early and ex- 
perimental condition, as is the case with all industries, and after 
stating that it was a new industry throughout the world, having 
been prosecuted nowhere longer than Jor about twenty years, 
that during the last three years of the industry it had been suc- 
cessfully conducted in this country. Therefore you are brought 
to this conclusion, that all your witnesses show that you have 
gone through the experimental stages of the industry, that for 
the three years prior to 1890 it was more or less in a state of 
prosperity in this country—I will not attempt to speak accurately 
as to the condition of all of these establishments—but during the 
last three years of the six of which I speak it was successfully 
conducted without any duty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we leave a duty of 20 per cent on this 
article, and I submit that by all reasonable construction nobody 
has aright tocomplain. For my own part. I believe itought to 
have been placed on the free list. But I can not understand by 
what process of reasoning, in the face of facts like those I have 
cited, that gentlemen can conclude that free trade, or a5 per cent 
duty, or a 10 per cent duty, or a 20 per cent duty, the duty pro- 
posed, is not adequate even from their own standpoint. 

As to the other point of inquiry, as I said before, so far as I 
know there is no great or strong reason one way or the other. 
Ipreferred an ad valorem duty on both. But if there is any strong 
reason why there should be a specific duty on condensed milk, 
for my own part I siy candidly that I do not see it. If the gen- 
tleman knows any real reason for the change I should be very 
glad to have him state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in response to the 
2 from Arkansas, I desire to say that I have with me 

ere a statement prepared as to the sugar of milk industry at 
Amsterdam, in New York, showing the prices that prevailed 

rior to the adoption of the McKinley law in 1890, and establish- 
ng the fact that the rate then paid in this country was from 28 
to 30 cents a pound. But for the purpose of this argument I am 
willing to take the figures given by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas himself, and say that the price was only from 14 to 16 cents 
a pound. Now, the record shows that since the adoption of the 
McKinley bill the price has been reduced from the figures he 
gives to 11 cents a pound; which shows an enormous reduction 
in the price of the product to the consumer under the existing 
law. 

Now, I do knowfrom personal knowledge that many industries 
have been started and are on a fair way to success in this coun- 
try under the stimulus of protection | Bie by the law of 1890, 
One of the largest and most successful of these was started in my 
own county since the act of 1890, in the city of Elgin, Ill. They 
started under a belief that the specific duty of 8 cents a pound 
was to be maintained. They invested largely in machinery, in 
the construction of buildings, and the purchase of ground and 
all hat was necessary to give the finished and complete product 
to the people of this country, and itis doing them great injustice 
now to change the law, especially to make it anad valorem duty 
and bring them in direct competition with the Swiss manufac- 
turers. 

The gentleman from Arkansas says that there is no special 
reason for this. If there is no objection against a specific duty 
on this article, then I contend that sugar of milk should be 
treated precisely as condensed milkistreatedinthisbill. Every 

rson admits that it is a more highly finished product than con- 
enod milk; and yet, according to the statement of the gentle- 
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man himself, they propose to put a specific du m condensed 
milk, which is a e ad valorem 5 the ad va- 
lorem duty 1 upon condensed milk. There is no reason, there 
is no sense, Mr. Chairman, if I may be indulged in that state- 
ment, in making the ae that is proposed by this committee. 
Tf an ad valorem duty is what these gentlemen contend for, then 
I see no reason why they should not put it upon both products. 
But if they desire to protect these industries as they should, 
under the 3 that is presented here, then from the state- 
ments of the gentleman himself, it seems to me that a specific 
duty should be adopted . both articles. 
. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] quoted from the testimony given before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means by Mr. Van Syekle to show the number 
of factories in the United States engaged in the sugar of milk 
industry, and he very properly named the five Bede isotone; 
but omitted, however, to read the next paragraph following the 
recital of the number of factories in the United States: 

Owing to the prevailing low prices— 

This same witness says— 

at which the foreign article is unloaded on the American market, the 


companies operating at Lansing, Oxford, and Burlington have been forced 
to shut down business. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman will re- 
member that I stated that [didnot pretend to say that they were 
all then in a prosperous condition. 

Mr. BURROWS (reading): 


The company at Hambnrg was the first industry of the kind established 
in this country. This was about six years ago. At that time sugar of milk 
9 in the New York houses at prices averaging nearly 40 cents a 
pound. ' 


Here to-day we see the benefit of protection in bringing the 

rice down to 15 or 16 cents a pound. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Eleven cents a pound. 

Mr. BURROWS. Eleven cents a pound to-day. This same 
witness pe Van Syckle] further says something which the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] omitted to read: 


As stated above, the wholesale price in the American market in a few 
sy hus gone from 40 cents a pound to 15 cents. Fo competition has 
onethis. This great reduction in price has not ted either the con- 
sumer or the retail purchaser. 
s * * e * * * 


It is understood to be the policy of our Government, regardless of party 
or condition, to foster all infant industries; and this should be doubly true 
in regard to the industry of sugar of milk, a business benefiting especially 
the agricultural classes. 

It is a fact that milk sugar can be manufactured much cheaper in Switzer- 
land than in the United States. Labor in that country costs scarcely noth- 
ing. The wages there are not more than 25 to 40 cents a ony. For 31,000 a 
whole town can be employed. Fuel also costs but very little, and much of 
or wood used in the making of milk sugar is stolen from the mountain 

es. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman, I be- 
lieve, stated that the price had been reduced from 40 cents to 26 
sents a pound, did he not, at the time that statement was made? 

OPKINS of Illinois. It has been reduced now to 11 
cents. 


Mr. BURROWS. The witness stated here 15 cents. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. But that the price had 
been 40 cents. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have but five minutes, and the gentleman 
will please excuseme. The gentleman also called the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NoRTHWAY] to page 921 of the 
statement of the American k Sugar Company, and I desire 
to read a passage or two from the statement: 


In the year 1834, a few gentlemen of this city who were interested in devel- 
oping improved dairy processes — ed an — 8 chemist to assist them. 
e engaged — — the line of wor ey were interested in, the chemist's 
attention was called to the fact that a large amount of sugar of milk was be- 
ing lost, by reason of its crude material, whey, 353 awa: 
tle value, at many of the cheese factories in the d sections of the coun- 
. This led him to investigate and experiment along the line of the man- 

‘facture of this article. 

After a long series of experiments he develo @ process by which thear- 
ticle can be made to advantage. He submitted the matter to the gentlemen 
who are now interested in this company. and after investigation they con- 
cluded to form a company for the special purpose of the manufacture of su- 

of milk, although investigation showed them the attempt to make it had 
several times made, but had always failed, often disastrously. 

Owing to various un hindrances, no 8 of our manufacture 
‘was offered in the market until late in the year 1886. The quality was very 
superior. and it was preferred by the leading consumers to the best of the 
foreign importation. We havecontinued the manufacture of it from that 
time until the present, but, we t to say, without ever getting onr com- 
pny ona paying financial basis. We have invested a good deal of mon 

p ant and pe pty enn but so far have been unable to make a dividend, 
olders have had to submit to several assessments to furnish 
business, else by giving it up they would have lost 
hat had been invested in the plant. 
* * $ 0 + s 2 


If it were not for foreign competition, there is no question but that we 
Bhould be able to supply ali the milk sugar required in this country. 


as of lit- 


Then Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State under President Cleve- 
land, made a report, submitted as Executive Document No. 188, 
to the House of Representatives, a report from our foreign con- 


suls—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. Does the gentleman read 
that as Mr. Sr hae language? 

Mr. BURROWS. I am reading what is in the book. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman must 
know that that is not the language of Mr. Bayard, but the lan- 
guage of the consuls. 

Mr, BURROWS. Iwas surprised to see that the book quoted 
it as the language of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Clearly the gentleman 
who quotes it is in error. 

Mr: BURROWS. Then the book is in error. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. He is quoting the state- 
ment of the consul. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask my friend not to take up my time. 
There can be no controversy about it. t 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. There ought to be. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will read this, and if this testimony given 
before the committee, or this statement misrepresents Secretar 
Bayard, it is not my fault. Isupposed it to be his language. If 
the gentleman knows to the contrary, why, that is all right. 

We beg to call your attention to a pamphlet containing a series of reports 
from the consular officers of the United States in Switzerland relative to 
the manufacture of the article in that country. 

This was stated before the committee. 


This 9 is Executive Document No. 188 of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Forty-ninth tf ero and was transmitted by President Cleve- 
land to the House on April 21, 1886. 

In this report Hon. T. F. Bayard, then Secretary of State, said: 

Now, that would lead me to form the impression that he said 
it. i . 

In this report Hon. T. F. Bayard, then Secretary of State, said: 

“The manuf of this product is not at ent pursued to any ex- 
tent in the United States, though the large and valuable dairy interests 


would seem to offer an 4 — for its introduction, an end which may be 
attained by these reports describing so minutely the details of the process. 


He refers to these reports. It looks as if Secretary Bayard 
was talking. $ 

In thus directing public attention to this industry of the— 

Seems to be speaking for somebody— 


the Government will be perf a function legitimately belonging to 


e United States with- 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call attention to that, that we might see 
that the Secretary of State recommended this very industry to 
governmental consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Of course the gentle- 
man knows that I dispute the correviness of the citation, and I 
will produce it to show. ; è 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman does not suggest that I did 
not read it correctly? 

Mr. F of Arkansas. Not atall. L hastily read 
it myself. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will allow me to hand this book 
back to him he will see the same thing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. L know. It is an extract 
from a consul's report, not Secretary Bayard’s statement, as I 
now take it; and in the reports of Secretary tg Sega you will 
never find any remarks of the kind that seems to be. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman from 


Arkansas, in view of the facts developed in this running debate, 


would the gentleman have any objection to restoring the duty 
on condensed milk and sugar of milk as it nowstands under the 
existing law? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I believe, in view of the 
facts that have developed in this debate, that sugar of milk ought 
to be put on the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now report the amendment 
of the gentleman from West Virginia, and the amendment to 
a 5 offered by the gentleman from New Vork [Mr. 

ARVIN]. > 

The amendment and the amendment to the amendment were 


nee A 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
e to have it. 8 

Mr. NORTHWAVY. Division. 5 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 99. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment offered by Mr. WILSON of West Virginia was 
agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], which 
will again be reported. . 

The substitute was again reported. 

The question was taken on the aop of the proposed sub- 
stitute, and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. CHICKERING, Division. y 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 115. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will réport the other amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 34, paragraph 231, line 21 

Mr, ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, before the 
question is put on that amendment, I would like to ask if an 
amendment could be offered to paragraph 193, the section just 
amended? l 3 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments to this section would be in 
order later, after the Chair has recognized the committee to 
offer its amendments. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I think the amendment 


would be apropos now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment would not be in order 
now, but would be later. The fact that this aph has been 
amended will not preclude the offering of amendments to it ata 
later period. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 84, paragraph 231, line 24, insert the word“ gum at the begin 
of the line; so ante read: r = 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this amendment will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. Chairman, I offer another 
amendment. Ss 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 139, section 53, line 22, after the word “cigarettes,” insert the 
words “ wrapped in paper.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to offer an amendment, 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from West Virginia states 
that he desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I believe I addressed the Chair first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
in charge of the bill, after which he will recognize other gen- 
tlemen. sta 

Mr. BURROWS. I would inquire whether the gentleman 
offered the amendment as presented by the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from West Virginia to be presenting committee amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the gentleman from West 
Virginia to be offering his amendments as amendments from the 
Committee on Ways and Means? 

` Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am offering amendments 
of the majority of the committee, but not from the committee as 
awhole. 

Mr. BURROWS. But not from the committee. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, although we had this question thoroughly debated 

esterday — 
: The CHAIRMAN . The Chair will hear the gentleman if he 
has any additional authorities. 

Mr. BURROWS (continuing). Ithink Ican throw some little 
light on this, in view of some of the statements that were made 
on the other side. I have examined the matter since I raised 
the point yesterday, and since it was argued on the other side, 
that in the consideration of the tariff bill of 1890 the same course 
was adopted, and 1 find that the statements made are misleading, 
to say the least. 

The consideration of that bill was entered upon under the five- 
minute rule on the 12th of May, 1890, and from the 12th to the 
15th of May alarge number of amendments were offered, and 
only five were offered by the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. The very first amendment offered was by the 
gentleman from Kentucky tur. BRECKENRIDGE], in Committee 
of the Whole, 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] offered a 
large number of amendments, and, as I said, Mr. McKinley, the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, offered only 
five or six. On Thursday, after a hundred and ten paragraphs 
had been considered, during which time members were recog- 
nized without regard to the fact whether they wereon the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means or not, no one claiming that the exclu- 
sive right to recognition was with the chairman of that com- 
mittee and he himself not claiming it, then a special order was 


* 


adopted providing that the balance of the bill should be read 


through and should be open to amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN, ill the gentleman permit the Chair to 
interrupt him to ask a question for information? The proceed- 
ings that the gentleman has been referring to up to this point 
ise while the bill was being considered under the five-minute 

e? 

Mr. BURROWS. I distinctly so stated. Gentlemen were rec- 
ognized on both sides without regard to whether they were on 
the Committee on Ways and Means or not. Then a special or- 
der was passed, providing for the reading of the balance of the 
bill and opening the bill to amendment all the way through. It 
is then stated in the RECORD that under that order the presid- 
ing officer in the Committee of the Whole recognized the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, to offer hisamendments in the first in- 
stance, and it has been stated here that something over eighty 
amendments were offered by him. 

Now, I want to say thatthe gentleman from Ohio (Mr. McKin- 
ley) in charge of that bill either asked unanimous consent’ to 
offer his amendments or else offered them as the amendments 
of the Committee on Ways and Means and so stated. Whether 
the Journal or record of the proceedings of the Committee on 
Ways and Means bears out that statementor not I do not know, 
but it was stated on the floor that they were offered as amend- 
ments of the Committee on Ways and Means, and for that reason 
the gentleman from Ohio was recognized to offer them. But, 
to show what coloring is given to this matter, after this special 
order was adopted, on the very next day, forty amendments 
were offered by Mr. McKinley. It has been stated here that he 
offered in all some eighty amendments; but the gentlemen mak- 
ing that statement, unintentionally, of course, omitted to state 
that forty of them were offered in one amendment, and that 
those forty constituted a portion of the eighty and were offered 
not as a matter of right by the gentleman from Ohio as the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, but by unani- 
mous consent. He used this language: 

Mr. Chairman, I ask consent of the committee to makea few verbal amend- 
ments in the bill, amendments which do not change rates, and so on. 

He then offered a schedule embracing forty amendments, and 
by unanimous consent they were made; yet, as I have stated. 

ese forty amendments are cited as a part of the eighty and odd 
which Mr. McKinley is said to have offered by reason of his being 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, though in real- 
ity, as I have shown, he asked and obtained unanimous consent 
to offer them. 

Further on Mr. McKinley offered a number of amendments, 
embracing two or three pagos, and practically they were offered 
by unanimous consent. every single instance, I believe, so far 
as I have been able to examine the RECORD, he offered the 
3 as amendments from the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

I sole make this statement for the purpose of putting this 
point in its proper light before this Committee of the Whole, 
and in order that the present ruling may not be drawn into a 
precedent, 

Now, it is stated in the Digest that the chairman of the com- 
mittee See a measure has a right to present to the Com- 
mittee of the ole the committee amendments first. Nobody 
disputes that, and if these amendments were offered by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia as the amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means there isno question but that the Chair, 
following the practice of the House, should recognize the gen- 
tleman as chairman of that committee. But when the gentleman 
rises in his individual capacity and presents amendments, I 
that under the practice and under the very precedents cited cot 
under the rules of the House, he has no more right to recogni- 
tion than any other member of this House. 

I remember, in reading over the debate, that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] took strong ground against the 
Chair recognizing the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, for 
those amendments, although no formal point was made; and I 
remember that the gentleman made the very same argument 
that has been made here, that the chairman of the committee, 
under pretense of offering amendments of the committee, might 
consume the whole time and cut off the other members from the 
exercise of their right. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] made the same objection, and asked that all the amendments 
of Mr. McKinley might be read and acted upon at once, so that 
other members of the committee might have an opportunity to 
offer amendments. 

The reason Mr. McKinley was recognized was that he asked 
unanimous consent to offer forty amendments at. once, and his 
other amendments were offered as coming from the Committee 
on Ways and Means; and the reason there were no mora amend- 
ments offered by the minority was because their course was ob 
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structive from the beginning to the end; and a further reason, 
as will be remembered, was that we had a high trial here dur- 
ing that period, in which a member was arraigned at the bar of 
the House, and in fact more than half the time was consumed 
in debating matters outside of the bill merely for delay. 

I present these facts simply for the pur of insisting on my 
right and on the right of every member here to be recognized 
on an equality with the gentleman from West Virginia when he 
stands in his place and asks to be recognized for amendment after 
amendment day after day, not amendments from the Ways and 
Means Committee, but simply in his own individual right, and 
receives such recognition from the Chair ee a because, for- 
sooth, he happens to be chairman of the Committee on Waysand 
Means. I understand that that is not sound parliamentary law; 
and it ought not to be the practice in this committee. There- 
fore I ask to have my amendment read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 

Mr. REED. As I understand from the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, there was no instance whatever where recognition to offer 
amendments was given to Maj. McKinley —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] is recognized. 

Mr. REED. Except as chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. BURROWS. Not once. He was recognized as chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means to offer ‘‘ committee 
amendments.” 

Mr. REED. And when the Chair enumerated yesterday 
eighty-eight times that Maj. McKinley had been recognized, he 
included forty amendments which were offered by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. Heincludedforty amendments which were 
offered in one bunch by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED. Iam sorry the Chair did not tell us that yester- 
day. The question would have been better understood by the 
House. 

The Chairman rapped for order.] 
r. REED. The chairman can not drown that fact by any 
amount of hammering. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is not in order. 

Mr. REED. That is very true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In reply to what the gentleman from Mich- 
igan has said, it is only necessary to take a comprehensive view 
of what went on and how it was transacted to see that all he has 
stated, which is borne out by the record, is consistent with the 
position we took yesterday. He said that Mr. McKinley asked 
consent to offer forty amendments. What did that consent 
mean? It meant that Maj. McKinley wanted the consent of the 
House to offer forty amendments at once, whereas under the 
rules there could be pending at one time only one amendment 
and an ameadment to that amendment. It is not pretended, it 
can not be pretended with the record before us, that Maj. Me- 
Kinley ever asked consent, or ever obtained consent, to get prec- 
edence over other members of the House, because he assumed 
from the beginning, and the House acted upon the assumption, 
that he had that precedence. 

Now, there is an inconsistency in the position taken by the 
gentleman from Michigan. He says it is presumable that all 
these amendments were offered by consent, and yet he discloses 
the fact that I, as a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, resisted the action taken by the committee in the first 
instance on the ground that it would give this priority which 
Mr. McKinley assumed and which the chairman of the commit- 
tee is pce p now. I said then that if that rule were adopted 
it would, under the practices of the House, make it possible for 
the chairmen of the committee to hold the attention of the 
House indefinitely for purposes of amendment, to consume in 
this way the time of the House, and not give the other side a 
chance to offer any or all their amendments. 

I gave that as a reason why the proposed rule should not be 
adopted, the time limited for the consideration of amendments 
being so short. There was not given in that instance, as there 
is in this, twelve days for the amendment of the bill: there was 
not given then, as now, nineteen or twenty days for the full con- 
sideration of the measure. But when we had considered only 
sixteen pages of the bill alimitation of time was adopted, allow- 
ing thereafter only five days, with one hundred and fifty-six 

es of it untouched. e 
Phe gentleman from Michigan is right in saying that I re- 
sisted at that time, but that resistance was based on the adop- 
tion of the rule limiting the consideration of the bill to so short 
atime. Yet he goes on the presumption that I was sitting here 
with the rest of the members and consenting to the jurisdiction 


assumed by the chairman ot the committee in offering those. 


amendments. 
Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman, I suppose, does not dispute 


my statement that the forty amendments alluded to, which cre- 
ated so much enthusiasm on the other side, were offered by 
unanimous consent and in gross. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. The chairman stated that there were forty 
amendments which were merely clerical in their nature. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We knew that the quicker we got through 
with those amendments, in which there was no substance, the 
quicker we would get to the merits of the bill. Hence consent 
was given that forty amendments might be offered at once, in- 
stead of forty amendments being offered under forty different 
recognitions, and ten minutes being allowed upon each amend- 
ment. That was all. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman think it was entirely 
frank to say that Maj. McKinley was recognized forty times 
on amendments when he presented them all at once? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not say that. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Chair stated that there were some 
eighty amendments in all, and these forty were included among 
them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Chair stated that Maj. McKinley had 
been recognized for the introduction of eighty amendments, 
which is borne out by the record. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir; and in those eighty were included 
forty which were offered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Forty amendments at one time instead of 
forty times. But, if that gives you comfort, let us come 
Mr. BURROWS. Do you think that entirely fair? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us come to the other forty for which no 
consent was given, and which as the gentleman from Michigan 
has himself disclosed, I was opposing. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me call the attention of my friend right 
there to the fact that in those cases Maj. McKinley offered the 
amendments as committee amendments, and so stated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And that is the point wherein the records 
of this House do not bear out the statement of the gentleman 
from Michigan; it is that point to which I was coming. 

There never was an authorization of the committee to the 
offering of theamendments then submitted. They were brought 
in by the majority of the committee, as the amendments pro- 
poson by the gentleman from West Virginia have been, and 

Iaj. McKinley acted in that case for the majority just as the 
gentleman from West Virgiria acts in this case. And the rec- 
ord, as read by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
SON], shows that there never was a meeting of the committee 
at which these amendments could have been adopted. We had 
an efficient clerk of the committee, one of the most elegant, 
painstaking, and able gentlemen ever connected with the com- 
mittee in a clerical capacity or tn any other way, Maj. Carson, 
known to everybody as a man of the highest character, 
integrity, and ability, and there is nota scratch of a pen by him 
showing that the members of the committee, Gases bat in com- 
mittee, ever authorized the offering of these amendments. 
They were offered by the gentleman from Ohio in his capacity 
as chairman of the committee and as representing the majority 
side of the House alone, 

Mr. BURROWS. I beg pardon of the gentleman, but he does 
885 mean to say that I have misrepresented what the RECORD 
shows? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, no; not at all. I was referring to the 
record of the Ways and Means Committee to show that there 
was no order made by the committee, as such, for the offering 
of these amendments. The chairman of this Committee of the 
Whole has acted as his predecessor did then. This, Mr. Chair- 
man, is all I wish to say. : 

Mr. BURROWS. But let me say that Maj. McKinley—and I 
read from one single paragraph here—several times called the 
attention of the House to this matter and indicated in express 
terms that he offered these amendments from the committee. 
He said, for instance: 

Lask attention for a moment, and would like very much to proceed with 
and conclude the committee amendments to-night. 

Several times he refers to the fact that they were committee 
amendments which he was offering. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They were treated just as 
these amendments were treated on yesterday and to-day, which 
were offered by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BURROWS. There was no objection raised on the part 
of anybody on the ground that they were not committee amend- 
ments, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty about the ar, 


ment 


made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] is that 
he is endeavoring to substitute for the record of the House the 
record of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

He will admit on reflection at once, as every one will admit 
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who considers the matter, that the only thing that governed the 
question and the statement made in the House by the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means and recognized by the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, was that committee 
amendments were being presented. Whether Maj. McKinley 
was authorized or not to offer such amendments was a question 
that should have been raised then and there; but their passing 
undisputed, whatever may be the facts so far as the Committee 
of the Whole was concerned, gave them the force of committee 
amendments; and as such had their standing for consideration, 
not because Maj. McKinley was chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, but becanse he was the organ of a body ap- 
pointed by the House to investigate the proposed amendments. 

Now, we have gone far in this House in the matter of recog- 
nitions of individuals under similar circumstances, because they 
had been put in charge of the pending bill; but nobody was ever 
recognized as against any other member to offer a series of 
amendments upon the ground that he was the chairman of the com- 
mittee when that committee had never authorized him to act in 
such capacity. The chairman of this committee was not author- 
ized to act in offering these amendments. He is not the organ 
of the House. The committee were authorized to act, and they 
are the declared organ of the House, and as such have the right 
to present amendments, 

submit, in addition, whether it was perfectly ingenuous on 
the part of the chairman to make a comparison in the statement 
he made on yesterday between the amendments offered on either 
side, and say that Maj. McKinley was recognized for eighty-eight 
amendments, when, as a matter of fact, he was recognized for 
forty-four of them at one time, to ask unanimous consent for their 
consideration. 

What did the chairman mean in his own mind? For I take it 
for granted thit he must have been misled about this thing. 
What was in his mind when he said that? He was talking about 
recognition, an i he said Maj. McKinley was “ recognized.” He 
was talking about recognition as chairman of the committee. 
Now, he was recognized as an individual, and asked unanimous 
consent. That was in no sense a recognition of his right as 
chairman of the committee, or as the organ of the committee; 
and when he came forward and said that he offered a committee 
amendment, what did that mean? That meant that he claimed 
the floor as representing an organ of the House, and if nobod 
challenged him, whatever might be the fact, that was the atii- 
tude which he had in the Committee of the Whole and that was 
the ground on which it was done. 

Now, this thing is not only not supported by the examples 
which have been cited, but it is contrary to the whole principles 
which govern the five-minute debate in this House; and if this 
system which was so much reprobated by gentlemen on the 
other side. but which it seems has been greedily adopted by 
them—if this thing is to prevail in the future, it is of the utmost 
importance that as much of the liberty of the individual member 
should be retained as possible; and the right of the individual 
member who happens to be chairman of the committee should 
be strictly confined towhat he does as representing the commit- 
tee and its action, and there is no pretense here that the com- 
mittee have authorized any such amendment, because the chair- 
man has frankly admitted that such was not the fact. And if 
Maj. McKinley stated the thing as being a committee amend- 
ment, he must have done it through inadvertence if it was not. 
But whether he did it or not, the House accepted it, and gentle- 
men on the other side accepted it. It was going on under his 
right as the representative of the committee, and I hope the 
committee will not permit itself to swerve from the doctrine of 
the equality of the members upon this floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to remind gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House that the matter of recognition 
rests in the sound discretion of the Chair. 

Mr.REED. Willthegentlemanfrom Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. j 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman look at his book of rules? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman has any point, he can 
state what it is. 

Mr. REED. The rules of the House provide that when two 
members rise at the same time—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question of recognition, as I said be- 
fore, rests in tke sound discretion of the Chair, and it frequently 
happens that the Chair recognizes a gentleman who has not 
spoken, while some other gentleman has spoken, and no one in 
my recollection here has ever questioned the right of the Chair. 
It is simply playing upon words to intimate that the Chair mis- 
8 the fact in regard to the proceedings in the Com- 

ttee of the Whole in recognizing Mr. McKinley. Whether 
Mr. McKinley was recognized to offer amendments from the 
committee or to ask unanimous consent to offer amendments, he 


was recognized all the same. It was simply a question of recog- 
nition, and after the Chair had recognized him he had the floor 
to make any parliamentary motion he might desire to submit. 

Now, so far as the rules of this House are concerned—and the 
rules of the House govern the Committee of the Whole House— 
no member by reason of the fact that he is chairman of a com- 
mittee has any more right than anybody else. The Chair does 
not recognize the right of any chairman of any committee, or 
a member under the rules, as being superior to those of an- 
other. i 

Mr. REED. The Chairman says he does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On this floor we are all equal, and all have 
equal rights; but under the precedents which have prevailed, 
and which are now being followed strictly by the Chair, the 

entleman who has introduced a bill, whether he represents 

imself or a majority of the committee reporting the bill, has at 
all times, so far as I can remember, been recognized to propose 
such amendments as would perfect the bill before the Chair rec- 
ognized other members of the House. i 

This is simply. a custom. The Chair need not recognize this 
custom under the rules unless he sees fit to do so; but it is a cus- 
tom that in its observance has become equal to the law of the 
House itself, and whether the gentleman who is chairman of 
this committee desires to be recognized to offer an amendment 
proposed by himself, or by a majority of the members of that 
committee, or by the Committee of the Whole House, his rights 
are the same, and no diferent under either case. The chairman 
of the committee reporting the bill, therefore, no matter in what 
capacity he rises, whether to ask unanimous consent or to insist 
upon an amendment that may not be favored by the committee 
has the right to that recognition until that measure has receiv 
the complete sanction of the gentléman reporting it, and until it 
is fixed up insuch a way as he desires it to be considered by the 
House or the committee. That is for the purpose of facilitating 
business—— 

Mr. BORROWS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield 

Mr. SPRINGER. Otherwise we might be discussing matters 
that the committee desired to amend. So by this means the 
Chair is facilitating the business of the House in bringing for- 
ward, first, amendments which seek to perfect the bill, and then 
we may contendaboutother mattersafterwards. I will now yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to have the gentleman explain, 
if he will, what is meant by the statement in the Digest that 
amendments reported from the committee have precedence over 
other amendments, and when reported with the bill are consid- 
ered and treated as pending amendments. 

Mr.SPRINGER. That is where the committee reports the 
bill at the time to the House, and has reference to a bill reported 
back to the House with amendments, 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isubmitthat itis in order to dispose of the 
amendments authorized by the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Amendments reported by the committee 
have precedence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those reported back with the bill have 
precedence. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the bill had been recommitted to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and reported back with amend- 
ments those amendments would be considered by the ruling of 
the Chair and not by any rule or by the custom of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. It makes no difference whether the bill 
was reported with amendments or whether they are recom- 
mended by the committee: they are committee amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To this extent we agree. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing). That if they had been reported 
with this bill they would be in order to be considered first? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The precedents and practice of this House 
in time past have been that the Chair recognize the gentleman 
that reported the bill to the House to offer such amendments as 
he desired. He was first recognized to offer such amendments 
as would perfect his bill, and this side did not object when Mr. 
McKinley reported amendments and, after disposing of his 
amendments, the Chair recognized other gentlemen to offer 
them. Mr. McKinley offered the amendments of the majority. 

Mr. REED. That is just the point. He did notrepresent the 
majority; he represented the committee. That was what he 


Mr. SPRINGER. He represented the majority in one instance 
and himself in another. 

Mr. REED. The record of the House shows that he said he 
represented the committee, whether he meant to say so or not. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. But the records of the committee do not 
show that he did. 

Mr. REED. But the records of the House show that he did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the records of the committee are just 
as much the records of the House as the record of the House is. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of 
this committee should report an amendment that would be voted 
down by the House, or an amendment should be yoted upon and 
not agreed to, the other side would have been regarded as hav- 
ing the right to offer an amendment to the bill, so that we are 
now proceeding in an orderly way to perfect this bill, and it will 
facilitate business to pursue the practice which the Chair has 
pointed out. It makes no difference whether the amendments 
offered by Mr. McKinley were authorized or whether the amend- 
ments he offered were forty or eighty. He stated that he de- 
sired to offer the amendments, and nobody objected, and I hope 
no further objection will be made. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 


nized. > 
Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman yield to mé for a mo- 
ment? $ A 

Mr. ENLOE, I yield to the gentleman for a moment, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I simply call attention to 
the fact that, in addition to the forty amendments offered by 
unanimous consent at once, a large number of other amendments 
were offered upon the statement of Maj. McKinley, as follows: 
“T ask unanimous consent to offer the following amendment,” 
“Iask unanimous consent to offer another amendment ;” and 
in no single instance did Maj. McKinley take the floorand claim 
the right, as an individual member, to.be first recognized to 
offer amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me now to 
state 

Mr. BURROWS. In not a single instance did he do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did not ask unanimous consent to be 
recognized. He was recognized, just as the Chair has recog- 
1 the gentleman from West Virginia to offer amendments. 
He asked unanimous consent to offer amendments, and there were 
no objections. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is too small n difference to take no- 


tice of. 
That is what we are talking about—recog- 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
nition. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I am rather inclined to the view 
that has been taken by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
in regard to this question, considered from a technical stand- 
point. I believe he is technically correct. The chairman of the 
committee, speaking in behalf of the majority, in substanze rep- 
resents the committee, yet unless the committee as a whole has 

dupon these amendments and authorized them to be offered, 

do not believe that he can as chairman claim recognition as a 
matter of right. 

I believe, however, Mr. Chairman, that this difficulty may be 
settled upon a different basis and without departing from cor- 
rect parliamentary practice. I would like to preserve the indi- 
vidual rights of members as far as possible against the rights of 
committees, for I have seen the individual member suppressed 
in this House by the committee and by the Chair in a manner 
that I do not care to see again, and I do not know into whose 
hands the next House of Representatives may fall. [Laughter.] 

A Republican MEMBER. We know over here. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, you donot. You thought you knew before, 
but were mistaken. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, it does 
rest within the sound discretion of the Chair to recognize any 
member. The rule, I admit, states that the Chair shall recog- 
nize the member who first rises and addresses the Chair; but every 
member of the House knows that there is no practical force in 
that rule, that it has been overridden by the practice of the 
House, until the custom has become stronger than thelaw. I 
stated yesterday, and I repeat to-day, and I do not think I exag- 
gerate when I say that a hundred times I have seen the Chair 
recognize a gentleman who was in his seat while there were a 
et other members standing upon the floor clamoring for rec- 
ognition. 

That often arises inthis way: An arrangement has been made 
privately with the Chair by the member for recognition at a 
certain time; the time arrives and the member, not being atten- 
tive, does not rise and claim the floor; but the Chair keeps his 
promise and calls the name of the member, who thereupon rises 
and takes the floor. I think that uader that discretion and under 
the practice of the House, the Chairman has the perfect right 
to recognize the gentleman from West Virginia for the purpose 
of offering his amendments to this bill, and I think it is proper 
that the Chair should recognize him because he is, in substance, 


“| Chair finds by 


in this instance the representative of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. He represents the majority in offering these amend- 
ments, and it is the right of the majority to perfect their bill 
before other amendments are considered. Upon that ground I 
hope the Chair will continue to recognize the gentleman from 
West Virginia until the amendments proposed by the majority 
shall have been acted upon, and there will still be abundant time 
left for recognition of other members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon this 
question. The first point to which the Chair will address him- 
self is the suggestion made by some gentlemen here that the 
Chair was not frank and ingenuous in quoting the precedents in 
Committee of the Whole when the bill known as the McKinle 
bill was under consideration. The Chair stated that he had 
counted the amendments during the Christmas vacation or prior 
to this meeting of the House, and what hesaid yesterday was this, 
quoting from to-day’s RECORD: 

The Chair found by actual count, unless he is mistaken in that count, that 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, in charge of that bill, after the 
House had the special rule, -imilar to the rule under which we are 
now proceeding, which took that bill out of the usual course of its consid- 
eration in committee—that is, by items and paragraphs, and had determined 
to throw open the remainder of the bill for amendment at any 1 

actual count that the tleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, 
was recognized by the Chairman of the | Committee of the Whole to offer 
elghty- eight amendments. 

The Chair, it will be seen, did not state that the gentleman 
from Ohio, Mr, McKinley, had been recognized eighty-eight 
times. The question was as to the number of amendments that 
he had offered, and the Chairstated that, according to his count, 
the number was eighty-eight. The Chair did not y that forty- 
two of them were offered at once, as the gentleman from Michi- 

now states; but that does not change the effect of what the 
hair did say, which was that eighty-eight amendments had 
been offered by the gentleman from Ohio. They were distinct 
amendments, and if the Chair’s statement was in any degree mis- 
leading, or led the committee into supposing that the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, had had eighty-eightseparate rec- 
ognitions, still the fact is not controverted that the gentleman 
from Ohio had forty-six separate recognitions to offer amend- 
ments, that being the difference between forty-two and eighty- 
eight. Now, 3 recognitions of the gentleman from Oh 
would establish the point that the Chair was attempting to es- 
tablish quite as well as eighty-eight. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps the Chair would have made the 
case clearer if he had said that the gentleman from Ohio was 
recognized once to offer forty-two amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; but after offering forty-two amend- 
ments, the gentleman from Ohio offered forty-six amendments 
upon separate recognitions. Now, it is insisted on the part of 
some gentlemen that Mr. McKinley offered those amendments 
on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means, but that is a 

int in controversy, The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, 

id not make that claim when he offered several of his amend- 
ments, 

It will be found from the RECORD that after he had offered the 
forty-two amendments at one time he yielded the floor. Then the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Candler, offered an amend- 
ment, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, offered an 
amendment, and other gentlemen offered amendments. Then 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, offered quite a num- 
ber of amendments. Then the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
TUCKER, offered an amendment, and the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, Mr.FUNSTON, offered anamendment,andso on. Again Mr. 
McKinley took the floor and offered a number of amendments. 
The point is, that as long as the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
McKinley, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, had 
amendments to offer he was recognized to offer them and they 
were acted upon by the Committee of the Whole. 

The Chair made reference from recollection yesterday to a 
proceeding which was had in the House. I have that before me 
now. It appears on page 5077 of the RECORD of that Congress. 
The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. McKinley, offered an amend- 
ment in these words: ‘‘T offer the following amendment;”’and the 
Clerk read the amendment, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas 
said: ‘‘ Let the Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee ex- 

lain.” Mr. McKinley said: I yield to the gentleman from 

owa, Mr. GEAR.” Mr. GEAR: That is a defect in the bill,” 
and so on. . 
Then Mr, BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky rose and said: 


Mr, Chairman, I rise to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means how many amendments are in the widow's cruise of oil that never 
seems to give out, that he seems to have in his desk. 

Mr. McKinley said: 

If my good friend will ently waithe will learn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: I am very patient; but my friend from 
Ohio said to us on Saturday that was the last amendment that the commit- 
tee had; and we put thatin the RECORD until Monday mo ; and now it 
is Tuesday evening; and the gentleman seems to have an ted supply 
of amendments; and I would like to know how many more there are. 

Mr. McKINLEY: That statement was quite correct at that time. 
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What statement? The statementthat that wasall the amend- 
ments that the Commitiee on Ways and Meansthen had. And 
now the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, states that 
there was no meeting of the Committee on Ways and Means (and 
the minutes of the committee utterly fail to disclose any such 
meeting) in the meantime, or that there were any amendments 

d to in the meantime by the committee. Let on Tuesday 
evening Mr. McKinley was offering quite a number of amend- 
ments. 

Now, what the Chair wants to say is this; It has always been 
conceded that the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means when a tariff bill is pending has the floor until he offers 
the amendments which he sends up in behalf of the majority of 
the committee. That was not controverted during the pendency 
of the discussion on the McKinley bill. As long as Mr. McKin- 
ley offered amendments they were considered. if he ofered 
them all at one time they were considered; if he let in other 
amendments in the meatime and then desired to recur to his 
own amendments the Committee of the Whole permitted him to 
do so until he was through with the amendments which he de- 
sired to offer. 

Now, ing away from the question that has just been con- 
sidered y the Chair and referred to in debate, the gents of 
recognition is absolutely in the discretion of the Chair, as all 
3 concede. The Chair wants to be fair in exercisin 
this discretion. Shall the Chair stop, before this bill is perfec 
by the gentlemen who have it in charge, and permit a number 

amendments to be offered and possibly adopted to different 
sections, and then have the Committee on Ways and Means after- 
ward calling up those different sections for further amendment? 
The Chair thinks that such a course ought not to be pursued. 

The Chair will be pardoned for * that the question of 
recognition referred to in the rule which has been quoted is 
largely recognition for debate; but the question of recognition 
before the Committee of the Whole now is recognition to offer 
amendments; and if the discretion is given the Chair to recog- 
nize in debate absolutely that discretion, it would seem to the 

resent occupant of the chat is much more strongly vested in the 
air to give recognition on amendments. 

The Chair begs leave further to say that he wants to follow 

ents when they are right. There are precedents for the 
course he has pursued in re aie the gentleman from West 
Virginia, who has ch of this bill, to offer amendments until 
he shall have concluded the offering of such amendments in be- 
half of the committee. This is the course pursued by the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole while the McKinley bill was 

nding. 

are RAIN. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHA . In a moment the Chair will have con- 
cluded his statement. In the Fifty-first Congress, when a bill 
was under consideration—and the Chair asks attention to this 
matter because it involves a ruling of the gentleman from Maine 
who is now bringing into issue the ruling of the present occu- 

tof the chair—the gentleman from Maine was preening as 
Epe ker of the House of Representatives. There was pending 
a bill providing for the issuance of Treasury notes upon silver. 
A special rule was adopted in the House under which that bill 
was considered, and an hour was fixed when that bill should be 
voted upon. 

While that bill was pending the gentleman from Maine recog- 
nized a Republican member to offer anamendment to it; he then 
recognized a Republican member to offer an amendment to that 
amendment; he then recognized a Republican member to offer 
a substitute; and then he recognized a Republican member to 
offer an amendment to that substitute; and then when the gentle- 
man from Missouri, Mr. BLAND, demanded cecognition the Chair 
quietly informed him that all the recognition within the power 
of the Chair had been given and that no further amendments 
were in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to state in that connection that I was on 
my ae demanding recognition from first to last, and was wholly 

nored. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is unquestionably true. The gen- 
tleman from Maine as Speaker exercised a discretion and power 
which he then had to make four recognitions for four different 
amendments, all that could be offered to the pending measure, 
all on the Republican side of the House, and did not permit any 
garotan fe offered by ina e The ere SS 
to 13 of the RECORD, ty-first Congress, which shows 
this proceed 


ing. 

Mr. REED. It would have been rather a surprising circum- 
stance if the gentleman from Missouri had been the only mem- 
ber on his feet demanding recognition at that time. [Laughter.] 
My impression is that there were so many gentlemen on their 
feet demanding recognition at that moment Ishould not like 
to be called on to identify any one of them. 


Mr. BLAND, I was the only one on my feet on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. REED. I can hardly credit that. Unless the gentleman 
from Missouri asseverates from his personal recollection that 
such was the fact, I can hardly think it possible, 

Mr. BLAND. My recollection is clear; for I had charge of 
the bill on this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was going to make that state- 
ment. The minority conceded to the gentleman from Missouri 
the right to offer one amendment in behalf of the minority; and 
he pressed for recognition upon it, and was the only member of 
the minority demanding or asking recognition. 

The Chair simply refers to this matter as a precedent in the 
line of action which the Chair is now taking. The Chair thought 
yesterday, and still thinks, that the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, representing the majority of the committee, has the right 
to offer these amendments, and the Chairrecognizes him. The 
phy will report the amendment which has been sent to the 

esk. 

Mr. CRAIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I wish to ask if the Chair uses the term dis- 
cretion of the Chair” in a parliamentary or an arbitrary sense 
in regard to the recognition of other members of the committee 
for the purpose of offering amendments? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to be perfectly 
impartial in recognizing gentlemen on both sides of this ques- 


tion. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I offerthe amendmentIsend 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On 27, paragr: „amend by inserting at the end paragraph: 
” 8 or me giclee or 3 oh reeds, 7 — 
cent ad valorem; and strike out 684 from the free list. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The effect of this amendment 
is to take from the proposed free list in the bill the articles men- 
tioned there, and restore them to the dutiable list at 7 per cent. 
Under the present law the duty is 10 per cent. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I read 
the testimony taken before the Committee on Ways and Means, 
or submitted to the committee what purported to be a declara- 
tion of Secretary Bayard touching a certain industry in this 
country, and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
criticised me and asserted that no such language had been used. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It was an error on both 
sides, as I think I can explain to the gentleman. ” 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Arkansas challenged 
the correctness of the statement I made as to the language of 
Secretary Bayard. 

I hold in my hand Miscellaneous Documents and M es 
from the President of the United States” for 188586, and I find 
on the 20th day of April, 1886, the following: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State on the manufacture 
of milk sugar in Switzerland. 

Signed) GROVER CLEVELAND. 

MANSION, April 20, 1888. 
The report uses the following language: 


Ihave the honor to transmit a series of reports from consular officers of 
the United States in Switzerland, relative to the manufacture of milk sugar 
in that ome The manufacture of this product isnot at present pursued 
to any extent in the United States, though the large and valuable dairy in- 
terest would seem to offer an opening for its introduction, an end which 
may be attained by these reports describing so minutely the details of the 
process. 

Then following to the end of this report what I read: 


submitted. 
1 T. F. BAYARD. 


So the statement I made is exactly confirmed by the language 
of the Secretary himself, and the gentleman from Arkansas had 
apparently overlooked the fact that such a communication had 
been submitted by the Secretary of State. 

Let me state that my attention was called to this matter b. 
the gentleman from New York[Gen. CURTIS], who had intend 
to use the report himself in the debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, it was 
my purpose, as soon as we resumed debate on amendments, to 

attention to an error intowhich I think the gentleman from 
Michigan as well as myself has fallen. 

In hastily looking at the quotation made by the Committee on 

Ways and Means I read the deductions made by the witness: 
It is evident— 

Said the witness— 
that the honorable Secretary saw in this an opportunity to foster and 
build up an industry as yet undeveloped in this country. 

And the witness went on to state— 


That it was a case in which the tion of the American 


ple of 
protection to new industries in was greatly ni 
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I think it is a fair construction of language to say that the 
witness states that the Secretary saw it was a cage where protec- 
tion could properly be applied, and upon observing that, upon a 
hasty examination, I was under the impression that the quota- 
tion professedly from the rind of State was a statement of 
thatdoctrine. Looking atit hastily 
the gentleman from Michigan was putting the quotation, I was 
rather confirmed in that impression. 

Now, no one who knows our distiaguished representative at 
the Court of St. James believes for an instant that any utter- 
ance of his advocating the doctrine of protection has ever been 
found over his signature or correctly quoted from his mouth. 

When I came to a more careful examination of the quotation 
I find it states exactly the reverse of what I thought it stated. 
It states exactly the reverse of anything that would support pro- 
tection; nor can the gentleman from Michigan justly quote it 
in that connection. While the witn ss was correct when he at- 
tributed the language to Mr. Bayard, he is incorrect when he 
made the deductions he did from ths language. 

What did Mr. Bayard say? I wish toemphasizeit. He said: 

In thus directing pupue attention to this industry the Government will be 
performing a function legitimately belonging to it— 

That was the encouragement he proposed to give it, simply to 
furnish information. And that was to benefit it how?— 
seeking to extend and promote the indnstries of the United States with- 
out offering directly or indirectly to maintain this new manufacture to 
pare profit of one part of the community and at the expense of the other 

I had overlooked that language. I did not question the integ- 
rity of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] in his quo- 
tation. I was simply questioning the integrity of the text. I 
had mistaken the true contents of the text. Yes, the witness 

uoted from Mr. Bayard; that is true. The gentleman from 

ichigan read from the testimony of the witness in a correct 
manner, Whether he read it all or not I am not now prepared 
tosay. Mr. Bayard did seek to encourage the industry by pub- 
lishing information, but not by protecting it; and he laid down 
the good old Democratic doctrine that it must not be encouraged 
at the expense of any part or class of the people of this country, 
and that is true; and if we had followed Mr. Bayard we would 
have left the article where it was when he made that publica- 
tion—upon the free list. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. WILSON of West Virginia] that he is getting 
fresh light upon this subject all the time and is inclined to put 
a protective duty upon additional articles in this bill. These ar- 
ticles, when they are manufactured for chair-makers“ use, were 
on the dutiable listin 1883. Someother articles of similar man- 
ufacture, used for hat-makers, were put on the free list by the law 
of 1890, but, for areason which was then thought to be sufficient, 
those used for chairs or manufactured for chair-makers’ use 
were left on the dutiable list at 10 per cent. 

In the hearings before the present Committee on Ways and 
Means only one firm appeared in reference to this particular 
class of goods, Messrs. Foppes & Partisch, importers, of New 
York, whose statement appears at page 501 of the hearings. 
They desired to have these articles put upon the dutiable list, 
and although they simply expressed their desire, and, as they 
said, the desire of some manufacturers who used them and some 
importers, the committee s:em to have jumped at the conclusion 
that itought to be done without any further examination, and 
they have put them on the free list, and so reported their bill. 
They will be found in paragraph 684. But it seems the commit- 
tee is getting new light every day. 

Now, if there was less haste on the part of the committee, if 
they only would examine more into the industries of the coun- 
try and the relation of these duties to the industries of the coun- 
try, I am convinced that they would not stop at these rattans to 
be used by chair-makers, but that they would go through the 
whole bill and every schedule and every paragraph of the bill, 
and give ‘incidental protection“ to all the manufacturers un- 
der it. 

I am in favor of this amendment. I do not see why they sto 
at 7 per cent and why they do not give us 10 per cent, which is 
a very low duty and woul 
preciable degree on the whole bill. Why do they not 
per cent for the benefit of the workingmen engaged 
class of industry in the United States? 

Of course those opposed to the general theory announced by 
my colleague yesterday and those who believe thatthe more you 
reduce the duties and the more free trade, the wider market 
you have—the more extended market you have and the greater 
wages for the workingmen—if you were honest in that yesterday 
and if you really believe that free trade all along the line would in- 
crease the industries of the country and would increase the price 
of the laboring man’s wages, youshould not put this amendment 
on this bill; but if you believe, with this side of the House, that 


and seeing the use to which 


not raise your ad valorem in any ap- 
ive 10 
this 


+ 


to protect our industries builds up our manufactures, increases 
our home market, and gives greater wages tothe American 
workingmen, of course this amendment is right. But do not 


stop at these little thin Go along the whole line and make 
= bill a protective bill and suit the majority of the interests of 
e coun 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to amend the amendment 
by inserting the present law, which is 10 per cent ad valorem, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
amend the amendment by striking out the work ‘‘seven” and 
inserting the word „ten.“ : 
The question being taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, offered by Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, the Chairman an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois) there 
were—ayes 65, noes 98. 

Accordingly, the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
offe ed by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


r So 683, page 89, by striking ont all after the word provided,’ 
“That any of the articles mentioned in paragraphs 672 and 683 inclusi 

when imported from any country which lays an export duty on the sane or 
ay 55 on shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of 


aY HOPKINS of Illinois. Just read the first part of that 
again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I offer the following amend- 
ment. š 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 686, 90, by inserting at the conclus: paragraph, 
Beater that this section shall take — . ce 130 day of ph, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition, 
I understand, that the committee had under consideration last 
night. They propose, so the papers report, to still further post- 
one any benefit to the American people from free wool. The 
will follow this with a proposition to postpone the date on whic 
the lower duties on woolen goods shall take effect. Do you not 
think that the Democratic party has been slow enough in giving 
the N 12 the benefit of free wool? If they have to pay high 
prices this winter why should they have to pay them next fs he 
ter? I want to make it perfectly clear to my Democratic col- 
leagues that this is a proposi ion to postpone the benefits of free 
wool and lower duties on woolen goods, and that therefore the 
committee’s amendment should be voted down. - 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who want 
our people in the country to get the benefit of free wool just as 
quickly as possible. Tf that schedule could go into effect on the 
Ist day of February it would be best for the whole country, for 
the manufacturer us well as for the consumer of woolen goods. 
If it were possible to pos it into effect the- Ist day of March, I 
think that that would be a good time, although there might be 
some minor inconveniences. 

But the whole business of the manufacture of woolen goods is 
divided according to seasons, in periods of six months. If it is a 
possible thing for us to do it, to pass this bill, to put this tariff 
into operation on the Ist day of February, let us have free wool 
on the Ist day of February. If it is possible for us to have free 
wool on the Ist day of March let us have it; but if it is not pos- 
sible to have free wool in time to include the calculations for the 
opening of the pending season of manufacture to be made upon 
that basis—if it is impossible for us to have free wool in time to 
give woolen goods more cheaply to.our people for next winter’s 
wear, then, sir,we ought to arrange to have free wool go into 
effect for the next season of wool manufacturing. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
restion? 

r. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Do younot think the manufacturers 
have been taxing us long enough to divide a little? 

Mr. WARNER. My dear sir, if I could get anything out of 
the woolen mauufacturers I would be glad to do so; I would be 
delighted to doit. I want to cut them down to 25 per cent as a 
maximum. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. That is another proposition. 

Mr. WARNER. But the question here is whether or not we 
shall break into the middle of a season and thus leave no chance 
for the American manufacturers and no market for American 
wool for six months to come, and until after we have had that 
season of wreck and disaster. 
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Mr. PICKLER. But you say that that will give us better because it is in the interest of the consumers, but at the same 


ices. 

Py. WARNER. If we had free wool to-day we would get bet- 
ter prices than we will by keeping it open until the Ist day of 
August, but if we can not get it on the Ist day of February or 
the Ist day of March, then the only chance for a market for 
the wool of the American farmer for the next season is to have 
the present season of manufacture undisturbed. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But you give 40 per cent duty 

to the mill-owner. 

Mr. WARNER. I have already proposed to cut it down to 
25 per cent as the maximum, and J am willing to go farther if 
necessary—indeed, I hope we may soon succeed in cutting it off 
altogether. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out the date proposed in the original amendment 
and insert instead thereof the Ist day of October, 1898. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose that for two or three reasons. 
I understand the present amendment is in the interest of the 
manufacturer, and is in the interest of the importer. It is put 
in this shape in order that these two classes of individuals may 
sh pe their business and shape their matters to provide for this 
radical change in this schedule; to enable them to get rid of their 
present stock, and to know what to manufacture in the future, 
and what to import in the future, and to know when to take 
their goods out of bond and put them on the American market. 

I am in sympathy with that idea if you are going to change 
the rate. Í think the workingman engaged in the woolen mills 
ought to be protected in this respect not only, but for all time. 
But I want to raise my voice in favor of that class of the people 
of this country who very often in debate, where words cost 
nothing, find a great deal of favor on the other side of the House. 
I want to raise my voice in behalf of the American farmer and 
the American sheep-owner. Give him plenty of time to pre- 
pare and adjust his crop and his production to the radical chan 
which you propose in this bill. Woolen goods can be made 
afew months, butit takes a number of years to raise a flock of 
sheep to produce wool. The change in the American farmer's 

roduct should not be made suddenly. You gentlemen should 
ve a little consideration for him, and the same reasons which 
would impel you to put off the date when this bill should go into 
effect in order to accommodate the manufacturer and the im- 
porter, ought to impel you to put off the date for the purpose of 
accommodating the American farmer and sheep-raiser. 

Then there is another reason. There will be an election in 
1896, an election of a President andof a Congress. Let this mat- 
ter go before the people. Let them understand what you pro- 
pose to do with the sheep industry of this country, and with the 
wool industry. Go before them with thatissue, and it will then 
be a clean-cut issue. No demagogues from your party can come 
into my State and tell the farmers that we have got to raisea 
hundred and seventy-five million dollars of revenue by tariff tax- 
ation, and that any tariff bill that provides for such an amount 
of revenue as that will necessarily at the same time afford suffi- 
cient protection to every class of labor and manufacture in this 
country. You can not deceive the people in that way in 1896, 
because they will have before them your naked proposition to 

ut all wool on the free list. Nay, they will know that it will 
on the free list on the Ist day of October, 1898, unless they 
vote to change the program ne. So, for all these reasons it seems 
to me entirely proper and reasonable to put off this evil day un- 
til the time I have named in my amendment. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

r. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to put off 
until the Ist day of October, 1898, the time when_this provision 
of the bill now under consideration putting wool upon the free 
list shall take effect. Iam in favor of having this provision of 
the bill take effect at once, because it is the provision that fur- 
nishes free materials to our manufacturers. st year the wool 
imported into this country, the wool covered by this clause of 
the bill and now to be ‘pas upon the free list, was valued in Eu- 
rope at 818,416,000, and in addition to that the importers had to 
pay $8,159,000 of duty upon it. Twenty-six million dollars were, 
therefore, paid by the manufacturers of woolen goods in the 
United States during that one year for the foreign wool that 
they were compelled to use in their manufactures. Now, itseems 
to me that no greater boon could be given to the manufacturers 
of this country than free wool, in view of the fact that they 
had to pay upon their importations of last year a tariff tax of 
$8,000,000. 


, 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Is free woolin the interest of the manu- 
facturers, or in the interest of the consumers of clothing? 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is in the interest of both. Iam forit 


time I do not begrudge the manufacturer the advantages which 
it gives him. You can not cheapen the production of woolen 
pon in this country unless you let the manufacturer bring in 

is foreign wools free. And, Mr. Chairman, this will not inter- 
fere with the price of the domestic article. Goods are made by 
mixing foreign with native wools, and the demand for native 
wool for that pur will be largely increased if you admit for- 
eign wools free of duty, because there will be a larger prodno- 
tion of woolen goods and a larger demand for them. 

The woolen manufacturers will not be required to pay $8,000,- 
000 a year more for their foreign wool than its gctual price, by 
reason of our tariff legislation; they will get the benefit of saving 
that $8,000,000, and therefore they can afford to pay more for the 
native wool which they will require to mix with their foreign 
wools, and I believe they will pay higher prices for native wool, 
because there will bea largely increased demand for their goods. 
Hence the policy which we should pursue is to put wool upon 
the free list at once upon the passage of this bill, in order to en- 
ab e our manufacturers to complete their stocks outof free wool 
before their rivals, who also have the benefit’ of free wool, can 
come into this market to compete with them. 

I would put the manufacturers’schedule off until the date fixed 
in this bill and even to a later date, say the Ist of October next. 
Itseems to me only just to the manufacturers of our country 
that they should be permitted to get into our markets with 
their stocks made out of free wool at least as early as, if not 
earlier, than their foreign rivals, who have the same advantage 
of free wool. I would leave an interval at leastof six months. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WARNER] differ very radically in their ideas 
about this matter, although they are both on the same side of 
the question. The gentleman from New York says if we can 
not pass this bill so manufacturers can get free wool at once why 
should we strike down the wool-grower by putting his wool on 
the free list now? But the gentleman from Llinois says we shall 
get just as good a price for wool if it is upon the free list as we 
get when it is dutiable. Now, which gentleman is right? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Neither of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, every wool-raiser 
in the country knows that on the fear of this reduction of the 
tariff mutton and wool are only worth half as much as they were 
last year. That is our experience, and so far as my own con- 
stituents are concerned, the placing of wool, onthe free list is 
ruinous to them. It will hurt us worse, in my opinion, than any 
other provision in the bill. -Our farmers and our wool-raisers 
know that since this tariff has been in operation we have had a 
better price for woo! and a better price for mutton than previous. 
We have in our region of the Union a country devoted to shee 
raising, and our farmers desire to assist in raising the 60,000, 
sheep that are yet necessary for consumption in this country. 
Yet we are stricken down by this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON, Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
the price of wool had gone down within the last year or two 

ears? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Since the passage of the McKinley bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; in last year. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then, in spite of the protection put on wool, 
the price has gone down? 

Mr. PICKLER. It was up before this Administration came 
into power. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman admits the price of wool has 
gone down under the high protective tariff put on it by the Mc- 
Kinley bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I admit no such thing. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It has gone down under the 
3 created by Democratic efforts to put it on the free 

ist. 

Mr. PICKLER. The price went down a few cents after the 
passage of the McKinley bill; and it went down in the markets 
of the world three times as much as it did in this country. It 
was only by virtue of the McKinley bill that it stayed where it 
W. 


as. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is the point. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New York confesses the 
very point of this matter when he s1ys that if the woolen manu- 
facturers can not have free wool this season then we ought not 
to ruin the wool-raisers during the present season. In that re- 
mark he confesses the whole cise, the great reduction of price of 
wool. Still you propose to strike down this important industry 
of our region of country. 

Why is it—I have asked the question before on this floor, and 
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I put it now to the gentleman in charge of this bill—why is it 
that you compel the wool-raisers of the United States to raise 
wool in competition with the wool-raisers of the world, and yet 
you protect the woolen manufacturers? Why is not that go 
tion answered? Why did you not distribute this burden? h 
did you not give the wool-raiser some protection and the woo: 
manufacturer some protection? cast the whole burden 
upon the wool-raiser? I suppose has been done for the 
same reason that the price of every article that the farmer is in- 
terested in selling is reduced by this bill. I defy the leaders on 
the other side to name a single farm article in respect to which 
this bill does ngt leave the farmers in a worse condition than it 
found them. f 

Mr. WALKER. Southern rice. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I grant that. Idonotenvy the South- 
ern farmers. the fact that they havea little help on rice and cot- 
ton ties. Iam thankful that farmers in some part of the coun- 
try have some little show in this bill. But in the West and the 
North they are stricken down on everything; there is not an ex- 
ception. The very party that has been claiming all these years 
to be protecting the interests of the farmer, to be caring for ag- 
ricultural productions, comes in here now and strikes down the 
— at every possible point, while still protecting the manu- 

turer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, is there pending an 
amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Then I offer an amendment as a 
substitute. 

oo CHAIRMAN. e is in deer gon oe will read 

6; ig, EREE A ee e gentleman from Ohio. 

Tho lerk read as follows: 

On 90. in paragraph 686, insert: : 

a hotided’ Thas ania paragraph aball take effect immediately upon the 
passage of this act.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the contention seems 
to be that under this bill, as it stands, we donot give the woolen 
manufacturers time enough; that this reduction will take effect 
in the midst of a season. Now,I am willing to oblige the woolen 
manufacturers by having the provision take effect as early as 
ee and the earliest date at which it can go into operation 

the day of the passage of the bill. I am wi that in this 

t the free wool schedule should be made to suit them. 
amendment will carry out our promises to the people as 
nearly as possible. We can not satisfy them any sooner. I 
therefore propose that the placing of wool upon the free list 
shall take effect not on the Ist of June as proposed in the bill, 
nor on the Ist of August as proposed by the amendment of the 
committee, but on the day of the passage of this act. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam in sympathy with theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York pe; PAYNE] which 
would pone until 1898 the operation of this measure so far 
as wool is concerned. If that can not be adopted, I am not in 
sympathy with the proposition of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, that the placing of wool on the free list shall be t 
poned until the Ist day of August; and for this reason: I there 
was any one thing that was certainly in the minds of everybody 
when the Democratic party came into power, it was that they 
were to place wool on the free list. 

That was their specialty; it was talked at every crossroads. 
The result was that, without reference to the duty upon foreign 
wool, the dealers in wool and the manufacturers of wool all over 
this country at once discounted the effect of epang wool on the 
free list. It was so in Illinois to my personal knowledge. Iap- 
prehend that every man within the sound of my voice who has 
any personal knowledge of the matter knows that the wool crop 
an: year was bought at the same price as foreign wools of like 
= This the manufacturer did on the practical business plea that 
he had to sell his goods substantially a year in advance, and as 
wool had to go on the free list before his product was delivered 
he would not use the wool except at a price that it would be 
when his goods were delivered. Now, when you postpone the 
time for the taking effect of that law until August 1, if it is to 
go on the free list at all, you do not benefit the farmer, whom 
you strike at and whose finished product you strike at, but you 
only benefit the importer and the manufacturer, who has prac- 
tically already had his wool as- if it had been on the free list, 
though he may, as to the product that he and they place on the 
market before the Ist day of August, get the extra price up to 
that time without helping any wool-raiser or any farmer one 
cent. And when the Waysand Means Committee come in here 
and posture before the country by postponing until August 1 the 
date that wool shall go on the free list, if it goes there at all, 
they are either in my judgment not informed or not sincere. I 
want to place the date, as the gentleman from New York has 


suggested, up to 1898; but if it is to go on the free list at all in 
= sar twelve months, then the sooner you put it there the 
= 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
matter of very great importance and one to which the majority 
members of the committee have given as much anxious inves- 
tigation as to any question connected with the whole tariff bill, 
and I shall endeavor to state frankly to the committee why we 
seem to be resistlessly driven to the conclusion we have Baia 
driven to, by the offering of these amendments, namely, to adopt 
the Ist day of August as the date for putting wool upon the free 
list, and the Ist day of December for making the corresponding 
reduction in the schedule of woolen manufactures. 

I confess I sympathize with the feeling of my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. JoHNSON]. He is not more eager than I am myself—he can 
be no more eager, to relieve the American people from what I 
consider to be a blot on our civilization in the high duties main- 
tained in this woolen schedule; and when I was probably in the 
same stage of investigation that the gentleman from Ohio now 
is, my opinions in regard to the matter were exactly those that 
the gentleman has uttered here upon the floor. 

hen this bill was first prepared we had fixed the date of the 
passage of the bill as the Ist day of March, hoping it would be- 
come.a law by as early a date as that time. Free wool, then, would 
have taken effect upon the Ist day of March, according to the 
provisions of the original proposal, and the reductions in the 
woolen schedule would have gone into effect on the Ist day of 
December. Nobody nowcan say thatthe bill can become alaw by 
March 1, or at least nobody can definitely state or accuratel 
prophesy on what particular date it will be enacted into law. e 
ave got to take into consideration existing business conditions in 
the country, and the regular courses of trade; we have got to take 
into consideration the present condition of the woolen manufac- 
turing industries, and as stated by the gentleman from New York, 
there are two great seasons for manufacturing woolen goods in 
the United States. 

Ordinarily, were there no uncertainty as to the law, theman- 
ufacturers of woolen goods would be to-day receiving their large 
orders from the jobbing houses for the woolen goods to be con- 
sumed by the American le next fall. As long as doubt re- 
mains as to the date when these changes will go into effect, the 
jobbers are withholding their orders. They will not give them 
to the American manufacturers for goods for next fall, if there 
isa prospect that they can in afew months order the same goods 
from foreign manufacturers, made upon a free-wool basis, and 
with the taxes on the finished ee graduated 
to a free-wool basis. We must, therefore, take into considera- 
tion that condition of affairs. We must take intoconsideration 
the course of trade and manufacturing in the woolen industry. 

It is simply a question as to whether our own manufacturers 
shall remain idle during these winter months, and whether the 
employés in the woolen mills shall be out of loyment in these 
winter months, because of the uncertainty, or whether this House 
shall definitely say and say now, You can go on with your win- 
ter manufacturing and we will fix these dates far enough ahead 
to prevent the destruction of your spring business.” Now, Mr. 
Chairman, as I have learned the course of the trade in woolen 
manufactures, orders are taken from this time until late in the 
* by the American manufacturers, for goods to be used next 


[The time of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia having expired, 
by unanimous consent it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The jobbersand the woolen 
trade generally, the wholesale clothing-makers and the retail 
storekeepers are all to-day uncertain as to what they should do. 
If they will not give their orders to the manufacturers the mills 
can not start. If the mills can not start there is no market for 
the American farmer. He must be allowed to work off his 
spring clip, which he can do before the Ist of August, and then 
with the bars thrown down, with the invitation to the wool of 
all the world to come here to help clothe the American people 
at reasonable prices, the woolen mills can start up ; and, 
with the duties taken off of woolen goods, by the Ist of Decem- 
ber the American consumer can get hischoice between imported 
goods at the new rates of duty, and home-made goods made of 
untaxed wool at the new rates of duty. 

It was for this reason that reluctantly and slowly—as reluc 
tantly as I ever consented to anything in mylife, but yielding to 
what seemed to me to be the resistless logic of the situation—I 
moved from the view occupied by the gentleman from Ohio and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], and with my col- 
leagues of the majority of the committee determined to re 
these as the proper dates for the going into effect of the woolen 
schedule. X 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 
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Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. not the 
believe that the spring clip which he s of would sell as 
if on the free list, to be manufactured into a fabric that is to 
go into the fall and winter trade; and does not the gentleman 
also know that the clipof the present year has been selling as if 
it was on the free list already? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, That is not the fault of the 


present bill. : , 
Mr. CANNON of Illinios. Iam speaking of the existing con- 
dition. I am not talking politics now, but I am talking busi- 


ness, 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. As to the gentleman's first 
uestion, to which I wish to give as intelligent an answer as 1 

ee I will say the amendment which I have presented fixes the 
Ist day of August for free wool, and I shall follow that up with 
another amendment fixing the Ist day of December for reduc- 
tions in the woolen schedules. That gives the farmer time to 
work off his spring suy under existing conditions, to be made 
up into fabrics to be sold under existing conditions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman think the far_ 
mer will get any more for his spring clip of wool thanif it wen 
upon the free list immediately on the panapa of this bill? t 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Of course if the American 
mills get the orders from the jobbers as usual, and start up in 
the manufacturing of woolen fabrics, there will be a market for 
the farmer which ought to maintain the price of his wool. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will that enable him to get a lar- 
ger price for his wool? 

Mr. WILSONof West Virginia. A better price than he would 
have received if the mills remained idle. That is just the point. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The question is, Would he get a 
better price than he would if wool went on the free list imme- 
diately upon the passage of the law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West 

Virginia Mr. WILSON] has expired. 
. Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
to have this clause take effect as to free wool on the Ist day of 
January, 1898. Ido not propose, however, to enter into any ex- 
tensive argument in support of it. I will simply say that it 
would be a fair proposition to let the American people pass de- 
liberately upon the question of free wool. 

Mr. S RIN GER. They have done that rekon À 

Mr. GROUT. Ireply to the gentleman from Illinois, no, not 

et. This course would, together with the further amendment 
8 line with this proposition, suggested by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], have the duties on manufactured 
goods take effect six months later, and thus present the whole 
question, which could in that way be submitted fairly to the peo- 
ple for their decision. 

The gentleman from Illinois says it has been submitted al- 
ready. No; not in any intelligible form, nor has it been passed 
upon by the American people understandingly. There was an 
election a year ago last fall. There was another this fall. Now 
T undertake to say that the voice of this last election is even 

more to be heeded than that of a year ago. It is more recent 
and more emphatic, and prudent Democrats can not but be no- 
tified that the people are not in favor of this bill. 

The election of last fall ought, at least, to raise a doubt as 
to whether they have rightly construed the verdict of 1892. 
This amendment would remit to the people for their approval 
or disapproval the proposition to put wool on the free list. This 
would be perfectly fair and would result in a decision in which 
all would acquiesce. 

I rose, however, not to make a speech or argument, because I 
see that such is of no avail, and that this Democratic proces- 
sion moves on just the same, however reasonable the protests 
may be against the passage of this bill which is neither for 
revenue, protection, nor free trade, but is unjust and unequal in 
every feature. Now, to inform the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
SIMPSON] concerning the fall in wool, I will read him something 
right straight fromja farmer in his own handwriting up in my 
State. It is from a gentleman who writes very intelligently as 
to the effectof the proposed bill upon the businessof the farmer, 
and after speaking concerning also the misfortunes which came 
in with the present Administration because of its menace to our 
industrial system, he says: 

22 5 ; 8 
ersare fering it for essthan halt, Sheep one yearagoncla on the average 


for $4.28. hillips, the drover in town, is now buying them for 
# to 80 cents per head. 


Now, this shows when wool fell to its present ruinously low 
price—practically a free-trade price; for the passage of this bill is 
already discounted by the American people, and by no class more 


entleman know or | th 


promptly and intelligently than by the American farmer, But 
is writer says further: 

The farmers do not beg for justice, but demand it. If the bill passes as it 
is, so sure will the farmer rise in his righteous indignation at the polls next 
fall and leave nothing but a “grease spot” of the Democratic party; but he 
can not wipe out its past infamy. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwanttoask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to address the 
committee, but when we have so many friends talking for the 
the American farmers, as one of that c I desire to return my 
thanks for their anxious solicitude. 

There are some things that some of us would like to have ex- 
pae They tell us thatthe farmer gets back the amount which 

e pays as tariff in the increased price of products. It was sought 
to be incorporated in the RECORD yesterday by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], assuming to represent words used by 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. ILLIAMS], that the tax 
that is placed upon the American farmer is placed by him upon 
the consumer of American products, and, therefore, the farmer 
does not pay it. x - 

Please explain how we getour share of this protection money. 
If we get it at all, we get it in the price of our cotton, wheat, and 
other staples. These prices are made in Europe, where we sell 
the bulk of our cotton and the surplus of our grain and meat. 
Were it not for the Euro demand for it, cotton would not 
bring 3 cents per pound. Under normal conditions the price is 
made for each day at Live 1, where the sun rises three hours 
earlier, before the New York brokers get out of their beds. 
What authority is there in England to compel the spinners to 
pay ns more than they pay for Indian and 3 cotton? 

e sell in competition with the cheapest labor in the world. 
How are we reimbursed when we must come back and pay a tar- 
iff tax of more than 40 percent out of the free-trade price we got 
for our products? How with the wheat-grower? He ships his 
surplus to Liverpool. The price is e over there, because 
when they do not pay more it is thrown back upon the market 
here, which puts the price down. How does the consumer of 
wheat bread pay the tax upon binding-twine, when the market is 
made in Liverpool, where there is no tax? I trust the gentlemen 
who talk so much about our interests will answer these questions 
and show us how we are protected. 

Now, a word, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER], who rushed into this debate so dramatic- 
ally while the gentleman from South Dakota was speaking. 
Mr. PICKLER asked in what interest was this bill drawn, and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts rushed in to exclaim, ‘‘ South- 
ern rights.” 

I say to him that I had erage to sit here without opening 
my mouth during this debate and vote for this bill; this bill 
which gm to Massachusetts alone, his own State, more money 
in the shape of protection than it does to theentire cotton States 
of the South. And yet he comes in here crying about South- 
ern rights.“ We know what that means. 

Mr.LOUD. Thegentlemansaid ‘Southern rice,” not South- 
ern rights.” ter.] 

Mr. MOSES. Then I beg the gentleman’s pardon, as he ob- 
jects only to Southern rice. Why use the word“ Southern“? 
Does that make the term odious? But the gentleman objects to 
a tariff upon anything the benefit of which goes to the South, 
and this bill has been denounced by other gentlemen asa South- 
ern measure. They charge that we maintain the duty upon 
rice. The Wilson bill reduces that duty 25 per cent, while the 
next article—rye, ‘‘ Northern rye” if you wish, is increased 300 
percent. Now I say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that 
if Georgia had received the protection accorded to Massachu- 
setts, if Georgia had received the enormous pension sums which 
we poured into your lap, if she had been able to save the interest 
which since the war we have had to pay your people made rich 
upon the spoils of war; if you had let Le alone and kept your 
hands out of her people's pockets, the world to-day would see in 
her bordersa degree of prosperity in comparison with which your 
rocky New England would be a howling wilderness. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTMAN. Why did you not furnish the soldiers and 
then you would have the pension money? 

Mr. MOSES. Have you no respect for the man who lived in 
Georgia and answered the call of his State? Our fathers loved 
the Union, but they loved Georgia more. Many of them followed 
her call with tearful misgivings, and after she had gone down 
in blood and disaster, dearer even then was she to them than she 
was in the =p, Pa her pride and power. I have no respect for 
the man who lived in your State and did not respond to the call 
of his State and join the Union Army, and I have still less re- 
spect for the man, and you have no respect for the man, who 
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lived in Georgia and claimed to be loyal to the Union. Myfriend 


will not sa t I misrepresent him. 
Mr. MERCER. What wages do you pay on your plantation? 
Mr. MOSES. I am glad that the gentleman asked me that 
question. 


The land-owners furnish all the capital; feed and clothe the 
cropper and his family during the year; at the end of the year 
the profits, if any, are divided equally: if there are losses the 
landlord must assume the entire loss. Do you give that much? 
In addition to this he sends the cropper’s children to school five 
months in the year, and in the case of the colored tenants, who 
are in the great majority, pays for the tuition. 

Georgia gives out of the pockets of her white citizens a half 
million dollars annually tothe education of colored youth. What 
has your party done for the colored people? I defy you to point 
to a single law enacted by you which has been of benefit to them. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, the question before the commit- 
tee is whether the woolen manufacturers and the market for 
wool in this country shall both remain paralyzed for another 

ear, 
$ If this amendment can be adopted there will be an immediate 
market for such wool as is in possession of the American farmer 
and there will be acoming market for the spring 89 5 The 
business of woolen manufacture, in which the district I repre- 
sent is engaged perhaps as largely as any other in the country, 
is almost absolutely paralyzed. 

At least one-half of the millsin my district are silent and most 
of the others have reduced 8 and dischirged labor to 
a great extent, so that, as a business, it is practically dead to da 
in my district and in this country, and it will remain so until 
the new conditions which we expect, if this bill passes, are set- 
tled, unless we can ascertain now in the preliminary stage of 
this tariff legislation what is likely to be the condition during 
the period required for another season’s manufacture of raw ma- 
te ial into the finished product and its disposition upon the mar- 
ket. If this amendment be adopted, orders will given at 
once and the manufacturers will purchass wool; it being under- 
stood that there will be no market for foreign wool or woolen 
goods in this country for another season, or until another stock 
of goods can be disposed of upon the market. 

If that can be settled, no matter whether this bill passes or 
fails to pass in the end, business will revive immediately to a 
certain extent, because the American manufacturer, whether 
manufacturing native or foreign wool, will see that he can hold 
the market for this season’s finished product, and, for a brief 

riod at least, he will be comparatively inditferent as to what 

comes of this bill. Now, people all over the country are stary- 
ing and freezing, and there is more distress in New England, 
though she says very little about it, than I have heard dem- 
onstrated upon this floor to exist throughout the entire West, 
either as a result of our silver legislation or from other causes; 
so that this amendment proposed by the chairman of the com- 
mittee is, as I conceive, an amendment that ought not to be tri- 
fled with, but that ought to be supported by members on both 
sides of the House. 

It is in the interest of an immediate revival of business, and 
that. even for a brief period, will heip us through this cold, bad 
winter until we can forecast the future. I will vote for the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]—possibly it may do some good; but the essential ques- 
tion is whether the amendment propo ed by the chairman of the 
committee be agreed to. Knowing what is threatened in this 
bill, there being no employment, and there being the necessity 
for existence, the manufacturer will say to his help now out of 
work, freezing, starving: Here, you see that we can manu- 
facture for a time to compete with the pauper labor of 0 
upon a basis that will give you existence. The goods must be 
sold in a depreciat dmirket, for prices must be upon the foreign 
basis even before the bill becomes a law. Are you ready to work 
and resume business on the same basis as if the Wilson bill is to 
become a law?” And, for the sake of existence, they will agree 
to that, so that business willrevive and Repent and impend- 
ing distress in this industry will be relieved. 

r. DE ARMOND. It is with much regret, Mr. Chairman, 
that I find myself unable to follow the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means upon the pees amendment. I think 
the amendment is wrong in principle: and looking at it as a cit- 
izen, looking at it as a Democrat, I think it would be bad in its 
effect. Mr. Chairman, we are right or we are wrong in regard 
to this tariff matter. The Democratic philosophy, as I under- 
stand it, is that no tariff duties should be imposed except for the 
purpose of raising needed revenue. This proposed postpone- 
ment is in the nature of a decree that manufacturers may man- 


ufacture for a year more under the McKinley tariff, and that | will tell 
consumers for a year more shall be compelled to purchase under | give the big mill-owners of the country six mon 


Q 


the McKinley tariff. If this be a necessity, to that necessity we 
must bow. it be not a necessity, we ought not to submit to it. 
I concede, Mr. Chairman, that the committee have given lon 

and careful consideration to this subject, and to all ikindred 
topics involved in this tariff inquiry; andI appreciate fully that 
one whose knowledge of the subject-matter is only casual and 
rudimentary is at a great disadvantage in discussing such prop- 
ositions. ut I think propositions like this resolve themselves 
into original principles, and that they depend fundamentally for 
their decision upon the correctness of. the Democratic or the Re- 
publican theory of tariff taxation. Now, if this postponement 
takes place, it is in order that manufacturers may now be in- 
vited to proceed to manufacture, with the assurance that they. 
can sell the product of that manufacture at McKinley prices. 
I am more concerned, Mr. Chairman, for the welfare of the 
thousands and hundreds of thousands—aye, the millions—the 
real distressed people who buy the products of these factories— 
Iam more concerned for the effect upon the prices which they 
shall pay than I am about this otherquestion, whether the mills 
shall start up this week or next, this month or next, the com- 
ing spring or next summer or next fall. By the adoption or 
rejection of this amendment we shall determine whether we 
will invite the American people to a contemplation of another 
year beset with hardship, dark with disaster pending and 
disaster threatened—whether we shall invite them to another 
year of the policy, the wages, the prices, the principles which 
we have denounced over and over again. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

r. DE ARMOND. I would like a few moments more, Mr. 


hairman. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed to proceed for five minutes more. 
There was no objection. p 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I thank the committee for its courtesy, 
and will endeavor not to abuse it. 
The question pending before us is whether we will follow the 
pae les of Democracy, letting the manufacturer take care of 
imself, or drop back to the principles of Republicanism and 
take care of him. Are we proposing to say to him.“ My good 
friend, proceed further under the McKinley law, and our word 
for it, we will protect youin theadvantages which it gives you.” 
To the consumer we shall be saying, if we adopt an amendment 
to postpone the day of the people's relief, Suffer through an- 
other season, with blight and disaster about you, with darkness 
everywhere; suffer the rigors of another winter; submit to the 
hardships which we have denounced, and which you have voted 
shall be lifted from you. Endure them for a while longer, and 
in the sweet by and by the relief often promised, often delayed, 
often denied, shall come.” For the adoption of the committee 
amendment now pending, if it be adopted, will insure the adop- 
tion of the companion amendment, to delay until December the 
reduction upon woolen goods. 

For one, Mr. Chairman, whoever may vote otherwise, I can not 
vote for that policy. On the other hand, if we leave this bill as 
it stands in this particular—aye, better still, if we adopt the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON], and 
put this particular paragraph into effect just so soon as the bill 
shall be passed—what will be the effect? Grant. if you please, 
that mills will be idle, or comparatively idle, until the tariff law 
is passed. From every corner of the land will come up a cry, 
louder and strongerand more imperative for prompt action upon 
this bill. That cry has been raised; that cry is echoed over the 
land to-day, and it will gain increased force. 

Such a provision as that proposed by my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. JOHNSON] will hasten the pene’ of this bill. It will bea 
spur in this House if needed; it will be a spur in the Senate. 

he country—every body in it, manufacturer and consumer, high 
and low, rich and poor, employed and idle, prosperous and suf- 
fering—will unite in one mighty voice calling for prompt and 
speedy action, for almost immediate action upon this measure. 
And then when the bill is , when the people know what 
law they are to operate under, sell under, buy under, live under, 
then the spindles will be set whirling, then industry will be 
stimulated in the right way; then l-owners will seek mill 
hands; then there will be work for all who desire to work; and 
then there will be for the consumer prices upon the Democratic 
basis of free raw material and a revenue tariff. I think the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Ohio ought to be adopted asa 
change toward the right. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from NewYork [Mr.PAYNE] 
pee off the time when this paragraph shall go into effect for 

ve years, and I wish to statemyreason. Long before that time 
the farmers that gentleman on the other side talk so much about 
ou emphatically what they think of A that 
protection 
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under the McKinley bill, during which time the small farmer, 
the small wool-grower, is to furnish these manufacturers free 
wool with which to carry on their business. It seems to me, 
gentlemen, that you are ina hurry to knock out the farmer; but 
it is consistent with the bill from beginning toend. All through 
it you have selected the big mill-owners, the wealthy classes. to 
receive your favor. Everywhere that you had the opportunity 
to do so you have struck the farmer. 

You talk here about the beauties of a revenue tariff; you de- 
nounce protection. That is the way you talk, but you have got 
to vote another way; you have got to vote for the most illogical, 

the meanest, protective tariff bill that ever waslaunched before 
this House. 

Mr. Chairman, my districtin California produces, I believe, 
more wool than any other district in the United States; and I 
know something about the business. I know that until the last 
election was decided, the wool business was all right; but when 
we knew that Democrats had got into power, and when we recalled 
the action of that party on the bill of Mr. SPRINGER in the Fifty- 
second Congress, we knew that the party was committed to free 
wool, and then prices went down. To-day in the city of San 
eno were my home is located, great warehousesare piled full 
of wool. 

It can not be sold. Why? These rich manufacturers are wait- 
ing for their friends on the other side of the House to stand u 
for them and give them a McKinley protection for their prod- 
ucts and the free wool of the farmers; and of course they will not 
buy their wool until they know the result of your action here. 
But when wool is put on the free list they can say to the Aus- 
tralian, and to foreigners generally, Come on, bring in your 
wool,” at the same time saying to the farmers of the United 
States, Now you can not help yourselves; you have got to take 
what we give you for your wool or it will remain unsold.” I 
tell you, Mr. Chairman, that the farmers will speak in tones 
that you gentlemen will be forced tounderstand. They will tell 
you what they think of such business as this. They will give 
you an opinion of that policy which sacrifices their business to 
the advantage of the rich and prosperous mill-owners and im- 
porters that you can not misunderstand. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California 
p= BowERrs] and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] 
ave told us what the farmers of this country will do if they ever 
get another chance at the Democratic party. The farmers of 
their districts have already told the country what they would 
do, not in the future, but in the past; and they can not hurt the 
country any more in the future than they have done in the past 
as far as the election of Congressmen is concerned. [Laughter.] 
They can not do any worse in that regard than they have done. 

Mr. BOWERS. ell, as far as that goes, I am willing to 
stand up with the gentleman and try the question of average. 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not mean to reflect on the gentleman from 
California or the gentleman from Vermont, who represent their 
districts so well. They seem to reflect the opinions of their pzo- 
ple, and I have no doubt they do. But these gentlemen forget 
that there are many districts in the United States that they do 
not represent, and if the people in their districts understood that 
the Democratic success in the last election meant free wool and 
a reduction of the tariff, perhaps the people in all other dis- 
tricts throughout the country understood it equaliy as well and 
gave their verdict accordingly. If the election of the Demo- 
cratic Congress meant—in view of the declarations of the Demo- 
cratic party—that the people of this country wanted free wool, 
the gentlemen have no reason to suppose that the great bulk of 
the people will not in the next election want it just as much as 
they do now. and will elect to Congress to sueceed us Representa- 
tives who will see that that policy is faithfully carried out. 
2 on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman suggests that some of the farmers in Vermont 
are stirred up about this matter, and that there will not be a 
“grease spot” left of Democracy if we donotcarry out the policy he 
suggests. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we carried out the policy of Ver- 
mont, as suggested by the gentleman and advocated by his farm - 
ing community.as we are told, there would not only not bea 
Bee spot of Democracy left in Vermont, but there would not 

a grease spot of Democracy throughout the nation. [Laugh- 
ter.] But asa matter of fact we do not adopt our policy upon 
suggestions from Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. You might do so with propriety. 

Mr. BRYAN. We adopt our policy ds dictated froma higher 
source. The peoplespoke at the lastelection when they selected 
a Democratic House and a Democratic Executive. The policy 
of the Democratic party was well known to the ple. The 
people throughout the country declared in favor of free wool and 
a reduction of the tariff, and the farmers want free wool because 
they can not be hoodwinked and deceived any longer, as these 


gentlemen seem to think. They understand the question better 
than they give them credit for. 

Besides that, gentlemen seem to forget one very important 
fact. There is not one farmer in ten who raises sheep, and if he 


should succeed in currying out his pee and compel the pay- 
ment of a larger price for his wool, by having a protection upon 
it, of course the other nine farmers will be obliged to pay moref 
for their wool, and an injustice is done to nine for the benefit o 
one. But the last election shows that the nine defeated the one 
farmer in the contest, and the men who wanted cheap woolen 
goods proved to be more numerous than those who wanted a 
tariff on wool. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Then why keepitfrom them? 

Mr. BRYAN. I would like to have it now. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Well, let us have it now. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman can not bring free wool too 
soon to suit me. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have got to recognize this fact, and 
thisis one of the greatest objections to the protective system, that 
your industries depend on legislation instead of natural laws; 
they stand idle until they know what legislation is to be given 
to them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Let us start them up now. 

Mr. BRYAN. And it is not strange that the woolen industry 
should be standing still until they know whatistobedone. They 
do not know whether this bill will pass the Senate or not, or 
what rates we will put on woolen goods, and they must neces- 
sarily stand still until they know, because their business de- 
pends on an act of legislation and not on natural laws; and, Mr, 
Chairman, I hope the time will soon come in this country when 
our industries will stand upon their own feet and not on laws; 
and when fhey will not stand in constant dread of legislation 
which they fear will have disastrous effects upon their business. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

ButI say, Mr. Chairman, we recognize the existing condition, 
and we have reported this amendment believing that, as we can 
not give the reduction at once, we had better state the time 
when we cin give it to them. And, therefore, I reluctantly favor 
this amendment as the best thing we can do at this time. I re- 
gret that it postpones to the people of this country cheaper 
woolen goods, when they are paying 98 cents duty to-day—— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Woolen goods were never so 
cheap as now. 

Mr. BRYAN. When the gentleman talks about the interests 
of the farmer I wish he would plead more for the nine farmers 
who are wearing 98 per cent taxed woolen goods and not so much 
for the one farmer who is raising wool. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
me just one questien? 

r. BRYAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemanfrom Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] has expired. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with 
great pleasure to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], 
as I always do, and to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON}, and I have made up my mind to support, in the main, 
whatever the Committee on Ways and Means recommend to this“ 
House, because they have given the matter long, patient, indus- 
trious, intelligent, and earnest consideration, though this bill 
falls far below my expectations. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I take inspiration from their own utter- 
ances to oppose what the gentleman proposes to this House. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that if the reason of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] is to apply, then it must 
be against himself, because he says that the reason this post- 
ponement should take place is that the mills will not begin 
until they have their orders in, in order that they may go to 
work. If, then, they will not begin their operations until their 
orders are in, there is no necessity to continue for the mills the 
extension of their protection until December, because their or- 
ders will be in upon all the wool they will buy between now and 
August; and it is a mistaken policy to extend to them until the 
fall, protection upon those things which they will have sold al- 
ree before they begin in the spring or in the summer to make 

em. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I am interested not so much in how 
many blanket or woolen manufactories will remain at work, but 
lam much more interested in who will buy their products and 
what they will pay for them? Say there are 8,000,000 of people 
in this country interested in the making of them; there are 
60,000,000 people interested in the buying of them; and I stand 
here for the 60,000,000 people against the 8,000,000 people who 
are interested in the manufacture. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say that this law which is nowin force 
is a Republican law; but if the Democrats extend it, they will 
make it to that extent a Democratic law, and the Democratic 
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party should not give one breath of life to so infamous a system. 

t me tell you, sir, that the declaration of the Democratic 
ty has gone forth for free trade. This is but a voice crying 
the wilderness—— 

Mr. REED. Thatisso. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. It tells you to prepare and to repent, and 
you had better take the warning. It tells you that the day ol free 
trade or fair trade is at hand. We trust it may come without cruci- 
fixion. We hope that they will take the sal vation we offer them 
without the necessity of draining the dregs of the cup; but if 
crucifixion should come, thank God it will be followed by a res- 
urrection as glorious as any since the days of Calvary, and will 
give to the nations of this world a policy international, extended 
to Jew and Gentile, and not confined to the Judeaof the Eastern 
manufacturers, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. COFFEEN. Mr. Chaieman, I had not expected to speak 
upon this question of free wool, in the shape in which the 
amendments. have now come, but it is as well to state our pos- 
ition nowas at any other time. The discussion seems to take 
the shape, as usual, going into all the details of prices and 
times and seasons for the manufacturing interests of this country 
to maketheir profits. I want to say now that I verily believe the 
minds of more than two-thirds of the members of this House 
are confused as to what to do with the question as to free wool. 

1 want to say, further, in behalf of the people of Wyoming, 
whom I have the honor to represent, that it was not understood 
in that State that the Democratic platform demanded free wool; 
but, on the other hand, it was understood in that State through- 
out the campaign that a tariff for revenue was the emphatic and 
deelared and essential element of the Democratic platform. And 
I want to say to my friends on this side of the House here, that 
in the case of wool—from which you have been receiving more 
revenue than from any two products put together—that you pro- 

in this bill to strike from the tariff list and put on the free 

t, there is no tariff for revenue in that action; and I want, if I 
can, to help the gentlemen on this side of the House to get their 
minds clear upon this subject. If it is a tariff for revenue we 
want, then r. some of the revenue that ought to come to our 
Treasury upon wool, instead of putting wool on the free list and 
getting no revenue at all on wool imports. In other words, let 
us have a due and ae Opo of tariff for-revenue purposes 
bascd on the wool product. 

Now, another fact; it is curious that for some reason or other 
nearly all the farm products are termed ‘‘raw material.” The 
very name you apply to the products of farms and mines is one 
that puts these industries to a disadvantage. I want to say to 
you on both sides of the House that I am not sure which side is 
responsible for the invention, but this term of raw material” is 
an invention that misleads many minds. What isthe raw mate- 
rial of one man is the finished product of another who produced 
it, and all of the farmers’ products you have 3 counted 
in the raw materials; and now under this misleading term you 
seek to put the products of the interior on the free list. That is 
wrong to the farmer, and youof the Democratic party must rep- 
resent the farmers of the whole United States as well as the 
manufacturers of the Atlantic seaboard, if you expect to perpet- 
uate yourselves in the favor of American people. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] 

Lat not the erring brethren on the Republican side be too 
5 in searching for consolation in what I may say to my 

ellow-Democrats, for the Republican party has built up and fos- 
tered every monopoly of modern times as far as I know, and es- 
pecially the tariff monopolies of the Atlantic seaboard. There- 
fore I am in favor not only of a reasonable and proper tariff 
that is a revenue tariff on the woolen product of the South and 
West, but upon all their products, including those of the mines 
as well as the farm. I am surprised that we have not a better 
organization here in behalf of the interior products of this 
covntry than we have. It seems that those in favor of retain- 
ing a reasonable tariff on iron in some States, and in other 
States a reasonable tariff on coal, and in others those who are in 
favor of tariff for revenue on wool, as I am, with incidental pro- 
tection to the producers, are without organization, and there- 
fore vote against one another, when, instead of that, we should 
be in combination for the assistance of one another in looking 
after the fair treatment.we should have toward the so-called 
raw materials produced in the interior of the aari 

e LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 
jee MARSH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 


Mr. COFFEEN. I yield to the gentleman from California. 
& Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he as 
a Democrat did not inform the intelligent Democracy of Wyo- 
ming that during the Fifty-second Congress the Democratic 


party well expressed its views upon the wool question by voting 
unanimously in favor of putting wool on the free list, and hence 
that must have been fully understood by them? 

Mr. COFFEEN,. I do not know what the gentleman’s esti- 
mate of the propar management of a campaign might be, but I 
say that I held upat all times in contrast with your theories our 
theory of tariff for revenue; and I say right ħere and now, that 
I believe, in common with the Democracy of this country, that 
you on that sldeof the House from which this question is asked, 
have been subverting the very foundation principles of good 
government when you use the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment to take out of the pockets of one class to put into the pock- 
ets of another. 

We can not therefore follow the Republican party on this 
question of protective tariffs as against revenue tariffs. One is 
to turn the Government into a commercial machine to guaranty 
profits to its favorites, the wealthy factory and mill owners, that 
are in such highly organized and associated conditions that they 
can command theirservile tools in the Republican ranks to give 
them what they want. This is your protective system in its 
nakedness. 

The other and Democratic doctrine, as I understand it, is to 
maintain the Government as a guaranty that all classes in all 
parts of the country, the poor, as well as the rich, shall be pro- 
tected against unjust discriminations and special class legislation 
so that all may be subject only to such taxation as is necessary 
for revenue to support the Government for all legitimate pur- 
poses. This is freedomsecured by justlaws. Theother borders 
on the verge of slavery. 

Again, to you who would compel the many to pay constant 
tribute to the tariff monopolies, let me say that, practically, your 
McKinley tariff on wool, related as it is to your other Hihat 
protective and almost prohibitive duties on woolen goods, is 
either an excuse or a failure. 

The very monopolies that you have built up slong the seaboard 
have used their power to press down the price on domestic wool, 
and have so controlled the wool markets that our wool-growers 
last year were forced to take less for wool than ever before; that 
is, for the ig 1892, before you had any chance to say it was 
the result of Democratic victories, for the Republican party was 
in power and McKinley tariffs at their highest point. These are 
the conditions under which wool fell to the lowest prices known 
up to that time. 

And in 1893, with full knowledge that the McKinley tariffs 
would reign for another year, wool fell still lower, so that the 
people of the far West could not get even so much as the tariff 

uties on their wool, clearly showing that prices were governed 
by other forces than the rates of duty on imported wools. ` 

Then, since the farmers have had nothing but reverses and 
falling prices on wool under the rule of the Republican tariffs, 
we will not be so blind as to look to that party to redeem prices, 

Iam, therefore, inclined to believe that changing the whole 
system to a revenue basis, reducing on wool and other interior 
products in the same proportion as we reduce tariff duties on 
the manufactured articles, will tend to restore the prices on wool 
to normal conditions, and I believe that will increase prices. 

I am quite sure wool prices will rise if the manufacturers’ 
corners on the markets for wool are broken. The trouble has 
been that wool-growers have been compelled to accept whatever 
the tariff-protected combines were wi to give them for sev- 
eral years. My position, therefore, is a fair-play revenue tariff 
on wool and all other competing products. $ 

Another thing is clear to our people, that if the price on wool 
should remain as low under either free wool or a revenue tariff 
asit hasfallen under the McKinley scheme, and sheep-raising 
in Wyoming should become so unprofitable as some would proph- 
esy, that the vast herds of our sheep-owners should actually de- 
crease, still, cattle will quickly take the place of such decrease 
in sheep and occupy our unfarmed plains and ranges. So that a 
check to the one industry will almost certainly stimulate the 
other, and no class of live stock can be more quickly converted 
vor sheep into some other form of investment. 

sides this, there are many, perhaps a majority of the people 

of our State, who beiieve that the ranges, for general ee ar 

urposes, are more quickly ruined for general purposes by sheep- 

erding than by any other means, and especially are there many 

small owners and settlers who desire to keep a few cattle and 

horses about them that fear to see too great an increase of sheep 
around their homes. 

Therefore while we favor sag, in off the free list and giv- 
ing it that incidental pronon that would arise from a proper 
revenue tariff on wool, yet we do not stand as beggars before 
you for 11 886 favors. The people of my State are too proud and 
too sensible to take such a posture before you, and we will not 
give the tariff monopolies even the consolation of believing that 
they could injure us if they would in this question of free wool, 
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We have a free and enterprising and thrif ple in Wyo- 
ming. Ourmountainsare full of minerals of all kinda. We have 
oil-bearing stratafull of petroleum, and lakes of soda and ledges 
of coal in greater a ance than almost any other region of 
like extent in the world. 

Our valleys and plains under irrigation produce grains and 
vegetables that in both quality and quantity surprise all who 
behold them, and the people of Wyoming on these various 
products carried away from the World's Fair at Chicago, that 
greatest exhibit of comparative merits ever organized, a larger 
proportion of medals and prizes than any other equal number 
of people in the world. 

We ba established a constitution of the most progressive 
character, and uphold the law and the rights of settlers against 
all invaders from whatever source, and grant to our women ab- 
solute justice in the rights of property ownership, and absolute 

uality in the right of suffrage. 

e look upon our beautiful mountains and feel as free and in- 
dependent as they are. 

e are not, therefore, in this Congress as beggars before you 
for a small favor in the shape of a tariff on wool, but only we 
demand fair play, which you should be as ready to grant to the 
sheep-owners of my State as we to ask it. 

Does anyone ask me whether we will vote for the Wilson bill 
if we fail to get our proposed amendment? 

We shall answer without the least hesitation that the Wilson 
bill should be expported whether our special and minor amend- 
ments are carried or not. fey? 

We shall rejoice to vote for it at an early day, and if the gen- 
eral reductions all along the line were s greater, we should 
vote for it still more heartily. 

What we may lose in Wyoming on account of wool being car- 
ried to the free list, if that shall be the final outcome of this de- 
bate, we shall gain many times over in the great reductions 
made in woolen goods alone. 

The tariff under the Pos McKinley law on goods made 
wholly or in part of wool is reduced from an estimated average 
of 90 per cent ad valorem to 45 per cent under the pending bill. 
I have sold goods in Wyoming for the last nine years, s I be- 
lieve $40 per capita is a fair estimate of the per capita expendi- 
tures in our State for all fhis class of under former prices. 
We use a very much larger proportion of woolen goons in our 
climate than many other States. We shall save about $10 per 
capita (or $50 per family of five persons) on an average by the re- 
duced prices on these goods if this bill carries. This will be so 
great a saving to our 75,000 people that it far outweighs any dif- 

‘erence in price that can arise on our wool productas prices now 
exist. And again these benefits go to the poorest and humblest 
of our citizens. 

If $750,000 is thus saved by the passage of the Wilson bill to 
our people on the woolen-goods schedule alone, still greater 
is the saving by tariff reductions and coney ent lower prices 
on all kinds of goods provided for in the bill. And do you ask 
me again how the deficiency in revenue shall be made good if 
any shall arise? We answer for our people without any doubt 
as to their views on this that we would raise it by an income tax. 

We do not believe that it will cripple or ruin the rich men of 
our country whose incomes are yearly over $4,000 if they shall 
be called upon to pay 2 per cent tax on their incomesabove that 
amount. 

We believe men ought to pay taxes according to their abilities 
and out of their surplus incomes rather than tax the necessities 
of the people. We are willing that this entire system of tariff 
monopolies and restricted and unfair trade should hasten to ob- 
livion if you can establish in its place a properly graduated in- 
come tax, trusting that by this means the toilers of this land 
may be relieved from bearing the unjust burdens of taxation that 
they have too long and too patiently borne thusfar. [Applause 
on Democratic side.] 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have said on this 
floor sometime ago, that so far as the. interests of the farmer of 
the United States are concerned, from the standpoint I take, he 
is of all men the man who wants a clear field and a fair fight. I 
believe there is no class of men in the United States who come 
as near bearing the entire burdens of the protective tariff as the 
agricultural class. The reason I believe it is on account of that 
well settled and fairly announced principle laid down first by 
Adam Smith, where he says, No one bears the burden of tax- 
ation if he can throw it off in what he calls the ‘higgle and bar- 
ter of trade.“ 

J believe the farmer is the only one who buys all that he has 
to bay in a protected market and sells what he has to sell at the 
price fixed in a free-trade market; therefore Iam on principle 
in favor of cutting it down as rapidly as possible and cutt it 
down as low as ible. But we must recognize the fact that 
the Commictee on Ways and Means, or the majority members of 


it, are of the same opinion that we are upon that question. They 
have dealt with this subject, and we Democratic members 
ought certainly to sympathize with them, and recognize the fact 
that they have gone into these questions under great and tryin 
difficulties. They proposed have brought forth this bill, 
andafter they have red as hard as these gentlemen have la- 
bored we ought to stand by them. 

Therefore I insist upon this proposition: While this particular 
item may appear against the interests of the agriculturists as a 
single proposition, yet when coupled with the other propositions 
I intend to vote for this measure, believing it infamous, as I do, 
because we know it is incomplete, and not as full as the major- 
ity members of the committee would desire, yet it is one thing 
to have a measure which we can vote for at all, and you can not 
take the duty off all things immediately and at once; and for 
that reason I think it is the duty of every Democrat on this side 
tostand by this committee on this matter of wool as well as on 
all others. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed to extend the time until the Ist of October, 1898, 
for two reasons. First, it will permit the people of this country 
to reverse the verdict which they have entered; that reversal to 
take place in two elections, one in 1894 and the other in 1896. 
[Laughter.] Second, it will permit the sheep-growers of this 
country, in the event it is determined that free wool shall obtain, 
to dispose of their flocks and herds within a reasonable period, 
and not force them all into the market at once, thus reducing 

rices. 

p It has been asserted that under a free-wool policy the price 
of wool will be raised, and that under a tariff the price of wool 
has not been increased in this country. I desire to state a few 
facts that are worth. more to our people than all the theories 
that can emanate from all the free-trade brains in this House. 
Take my own State. We are immediately south of and adja- 
cent to a. An imaginary line separates the two countries, 
the one from the other. We have exactly the same kind of soil 
on the one side of that line as on the other. We produce the 
same kind of nutritious grasses in Montana that are produced 
in Canada, The sheep in Montana drink at the same streams 
as the sheep in Canada: the same sun shines on the sheep in the 
one country as in the other. 

Now, in 1892 the wool-growers of Montana received for their 
wool, of exactly the same quality as that which was raised by 
their Canadian brethren on the other side of the line, from 15 to 
23 cents a pound, while just across the line the Canadian wool- 
grower received from 10 to 12 cents a pound. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] What was the reason for that? Exactly the 
same conditions of climate, of food, of quality, of market, en- 
tered into the problem, yet the wool-grower on the one side of 
the line received from 15 to 23 cents per pound for his product, and 
on the other side the farmer received from 10 to 12 cents, . i 

What was the reason of it? The reason was simply this, that 
the protective tariff compelled the Canadian farmer when he 
came to our line to put down his good 11 cents a pound for the 
privilege of coming into our market and selling his wool to our 
people. That and nothing else was the cause. 

Let me go to another point. I recollect distinctly that on the 
2ith day of last August the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means [Mr. WILSON of West Virginia] rose 
in his place upon this floor and told the House and the country 
that if we would only pase the Wilson bill, repealing the in- 
famous purchasing clause of the Sherman law,” prosperity would 
again knock at every man’s door, the spindles would whirl again 
in every factory in the land, mines would be unsealed, industry 
would stalk forth in all its manhood, and labor would receire 
employment in every part of the land. 

I wonder if that prophecy ever comes to disturb the dreams 
of the distinguished gentleman from West Virginia? I wonder 
if to-day, when he predicts such beneficial results from the 
pending bill—this second iniquity of which he is the father—I 
wonder, I say, if he recollects the prophetic pictures. that were 
so beautifully portrayed by him when he was urging upon this 
House that very measure? I wonder, after all, whether he is a 
prophet, or the son ofa prophet, or only the mouthpiece of- the 
stuffed prophet of Buzzard’s Bay? [Great laughter and applause]. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, speaking to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, the firstsuggestion that arises is this: 
Too much on both sides of this Chamber has the amendment 
proposed by the Ways and Means Committee been treated asa 
matter of tariff. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] on that side, and two or three gentlemen on this side, 
have emphasized the real point in the matter, and it is thee 
while it would be better for the farmer if free wool went in 
operation on the Ist day of february next, yet, in consideration 
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of the woolen business as established by seasons and by customs, 
unless the tariff can go into operation at the e of either 


one season or another the question becomes one not of tariff but 
of supply and demand. 

Whatever may be the Democratic 7 in handling the 
tariff, I trust that we all upon both sides of the Chamber agree 
that we should so arrange our legislation as to promote the de- 
mand forevery American product. In regard tothe importance 
of the effect of this legislation upon the consumer, I agree with 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 5 But, sir, the 
situation is this. No one expects that this bill can possibly go 
into operation before April or May. 

Now, under the substitute of the gentleman from Ohio, the 
result would be that we would have an enforced paralysis of the 
woolen mills of this country until the date was fixed, paralyzed 
by uncertainty affecting the question of supply and demand. 

As to the consumer, the result upon him would be simply this: 
We manufacture and consume so large a proportion of the 
world’s woolen goods that if you put the manufactures of this 
country into paralysis for any considerable number of months, 
you so reduce the supply of woolen goods in tbe world that, 
after you have gotten your free woolen goods, you will have to 
pay more for them than you did before. The only way in which 
we can get the full advantage of the reduced rates upon woolen 
goods is meanwhile to keep our own manufactures in such lively 
employment that there shall be a sufficient amount of woolen 
goods to meet the demand when we have free woolen goods. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Does the same thing apply to other 
branches of manufacture? 

Mr. WARNER. It applies to every manufacture thatis under 
similar conditions to those of the wool business; but if the gen- 
tleman knows any such I wish he would so state. 

Now, the chairman of the committee has suggested that he 
proposes to follow up this amendment with a proposition fixing 
an interval of four months before the time when the rate on 
woolen goods shall go into effect. I agree that if that time were 
fixed six months later our manufacturers would get a large share 
of the profits. But every day that we cut off from a six months’ 
interval means that they must either lose a part of their mar- 
ket or else must compete in furnishing Americans with goods as 
8 as they will be able to get them elsewhere a few months 

ater. 

I wish the time could be fixed at an earlier date; I wish the 
tariff were cut down to 25 per cent; but the one thing we must 
not do is to force a paralysis of business and thereby not merely 
deny our farmers a market for their wool, but deny to our peo- 
ple the supply of woolen goods which can only come through the 
maintenance of our manufactures, and upon the abundance of 
which supply must depend the fulfillment of any hope they have 
of pt y getting the effect of tariff reductions upon woolen 

8. 
e Here the hammer féll.] 

r. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, the complaint is frequently 
made on this floor by gentlemen on the other side that the 
farmer buys the articles that he consumes in a protective mar- 
ket, and sells his products in a free and open market. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri who a short time ago took his seat, and 
who, I understand, is a farmer, as I am, complains of the Re- 

ublican legislation which compelled him and his compatriots 
* that business to sell their goods ina free market and buy their 
supplies in a protected market. 

r. LIVINGSTON. That is what is the matter. 

Mr. MARSH. I believe I have stated their position correctly 
on that question. Is that statement correct? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, the policy and the ens of protective 
legislation has been to give to the farmers of this country a pro- 
tected market, and not require them to depend upon a free-trade 
market. Hence the duty in the McKinley bill upon barley; and 
the farmer who produces barley has found in this country a pro- 
tected market. Hence the duties in the McKinley bill upon 
live stock; and under the protective duties of that bill the Amer- 
ican farmer has found a market for his live stock. 

Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MARSH. And under the protective features of that bill 
every industry in this country in which the farmer is directly 
interested has found a protected market at home for its prod- 
ucts. Now, 1 will yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. MOSES (rising with a book in his hand), You speak 
1855 the protection to barley. Did you know that the Wilson 

Mr. MARSH. If you are going to read from a pamphlet I 
will not yield. 

Mr. MOSES. Did you know that the Wilson bill—— 
Mr. MARSH. If 7 can ask me a question without reading 


it out of a Book, I will answer it. 
Mr. MOSES (laying down the book). You speak about the 


protection to the raisers of barley. Did you know that the Wil- 
son bill gives 4 per cent more protection to the raisers of barley 
than the McKin ey bill? 

Mr. MARSH. I know that it does not; and any man who 
8 et to read, and will read the two bills knows that it 

oes not. 
ard MOSES. Let the Clerk read the provisions of the two 

8. 

Mr. MARSH. You can have them read in your own time. I 
can show you that under the McKinley duty upon barley the im- 
portation of barley into this country was largely reduced. From 
11,000,000 bushels of importation from Canada it was reduced in 
1893 to about 3,000,000 bushels. And the importation of barley 
malt was reduced under the operation of the McKinley bill from 
nearly $400,000 worth to 19 cents worth in 1893. 

Now, I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, that the design and 
effect of the McKinley protective tariff bill upon farmers’ prod- 
ucts was to give a home market for those products. But gentle- 
men on the other side refer to the operation of the duty on wheat. 
That duty has not yet inured to the benefit of the American 
farmer; but wait awhile, Mr. Chairman. Give us the existing 
law with its protective features operating upon wheat, and in a 
little while the farmers of this country will raise barley instead 
of wheat, when you have shut out the fifteen or twenty millions 
of barley that Canada has been sending into this country. 

Here the hammer fell.] : 

r. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, when the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means proposed this amendment to-day, ac- 
companied with his explanation of it, I was inclined to give it 
my support. The chairman of the committee, however, wasa 

arently somewhat reluctant in 9 the amendment. Ho 

id not offer it, he stated, until after long consideration and 
careful inquiry into the matter, so that there seems to have been 
some doubt in the minds of the committee as to the propriety of 
the action proposed. 

Now, sir, it was stated by the chairman of the committee that 
it was expected this bill would go into operation by the Ist of 
March, when it was first framed, and hence the bill was reported 
in its present form. But in view of the fact that we can not at 
this time fix the date at which it may pass Congress and become 
a law therefore this change must be made. 

J insist, sir, that we are anticipating too much. Asa matter 
of course if the amendment is adopted, no matter if the bill does 
take effect by the last of March or the Ist of April, we have 
bee the manufacturer the benefit of this amendment. I say I 

o not believe we are warrantad in anticipating that. This bill 
will pass this House during this month; the Senate will have a 
month or six weeks, or even two months to consider it, and in 
time, so far as the manufacturers are concerned; and I do not 
think we ought to adopt the amendment by extending the date 
of its going into effect two or three months longer than the 
time it takes to pass the bill. 

Now, sir, wool is cheap at the present time, like every com- 
modity in this country, by reason of causes that I need not now 
stop to name. We hope and anticipate that the time will come 
soon after the passage of the bill that prices may begin to rise; 
when wool and everything else will improve in value. But we 
can not anticipate that these prices will rise before the wool cli 
that comes off next May, and before the farmer can put his woo 
on the market and sell it. This amendment would force him to 
sell at a lower price. 

The tariff on wool—I can not speak from knowledge—but I 
think it does notexceed probably 30 per cent, and we have given 
the manufacturers an average of about 40 per cent, if I under- 
stand the protection covered by this bill. So that to some ex- 
tent they are pores by the bill itself against the tariff on 
wool, And if I had my way with the bill, I would so frame it as 
to reduce the tariff on woolen goods down to not more than 25 
per cent, agreeing with the gentleman from New York in that 
regard, and I certainly think thatthey can manufacture at 25 per 
cent with free wool. They can resume work in the mills at once, 
even if the tariff on wool remains as it is fora short time, with 
the assurance of free wool in the future, and especially with 
cheap wool at home. 

Now, I expect to support this bill. It is not such a bill as I 
would like. I would like to see the tariff duties reduced all 
along the line lower than it is on manufactured products, and 
especially on woolen goods. I think the woolen manufacturer 
has benefits in the bill far beyond the necessities of his case, and 
when they ask me to postpone the date at least one year when 
the benefit of cheaper clothing will come to the people, I must 
decline, and in justice to what I believe to be the best interests 
of the masses of the Jorie vote against it. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that the range the 
debate has taken has tended to mystify my mind, and no doubt 
the minds of many others on this floor, but I believe I shall vote 
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for the amendment of the gentleman from New York, because 
it comes closest to my views, though I am free to say that I am 
more in favor of present conditions. 

I have watched with considerable interest the scene that has 
taken place on the other side of the Chamber this afternoon. 
We haveseen first the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. JOHNSON] plant- 
ing himself firmly upon the back of the free-trade horse, saying 
that he wants free trade not in the future, but that he wants it now, 
and riding him rapidly around the ring with varying success; 
then rises the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER], for 
the time endeavoring to ride the protection horse, just for a few 
minutes only, in the interest of his constituents; and then my 
friend from Wyoming [Mr. COFFEEN] rises in his place and en- 
deavors to perform the same act on the back of the tariff-for-rey- 
enue animal. He ought well to have known what the policy of 
the Democratic party has been for many years on the wool ques- 
tion. Ifthere isany one question in the world upon which 
there is no doubt as to where the Democrats stand it is upon the 
question of free wool, and asa citizen of his State he should 
have informed the people of the true condition, and not have 
deluded them. 

But Iam reminded now of the scene that took place in this 
House near the close of the session yesterday; and it seems to 
me that the time has arrived when the Democratic party must 
again call into its midst that gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CocKRAN]; who so gallantly rushed to the front into the circus 
ring—I was going to say as the clown, but out of respect for 
him shall not use the words—but will say assuming the position 
of ringmaster, planted his feet on the free-trade horse, with the 
reigns of the tariff-for-revenue horse on one side and the high- 
protective animal on the other, rode round and round the 2175 
arousing the plaudits of the multitude; faster and faster he 
rode amid the cheers of the galleries, Hp pee | stepping from 
one to the other, finally dismounting and ing the reins to 
one of his chosen suit, he smilingly exclaims, See how easy it 
is to ride three horses when you have learned and practiced in 
the proper school. Show ms if you can the party, be he Popu- 
list, Democrat, or 5 who can excel me in this direc- 
tion. 5 lause on the Republican side.! 

Mr. RI KINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
know that I can add anything tothe strong and plain statement 
in regard to this amendment made by the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. WILSON of West Virginia]; but I consider this a 
very important matter, and it has given the Ways and Means 
Committee, or at least the Democratic members of that com- 
mittee,a great deal of anxious thought, and it has received at our 
hands the most careful investigation. 

There are two items in the bill about which the question of 
the date of enactment requires ial consideration. 

Gentlemen will observe that the duty upon tin plate, for in- 
stance, is made to take effect upon the Ist of October. That 

uestion, like this question, is purely a business matter, wholly 
N from any question of rates. Whatever might be 
our action, whether we levy a rate upon tin plate and a rate upon 
woolen goods, or whether we were to put them upon the free 
list, we would still have to consider this particular question of 
dates in regard to these two items. Now, why did we make the 
reduction upon tin plate go into effect upon the Ist of October 
and not upon the date of the enactment of the bill? For this 
reason: at in the very large fruit and vegetable canning in- 
dustries of this country they make their cans during the winter 
and spring. 

We were unable to guarantee that the reduced rates on tin 
would take effect before the period for making these cans had 
expired. People would not make cans out of high-taxed tin, to 
be used in competition with those who could can their fruit and 
vegetables with low-taxed tin. Therefore we would necessarily 
close until our bill became a law, or until late in the season, 
every can-manufacturing establishment in the country, whether 
we put tin at a reduced rate or put it upon the free list, unless 
we deferred the operation of our pro legislation until after 
the canning season, thus securing the consumption of the cans 
that woulate made under the high rate. That is a plain business 

roposition, and I submit to gentlemen if it is not wiser, in 

unching the ship which we are launching, to do it in an easy 
and logical way, instead of trying to break as many timbers as 

ible. 

5 the question of wool is on all fours with that. I am as 
anxious as anybody on this floor to give relief to the people, and 
to give relief to the industries of this country as quickly as pos- 
sible. There is no gentleman here who looks forward with a 
warmer hope than I do to the time when we can have not only 
free wool, but free woolen goods. There is no gentleman in this 
House who is a more ardent free trader than I am. But we 
must be considerate when we are changing an existing condi- 
tion. There is not a rate upon anything, except a few luxuries, 
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in this bill which, if we were at the beginning of the system 
and called upon to enact legislation, I would not oppose. You 
would have none of these rates with my vote if we were at the 
other end of the system. Butwe are repealing,and we must re- 
gard existing conditions. : 

Now, the woolen business divides itself into twoseasons. They 
begin with the Ist of January to manufacture goods that are to 
be consumed the following autumn and winter. They should 
manufacture these goods during the present winter and comi 
spring: Now, unless the manufacturers are permitted to se 
the goods under conditions corresponding with those under which 
they make them of course they will not manufacture them at all. 

he time of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas having expired, 
on motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, by unanimous consent 
it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I thank the gentleman 
and the committee for this kindness. The manufacturer knows 
perfectly well that if he is compelled to manufacture out of taxed 
wool, and then to sell such goods in competition with goods that 
have been made out of untaxed wool, a very heavy and ruinous 
loss will fall upon him. What would you do under such circum- 
stances? You would dowhat I would do, or what any man would 
do, for the proposition is obvious. Asa matter of course the 
manufacturer would under those circumstances close down his 
mill. If we could have given free wool on the Ist of January, 
have promised this reduction on woolen goods to go into effect, 
say, 3 in the spring, it would have been an ideal adjustment of 
the dates. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 5 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Is not wool to-day lower than it ever has 
been in its entire history, and is it not cheap enough for amanu- 
facturer to ee competition with foreign wool? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman must 
view the question of prices relatively. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. T hope the gentleman will answer my 
question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will answer the ques- 
tion, and I will broaden it a little. Some grades of American 
wool are, I believe, as cheap if not cheaper than the same grades 
of wool abroad. Perhaps all grades are, but we do not know 
that. It is a question of dispute, and, what is more potent, it 
is a question of doubt. I think our wool, as a whole, will not 
fall; but there are hundreds of classes of wool, and no one, so far 
as I know, can speak with confidence of the price of all of them. 
But we manufacture also a great deal of woolen goods out of 
imported wool, and that is not as cheap here as it is abroad by 
the full amount of the tax. Therefore, our manufacturers are 
forced by existing law, which we are powerless immediately to 
toponi to manufacture for next fall under present conditions. 

the fall market is not secured for the manufacturers and 
merchants so as to protect them from these onerous conditions, 
they will not load up with the goods. If that loss is to be located 
on them, as a matter of course they will not go into the transac- 
tion. They suffer. But they do not suffer except from a tem- 
porary stoppage, while the laboring man suffers 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. And the American wool- 


grower. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. And the wool-groweralso 
suffers, because you stop the demand for American wool, and 
when É friend from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] speaks of a 
hasty policy in regard to this he drives the rowels of his spurs 
into the flanks of thë workingmen, whom we can not save from 
suffering except in the way the committee proposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Will the gentlemen allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Tell ussomething about the interest 
of the consumer; we have not heard that discussed by the Com- 
mittee on 5 5 and Means. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will, with a great deal 
of pleasure. The consumer, if such an amendment as my friend 
from Ohio proposes should be adopted, would get cheaper goods 
afew months earlier. But of course the future will be antici- 
pated considerably by dealers, and this benefit is consequentl 
somewhatexaggerated. There is no question about that, but 
ask you toconsider two things. Would that compensate for the 
loss to the wool-grower in the demand for his wool in the spring, 
and would it compensate for the temporary but acute suffering 
15 would be forced thereby on the wage-workers of the woolen 
mills? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Yes, unless free wool is pkan A 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It is not a question ọf 
free wool or of free goods. It isa question of how to put free 
wool and lower rates on woolen goods into operation. Itisa 
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question of the adjustment of the dates to the usages and needs 


of business. That is where gentlemen make a mistake in treat- 
ing this particular question of dates in this particular industry 
with its special seasons for work and sales as a question of free 
wool and considering the merits of the question of the tax on 
goods and the merits of the tax on wool in this connection. This 
thing you would have to do if the provision were made for free 
wool and free goods. because we must preserve the market to 
the manufacturer until he exhausts those goods that existi 
law forced him to make of wool that paid a tax, or else he wi 
not make them during that period at all, 

Now that we have fought this great fight for tariff reform 
through all these years, and at last acquired the great power 
intrusted to us, is it wise, is it right for us to enter upon any 
part of our great work in a punitive spirit? Should we go at 
our great work considerately, or like a man who tries to menda 
watch with an ax? And I say to our friends that while the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means came to this conclusion reluctantly 
for we earnestly desire earlier results, yet let it be unders 
that after the most exhaustive consideration we came to this 
conclusion firmly; and we ask our friends to stand by us. We 
want to do what is right, and this is the wise, proper, and right 
thing todo. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means on this question, 
and I do not want any better argument than they furnish for 
putting wool on the free list at once. They say there is a stag- 
nation in business, and that doubt and uncertainty will keep the 
factories longer idle. Remove this doubt and uncertainty the 
first minute you can do so, and that will be the minute when the 
bill goes into effect. You can not do it any sooner than that, or 
my amendment would have provided for the earlier date. 

The manufacturers want free wool quickly. Why not take 
advantage of the influence of their lobby, a power that we have 
felt exerting itself upon our committee in a wrong direction 
(that is to make the bill worse), by the adoption of the substitute 
I propose, which makes wool free as soon as the bill is passed? 
The influence of the lobby then will be in the direction of hur- 
rying up the Senate, which is not noted for acting quickly. This 
influence will then be in the direction of saving time to the peo- 

le. N 
p Why does the committee propose December 1 as the date for 
lowering the duties on woolen goods? The only effect I can see 
will beto maintain monopoly prices longer. You who are in favor 
of free wool and lower duties on woolen goods in the interests of 
the consumers should use every effort to bring both changes about 

uickly. If the committee have, as I believe, made a + blunder 


n proposing this amendment and the one to follow, it is the dut; 
of the Democratic members of this House to vote down the amend- 
ments. It is more important that we should act courageously 


than that we should make a display of courtesy to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. HERMANN, Mr, Chairman, there is little inspiration 
to an advocate in a case who is iuformed in advance by the court 
that a judgment has already been entered against him. There- 
fore we as protectionists haye not much occasion for enthusiasm 
on this side, when it is known in advance what will be the fate 
of this measure, though we may present the most conclusive rea- 
soning and the most favorable showing in support of our opponi 
tion toit; but, sir, it is at least, limited as it is, some consolation 
to know that an opportunity is offered us now and here, through 
this House and to the American people to enter our earnest pro- 
test against the injury which is about to be inflicted upon so large 
a portion of our own people, and upon such an immense propor- 
tion of their wealth. There is satisfaction also in another di- 
rection, Mr. Chairman, in knowing thatat last the veil has been 
cast aside, and we are to have this issue presented for the first 
time as an issue should always be presented in its true and real 
meaning. 

In former years we have been deceived by appeals upon this 
question on the part of the free trader, in his argument to the 
wool-growing interest of this country, by the statement that 
placing wool on the free list would be an advantage to him, that 
as the duty was lowered it would produce a corresponding in- 
crease in the price of his wool, and would have a tendency to 
raise the price of wool in the American market in proportionas 
foreign wool was reduced in price by reduced duties; also, that 
it would have another effect, namely, to give the American 
manufacturer an opportunity to import the foreign wools neces- 
sary for the production of many fabrics by admixture with our 
domestic wools; that all this would increase the manufacturer's 
market and wool would rise. 

This humbug appeal has been exposed. The consumer now 
hears but one argument—that wool must be free, that the man- 
ulacturer may have a better opportunity; that this country can 


hand 
the hearings of the Ways and Means Committee of Con- 
gress, where several of the ablest experts of American woolen 
manufactures e and testified that even the last assum 
tion to which I have referred is fallacious; that this country 
able and has been able in times oF rt to produce wools of the 
necessary quality required for ixture with the majority of 
American wools to produce the finest fabrics worn by civilized 
mankind, and that it is able to produce and has been able to 
produce a sufficient quantity of those wools under sufficient pro- 
tection. Mr. Chairman, now the appeal is addressed to the 
American people in behalf of the reduction of duty upon the 
ground that it decreases the price of wearing apparel to the 
consumer. The whole argument is that by destroying the Ameri- 
can wool industry, now embracing 50,000,000 sheep and yielding 
over $100,000,000 annual income to our own people, weshall have 
cheaper clothes! They say this will be an immense benefit. 

It is obvious, however, that a special fallacy accompanies this 
argument as to the extent of that reduction. Admitting that 
there would be a reduction of pris in one point of view, what 
would be its extent? Upon this question I call particular atten- 
tion to testimony which will be found in the report of the hear- 
ings before the Ways and Means Committee. Mr. Justice, of 
Philadelphia, probably one of the most profound students of the 
wool industry in this country, on examination before that com- 
mittee most completely exposed the free trader, and demon- 
strated the extravagance and real falsity of his statement. Mr. 
ere a a put to him the free trader’s familiar position by 
saying: 

1 suppose the farmersin the older States where farms and flocks are 
small have to pay more protection on the woolen goods purchased for their 
families than they receive in protection on the wool they sell. The differ- 
ence in this tariff tax would be a losing business to them, wouldit not? 

Mr. Justice answered: 

Ido not think so. For instance this suit of clothes 

Pointing to his own suit— 
contains 3 pounds of wool. If we had free wool, the woolen goods in it 
would 2 cost 90 cents. Under the McKinley law as at first proposed 
it would cost 31.80. The farmer who wears a suit of clothes like this pa: 
15 S more under the McKinley bill than if he had sold his free wool In 

Mr. Justice further testifies that there is an average among 
the farmers of Ohio of about 200 sheep per capita, that the 
sheep will yield about 5 pounds of wool each—that is, about 
1,000 pounds for the flock; that in scouring the shrinkage will 
be one-half, leaving 500 pounds of scoured wool, l 

Now, if the farmer sells that wool at 60 cents he gets $300 for 
his scoured wool, but if he sells it in London at the free-trade 
price he gets only $150. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

RECKINRIDGE] put tothe witness thisinterrogatory: “ You arè 
not i properas to say whether the farmer makes or loses by the 
tariff on the wool schedule?” To which the witness made this 
significant answer: The wool [for two suits for four in family] 
in free-trade clothes saves him $7.80 and reduces his income 8150. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE Said: That is based on the calculationyou 
have just given.” Mr. Justice says: Because you take the 
gro that you are not going to reduce the wages of labor.“ 

his suit given as a sample was one costing $27 at wholesale, at 
retail not less than $30, and the wool cost was 90 cents. Now, 
take a suit costing $13.50 and the wool cost to the consumer 
would be about 45 cents, and this on a most comfortable wool 
suit. This is the enormous sacrifice he makes for protection! 

I want to call particularly to this point the attention of gen- 
tlemen upon the other side who are assuming to be the especial. 
champions of the poor consumer, and who haye magnified the 
cost imposed upon him by protection without at the same time 
reminding him of the innumerable advantages conferred upon 
him by the protection eats And while deceiving the people 
in this way assurances have been given to the laborers of the 
country, and to the operatives in the woolen factories of our 
country, that whatever might be the fate of wool, whether it 
went up or down, but especially if it went down by reduced du- 
ties, there should be no diminution in their wages. I want that 
particularly to go out to the country, and let the workingmen 
take the one proposition with the other. 

The very most that can be expected in the way of reduction in 
the price of a superior suit of woolen clothes is 0 cents, and that 
All wool and a yard wide.” There are, as I have said, man 
cc PE Parser considerations which will far more than outweig 
the 90 cents, but my limited time will not permit me to present 
them to the committee, In conclusion, I desire again to protest 
in the name of one-half of the population of that f nt 
State on the western confines of the Republic, which I have the 
honor cd ey to represent, which 3 is most extensively 
interested in wool growing, and who see before them a sacrifice 
of their flocks, now yielding an annual revenue of $4,000,000, and 
the abandonment of vast acres of pasture lands no longer suit- 
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able for other purposes. They have come before us in me- 
morials, in petitions, through chambers of commerce, through 
boards of trade and through oral appeals they have beseeched 
the Representatives of the American people in this Chamber to 
respect not only the important interest of the wool-grower, but 
also the many other interests which are directly and indirectly 
connected with that industry. 

eee the hammer tell.] 

r. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have been inclined to subor- 
dinate to some extent my own opinions upon this subject in or- 
der to follow the lead of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I must confess that in agreeing to vote for the bill I am com- 

lied to concede something of my own opinions because this 

ill does not go far enough and it does not go fast enough in 
the direction of free trade. Some of the advocates of protec- 
tion have been appealing to us to do something to protect the 
farmer. I answer that appeal, as the representative of an 
agricultural district, by saying that I want to protect the farmer 
against protection. at is the only protection the farmer 
needs. Phe gentleman from South Dakota Mr. PICKLER] and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] insist that this bill 
ought not to pass because it gives no protection to the farmer. 
Mr. Chairman, if there is any class in this country which does 
not want any legislation in its favor to-protect it, that olass is 
the farmer class. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is, the farmer ought to be in a condi- 
tion not to need protection: 

Mr. ENLOE. The only protection the farmer needs is pro- 
tection which would consist in the repeal of the laws which im- 
pose unjust and unequal burdens on him. He only wants an 

usl opportunity in life under the law. 
7 SIMPSON. That is right. 

Mr. ENLOE. And when we give him that, we have done 
everything that legislation can do for that class of labor. But 
‘we have professional farmers here. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], who said this morning that he wanted to 
raise his voice in behalf of the farmer, is the representative of 
such farmers as spoke at a meeting in Now York which I find 
reported in the New York Press of Saturday, January 13. $ 

r. SIMPSON. Wallstreetfarmers! 

Mr. ENLOE. That meeting included in its membership a 
number of persons who had assembled to protest against the 
passage of this bill. 

8 g for the hatters of the United States, one of those 
men, Walter Bates, spoke as follows: I've been through the 
South, and I know that you don’t see a factory there in a day's 
ride. Then why on earth do 1 55 have Southern Congressmen 
to legislate for workingmen? Why do they go down and get 
these goose farmers to make laws for us? They are experts in 
raising uts and cotton. They don't know what a working- 
man wants.” That is the kind of a farmer the gentleman from 
New York represents. A man who denounces farmers as igno- 
rant geese, because they protest against being picked any longer 
by the tools and slaves of corporations and monopolies. 

No doubt a district which produces more Wall street Bulls 
and Bears than any other agricultural product entertains the 


inion that we do not know what the wor wants. 
ose of us who come from agricultural districts can sp for 
the farmers. We voice their wants and their will. t the 


ntleman content himself as a spokesman for the protected in- 
5 — which he represents. 

The term laboring man“ has become a technical term, and 
the construction placed upon it by the advocates of protection is 
that no man is a laboring man unless he works somewhere shel- 
tered from the sun. 

Mr. Chairman, I speak for a class of laborers in this country 
who work out in the opensunshine, the noblest, the bravest, the 
most patriotic class of men in this or any other country. They 
rise in the morning with the sun, and work until the sun sets. 
There is no eight-hour law to limit their hours of toil. Yet, 
certain workingmen in the cities who get a much greater com- 
pensation for their labor than farm laborers in this country re- 
ceive, and who work little more than half the time that the 
farmers work, have the impudence to say that the “goose” 
farmers do not know what the laboring men of this country want. 
These protected“ laborers, who are thrown out of employment 
under the highest rate of protection this country has ever known, 
are not competent critics of the intelligence of the farmers, and 
will not be, so longasthey demand that this state of affairs shall 
continue, and are content to exist by the grace and favor of the 
lords of trust and monopoly, who rob both producers and con- 
sumers in the name of the laboring man. Protection has made 
labor in the protected industries the poor, destitute, and discon- 
tented slave of capital. 

Hunger and despair unsettle reason. The slave whose cries 
for work and bread are heard above the rattle of his chains de- 
serves pity rather than rebuke. The meetings of workingmen 


to protest against their emancipation from such a bondage are 
the strongest appeal to the American people to hasten the hour 
of their deliverance. 

Now, let us see what the McKinley bill has done for the farm- 
ers of this country. Yousay it afforded protection to the farmer 
on corn. I will take for illustration the statistics as to corn, 
wheat,oats,and meat products as among the principal farm prod- 
ucts of this country, exclusive of cotton. Under the former 
tariff law there was imported in 1889, 2,401 bushels of corn. We 
then had a duty of 10 centsa bushel on corn. The McKinley 
bill placed the duty at 15 cents a bushel, and in 1892 we im- 
ported 15,290 bushels. In 1889 we imported under a tax of 10 
cents a bushel on oats 22,310 bushels of oats. In 1892, under a 
tax of 15 cents a bushel, we imported 20,208 bushels. In 1889 
with a tax of 20 cents a bushel on wheat, we imported 130,649 
bushels, and in 1892, under the McKinley tax of 25 cents a 
bushel, we imported 2,459,602 bushels. So high taxes did not 
‘decrease importations. We did not, I believe, import any meat 
products in either year. Now, let us look at the exports. We 
exported in 1892, 41,590,460 bushels of corn, yet you say that the 
man who raises corn needs protection against.the foreign pro- 
ducer. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] was to 
protect the corn-raisers of Illinois. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not want to stir upacyclone. If the gen- 
tleman will be moderate 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman ought not to refer to me and 
then not have the manliness to allow me to ask him a question. 

Mr: ENLOE. I have the ‘‘ manliness ™ to do it, if the gentle- 
man has the politeness tointerruptinapoliteway. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARSH. I do ask you in a polite way. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, proceed with the question; what is it? 

Mr. MARSH. I have almost forgotten now what it was. 
„ When the gentleman thinks of it I will yield 

Mr. MARSH. Iwill give it to you now: Will you not state 
to the committee the number of live stock imported into this 
country previous to the McKinley bill and the number imported 
since that time? 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, that is a very insignificant item. I 
could furnish it to the gentleman in a moment, but my time is 
limited. He knows how to read and can find it for himself. 

Mr. MARSH. I want you to put that in alongside of your 
wheat statistics. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know that the shoe pinches the gentleman, 
because his argument is not tenable. 

In the matter of oats, we imported in 1892, 20,208 bushels; and 
we exported 3,842,559 bushels. Take the article of wheat, which 
the McKinley bill protected with a duty fof 25 cents a bushel, 
so that the American wheat-grower might not be obliged to 
8 with the wheat-grower of India. In 1892 we imported 
= x p: article 2,459,612 ‘bushels, and we exported 161,000,000 

ushels. 

Now, do you think that the farmers of this country who raised 
the 161,0. 0,000 bushels of wheat are suffering from want of pro- 
tection against the 2,459,612 bushels of seed wheat which we im- 
ported into this country last year? Their surplus product was 
sold in open competition with the wheat-growers of the world. 

Another of the principal agricultural products is meat. The 
beef cattle and the hogs raised by our farmers are slaughtered 
and the 88 are exported in the form of beef, pork, bacon, 
lard, and tallow. We have a duty on those products; yet in 1892 
not a pound of meat product was imported into the United States, 
80 far as I have been able to find from the statistics. We ex- 
ported in 1802, $34,436,169 worth of beef products and $85,116,566 
worth of hog products. 

Corn, oats, wheat, and meat products constitute the bulk of 
the agricultural products represented by the gentleman who 
comesfrom the great agricultural State of Illinois. They consti- 
tute the bulk of agricultural products in the West and the South- 
west. Iam not astonished thata professional farmer in Vermont 
should write a letter to the gentleman from Vermont Mr. Grout] 
proposing to punish the Democratic party because the McKinlay 
bill has put the price of wool down, as he admits, from 22 cents 
to 11 cents a pound. That farmer is about as wise as are the 
laboring men who protest against the modification of the McKin- 
ley bill, which has brought panic and stagnation upon the coun- 
try and installed the tspecters of hunger and want as famil- 
iar guests at the firasides of millions of working men and work- 

women throughout the land. 
ough this bill is not such a bill as ought to be passed, it is 
perhaps better in its present shape than the bill we will be able 
to pass. I think it is the best we can do to stand by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and speed its passage through this 
House. When we can not get what we want we must take the 
best we can get. It is a step in the right direction. 
Mr. Chairman, I might make an argument similar to the ar- 
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gument so familiar to us here. I have thought it would be well 
to illustrate the absurdity of attempting to frame a bill to suit 
every protected local interest. I might protest against this bill 
because it puts iron and coal on the free list, I might protest be- 
cause it puts eggs on the free list. The McKinley bill took 
eggs off the free list and put a tax of 5 cents a dozen on them. 

eought by all means to protect the American hen from com- 
petition with foreign hens—the ‘‘pauper” hens of Europe. They 
ought not tobe allowed to compete with the mothers of our 
Democraticroosters. Under the fostering care of the McKinley 
law our American hens have laid all other hens in the shade. 
They have brought great distress on the hens of other countries 
and greatly discouraged all efforts at competition, and it stands 
to their credit that we produced the largest crop of Democratic 
roosters in 1892 that was ever known in our history. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I suppose, notwithstanding these persua- 
sive facts, that a large industry in my district will have to be 
suspended, I will vote for the bill nevertheless, and trust to the 
patriotic pride of our hens to sustain their reputation against 
all comers. ; 

I will say, in conclusion, seriously, Mr. Chairman, there is 
nothing in the argument of protectionists, who claim to repre- 
sent the farmer, that this bill discriminates against him, because 
the statistics show that the McKinley bill afforded him no pro- 
tection against competition, and the prices of his products have 
steadily declined since it passage. ese facts are indisputably 
true, and no amount of sophistry and misrepresentation can 
change them, The farmers understand their interests in this 
matter and they will not be misled. 

The argument that the passage of this bill will destroy our in- 
dustries and diminish the opportunities of labor for profitable em- 
ployment is the invention of those who have grown rich on the 
profits of class legislation. The alleged facts used are made to 
order, and the arguments based upon them are a tissue of fallacy 
anddeception. I have been ready and anxious to vote on this bill 
since the day it was reported. hat the country wants is action. 
The sooner we can have it the better for the country and the 
better for the Democratic party. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Tennessee has referred to the imports of corn and of some 
other farm articles into the United States since the e of 
the McKinley law. I notice that he omitted any allusion to the 
imports of barley, and as he has forgotten it I want to call his 
attention and the attention of the committee to the facts. In 
1834, according to a statement which I hold in my hand, and 
furnished by a malting company of the city of Milwaukee, we 
imported 8,593,902 bushels of barley of the value of 95,919,965, 
and the quantity increased somewhat until 1891, after the Mc- 
Kinley law had taken effect, when we imported only 5,076,471 
bushels, of the value of $3,221,189; in 1892 we impo but about 
3,000,000 bushels of barley, of the value of $1,591,000; and in 1893 
only $921,000 worth of barley was imported, giving the market 
almost ee to the farmers of the United States. : 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman 
yield for a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I can not yield in my limited 


time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I wish toask the gentle- 
man if the price of home barley has pons up to the home raiser 
since the passage of the McKinley bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (continuing). I recollect, Mr. 
Chairman, (I can not yield to the interruption of the gentleman 
from Kentucky) I recollect distinctly during the discussion of 
the McKinley law it was asserted here over and over again that 
we could not 3 barley suitable for the manufacture of 
malt and beer in this country. Now, Iwant to say that accord- 
ing to this gentleman, we are to-day aa a | the wants of 
our people with our own production of barley, and he says in this 
statement, that the barley produced in the Northwestern States 
is superior to that produced in Canada. I will quote his exact 
language. He says: 

The full effects and benefits of the 30 cent duty are now just beginning to 

make themselves manifest, The excellent quality of the barley raised in the 
States above referred to is rapidly making friends for it 8 and 
more particularly in the sections of the country where formerly Canadian 
barley was used. 
And he further says: It can not be claimed that the American 
cereal is inferior to its foreign rival,” and that if the present 
duty isnot disturbed Canadian barley will eventually be driven 
from the United States. ` 

This is the language used by the gentleman referred to, and 
he protests t any reduction in the rate. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwish to ask the gentleman if he does not think 
that it would be much better and safer for him to quote the offi- 
cial reeords instead of the letter he has in his because his 
statements are inaccurate? 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Iam assured the stitements 
as to imports of barley quoted by me are correct, and I believe 
ey will be so found. 

r.PICKLER. Howmuch barley do we import, according to 
the opinion of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will give the gentleman the figures, I have 
them here, and he can read them for himself. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
one of so much importance that I feel Iam justified in giving 
my views on the subject to which it refers. 

The discussion has taken a very wide range, covering the pro- 
priety of the reductions made in the woolen schedule, and also 
the question of whether these reductions are such as the mem- 
bers of this House would have desired. Iam very candid to ad- 
mit—and this is an admission that has been made by most of the 
members on this side of the House who have engaged in the dis- 
cussion—that there are many things in this bill thatdo not fully 
meet my views of the reductions that ought to have been made; 
but no tariff bill can be framed except by concession on the part 
of all those who are willing to support tariff reform, 3 
from the extreme free-trade Democrats to those who talk tar 
reform before election, and reluctantly support a bill with such 
material reductions ascharacterize this, and are sometimes called 
protection Democrats.” 

Now, this amendment is not a question of rates; it is not a 
question whether we shall have free woolen goods or shall not 
have free woolen goods; but when shall free wool and the rates 
we have adopted go into effect? Iam frank to say that I would 
like to have both free wool and free woolen goods, and to have 
them immediately. But I recognize the fact that the tariff re- 
formers of this country who must make tariff reform a success, 
if it is ever carried to a successful issue. have not the purpose to 
injure or destroy manufacturers, but to liberate both them and the 
consumers from burdens by enlarging opportunities to the for- 
mer and cheapening goods to the latier. In framing this bill 
we have goo as far as we felt we could and secure its passage 
through both Houses. We were influenced by the same motives 
in offering this amendment, and ask those of you who believe 
we ought to have free wool and woolen goods now to make such 
concessions to the existing condition of things as shall not in- 
jure tariff reform with the very people who have assisted us to 
maketariff reform a possibility. 

It has been suggested—I hope inadvertently—by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] that the committee has been in- 
fluenced, and influenced in a wrong direction, by lobbyists, in 
framing these amendments. I pass that by, because I do not 
consider it worthy of notice or discussion. As to this amend- 
ment, I wish to say that when we began its consideration my 
colleagues and I stood exactly where the gentleman from Ohio 
does, differing, I suppose, in one respect from him, and that is 
that we are anxious that the manner and time and method of 


put our reform in operation shall be such as not to unneces- 
sarily injure the Democratic party among those people whose 
assistance has enabled the people of the South and West to make 


tariff reform possible—I mean the merchants of New York and 
the cities, and a goodly number of the manufacturers of the 
Eastern States, who are with us on this question. Becoming, 
after patient and careful consideration, satisfied that this amend- 
ment would best subserve this purpose I felt it our duty to urge 
its adoption. 

[The time of Mr. MONTGOMERY having oxpired, by unanimous 
consent it was extended five minutes.] 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I sopen to the members on this side 
of the House to be governed by the principles which have ac- 
tuated the committee in offering this amendment, and to do 
nothing that will unnecessarily injure industries of any kind in 
this country, but do what I understand all tariff reformers want 
to do, give freer conditions to manufacturers and cheaper goods 
to consumers, and do this in such a method as to enable the man- 
ufacturers toadjust themselves to the new conditions, so that we 
may proceed as rapidly as possible to absolute freedom from the 
tariff burdens now impoverishing the laborers and consumers of 
this country. Your committee believe that the timeand method 
of putting the bill in operation provided by this amendment and 
the one that will follow, will best subserve this purpose, and for 
this reason ask its adoption. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have reached this conclusion because I 
believe if you put this woolen schedule in operation as the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio|Mr. J OHNSON] proposes, 
you will destroy and paralyze the woolen manufacturing indus- 
try of this country, so far as the production of the goods which 
are to be consumed next fall are concerned. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes. 

Mr. BLAND. Did the gentleman consider that the Ist of 
March, the time originally fixed, was a proper time for this bill 
to go into effect? he so consider itat the time it was fixed? 
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Mr. MONTGOMERY.’ I will answer the gentleman's ques- 
tion, These dates as originally put into this bill were put in 
while we were giving this question the most careful considera- 
tion we could, but before we had the amount of information upon 
which we finally acted, when we adopted the amendments. e 
have been carefully considering this question from the very be- 
ginning, because the committde all the time considered it the most 

ifficult question connected with the important woolen schedule. 
And these amendments have been finally decided on as the fair- 
est and justest solution of the difficulty. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I have not concluded my answer to 
the question. When we fixed the dates now in the bill, we were 
driven to the point where we had to present the bill to this 
House, and we were hopeful at that time that it would pass more 
speedily than is now possible, giving them free wool from the 
early date, March 1, and that they would be able to manufacture 
out of free wool the goods which they are compelled to sell, if 
they sell them at all, in the market for next fall. 

r. BLAND. Suppose the bill should take effect on the Ist 
of March. Does the gentleman think that would paralyze the 
woolen manufacturer? s 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If I could have any hope that this bill 
would go through by the Ist of March I would stand by the dates 
that are in it now; but I have no such hope, and I do not think 
anybody in this House can expect that the bill will pass both 
Houses and become a law before the middle of May. 

Mr. BLAND. Suppose, for instance, the bill should take effect 
by the middle of April or the Ist of April—and certainly we could 

et the bill sry. Hd then—would the difference of one month 
a very serious difference? A nee 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will tell you what the trouble is in 
that regard. The woolen manufacturing industries of thiscoun- 
try, as has been said on this floor, are paralyzed now. 

“Nir. BLAND. Are not a great many of them paralyzed for a 
purpose, and is not that purpose the lowering of wages? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas.. Not in this case. ‘ 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Not, in my judgment, in the woolen 
manufactories. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not suppose they are in this case. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Iam talking about this case, because 
I do not want to get off from this subject. Now I am not one of 
those who, as some gentleman on this floor has said, want to 
punish the manufacturers at all; but on the contrary, as I have 
said, I want to build them up, and if I did not believe that from 
the date this bill goes into effect the manufacturing interests of 
this country would increase and grow instead of diminishing 
and at the same time goods be cheapened, I would vote against 
the bill with the gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. BLAND. T hope the gentleman dces not wish to put me 
in the category of those who want to injure American manufac- 
turers. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I do not. I do not want to injure but 
build up manufacturing; still less do I want to do anything in 
this House that will prevent the laboring men of this country 
from getting work and relief from their conditions, and getting 
itimmediately. I believe if you fix these rates to go into effect 
the Ist day of August for free wool,and the greatly decreased 
rates on woolen goods provided in this bill on the Ist of Decem- 
ber, the woolen mannfactories will start up immediately, be- 
cause the manufacturer will know that he can manufacture 
goods from tax-paid wool for the fall market, and have four 
months to sell them under the same conditions. Now, Iam as 
anxious as the gentleman can be to get rid of all taxation on 

paoar as soon as it is possible. 
ll the gentleman yield to me for another 


woolen and all other 

Mr. BLAND. Wi 
question? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. It is this: Supposing that we find that the 
manufacturer knows that the bill can become a law on the Ist of 
April, I do not think we ought to change it; but suppose that 
in the meantime we ascertain that it can not be done; still I say 
there is ample time after the bill has passed this House to exam- 
ine this question and to determine it finally. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Do you think the workmen of the 


woolen manufactories of this country, who have been out of em- 


ployment some months now—Ido not say from what cause, be- 
cause I am not discussing that—would agree with you that we 
ought by legislation to compel the woolen mills to stand still 
until the Ist of April, or maybe the middle of May, during 
which time they must suffer from starvation through not being 
able to get any work? 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all, and that is not included in any ques- 
tion I have asked, nor what I have said. What I have meuntis 
this That if it is ascertained that this bill ought not to take 


effect until the Ist day of August, then it should be amended, 


but if it shall pass the House and go to the Senate, and they pass 
it within a month or six weeks, your whole objection is not good. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. What will the manufacturer be doing 
in the meantime, and what will his workmen be doing? 

Mr. BLAND. But will the gentleman allow me? How can 
the manufacturer know what todoat any time. We are simply 
passing this bill through the House. It is not passed until it 
passes the Senate, and not until it becomes a law; and nothing 
that the House can do will bind the Senate. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. But every manufacturer in this coun- 
try knows that when this House passes these amendments fixing 
these dates that the body at the other end of the Capitol will not 
be less liberal with him than we have been, and that he can 
safely give his workmen employment, relying on the terms and 
dates this House has fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, this matter seems to me morea 
question of fact than anything else. I do not know what you 
gentlemen have against New England and against the manu- 
facturers of the North. I can conceive something of your hav- 
ing prejudice against the manufacturers as a class, but the 
manufacturers as a class are not the people who are involved 
here, but it is the men who work in the mills. They are the par- 
ties who are affected; and it is in the interest of those working- 
men of the North, and especially of that portion from which I 
come, that I desire to speak. Ihave in my hand a letter from a 
personal friend, who wanted me to look up a pension matter, who 
also inclosed in his letter a petition or remonstrance against the 
passage of this bill; and he has also written me in respect tothe 
matter. 

He circulated a remonstrance against the 5 of this bill 
and at the same time a request or a petition for its passage. He 
was not able to get a single signer among the citizens, manufac- 
turers, and laboring le of the village in which he lives in 
favor of the bill, but he did get their signatures to the remon- 
strance, and that I have placed in the possession of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. Everybody signed it, without respect 
to party. And let me tell you that some of the men of most in- 
telligence in the State of New Hampshire who desire the defeat of 
this bill are leading Democrats who are, and some who are not, 
engaged in manufecturing, and all parties joined together with 
the laboring people in the remonstrance against its passage. 
ButI wish at this moment to show why the amendment should 
be adopted, as we all know the bill can not pass for some months. 

We know very well it is of the utmost importance that these 
people should have employment in order to live during the hard 
winter and for the next few months. If this bili ls not changed, 
and becomes a law as it is, the farmers who did not sell their wool 
will be compelled to sell it when it will meet in the market the 
foreign production; and if you putin this provision extending 
the time when the bill goes into effect until next August, the 
farmers in California and other parts of the country who now 
hold their wool will sell it at once, and when you reach the pe- 
riol that this bill takes effect they will have their coming clip at 
the factory before foreign wool can get there. I now want to 
read this letter to you. It is from William B. Fellows, esq., a 
man of character in his community, and accompanies the re- 
monstrance. I know the place = well; it is the village in 
which I received much of my early education, and perhaps there 
are 1,800 or 2,000 prone living in thetown. Its academy and its 
manufactures are its life. He says: 


TILTON, N. H., January 4, 1894. 

DEAR SENATOR: Ihand you herewith a protest against the passage of 
the Wiison bill. The signers are reliable people and know what they want 
and don’t want. 

Of course a few would not sign it. To them I offered the petition in favor 
of the bill, which I inclose. I was unable to get anyone to sign that. They 
say we must have protection, but sit trembling, unwilling to commit them- 
selves one way or the other. That number, however, is growing less daily, 
and with the continuance of these times will either die or get on our side. 

One large hosiery mill here is entirely shut down for lack of orders. They 
usually Geon f 150 hands. Another, ordinarily employing 225 hands, has 
been closed this week, when it has started on reduced prices with 25 
hands on a small order for cotton goods. Two woolen milis (one corporation) 
are runn full time just now on early summer goods. Atthistimeofyear 
they should have large orders coming in for heavy goods for another winter. 
They haven't received an order o that kind and can't get one. Goods that 
they sell for 27 cents a yard are 5 Seats by a specific duty of 22) centsa 

ard. That is struck off by the Wilson bill. Anyone can see the reduction 
to help on that basis. A third woolen mill is running a little, but the su- 
perintendent told me to-night they should close entirely in a short time; 
can get no orders. A new hosiery mill, just completed, shows no s of 
starting. An eyeglass factory, usually employing 100 hands, is practically 
doing nothing; no orders. That’s this village! 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. HENRY W. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C. 


Now, that state of things prevails all over my district. The 
district is made up largely of small villages and small cities. 


W. B. FELLOWS. 
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The largest city in our State has about fifty thousand people: 
The mass of my district is made up of populations like that 
which is described in this letter, living in that way, and I tell 
you that many people there are cold and hungry, and by defeat- 

g this amendment, by refusing to. say that this bill shall not 
take effect until after this year’s clip can be made and marketed 
without competition from abroad, you are simply saying that 
these people shall go on living there in idleness and suffering 
for the next sixmonths. If you have the ordinary emotions of 
human beings pe will see the necessity of doing what is here 
proposed; and I sought the floor a second time simply to read to 
the committee this statement in order that gentlemen might 
know the truth. Thisis not a party question in our State. 

Wehave reached the point where partisans are merged in 
men. It is a question of humanity and patriotism; yes, sir, of 
self-preservation. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways and Means. I am very 
much amused to hear gentlemen on this side of the House con- 
tinually talking about free trade” withoutsaying asingle word 
as to how the 5400, 000, 000 necessary to pay the expenses of Gov- 
ernment are to be provided. Free trade at this stage of the case 
is impossible, and what we are trying to do by this bill is to de- 
vise a method of tariff rates to raise revenue for the support of 
the Government. The question of free wool has been discussed 
time and time again. The Fifty-second Congress voted to place 
wool upon the free list. The great tariff message of 1887 said that 
wool ought to go on the free list, and the people of this country 
voted at the recent Presidential election that they wanted it 

on the free list. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this House well understands and the coun- 
try understands that the important question we have to settle 
now is when this bill shall become law, for then business can ad- 
{ust itself to the change. The idea that placing wool upon the free 

ist will have the effect that some gentlemen profess to believe 
it will have upon the market for wool produced in this country 
is, in my judgment, unfounded, and in this my judgment es 
with the Opinions of people who are familiar with the subject. I 
ask to have read by the Clerk a letter from a former member of 
this House, a gentleman who is engaged in the business of rais- 
ing wool. This letter was written in answer to one of the circu- 
lars which our friends on the other side refer to so often here. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recently a firm of Philadelphia middlemen sent him a circular letter re 


garding the prospects of the market for the future. The dealers advised him 
that the threatened changes in the wool tarif were operating against the 
market and that they thought prices would continue to decline. They added, 
however, that a strong effort would be made to induce Congress to retain 
wool on the tected schedule, and requested him to join in a petition to 
that effect. y also incidentally wanted to know if he needed an advance 
in cash on his present clip. His reply was as follows: 

“DEAR SIRS: Yours ofthe 27th at hand. I have also noticed your name in 
connection with petitions to Co s, asking it not to disturb the wool du- 
* ties. Now, I am a grower of wool, and I will petition Congress to put it on 
the free list, and the 8 the better, as wool will be enhanced in value 
by so doing. As for s ipping vou the wool, I do not wish to do so, neither do 
I want an advance upon ít. Iam not scared by this bugaboo of free wool, 
and I trust and hope and also believe that Congress will take the sensible 
view of it they have already started out to do, and put it on the free list where 
it belongs, and let you growers, who do not grow wcol, see that you are 
wrong in your theories. I should be glad to receive your circulars if you see 
fit to send them, but do not attempt to scare me with a bugaboo. 


5 “S, O. FISHER.” 


Applause on the Democratic side.] 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
has expired. 
Mx. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, we have heard a great deal to- 
day about the farmer. I represent an agricultural constituency, 
and as to this statement that the protective policy hasoutraged 
the farmers of America, I want to enter my solemn protest 
ainst it. On the 8th day of November, 1892, in the markets 
-of Chicago, Philadelphia, and New York, the farmers of the 
United States received larger prices for their products with one 
exception than at any time in the history of this country, that 
one exception being wheat. On that day the price of wheat in 
those markets was about 80 cents. Although the Democratic 
party declared in the campaign that if they were successful 
wheat would go to $1 a bushel, yet ten days r the election it 
had dropped in my State over 15 cents a bushel. 

Now, sir, I represent Pennsylvania farmers, and I make this 
declaration without fear of successful contradiction, that if any 
man who says that the farmers of this country have been out- 
raged and oppressed by the Republican policy of protection for 
the last thirty-two years will go with me into my State, up 
through the Chester valley, Lebanon valley, and the other 

reat valleys of that State, I will show him a country that in 

auty and magnificence would put out of sight Eden itself. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Why, sir, the policy of protection has made our farmers rich 


in Pennsylvania. I do not care whether they export grain or 
import it. The Republican policy has filled my State with fac- 
tories and artisans and mechanics, consumers of the products of 
the farm; it has given them a market at their own doors, so that 
even to-day, with a million of people idle around them, they are 
getting good prices for their products. If there is any one thing 
that specially characterizes the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
it is her well-to-do farmers; and Qy observation is that a man 
who has a good farm and has it paid for, if he exercises the same 
thrift, foresight, and economy that the man who succeeds in 
mercantile life or in professional life is obliged to exercise, not 
only keeps his farm freefrom mortgages, but after a few years he 
buys another farm. [Applause.] 

r. Chairman, I submit as a part of these remarks a tabular 
statement of prices in Philadelphia and Chicago on the 8th day 
of November, 18922? 


Prices November 8, 
1892, in— 


Articles. 


g 
$ 


gE 
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Wheat, per bushel 77 
Oats, per bushel 40 vy 
Corn, per bushel 48 42 
6.50 7.30 
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62 52 
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11 09 
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Philadelphia Press. 


Chicago Times, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say for the Pennsylvania farm- 
ers that they are broad-gauge men; they are intelligent, edu- 
eated, broad-minded people. My friend from Nebraska wants 
nine farmers to be benefited by striking at the industry of the 
tenth. I wish to say that if there is a farmer in my State whose 
hills are covered with flocks of sheep, he has not such a mean, 
sordid, closefisted, dog-in-the-manger spirit as to desire that 
persons in another district who have no flocks of sheep should 
suffer for his advantage. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are protected in something else. 

Mr. MAHON, Yes, sir. The farmers of Pennsylvania are 
willing to pay a reasonable duty on the articles which they con- 
sume—binding-twine, etc. They are opposed to this Wilson bill 
because they want the mechanics, the artisans, the laboring men 
of Pennsylvania to have good wages with which they may be 
able to purchase the products of the farms. ° 

[sore the hammer fell.] 

Ar. HICKS. I ask unanimous consent that the time of my 
colleague be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] resumes I want to ask him whether he attributes the 
sudden decline in the price of wheat, which he says fell 15 cents 
a bushel in his State, tothe threat of ing the Wilson bill and 
reducing the duty on wheat 5 cents a bushel? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir; but I attribute it to the fact that the 
people of Pennsylvania have enough intelligence to know that the 
papaga of a bill of this kind will close up all the great industrial 
establishments of the State, throwing outof employment 2,000,000 
people, who have 8,000,000 more dependent upon them; so that 
these 10,000,006 people, instead of having wheat bread and beef 
to eat will have to subsist on corn bread and bacon. 

In addition to that the farmers of the State of Pennsylvania 
are to-day contributing, out of the liberality of their hearts, 
money running up into millions to feed the unfortunate people 
who are out of work. The one thing that the farmers of th: t 
State want is a chance to vote your Democratic party out of power 
at the next general election. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, our Republican 
friends want to postpone free wool and cheaper woolen goods 
until 1898. Practically they might as well postpone that much- 
desired consummation until the day of judgment. [Cries of 
„That's right!” on the Republican elde. heir proposition 


comes in the nature of a motion for a new trial in a case which 
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the great jury of the American people has twice decided st 
them. Why do hog mani to make this postponement? will 
tell you: so that in 1896 they may again fry the fat out of the 
manufacturers, debauch the people of the country, and elect a 
Republican President again if possible. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] That is the milk in the Republican 
cocoanut. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Graie] says that 
if the Wilson bill be passed there. will not be enough left of the 
Democratic party to make a grease spot. Do the Republicans 
believe that? [Cries of “ Les! Yes!”] Not a bit of it. If they 
did, every devil of them would vote for it [laughter and ap 
plause]; for, of all things dreamed of in their philosophy, to 

the Democratic party is what they most desire; but it can not be 
done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say something to the Demo- 
crats. Protection is either good or bad. There is no middle 
ground about it. It is not, like certain Christians of the church 
of Laodicea described in one of the epistles, neither hot nor 
cold, but lukewarm. It is either good or bad. If it is good, let 
us have all we can get of it; if it is bad, let us get rid of it alto- 
gether. [Applause.] Let me tell you another thing: To the 
man. who freezes in the winter of 1894 and 1895 and 1896 and 1897, 
it is going to be very cold comfort to tell him that he will have 
a good cout on his back in the winter of 1898, [Applause.] 

he gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] says that as 
soon as Grover Cleveland was elected, wheat in his State went 
down 15 cents a bushel; therefore the election of Mr. Cleveland 
sent down the price of wheat. Grover Cleveland was elected; 
and we had a very hard winter. Therefore, according to the 
gentleman’s reasoning, the election of Mr. Cleveland caused the 
cold weather. pene} One proposition is just as good logic 
as the other. Neer j 

Wheat went down because manufacturers, to influence legisla- 
tion here and to raise the ery of hard times, closed down their 
mills, threw thousands of men out of employment, and thereby 
diminished the demand for wheat and the consumption of wheat. 
Mr. Cleveland's election had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Chairman, in the campaign of 1892 we made the welkin ring 
with our denunciations of the McKinley bill. From every hill- 
top and in ever. valley we declared that protection was an un- 
mitigated fraud and that it was unconstitutional. Yet we here 
stand, fifteen months after that election, in which we won an 
unprecedented, an overwhelming victory, and we have done 
nothing to remove the fraud; we have done nothing to wipe out 
this unconstitutional legislation. And we now have a proposi- 
tion to postpone the operation of this relief to a further day. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] We will do no such thing. 

ere we honest then? Ifso, we ought to be honest now and put 
in practice what we preached in 1892. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You were just as honest then as you are now! 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And we are just as honest now as 
we were then; and we are going to do it; and don’t you forget it. 
[Laughter.} We have both the power and the courage of our 
convictions, and we are about to do what we promised. The 

uicker it is done the better for all concerned. Cutting down 

e tariff will bring relief. Uncertainty means mischief. 

Mr. Chairman, “ procrastination is the thief of time.” That 
is a piece of old philosophy. Hope deferred maketh the heart 
sick.” Iam in favor of curing the heart disease of the Ameri- 
can people by giving them cheaper clothing and giving it to 
them at once. i e 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that my colleague's time be extended five 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thank my colleague and the com- 
mittee. We are getting down to business now. The Democratic 
heart is being warmed up. We are getting together. Weare 
about to redeem our pledges. Heaven be thanked! 

The gentleman from Michigan asks where we are going toget 
the revenue to make up the deficiency caused by this bill. It 
will not take me very long to tell him, Weare going to impose 
such an income tax as will make the eyes of the multi-million- 
aires bulge out, i and applause.] 

Mr. BOUTE . Will you do it? : 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, we will do it, and I willdo my 
full share to help the good work along. 

Now, let us briefly consider thissheep question. There is one- 
half of a sheep to each man, woman, and child in the United 
States. The wool clip is 4 pounds to the sheep; that is a fair 
average. The tariff is Ji cents a pound. Therefore, granting 
(which is not true) that the price of wool is augmented by the 
amount of the tariff, then every man, woman, and child in ‘the 
United States, possessed of half a sheep, would be benefited only 
22 cents by the retention of this duty, while the tariff on the 
commonest wool hat, the cheapest woolen dress that any woman 


ever put on her back, on the cheapest 33 breeches that a 
man ever wore, on cheapest baby in this country, is 
more than the average citizen will get out of the duty on the 
average half of a sheep. (Laughter.} 

Granting, for the sake of. nt—which I deny utterly— 
that the wool-raiser would lose the tariff on wool, he would make 
it back twenty times over by the saving in what he will expend 
for woolen woods, even under the modest reductions of the Wil- 
son bill; and, unless I misunderstand the temper both of this 
House and of the country, the cuts in the woolen schedules will 
be made much deeper before we get through with this work .of 
reform. [Applause.] 

But it has demonstrated over and over again that the 
tariff on wool does not raise the price of wool. If it does, how 
does it happen that under the McKinley bill wool went down, 
down, down, till last fall it touched the lowest price within the 
memory of the oldest inhabitant? The truth is that free wool 
would raise the price of American wool; because we need the 
different grades of foreign wools to mix with American wools to 
make certain kinds of woolen cloths. So that the wool-grower 
will find the wool he has to sell go up and the woolen goods he 
has to buy go down. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
the other day said, by way of threat, as I interpreted it, that 
the manufacturers were able to take care of themselves. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; not by way of threat. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then I will modify that part of it. 

A MEMBER. Take the tariff off. [Laughter. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If they ure able to take care of them- 
selves I am glad to know it; but if they are, then in the name of 
common decency why do not they doit, and not depend on the 
Governmenttosupportthem? Representing one of the mostfer- 
tile agricultural districts on earth, richer than the valley of the 
Ganges or the Delta of the Nile, I say that the farmers of this 
country are amply able to take care of themselves and of their 
own interests, if the manufacturers would only take their grip 
off the farmers’ throats, pull off the vampires that are manng 
the lifeblood out of the farmers’ veins; and take their hands o 
of the farmers’ pocketbooks. [Applause. 

Our farmers are not beggars. ey as arin from noman. 
They want nobody robbed to help them. All they demand is 
justice, fair play, and an honest chance in the race of life; and I 
tell you that they will and can take care of themselves. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

They are not such fools as the protectionists seem to think. 
Being exporters, they know full well that no tariff can raise the 
pao of exports, and that their wheat and corn and cotton and 

ive stock and beef and pork are sold in the open markets of the 
world in competition with all creation. Being importers, they 
understand thoroughly that the tariff largely increases the price 
of nearly every article they buy. 

They demand that if they must sell in a free-trade market (a 
tay pyr no tariff can prevent), they shall be permitted to 
bu a free-trade market, and that when they reach home with 
their purchases they shall not be mulcted in large sums for 
not having bought of some American plutocrat. They think it 
is a poor rule which does not work both ways. They know that 
before the high protective system was inaugurated, they were 
the most prosperous class in America; and they know only too 
well that after thirty-two years of theso-called blessings of that 
system they are the least prosperous. They want that iniqui- 
tous system abolished. They know that in the last analysis they 
bear the brunt of all taxation, and they want their heavy bur- 
dens lightened. 

They want the Government which they support with their 
brain, brawn, sweat, and money to quit interfering with the laws 
of commerce. 

They know that then, and not till then, will the American la- 
borer, of whatever occupation—whether farmer, mechanic, arti- 
san, railroader, molder, glass-blower, merchant, clerk, carpen- 
ter, bricklayer, blacksmith, teacher, every species of wage- 
earner—receive the full 5 of his toil and be reinvested 
with the inalienable right conferred by Almighty God to trade 
wheresoever, with whomsoe ver, and upon any terms whatsoever 
he pleases—to sellin the highest and buy in the cheapest mar- 
kets of the world. 

This Government has precisely the same authority—and not 
one whit more—to say that we shall purchase our woolens of 
John Smith, our cottons of Bill Jones, our groceries of Tom 
Brown, our cutlery of Sam Johnson, and so on to the end of 
the chapter, and that, too, without regard to price, as it has to 
say that we must not buy of Englishmen, Frenchmen, Duteh- 
men, Germans, or any other people without paying heavy fines 
to our tariff barons for so doing. i 

It should not . for the benefit of any particular class, 
but for the good of all. 
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The gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] talks of appeal- 
ing tothe farmers. We.l, they have been appealed to. They 
have settled the question as far as they can settle it. They did 
it in 1890; they did it again in 1892. There was no mistake about 
their desires. There was no lack of emphasis in their opinion. 
They forced the election of Grover Cleveland in 1892, and they 
did it solely because of that brave, wise, and manly message 
which he sent to Congressin December, 1887. [Applause on the 
Damocratic med 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why did not they reélect him in 1888? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He was not elected in 1883 because 

ou had got the “fat fried” out of your F 

use of pious John Wanamaker and his $400,000 of campaign 
slush funds, and because of men like unto him; because you had 
Dudley and his blocks of five in Indiana; because youdebauched 
the people òf two States; because you used a good deal of di- 
lomacy and soap,” as Mr. Chester A. Arthur declared at the 
h ee banquet. [Laughter.] That is why he was not elected 

1888. 

Now if you want to ask any more questions, crack in. [Laugh- 
ter and ee on the Democratic side.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r.SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word at this 
time to corroborate the statements made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Gen. HENDERSON] with regard to the effect of the pro- 
tective tariff on. the industry of raising barley in this country. 
The letter from which he quoted was printed from a letter re- 
ceived by myself. It was written by Mr. Bruno E. Fink, of Mil- 
waukee, one of the leading maltsters and dealers in barley in 
this country, who has given a great deal of study and research 
to the question and to the business in this country. 

But I desire to give a local application to the question pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
a few moments ago when the gentleman from Illinois occupied 
the floor, and when he made this inquiry: Is it a fact that as 
the result of a protective duty on barley the price in this coun- 
try has been materially advanced?” I answer this question by 
saying yes; it hasbeen advanced. In Wisconsin, in the year 1889, 
the production of barley reached the figure of 12,524,000 bush- 
els. The average pe of barley on the Board of Trade in the 
city of Milwaukee for that year was 484 cents a bushel. 

10 1891, after the McKinley bill had gone into operation and 
its effects were being felt on the markets, and assuming that the 
crop of the State of Wisconsin would be from the same acreage 
and of the same yield as the preceding year, the prices on the 
Board of Trade in Milwaukee having gone up to an average of 62+ 
cents a bushel, the result was an increase of 14 cents a bushel in 
that State on account of the increuse of duty from 10 cents a 
bushel by the tariff act of 1883 to 30 cents by the McKinley act 
of 1890; and that increase, Mr. Chairman, benefited the farm- 
ers of the State of Wisconsin $1,696,000, or nearly $1,700,000 in 
one year on this one article produced in that State. I would ask 
ifthatis not a very considerable benefit to them? Who paid for 
it? My Democratic friends say the consumer did. Nota bit of 
it. Ican see in the faces of many gentlemen on the other side 
eloquent evidence that the beer glass of 1891 was just as large 
and the price just the same as in 1889. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Are you in favor of a duty for the protec- 
tion of anyone which operates to prevent any importation from 
coming into this country? 

Mr. SHAW. Iam in favor of making an American market for 
the American farmer. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Has the average price of barley since the 
passage of the McKinley bill been any higher than it was for 
three years 1 to its passage? 

Mr. SHAW. Yes; it has. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The figures do not show it. 

Mr. SHAW. And later in this debate [shall present evidence 
which will convines the gentleman of the correctness of my 
statement. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been an interested lis- 
tener to the debate which has taken place upon the tariff ques- 
tion to day, and which has produced oratorical music which has 
run the chromatic scale fromsugar of milk up to free wool, stop- 

ing on the way to pay its attention to the minor chords of Brit- 

h gum and rattan chairs. I have been very much interested; 
but 1 have discovered that it is evident that the utterances of a 
former candidate for President on the Democratic ticket had 
found some lodgment in the minds of gentlemen here on this 
floor. Gen. Hancock once said that the tariff was a local issue. 
It seems to be so. c 

Gentlemen come here from South Carolina and ask for and ob- 
tain a protection of 71 per cent on rice. They are satisfied with 
that, but they wantevery other product puton thefree list. The 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Corr£EN] favors protected wool, 
and I respect the gentleman for his manliness, and for the fact 
that he is supporting his constituency on this question; but if 
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they do not obtain protected wool, they are going to vote for the 
Wilson bill hi the same, and thus vote fora bill which will put 
their special industries on the free list. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think one’s industrial surroundings have 
much to do with his ee on this question. I believe it to 
be true that the legislatures of the Democratic States, the South- 
ern or free-trade States, have not considered industrial ques- 
tions in making their apportionments in the Congressional dis- 
tricts. They have made geographical lines, based on political 
considerationsonly. The result is that we have gentlemen here 
who represent rice, who represent lumber, who represent iron 
ore, who represent sheep; and they all come here, each one 
clamoring for the protection of the one predominating, over- 
shadowing interest that he represents, but they are all willing 
to sacrifice everybody else. ow, it may be owing to my en- 
vironment that I look at this question in another way. 

T have the honor to represent a constituency of cosmopolitan 
composition and metropolitan instincis, a district in which the 
congestion of bustling cities blends into the more roomy areas 
of interurban territory and then again into cities, and so on 
radially from each embyronic metropolis in the district, so grad- 
ually that the industries and occupations of the favored people 
of that locality could be depicted upon à chart by a harmonious 
mixture of the more intense with the more delicate tints of the 
rose. It isa district in which the brawny Scot. the hardy Scan- 
dinavian, the phlegmatic Teuton, the sturdy Briton, the moon- 
eyed Mongolian, and the lineal descendant of Rory O Moore min- 
i e with the people of every other nationality from Greenland’s 
cy mountains to India’s coral strand. [Laughter.] 

It is a district in which the voice of the cuckoo is hushed for- 
ever in death [laughter], but a district in which the song of the 
whippoorwill in the evening continues as a melodious refrain 
the harsher music of the factory whistles, a district in which 
the rush, roar, and bustle of the mills and other hives of indus- 
try of the cities are taken up and continued by the hum of har- 
vest machines in the golden wheatfields of the surrounding farms; 
a district in which illiteracy is unknown, in which the brawn 
and brain of the wild and wooly West are arrayed in harmoni- 
ous juxtaposition to the culture and refinement of the effete 


It is a district, Mr. Chairman, in which the ethics of partisan 
politics are so well understood that, in the discussion of economic 
questions, in the conduct of a campaign of education, such as we 
are conducting in this House at this time, the opposing factions 
meet with such a force that the shock of Milton's angel cohorts 
does not even suggest the idea of impact, and is no longer used 
as a comparison for that purpose laughter], and the amenities of 
a situation which would elsewhere be distressing are so well pre- 
served that defeated candidates consider it an honor to be beaten 
by courteous adversaries; and the average of intelligence—and 
a high one it is, too, I assure you, Mr. Chairman—is reached by 
an aggregation of means without any violent extremes. We 
have to go outside of our district to find an example of the ward 
heeler” or bucolic statesman. 

Mr. Chairman, the district which I have the honor to repre- 
sent covers a greater number of industries, and presents more 
phases of human activity than any other district represented 
upon the floor of this House, Weare producers and consumers. 

e grow barley, which we have been discussing this afternoon, 
and we make it into beer, the product of that barley. We man- 
ufacture lumber in that district. We manufacture that lumber 
into the more advanced stages of manufacture—into sash, doors, 
and blinds. We grow wool in that district, and we manufacture 
the wool into the product of the woolen industry. In many ways 
we are not only the producers, but consumers. 

Is it any wonder, then, that the people of my district are sur- 
prised at the position which has been taken by the gentlemen 
on the other side of this House? Is it any wonder that the pzo- 
ple of my district believe that this great idea of American pros- 
perity, of industrial prosperity, is a superstructure which is sup- 
ported on all the original elements of national success—on agri- 
culture, on commerce, and on manufactures, on education, and 
on the greatest base upon which any structure can stand—the 
protection of American labor? Do they not know that you can 
not destroy one of those elements without ruining the entire 
structure? 

I say, Mr. Chairman, we must consider this question in its en- 
tirety. We can not make up a tariff bill by piecemeal, as has 
been attempted to be done here; and whenever a tariff bill is 
made it must be made by the friends of the measure and by the 
friends of protection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHAW. Just one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. | Without objection, the gentleman will 
proceed for one minute. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. SHAW. Iwas going to say simply, in the way of conclu- 


sion, that the pending tariff bill would have been pronounced by 
the statesmen of 1857 to be neither fish, flesh, nor fowl;” but 
as it is patched up to-day, and as it will be gahol up for the 
next two weeks by our free-trade friends, it can only be de- 
scribed in the polished diction of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as a heterogenous aggregation of eccentric incon- 
Lv anes et gia 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman a question before 
he sits down. In the political ethics of your district, during the 
campaign, did the people there know what is meant by the ques- 
tion, Lou know what the governor of North Carolina said to 
the governor of South Carolina?” 

Mr. SHAW. .The celebrated conversation between the ex- 
ecutivesof twoof the Southern Commonwealths is quite familiar 
to me, and it is possible that that conversation was repeated 
many times during my campaign, but it was confined almost ex- 
clus 5 the free-trade Democrats of that district. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as this discussion 
has now drifted into this strain, and has brought up the ques- 
tion as to the profit going to the agricultural classes of this 
country under protection, I think it would be well to havesome 
facts. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] the other da 
said that a “ quart of facts were worth a bushel of theories,” an 
on yesterday the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] also 
disputed some facts given him by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Hau]. I have here in my hand the statistical report of 
the State of Illinois of the State board of agriculture. ois, 
8 gentleman will agree, is the best agricultural State in the 

on. 

A MEMBER. Except Missouri. 

Another MEMBER. Except Ohio, [Laughter and confusion.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, I will not excsptany State. The farm- 
ers in the State of Illinois produce crops under the most favor- 
able conditions of any State in this broad land, both as to soil 
climate, and meansfor transportation. 

Now, gentlemen, let us see what the facts are in regard to this 
tariff policy and its effect on the farmers. In the twenty-one 
years beginning in the year 1873 and ending in 1893 the farmers 
of Illinois produced 651,000,000 bushels of wheat. According to 
this report the total cost of raising wheat was $476,000,000, or an 
average of 73 dents a bushel. The total value of the wheat prod- 
uct was $541,000,000, or an average of about 83 cents a bushel; 
leaving an average net profit of 10 cents a bushel. For the ten 
fone beginning in 1881 and ending in 1890 the wheat-growers of 

llinois produced 290,000,000 bushels of wheat and it cost $22/,- 
000,000 to raise it, or an average of 774 cents per bushel. They 
received $228,000,000, or an average of 78 tents per bushel; leav- 
the farmer a half of 1 cent per bushel profit on an average for his 
wheat for ten years. 

In 1893, when we had begun to get the full benefit of the high 
rotective tariff, the farmers of Illinois produced 18,000,000 
ushels of wheat, at a cost of $16,000,000, or an average of 89 

cents per bushel, and they received $9,000,000 for it, or an average 
price of 48 cents per bushel, leaving a net loss to the wheat- 
growers of Illinois for the year 1893, of 41 cents per bushel for 
every bushel produced. Yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MAHON] will get up here and in the face of these facts 
state to the committee and to the country that the farmers of 
this country have the best market they have ever had in our 
history. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

i A Repu lican MEMBER. Where did the gentleman get his 
acts? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Facts! These are facts given by the Repub- 
lican State board of agriculture in the State of Illinois—facts 
which you gentlemen will not dare to dispute. : 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. There is no Republican State 
board of agriculture in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who makes these reports? 

Mr. SIMPSON, I will tell you who makes them, The same 
circular, on page 5, contains a similar table of statistics of the 
cost of other crops for the same twenty years. The farmers of 
Illinois produced 1,000,000,000 bushels of oats, and it cost them, 
according to this report, $515,000,000, or an average of 28 cents 
per bushel to raise it. and they received $478,000,000, or 26 cents 
per bushel, leaving a net loss to the wheat growers on an aver- 
age for twenty-one years of 2.2 cents per bushel. 

Those are the figures for wheat and oats. Now, let us see as 
torye. The rye crop of the State of Illinois, according to the 
report of this board, was produced at a loss of $390,000. Then 
take barley. Under this high protective tariff they raised their 
barley crop of 1893 at a loss of $47,000. The area devoted to 
barley this season was 19,00) acres, 3,445 acres less than the 
area in 1892, and the average yield per acre was 19 bushels, the 
smallest yield ever known in IIlinois, with the exception of that 


of 1874, 1876, 1877, and 1887. The total yield of barley this year 
was 390,000 bushels, for which the E on August 1 was 35 
cents a bushel. This report does not give the statistics of the 
corn crop. They leave that out; but here are three or four of 
the principal crops that the farmers produce, in one of the best 
agricultural States of the Union,and they were raised at a loss, 
as set forth by this agricultural report made under a Republican 
administration. 

oe the hammer fell. 

y unanimous consent, 
five minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman know that all over this 
country, in the Northand the South, the East and the West, the 
most intelligent investigation by scientific as wellas by practical 
farmers shows that the cost of the production of a bushel of 
wheat, including 6 per cent interest on the money invested in 
the land, is 51 cents. If there is any man who knows anythin 
about farming, and who believes that it costs 74 cents a bushe. 
to raise wheat in this country, or in a Stato like Illinois, {£ can 
take him out in a clear moonlight night and in less than five 
minutes convince him that the moon is made of green cheese. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will say in reply to the gentleman that if 
he sets up his judgment in regard to the cost of raising a bushel 
of wheat in Illinois against the judgment of a board selected by 
the Republican administration of the State of Illinois, I will leave 
it for the 1 Ra decide which is the best authority. 

Mr. FUNK. By what authority does the gentleman from 
Kansas state that the State board of agriculture is appointed by 
a Republican administration? Thatis about on a par with some 
of his other statements. The State board of agriculture is not 
a pouso 17 7 5 

r. FITHIAN. Let me answer the question. While it is 
true that the State board of agriculture is not appointed by the 
pan administration, yet the majority of that board are Repub- 

cans. 

Mr. FUNK. I do not believe that peepee is true, either, 
You will find that the board is about equally divided 5 
sometimes one party predominates and sometimes the other. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I am informed that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has a brother on the State board of agriculture, and I pre- 
sume he is a Republican. 

Mr. FUNK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But it does not make any difference whether 
the members of that board are Republicans or Democrats. Itis 
fair to presume that those gentlemen have gone into the facts 
and have made a fair and correct report. I eee 
a statement from the Statistician of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, furnished at my request; and this statement sets forth 
that the average price of Wheat in the United States this year 
has been only 51 cents a bushel. Nowevery man whois a prac- 
tical farmer (and I have been a practical farmer for fifteen years, 
raising wheat) knows that wheat can not be produced at that 
price anywhere in this country except at a loss. 

Mr. FUNK. Why did you not read that entire report as to 
the farm products of Illinois? Why did you select simply one 
or two items? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Because I had only five minutes, [Laugh- 
ter.] I apprehend the gentleman would be stirred up just as 
much by the balance of the report as he is by what I have read. 
Itshows that the hardships resulting from protection have 
fallen upon the farmers of the country—why? Simply because 
they represent unorganized labor. They have no trades unions 
to force the capitalists to surrender a part of the plunder which 
they exact from the people. That, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE] said, is the only power to which capital will 
yield so as to be induced to give up a part of its plunder. 

Mr. CHILDS. I ask the gentleman whether he has stated 
these figures upon his own authority, or whether he is simply 
quoting them from the report of the State board of agriculture 
of Illinois? : 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have cited the figures from the report of 
the State board of agriculture of Illinois. 

Mr.CHILDS. I refer to the figures as to the average cost of 
production of a bushel of wheat. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have read those figures as given in the re- 

rt. 

Mr. CHILDS. I ask you whether you know that statementof 
the cost to be correct? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I found that statement of record, giving the 
cost of producing a bushel of wheat, a bushel of oats, a bushel 
of rye, and a bushel of birley in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CHILDS. Will you tell us the elements entering into 
the estimated cost of a bushel of wheat, an estimate covering 
millions of bushels and many years? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ifthe gentleman willsecure me an extension 


r. SIMPSON’s time was extended for 
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of time I will very gladly go into the details and tell him, article 
by article, what enters into the cost of the production of a 
bushel of wheat; because, as I have already stated, I have been 
raising wheat for fifteen years and know something about the 
business. I will tell the gentleman that under this beautiful 
ssytem of protection!“ I have in my granary 1 what is left 
out of my three years’ crop of wheat; and this wheat, which I 
should be able to sell at a profit, I am feeding out to hogs and 
cattle and other dumb brutes, while underyour protective policy 
millions of men are on the verge of starvation for want of that 
wheat. This is the result of that sort of protection.“ 

pare the hammer fell.] 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Before the gentleman from 
Illinois proceeds I ask unanimous consent that the debate on the 
pending amendment be limited to ten minutes, 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho Chair will state the request. The 

tleman from West Virginia asks unanimous consent that all 
ebate on the 
Is there objection? 
Mr. BOWERS of California and others objected. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Whattime would gentlemen 
gest ` 
. BOWERS of California. This is an important clause and 
ought to be fully debated. 

Mr. GROUT. There are several gentlemenon this side of the 
question who want to speak. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Ihave not attempted tolimit 
the debate, although it has had a very wide r: „because I am 
desirous that all members who may wish to speak shall have the 


op er 

Mr. REED. Isuggest to the gentleman that the friends of the 
farmer are very numerous here, and they will talk this subject 
out either on this amendment or some other; and perhaps it 
would be just as well to let the discussion go on now. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not propose to do any- 
thing to interfere in any way with the friends of the farmer;” 
but speaking in behalf of the committee, I desire to get our 
ame idments out of the way as quickly as possible, so that other 
members wishing to offer amendments and secure a vote upon 
them may have an a to do so. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Kansas Mr. SIMPSON], in his reference to the characterof 
the report which he has read, was as wide of the mark as he 
usually is when he attempts to discuss a quession in which the 
farmers of the country are interested. This report is prepared 
by a tionpolitical body. I have not, up to this time, had the op- 

rtunity or the occasion to make a critical examination of the 
3 presented in the report, and do not know whether the 
conclusions drawn by him as to the articles of wheat, rye, and 
barley arecorrector not. But when the gentleman undertakes 
to indulge in the calamity howl” about the farmers of Illinois, 
that is so common when he talks of thefarmers of Kansas, I say 
that the gentleman is in error, and I wish to point out the rea- 
son why. 

Mr. Chairman, I was born in Illinois and have lived there all 
my life. If there is any one class of people in this country that 
Jam familiar with from my daily associations, it is with the 
farmers and their condition, and I know that there is not amore 
prosperous clas3 of citizens in any section of the Union or in any 
other trade or profession than the farmers of that State. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I can not yield. 

I remember, Mr, Chairman, under free-trade days when the 
farm lands in the county where I was born and in the section 
where I have lived all my life were sold for 85 an acre. Under 
protective. tariff laws and Republican Administrations I have 
seen these same farm lands increase in value from year to year 
until the $5 an acre lands now sell for 880 an acre. Take all the 
counties where we have large manufacturing industries estab- 
lished and the farm lands that sold for $5 anacre in the years gone 
by have increased until they sell for from $75 to $100 per acre. 
yes seen the log house under free-trade times give away to 
the frame house with all the modern conveniences and improve- 
ments. 

I have seen the straw shed of free-trade times give place to 
the splendidly constructed barns that are an ornament to the 
farms all through Illinois. I have seen great tracts of land rang- 
ing from 160 to 1,000 acres in one inclosure, divided and subdi- 
vid d from year to year until now forty acres is considered a 
large tractof landforoneinclosure. The livestock on the farms 
in free-trade days were few in numbers and of an inferior quality. 
To-day Illinois farms are stocked with the most approved breeds 
of horses, cattle, and hogs. Some of the finest and best stock 
farms in America can be found in Illinois, All the conditions 


pending amendment be concluded in ten minutes. 


which make a prosperous and successful community have been 
laced at the feet of the farmers of Illinois by our protective tariff 
ws and Republican administration. 

Last year it was my pleasure to address an assemblage of farm- 
ers of more than three thousand in number. men who earn their 
living by daily toil upon the farms, and I counted more than 
twelve hundred covered carriages amongst the assemblage. 
Just think of that for one moment, and then contrast it with the 
dark picture painted of their condition by such professional 
farmers. as the gentleman from Kansas. 1 71 Mr. Chairman, 
overy one of these men was well dressed, his wife and children 
were well clothed, and the assemblage was one which bore the 
highest testimonial of the benefits of tariff laws and Republican 
legislation. In no other country in the world can such intelli- 
gent and prosperous farmers be found. 

Now, I say, sir, the gentleman from Kansas may speak for the 
people of his State, but the farmers of Illinois want no such 

eader to represent their condition, because they are as prosper- 
ous a class as we have in that great and glorious Commonwealth. 
Appa on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask my colleague 
a question. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I want to know if the farmers on the floor will not be 
willing to consent to put off the further discussion of their in- 
terests and continue them another day, and let us take a vote on 
the pending amendment. I want to keep an engagement this 
afternoon. - 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr: MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this dis- 
cussion has taken a very wide range, considering the question 
Pending before the committee. The proposition, as I under- 
stand it, is one that relates solely to the time to be fixed for 
. into effect the provision for admitting raw wool free of 

uty. `- 

A MEMBER: All woolens. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No; I understand it a not to woolen 
goods, but to raw wool only, and that the Chairman proposes to 
oifer another amendment covering the case of manufactured 
woolens. Am I correct? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is correct. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Now the arguments that have been made 
in favor of the committee's present amendment apply more prop- 
erly to the amendment which the chairman of the committee 
proposes to offer hereafter. The proposition is that because the 
manufactures proceed by periods, because the manufacture of 
winter supplies must. commence in the preceding spring, there 
must be an intervening period of uncertainty to the manufactur- 
ers, if it be not determined now that the changes to be madein 
the woolen-goods schedulé shall not take effect until December. 
Tagree that reasonable provision should be made for that pur- 
pose, not on the ground that protection for any purpose is nec- 
essary or proper, but because uncertainty will in the meantime 
injuriously disturb the woolen-manufacturing industries. 

ut with respect to raw wool, sir, I believe that the interests 
as well of the manufacturers as of all consumers of woolen 
goods demand that raw wool shall be put on the free list at the 
earliest possible moment; and I deny absolutely that thefarmers 
are to be benefited in any way by maintaining the present tariff 
on wool until the Ist of August. The wool-producers of the 
United States produce a kind of wool that does not make com- 
plete cloth of the kind that the American market demands. It 
requires a mixture of long-staple wools, which must be im- 
pre and if the importation of that wool is barred by the tariff 

rier which now exists, it will cause a hindrance to the manu- 
facture of woolen goods without giving any benefit whatever to 
farmers or wool-growers. 

The thing that will benefit wool-growers is to start the fac- 
tories just as soon as they can be started; to remove every im- 
pediment to their successful operation. The demand for wool 
will be increased by permitting the immediate importation of the 
other kinds of wool that are needed to mix with the American 
wools. I say let raw wool be placed on the free list at the mo- 
ment this bill goes into effect in any of its parts, and let the 
provision be made, which has been mentioned by the chairman 
of the committee, for putting into effect the new schedules on 
manufactured goods, 

Mr. BURROWS. A few moments 
Weapock} had read a letter from Mr. 
ber of this House. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Yes, I so stated. 


a es colleague [Mr. 
A er, a former mem- 


1894. 


Mr. BURROWS. I find by looking at the Congressional Di- 
rectory that Mr. Fisher is a large lumber dealer and banker. 
Mr WEADOCK. Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. BURROWS. He is a banker and lumberman, and a Dem- 
ocrat. Those are the three occupations in which he is engaged, 
although perhaps the latter is more in the nature of a disease 
than a business, [Laughter on the Republicanside.] That gen- 
tleman is advising us what had better be done in the way of free 
wool. Now, I desire to have read a letter from a very intelli- 
gent gentleman from our State in reply. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Will the gentleman allow me to correct 
him as to a matter of fact 

Mr. BURROWS. I have but five minutes and I wish to have 
that letter read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTANTINE, MICH., November 29, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: [have the honor to say that the condition of the wool-grow- 
mg industry in this, St. Joe County, Mich., was, up to the time it was 

enced by apprehensions and fears concerning the removal of the pro- 
tective duty, in a satisfactory and flourishing shape. This fall, as a direct 
result of the said fears, the business is destroyed or rendered proſitless. 

(2) We can not raise wool here as cheaply as in the countries of Australia 
and Argentine Republic for the reason t we employ men to assist us in 
the care of our sheep, and pay them the wages due to men. It also costs us 
more to house and feed our sheep, partly due to the value of the land we 
own and the civilization we enjoy. In those countries: “wool ws itself, 
almost.“ Here it is the e of enterprise, capital, and labor Ameri- 
canism in the highest, 


(8) The wool Í sold in a ready market last season at 22 cents per pound 
finds slow sale now at 12.5 cents pound, 

(4) [will not attempt to say w wool would sell for when it is put on 
free list, but no farmer here will be in the businessthen. We will do just as 
well to raise 55-cent wheat at 75 cents cost. We would not be able to com- 
pete with “self-raised wool.” 

5. This is east of the Mississippi River, but sheep has become in- 
terwoven with our f. ™ to such an extent that it 


this county alone over 60,000 head of sheep each 
winter, and it is simply an outrage and robbery to subject us to so 
loss for the purpose of bolstering up the vagaries of a purposeless 
tration. The wool-growing industry belongs to us by every right that is 
known to law, because it is our creation. No party has any authority to 
legislate us, or our business—a la Poor Lo—to some otherreservation. You 
can not raise sheep in the United States forthe prices of the above-mentioned 
88 without degrading the profits. and processes to those of the other 
countries. 


7. We own the land upon which our sheep graze in summer from which 
their winter feed comes. It constitutes our homesteads, and upon its proper 
valuation we pay taxes, which go to sustain our institutions. In order to 
do this it is necessary to receive commensurate prices. We are put to the 
expense of building large sheds for winter and protection during 
the six or seven months of cold weather, As wool can be raised by grazing 
alone in the countries mentiond unless we are protected. b; per duties 
we could not compete with outside raisers. With the M. ey duty of 11 
cenis removed we could not compete with Australig. Big sheep barns that 
sheltered 2.000 sheep last winter will stand empty this winter. 

The wool from these sheepsold last February and March, as soon as off, 
for 23 cents, and to-day it would not bring 12.5 cents, The difference in feed- 

lambs, say, last October, and now is, last October they had ready sale 
at ö cents. Same time this year are slow at 3.5 cents. Lots of stock ewes 
are being sent to the slaughterhouses this fall, where they only bring $1.20 
per head. Thesamesheep cost $ per head two 3 ago. The same farmer 
who hauled his wool to market last market time by hay-wagon loads wiii 
haul it there next time in a one-horse buggy. 

10. Lean only say that when there was absolute free trade before, and 
there was no duty on wool; when, in fact, our fine woolens and cloths were 
produced mostly, if not altogether in Europe, the price for a suit of clothes 
made from woolen cloth was so high that the masses you mention had to 
run around with their extremities truding out of y-woolsey and 
Kentucky jeans—made of hemp cotton—the masses could not raise 
either wool or money enough then to suit themselves. 

There is nothing that excuse the Government for meddling with any 
of our industries—of which shvep-raising has been one of the most lucrative. 

Both we and the hired help we employ, and, so far asI am able to judge 
by observation and other information, all patriotic citizens of the coun’ 
are willing to pay the (doubtful) extra dollar a suit of woolen clothes 1 
cost as a consequence of the tduty, If wecan go on selling the prod- 
ucts of our farms, whatever they be, at the fair profits of only one Maneka n 
we will be able to buy cotton, Louisiana sirup; and Pennsyl 
iron, and be glad that it all is “ protected“ to them for us. 

11. This time last year sh were worth from $ to % per head here. 
Now they sell slow at from 81.20 to per head. The cause is the fear of the 
prom “ free wool.” 

12, There was a good demand for sheep this time last year. Everyone 
wants to sell now. same as above. 8 

13. There has been considerable reduction in e here im last 
few months. Cause as per above. Those sold have mostly slaugh- 


tered. 
14. There has been a wonderful diminution in the amounts of both wool 
and—the profits are all gone just in anticipation of its being made free. 
‘Trusting that these truthful and earnest statements may assist you with 
data 1o use in the coming battle, I remain, 
ery truly, 


Hon. J. C. Burro’ 
We 


T. O. FUREY. 
M. O., 
D. C. 

Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. C I desire to say in regard to 
the author of that letter that I am proud tosay heisa Democrat 
anda good one—— 

Mr. BURROWS. The author of the letter just read? 

Mr. WEADOCK. No, the letter of Mr. Fisher that you found 
fault with. Mr. Fisher is also a lumberman and a r. He 
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is also a grower of sheep, and has perhaps more sheep on his 
ranch in Colorado than there are in the county from which this 
gentleman writes, whose letter has just been read. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word with 
reference to the figures. presented by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. SIMPSON] as to the price of farm products in the State. 
of Illinois. It will be noticed that they were the prices of this - 
last year. Hespoke of the cost of producing the different grains 
named and then gave the figures as of August 1, which was the 
very time of the lowest pres of last summer, when there was 
acollapse in prices if not in actual values of from one-third to one- 
half, not only in agricultural products, but in stocks and values 
of every kind, so that the figures given are no guide whatever. 
The extent of that collapse is indicated by the 1 this 
witness from Michigan, whose letter has just been read, who calls 
attention to, the fact that wool fell from 24 centsa pound last year 
to 128 cents a pound this year. So these low figures which the 
gentleman read with such a flourish as the farmers’ protection 
prices were really the prices of a period of general business pros- 
tration at the prospect of a free-tradetariif. If they show any- 
thing they show the effect of the ruinous tariff agitation with 
which the Democratic panes is now blessing the country. 

Now, I wish tosay to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
that the gentleman from Vermont did not himself speak of the 
vai oe spot which was to mark the future resting place of 
the Democratic party. [Laughter.] It was the language of a 
farmer from my State from whose letter I read. It was his lan- 
guage, not mine. The gentlemanfrom Missouri [Mr. CLARK ]also 
says that Republicans do not believe that if this bill be passed it 
would wipe out the Democratic party, thatif they did every devil 
of them would vote forit. Perhaps they would if they were devils; 
but, Mr. Chairman, itso happens that they are patriots as well as 
Republicans, and would if possible save the country from the 
swift destruction to which the passage of this bill would certainly 
carry it. : 

Great misfortune is already upon us in anticipation of its pas-. 
sage; but the disaster would be more complete were it to become 
law, because then we would have to await the verdict of the 
pns for the restoration of the policy under which the country 

been so prosperous. 

It is true the passage of the bill would more ha A seal 
the fate of the Democratic party, but it would more completely 
ruin the country at the same time; and as Republicans and pa- 
triots we must, if possible, prevent this. Besides, the Democracy 
is dead anyway. [Applause. 

Let me repeat, for the benefit of the 
that when up before I gave him the 
farmer up in Vermont, but now I will give him the language of 
the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry of the United 
States, as expressed by their legislative committee. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. pee a moment since 
quoted someone as saying that the farmers did not know what 
they wanted. Well, I submit if the following appeal from this 
duly accredited committee sounds as if they did not know: 

(The National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry. Legislative commit- 


tee: J. H. Brigham, Delta, Ohio; Rhone, Center Hall. Pa; John 
Trimble, Washington, D. C. Office of the legislative committee, 514 F 


Street.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., October 4, 1893. 
To the members of. the Senate and of tha House of Representatives; 
GENTLEMEN: In behalf of the farmers of the United States we ask your 
honorable committee to leave undisturbed the duties now imposed upon 
agricultural products which are imported into this country to be in 
competition with the products of farmers of the United States. It is 
8 conceded that, in former revisions of the tariff, agriculture has 
ved the same measure of protection 5 to other industries; 


ppeared 
e oe in nearly every instance, such duties as have proven of great benefit 
them— : 


By the late revision” is meant the McKinley bill— 


and they desire that these duties be maintained as long as protection is ac- 
corded to any industry in the land. 

We earnestly protest against the removal of the duty from any agricul- 
tural products, such as wool, vegetables, fruits, hay, eggs, live stock. dairy 
8 and tobacco, unless the 


ntleman from Missouri, 
unge of the solitary 


ucts of the factory and mine be also 

eft without protection. Wool is the finished production of the farmer, just 
the same as cloth is the finished product of the manufacturer. 

We seek no class discrimination in our favor, and ask that none be made 


us. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The first name read is thatof a political 
farmer from Ohio. 

Mr. GROUT. He is the master of the National Grange of the 
Patrons of Husbandry, the only nonpolitical farmers’ or; 
tion in the country; and if anyone is authorized to speak for the 


Teh aS eae Ee Ss Se a ser ae 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


908 


JANUARY 16, 


farmers certainly he is, and there can be no more authoritative 
declaration from the farmers of the country than the above. 

Now, while they make this appeal, whatis pro d in this 
pill? The comparative statement submitted by the committee 
shows that last year there was a duty of $11,902,000, almost $12,- 
000,000, paid on agriculturalimports. It is a favorite proposition 
of the free trader that protection puts the duty into the pockets 
of those protected. It is class legislation, they say. They claim, 
for instance, that the protection which the manufacturer gets 
goes into his pocket and enriches him. Now, if this be true, the 
same is true of the farmer when protected. 

Here is $12,000,000, according to their doctrine, which has gone 
into the pockets of the farmers in the last year by the McKinley 
bill, and yet they say he is not protected. Now, while you 
leave a duty on manufactured woolen goods of 40 per cent, and 
leave a duty on almost all other manufactured goods, Why, will 
you not respect the appeal of this legislative committee repre- 
senting the farmers and leave the present duty on wooland other 
agricultural products? Why not leave them the whole $12,000,000 

rotection which now accrues to them by the McKinley bill? 
ut instead thereof this bill reduces the duties on their products 
over $4,000,000. It takes away over one-third of their protec- 
tion, and this is the way the free-trade Democracy, with itsloud 
3 shows its friendship for the farmer. [Applause on 
pee side.] 

ere the hammer fell.] 

r. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to a few words 
in favor of the proposition of the Committee on Waysand Means 
to defer the date when the operation of the law removing the 
duty on wool shall take effect. Iam in favor of it because I be- 
lieve that it is in the direction of deliberation and good judg- 
ment. 

We have here, in the removal of the duty from wool, probably 
the mostradical change thatis proposed by our Democratic policy. 
It not only affects the farmer, but it also affects the manufac- 
turer of woolen goods, the manufacturer of clothing, and the 
merchant. 

The policy under which these industries are now carried on 
has been in existence for much more thana b and I 
submit that it is but just and proper that some little time should 
be given them to adjust the complicated interests to the new sit- 
uation. If we have endured the evils for so long a time we can, 
with the certainty that the change is to be made, wait a little 
longer in order to save them from the confusion and disaster in- 
evitable upon a change made in the middle of the business sea- 
son. We are not here, as Democrats, to perform a surgical 
operation, but by the use of adequate remedies to build up the 
industries of the country and make them permanently prosper- 
ous. It is not our policy to destroy or cripple any existing in- 
dustry, but to make them more vigorous and virile. 

T was sorry to detect in some of the speeches that have been 
made an evident bias against our manufacturing interests. 
We can not afford to entertain any such prejudices, for they form 
too large and important an item in the history of our country’s 
progress, and present the most promising field for our future. 

Believing that they have been hampered and kept back from 
a healthy development by an unwise policy, we pro to relieve 
them from theirembarrassments by the inauguration of a better 
policy, but in making such radical changes we should bear in 
mind the conditions under which they have existed for so many 
years, conditions for which they are in great part not responsi- 
ble, and not attempt to effect by violence what can better be done 
by conciliatory methods—methods that will convince them that 
we are not careless of their interests. Otherwise we may bring 
odium and injury to the cause of revenue reform. 

I sincerely ot fe that the woolen industries of the country 
have suffered more than any other from an erroneous tariff 
policy. The proof of this assertion Is found in the fact that 
while nearly every other class of manufactures have succeeded 
in equaling those of competing manufacturing nations, they 
almost alone of the whole number are far in the rear—so that 
while we to-day are able to export nearly patie Sear that we 
can make, not one dollar of woolen goods can be shipped to a 
foreign country. 

Having been the greatest sufferers by a policy that has com- 
plicated their interests with those of the producers of the raw 
material, they should be more carefully considered. Ido not 
believe, therefore, in forcing this change at the season of the 
year that would be the most detrimental to their interests. I 
therefore favor the proposition of the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe the gentleman is an experienced 
merchant, from headquarters, and I would like to ask hima 
question for information. 

Mr COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. If you postpone the time when lower duties will 


jake effect under this bill until December, on what theory will 
the merchants of the country import goods from foreign coun- 
tries? Will it not act as giving a monopoly to the woolen man- 
ufacturers? 

Mr.COOMBS. No. Theclothing manufacturer makes during 
the summer the wooien cloths for the following winter. Now 
is the time for him to make contracts with the manufacturer of 
cloths out of which to make his clothing. If thischange is made 
the manufacturer can safely manufacture to supply his wants 
and he can safely buy, for he will have disposed of his product 
before cheaper cloths can be supplied. The consumer will ben- 
efit in anticipation by the natural desire of the merchant to un- 
load all of his stock before the change. It will, in other words, 
offer some guaranty of safety to him in doing this season’s busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand all that; but the question is, On 
what basis will the importer act who imports clothing, woolen 
goods, and wearing apparel if the lower duties do not take effect 
until next December inimporting woolen goods for next winter’s 
wear? ; 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not think he will import them. Those 
that are imported are not usually used in the manufacture of 
ready-made clothing. At all events the conditions would not be 
changed from what now exist. 

Mr. BLAND. But I speak of those who do import goods. 
They will not import them under the McKinley bill if the date 
for this bill to go into effect is put off until next December. If 
they do import them at all it will have to be done under the Mc- 
Kinley bill, will it not? 

Mr. COOMBS. Doubtless; it is simply putting the change 
ahead to a season when it can be done with less injury or risk of 
injury. 

Mr. BLAND. But my question is as to the merchant who 
does import woolen goods. In other words, if this bill does not 
go into effect until next December the duties on all goods im- 
ported in the mean time will, be levied under the McKinley law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from New York be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, I wish to 285 my proposition to the gen- 
tleman. If the time for this bill to go into effect is extended 
until next December the duties under the McKinley law will be 
collected on all woolen goods during that time. 

Mr. COOMBS. That has not been suggested yet, however; 
but I should of course approve of it. 

Mr. BLAND. I know, but that is the proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, if you were an importer during that 

eriod you would have to pay the duties levied under the Mc- 

inley law, and would not that have the effect of practically 
giving a monopoly to the home manufacturer and shutting out 
the importer? 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not think so. I do not see how it would 
change existing conditions. It only passes over one season, and 
I do not see how we can bring our reforms into operation, even 
were the bill to pass both Houses this month, to make it effective 
for the season already upon us. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, as I am representing one of the 
largest woolen manufacturing districts in this country, if not the 
largest, and as I have not expressed myself yet upon the princi- 
ples of this bill, I feel that it is my duty before the debate upon 
this amendment closes to say a word in favor of the amendment. 
I believe, sir, that this amendment is the most important one 
that has been or that will be offered to this bill. I believe that, 
because I know that the people who are engaged in woolen man- 
ufactures in the part of the country which I represent, and 
throughout New England generally, ure looking to have the un- 
certainty which hangs about this bill settled, and I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that if we should settle the question by adopting this 
amendment to-night, within forty-eight hours after thet vote has 
been taken the woolen manufacturers of New England will have 
orders placed for hundreds and thousands and perhaps millions 
of dollars worth of goods, 

In the district which I represent there are to-day thousands 
and tens of thousands of laboring people who are out of employ- 
ment. There are thousands of people in that district who are 
to-day dependent upon D, public and private, simply be- 
caus3 the mills in which they have been accustomed to workare 
stopped, and because this uncertainty exists in regard to tariff 
legislation, so that the owners of the mills can not go on with 
their work—can not place orders for their goods. Therefore 
Mr. Chairman, I believe that it will be for the interest of all 
the parties concerned in the woolen industry of this country to 
have this amendment adopted and to have it adopted promptly. 
I understand if this amendment is adopted the other amendment 
proposed by the chairman of the Committee on Ways aud Means 


1894. 
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will follow, and that will settle this question so that the mills 
will be started immediately upon the receipt of the news that 
this point has been settled. > 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I know of one concern in my district 
employing 2,000 hands, where they have cut down the time to 
one-third of their usual running time, and the mill will soon 
ed $ entirely unless some measure of relief is given in this bill, 
and given soon. I know of another establishment, a hosiery 
manufactory in my district, employing 500 hands, those 500 em- 
pleyés representing at least 1,200 or 1,500 people who are de- 
pendent upon their earnings for support, and 1 know that the 
owner of that factory has attempted to place orders where last 
year he had one order for $50,000, in the city of Chicago, but his 
orders are refused simply because it is not Known when this bill 
is going to take efect. 

So, M . Chairman, regardless of all these other questions, it 
is important, it is for the interest of all concerned, and especially 
for the interest of the working people. that this should be set- 
tled. It will keep them from the poorhouse; it will save them 
from almost starvation: it will keep them out of the hands of 

ublic and private charity, by which they have been humiliated 
In consequence of the uncertainty that has attended this tariff 
question. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I hope that this amendment will be 
adopted, and adopted this evening. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

Cries of Vote!” “ Vote!“ 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment which I wish to offer to this substitute before a vote is 
taken. This is a very important question. 

i The amendment of Mr. BOWERS of California was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Amenå the proposed substitute by striking out the words “on the passage 
of this bill,” and inserting ** December 30, 1839.” 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to 
Representatives here that for twenty-five years of my life I have 
been a small farmer—not one of your large farmers engaged not 
only in farming but in banking and in the lumbering business 
and in the wool-growing business. I have been one of those 
small farmers not able to hire help to any extent, one who has 
held the plow himself, who has followed the harrow, who has 
sowed the grain, and in the early daysin Wisconsin cradled it, or 
followed the cradler raking and binding, and then hitched my 
horses to the thrashing machine and followed that for three or 
four months each year for many years. Having been a small 
farmer, I know what I am talking about when I speak of the in- 
terestsof farmers. I am not talking like afarmer who has been 
brought up in a lawyer's office, or a doctor's office, or a real estate 
office, or a manufacturing establishment. 

I know there are some poor farmers, just as there are some 
poor lawyers and some poor doctors. But I despise this talking 
about the poor farmer.” You have never heard me use that 
term. The farmers of this country are not here as suppliants or 
mendicants asking for charity. They are here as American citi- 
zens asking to be treated as American citizens, asking to be ac- 
corded the same rights that every man 1 aaa to enjoy in his own 
ee the righis accorded the big mill owners, the same pro- 
tection. 

My colleagues from California know that I, though coming 
here as a Republican, represent the views and wishes of nine out 
of ten of the Democratic farmers of that State. They know that 
the majority of the wool-growers of that State are Democrats; 
and I represent them when I oppose the proposition to put wool 
on the free list. In every county of that State the wool-growers 
have got together and are opposing the passage of the Wilson 
bill. Not a day passes when I do not receive some telegram on 
this subject. 

My desk at my room is full of resolutions passed by the wool- 

rowers of California against the rags of the Wilson bill. 

en I talk about the farmers, I know whatI am talking about. 

I represent the Democratic farmers of California better thanany 

Democrat on this floor that supports the Wilson bill. I have a 
letter here— 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BOWERS of California. Has my time expired? Will you 

not let me read one sentence, which will occupy only a minute? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words in re- 
gard to the pending amendment, on which the discussion seems 
to have taken a very wide e. I do not think we can well 
overestimate its importance, and I entirely with the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. PAGE] when he says this is the 
most important amendment we are likely to discuss during the 
consideration of the bill. Iam heartily in favor of the amend- 
meut and I hope the Committee of the Whole will adopt it. I 
have received to-day a telegram froma large man con- 


cern in my district advocating the passage of an amendment with 
this object. 

But I pass from the consideration of this question to 
say afew wordsin regard to the tariff in general, inits relation to 
the farming interests. Like the gentleman from California [Mr. 
BOWERS], | am a practical farmer—one who, as I believe, has 
held the p!ow handles as many days as any member on this floor. 
As a farmer, I want to say that I consider protection has utterly 
failed to improve the condition of the farmer—at least, in our 
section of the country; and I speak from the standpoint of a 
farmer of the State of New York. In proof of this proposition 
that the tariff has failed to benefit the farmers asa class, per- 
mit me to say, that in our State—in New York—one of the most 
important, even from an agricultural standpoint, in the Union, 
there is not to-day, after thirty years of protection, a county in 
the whole State into which youcan not goand buy a farm or 
your choice of a dozen farms for Jess than half the cost of the 
improvements that have been put upon it. 

There is no gentleman on this floor from the State of New 
York, knowing anything about the value of farms as com 
with that of cael | years ago, who does not know that they have 
within that time depreciated instead of appreciating. By a re- 
pri which was submitted to the Legislature of the State of New 

ork in 1891 by the board of equalization of taxation, it was 
shown that the present value of farming lands in that State, in- 
cluding all improvements thereon, is only 74 per cent of the ag- 
gregate value of the property of the State. Sir, this statement, 
it seems to me, carries the conclusion that, however we may 
differ as to the relative value of promona to the manufacturer 
and his employés, it has utterly failed to protect the farmer or 
to advance his interests. 

Here the hammer fell. 
Cries of Vote! Vote!’ 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, like my distinguished friend from 
California [Mr. BOWERS] Iclaim to be a practical farmer. I am 
not a vet ha a physician, or any other kind of a professional 
man, but have lived on a farm all my life. It was my lot to bea 
farmer's boy, and I have kown something of the practical work- 
ing of this tariff question with reference to the farmer, while 
gentlemen on the other side have been studying the philosophy 
of the matter in the schools. 

As my distinguished friend from Kansas Mr. SIMPSON] would 
have you believe that the farmers of Illinois are just on the rag- 
ged edge of starvation, I want to say that I represent one of the 
best agricultural districts in this country, in the central part of 
Illinois; and that to-day in MeLean and adjoining counties lands 
are selling from $75 to 3100 per acre. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] Mr. Chairman, what has caused this? A protec- 
„ system inaugurated and sustained by the Repüblican 
party. 

Iemwell remember. sir, the good old days of Democracy” that 
we have heard talked so much about here. Let me tell you 
what was the condition under the free-trade system in the days 
of 1850, or from 1850 to 1869. Why, sir, in our country, and I 
can show you the figures to prove it, corn sold for 10 cents a 
bushel, and in order that the farmer might be able to buy an 
ordinary farm wagon, that cost then 8130, he was compelled to 
haul to market 1,300 bushels of corn. In our days how does 
this compare with prices? Why, a better wagon can now be 
bought for $50. Why? Because the laws that have been in 
operation for a number of years, enacted by the Republican 
party, have all been in the interest of cheapening commodities 
to the working classes. The high prices were the result of 
free trade, the same principle that is sustained by your party 
now. [Applause on the Republican side.] To-day the same 
farmer can go into the markets of this country and for a hun- 
dred bushels of corn buy the same or a better wagon. 

Now compare the good old golden days” of p rous De- 
mocracy, of which we have heard so much here in this debate, 
and you can see for yourselves where the difference lies. Why, 
sir, in those days the farmers and the laborers were paid $8 a 
month; to-day they receive in the same State from $20 to $25 per 
month. What brought this about? Simply because we have 
had a proper protective system that has resulted in the benefit 
of the farmers 5 tions the country; so that they are able to 
pay these wages under existing conditions. It gave them a 
market for their produce at good prices. Let me give you an 
illustration of how this thing works. 

In 1858 my father was paying at the rate of from $8 to $10 per 
month for labor, and one extra hand, a gentleman from the 
Emerald Isle, an Irishman, a good workingman. At theend of 
oyo my father said to him: “Timothy, do you think you 
would like to work for me next year?” “I think I would,” was 
the reply. Said my father, at do you want for wages?” 
Ten do a month,“ said Timothy. I am willing to work 
for that.“ Father said, “Timothy, I am going to give you 813 a 
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month, because you have been a good hand and are worth it.” 
[Laughter and applause.] It was then talked about through the 
community that old Ike Funk was the country by rais- 
ing the price of wages from $10 to $13. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in those days we had what they calleda 
moving machine. It cost $150, and it took you all day with that 
machine to mow 5 acres. Today, under the operation of an 
improved system—not the free-trade policy—we have a machine 
which you can buy for $50 that will cut from 12 to 14 acres a day. 
[Applause on the Republican side] 

Here the hammer fell.] mele 
Ir. BOUTELLE. LI hope the gentleman will be permitted to 
continue his remarks, ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has arrived when the commit- 
tee must rise; and the committee can not extend the time. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
having had under consideration the tariff bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses- 
sion, which will be devoted, under the special order, to debate 
on the pending bill; and in accordance with the order of the 
House, the hour of 5 o’clock and 30 minutes having arrived, the 
Chair now declares the House in recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House at 8 o'clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr, BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for 
the further consideration of the tariff bill, and under the special 
order will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 


THE TARIFF, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LANE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, while this bill does not, in 
my judgment, make a sufficient cut in the duties on manufac- 
tured articles, it is, nevertheless, a movement in the right 
direction. It is an indication of the trend of public sentiment 
toward the uprooting of a system whose abuses have overshad- 
owed its benefits. It is a partial response at least to the demand 
of an enlightened public sentiment, that a policy which so un- 
equally distributes its favors shall no longer find sanction in law. 

Mr. Chairman, we have thoroughly tested the protective sys- 
tem. We have seen its workings for the last quarter of a cen- 
tury. Under its influence favored industries have blossomed as 
the rose, while on the masses of the people its rays have fallen 
as the scorching sun of the desert. 

Its blessings have been extended to rocky and sterile soil, and 
its blight to lands enriched by nature. Fortunes have been 
amessed at the expense of taxpayers. It has clothed the East 
in purple and fine linen. It has left the West in ragged garments. 

‘his disparity in the distribution of wealth is owing to no nat- 
ural cause. The Mississippi Valley, in natural resources, isrich 
beyond all other countries. Her broad acres of wheat and corn 
waye as an endless sea. Her limitless mineral resources rivet 
the attention of capital. Her boundless forests invite the ax and 
saw, and all her material greatness passes in review. Yet she 
enters not the charmed circle. A 

Nor is it due to lack of industry or enterprise. In all the light 
of day, the Western farmer knows naught but work. As year 
tre ds upon year his life is given to seedtime and harvest. Toil 
with insufficient renumeration, often want amid abundance, the 
pleasure and even the necessaries of life mocking himas amir- 
age—such is his lot. 

To him removed from the scene this statement may seem over- 
drawn. Itis not. My own district, a fair sample of others in 
the West, may be taken in evidence. Within its borders dwell 
an industrious, enterprising people. From the Mississippi River 
in ihe east over and beyond the Ozarks of the west, farms and 
hamlets stud as brilliant gems its broad bosom. Nature yields 
lavishly to the touch of the husbandman. On wheels of com- 
merce roll his products to the market. And yet withal, stand- 
ing in the background, may be seen the bread-winner grimly 
waiting for returns that do not compensate. Despite statistics 
to ihe contrary, he realizes that his pecuniary condition annu- 
ally grows worse. 

Do not misunderstand me. I make no tirade on the wealthy. 


From . to the sole of my feet is no taint of 
communism. I would have men build and accumulate, if they 
do not break that which should run through all their transac- 
ade. the golden thread of right. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

But when I observe the great bulk of mankind prostrate be- 
neath the heel of greed and avarice; when Lobserve a small num- 
ber reveling in ease and luxury, and reflect that this condition is 
in the main produced by unjust laws, I am sometimes amazed at 
human forbearance. I may at least be pardoned that intense 
sympathy I have for the poor. Their lot, their hopes, sre mine, 
and, like Ruth of old, their God is my God, and where they die 
there will I be buried also. [Applause.] 

Let us shift the scene. The sun shines not brighter in the 
East than inthe West. The seasons come and go with the same 
unvarying regularity. But there neither on the surface nor in 
the bowels of the earth can be found the means ol living. Yet 
in this high-tariff blessed region is contered the overwhelming 
preponderance of the wealth of the United States. 

The last census report shows that the State of Massachusetts, 
with a population of nearly a half million less than Missouri, and 
800.000 less than Illinois. has an assessed valuation per capita 
of $962.12, while Missouri has only 8203.50 and Dlinois3$190.11, in 
round numbers four times as great as Missouri and five times 
that of Illinois. Maine, witha population of little over 600,000, 
hasa per capita of $167.61, while the State of Kansas, with a 
population of 1,427,096, has but $244.11. New Hampshire, with 
about half the population of Maine, has $671.19, while Ohio, with 
her 3,672,316 people, has but $484.20. Vermont, with less popu- 
lation than New Hampshire, has $515.26, while Indiana, with 
1,978,336, has but $338.19. Rhode Island, with but two hundred 
and seventy odd thousand population, has $62.12 per capita, 
$57.97 more than the States of Nebraska, Iowa, and Minnesota. 
Connecticut has a per capita assessed valuation of $480.95 for 
each of its 746,258 people, greater than Kentucky and Tennessee 
combined, 

To place these figures in another form, the nine North. Atlantie 
States—Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania— 
have an assessed valuation per one nearly three times that of 
the eight South Atlantic States—Delaware, Maryland, Virginia 
West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, an 
Florida; nearly twice that of the twelve North Central States— 
Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas, 
and nearly three times that of the South Central States—Ken- 
tscky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and 
Arkansas. In other words,these nine North Atlantic States 
have a greater per capita of assessed valuation than both the 
South Atlantic and North Central States combined, and al- 
most as great as these two with the South Central States added, 
and yet they contain much less than a third of our population. 
If we eliminate New York, which does not to the same extent 
live off the bounty of the Government as the other eight of its 
group, they comprise but one-fifth of our entire population. 

It will be seen further from the census report that these nine 
North Atlantic States own nearly one-half of the total assessed 
valuation of property in the United States, and yet their in- 
increase per cent of population has fallen far behind that of the 
North Central and Western States. 

These figures, Mr. Chairman, indicate the superior prosperit 
of those sections. The luxury, refinement, and education whic 
wealth alone can bestow sit here enthroned. Here, too, this 
side the Alleghenies reside the Modoes of finance, ever ready to 
issue from their lava beds of gold and porpre a panicon the 
country and charge it to the Sherman law, or any other law they 
can think of. 

Here, too, reside the gentlemen who contribute trifling sums 
to Presidential campaigns; though afterwards the New Yorker 
does penance by voluntarily expatriating himself, while the 
Philadelphian unblushingly enters into his reward. Allof which 
illustrates the total depravity of the Pennsylvania Republican. 
[Laughter.] 

What produced this wonderful transformation? What gave to 
this small percentage of our population such immeasurable ad- 
vantages? It bas been said to be Eastern pluck. Yes, but it is a 

luck exhibited in getting holdof the public teat and sucking it 

or all there is in it. Far be it from me to underrate the East- 

erner. Wherever the interests of No. 1 are concerned, count 

him a host within himself. His tact and ingenuity elicit my 

AEREI ERA 5 He has performed many wonderful 
is day. 

I withhold from him not one iota of his just meed of praise. 
But all that he has accomplished in the past is as nothing to the 
miracle he has recently wrought. Why, he can convince the 
Eastern wing of the Democratic party and the Western wing of 
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the Republican party that it is absolutely right to demonetize 
silver, although such measure is obviously disastrous to the 
West. He can convince a small section of the Democratic 

and all of the Republican party that, during a Democratie Ad- 
ministration, a civil-service system which retains as Dey Re- 
publicansandasfew Democrats in office as possible is that millen- 
nial era of political reform of which Mugwumps talk and dream. 
Sir. there is no limit to his capabilities. [Renewed laughter.] 

No pent-up of Utica contracts his powers.” He can soar be- 
yond the empyreal realm of the civilservice and stampede Demo- 
cratic aspirants for post-offices. In fact, his Mugwumpian ge- 
nius can make a Democratic and a Republican Administration 
look as much alike as two black-eyed peas. [Laughter.] 2 

But there is one thing, let us hope, hecan not do. Let us hope 
he can not longer lay tribute on the West and South under the 
name of protection. 

Let us examine the philosophy of this system. It rests on the 

rinciple that man is absolutely independent; that he needs no 
lp from any source beyond himself; that so far as he is con- 
cerned he could perform the functions of his being just as weli 
as though he were the only human being on earth. Heis an in- 
dependent, self-contained atom, sustaining no necessary connec- 
tion with the universe, and amid the wreck of matter and the 
crush of worlds” will defiantly loom up in space, and like Ten- 
nyson’s brook, ‘‘go on forever.” As hisconditions and relations 
were not thus fixed in the divine economy, we can at best but 
speculate on this position. And speculating we may be pardoned 
for surmising that he will eventually stop somewhere, and that 
that somewhere will not be the place where there is no tariff on 
salvation, but that other country which sustains no trade rela- 
tions by reason of the flaming walls that do hedge it in. 

As with individuals so with states that adopt prohibitory tar- 
iffs. They assume their independence of all other states. All 
the means of om | the necessaries and luxuries of life are 
found withintheir borders. The torrid, the temperate, and the 
frigid zones are theirs. Every variety of soiland all the treas- 
ures of buried earth are there encompassed. The productive 
resources and capabilities of the entire globe are drained into 
this promised land, while the mutual dependence of man upon 
man, of states upon states, is dismissed as a dream of Utopia. 

This is the logical position of protection. Indeed, its spread- 


eagle orators have more than once admitted its correctness by 


wishing the Atlantic were a sea of fire, that all possibility of 
foreign intercourse might be destroyed. They would sever all 
trade relations. 

The bad pe of the farm and shop they would cast to the winds. 
They would create anew the Monster Error, imagining that no 
Red Castle Knight will cut off her head, leaving her thousand cubs 
to lap up her blood and die of satiety. For as protection feeds 
upon itself, the inevitable result must follow that the few must 
draw their nourishment from the many. The exactions becom- 
ing more and more extortionate the people will rise in their 
wrath. Then will come the death not only of the system, but of 
those it supports. s 

Tho propan is clear that a government which permits one 
class of its citizens to sell their wares to another class for 50 per 
cent more than they are worth in the market, and which at the 
same time, as Is presently show, limits the labor and prod- 
ucts of this latter class to theirsimple value, must inevitably pro- 
duce the extremes of wealth and poverty which we see ay. 

There is no protection for the farmer or laborer. Manufac- 
turers are no more humane and philanthropic than other peo- 
ple. They are as active in the pursuit of this world's goods as 
others, and presumably in such pursuit are no more troubled 
with qualms of conscience. Their angelic side is not turned 
with abnormal love and regard upontheir workmen. They will 

ay what wages they are compelled to pay. Nomore. There- 

ore, the price of labor is fixed in a'free-trade market, where the 
laborer must not only meet and compete with all comers of his 
own land, but with the paupers of other countries. Whatever 
advance in wages he may be able to effect is brought about by 
intelligent united action and by that alone. No philanthropy 
is involved in the process. It is the old, the new, and the never- 
ending battle of self-interest. It is the struggle for bread, which 
must eventually win, for it has both right and numbers on its 


side. 

And yet, the tariff barons, in the deep disinterestedness of 
their own concerns, tell us that the fear of the Wilson bill not 
only injures the cause of labor, but accounts for the present 

loomy business outlook. The bowels of their compassion yearn 

or the r workman. Their memories are certainly very 
short, they will read a chapter from the past, even they may 
learn to measure more carefully their words. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

It is well known that the war tariff was in force in 1873, and 
yet the panic of that year rocked our business interests to their 


very foundations; and for the five years following, gloom and 
despondency brooded over the land. It was calculated that 
3,000,000 men were thrown out of employment; and it was all 
under Republican rule. 

The Republicans were also in power from 1881 to 1886. During 


that period of high protective tariffs, 1,323,203 men struck either 
for higher wages or against a reduction of wages. In 1883, when 
the Republicans again revised the tariff in the interest of manu- 
facturers, 9,184 business houses failed; the loss being $228,343,- 
000, In the year following business stagnated and a million of 
men wentout ofemployment, notwithstanding the tariff stoodat 
50 per cent. Armies of unemployed marched up and down the 
country and destitution hovered like a vampire over the land. 

And now, in this year 1894, we are told that the present busi- 
ness depression is owing to the fear that the Democrats will 
tinker with the tariff. Thisdepression commenced lastsummer, 
when the average tariff was nearly 50 per cent, and from quite 
a different cause. It came, like that of 1873, at the mandate of 
the money power, who wanted to putthe country on a gold basis. 
It is asignificant fact that the two periods of the most widespread 
business disaster—1873 and 1893—came at periods when the life 
of our silver money was taken and gold made the sole standard 
of values. No man will go further than myself in lifting the 
burden of taxation from the people. No onecan more earnestly 
advocate a reduction of tariff duties. I believe the tariff to be 
the legitimate parent of trusts and tramps, and one of the main 
contributing causes of business disaster, and I believe its refor- 
mation will, in a degree, restore better times. But I do not in- 
tend that the fact shall be obscured that the greatest curse of 
this country is the insolent, merciless reign of Lombard and 
Wail streets. [Applause.] 

Yet, gentlemen point to the tariff in the interest of labor. 

Madame Roland at the guillotine, exclaimed. “Oh, Liberty, 
how many crimes are co tted in thy name!” And pharaphras- 
ing we may well exclaim. O, Labor, how many crimes are com- 
mitted in thy name!” There never was a wrong crystallized by 
force but it was dressed in the garb of right. en Antony 
sought to flood Rome with tears, it was that his bark mightglide 
toathrone! When Napoleon attempted the subjugation of Eu- 
rope, it was that the white-winged messenger of peace might 
spread its pinions over the world! When England puts to fire 
and sword the natives of Africa, it is to Christianize them—and 
obtain their inheritance! And so when Protectionists demand 
that the Chinese wall shall not be leveled, it is to benefit the 
wor ! 

Why, sir, this standing song for all occasions was sung with 
good effecta short time ago. We were told the Sherman law 
had precipitated a panic and ni ruin onthe country. And 
yet behind that cry stood a sordid, grasping throng, only con- 
tent if by this means moy could perpetuate their power. How 
the heart of Wall street bled for the poor in that memorable pe- 
riod! No doubt the angels laid down their harps and all heaven 
turned an astonished eye. Here were misers who forgot their 
fold, gamblers who threw down their cards, and bankers who 
ocked 1 the people's money that their grief might have unin- 
terrupted vent at the prospect of the poor laboring man being 
afflicted with a debased currency. [Applause.] No doubt in that 
grons act of self-immolation the words of the Psalmist came to 
them: 

Blessed is he whose sin is covered. 


Sir, when the artist of the future shall place on canvas a rep- 
resentation of patriotic devotion, let him not select for his 
sketch that seaman who— 

When death careening on the gale, 

Sweeps darkly round the bellied sail, 

And frighted waves rush wildly back 

Before the broadsides’ reeling rack— 
goes down with the cry, Don't give up the ship.“ Nor that 
other Revoluntionary character, incomprehensible, perhaps, to 
some of this day and generation, who spurned an offer of bribe 
with the remark that, poor us he was, the Kingof England had not 
money enough to buy him. No; not these. But with the divine 
genius of a Parrhasius, let him picture hypocrisy personified in 
the crocodile tears of a Shylock, flowing as if in commiseration 
of the ruin he has wrought. Let him add unfading colors to the 
accursed love of and avarice, and ones more paint the liv- 
iog truth, that no transaction is too shady for gentlemen of this 

idney. [Applause on the Democratie side.] 

Aye, the song was sung, and like the siren’s but to wreck the 
listener. And where are the halcyon days that were to follow? 
The clouds have yet no silver lining. Darker grows the dark- 
ness upon the people, albeit the sun shines on the money centers. 

Time at last sets all things even. 


Shelley's Swellfoot is a tyrant who, long intrenched in power, 
hears no sound save that of flattery. The complaint of his op- 
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pressed subjects interrupts not his 4 to Ceres. But, 
turning to that goddess he exclaims, By thy 
power divine 
These 1 ysegton limbs are clothed in proud array 
Of gold and purple, and this kingly paunch 
Swells like a saii before a favoring breeze, 
And these most sacred nether promontories 
Lie satisfied with layers of fat, and these 
Beotian cheeks, like Egypt's pyramid, 
Sustain the cone of my untroubled brain 
That point, the emblem of a pointless nothing. 
But his meditation is broken by the voice of the oracle: 


Choose reform or civil war, 
When through thy streets instead of hare with dogs 
A consort queen shall hunt a king with hogs, 
Riding on the Ionian Minotaur. 

And the legend runs, that the king, heeding not the oracle, 
was verily hunted down with hogs, and dethroned by the Ionian 
Minotaur. 

Fortified by class legislation and impervious to public protest, 
our financial dictators pursue their way. They hear no sound 
save that of sycophancy. The polished surface of the walls in 
which they dwell reflect their self-complacency, as in unctuous 
meter they do sing— 

Great and high, 
The world knows only two. 
That's Rome and I. 


Rangers 
ut that tune shali be interrupted by another oracle, and it 
shall be fulfilled. 

Choose reform or political banishment, when through your 
streets shall shortly ride, instead of coach with liveried footman, 
the sovereign voter, in the chariot of the People’s will. 

Sir, the people are pretty tolerably slow togetmad. Butwhen 
they do get mad, their action is pretty tolerably swift. Those 
Democrats of modern monometallic faith, who now in their new- 
born zeal out-Herod Herod, and gravely inform us that the money 
question is settled for all time, and in the next breath scream for 
a new bond issue, will have occasion torevise their opinions later 
on, [Applause and laughter.] 

When Presidential bees are humming, cad tickling their ears 
withsweet music, a cold wind will creep out from the west, chilling 
and killing these little winged messengersof hope. Many idols 
will beshattered. No Democrat who has repudiated the Chicago 
platform will be elected President. |Applause.] The tail will 
not wag the dog. The principles of Democracy will be upheld 
by men who prefer honorable defeat to false victory. No man 
is necessary to the party, and no man can destroy the ty. Its 
principles, emanating from Jefferson and illustrated in Jack- 
son, are laid broad and deep in the framework and in the very 
essence of our institutions, and will live with them through all 
the years. Men may come and men may go, but these shall 
abide. And to-day coming from the East and the West and 
from the North and the South are evidences of a determination 
to anchor the party in its old moorings. 

As the opposition to tariff reform in its ranks melted away so 
will the opponents of its . melt away. 

Pardon this digression. As stated, the price of labor is fixed 
inafree-trade market. Protection simply enriches the manu- 
facturer, It is the keystone arch of governmental favoritism. 
Gentlemen tell us it has elevated the condition of our wagemen 
above that of other countries. This is a rule that works but one 
way. The laborer of England is better paid than that of Ger- 
many, France, or Italy, and yet the first is a free-trade and each 
of the others a protective-tariff country. It is not germane to 
seek for the cause of this disparity, since it is not owing to tariffs. 
A reasonable solution might be found in the characteristic, so- 
cial, and economic conditions of those countries. There, cast, 
allied individual and corporate interests bask in the light of 
government favoritism, while the masses live practically by suf- 
ferance. A 

Bayonets and bullets preserve the inequal relation. So far 
as tariff legislation is concerned, there is no reason why there 
should be a particle of difference between the wages of the 
American and the foreigner. I challenge gentlemen to point 
to asingle law enacted in the interest and calculated or in- 
tended to raise the price of labor. It can not be said that 
laws protecting our manufacturers, and thus insuring theircon- 
tinued prosperity, is in aidof labor. These would exist without 

rotasion They are able now to manufacture cheaper than 

oreigners. Indeed they have already entered the foreign mar- 
kets. Itis not to be "p they are doing this as a gratuity. 
It is presumably profitable. Ce y we should not fall back on 
the absurd proposition that our ability to enter foreign markets 
should draw its support from taxation of the home consumer. 
If the people are to be taxed not only to create millionaires, 
but, having created them, to enable them to undersell foreign 
competitors, as they are now doing, let us be honest, and admit 
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once for all that the Republican policy is correct—that the man 
should be taxed for the benefit of the few. And this, in a wo ; 
aden quintessence of protection. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

No, the laborer here is free and intelligent. He has compre- 
hended his relations with the capitalist. He knows that he ig 
the creator of wealth, and knowing this he has taken the only 
course he can take to preserve his rights, and that is to organ- 
ize. It is not the laborer who is objecting to a reduction of the 
tariff. He is no longer beguiled with this twaddle of his em 
ployers. No, the wail has been heard too often to be deceived as 
to the source from whence it comes. The robbers have been too 
long in pies to surrender without a struggle. 

r. Chairman, my constituents are mainly farmers, Not one 
thing te produce is or can be protected. 

No foreign wheat or corn can compete with them in our mar- 
kets. They have enough for home consumption, and a large 
surplus to spare. Now mark the injustice. For every bushel of 
that wheat and corn sold at home or abroad, they receive free- 
trade prices—prices that are fixed in England. They must pay 
an average duty of 50 per cent over and above the reasonable cost 
of nearly everything they buy, and part with thir products at 
their simple market value. not Insult their intelligence b 

lacing a duty on wheat and corn. What benefit will it be 

hey have, and from the very nature of circumstances can have 
no competitors in the home market. Do you wonder they are 
complaining? Hasitdawned upon your intellects that they will 
no longer submit to this injustice? Shall the millions of our 
farmers be compelled forever to work this endless treadmill, 
sched 07 out wealth to scarce a tenth of our population? [Ap- 
plause. 

Sir, every civic virtue may die out in our populous centers, 
patriotism mea byword, and political rottenness revel with- 
out rivalry, yet in the valleys and on the mountain tops, where 
nature prevents the warping of man and freedom draws inspira- 
tion from the unfettered breeze, is found the last refuge of free 
institutions. And this isa class more than all others that a 
high tariff oppresses. It would seem as though the originators 
of that scheme had purposely selected as its victims not only 
this patriotic but this most patient element of our population; 
an element which in the throes of anarchy or communism has 
ever sustained the cause of law and order. 

A system like this, which produces vast extremes of wealth 
and poverty, is vicious, and an ee e on natural rights. 
If my neighbor is enriched by means of a law which permits him 
to appropriate the fruits of my labor he is a legal robber. Inan 
honorable and equal competition the race is to the swiftest. 

All can not engage in the same avocation. All can not manu- 
facture. Some must plow and some must mine. And that only 
is protection which permits the free interchange of these diver- 
sied products. Remove unjust restrictions, and man, adapted 
to his environments, with his enterprise and varied skill, will 
set flowing the natural streams of trade. 

This natural interchange of products insures fair compensa. 
tion and moderate prosperity to the whole. Because all stand 
upon equal vantage ground, each benefited by reason of his nat- 
ural advantages. You would not, for example, plow in the 
granite rocks of New Hampshire, but in the fertile soil of Mis- 
souri. You would not mine for the precious metals in the rich 

ricultural lands of Illinois, but in the regions of the Pacific 
Slope. You would not look for wealth in a country naturally 
destitute of it and of the means of producing it, unless you knew 
it had been carried there at somebody else’s expense. 

But high tariffs operate in other respects injuriously to the 
farming interests. ey destroy the markets for surpluscrops. 
This isnot due to that standing joke ‘‘ overproduction.” Under 
just economic conditions, where trade is free and the laborer re- 
ceives a-live-and-let-live remuneration, many mouths now hun- 
gry would be fed, many bodies now shivering with cold would be 
warmly clad. The present destitution would disappear and con- 
tented industry take its place, additional markets would be cre- 
ated and that moderate prosperity of the whole, the infallible 
indication of just laws, would prevail. Trampism isnot the nor- 
mal or desired state of any considerable body of our people. The 
idle are the exception, and the immense body of the unemployed 
to-day are shut out from work solely through iniquitous legisla- 
tion. [Applause.] 

The miners of the Pacific Slope march up and down the coun 
hunting work that can not be found, not because their contin 
Soe cae drat was not profitable to them and to the country as 
well, but because this Government inits determination to create 
a plutocracy has without remorse and with cold-blooded pre- 
meditation assassinated their business. Such an act of vandal- 
ism ought to meet with that reckoning its atrocity demands. 
You point to the smokeless chimneys of factories as a result of 
the menace of this bill; and yet those fires died out last sum- 
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mer, under the rain that fell from Wall street. Onward swept 
the storm, submerging all business interests. An object les- 
son“ was necessary to teach the people what they were about to 
forget—that the money power is their despotic master, and that 
its mandates must be implicitly obeyed. And now, to sing last 
summer’s song to this winter’s tune, this condition is ascribed 
to “tinkering with the tariff.“ Manufacturers running their 
plants half the year, and under present conditions filling their 
coffers, may well in view of vanishing bonanzas join in the new- 
fad refrain. Well may they afford for a month or even a year to 
close down, if by this means they can perpetuate a system which 
enormously enriches them at the expense of the people. 

But to proceed, our prohibitory duties are fast destroying our 
foreign trade. Exports are annually decreasing, as was desired 
in the passage of the McKinley law. Trade is reciprocal; a 
policy 1 annihilates it. Our surplus wheat, corn, and 
cotton no longer finds a market. It is dead capital. If this 

licy continues, Statistics, the great comforter, for all the conso- 

tion he can impart will have to go out of business, The beg- 
gar no doubt would feel flattered to read of his opulence in the 

eat dailies, and for a while this might stay the pangs of hunger. 
But nature must eventually assert itself. Despite the pictures 
of glowing wealth with which we are regaled from time to time, 
believe me, in the immediate future, the farmers and labor- 
ers will turn from their contemplation to seize the helm of gov- 
ernment, and run itin the interest of all the penne And they 
will do it under the banner of Jeffersonian Democracy. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic gee) 

Mr. Chairman, to the objection that any considerable reduc- 
tion of duties will create a deficiency in the revenues, now al- 
ready insufficient to meet the current expenses of Government, 
it may be answered, Democrats are 33 from making this 
argument. Our contention has always n that a high ee 
tective tariff decreased imports, and therefore revenue. The 
McKinley law, if it could live a little Jongen, would be a living 
demonstration of the truth of this contention. 

That tariff, therefore, which invites and does not repel trade 
in other words, placed on a purely revenue basis—is one of the 
efficient means of raising revenue; and, like the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. CocKRAN, I believe this bill will, to an extent 
at least, relieve the depleted state of the Treasury, that legacy 
left to us by the Republican party. But, aside from all this, 
there are other methods of meeting the difficulty, and the best 
one is a tax on incomes. 

Gentlemen rail against an income tax as though it were some- 
thing unprecedented. The fact is, it has been in operation in 
Haye | European countries for a number of years. England has 
tried it continuously for the last half onun where it has 
shown an increasing growth and met all deficiencies in the 
revenue. There, even in that gold-standard country, they are 
not called upon, in junctures like the present, to issue bonds, 
but meet the deficit by taxing incomes. They do not have that 
horror of offending the rich which some men here profess to 
have. They evidently do not believe it puts a premium on per- 
jury. If it does, the increasing taxes raised by it are an evi- 

ence that the perjury is committed in the interest of the Gov- 
ernment, and not of the taxpayer. What a humiliating and 
astounding proposition, that the men of large incomes in the 
United States are so lost to all sense of honor and decency that 
they will, through perjury, evade this tax. 

Sir, [ have said many hard things about plutocrats, but never 
in my life have I brought them so iow as this. I do not, cannot, 
believe it. Iam not ready to admit that the men of England, 
Prussia, Bavaria, Baden, Bremen, Austria, Italy,and Switzer- 
land, where this tax prevails, are more honest, more upright 
than the citizens of the United States; and I do not believe they 
will thank gentlemen for this unpardonable slur on their char- 
acters. No, Mr. Chairman, they will pay this tax, as they pay 
all other taxes; for in nature and essence it differs from no other, 
except that it is more just. 

You say it is inquisitorial. Indeed, what taxes are not? In 
my State we have an officer called an assessor. He goes around 
to the farmer and asks him some such questions as these: 

How much money have you got? 

What amount in notes and mortgages have you? 

What amount do you hold in stocks, bonds, ete.? 

How much corn, wheat, and potatoes have you? 

How many horses, how many mules, how many cattle, how 
many hogs? 

Has not your wife a sewing machine? Has she nota finger 
ring hidden in the bureau? Where are the ear rings she wore 
last Sunday to church? 

Now, you swear this iseverything you have on earth, and you 
En aos 1 anything, so help you God? [Applause and 

ughter. 

Does not that smack a little of the inquisitorial? 
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Are the feelings of the farmer so coarse and blunt that he can 
endure this process stoically, while the very minute itis applied 
to a man with an income of $5,000 his fine feelings are so out- 

ed that he resorts to perjury as a relief? [Applause.] 

his system places the burden where it ought to rest. It is 
notorious that a large proportion of our wealth escapes taxation, 
Land, horses, and cattle are always in sight, but money, stocks, 
and bonds are not sought after by the taxing power. 

The necessaries of life, more largely used by those of moderate 
means, are heavil taxed by tariffs, while the luxuries largely 
escape taxation. This policy should be reversed. Those who 


-have more at stake, and consequently requiring a more exten- 


sive exercise of the protective powers of the Government, should 
be made to pay in Seng oe to the benefits thus received. All 
wealth is produced by labor of body or mind, or both, which in 
either case creates surplus means. Of whatever these means 
consist, they and they alone should be principally taxable. We 
should not tax the body or mind. We should tax the effect and 
not the cause. Whatever is clear gain over and above the com- 
fortable means of living should be made tocontribute to thesu 

port of Government. I had hoped the bill which 1 introduced, 
taxing all incomes in excess of $2,500, would be reported by the 
committee. This amount is ample for the support of the aver- 

e family, and is far in excess of what the great bulk of the peo- 
ple receive. 

I shall not, however, antagonize any bill of this sort because 
it does not in this respect meet my full wishes Great reforms 
are not uccomplished in a single stride. Slowly, but surely, ad- 
vancesthe bannerof reform. Though temporarily checked here 
and there it is unfurled in the light of ultimate triumph. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill strikes at a principle whose insidious 
root has taken strong hold on public opinion. Under the spur 
of self-interest men have been driven to espouse paternalism. 
Self-reliance has been undermined, individual exertion dis- 
counted, and the Government turned into a great almshouse, 
whither all may go for maintenance. Ingenuity grows per- 
plexed in discovering new fields in which to scatter govern- 
mental bounties. Public expenditures mount correspondingly 
higher, while labor, which sustains the burden of all, must sub- 
mit to still greater exactions. 

It is the province of Democracy to call a halt; to advert once 
more to the idea that it is the duty of the people to support the 
Government, and not the Government the people; to rehabili- 
tate decaying energies, and place the citizen on the broad plane 
of equal opportunity, where each may run his allotted race. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, with the Democratic 
porig in full control of all branches of the Government, we can 
sy ize this elementary principle by redeeming our tariff 
pledges. 

Recent Republican triumphs on localissues, nor manufactured 
thunder of protective organs, should frightenus from the work. 
Through the years has the Democratic party fought to relieve 
the people of unjust taxation. It now stands on the threshold 
of its accomplishment. Behind is the disappearing fortress of a 
robber tariff; before,a people entering on an era in which the 
shackles of trade have n struck from energies that may leap 
and bound into new life. In this final hour shall we listen to the 
seductive whisperings of local interests? History tells us of two 

rinces of the sixteenth century who were friends of a lifetime. 

he Scandinavian monarch of that period wishing to remove one 
seduced the other into a promise to effect the purpose, and the 
reward of his treachery was to be no less than the hand of 
Christiana, the fair daughter of the King. His heart beating in 
anticipation of possessing such a treasure, he approached 
old friend with a view of carrying out the kinlgy design. But 
when the time for action arrived the better instincts of friend- 
ship and the nobleness of his nature prevailed,and what wasin- 
tended as a treacherous assault was converted into an increasing 
attachment. 

Sir, if there is one principle dear to the Democratic party itis 
that of tariff reform. By this cause has it stood through evil 
as well as good report. And now, on the commanding heights 
of victory, the seductive whisperings of speciul interests would 
bid it betray its policy. Listen some may to the tempter's song, 
beguiled a while by its sweetness, but when the time for action 
shall come I doubt not the ties of party fealty will prevailin re- 
newed attachment to the time-honored principles of Democ- 


racy. 
[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 
aly ELLIS of Oregon addressed the committee. Sée Appen- 
ix. 
Mr. MCDEARMON withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix.] 


Mr. CARUTH Mr. Chairman, I began my legislative life at 
the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, when President Cleve- 


land sent in his celebrated tariff message. During the debate on 


the measure knownas‘'the Mills bill,” framed in accordance with 
his recommendations, I gave expression tomy views in regard to 
the proposed legislation. I have seen no occasion to change my 
position. On the conti „time has strengthened my faith in 
the correctness of the Democratic doctrine that the power of the 
Congress to tax the people is restricted by the Constitution to 
the needs of the Government for revenue, and that to go beyond 
this limitation is to violate the provisions of that sacred instru- 
ment, which the Representatives of the people are solemnly 
sworn to uphold and defend, 

Although the pending bill does not in all particulars satisfy, 
my mind, it tends in the right direction, and shows that the 
Democratic party proposes to redeem the pledges of the plat- 
form upon which it solicited pee support and secured at the 
last Presidential election such emphatic popular approval. 

it is the policy of the political organization now in the ascend- 
ency in this Government not to confine the sale of the products 
of American labor to a narrow home market, but to afford our 
citizens an opportunity to trade with the people of every nation 
and of every clime. 

To accomplish this much-to-be-desired object, it is not only 
necessary that we should have wise tariff laws, but in order to 
maintain our position among the nations of the earth—in order 
to preserve or to extend our commerce—we must have a safe and 
stable currency which shall pass as money in all the marts of 


e. 

This necessity was so ably, clearly, and eloquently set forth 

by the present distinguished Secretary of the jury, Hon. 

John G. Carlisle, in an address before the Chamber of Commerce 

of the State of New York on the 21st of November, 1893, that I 

uote his remarksin full. On the occasion referred to Mr. Car- 
le said: 


Mr. PRESIDENT AND GENTLEMEN: The subject presented by the sentiment 
just read is so 5 and involves so many considerations, not only of public 
cy but of public and private honor and good faith, that I scarcely know 
ow to respond to it on such an occasion as this, where brevity of statement 
will be more appro late than elaborate ent. Iam somewhat embar- 
rassed also by the fact that Lam to talk to an assemblageof gentlemen who. 
by reason of their personal experience in commercial and cial affairs, 
are at least in as good a yon on as I am to understand and appreciate the 
value of a sound and stable currency and to foresee the injurious effects of a 
departure from correct financial methods. 
oney and its representatives constitute the tools with which the mer- 
chant and the rd their in the numerous and complicated 
transactions n y occurring In the wth and development of our 
trade at home andabroad. It is 3 to do perfect work with im- 
perfect instruments, and if it is attempted the consequences will not fall 
upon you alone, but must be felt mer or later in every part of the land. 
mfidence would be destroyed, e would be interrupted, the obligations 
of contracts would be violated, and all the evils which have invariably at- 
tended the use of a base or fluctuating currency would a: not the com- 
mercial and financial classes only, but the country at large. But our com- 
mercial interests are not confined to our own country; they extend toevery 
2 of the globe, and our people buy and sell in nearly every market of 

86 f f: hani d other Jaboring i 

Ave e of our farmers, mec! ics, and other Ja peopie 
find vealed and profitable employment in the uction and transporta- 
tion of commodities for sale and consumption other countries, and the 
. — ot many ot our most important ucts are fixed in foreign markets. 

ithout exception these prices are fixed in the markets of countries having 
a gold standard or measure of value either by express provision of law or 
by a public policy which keeps their silvercoins equal in exchangeable value 
to the gold coins at the legaliy established ratio. The value of our trade 
with the le of other countries during the last fiscal year was more than 
$1,700,000, and more than $1,100,000,000 of this was with the 83 of Eu- 
rope, While with the whole of Asia it amounted to a little over 8100, 000. 000. 
and with all the countries of South America, excluding Brazil, which has a 
paps gold standard, it was $46,000,000. 

hile it would be unfair to attribute this ual distribution of our 
trade with the outside world tothe character of their fiscal legislation, I 
think it may be safely asserted that this country could not long maintain 
its t position as one of the most conspicuous and important members 
of the great community of commercial nations which now controls the trade 
of the world, unless we preserve a monetary age substantially, at least, 
in accord with the monetary systems of the other principal nations. 

There can be no international legal tender without an international agree 
ment, but there must, from the very n ties of the case, always be acom- 
mon basis upon which bargains are made and a common currency in which 
balances are settled. No one nation can determine for the others what that 
basis shall be or what that currency shall be. It may establish a currency 
for itself and for the use of its own people in their domestic trade, but the 
value of that currency will be ultimately measured and conclusively fixed 
by the international standard, whatever that may be, The stamp on its 
coins attests their weight and fineness, but it adds nothing whatever to their 
intrinsic value, and nothing whatever to their exchangeable value in the 
markets of the world; so that a nation’s stock of international money al- 
ways consists of its uncoined bullion, and the bullion value of its coins. 

It can not augment its stock of such money to any extent whatever by 
overvaluing either gold or silver in its coinage laws, nor can it diminish its 
stock to any extent whatever by undervaluing either metal. While the num- 
ber of its nominal dollars, or s ings, or francs may be increased or dimin- 
ished, as the case may be, the actual value of the bullion or coins will not be 

ed in the least, for no act of „or other legislative body, can 
re) or alter the jaws of trade or the laws of finance; and every attempt 
to do so must result in disaster sooner or later. 

No matter, therefore, what our . may be here at home as 
established by own laws, we must either relinquish a large part of our share 
in the commerce of the world or conduct our international trade such 
basis as the general judgment of commercial nations may estab! We 
can not possibly change this situation, and, consequently, the only practical 


3 is, whether it is better toestablish by law an inferior End of mone 
use at home exclusively and another 


for use abroad, or to have 
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our money good eno for use in every market where our ponie trade. I 
tena leg 8 of the United States are entitled to have for use in their 
0 c trade 


Just as good m as any other people in the world have, 
and that they are entitied to have just as manch of it cs may be necessary to 
carry on business regularly and profitably. Whether it be gold or sil- 
ver, or both, or paper based upon the coins of the two metals, the people 
have aright to demand that it shall be in fact what it rts to be—a just 
and true measure of value, or the representative of a just and true measure 


of value. 

Gold is the only international money, and all trade balances are settled in 
gold, or, which is the same thing, on a gold basis, all other forms of cur- 
rency being adjusted to that standard. It is useless for the advocates of a 
different system to insist that this ought not to be so; it is so, and we can 
note! e the fact. But the gold eagle and double eagle are not accepted 
ata cular valuation in these settlements simply because the United 
States uf America have declared by law that they shall be legal tender at 
their nominal value, but solely because the bullion contained in them, if un- 
coined, would be worth everywhere the same amount. 

This is a great and powerful Government, but thereis one thing it can not 
do—it can not create money. There are some things, however, which the 
Government can do for the establishment and preservation of a sound and 
stable currency. In the exercise of its constitutional authority to coin 
money and regulate the value thereof,” it can suspend or limit the co 
of either metal whenever it is ascertained that the coins of the two met 
of the same denomination, are of unequal value; or it can change their le; 
ratio so as to make them as nearly equal in value as possible; or ‘scan main- 
tain the parity of its coins by receiving them and their paper representatives 
in payment of all public dues and discharge all its own obligations in what- 
ever kind of money its creditors may demand. 

The principle or rule of law that the option as to the kind of legal tender 
with which an obligation shall be disch longs to the debtor, and not 
to the creditor, has no just application in a case where the Government is- 
sues its notes to circulate as a currency among the people and, by making 
them legal tender, compels the people to receive them. e private citizen 
may very 8288 a himself of the lawful right to discharge his private 
obligations, held by voluntary creditors, in any kind of legal-tender money, 
because he has only his own personal interest to protect and owes no public 
duty in the premises. But when the Government of the United States has 
undertaken to supply the country with a currency, and has issued its obli- 
gations in the form of notes to circulate among the people in the transaction 
of their private business, and has received for every dollar represented by 
such notes a dollar's worth of the people's services or a dbliar’s worth of the 
people's property, its honor, as well as sound public policy, demands that 
they shall be redeemed upon presentation in money current in all the mar- 
K of the world. s z a 5 70 ‘i 

o government can honorabl, age or depreciate its own obligations, 
especially obligations . forced its people to accept; nor can 
any government honorably discriminate between the different kinds of 
money or currency which it puts in circulation. Whatever may be the dif- 
ferences in the forms and qualities of the currency while it remains in cir- 
culation, when the time for ultimate redemption comes all must be treated 


0. 
The country has recently heard a great deal about bimetallism and a 
double standard, and it is ble that these subjects will continue to be 
discussed to some extent the future. For my t, I have never been 
able to understand what is meant by a double s ard, or double measure 
of value, and I have never found any one who could tell me. $ 
To my mind it seems as absurd to contend that there should be two differ- 
ent standards or measures of value as it would be to insist upon having two 
yardsticks of different lengths or two gallons ot differentdimensions. If there 
were two standards, or measures, not equal in value, it is evident that one of 
them must be a false measure; and if they were of equal value, it is evident 
that, no matter what the law might declare, there would be in fact but one 
measure, although com: of two different kinds of material. If, for in- 
stance, the silver dollar and the gold dollar were of precisely the same value 
and be so kept at all times, there would be, in fact, but one standard, 
one unit for the measurement of values. Whatever that actual standard 
be as established by the laws of trade and finance, whether it be so many 
— daa of fine gold or so many grains of fine silver, it is the duty of the Goy- 


ernment to conform to it in the payment of its obligations and in all its 


dealings with the people. 

It does not follow from I have said that nothing shall circulate 
or be rec zed as money or currency except rg paper ed 5 
gold, nor that the pepa of commodities ought to be, or will be, fixed upon 
the hypothesis that gold is the only money in the world; but it does folow 
that no part of our cur: 


, Whether it be silver or paper, should be - 
mitted to depreciate below the established and standard. 
financial policy which would encourage or permit such de dation, or cre- 
ate areasonable apprehension of such depreciation, would unsettle valu 
paralyze business, arrest the growth and expansion of our industries, an 
ultimately bring almost universal bankruptcy and ruin upon the country. 
It must be remembered, however, that it the function and duty of the 
legislative department to establish the policy of the Government upon this 
and all other subjects, and to clothe the Executive.with the necessary au- 
thority and means to carry it out. When the authority and means are 
granted, the executive 3 18 8 for the manner in which 
Uhe law is executed, but beyond this it has no power to act, and, conse- 
quently, no duty to perform. 

Gentlemen, the question whether the obligations ot the United States will 
be paid in coin current in all the markets in the world has already beenset- 
tled, and it has, in my opinion, been settled for ali time to come. It has 
been settled, not by any 8 c act of Congress prescribing the exact mode 
of 8 but by the t and obvious purpose of the whole body of ex- 
isting legislation upon the subject, and by the deliberate judgment of the 
American people and the declared se of those who have been intrusted 
with the execution of the laws. The tion and ability of the Govern- 
ment to maintain its own credit at the highest possible standard, and to 
preserve the integrity of all the forms of currency in circulation among the 
people, can not be reasonably doubted, and ought not to be subjects of seri- 
ous controversy hereafter. t 

This does not imply that silver is to have no place in our monetary system. 
What is to be the ultimate fate of that metal is one of the problems which 
time and events alone can solve; but for many years, notwithstanding all 
our legislation in its support, the fluctuations in its value have been so sud- 
den and so great as to demonstrate the fact that it can not be safely coined 
without limitations into money of final . at the existing ratio or 
at any other ratio that might be established. It isnot ble, under exist- 

cumstances, for any one government to establish and maintain a 
stable relation between the two metals, and for this reason alone, if there 
were no others, we are bound to place some reasonable limitations upon the 
coinage and use of silver. How much of it can be safely coined, upon 
what conditions it can be safely used. are questions upon which there will 
be wide differences of opinion; but after all that can be said on both sides 
they will be finally determined by circumstances which can not now be fore- 
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seen. and by the natural increase of our population and the natural growth 


of our industries and trade. 

It is enough to say at it that we have already on hand a stock of sil- 
ver. coined and uncoined, sufficient to meet all the probable requirements 
of the country for many years to come. The mints of the United States 
have coined 419,332,550 standard silver dollars. and we now have 140,609,760 
fine ounces of silver bullion, which, at the ratio of 16 to 1, would mage #18i,- 
914,841, or 601,247,391 in the aggregate. Besides this, we have $76,977,002 in 
subsidiary silver coin, which is legal tender to the amount of ten dollars, and 
is by law redeemable in full I tender er on presentation. Our total 
stock of gold coin and gold bullion is 8859. 107,949. 

The five countries constitu’ the Latin Monetary Union. with a com- 

ypulation of more 


bined than $0,000,000, exclusive of their colonial posses- 
sions. have 975.000, 000 in gold, 5725, 000,000 of full legal-tender silver, and $95,- 
000,000 of subsidiary silver coins; and yet they found it necessary several 
years ago to discontinue the coinage of tender silver and enter into an 
arrangement by which each country agreed to redeem in its own 
legal-tender silver coins when presented by any other member of the union. 
Thus gold has been made to support a limited e of silver coin at par 
in France, Belgium, Italy, Greeee, and Switzer. „as it has been required 
to do in the United States since 1878, and as it mustcontinue to do hereafter, 
here and elsewhere, unless a great change shall occur in the relative values 
hee the. prac t silver-producing country in the world, and having 
ng ver · produ coun e world, a on 
hand a large amount of silver coin and bullion, the United States can not be 
otherwise than pea interested in every measure designed to enhance its 
value and increase its use as money upon a safe and sound basis, but we can 
not alone maintain its unlimited coinage as full legal tender in opposition to 
the policies of the other great nations of the earth; and the co is to be 
congratulated upan the fact that we have at last placed ourselves in a posi- 
tion which ena us-to rve our own monetary system intact and ex- 
ercise a potent influence in any movement that may be hereafter made for 
the 8 adjustment of this very important and difficult question. 

It is a great mistake to suppose that the supporters of our recent legisla- 
tion upon this subject were animated by any feeling of hostility to the con- 
tin use of silver as money to the largest possible extent consistent with 
the stability of our currency and the preservation of the publicfaith. The 
wisest and safest friends of that metal are those who havé had the ty 
to foresee the inevitable effect of its continuous accumulation in the form of 
Dulion in the vaults of the Tre: and the courage to remove from the 
statute book an experimental law which from the time of its enactment was 
a constant menace to the welfare of the whole country. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, permit me to thanx you and the Chamber of 
of the State of New York for affording me this opportunity to 
meet so many of the leading business men of this great business city. Al- 
though —.— organization has been in existence more than one hundred and 
twenty-five years, and has through many trials and vicissitudes, it is 
but simple justice to say that its Pe has always been wise and conser- 

ve, and its action patriotie and ficial. All that is needed now to in- 
sure the early mauguration of an era of i piiga osperity is such action 
part of this and similar organizations ughout the country as 
inspireeentidence and revive the spirit of 3 among the people. 
Now that our credit has been greatly strengthened and our currency made 
more stable and secure, an opportunity is afforded those whocontro! our com- 
mercial and industrial interests to resume operations under more favorable 


at or near Des Moines, Iowa- to the Committze on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD (by request): A bill (H. R. 5249) for the 
relief of purchasers of certain lots in the city of Washington—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 5250) to provide for 
storing distilled spirits other than fruit brandy in special bonded 
warehouses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 5251) to increase the pension of 
Harrison D. F. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5252) for the relief of Solo- 
mon Hyams—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R.5253) for the relief of John M. 
Curry—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5254) 3 
pension to William W. Mullenix, Company I, Seventy-first Mi 
souri Enrolled Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 5255) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Samuel Me- 
Birney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5256) for the relief of John B. Domm, of Fort 
McPherson, Ga—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5257) granting a 
pension to Michael Knauber—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension 
to Hannah Lyons—to the Committee on Pensions. z 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Llinois: A bill (H. R.5259) for the 
relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Alfred Robinson, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. = 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 3280) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Corigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R.5261) to reimburse the State of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5262) for the 


conditions than have existed for many years, and I am sure you will cheer- | relief of Manfred S. Friend—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fully cobperate in any effort they may make in that direction. 


I believe that the pending bill will stimulate our industries, 
afford remunerative work to our mechanics, assist in breaking 
down trusts and combines, cheapen the necessities of life to our 
people, open up new markets for the product of American labor, 
and promote our commercial standing among the nations of the 
earth. reer A oy hope, I earnestly support this measure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Chairman, if no other gentleman desires 
to occupy the floor to-night I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LANE re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union having had under consideration the tariff bill, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BAILEY (at 9 o'clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


fairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5263) ting a pension to Goodson In- 
gram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264 for the relief of the heirs of J. D. Me- 
Kenzie—to the Committee.on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5265) for the relief of the heirs of James D. 
MeKendzie—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5266) to grant 
an honorable discharge to James Acla, formerly private Com- 

y I, Eighth United States Infantry—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. Tn) 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5267) for the 
relief of John F. Byars, of Newton County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of cigar manufac- 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were | turers and makers of cigars, for a uniform duty on all unstemmed 


introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 5243) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to transfer the reproductions of the caravels 


leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of Colorado Forestry 
Association, relative to rapid and unlawful removal of timber on 


of Columbus to the Columbian Museum of Chicago—to the Com- Government lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 5244) to provide for pur- 
chase of a site and erection of a hall of records thereon—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 5245) to p:ovide for an irriga- 
tion survey of the great plains and of the semiarid belt of 
country between the ninety-seventh and one hundred and ninth 
degrees of west longitude in the United States—to the Commit- 
4e Mr. WILLTAM A. STONE: A bill 246) 

y Mr. AM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 5246) providing 
for inspections of immigrants by United States Sal iss the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FUNSTON; A bill (H. R. 5247) to authorize the con- 
struction and maintenance of adam or dams across the Kansas 
River, within the counties of Wyandotte and Johnson, in the 
State of Kansas—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commeree. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5248) to establish a military post 


Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union of Colorago, relating to coinage of seigniorage of silver, 
demanding free coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, and pro- 
testing against any issue of bonds in time of peace—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Remonstrance of cigar-makers of Lea- 
venworth, Kans., against any increase of internal tax on cigars— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, i 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of William O. Martin, 
of Brocton, Ill., for increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. EVERETT: Protest and petition of Charles E. James 
and 21 others, employés of the Pearl Button Company of Lynn, 
Mass., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Samuel 


er and 104 others, 
citizens of New Jersey, against the Pawaga of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of Friedman & Co. and 8 other firms of New 
Jersey, for raising the proposed duty on parasols and umbrellas 
and walking sticks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Leonard & Roess, Brattleboro, 
Vt., and 12 others, for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of 325 residents of Canton, 
Ohio, and vicinity, laborers, farmers, and business men, protest- 
ing against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: Petition of E. Woodbury and 
other citizens of Goodhue County, Minn., in favor of the reten- 
tion of the present duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the employés of Messrs Bur- 
gin & Sons, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against 
z reduction óf glass bottles—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Avon- 
more, Pa., protesting against the puge of the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Memorial of Dr. Asa Horn 
and 7 other physicians, of Dubuque, Iowa, urging the establish- 
ment of a national bureau of health—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Protest of a mass meeting of hat-finishers 
in Brooklyn, N. Y., against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a protest from the Hat-makers’ Union, of Brooklyn, N. V., 

inst the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Remonstrance signed by 20 citi- 
zens of Cleveland, Ohio, against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, evidence in support of the pension claim of Brigham 
Perkins to accompany House bill 3805—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of George Brennan and others of 
Philadelphia, against the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Alfred Payne, executor of 
Silas K. Payne, deceased, praying that his claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of Patrick Toland and 23 other 
citizens of Toronto, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Remonstrance of J. W. Barker, of Westerly, 
Conn., and others, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ag he and Means, 

By Mr. POST: Petition of J. W. Divilbiss and others, cigar 
manufacturers and makers, of Canton, III., praying for a uni- 
form duty of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittes on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Armstrong and others, cigar manu- 
facturers and makers, of Canton, III., praying for a uniform duty 
of 35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of of W. H. 5 and others, cigar manufac- 
turers and makers, of Canton, III., praying for a uniform duty of 
35 cents on all unstemmed leaf tobaczo—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry Loudmeyer & Co., of Peoria, III., in 
favor of 1-cent postage—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. £ 

By Mr. RAYNER (by regust Petition of members of the 
medio u profession, such as Drs. William H. Welch, Louis Me- 
Lane Tiffany, and many others, of Baltimoré, Md., urging that 
a bureau of public health be organized within the Treasury 
Department of the United States—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of the Cigar- 
makers’ Local Union, No. 46, Grand Rapids, Mich., signed by 
Charles L. Carpenter, president; Albert Anderson, secretary, 
and 42 manufacturers, asking that the tax be not increased on 
their factory products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of E. A. Miller and 45 others, farm- 
ers and dealers in barley, and residents of Hixton, Jackson 
County, Wis., against the reduction in the duty on barley pro- 
p y the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of 436 citizens of Connecticut 
against the pass ge of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John Follaw and others, against the passage 
of the Wilson tarif bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER. Momorial and resolutions of the Board of 
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Trade of Chicago, praying the passage of House bill 4182, in refer- 
ence to animals in transit—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

ay . CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 666 citizens, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, of McKean County, Pa., protesting 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill, and against any 
modification of existing tariff law—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. } 

By Mr. SWEET: Momorial from the Legislature of Idaho 
relative to the improvement of -certain riyers in said State—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Ralph C. Britain, A. B. Tay- 
lor, L. E. Veits, C. Reid, and 115 other citizens of Saugatuck 
and Ganges, Allegan County, Mich., askingfor an appropriation 
of $40,000 for theimprovementof Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of D. C. Putnam, William Plummer, William 
Kerr, and 111 others, of Douglas and Ganges, Allegan County, 
Mich., asking for an appropriation of $40,000 for the improve- 
ment of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Emil Heinze, Robert Leman, John Kenter, 
Robert Moore, and 14 others, of Douglas and Ganges, Alle 
County, Mich., asking for anappropriation of $40,000 for * 
provement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of George W. Waldo, T. F. Plummer, Nathan 
Wells, C. E. Bird, and 52 other citizens of Douglas and Sauga- 
tuck, Allegan County, Mich., asking for the appropriation of 
$40,000 for the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Fred Wade, John Docking, Charles Thew, 
Thomas Bennett, and 20 others, citizens of Saugatuck, asking 
for an appropriation of $10,000 for the improvement of Sau- 


gece bor, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
rs. 

Also, petition of Fernando Smith, George H. Plummer, Frank 
Kirby, E. E. Weed & Co., and 31 others, citizens of Douglas and 


Ganges, Allegan County, Mich., asking for an appropriation of 
840,000 for the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of E. F. Brown, George W. Skinner, and 60 
others, of Three Oaks, Mich., asking for the defeat of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition from Albany, N. Y., favoring the 
passage of a bill to establish a bureau of public health—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Peen Commerce. 

Also, petition from Messrs. Hugh and John O'Hare, Cohoes, 
N. Y., favoring duty of 35 cents on unstemmed leaf tobaeco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Zy Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of F. Ricke, of Breese, 
Clinton County, and of M. S. Dickerson and 3 others, of Flora, 
III., praying for a uniform duty on all unstemmed leaf tobacco 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, January 17, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
n signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1878) to amend an act of Congress approved May 12, 
1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company the right 
to improve Aransas Pass; 

A bill (S.299) to extend the time for the construction of the 
railway of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 340) to authorize the construction of a dim or 
dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, in the 
State of Kans:s; and 

A bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the Territory of 
Arizona, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of 168 citizens of Spring 
City, Pa., remonstrating against any change in the duty on 
window glass; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials signed by sundry glass-workers 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remcastrating against a reduction of the 
duty on green and flint gluss bottles, as proposed by the Wilson 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented a petition of cigar manufacturers of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty of 35 

r cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a memorial of the employés of Thomas 
Potter, Sons & Co., of Philadelphia, manufacturers of oilcloth 
and linoleum, remonstrating against a reduction of the duties 
on these materials as proposed by the Wilson tariff bill. As 
the memorial is very brief I should like to have it read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


ule be See sed 
Three of the principal raw materials used in this industry are: first, bur- 


per cent ad valorem, The injustice of this is apparent, as the rates on the 
rincipal raw materials are in excess of the rate of the finished article. At 

e nt time when we work for a full week of sixty hours we are paid 
the following rate of wages: 

Skilled labor, $12 to $20 per week; unskilled labor, 89 to $12 per week; which, 
while not nigh wages, yet are fully from 100 to 125 cent in excess of that 
paid in Great Britain, and from 200 to 309 per cent higher than in Germany, 
where there are a number of oilcloth and linoleum factories. 

Gentlemen, with these facts in your possession we respectfully urge that 
you as our representatives see that this injustice is rectified, that we may 
enjoy as good a livelihood in the future as we have done in the past with 


our present rate of wages. 
. SAMUEL HIMMELBRIGHT, 
WILLIAM R. HALL, 
HARRY KEYES, 
Committee. 


Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
the Boston Society of Water-Color Painters, held January 6, 
1894, indorsing the free-art clause of the Wilson tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Glouces- 
ter, Mass., praying for the early completion of the Sandy Bay 
breakwater and harbor of refuge at Cape Ann, Massachusetts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of 59 employés of the Smith 
Paper Company, of Lee, Mass., remonstrating against the pas- 

e of the WI son tariff bill; Which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Glou- 
cester, Mass., praying for the early completion of the Sandy 
Bay breakwater and harbor of refuge at Cape Ann, Massachu- 
setts; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also 3 a petition of Typographical Union, No. 120, 
of Lynn, Mass., praying for the Governmental control of the tel- 
egraph service; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. I presenta memorial of about 300 residents 
of Streator, III., who are engaged in the manufacture of window- 

lass, remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
Bill, and especially against the proposed reduction of the duties 
upon manufactures of that article. I desire to state that the 
memorial comes from a little city which is now made up almost 
entirely of men engaged in that and other manufactures of a 
similar nature. I move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the in of H. C. Vetter, a 
member of Columbia Typographical Union, No. 101, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the passage of an act to establish gov- 
ernmental ownership and control of the telegraph service. This 
is a petition largely in the nature of an argument on the sub- 
ject, and I ask the Senate toallow it to be printed as a document 
so that it can go before the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
in a shape to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection 
the petition will be printed as a document, and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the American Lacteal 
Company of New York City, manufacturers of milk sugar, re- 
monstrating against a reduction of the duty on that article; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the memorial of S. W. Connell and 
85 other citizens of Gogebie County, Mich., rémonstrating against 
placing iron ore on the free list; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of the Wool-Growers’ 
Association of Columbus, Ohio, adopted at a meeting held Jan- 
uary 10, 1894, praying that no reduction be made in the duties 
on wool or woolen goods. This isa petition from a very respon- 
sible body. It contains a great many facts and figures which I 


think are important. I do not think it is quite so bulky as it 
appears to be, and I should like to have an order made to print 
it asa document, and have it referred to the Committee on 


ce. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Ohio that the petition be printed as a 
miscellaneous document? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Without the signatures. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without the signatures. 
The Chair hears noobjection, and it isso ordered. The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials of 50 citizens of Bar- 
low, of 68 citizens a Norwalk, of 100 citizens of McArthur, and 
of 88 citizens of Ward, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He alsopresented a memorial of Cigar-Makers’ Union, No. 173, 
of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating against a further increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of William T. Wade, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying that he be granted an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Herman Ridlen, of Green- 
field, Ind., praying that he be granted a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a communication in the nature 
of a petition from the Central Labor Union at Concord, N. H., 
in favor of Government ownership of the telegraph service. The 
petitioners express a desire that Congress shall pass a law to 
place the present telegraph lines under Government control as 
part of the postal business or build new ones. 

I move that the communication be referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 754) for the relief of the Southern Railroad 
Association, lessees of the Mississippi Central Railroad Com- 
pany, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. : 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, towhom was 
referred the bill (S. 288) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth 
Smith, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 485) granting theright to personally inspect 
and have attested copies of all evidence and reports filed or used 
in proceedings to obtain a pension, and for other purposes, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 


bill was postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. FRYE. I reported from the Committee on Commerce a 
few days ago the bill (S. 497) to amend “An act toamend section 


4400 of Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
concerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7 
1832; and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised 
Statutes, ‘‘ regulation of steam vessels,” and stated that later on 
under the instructions of the committee I would file an amend- 
ment. I ask leave now to report the same bill from the commit- 
tee with the amendment and have it take the place on the Cal- 
endar of the bill reported at the former date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. - 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Lenness A 
peony reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 117) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

} A. P. H. STEWART. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1325) for the 
relief of A. P. H. Stewart, to report it without amendment, 
and submit a report thereon. The bill proposes to appropriate 
$185.69. A similar bill has passed the Senate heretofore, and I 
ask the consent of the Senate to put it on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
as of the Senator from Oregon that the bill be now considered? 

e Chair heurs none, and the bill will be read at length as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to reexamine and settle the following 
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and rope . 
pipe, eee legally assessed and ected, and the Secretary o 
the ury is hereby authorized and directed to pay, out of any moy in 
the Treasury not otherwise a) 
said Commissioner of Internal Revenue as aforesaid to have been illegally 
im CK es assessed and collected, to the party hereinafter named: Pro- 
vided, at the amount paid in any case shall not exceed the amount here- 
inafter named: = 

To A. H. P. Stewart, $185.69, 


Mr. HOAR. Is there a report with the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from Oregon will state the 
substance of the report without having it read in full. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The committee at this time 
have readopted a report submitted at the last Congress by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. The bill as introduced 
originally covered a number of claims—some five or six. All 
were eliminated, however, from the bill except this one claim 
of $185.69. It is a claim for taxes alleged to have been pee | 
collected by the Government, and that question is by the bill 
submitted to the Department. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will don me one moment, I 
wish to call his attention to what I think is the importance of 
the matter. The question under what circumstances the Gov- 
ernment or the people of one year should repay taxes wrongfully 
exacted formerly is a very difficult one, and any decision of it 
has very far-reaching consequences. For instance, there are 
some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber who think we 
should refund the cotton tax, in regard to the constitutionality 
of which the Supreme Court were equally divided. We have a 
measure for that purpose brought up at every session. It has 
not been the general rule of Congress, I suppose, to refund a tax 
when it was illegally collected simply because, under the pro- 
vision of law, the c ant has a remedy for recovering the tax. 
It seems to me that whether it is a few dollars or a million 
dollars there ought to be a clear statement of the principle on 
which in such a case the committee proceeded so that we may 
see we are not getting ourselves into difficulty and making a 
precedent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is very true; but I under- 
stand that this was a tax collected upon rope and bagging used 
in packing cotton and it turned out that those were articles not 
2 i to tax. 

r. HOAR. It was an internal-revenue tax? z 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. An internal-reyenue tax. 

Mr. HOAR. How could there be an internal-revenue tax on 
rope or ging? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is nono, but it was col- 
lected all the same. The proposition of the bill is to refund the 
tax to this man. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If I may have one word more before the Senator 
from [owa proceeds, who no doubt understands the matter better 
than [ do, I will state that there have been a number of instances 
where merchants and manufacturers in my own State have made 
application for a refund of internal-revenue taxes and customs 
duties, and the Committee on Finance have declined to give them 
aremedy; and in the cases where they have declined, although 
I presented the petitions, I think I was satisfied the committee 
were right, certainly in some cases. It is very important when- 
ever it is done that there shall be a clear statement of the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report read so as to 
show why this applicant did not file his claim with the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue under the statute and make his case 
for a refund of the tax within the statute of limitations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I can answer the question of the 

-Senator from Iowa, I think, to his entire satisfaction. He sup- 
he had made the claim as provided by the statute and 
within the time, but it turned out that it was made in such a 
bungling way that the Commissioner did not re it as a 
proper presentation of the claim. It was presented by a letter 
of John W. Bell, attorney, which is very brief. The letter, it 
will be seen, covered a lot of claims without specifying particu- 
larly what each claim was. It reads as follows: 

as DICHMAN, BELL & Co., ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 

à OFFICE NO. 412 FIFTH STREET, 
Washington, D. C., August 1, 1871. 

SIR: I desire to file with the Bureau of Internal Revenue the cases of 
Messrs. Stewart & Co., J. L. Reese & Co., Robbins & Aram, J. A. Sample, 
Root & W Johnson Hobs & Co., C. A. Weed & Co., and others for the 


illiams, 
refunding of the tax paid for tare on the 8 and ro; of cotton. The 
necessary proofs ae beina pre; now, and I desire ote to file the claims 
9 so as to come Within the limitation prescribed by general or- 
etc. 


Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JOHN W. BELL. 
Gen. A. PLEASONTON, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C. 


This man pee his claim in the hands of Bell as his attorney 
and supposed it had been presented in proper form. It was not 


done, as is evident from this bungling letter. There is another 
letter here from Mr, Mason, the Commissioner, which I will read 
if the Senator desires to hear it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Letit be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. However, the bill to which the 
letter relates covered a number of claims in addition to Mr. 
Stewart’s. The letter is addressed to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and is as follo WS; 

TREASURY DEPARTMNT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 
SIR: Iam in receipt of yours of tho 2d instant inclosing a copy of bill (S. 


1730) for the relief of A. P. H. Stewart and others, and requesting that I 


cause to be forwarded for the use of the Committee on Claims all yapaa on, 
file in this Department relating to the claims, and also that I favor the com- 
mittee with my opinion as to the merits of the same. 


Senate bill 1730 pro to authorize and direct the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue to and settle certain claims, as follows: 

1. A. P. H. Stewart, for $185.69. : 

That is this claim. 


This is a claim for the refunding of taxes alleged to have been paid on tare 
of cotton in September, 1885. The claim was filed in this office February 13, 
1883, and was rejected by my predecessor in office for the reason that it was 
Not presented within the pened conn by section 3228, Revised Statutes. 

Claimant relied on a letter to office by his attorney, J. W. 
Bell, August 1, 1871, to save the bar. 

bond is the letter I have just read. The Commissioner pro- 
ceeds; ' 

Iam satisfied that the 8185.69 was erroneously collected by the United 
States as tax on tare of cotton, and I believe that the letter of August 1, 1871, 
filed by Mr. Stewart's attorney, should be considered as the informal fi 
of the claim; but as the case was decided by my predecessor with a 
knowledge of all the facts, he deciding that the Bell letter identified neither 
the claim nor the claimants, I have no authority to review his decision. 

89505 communication is signed by John W. Mason, Commis- 
sioner. 

That is all of the letter which relates to this claim, and [have 
stated all I know about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill involves a small sum, but a great 
many of these claims have been presented to the Committee on 
Finance, and I understand we have made a uniform rule that the 
claimant must show some reason why he did not file within the 
specified time his complaint before the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, or he must show that he had filed it and for some 
reason the claim was disallowed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Commissioner states that if 
this was a case of first instance he would hold that it was a suf- 
ficient filing. 

Mr. ALLISON. He thinks it isa just claim? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it seems this is one of a number of 
gens May I ask the Senator what becomes of the rest of 

em} 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The rest of the claims were for 
taxes on cotton, which we disallowed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Were they included in the Bell letter? 

_Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; they were. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then this is the only claim in the Bell let- 
ter, which the Senator has read, that has been allowed by the 
committee? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is the only one. I will call at- 
tention to what the other claims were. The next claim was in 
favor of this same claimant, A. P. H. Stewart, for internal-reve- 
nue tax paid on 183,490 pounds of Government cotton, amount- 
ing to $3,668. The next was for $4,642.32 internal-revenue tax 
paid on 232,116 1 of Government cotton. 

Mr. HOAR. In what State or district was that? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was in Kentucky, I believe. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the date of the payment of the tax? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In 1865. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nearly thirty B eon ago. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ose are the only two claims 
in favor of Stewart. Then there wasaclaim of C. A. Weed & 
Co., also included in the Bell letter, for $794 for tax paid on cot- 
ton. The committee disallowed all those claims, but it allowed 
the amount of $185.69 paid on tare of cotton on the statement of 
oe 5 of Internal Revenue that the tax was illegally 
collected. 

Mr. ALLISON, Although this is a small sum it may involve 
other very large sums. It seems to me the committee should 
make a careful report upon this particular bill, giving the rea- 
sons why they have allowed the claim, with the letter of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and so on, in order to ex- 
clude other claims that may be involved. I know we are in the 
habit here of allowing claims, and then after a few years the al- 
lowance becomes a precedentfor other claims. I remember very 
well that some years ago we allowed the Chickasaws a certain 
claim on account of a misstatement of accounts long before in 
the Interior Department. That claim, after a good deal of con- 
sideration, was finally allowed, after having been adjudicated in 


1894. 
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the Interior Department; but after we allowed the principal of 
the claim and it was paid, I understand that now there is a bill 

nding in this body providing for interest upon the claim for 

orty years, more or less, the interest being double the amount 

of the original claim. 

Unless we are careful as respects these questions we shall in- 
volve the Government in the payment of very large sums. I 
know there are a great many claims pending where parties de- 
sire to have the bar in the statute of limitations removed; and I 
think the report should show that the committee consent to the 
removal of this bar, because there was really no laches on the 

of the claimant. I suggest tothe Senator from Oregon that 
e allow the bill to go over until a careful report can be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am willing to do that, but I 
desire to state . of the case. I did not make 
the report at the last Congress. It was made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Vikas]. My understanding is that this is 
a case covered by a certain section of the Revised Statutes pro- 
viding for the refunding of exactly this kind of a tax, and the 
only question in reference to the matter is whether the letter 
was presented in time. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. PLATT. That there are other cases of this sort L happen 
to know from an incident in my own Senatorial life. A party 
in Connecticut, having a right to have a refund of tax illegally 
paid, had made his claim within the time allowed by statute. It 
was the fault of the collector of internal revenue that it had not 
been forwarded to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue so reported. The claim 
was small, but I took a great interest in it and argued it before 
the First Comptroller as if it had been a case in the Supreme 
Court. I thought I had convinced the First Comptroller that 
the tax should be refunded, but I found that he had written a 
long opinion applicable to such cases, and he would not take 
back his former opinion. I know that there must be a great 
many of these cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before the bill goes over I ask 
that the letter of June 5, 1893, from the then Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, be read. Then I will ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the 
letter will be read as requested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me suggest that it be printed with the 
report. If it is printed in the RECORD we will not find it when 
the bill is called up again. Let it be printed as a part of the 
report, to accompany it. Then we shall have it on our files. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill will go over for the present and take its place on the Calen- 
dar. The report of the committee will be printed. 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORTS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following concurrent resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1893, in two octavo volumes, 10,000 ex- 
tra copies; of which 1,000 peg shall be for the useof the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House of mtatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and 2,000 copies for the use of the National Mu- 


seum. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1446) to amend sections 
5579 and 5591, Title LXIII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1447) 
to grant the right of way to the „Miami and Southern 

way Company through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1448) for the relief of 
James A. Mitchedi, of Sebastian County, Ark.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1449) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth L. Traweek, of Sebastian County, Ark.; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. WHITE of California (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
1450) to provide for an irrigation survey of the Great Plains and 
of the semiarid belt of country between the ninety-seventh de- 
gree of west longitude and the eastern foothills of the Rocky 
Mountains; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1451) for the relief of George B. 
Cosby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1452) to eqnstruct a road 
from Springfield, III., to the national cemetery adjacent thereto; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
r. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1453) for the transfer of a 
N of the exhibit of the Department of State at the World's 
lumbian Exposition to the Columbian Museum of Chicago; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to transfer the reproductions of the caravels of Co- 
lumbus to the Columbian Museum of Chicago; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Jen- 
nie E. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. f 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S.1456) to fix the pay, allowances, 

nsions, retirement and rank of the veterinarians of the United 

tates Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. QUAY, it was 


Ordered, That George R. Burnett have leave to withdraw his papers filed 
at the Fifty-second Congress with bill No. 3685, entitled a bill for the 
relief of George R. Burnett. 


HARBORS OF SUPERIOR AND DULUTH, 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed: 

Concurrent resolution directing the Secretary of War to appoint a commis- 
sion of engineers to e and report upon the cost of deepening the 


ee of Superior and Duluth and their entrances to a uniform depth of 


Whereas Congress has sanctioned by legislation the 8 of a20-foot 
Waterway between Buffalo and Duluth and 2 an 
Whereas the channels in Superior and St. Louis bays at the west end of 
28 ee eines are the last connecting links in this chain of improved navi- 
on; an 
Whereas more than two-thirds of the commerce passing the Sault Ste. 
Marie goes to or from Duluth and Superior; and 
Whereas the d. of the channels between the Great Lakes, costing 
very many times that ol the betterments needed at Superior and Duluth. 
be of small aceount unless vessels dra 20 feet can readily and safely 
enter Superior and Duluth entrances and get up to their docks: therefore 


be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secre of War be, he is hereby, directed to appoint a commission, to 
consist of three engineers, to examine the harbors of Superior and Duluth 
and the entrances t to, with a view of asce! thecost of despenin, 
said harbors and entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet, and to report their 
conclusions to the Secretary of War without delay, to be by him transmit- 
ted to Congress. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on December 21, 1893, approved and signed the act 
(S. 1021) to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma 
Central and Southwestern Railway Company through the In- 
dian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other pu ; 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on December 25, 1893, approved and signed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 43) relieving the employés of the Record and 
Pension Offics who were injured in the Ford’s Theater disaster 
from the operation of the law restricting the amount of sick 
leave with pay that may be granted by heads of Departments. 

The message further announced that the President of the 
United States had, on January 15, approved and signed the act 
(S. 439) for the relief of David B. Gottwals. 

REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. — 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task an order of the Senate that there be 
printed for the use of the Committes on Privileges and Elec- 
tions 2,000 additional copies of Report No. 113, part 2, the views 
of the minority of the committee against the passage of the 
election repeal bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there ba no objection, the 


order will be granted. 
Is that a request for the printing of ad- 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
ditional copies? 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the printing of 2,000 additional copies 
for the use of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not make the order to print the ma- 
jority and anori i ig together. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The reports arọ printed separately, but I 
have no objection to printing them together. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see any of the Senators present 
representing the pons gerd of the committee, but there certainly 
ought to be an eq number of the majority report as well as 
the views of the minority printed. S 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill submita motion that 2,000 copies 
of each of the reports be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. Together? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; separately. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. They ought to be printed together. Isug- 
gest that that would be a great deal better. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is always 


tter to have the majority 
and minority reports printed together. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Laccept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Missouri, and I ask that an order be made that 2,000 addi- 
tional copies for the use of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections be printed of the report, parts 1 and 2 together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. O. 
TowLxs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H.R, 156) for the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Stat- 
utes so as to require original receipts for deposits of postmas- 
ters to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office 
Department. 

CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no other resolu- 
tions, concurrent or otherwise, the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Florida coming over from a former day is now be- 
fore the Senate, and will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on 
the 16th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee ae SET e Bl beeps ar aot pa nb 
States end the 6 its reterition or increase, and to report to the 
Senate by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I should like the Senator from 
Florida, before I know whether I shall desire to object to his 
resolution or not, to state the real object and purpose and scope 
of the proposed inquiry. If the expectation or the desire is that 
the civil service shall be retrenched, then I am most heartily in 
favor of the resolution. If, however, it is a proposition to fur- 
ther extend the rule of the civil-service law over and above what 
it has been heretofcre extended, then I am opposed to the reso- 
lution. 

It seems to me that the civil-service law has already been ex- 
tended far beyond the p and intent of the first law; it 
seems to me it is being for purposes which were never in- 
tended by the Congress of the United States when it became a 
law. It has been extended to railway mail clerks, to post-office 
inspectors, to physicians at Indian agencies, and it has been ex- 
tended in various and divers other directions which were not 
contemplated, as I conceive, by the original civil-service law. 

In addition to that, I am told that the present Postmaster- 
General extends what he calls the spirit of the law, but not its 
letter, to the fourth-class poe masres throughout the United 
States, anà that a rule has been made authorizing and permit- 
ting them to hold their offices for the period of four years from 
the date of their appointment. - 

We all know that there is no term fixed by law for fourth- 
class postmasters; we all know they hold their offices at the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General, and that the civil-service 
law neither in its letter nor in its spirit was ever intended to 
apply to such cases as those to which it has been extended, not 
in the letter—that is not claimed—but that by the spirit of the 
law fourth-class postmasters are permitted to hold office for the 
period of four years, unless charges of some character or de- 
scription are brought against them. 

I think this is an unfortunate rule. I think that such a rule 
tends to cause men to prefer charges which possibly ought not 
to be preferred. I believe that under the law which stands on 
the statute book the present Postmaster-General should ap- 
point men in harmony with the party to which he belongs to 
the fourth class post-offices, and not seek to use either the let- 
ter or the spirit of the civil-service law to extend the period of 
their service. The fourth-class post-offices have always been 
regarded as held at the pleasure of the Postmaster-General, and 
the almost universal custom has been to change them as an Ad- 
ministration changed from Democratic to Republican, or vice 
versa. 

The result under the present rule by the last Administration 
was to change the fourth-class postmasters as rapidly as they 
could be appointed; yet under the present Administration some 
of them are permitted to hold their offices for four and even for 
five years. I, for one, say that I believe that there is a great 
deal of humbug about this civil-service business. Iam not in 
favor of extending it one iota beyond what has already been done. 
[Applause in the galleries.] 

There is one other point to which my attention has been 
called. Just before and even after the present President of the 


United States was elected there were a number of cases where 
1 then holding such offices resigned the office and 
had some other Republican appointed in their place, and now it 
is held that that Republican is entitled to fill the office for four 
rons unless a charge of some kind is made against his char- 
acter. 

I say, Mr. President, that this is not my idea of republican 
government and it is not my idea of the way this Government 
should be run. Iam unalterably opposed, as I said, to any ex- 
tension of the civil service beyond the point to which it has al- 
ready been extended. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the resolution has nothing what- 
ever to do with the subject of the remarks of the Senator from 
Arkansas. The Civil Service Commission, the statute which 
created it, and its proceedings are one thing, and thecivilservice 
of the Government of the United States is another thing. 

The resolution has no party reference, no connection with 

rty politics. It is a question whether or not the persons per- 

orming the civil service of the United States have been properly 
apportioned according to law amongst the people of the differ- 
ent States. Petitions. are before the Committee on Civil Service 


for an examination into the subject, particularly with reference 


to the State of Florida. Itis claimed that the assignment of 
rsons in the civil service who properly belong to that State 
as not been regarded; that an undue proportion has been given 
to other States, and that persons who are not residents of the 
States from which they purport to come are in the service cred- 
ited to States to which they do not propa belong. 

Quite a number of statements of t ind in reference to citi- 
zens of different States have been made,and as that commit- 
tee is properly charged with the subject of investigating and re- 
porting to the Senate in regard to the civilservice of the United 
States and in reference to its retrenchment, two specific subjects 
committed to it, it was thought proper that a resolution should 
be introduced specially authorizing it to inquire into these sub- 
jects. The resolution has no reference to any party distribution 
of the appointments or to any increase of the service. 

It does not matter what may be the motive with which a reso- 
lution is introduced, the question is as to the propriety or expe- 


‘diency ofan inquiry proposed by the resolution and its advantage 


to the public service. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment in order that they may examine 
and report upon it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, one word. Ifthe Senator from 
Florida had no reference to the civil-service branch of this Gov- 
ernment, his resolutionis very unfortunately worded, for it bears 
that impression upon its face, and such is the general under- 
standing of its object. 

Lam glad to hear the Senator say that he has no purpose by 

the resolution to extend what is called civil-service reform to 
other branches of the public service. If his purpose be only 
what he has said, I have no objection to his resolution. It was 
for the purpose of calling out the intention and scope of the res- 
olution that I called upon the Senator for an explanation. [fit 
is not his intention to increase the branches to which the civil- 
service law shall apply, I have no objection to the proposed in- 
vestigation. 
There was one thing else which I failed to say in connection 
with this matter and the evils which I conceive have grown up 
by the extension of this system. The law, itis true, provides 
that the President of the United States may from time to time 
extend its provisions to other branches of the service. I am in- 
formed that just before President Arthur went outof the Presi- 
dency of the United States he made a large extension of the 
classes to which it should apply; I am informed that President 
Cleveland in his last term did the same thing to a certain ex- 
tent, but probably not to the same extent, and that President 
Harrison, just before the expiration of his term, extended this 
law to another class of the service to which i had not been ex- 
tended before. 

[ think these are subjects which ought to be remedied, and if 
the Committee on Civil Service will report a bill to restrict the 
extension of the system, I shall be Fl to aid the Senator from 
Florida in the passage of sucha bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I did not understand the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Florida to touch atall the subject of im- 
proving and extending the domain of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion of the United States, into which partisan consideration and 
strife should not enter. But I understood it to refer to increas- 
ing the efficiency of the present civil service whatever might be 
the mode or principle of appointment or selection. But as the 
Senator from Arkansas has made the observations which the 
Senate has heard, I do not think that they ought to pass with- 
out an expression of emphatic dissent. 

Whatever may be the difficulties in a complete application of 
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the principle of what is known as civil service- reform, and 
whether the action of the present Executive and the present Ad- 
ministration or of es Administrations has come up to that prin- 
ciple, I do not see how anybody can desire to continue a system 
which has prevailed certainly since the time of Andrew Jackson, 
if not before, of using the offices of the United States, offices in- 
tended and created to serve the people, to bribe them to activity 
in the service of political parties. + 

When I came into public life here in 1869 the matter had 
already gone to a scandalous extent, and great public offices, post- 
masters, officers for the collection of the internal revenue, offi- 
cers of customs, even judgeships were used as a reward firstand 
primarily of service to a particular political party, and after- 
ward as rewards for service within the party to the fortunes of 
particular political chieftains. It had me a scandal in my 
own State, it had become a scandal in New York, that the great 
custom-house in which two-thirds or three-quarters of the whole 
customs revenue in the country is collected should be managed 
in the interest of party. I think there is a general feelin 
among the people in favor of thereform. Ido not think you wi 
get any applause anywhere for the doctrine uttered by the Sena- 
tor cot Arkansas except from an officeholder or from an office- 
seeker. . 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I should like to ask him a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair.) Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
does not the civil-service law as now construed have a tendency 
to fasten upon this country a distinct class of officeholders en- 
tirely apart from their merits? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think it has that tendency or that it 
ever will have that tendency. Ifit haveor if it ever does have 
that tendency hereafter, it will be very easy to amend it so as 
to prevent such a result without interfering with its funda- 


mental principles. But I do not see what reason can be given | [ 


for the selection of a fourth-class postmaster not on considera- 
tion of his efficiency, of his likelihood to introduce good and 
efficient reforms into the service, his having a place of business, 
if the Government does not provide one which is most con- 
venient to the public; of his being a popular, worthy, and esti- 
mable citizen; but solely on consideration whether he is likely 
to do good and active and efficient work for the Republican 
party or the Democratic party, and such a motiye for political 
activity is, in my opinion, debasing and degrading. 

I do not think it was a good thing when the present Adminis- 
tration came into power that all the consulships of the United 
States should be suddenly and promptly changed. The expres- 
sion which has got into the press of “looting” consulships is 
hardly an extravagant statement. In saying this I wish to re- 
peat what I said a minute or two minutes ago, that the scandal 
gr up and grew to its head under Republican administration 

n the past and that the present President, although in many 

respects he has failed, as it seems to me, to come up to his own 
rofessions, and certainly has he, like all his predecessors, 
ailed to come up to the full strictness of the doctrine as avowed 

by civil-service reformers, has, on the whole, set an example 

2 7 5 is better than that set by the early Republican Presi- 
ents. 

J do not make this remark for the mere sake of making a 
point upon an Administration with which I differ; but admitting 
that the same thing has been done in the past, I think it is not 
a good thing that every foreign consulate and embassy of the 
United States should be filled by a new man and a supporter of 
the dominant political party every time there isa change in 
political administration. 

Mr. President, the blame for the changes in the consular sery- 
ice of the United States has been attempted to be placed by the 
civil-service reformers upon a well-known gentleman of my 
State, Mr. Josiah Quincy. It is unjust. The men who under- 
take to attack that gentleman, who, I believe, is the chairman 
of the Democratic State central committee in Massachusetts, 
or has been at any rate recently, intend, it seems to me, to make 
a scapegoat of him and to do him an injustice. 

It is a timid and time-serving attack which is made upon him 
by these professed civil-service reformers. He was not Presi- 
dent of the United States, and the appointing power of these 
officers is lodged by the Constitution and the ‘laws in the Presi- 
nited States. He was not the constitutional ad- 
viser of the President of the United States in the Department 
of State; and you might as well undertake, if the President of 
the United States had dismissed from our country the repre- 
sentative of a foreign country owing to some diplomatic diffi- 
culty, to criticise the doorkeeper of the White House for the 


act, as to undertake to criticise Mr. Quincy for these changes in 
the consular service. The responsibility, be it right or be it 
wrong, is with the President of the United States, and the at- 
tempt to transfer it to Mr. Quincy is nothing in substance but 
an undertaking to introduce in modern times the old fashion 
when a boy king was growing up of kooping another boy with 
him who should be whipped when the baby king did wrong. 

I make these remarks, Mr. President, in justice to a gentle- 
man with whom I differ politically, but who isa respected and 
honored Democrat in Massachusetts. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
said we would find no sentiment in this country opposed to the 
present mode of civil servics or that would indorse the remarks 
that I have made probably, to speak accurately, except it was an 
officeholder or an office-seeker. I will say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts there are a good many thousand Republican 
officeholders who will not indorse what I have said, because they 
want to hold on under the civil-service law. Those who are 
holding office are likely to agree with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. The Senator is mistaken if he thinks that the public 
sentiment of the country is that you shall build up a class of 
officeholders who shall have the 0 to these offices, who shall 
hold them for life, who are responsible not to the people or any 
one else, who will be intrenched, and who will cut off all other 
r save and except the fortunate few who may happen 
to be in office. 

I wish to say another thing to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
He said the consuls and various other officers ought not to be 
changed. Mr. President, I believe a Democratic President 
ought to be surrounded by Democratic advisers and Democratic 
friends. I do not believe you can successfully run any Admin- 
istration when the head of the party has one political faith and 
the officeholders under him are of a different political faith, 
and all seeking, by every means in their power, to drag him 
down and make his Administration a failure. I think the Presi- 
dent of the United States ought to be surrounded and aided in 
his office by his party friends, and not by his party enemies. 
Manifestations of applause in the oge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to 
admonish persons in the galleries that expressions of approval 
or disapproval are violations of the rules of the Senate, and they 
must not be indulged in. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I was in hopes that the Senator 
from Florida would broaden the resolution so as to embrace the 
inquiry as to whether it would be expedient to Lig pos the pres- 
ent civil-service law or not. The party to which I belong is not 
now in power, but in view of the fact that it is likely to come into 
power in 1896 if the present condition of affairs exists, I should be 
very much pleased indeed to have the civil-service statute, which 
I believe to be inefficient, wiped out so that we can have a fair 
and clear field at that time. 

I am satisfied, Mr. President, that the results of the civil- 
service statute as it now exists are vicious and wrong. I think 
Iam clearly within the truth when I say it has a tendency to 
grow up in this country a distinct class of officeholders, who are 
to hold their offices indefinitely in consequence of their ability 
to answer certain formulated educational questions put to them 
by overnice examiners. It is to take out of the hands of the 
great body of the American people the control of their Govern- 
ment and to put it in the hands of a very few that the law was, 
in my judgment, passed. Inquiry in quarters that are reliable 
satisfies me that the civil-service law as now administered, and 
as it has been administered since its enactment, is a mere snare 
and delusion. I believe that the great mass of the people of this 
country, as they come to understand the workings of the law, 
are beginning to condemn it, and Ido not believe the Senator 
from Massachusetts voices the sentiment of the people when he 
speaks to the contrary. 

Ishould like to see the pending resolution broader, so as to 
authorize and direct the committee to make a thorough inguiey 
into the effect of this legislation, and ascertain whether it is ex- 

ient to repeal it and institute some other and efficient legis- 
ation in its place. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, the deciaration made by 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] touch- 
ing the civil service law and its operations it seems to me can 
be properly challenged on this floor. When the Senator says 
that nobody in this country but officeholders and office seekers 
are opposed to the present civil service of the Government, I 
think he misapprehends the temper and the feeling of the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

ME HOAR. If he thinks I said so, he misapprehends what I 
said. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President—— 
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Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I should like to 
get it exactly correct. gage whe wants toreply to what Isaid. 


It was that I did not think any would applaud thesentiment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] except persons in 
the two classes named. ; i 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a distinction without a difference, 
Mr. President. The Senator from Massachusetts is always 
technical, and he always takes exception to any criticism that 
is made upon his language. 15 

I do not propose to detain the Senate for more than a moment 
e this question. I am opposed absolutely and utterly to the 


vil service law as it exists to-day. In the other House I voted- 


for its repealand I would like to have an opportunity before my 
term of service in the Senate expires, to vote against it here. 
Ido not wish to weary the Senate, but I desire to call attention 
to the fact that while this technical examination is insisted 
upon when men and women enter the service of the Government, 
the same men and women can be degraded in the service, can be 
promoted arbitrarily, can be dismissed without cause, and 
neither the Civil Service Commission, nor Congress, nor the 
President apparently has the power to eop that proceđure. It 
is an injustice that can readily be yerified by any Senator who 
will take the trouble to verify the matter. 

Mr. President, take two instances of the workings of the civil 
service law. A young lady of excellent qualifications and high 
character came from my State and successfully took the civil 
service examination more than two years ago. I understand 
that she was placed at the head of the New Hampshire list. She 
has waited during that entire time for an appointment under 
the civil service law, and has been told from time to time that 
the quota from the State is full. What are the facts? Take the 
names of those who are accredited to New Hampshire under the 
civil service law, and I scarcely in my life ever heard of any ons 
of them. I think I know the people of my State. I think I 
know whether the persons accredited to New 3 are 
residents of my State or not, and I stand here to say that in my 

udgment three-fourths of the men and women accredited to the 

tate of New Hampshire under the civil service law have no 
voting residence or domicile in the State. One man is in the 
service, accredited to New Hampshire, whose father never lived 
one single hour in the State, and the only claim he has upon 
New Hampshire is that his mother was born there. And yet he 
holds a high position and excludes bona fide residents of the 
State from ge tions in the service. 

Take another case. <A distinguished parein submitted him- 
self for examination a short time ago in the city of Washington. 
For what position? For the privilege of going out to doctor the 
Indians in the Indian Territory. He wanted to go there because 
his wife was ill, and he thought it would benefit her health. He 
has been a physician in the city of Baltimore; he has been a 
physician in the city of Washington; he has 8 capital 
operations in surgery, and he stands high in the profession, but 
he was rejected because he could not answer a certain percentage 
of technical questions, and doubtless some young man just out 
of college, who perhaps has never had å panni his life, will 
be given the place. The older physician knows enough to treat 
the intelligent and wealthy people at the capital of the nation, 
2 he does not know enough to give pills and powders to the 
Indians. 

Tell me that that is a desirable administration of the affairs 
of this Government, and I say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
and to the Senate of the United States that I believe if the ee 
ple of this country could get at the thing and correctly under- 
stand it the result would be very different from what the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts apprehends. 

Mr. President, I simply rose to dissent from the opinion ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Massachusetts, and to say that in 
my judgment the people of my State at least do not sustain with 
unanimity, nor does a majority of them in either party sustain 
the civil-service law as it is being administered, and I believe 
thoy would gladly welcome an opportunity to make known that 

t. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into any 
long discussion of ths civil service question. It is not presented 
by the resolution before theSenate. Butif the statementof the 
Senator from New Hampshire be true it is a statenient of some 
exceptional case, some extraordinary case. Statements of the 
unjust and unfair application of the present civil-service exami- 
pation and rules have been made and they have been trium- 

hantly refuted whenever they have been ught to the at- 

ntion of the persons engaged in administering the law under 
either Administration. Hut if it were true that an occasional 
abuse of that kind has taken place, and that some worthy old 
doctor, as I understand is the case which my honorable friend 

uotes—— 8 
Mr. GALLINGER. I did not say old. I will correct the Sen- 
ator to the extent of saying that I did not use the term old.“ 


4 pr HOAR. I know; but I understand that some worthy old 
octor 

Mr. GALLINGER. He is not old. 

Mr. HOAR. Who has been healing by the hem of his garment 
up in New Hampshire 

Mr. GALLINGER. He did not come from New Hampshire, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? A 

Mr. HOAR. I yield, of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I did not say he wasan old doctor. I did not 
say he came from New Hampshire. He is neither old nor has 
he resided in New Hampshire. 

Mr. HOAR. Some worthy doctor who did not come from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is better. 

Mr, HOAR. Whether it is better or worse I will leave to the 
Senator to determine for himself. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Whether it is better or worse, it is true. 

Mr. HOAR. - And some saucy and bumptious young doctor got 

the place. Such things happen in this world inall sorts of pub- 
lic and private vocations. But, on the other hand, I have seen 
the case where throughout great commonwealths and for along 
space of time the real test for holding public offica in this coun- 
try was devotion or want of devotion to the particular fortunes 
of some ambitious chieftain. I have seen good soldiers, honest 
men, men having the confidence and friendship of their fellow- 
citizens wherever they were known, soldiers’ widows, soldiers’ 
orphans, driven from publie service in order that some hench- 
man or active political politician,advancing the fortunes of some 
political chieftain, might be substituted. 

Iam notspeaking of Democratic proceedings now. I am talk- 
ing about a time when my own party was in power in every De- 
partment of this Government, and it was foul scandal, a sore, a 
cancer on the body of the country. Is it not notorious that when 
the time has approached when Presidential candidates were to be 
nominated the country has believed that the whole South was 
permeated and honeycombed with this evil, and that the offices 
of the country were ing used to promote one nomination or de- 
feat another nomination? 

If it be true that occasionally some person will be retained 
under the present system when he has gotten past efficiency; if 
it be true that occasionally some worthy person is panpa in 
favor of some unworthy ponon, the evil is slight and trifling 
compared With that which the civil-service law is designed to 
cure and which largely it has had the effect of curing. 

As I said, I do not pro to discuss this question now, but I 
can not conceive fag be eee why the postal service of this 
country, the custom service of this country in its lower depart- 
ment, the consular service of the country in its lower depart- 
ment, should not be organized on the same principle and in the 
same way in which banksor railroads or manufactories or insur- 
ance companies or all the other great business conveniences and 
instrumentalities of a great commercial and manufacturing na- 
tion are organized. Is there any reason why the persons who 
give the people ofa country town in New England or in the South 
their letters at the post-officein the morning should have applied 
to him the test of whether he favors or does not favor a partic- 
ular political administration? It is not the custom in other 
countries. It is a principle which the fathers of this Republic 
condemned. James n declared, as my honorable friend 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] will vouiember; that a 
President of the United States who should carry into effect the 
doctrine which the Senator now lays down should be driven from 
office by impeachment and incapacitated to hold office there- 
after. But as I said, I did not rise to discuss this question.“ 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I believe the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Florida, which has for its object an 
ing into the condition of the present civil service of the 
Uni States and as to its ex ency, whether that service 
shall be retrenched or increased, is a wise one, and that this is 
an opportune moment to consider the resolution. It was my in- 
tention to submita similar one, and I should have done so before 
this time had I not been a new member in this honored body. 

The question under consideration is not whether the policy of 
civil-servics retrenchment and reform, which has been adopted, 
is a wise and judicious one, but whether it shall be restricted or 
extended. So much has been said upon the subject that I desire 
to add but one or two words. I must dissent from my friend 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and my friend from 
Arkansis [Mr. BERRY]. There is no reason in my opinion why 
the business of this country should not be . upon rec- 
onized business principles. There is not a corporation, not a 
manufactory, not a banking institution or any successful manu- 
facturing establishment in this country that gives a man a posi- 
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tion on account of his political affiliations. I have the honor to 
control in part a company which employs 3,000 men, and Ido not 
know the politics or the religion of five employésof that company. 

I am inclined to think from the last Presidential election they 
were all Democrats; but be that as it may, not one of them has 
had sufficient political influence to obtain a position in the em- 
ploy of the company. He is employed upon his merits alone, 
arf upon his knowledge of the business of the company and its 
affairs. Nine-tenthsof those in the employ of the company have 
worked their way up from the bottom round of the ladder. Such 
should be the case with employment under our Government. 
Why should not the same wise and judicial rules that make a 
private business successful control in the management of the 
affairs of the Government? 

I believe the Civil Service Commission has done a wise and 

work thus far in the administration of the affairs of the 
Jovernment; and if there is one thing which, in my opinion, is 
deserving of the commendation of the people of the United States 
it is that President Cleveland has been in favor of a wise and 
judicious civil service reform. Why should a faithful clerk who 
— worked up from the place of a messenger in the Treasury 
Department to the highest position be removed because he, be- 
ing the custodian of his own conscience, thinks politically differ- 
ent from the head of that Department. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 

a question? 
r. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is not the Senator aware of the fact that 
a great many just such men have been arbitrarily dismissed 
from office during the present Administration? Does he not 
know that men who have been in Government employ a very 
long time and have distinguished themselves in the service have 
been arbitrarily dismissed? z 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam aware of that fact, and for that reason 
I believe we should inquire into the matter and correct the 
wrong where it exists. Two wrongs never made a right. A 
few days since I voted for the confirmation of an officer in the 

ury Department simply because by years of faithful appli- 
cation to duty he had shown himself eminently 7 8 for the 
high position which he occupied and I believed it was a desery- 
ing recognition of his merit. 

I agree with my friend from Arkansas that the heads of De- 
partments should be in accord politically with the Adminisira- 
tion. I believe it proper that the party which is charged with 
the administration of the Government should take into its coun- 
cils heads of the Departments who are in accord politically with 
it. But this does not apply to those in subordinate positions. I 
think the Civil Service Commission has done a noble work in 
preventing political managers from assessing clerks in the De- 

tments. I believe it is entitled to the thanks of the people 
be that alone, if it has accomplished nothing more. 

But Į shall not weary the Senate. I hope the resolution will 
be adopted. I hope that the matter will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service Reform and Retrenchment, and that that 


committee will give it careful consideration and report to. 


this their conclusions, that we may each one actin accord- 
ance with what we believe to be our duty to the whole people, to 
the country, and to this great nation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was not present in the Senate 
when the resolution was introduced, but I think I age its 
scope, which is to examine into the general condition of the 
civil service of the United States with a view to its better or- 
ganization and greater economy. As I gather from the debate 
whichI have heard there are propositions to extend the inquiry 
so as to examine into the proceedings of the Civil Service - 
mission and the operations of the classified service which comes 
within the control of the Commission. I sincerely hope, as a 
friend, as Iam, of the system of civil service reform, as it is 
called, that that extended . be ordered. I do not 
think it is a matter that can vestigated too often or too 
thoroughly; and whenever it has been investigated, which has 
been a great many times, it has always resulted in the strength- 
ening and the further extension of the system. 

I do not propose at this time to enter into an argument as to 
the merits of the reform system as compared with the old sys- 
tem. I do not believe that the American people or the major- 
ity of any responsible political party have any more idea of over- 
throwing the classified service and returning to the thoroughly 
base and un-American system of favor and patronage than they 
have of giving up electricity and going back to the tallow can- 
dles. 1 do not defend the system as absolutely perfect; very few 
systems of human device are perfect; but it is wonderfully good 
as compared with the miserable business of favoritism l o pa- 
tronage which it has replaced. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] made a 
point in regard to the injustice of arbitrary promotions, reduc- 


, 


tions, and removals. The point is very well made. There are 
arbitrary promotions, reductions, and removals, and the reason 
for those injustices to meritorious clerks arises from the fact 
that neither promotions nor reductions nor removals come within 
the scope of the law in any respect; they remain within the 
range of favoritism and patronage. That is the reason why 
they bristle with injustice at every point. 
As to the matter of quotas, to which the Senator from New 
Hampshire refers, very great efforts have been made to make 
the quotas just and fair. It has only been attempted within a 
comparatively short time. That there are many persons borne 
on State quotas who properly ought not to be there I think can 
not be questioned by anybody who has leoked into the matter. 
Tam sure that I for one would most cordially support any legis- 
lation to provide the most stringent regulations that every State 
may have its just quota. The States are now nearer to their 
proper representation than they have ever before been in the 
history of the Government. An investigation will I am certain 
develop that fact. s : 

Both parties are elaborately committed in countless platforms 
to the principles of the law of 1883. The civil service law is 
here for Congress to repeal, if they believe it ought to be re- 
pealed and if they think public opinion demands it. The law has 
been in operation for more than ten years, and its operation can 
be investigated either under the resolution as it stands or as it 
may be amended. I sincerely hope the chairman of the commit - 
tee will push the investigation and bring out all the defects of 
the present law and also in bills, that the system may be strength- 
ened and further extended. I said at the beginning of my re- 
marks, the thing to do is to investigate the system fully and to 
the bottom, and the more it is investigated the more strongly it 
will stand. 

Mr. WHITE of California. Mr. President, I am not alto- 
gether certain as to how I stand upon the civil service law, be- 
cause I have had some peculiar experiences with relation to it. 


I am dis to think that it is a law very good in theory, but 
a little indis in practice. I conceive that a system, if it 
can ever be brought to that point which will t in a fair 


distribution of the patronage of the Government to those most 
entitled to it will be all that can be desired. I admit that the 
former plan, whereby office was made simply the reward of 
political activity without corresponding ability to discharge the 
duties of the place was not a good system. 

I recognize another evil which has not I believe been spoken 
of this morning. Where members of Congress, whether of this 
body or of the other House, are constantly required to apply for 
their friendsat the various Departments and seek to obtain posi- 
tions for them much of their time and attention is taken up— 
time which might be valuably and effectively employed in car- 
rying out the policies they have been sent here to maintain. 

But that some investigation of thesystem is desirable I believe - 
to be obvious. In the first place, there is no just distribution of 
the so-called quota. In regard to my State no one pretends that 
there is anything like a just distribution. Probably it is be- 
cause California is so far away that many ladies and gentlemen 
from other parts of the United States believe that if they assert 
that they came from California there will be nobody to deny it. 

A Senator has remarked that a certain person was charged to 
a certain State because of the presence of a relative in that State. 
I have received authentic evidence of the appointment of a very 
estimable gentleman some years ago under civil service rules as 
a Californian who claimed that he was a Californian because his 
mother-in-law resided in that State. [Laughter.] Thisrelation- 
ship, somewhat obscure as a foundation for the establishment of 
a just quota, was, however, effective. At present it is apparent 
to those of us whoare familiar with the subject that the distri- 
bution is not only unfair now, but that it has been unfair from 
the beginning. ` 

We may speak quite impartially about the distribution of pat- 
ronage in the Departments of the Government here we 
have but little of it. There was a time when we aspired to some 
of it, but we do not now expect many favors of that kind, because 
we find that the civil service tions as enforced have ab- 
sorbed all the places, and that we are consequently barred. 

I think it would be well to probe this matter, and that if some 
method of establishing the identity of parties who claim to be 
from a specified State could be adopted, it would further the 
desirable ends for which the law was established. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from California allow me to 
ask him a question? ‘ 

Mr. WHITE of California. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Is the Senator aware of the proof which is now 
required by.the regulations as to citizenship? 

Mr. WHITE of California. I am aware of the proof which is 
required by the rules. 


— 
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Mr.LODGE. It is the certificate of a county clerk, I believe, 
and of one or two residents of the poy 

Mr. WHITE of California. The certificate of the county clerk 
is obtained in many cases upon reports of a third party, upon 
hearsay—almost always so in remote States. Of course, there 
are instances where a clerk gives a certificate bona fide, and 
most clerks will always believe that they are certifying to the 
truth, but they are not as careful about that matter as they 
should be, and the parties who would know and who do know 
are too seldom consulted. However, the outcome is as I state it. 

I believe that it would be well, and thatit is absolutely neces- 

that some system shall be established and maintained which 
will take the immense patronage which would otherwise be put 
in the hands of those whose duty it is to do something else, and 
place it in charge of those competent to discharge it. Senators 
frequently have said to me that half of their time is even now 
taken up in listening to appeals for office, and most of which 
must be necessarily ineffective. 

Iam not prepared to say that the present system is exces- 
sively popular. I doubt very much whether upon a vote it would 
be indorsed by a majority of the people of the United States. 
Nevertheless, [ would not vote for its abolition, because I be- 
lieve it to be a step in the right direction, and I think that ex- 
perience and bona fide exertion will finally 3 scheme. 

I think that the present Administration is carrying out the 
law more strictly than it has ever been enforced. It is not car- 
ried out in its extreme strictness even now but in the matter of 
permitting a postmaster who has already served nearly four 
years and who resigns just at the end of the preceding Ad- 
ministration so as to have a successor of his own political faith 
appointed, the N being permitted to hold for four years 
more, I think probably we are now going further than anyone 
else has ever pretended to travel. 

I believe that the resolution of the Senator from Florida should 

I believe that an investigation made under it will result 
n advan I might add that some of the examinations pro- 
posed by the Civil Service Commission are to my mind rather 
absurd. There are many cases where a person is examined who 
is an absolute expert as to the particular subject-matter concern- 
ing which his administrative ability would be called into exer- 
cise, but who has no knowledge of that particular branch of sei- 
ence or learning concerning which he is interrogated, and he 
fails because he does not reach the standard in a special branch 
which does not pertain to the duties which he would be called 
upon to discharge if he were appointed to the position he seeks. 
This, however, is not a defect in the law, but it is anerrorin the 
administration, and may be cured without any abrogation of the 
statute simply by amending the rules under which it is admin- 
istered. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I beg leave to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] to what I 
conceive clearly to be an oversight in his understanding of the 
civil-service law. The Senator speaks about the extension of 
the civil-service law and the retention of postmasters under that 
law. There is not one letter, nor one word, nor one line in the 
entire civil-service law which holds any man in office. The Sen- 
ator from California is therefore entirely mistaken when he 
attributes to the civil-service law the retention of any Republi- 
can postmaster. The civil-service law has no bearing whatever 
upon the retention of anybody in any office. 

Mr. WHITE of California. Will the Senator from Missouri 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. WHITE of California. I did not assert, I think, that 
the civil-service law provides for the retention in office of any 
postmaster, but the theory upon which postmasters have been 
retained is thatit is in accordance with the spirit of that enact- 
ment and the tendency of the legislation, a view with which I 
do not agree, I will gi 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such tendency in legislation. 
The civil service law was passed with the distinct understand- 
ing and with the open declaration on this floor made by myself 
ond every one who advocated the passage of the bill at that time 
that it had nothing on earth to do with the exit from office. It 
was only a guard upon the entrance to office, the door, and not 
the exit. There is not a line in the civil service law that refers 
to the retention of an appointee underthatlaw. Every appointee 
under the civil service law can to-morrow, without any viola- 
tion of that law, be discharged. It is no violation of that law. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from 
Missouri a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator understand 
that there isnothing in the law to prevent the head of the 
Treasury Department, for instance, from removinga third-class 
clerk or a fourth-class clerk in that Department, who is there 
under the classified service? 


Mr, COCKRELL, I say there is nothing in the law to pre- 
vent it—not a letter, not a syllable, not a word, not a line, not a 
sentence. Republican postmasters in fourth-class offices under 
a Democratic Administration retained in their offices, are there 
at the will of the Democratic Postmaster-General. Undera Re- 
publican Administration Democratic postmasters in fourth-class 
offices retained in their offices are there at the will and pleasure 
of the Republican Postmaster-General. It is because the Post- 
masters-General under either Administration prefer the reten- 
tion of Republican or Democratic postmasters to the appoint- 
ment of those of their own political faith. 

1 do not want the civil service law to be made a subterfuge for 
anything else. Let it stand or fall upon its own merits, but do 
not let it be saddled with the preferences and the likes and 
dislikes of this or the other head of a Department. The civil 
service law is no pretext and no excuse and no mitigation in any 
shape, manner, orform for the retention of anybody in a fourth- 
oo . beyond the pleasure and will of the Postmaster- 

eneral. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand that to be the case 
so far as fourth-class postmasters are concerned, but I confess to 
my ignorance in reference to other matters. If itisas the Sena- 
tor states, and I have no doubt it i 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about it. When the 
civil-service law was passed and I had the honor of addressing 
the Senate upon it at great length, I showed beyond any doubt, 
and no one disputed it, that the President of the United States 
under the then existing laws had together with the heads of De- 
partments every right and power which the civil-service law 
would give him when it was enacted. The civil-service law did 
not vest in the President of the United States and heads of De- 
partments any right or power or authority which they did not 
then possess under the law. I voted for it because there was 
then a Republican Administration and had been for years, and 
the leading Republicans said their civil service needed reform 
and the law was necessary. There was an open and frank ad- 
mission on the part of the Republican party at that time that 
the civil service needed reforming, and it was asserted that the 
law was necessa: It was passed. 

5 was pee eye was 80 vipat by Domma e and 
others who wrote in regard to the proposed law, simply to guard 
the entrance into office, and had 8 to do with the Pack door 
or the exit. It protected no man in office. It was simply to re- 
lieve the Departments and all from the pressure for appoint- 
ments and changes in subordinate positions in the Departments, 
and to make a test of fitness and qualification for those places 
before appointments were made. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Missouri pardon me 
for a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is it nota fact, however, that the Civil Ser- 
vice Commission put a construction upon the law, probably 
made a regulation to the effect that there must be reasons for 
removal in most of these cases, in the postal service and customs 
service! 

Mr. COCKRELL. The executive administration of the civil- 
service law isa very interesting matter. I wish I had time to 
lay before the Senate exactly what the various Presidents have 
done under that law and what the Civil Service Commission has 
done. It is remarkable that the three Presidents who have 
occupied the Presidential chair since that law was enacted never 
saw the beauty of the extension of the law toa largely increased 
force until just about the expiration of their terms of office. 
That is the record. 

President Arthur made the extension very largely just before 
he went out of office. President Cleveland, on the 31st day of 
December, 1888, made an extension of the civil-service law so 
as to include the railway postal clerks and others. That was 
quite a gas extension, and it is rather amusing to read what 
occurred just then in regard to it. I will get in a moment all 
the orders of President Cleveland and President Harrison in re- 
gard to the matter. December 31, 1888, after the Presidential 
election of November, 1888: 

Order No. 218, 


By direction of the President of the United States, and subject to and in 
accordance with section 1 of an act entitled An act to designate, classify, 
and fix the salaries of persons in the Railway Mail Service,” etc.— 


The Railway Mail Service was classified and placed under the 
civil-service law and regulations. There were some other or- 
ders in re to it that I thought I had my finger upon right 
here, but I do not see them just at this moment. That order 

laced the Railway Mail Service and railway postal clerks, I be- 

eve, under the civil-service law and regulations. I read an- 


other order: . 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 4, 1889— 


Just exactly two months before the expiration of a Presiden- 
tial term— 
The above rules are hereby approved to take effect March 15, 1889; pro- 
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vided that such rules shall become operative and take effect in any State or 
eee as soon as an eligible register for such State or Territory shall be 
prep: , if it shall be prior to the date above fixed. 
$ ° GROVER CLEVELAND. 

It will be seen that that was to take effect on the 15th day of 
March, 88 eleven days after the expiration of the Presidential 
term. President Harrison came in on the 4th of March, 1889, 
- and here is the following order: F 

ANSION, 


EXECUTIVE 
Washington, March 11, 1889. (Received March 12.) 

Whereas civil-service rules for the Railway Mail Service were approved 
January 4, 1889, to go into effect March 15, 1889; and 

Whereas it is represented to me— 

By what?— 
by the Civil Service Commission, in a communication of this date, that it 
will be impossible to complete arrangements for putting said rules into full 
effect on said date or sooner than May 1. 1889: It is therefore 

Ordered, That said railway mail rules shall take effect May 1, 1889, instead 
of March 15, 1889, provided that such rules shall become operative and take 
effect in any State or Territory as soonas an eligible register for such State 
or Territory shall be prepared, if it shall be prior to the date above fixed. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

Under President Cleveland the Civil Service Commission said, 
Loet this order take effect on the 15th day of March,” and just 
as soon as President Cleveland went out of office and President 
Harrison came in they turned around and said to him, It will 
not do to let it take effect on the 15th day of March, but let it 
take effect on the Ist of May, 1889;“ and by the Ist of May at 
least between two and three thousand railway postal clerks who 
had been appointed under President Cleveland and who scarcely 
constituted one-half of the railway postal clerks were turned out, 
and under the law of reinstatement the old Republican railway 
postal clerks were put back in the service. I do not know how 
true it is, but it is said the work was so laborious that it was con- 
tinued a month or more after the Ist of May, 1889, and all 
os work done in that time was dated back anterior to the 1st of 

ay, 1589. 

President Cleveland had been in office four years. If he had 
seen proper to have brought these men under the civil-service law 
and it was such a glorious blessing to extend it, it might have 
been done in time to have saved the heads of the Democrats who 
had gotten in under it; but President Harrison made it to suit 
himself, and thus the benefits of a nonpartisan service were de- 
stroyed. 

President Harrison came in, and whatdo we find him do 
toward the close of his term? We find him extending the civ 
service. Why not at the beginning of the term in order to test 
the efficiency and virtue of its extension instead of waiting until 
near the close of the term? I have not had time to look it up, 
but I believe he put the navy yards and then the Indian service 
under the civil-service regulations, extending it even to physi- 
cians and to Indian agents and the teachers in Indian schools. 

President Harrison and President Cleveland during their two 
terms of service, and mostly toward the close of their terms, 
pasa 15,000 officers who were eligible to appointment, resi- 

ents of any State, under the civil-service law and extended the 
system very largely. If I had had time I would have given the 
dates of the extensions, so that Senators might see exactly 
what was done. 

There is now a conflict in regard to the civil-service law. All 
the actions of the Executive Departments that are notagreeable 
are charged to the civil-service law, and it is made the scape- 
goat of many sins for which it is not responsible, It is made the 
scapegoat to retain inefficient officers, which it does not do, asI 
have said. It has nothing in the world todo with the retention 
of anybody in office. 

It has been extended to such an extent that it embraces offices 
that ought never to have been brought under a civil-service law 
and opened to competitive examination, because in meny offices 
something more than a mere technical knowledge which can be 
developed by a civil-service examination is essential. 
lap deg sag to an Indian agency. He may bea graduate of what 

said to be one of the finest medical schools in the world, as 
the University of Virginia, but may know very little about actual 
practice, and yet he will pass at a higher grade than a physician 
who has been practicing years and years. It is the same way 
with teaching school. A young graduate may come in and pass 
the highest possible examination who has never had an hour's 
experience in public-school teaching. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which the Secretary will state. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes re- 
lating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope, as the Senator from Missouri has not 
concluded his remarks, he will be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution come up to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 


Take a |- 


REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


y The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes relating 
to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If there 
be no amendment—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit an amendment, which I ask may 
be read and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the follow- 
ing additional section: 

SEC. 4. At every election in any State of a Representative in Congress, each 
candidate for Representative nominated by any political arated or by a nom- 
ination paper signed by one hundred resident voters shall have the right to 
appoint in writing signed by him one watcher to represent him at each vot 
ing district, precinct or place where votes for Representatives are to be cast. 
Every such watcher shall have the right to be present at the registration of 
voters who are to cast their votes within his district, precinct or place, and 
also to be present at the election therein, and heshall have the right to freely 
witness the registration proceedings and the receiving and counting of 
the ballots for Representative in Congress and the making and signing of 
the returns thereof, and every such watcher shall be allowed to be and to 
remain so near to the place where the names are registered and the place 
where the ballots are received, counted, and a return thereof made. that he 
may easily and fully perform his duties; and any person who shall in any 
way, directly or indirectly, by bribery, intimidation, or violence, or any 
device whatever intentionally hinder, delay, obstruct, or prevent any such 
watcher from the discharge of his duties shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding 8100 or by imprisonment not exceeding 30 days, or by both, such 
poumons at the discretion ot the court. In case any rules or regulations 

or conducting Congressional elections shall exist in any State which would 
contravene the provisions of this section, such rules or regulations are 
hereby amended and altered so as to conform to the rule and regulation 
made by this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr.GRAY. I merely rose to ask who had offered the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish the amendment voted upon 
at this time. I ask to have the amendment printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire asks that the amendment be printed. It is so ordered, 
there is no objection. The pending question, however, is on the 
adoption of the Senator's amendment. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? [Putting the question.] The noesappear to have 
it. 


Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iamafraid there is no quorum present. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of aquorum being 
fey ites it becomes the duty of the Chair to order the roll to 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Frye, Jones, Ark. Shoup, 
Allison, Gallinger, Kyle, 

Bate, George, Lodge, Teller, 
dt Gibson, Martin, „ 

B burn, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morrill, ilas, 
Cali, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Perkins, Walthall, 
Cockre’ is, Pettigrew, White, Cal 
Cullom, Hawley, Piatt, White, La. 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson. 
Dixon. Hunton, Roach, 

Faulkner, Irby, Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The pending question ison 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, on 
which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, as I did not catch the first part of his amendment, to what 
is itan amendment? I should like to have it read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read 
the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proponed to add the following 

— GRAY. To add the following to what, may Iask the Sen- 
ator? 
fae CHANDLER. It is an additional section to the repeal 

The amendment was in read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the object of this amend- 
ment is in order that, if all the existing election laws are swept 
from the statute books, there shall at least be a provision of 
national law entitling every candidate for Representative in Con- 
gress to have a watcher representing him at each place of regis- 


926 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 17, 


tration and at each election precinct where votes are cast, which 
watcher shall not behindered or kept from the registration place 
or voting place by any person whatsoever. The object is to 
make this aparamount right under the national law, and to alter 
any regulation of any State so that each candidate for Congress 
may have awatcher at the registration placeand at each polling 
recinct. 

z I have thought that notwithstanding Senators upon the other 
side are determined to strike from the statute book the great 
body of laws which provide for election supervisors, which pro- 
vide for marshals at the polls, which provide for punishing under 
nut onal statutes crimes against the suffrage commi in the 
States in connection with Congressional elections, they yet would 
think that it was worth while ese this one right, enacted, 
sanctioned, strengthened, and e paramount by a law of the 
United States, to every candidate for Congress in every district 
in the United States. I hope that before the discussion ends 
upon the pending bill the Senators upon the other side will con- 
clude not to vote st this provision, and that they will be 
content to have at least this little piece of legislation upon the 
statute book as a testimonial to the national power and as a rec- 
ognition and assertion of national power under the clause of the 
Constitution which gives Congress the right to make or alter 
regalations for the conduct of elections of Representatives in 
Congress. 

Me. PLATT. -It would be no expense to the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a verysimple provision. It incurs 
no expense to the United States. It does not put a Federal offi- 
cial at the polls, but it gives a ve moys protection and guard 
to the Congressional elections. I believe that it will be the 
judgment of Senators upon the other side to add this provision 
to the bill before it passes this body, if it does pass. Iam quite 
surc that the amendment will commend itself to the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] Who spoke yesterday. The Sena- 
tor began by admitting the constitutionality of action by Con- 
gress under that clause in the Constitution, which, however, I 
believe is universally condenned by Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber; the majority report at least sets out that 
the clause is unconstitutional which purports to authorize Con- 
greas to make regulations for the government of Congressional 
elections, The majority have planted themselves upon that 

und. 
Phe Senator from Illinois dissents from that ground and says 
that he believes Congress has a right to legislate under that 
clause; and I shall ask him with great confidence to vote to leave 
this little remnant of national power upon the statute book in 
case the great body of the national legislation is stricken there- 
from. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire fora moment. The Senator from Illinois is present, 
and of course I do not presume to answer for him, but the Sena- 
tor says he unders the Senator from Illinois to admit the 
constitutionality of the laws which we are trying to repeal. I 
did not so understand him. _ 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator admits, I think, that Con- 
gress has the constitutional power to pass these laws. I think 
the Senator said that he wasin favor of these laws when originally 
passed. I will look and see. He said: 

a can not say that in the beginning I disapproved of much in this legisla- 
on. 


The Senator also said, I think, very distinctly that he believed 
in the constitutional right of Congress to pass national election 
laws. He said: 

Ido not deny that Congress has the power to regulate the elections of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

If I understand the nag pete J report, the report made in the 
House of Representatives, [understandits purport to be a decla- 
ration that the United States can not a law regulating the 
conduct of national elections unless the State or the States abso- 
lutely fail to make any such laws. There is a long constitu- 
tional argument in the majority report of the House, adopted in 
language by the majority of the Senate committee, which is now 
on the desks of Senators, and a declaration that as long as the 
State undertakes to perform its duty there can be no constitu- 
tional law passed by Congress; that the constitutional right of 
Congress is to En when the States neglect or refuse to per- 
form their duty. , 

Now, I understand the Senator from Illinois, who undoubtedly 
unwittingly gave his assent to the language of this report, to 
say that $ the beginning he was not op d to this legislation; 
that he believed in the constitutional right of Congress to pass 
laws re ting the election of members of Congress, and cer- 
tainly the Senator from Illinois will admit that a simple provi- 

- sion of the laws of the United States, which gives each candi- 
date for Representative in Congress a watcher, the right to des- 
ignate under his signature one person in each voting precinct 
to witness the registration and to witness the election, is not an 


unreasonable statute. It is not an extensive assertion of national 
poran it is not satisfactory to me as such assertion of power, 
ut it is a provision for guarding the suffrage and for the asser- 
tion of national power for the purpose of guarding the suffrage, 
which I think the Senate ought by a unanimous vote to adopt. 

I was ccd bt see the disposition manifested on the other side 
of the Chamber to vote down my amendment without so much 
as having it printed or making any investigation into its merits, 
and I am afraid, with all due respect to Senators, without a fair 
consideration of its merits. ‘ 

Mr. President, I do not desire to argue the amendment at this 
time any further. I only spoke because I was invited by the 
Senator from Delaware to explain the amendment, and I trust 
I have made at least its purport and intent so clear that Sena- 
tors will think it worth while at least to consider it over night 
before recording their votes againstit. I certainly do not ask 
any unusual courtesy in suggesting that the amendment having 
been seriously offered by me, I believing that it ought to be 
adopted, in asking this additional consideration of it. 

r. GORMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from New 
Hampshire will permit me—I only speak for myself—after the 
two or three weeks’ delay which occurred in the considera- 
tion of this matter, so as to give ample time for the minority to 
prepare its report and for Senators to be prepared for the dis- 
cussion of the bill, if he suggests further delay, I will state to 
him that I am rather inclined to think that that is asking the 
courtesy of the Senate beyond what was anticipated. 

As to voting for the Senator’s . thout having it 
printed or without sleeping a night over it, the Senator will 
recognize, as a matter of course, that his amendment goes to the 
very gist of the controversy between the two sides, as perfectly 
understood now as it will be to-morrow or next week, and that 
on this side of the Chamber, without going at all into the dis- 
cussion of the constitutional power of Congress to legislate, in 
our view there ought not to be any Federal supervision whatever 
over these elections by Congress or by the President. 

That is a subject which must be left entirely to the States, 
No matter what has occurred in the past; no matter what emer- 
gency there may have been, this is now a time of peace, and 
with better feelings and better conditions in the governments 
of our States, these statutes ought to be wiped from the statute 
book entirely. Unless the elections as conducted under the di- 
rection of the people of the several States are as pure and good 
and free as they can be under our human system then the Govern- 
ment isa failure. Those of us who are in favor of repealing 
these laws are content to leave the ie tion of elections to the 
people of the States, to trust them. they can not be trusted, 
as I said before, Mr. President, the whole theory of our Gov- 
ernment is a failure. 

That is the broad question presented by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. He will pardon me for dissenting from any sug- 
gestion and declining to comply with any request for a post- 
ponement of this matter, because the line is too clearly drawn, 
too well understood. We can vote upon his amendment as in- 
telligently now as we can at any other time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I had not made any re- 
quest, I think, for the postponement of the bill itself. I did say 
to the Senate that I preferred that it should not be voted upon 
at this time because I thought the Senate ought to receive such 
enlightenmentas the debate might give before a vote should be 
taken, but I now do say to the Senator from Delaware and to 
the Senator from Maryland that, acting in all good faith toward 
the Senator in charge of this bill. I do not find that any Senator 
upon this side of the Chantber is ready to proceed with the de- 
bate this afternoon. 

I have made inquiry of all the Senators who are to spose I 
find that some dozen Senators have intentions more or less def- 
initely formed to speak upon the bill, and some half dozen who 
have positively decided to speak thereon, and I have asked those 
Senators if they were ready to speak and have been informed 
that there is no one ready to speak at this moment. Therefore 
I now suggest to the Senator from Delaware and to the Senator 
from Maryland that they allow the bill to go over until Monday 
next, and then take it up for consideration with a view of pro- 
ceeding with it until it shall be disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have not the least desire to 
delay a vote on the bill or to postpone action upon it inany way, 
but I desire to speak upon it. I had hoped to be ready this week, 
but our long session on Monday and some other matters have so 
interfered with me that I have been unable to be ready to speak 
this week, as I had hoped. I therefore desire to give notice that, 
with the kind permission of the Senate, immediately after the 
morning hour on Wednesday next I shall ask the liberty to ad- 
dress the Senate upon the pending bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to speak upon this bill, to put upon 
record my protest against it, and in a feeble way attempt to vin- 
dicate the constitutionality of Federal supervision of the elec- 


that power. It belongs to the great powers which were 
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tion of Federal officers, about which I have not ashadow of 
doubt, but I am not ready to do so now. I have just got the re- 
port of the minority of the committee, which I desire to study 
carefully. It came tome yesterday. I have not had a spare 
hour since. There is plenty of time for this bill; there is no 
election coming on just now, and the bill is as certain to pass as 
the existence of the Democracy. There is no question about it. 
and we sya oe well take it easily and not crowd ourselves about it, 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I did not interrupt the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire in his kind references to me, because 
I think in all probability I have less sensitiveness on the point 
of mere consistency than any other Senator on this floor. I 
have never felt that to arraign an argument of mine or to assail 
me successfully it was necessary to refer to any incidental or ac- 
cidental remark I had made. On gana objected to this 
bill. I pointed out its difficulties; I presented my objections to 
it as nearly as I could. Incidentally I alluded to other subjects. 
I certainly did say yesterday: 

Ican not say that in the 6 of much in this legislation. 
Iconfess at the close of the war I upon giving to the negro man the 
ballot as being far cheaper and far safer than to give him the musket, be- 
cause I felt that the National Government was obliged to protect him in his 
liberty and in the newright to acquire property. I felt that to give him the 
ballot was to in his hands a great educational agency, the employment 
of which would s t tohim to cultivate amicable relations with his white 
neighbors, and would teach him to vote, as this negro from the rice planta- 
tion near Wilmington said, according to his own interest— 

As I illustrated by the story of the negro whom I met in North 
Carolina. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that the arrangement of these 
measures belongs to another branch of the argument, which I 
addressed to the Senate 8 I regarded the war as hav- 
ing its own law, and I regarded the close of that great contest as 
making requirements that were purely accidental to and result- 
ing from the war. I deemed it indispensable that the Govern- 
ment should protect the negro in the exercise of his rights, and 
I was surprised when I was told by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that the law was not passed for the South, but that it really 
was een for New Vork. Then even my slight approval of the 
legislation seems to have been mistaken. I said again: 

I do not deny that Congress has the power to regulate the elections of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

Who can deny that which is in the express language of the 
Constitution? I surely would not part with that power. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me recall, if the Senator will allow me, that 
itis very justly said that no one can dispute the words of the 
Constitution. Those words are: 

The times, places, and manner of hol elections for Senators pawan f 
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by.the Legislature thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the places of choosing Senators. 


Mr. PALMER. Iam not disposed myself to contract or limit 


ven 
to the Government for its own preservation, and [ think Bas 
see that it might become necessary—I am not sure but it has 
been necessary in our past history—that Congress should exer- 
cise this power not by legislation alone, but in the various meth- 
ods by which Congress did assert and assure to districts repre- 
sentation in the House of Representatives. 

There are at powers which belong to the Government 
which are to te invoked when the occasion demands it, but 
these are exceptional powers and to be exercised only when the 
preservation of the Republic becomes necessary. Senators 
will take occasion to examine the whole Constitution they will 
find deposits of power which may be termed extraordinary which 
are to be invoked under extreme e ces, not to be sum- 
moned into exercise on ordinary occasions when the general 

rinciples of free government move on or are applied without 
Aiden ty in all sections of the country. 

I repeat I do not deny that Congress has the power to regulate 
the election of Representatives in Congréss. Of course I use 
that term in the sense of the Constitution itself; but I said: 

If a law should be presented which should be uniform in its application 
and just in its effects, I would give it consideration, at least: but at present 
Lam not called upon to discuss legislation of that kind, because I propose 
to present a counter idea. : 

I then proceeded to present that counter idea, that the under- 
lying principles of free government demand that the people shall 
be intrusted with the administration of their own government. 
I quote the remark here of a distinguished jurist, I remember 
that in 1862, when I, with others, was occupying the city of 
Nashville with amilitary force, I met an old lawyer whose name 
is familiar to Senators from that State, old Mr. Fogg. He told 
me that the courts were closed and he wanted to talk law to 
somebody. I myself had been away from the courts until I felt 
the same hunger. I asked himto A me his views upon a ques- 
tion which I submitted to him. He said: 


War has its own laws. When the war is overethe national necessity will 
be to return to judicial interpretations of the Constitution and yield these 
military interpretations, 
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We have reached that point now. I admit the existence of 
some power in the Government. I admit the right of Congress 
to dec war; but I should be astonished if the Senator from 
New Hampshire should propose to exercise that power to-day, 
for there is no occasion for it. I admit the power of Congress 
to the extent of the Constitution to regulate the election of Rep- 
resentatives, but there is no occasion for doing so to-day; and 
why? Because the people themselves are peaceful, they are in- 
telligent, they love liberty, love law, love order; they appreciate 
the value of the institutions of free government, of a government 
by the people, and hence there is no more occasion for invokin 
the particular power to which the Senator adverts, and which 
concede to-day, than there would be for the exercise of the 
power to declare war. Those are extreme powers to be employed 
for emergencies. 

I am content to be judged by my own theory, and that theory 
is that the pear of the United States, of the localities, the 
townships, the election districts, or whatever may be their 
municipal organizations, have the right themselves to control 
and regulate and conduct their own elections without the help 
of a watcher. 

Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that if he means merely to preserve the vestige, if he means 
merely to show that there isa rod that may be held over the 
people, an innocent, gentle, kindly switch, as over school child- 
ren, to teach them that the master is present—if that is what he 
means, he has well chosen his agency. If he means simply to 
assert the power of the Government, perhaps this mild, gentle 
requirement may accomplished that much; but if he means to 
accomplish anything more than the mere assertion to freemen 
that they have a master, his proposition simply fails. 

I shall at some future time perhaps, I trust, give an answer to 
several questions propounded to me by my kind friend from New 
Hampina; and particularly that most interesting question 
which he and I have discussed so much, as to why I left the Re- 
publican A pey. That seems to be one of the points which in- 
terests him very much and it interests me very much, and I 
know of no gentleman in the country to whom I am more dis- 
posed to be 80 than to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know any gentleman in the coun- 
try whom | should be quicker dis d to follow out of my own . 
party into the opposition than the Senator from Illinois, if I 
were convinced that I ought todo so. Therefore [ await with 
some trepidation the reasons which the Senator has failed to 
give us. 

Reed, GRAY. The Senator from Illinois had better not give 
em. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has failed to give us those 
reasons as yet, but he has now promised to give them to us at 
some length, and until I hear from him I shall stay with my own 
party. 

I wanted to ask the Senator a question, which I intended to ask 
him before he sat down. He closed by stating that he believed 
the people of every township—those were his words—ought to 
control their own affairs; that they ought to control their own 
elections. I believe the Senator is sincere and honest in all his 
convictions and in his expressions when he has carefully studied 
a subject. Therefore, I want toask him in all sincerity if he has 
examined the laws of some of the Southern States and has no- 
ticed how the townships are allowed to govern themselves? For 
instance, on e 30 of the minority report there is stated as to 
the election laws of South Carolina: 

The 
also three commissioners of elections, ana the comatiasioners appoint tree 
managers of electionsat each polling place. 

The townships in South Carolina have put over them election 
officers who are appointed by three commissioners of the county, 
who are appointed by the governor, and the registration for 
each county is made by a supervisor appointed by the county. 

Now, I call the Senator's attention, on page 32 of the minority 
report, to the case of Virginia: 

In Virginia the Legislature every two years, by resolution, names and 


elects three residents of each of the one hundred counties and ten cities in 


the State as an electoral board for that county or * This board appoints 
a registrar for each of the election districts within the county or city (there 
— about 1,800 districts in the State), who register the votes of dis- 


This board, that is to say this electoral board of three named 
in the Virginia State capital by a resolution of the Legislature, 
= apis three judges of election and two clerks for each 

r 

Without referring to other States, I call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to these two, South Carolinaand Virginia, 
where the power of appointing the local election officers, who 
are to call the election, receive the votes, count them, and cer- 
tify the result to the canvassing board, are appointed and named 
at the capital of the State either by the governor or the Legis- 
lature; and if by the Legislature, then by a caucus of that Leg- 
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islature, and I may say that, inasmuch as these States are Dem- 
ocratic, by a Democratic caucus of the Legislature. Now, Iask 
the Senator whether that is home rule, whether that is local 
self-government, and whether that system would be tolerated a 
moment by the people of Illinois? If he says it would not be, 
then I ask him why he is willing to repeal these national elec- 
tion laws, which afford some protection to voters, under such 
circumstances, and to leave the people of every township to the 
mercy of such unfair and barbarous laws as these? 

Mr. PALMER. It affords me great pleasure to answer the 
Senator from New Hampshire that I emphatically and as earn- 
estly and in language as strong as I can use and be respectful, 
condemn the laws to which he refers. They would not sub- 
mitted to in Illinois, in any county in that State. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not? 

Mr. PALMER. Because they are wrong; they violate popu- 
larrights. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a good-reason. 

Mr. PALMER. But [remember that in Louisiana in 187677, 
nd in other States, I found States under the control of Repub- 
lican boards equally despotic in their power. They were the out- 
gore of the unhappy conditions produced by the war. I had 

oped that we had escaped from them all. Ihavespoken of the 
lawsreferred to. They are unnecessary, in my judgment, and 
do not and will not in the end accomplish the results hoped for 
by their authors, unless they hope for injustice or the retention 

power for the present, which is the most dangerous acquisi- 
tion that men can have. I remember during reconstruction 
times, when the Republican party, of whichI spoke yesterday, 
had possession of those States, that I found returning boards in 
anumber of them that were organized. They were political 
boards. I witnessed the operation of one of them, at least, and 
I found that the purpose was to retain in power a particular 
party, and that purpose was accomplished. 

Perhaps I ought to say, lest I should be charged with doing 
something that I would not be guilty of, that‘ think the resuit 
of that canvass was to place in the Presidency one of the best 
men the country has produced, not the equal of his competitor 
in point of ability, but the equal of any other man in purity and 
elevation of character. I desire to pay that tribute to Ruther- 
fort B. Hayes, lest I may do injustice ta a friend and a com- 

e. 

Those were conditions which belong to the past. I condemn 
those laws because they are not consistent with popular liberty. 
I condemn this system by which marshals are created. 

Mr. President, I have very little to do with the past. Iam 
dealing with the future. I have no power to correct the evils of 
which the Senator complains, but the remedy of the marshals 
does not and has never cured those particular evils. Those evils 
are incurable, and will oniy ield to the progress of intelligence 
and of sound and just principles. This is no cure for them. The 
Senator says why reject this nostrum which he pro for the 
cure of evils. I say I reject it simply because it will not in the 
slightest degree relieve the disease. It may have many virtues, 
but I reject the medicine because it will notcure the complaint. 
I object to this system of marshals because it does not cure any 
of the evils of which the Senator complains, nor does it in the 
slightest degree mitigate the operation of the laws which are so 
justly condemned. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind cy if it is agree- 
able to him at this time, to also state whether he objects to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, and, 
if so, why he condemns it? 

Mr. PALMER. Simply because it is childish. It is a mere 
bare assertion of a useless power, a mere assertion of power 
which is as offensive to all just conceptions of popular liberty as 
if it had some meaning toit; and I think the Senator claims for 
it nothing more than I conceive, that it isa mere rod, a mere 
symbol of power. The State Legislatures are abundantly able 
to provide for conditions like these, and they have not failed to 
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Mr. HOAR. 1 understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] proposes to secure to each candidate having a 
sufficient number of voters behind him to show that he is nota 
mere pretended candidate the right to have a person present 
who shall know what the election officers do. Is such knowl- 
edge, in the en of the Senator, childish, or is such se- 
curity childish? 

- Mr. PALMER. It is. It is based upon a false conception. 
Can it be ible that candidates have as much interest in the 
poy and justice of elections as the people themselves? What 

a candidate? A candidate is one who pro himself for 
popular suffrage, proposes himself for the consideration of his 
neighbors. Does he acquire any specific vested right from the 
mere fact that he intimates a willingness to be voted for? Does 
that give him a right that he may assert? 


Mr. HOAR. Is not he the person, if the Senator will pardon 
me, upon whom we in all our customs devolve the right; and 
does not spunii sentiment, at least, devolve the duty of contest- 
ing elections upon him? I suppose the Senator will not den 
that there have been such things as fraudulent elections int 
world—notin New England and not in Illinois, perhaps. 

Mr. PALMER. I have heard it said that such a thing has 
happened, even in Illinois. 

Mr. HOAR. Then so much the worse. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, somuch the worse. 

Mr. HOAR. Somebody is expected, if there be a fraudulent 
certificate or an apparent result produced by fraud in violation 
of the rights of the people, to present the facts to the House of 
Representatives, who are the constitutional judges, to gather 
them, to know them, prove them, argue about them, and that 
has always been done, and probably always will be done, by the 
candidates. Now, this proposition is that the candidate shall 
be entitled to have a witness of the actionof the election officers. 
That is all. 7 

Mr. PALMER. It is entirely unnecessary and needlessly 
offensive. 

Mr. HOAR. Offensive to whom? 

Mr. PALMER. Offensive to the people themselves, offensive 
to those charged with the duty of conducting the election. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Is he of opinion that the existing. laws in the various 
States of the Union, as they stand and as they are put together 
in the minority report, are reasonably sufficient to secure honest 
elections? Does he approve them? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam of the opinion that they are reasonably 
secure 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, I 
call his attention to the fact that where the Australian ballot 
system has been adopted, as Í think it has been in almost all of 
the States of the Union, it is one of the principlesof that system 
that a candidate shall have an official recognition before he shall 
be voted for, so that his name can be printed upon the official 
ballots, which are prepared by official authority. There must 
be a proper certificate from the convention or other nominating 
body, or, if not by a convention, then by a sufficient number of 
citizens of their own motion, made to a secretary of State or 
other proper officer, so that the candidate can receive official 
recognition by having his name printed upon the ballots. 

I merely make the suggestion fn view of the Senator's inquiry 
as to whether or no a candidate has any vested right by reason 
of his candidacy. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam aware of the fact to which the Senator 
refers, but it would be simply a useless, irritating interference 
by Federal authority, by a distant authority, with the right of 
the people to conduct their own elections, and an imputation 
upon the justice and fairness of elections conducted by the people 
themselves. 

I have no desire to go further into this matter now. I hope I 
have answered the questions which have been propounded to 
as 5 regard to my past action, for which I decline no responsi- 

v. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator, I should like 
to put him a question. 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will ask the Senator if he knows anything 
about the character of the persons who are usually selected as 
deputy marshals at the different ipolling places, and also whether 
the tendency of the law now under consideration has the effect 
of 3 to any extent respectable citizens of the right to 
vote? 

Mr. PALMER. I answer the question of the Senator from 
Nebraska by saying that my observation is that the class of men 
who are usually assembled around the polls are not chosen b 
their neighbors; they are not men who possess popular confi- 
dence; they are often called that they may simply get their pay 
for the day or for a number of days, and their presence is a de- 
terrent to self-respecting men, who would otherwise take part 
in the elections in the States. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will ask the Senator the further question 
whether the practical operation of the law now under considera- 
tion has the effect of transferring the control of local elections 
to national authority, and in that sense destroys the efficiency 
and power of the local authorities? 

Mr. PALMER. I fully agree with all that is implied in the 
question of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator misunderstands me. I did not 
py that that was-true. Isimply asked asa matter of informa- 

on. 

Mr. PALMER. I accept the implication and concur with the 
suggestion. The suggestion is a pertinent one. I will say that 
the present law tends todegrade the elections and degrade those 
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who are charged with the duty of conducting elections, and I 
conclude by repeating the proposition I advanced yesterday, 
that the cultivation on the part of the election officers and of 
the voters of respect for themselves and respect for their own 
rights as independent freemen is essential to the purity of pop- 
ular elections. è 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, nothing surprises me more 
than the idea which the Senator from Illinois appears to entertain, 
and which the Senator from Nebraska advances, that this bill is 
a bill to promote the control by the ple in their own locali- 
ties of their own elections. That this bill should masquerade 
under that pretense seems to me most astounding, when it is 
only a bill for Federal observation so far as the conduct of the 
election is concerned, as was developed yesterday, and when the 
bill proposes to remit to certain States the control of their own 
elections without Federal observation, not by townships, as the 
Senator from Illinois says, not by the people themselves in their 
own voting places, as the Senator from Nebraska says, but to 
oligarchies, a little handful of men at the State capitals of the 
various States, who control the elections in the voting places, 
and not the people in each locality. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 
Does not this subject, after all, resolve itself to this proposition: 
The relative honesty of the men who are in control of the elec- 
tions? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The relative honesty? 

Mr. ALLEN. The relative honesty of the men who are in 
the control of elections. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In actual control? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir. If the Senator will allow me, it 
involves a great principle. The Senator from Illinois wants to 
apply it in one way. He wants to apply the principle of local 
self-government by giving it to oligarchies at the State cap 
tals. I want to apply the principle of local self-government by 
giving it to the people of each locality. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, why should the 
Government, by the intervention of marshals and deputy mar- 
shals, undertake to interfere with or to observe the elections 
held in tne different States? What is to be gained by it? Is it 
not a confession that local self-government is itself a failure? 
Is it not a confession that the people of the different States of 
the Union can not be intrusted with the election machinery of 
their own States? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis an assertion of national power over 
the election of Reaper in Congress, and, to the extent 
to which that implies that there is a need of such supervision, 
itis a distrust of the machinery of the States, which is amply 
justified by the history of the past and the laws of the States 
which are now upon their statute books. s 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator, with his permission, 
one more question. Is it not a notorious fact that, in the cities 
where the election law is sought to be enforced, the deputy mar- 
shals are notoriously thugs who are brought there in conse- 
quence of their notoriously bad and desperate character to control 
the election? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, it is notoriously otherwise. 
The Senator has got hold of a Democratic campaign lie of some 
twenty years’ standing, which has been exploded for nineteen 
years, and is repeating it in the Senate. The Senator is, how- 
ever, entitled to an answer to his question. It is not notorious. 
Tt is not the fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the character of the persons usually 
employed to observe the elections, that is, with reference to their 
being responsible, law-abiding, and honorable citizens? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Asa whole, excellent, as good as the char- 
acter of any election officers in the Senator’s State or any other 
State. 

The Senator has only be to read up on this subject. He 
has started back to 1871. the Senator will kindly read down to 
1893 he will find—for his question is entitled to a fair answer 
that, with few exceptions, the character of the Federal super- 
visors and the character of the special deputy marshals has been 
excellent. They have not all been men who, if left to them- 
selves, would find their way into the United States Senate. 

T repeat to the Senator that, take the history of the national 
election laws for now some twenty-one years, the character of 
the Federal officials who have been employed, the supervisors 
and deputy marshals, has been on the whole as good as that of 
any election officers in the States. 

ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
mete make an observation at this pointinreply to a suggestion 
o ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I have endeavored to ascertain the correct 
workings of this law, and wherever I have been able to obtain 
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any information which I regarded as reliable, I have not failed 
to do so. The impression made upon my mind all the way 
through of the workings of this law is, that it has been a law 
to perpetuate in A sot’ the political party which happened to be 
in power at the time the election was being held, and that it is 
a virtual iransfer of the election machinery of the different 
States into the hands of the National Government; and, as a 
rule, the persons who are charged with the duty of inspecting 
the registration and observing the polling of the vote are of a 
lower character than the persons over whom they are set to 
watch. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to read now 
from the report of a committe of the House of Representatives 
made two years ago. I read from page 7. Speaking of certain 
arrests the committee say: 

With a few exceptions, the United States marshals and supervisors who 
made thesearrests were inappearance most disreputable. Almost all of them 
were esly ignorant, and in general they had been evidently recruited 
from the lowest mass of the population of a great city. Decidedly the best 
of them were the colored marshals, who were able to give their evidence in 
an intelligent manner. Undoubtedly, among the United States marshals 
and supervisors who were appointed at this election were very many re- 
spectable men, but those chosen to make these partisan arrests were of the 
lowest class of our population. Itisa matter of re; 
the committee who were present on election day and heard the evidence in 
regard to these arrests that it is not possible toreproduce in description the 
contrast which existed between the persons who were hired to make these 
arrests and the citizens who were thus arrested, charged with offenses of 
which they were innocent and thereby deprived of their right to vote. 

I desire to say to the Senator from New Hampshire that this 
extract is a correct saad of the information I have had upon 
this subject. I do believe that the whole purpose of this act is 
to transfer the control of the election machinery in tne different 
Statesinto the hands of the Federal Government, a power which 
ought not to be exercised in common fairness and honesty to the 
States, and that the power to control the election machinery of 


the States at this time in the history of this country should be 
left with the States themselves. 

I had no purpose, Mr. President, in participating in this Re- 
publican and Democratic discussion. I do not know that I havo 


any interest in it particularly, but I do believe that the Federal 
election law ought to be repealed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator what in principle or 
reason there is why the election of a member of the National 
Congress should be dealt with by any other authority than the 
nation? What right have the States to deal with it at all? I 
understand that the matter of the State dealing with that sub- 
ject is a matter of mere convenience. The States hold elections, 
and, therefore, it is well when they are having their elections 
to have our elections held at the same time, so that the expense 
may be saved of a double arrangement; but, in constitutional . 
papio why have the States any right to come and say, We 

emand to control this authority; you keep off of it,” any more 
than they would have the right to say about the appointment of 
custom-house officers, or collectors, or of foreign ministers? 1 
should like the Senator’s view of that proposition before he sits 


down, if he will give it. 
Mr. BERRY. Uthe Senator from Nebraska yield to me a 
moment? 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the 
Constitution itself does not confer the first power upon the States, 
subject, of course, to be altered or changed by the General Goy- 
ernment? Is not the power conferred by the Constitution itself 
on the States to control elections? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Arkansas doesnot need to ask 
me that question. He knows the answer, and he knows that I 
know the answer. It is a matter of convenience. 

Mr. BERRY. That is a correct statement. The Constitution 
says that elections shall be controlled by the States, subject to 
be altered or changed by the General Government. 

Mr. HOAR. To be altered or changed exactly, and that is 
done as a matter of pure convenience, as stated. Undoubtedl 
the Constitution says so, just as the Constitution might have said 
Congress should confer the function to make United States post- 
masters upon the selectmen of the towns or places where they 
are to serve, or any other national function. But my question 
was deeper and broader than that answer. I am speaking now 
of the matter of constitutional principle. We are a nation. I 
suppose the honorable Senator from Nebraska is us decidedly of 
that opinion as I am. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I have been aware of that for some 
time, 

Mr.HOAR. Nobodydeniesit. Weare a nation, notaleague 
of nations. In regard to matters which are within our national 
domain we are a sovereign, not-a league of sovereigns, although 
the States undoubtedly, in my judgment, have very large pow- 
ers of sovereignty, and one of the things whichis purely national 
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is the United States House of Representatives. The members 
of that body do not represent States. as do the Senators; they 
represent districts of the United States and the people thereof 
in their relation to and as a part of the national legislative 

wer. Therefore, in all logic and in all reason the function of 
choosing those is a national function, the superintendence of 
that function is a national duty, securing that right is a national 
obligation, and the fact that the Constitution itself says that, as 
a matter of convenience, while the States are holding their elec- 
tions, we will let them manage these, reserving our complete 
control over them, seems to me to indicate that it is nota sound 
principle to say that it is a State function primarily. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Massachusetts evidently mis- 
understands my position. Ido not deny the power of the Gen- 
eral Government in a certain measure to supervise these elec- 
tions; I do not pretend to say that they are State elections in the 
sense in which the Senator from Massachusetts would indicate; 
but I do say that, granting that the General Government has 

wer to control these elections or to supervise them to some ex- 
Font, it is not wise, it is not good policy, for the Government to 
interfere with the election machinery of any State or Territory 
unlessthere bea controlling necessity forsuchaction. The very 
safety of this Government, in my judgment at least, depends 
upon a wide distribution of power and the placing of responsi- 
bility for the control of our elections and the machinery of our 
Government out among the people, and keeping it there. 

The General Government should never reach its hand into 
any State or Territory to control its elections, unless there be a 
controlling necessity for it, unless the people of that State or 
Territory have shown themselves manifestly incapable of having 
a fair election. In my judgment, the experience of this nation 
under the law now under consideration has been that the elec- 
tions are infinitely worse, as a rule, in the hands of Federal 
supervisors than those in the hands of the local authorities. 

On the question of the right of Co to pass an act such as 
this and to supervise the elections, I Sa 2a og rary with 

the Senator from Massachusetts. I agree with him in the fur- 
ther statement that this is a nation and not a league of States; 
but it is a nation with limited and controlled powers, a nation 
which draws its powers from the Constitution, and not from any 
authority outside of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am confident. that if we 
had only to deal with the Senator from Illinois and the Senator 
from Nebraska on the other side of the Chamber, we should 
succeed in reaching a common basis upon which a large portion 
of these laws might be saved. Gra, might. insist upon some 
amendments of the present law, but I think those two Senators 
could easily be induced, if the debate were prolonged, to assent 
to come measure of assertion of national power over the elec- 
tion of Representatives:in Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was going to ask the Senator a question, 
but certainly I will yield to him. 

Mr. A N. The party platform of the People’s. party, the 
party to which I have the honor to belong, provides for the con- 
trol of those elections by the Australian ot system, and, in 
my judgment, that is the only wise plan. 

Mir. CHANDLER. Are they in favor of a national Austra- 
lian ballot law? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not stated whether it shall be national or 
State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have not reached that point yet. 

Mr. ALLEN. But I infer the intention is that it shall be 


State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me again to com- 
pliment him upon the spirit of large e e which was dis- 
closed in his closing remarks, which give me hope that, if we 
could get at the People’s party on this question, we could induce 
them to consent to support a national election law applicable to 
thechoice of Representatives in Congress, having the Australian 
features in it. Therefore I donot regard him as Ido not regard 
the Senator from Illinois as the proper champion of this bill. I 
hope to see upor the floor of the Senate before the discussion 
ends some of the Senators who seek to belittle national power, 
and therefore wish to repeal these laws. The Senators who have 
already spoken, the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
Nebraska, have too broad a nationality to be even the advance 

ard of this assault upon national power. I say, and I repeat 


t, that if we had to deal with those two Senators alone, we should 
have no doubt of the preservation of some portion of these laws 
upon the statute books. 


Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
permit me to emphasize the fact that I recognise the national 
authority and right to supervise electionsof Representatives in 
Congress whenever that may be 3 but I dissent most 
emphatically from the position made by the Senator from New 


Hampshire and the implied position of the Senator’ from Mas- 
sachusetts that there is any necessity for a law of this kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the position. 

Mr. ALLEN. Whenever in the history of the country the 
time comes, if it ever does come, that it is essential, in order to 
preserve the purity of our elections which fill the lower House 
of ae and possibly the upper House, for the Government 
to legislate on the subject of elections, in my judgment it will 
have the power to do so. I do not dispute the question of power. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We welcome the Senator, then. 

Mr. ALLEN. But, in my judgment, the effect of the law has 
been not only destructive of the rights of the citizens in a great 
many instances, but [ recall cases where, under the guise of na- 
tional power, or the claim of national power, legislative bodies 
of different States in the Union have been overturned by the 
strong military arm of the Government; and I deny that the 
Government has the power, when it comes to that question, 
under this law or under the Constitution or under any statute 
which can be framed, to destroy the autonomy of a State Legis- 
lature. Ideny that the Government has that power. I deny 
that there is any cause or any occasion for the existence of a law 
such as the one under consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether he would be willing to vote for a national Australian 
ballot law? 

Mr. ALLEN. Whenever it isessential; whenever it is neces- 


sary. 
th r. CHANDLER. Would the Senator vote for it if it were 
pending now? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; it is not necessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, L repeat (and everything which the 
Senator has said confirms mein my previous statement) that I 
should expect to retain the laws if we only had to address our- 
selves to Senators like the Senator from Nebraska, because his 
heart is right on the fundamental principle of the assertion of 
national power. He is mistaken only in his facts. He is mis- 
taken in asserting that there has not been occasion for the exer- 
cise of national power. He is mistaken in the belief that there 
is no need now for the election laws. After the pend bill is 

ed the Senator will have abundant occasion within the next 
our years, in my belief, to wish that his vote had h2en given for 
keeping the laws on the statute book. 3 
I ask the attention of the Senator from Nebraska a momentin 
reference to the character of the persons who have been ap- 
ointed to administer the law in the States. I desire in the 
ussion of this question to deal with entire candor and fair- 
ness with every question that is put to me. The Senator is con- 
vinced that the marshals who have been appointed under the 
law have been persons of bad character, unfit appointees. I 
supposed at first that the Senator had had called to his atten- 
tion a list of alleged disreputable appointees that has been pa- 
raded as an argument against these laws for the last twenty 
mr I desire to say to the Senator with reference to that 
ist, which will be called to his attention and will undoubtedly 
be introduced into this debate, that I understand it to be an 
alleged list of marshals who were appointed under the law of 
July, 1870, which was a naturalization law. 

Two sections were. attached to that law in which there was 
authority given to a United States judge to appoint two citizens 
as watchers, and the United States marshal was authorized to 
appoint pate deputies topreserve order. That law was in use 
in New York City at the election of November, 1870. It was 
subsequently repealed, and it was replaced by the law of May 31, 
1870, which, amended by the law of February 28, 1871, is the 
present statute. 

The list which has been paraded in debate may have been to 
some extent the subjectof criticism. Theremay have been upon 
that list the names of bad men, although [ am sure an analysis 
of the names which were cited would show and has shown that 
the statements about these deputy marshals was a gross exag- 
gorea, and that the criticisms.of the list were properly re- 

ucible to a minimum, Since that time, during the whole 
e Trig 3 of the enforcement. of the present law, there 
have been developed very few specific cases of incompetent or 
dishonest or characterless officers ag siege to execute it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Most certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it not true as a rule that the persons who are 
appointed deputy marshals to attend at the polls are the parti- 
sans of the party procuring their appoinment? 

Mr. CHAND Does the Senator mean that they belong 
to the party which procures their appointment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the contrary to be the case. 
The supervisors, the Senator understands, are to be of different 
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political parties, and they are appointed by the court. Thedep- 
uty marshals are appointed by the marshal, and he is responsi- 
ble for their appointment. I understand that the marshal of 
the city of New York has always appointed two persons in each 
election district and that he has appointed one from each party. 
I may be mistaken about it, but that is what I understand to be 
the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is true under the law, is it not, that the 
deputy marshals have plenary power at the polls? They have 

wer to arrest without warrant and to take porn arrested 
Palom a commissioner or a court and-require or imprison- 
ment. Now, is there any provision for a remedy to the persons 
who are wrongfully arrested other than the pecuniary responsi- 
bility of the marshal himself? ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not know of any extraordinary pro- 
vision. What provision would the Senator suggest? 

Mr. ALLEN. Is there any provision for the deputy marshals 
to give bond for the faithful discharge of their duties, or are 
they simply gathered up and sworn in without any bonds, bav- 
ing no responsibility whatever except their pecuniary responsi- 
bility to the person arrested where they may commita trespass? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 3 are appointed by the marshal of the 
district upon his responsibility. His bond covers their acts. 
What would the Senator have? 5 

Mr. ALLEN. I must beg the Senator's pardon. Certainly 
the bond of the marshal doesnot control the acts of the pi pea 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the bond of the marshal cover 
the acts of his deputies? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not necessarily so. These officers, I under- 
stand, are taken promiscuously without any bond, and act with- 
out any responsibility whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are appointed for election day. Ido 
not think they give bond; but I am quite confident that the bond 
of the marshal covers the acts of the special deputy marshals 
whom he eg for election day. 

Mr. ALLEN. Allowme to ask the Senator from New nap 
shire another question. Suppose one of the deputy marshals in 
discharging his duties at the polls should unlawfully arrest an 
election officer and carry him off to prison, so as to make him 
guilty at common law of trespass, does the Senator pretend to 
say that the bond of the marshal who appointed him would be 

onsible for that act? j 

Mr.CHANDLER. I am inclined to think that if he got judg- 
meni against the deputy marshal, the marshal would be respon- 
sible. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is certainly at fault. The only 
rere of the honest citizen who is disgraced and who is pre- 
vented from discharging his duty, is the pecuniary responsibil- 
ity of ae deputy marshal, if he happens to be pecuniarily re- 

nsible. 
Mir. CHANDLER. In an action for false imprisonment. 

Mr. ALLEN. What would that amount to, if the deputy mar- 
shal had no property that could be taken to satisfy the judgment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. What would the Senator have? Would 
he have the deputy marshal beheaded? 

Mr. ALLEN. b there any criminal responsibility upon the 
part of the deputy marshals for an excessive useor abuse of their 
power? There is none whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, he is making 
a speech instead of asking a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg pardon. x 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator wili permit me, I want to 
ask him some questions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose deputy marshals have the same 
responsibility that rests upon all other officers when they make 
arrests. Why should a person who is arrested for a fraud in con- 
nection with an election be protected from unlawful arrest in 
any way different from any other citizen who is subject to un- 
lawful arrest, may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that I understand the Senator. 
If he will repeat the question, please, I shall try to answer him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why should a person wrongfully arrested 
for an election fraud have any other remedy against the officer 
arresting him than has a citizen arrested for any other offense? 

Mr. EN. He should not have, but he should have the 
same protection from wrongful arrest for that offense that he 


has for any other. 
Mr CHAN DLER. Does he not have it? 


Mr. ALLEN. Iwill say to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
if he will permit me, that there is not a State or a Territory in 
the Union where an officer of that character is not required to 
give bond and whose bondsmen are not responsible for an exces- 
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sive use of his power. A bond is required to be given especially 
for that purpose and for no other purpose. 

Mr. C DLER. The Senator’s suggestions are certainly 
worthy of investigation, and if I could convince him that the 
election laws ought to be kopi on the statute book I perhaps 
would join with him in a suitable amendment of the law. 

Now, Mr. President, I will go on in reference to the 1 
marshals. I have spoken of the deputy marshals in 1871. 
the Senator from Nebraska will remain where my voice can 
reach him I wish to ask him some other questions. 

The Senator has read from a recent House report with refer- 
ence to deputy marshals appointed, I think, in New York City 
at the election in 1892. I do not think that report is entitled to 
be credited as to the character of the deputy marshals. I my- 
self-once read the report, and Iam not prepared to take its as- 
sertions as derogatory to the deputy marshals appointed by the 
marshal for the southern district of New York at the time when 
the censure of the committee of the House was placed upon him. 
They were appointed by the United States marshal at the time, 
and [ have no doubt whatever that the marshal who made the 
appointments which were censured by the committee will be 
ney ae to vindicate the character of his appointees. 

I was about to ask the Senator from Nebraska a question in 
reference to the views which he submitted concerning the en- 
croachments upon the principle of local rule affected by the na- 
tional election laws, but as he has left the Chamber, and as I see 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is getting impatient at 
the unusual extension of the debate this afternoon, I will reserve 
the question until I again see the Senator from Nebraska in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Delaware? À 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, with great pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY.. Mr. President, the question seems to have ar- 
rived at a parliamentary stage when a vote might be taken; but 
I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire in regard to the 
probable course of the debate on the side of those who are op- 
posed to the repealing bill. When does the Senator think we can 
fairly get the measure before the Senate for a fina] disposition 
of it? I have been appealed to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and by others on that side, for whom I have great regard, 
to delay the consideration of the bill on the ground that they 
are not ready now to address themselves to its consideration; 
but it must be borne in mind that those who are charged with 
the responsibility of bringing the measure to the front and of 
keeping it there occupy a very delicate position. 

It seems to me, after a delay of nearly three weeks, in which, 
in order that the convenience of Senators might be consulted, 
ample notice has been given on more than two occasions that 
the bill would at an interval of a week be brought forward and 
its consideration pressed, that they can hardly now desist from 
what seems to be the manifest duty of asking fora vote when de- 
bate stops, either now or to-morrow or any other day when the 
Senate may be in session and the bill remains the unfinished 
business. I should like to have some expression of opinion from 
the Senator from New Hampshire, who seems to be in charge of 
the matter on the other side. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam unwilling to proceed with the debate 
in the absence of the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 
The reasons which called that Senator from the Chamber are 
very well known to the Senator from Delaware. Ihave had the 
honor to submit a report which makes very serious reflections 
upon the election laws of the State of New York, and certain re- 
sults which have been accomplished in that State mainly under 
the direction of the senior Senator from New York. I myself am 
certainly unwilling to debate that part of the report in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from New York. If the Senator from Del- 
aware knows when the Senator from New York will be here I 
should say we could begin the debate at that time, end it, and 
have a vote within a reasonable period thereafter. Is that sat- 
isfactory to the Senator? 

Mr. GRAY. I very much appreciate the delicacy the Senator 
from New Hampshire has shown in regard to the absence of the 
Senator from New York, but it so happened that in the course 
of my duty as a member of the committee having charge of the 
bill, I constantly consulted the senior Senator from New York 
in reference to its consideration, and when he went away he in- 
dicated that he wished no delay at all. He appreciated the tact 
that the matter ought to come before the Senate and be pro- 
ceeded with, and he would take the responsibility of being here 
in time to have his share in the debate; but at all events, he 
certainly expressed no desire to have the matter continued, 
e would come to the front, and that notice had been 
given that it would be taken up yesterday. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York could hardly 
have said he was willing that the debate should proceed to an 
end and that a vote should be taken in his absence. 

Mr. GRAY. He did not say anything about a vote. I con- 
sulted with him as a Senator who was very much interested 
in the matter of the repeal of these laws and he knew the bill 
was to be brought upyesterday. So I think [I can speak for him 
in that regard. He was more than willing that it should come 
to the frontand take its parliamentary course. That sugges- 
tion, therefore, does not appeal to me at all, for the reasons that 
I have stated. But I should like to know whether there are 
other reasons why the Senator from New Hampshire would like 
to have the matter go over now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware is entitled to 
a perfectly fair and frank answer from me. I stated to-day that 
there are a dozen Senators who, I thought, had more or less in- 
tention of speaking on this subject. There are a half-dozen 
Senators who have definitely decided to speak, and I have urged 
them to be ready. There certainly is no desire on this side of 
the Chamber to shirk debate. We have no desire to avoid a full 
discussion of the questions involved in the pending bill, and if 
we are a little dilatory in getting ready, Senators must not at- 
tribute it toa lack of zeal, but rather to some of the extraor- 
dinary events of the last week. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator in his place indicate what day 
will suit the Senators on his side to take up seriously a discus- 
sion of the bill and proceed with it as such things are usually pro- 
ceeded with where it is the intention to reach a result? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to take offense at anything 
the Senator has said, but he does not mean to say that we have 
not been serious in discussing the bill so far? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not mean, when he asks 
us when we shall be ready to discuss the bill seriously, that we 
have not been dicussing it with seriousness and gravity thus far? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say so; but I understood from what the 
Senator said that he had not himself considered that the bill had 
been taken up in the way he wished it to be taken up by those 
who are opposed to its passage. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To that construction of the word I make 
no objection. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what I gathered from what the Senator 


said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iagree that it is time for a serious dis- 
cussion of the subject in that sense. 

Mr. GRAY. ill the Senator indicate when, in that sense, 
serious discussion ought to commence? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like the assistance on that ques- 
tion of my friend, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 
There are other Senators who want to speak. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will state, in answer to the suggestion of 
my colleage [Mr. GRAY], that we on this side of the Chamber 
will be ready to take up the subject on Monday next. I wish to 
submit some remarks, and I think I will be ready at that time. 

Mr. GRAY. I have been told more than once that there are 
a number of Senators on the other side who wish to submit re- 
marks on the bill. The only question is as to thetime. The 
time can not be indefinitely postponed, of course. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Itis probable the Senate will adjourn over 
Saturday, possibly over Friday, and only to-morrow will inter- 
vene, I presume it would suit all to say that the debate shall 
begin on next Monday and go on die in diem. 

r.GRAY. Is that the understanding of the Senator from 
New Hampshire? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire, if the Senator from Maine will permit me, whether 
it is his understanding which my colleague has just expressed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to hear from the Senator 
from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GRAY. I yield, of course, but I want the Senator from 
New Hampshire to express his opinion about it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, it was very decidedly my inten- 
tion to make one or more speeches on the pending bill, but, as the 
Senator from Delaware knows, my time has been very thoroughly 
occupied for the last fortnight upon the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, where I am compelled to be at 10 o’clock every morn- 
ing. I have not a mind that has capacity enough to hold three 
or four things at the same time. It is now taken up largely with 
the Hawaiian question. 

Then, again, it is very hard work to discuss a question where 
the affirmative side of the proposition have nothing to say. I 
do not mean to charge the distinguished Senator from ois 

Mr. PALMER] with saying nothing yesterday, but I should like 
be able to reply to somebody 


ye: GRAY (to Mr. FRYE). Reply to the Senator from Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishould like to reply to the Senators from Mis- 
sissippi; I should like to reply to the Senators from South Caro- 
lina; I should like to reply to the Senators from Florida. If the 
election laws are to be repealed and we are to be remitted to the 
State laws, I should like to have those gentlemen show that 
their State laws are in proper condition now for us to rely upon. 

Mr. GRAY. II I may be permitted to speak for them in their 
absence, I have no doubt that they wind like to reply to the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. We are perfectly dazed here by finding an ex- 
traordinary proposition before Congress and the Democratic 
party having nothing to say to convert each other. When the 
silver bill was under discussion there was no lack of argument 
on the other side of the Chamber. Democrats had to try to con- 
vince other Democrats, 

When the tariff bill is before the Senate I have no doubt the 
Democratic side will find itself in precisely the same condition; 
Democratic Senators will be compelled to convert Senators on 
their own side and to make speeches for their conversion. 
When, for instance, the question of Hawaiian affairs is before 
the Senate I have no doubt there will be Democrats enough who 
will have something to say, and that they will be compelled to 
say it, too, for the purpose of convincing gentlemen on their own 
side of the Chamber. 

But here is an extraordinary proposition which seems to need 
on the affirmative side of it absolute silence practically. The 
South introduced the proposition into the other House and in- 
sisted that the election laws must be repealed, and led their 
Northern allies to support the repeal. I imagine the South as 
represented in the Senate is insisting upon the repeal of those 
laws, and that it has-brought into the service as figureheads 
distinguished Democrats from the North rather than themselves 
to take the lead. 

Now, I am surprised that while on every other question there 
is division, there is discussion, there is give and take, there is 
something said which calls for reply, in this case there is noth- 
ing. While the Democratic party is divided on everything else 
whilst now it has immense culties within its own limits and 
its own borders on every question of any importance that 
comes before the Senate, it is vere noticeable that when there 
is a proposition which opena p the ballot box to opportunities 
for fraud there is no division whatever on the Democratic side; 
they are as one man, of one mind; they are solid: they are en- 
thusiastic even to the extent of absolute silence. That question 
is always certain to unite the Democratic party. Iam not en- 
tirely certain that the question has not been brought before the 
Senate for one purpose and one only, to unite the discordant 
ranks of the Democratic party. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator ought not to begrudge us one meas- 
ure on which we are united. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not begrudge it, but I should like to have 
the Senators on the other side give some reasons why they are 
so united on the question of the repeal of the election laws, in 
order that I may have an opportunity to reply to a certain ex- 
tent. 

Mr. GRAY. Being so united there is hardly any necessity 
for any special attempt on the part of one Democrat to convert 
another, as the Senator said awhile ago was done during the re- 
cent financial debate. 

Mr. FRYE, Ido not fancy the cold-blooded method in the 
United States Senate of a Senator rising in his seat with a pile 
of books before him, and for an hour or two or three hours read- 
ing, with perhaps only one Senator, generally the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. repay prey Weg the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER], apparently listening to the effusion. 

It is not agreeable talking under those circumstances. If we 
can have a debate even on the Federal election laws, I think it 
would be a delightful thing and would bring the Senate back to 
the old times of years ago. I would a great deal rather enter 
into a controversy, if you please, or a contest, notwithstanding 
the Democrats are so united, than in a cold-blooded way rise in 
ay seat to oppose a proposition which has been made by the 
other side and is hardly supported by a word. 

Mr. GRAY. I congratulate the Senator from Maine on the 
fact that he has changed somewhat his attitude toward an im- 
aes measure and the mode in which it should be put upon 

ts passage or be considered by the Senate; but there are some 
of us who recollect that about three years ago when a question 
quite as important as the repeal bill was before the Senate—I 
Sted to the proposition to pass what was known as the force 
ma FRYE. What was said by the other side to be the force 
Mr. GRAY. What was said on our side to be the force bill. 
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Tam willing to so accept it. Iremember that then the tactics by 
which the bill was brought before the Senate and by which it was 
proposed to pass it were absolute silence on the other side, and 
an attempt to draw out the Senators on this side, and to confine 
the speaking as largely as possible to those who were 8 Giggs 
to the passage of the bill. I recollect very distinctly that as 
speech after speech was made on this side of the Chamber in 
opposition to the bill, the chairs on the other side were rapidly 
emptied and their occupants found refuge in the cloakrooms or 
committee rooms, or some other place that was more congenial 
to them. That is precisely what was done. 

The pending bill has been brought forward in regular course 
and according to the usages of the Senate, without the violation 
of any courtesy, I may say, and with every disposition, as mani- 
fested on the tloor, to extend the utmost indulgence and consider 
to the uttermost in this debate the convenience of all Senators, 
especially those who are opposed to the bill. I do not think the 
Senator trom Maine will deny that. 

If there is no occasion for arguments addressed by one to 
another on this side, us the Senator from Maine seems to have 
admitted by saying that we present a solid front, and that we 
are at last perfectly united, then there is not the same occasion 
for the Senator from Maine to insist upon one or another com- 
ing forward to speak. I suppose that this debate will be con- 
ducted as all other debates have been conducted and must be 
conducted in the Senate, according to the usages that have ob- 
tained and the convenience of individual members of the Sen- 
ate. When a man wishes to speak or thinks he has anything to 
say he will be apt to say it; and if the debate does go on I have 
no doubt that much will be said on both sides. 

But that is not now the question. The questionis, when the 
other side, after all that has been conceded on this side in re- 
gard to their convenience, are willing that this matter shall be 
taken up and proceeded with, die in diem, as my colleague said, 
until a conclusion. If the Senator from Maine agrees with my 
colleague, and they are willing to proceed on Monday, that 
course shall be pursued, in view of the suggestion my colleague 
has made that it is ible we may adjourn from to-morrow 
over until Monday, and I have no objection to letting the whole 
matter go over until then. x 

Mr. FRYE. I do not exercise the right of having paying 
to say about when the debate shall close or when it l com- 
mence. I do not regard any speeches of mine as of sufficient 
importance to delay a measure or to ask for any procrastination 
in its consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. That is from Wednesday until next Monday. 
Upon the Senator from New Hampshire, who is a member of the 
committee and an important member, who submitted the views 
A the minority, saying that he agrees with what my colleague 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave never. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt he means to deal fairly with this 
matter. I have never suspected otherwise. : 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Delaware means 
to deal fairly with the subject. I am aware that he has sub- 
jected himself to some criticism for not getting the bill through 
right away, within a week or two. I had an idea the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] wanted it passed right off. Ihave 
not supposed that a bill could be passed in that way. There is 
no closure rule yet in the Senate, and until there is a closure 
rule if a half dozen Senators wish to speak upon a bill and are 
not quite ready in the midst of other exciting events, I take it 
for granted that the time will be pr to be ready, and that it 
will be assumed when the request is made that it is made in good 
faith and not for the purposes of delay. 

I assume also, on the other hand, that as long as there is no 
closure rule in the Senate, unless Senators intend to prolong de- 
bate and prolong the consideration of the bill unfairly, they will, 
after the debate has been sufficiently prolonged to allow every- 
body who wishes to speak to doso, consent to the fixing ofa 
time for taking the vote. But the Senator from Delaware, the 
other day, pushed up as I supposed by others, got the floor be- 
fore the debate had commenced, as it seemed to me, to ask me 
whether I was prepared to fix a time when the debate should 
close and a vote be taken. I was not prepared to 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is not prepared now to answer the 
question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not prepared now to answer that 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Now, I want—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had not got through. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator had con- 
eluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wished to say to the Senator that I do 
not think the usual course has been pursued in this body; that I 
think there was a disposition in the beginning to distrust the 


minority and to assume that we wanted unreasonable delay. 
There has been no intention of that sort. 

Mr. GRAY. That seems very absurd, if I may be permitted 
I will say to the Senator from New Hampsh.re, in view of what 
has taken place on this floor on three several occasions. When 
the suggestion was made by the Senator from New Hampshire 
on two several occasions that the matter should go over a week 
hence it was acceded to on the ground that it would consult his 
convenience and that of his colleagues. It wasacceded to with- 
out a word or without criticism; end yet now after nearly three 
weeks he says the matter has not been conducted in the usual 
way. The only thing unusual about it has been the unusual con- 
cession which has been made and the unusual disposition, so far 
as I have observed the Senate, to indulge in every way the Sen- 
ators who are opposed to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not rise to make any complaint of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. On the contrary,so far as I have observed 
his course in this matter it is notliable to any complaintor excep- 
tion whatever. For my part I have not been here all the time. 
1 do not think that it would be profitable at this moment to go 
into a discussion of the proceedinys in regard’ to the manage- 
ment or conduct on either side of the contest over the election 
bill. Therefore I will not take the time of the Senate at present 
by . history as I understand it. But as the Sena- 
tor from Delaware has madeastatementabout it, I think I ought 
not to let that statement pass without simply observing that I 
do not agree with him. I think the Senator is mistaken in his 
statement about the history of the debate on the election bill. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator means the bill called the force bill 
on this side? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido mean exactly that measure. 

Mr. GRAY. It must be very fresh in the recollection of most 
Senators in this Chamber that the election bill to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts refers was brought forward on the 
very day after Congress met in December, and was resolutely 
kept tothe front from that day until a conclusion of some kind 
was reached—some six, seven, or eight weeks—without any in- 
termission whatever. There was no time given; no indulgence 
conceded to those who were opposed to the passage of that bill. 
They were expected to be ready to debate it. Not a word was 
said on the other side; and when two or three speeches on 
this side had been delivered, I recollect, so far as I contributed 
my humble part to that debate, the Presiding Officer was 
about to put the question to a vote when I took the floor, and 
everyone sat silent on the other side, although not one speech 

n made on that side in favor of the bi 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. Except by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. That is something. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] has 
been ignored in that respect to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. I apologize for that. 

Mr. GRAY. I apologize for this, then. There was an open- 
ing speech by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. That measure was introduced in the previous 
session of Congress, and I do not suppose there was an intelli- 
gent small boy in the country old enough to observe the current 
political history who did not know, who did not believe, at any 
rate, that there was a purpose on the part of the opponents of 
the bill to prevent a vote being taken upon it, to consume time 
by debate and by other parliamentary processes if it had taken 
till doomsday. After the bill had been introduced, had been ex- 
plained and discussed not only by me but by other Senators on 
this side of the Chamber in the previous session, it became ap- 
parent that if the measure was not put in advance or if it were 
postponed there would be either upon the tariff bill or on it such 
prolonged debate upon the part of the minority that neither 
measure would reach a vote. I do not say that that was avowed, 
but it was understood; and there was talk of a cloture. 

There were consultations on the part of the friends of that 
bill. There was an agreement by anentire majority of the Sen- 
ate upon the form and terms of a cloture rule, which it was 
thought might be necessary. Then the matter went over tothe 
first Monday of December with notice that it was to be taken up 
and pressed through when Congress came back at the new ses- 
sion. All that had preceded the history which the Senator from 
Delaware states. When we met in December there were ar- 
rangements to fill up the time day after day. At 5o’clock some 
Senator would come around and say.“ I do not feel very well to- 
night, and wish you would let the bill go over until to-morrow,” 
or I do not want to take the floor at 4 or 5 O clock,” and more 
in good nature than wisdom I would yield; and I was more than 
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thankful I did in one case, it happened, where I should have 
been sorry all my life if I had not. 

That is the history of that matter, without going into it an 
more fully. Nobody ever said in terms, We shall talk un 
doomsday.” I suppose their purpose was concealed under parlia- 
mentary methods. But we on our side supposed that was the 
purpose, and I suppose now that it was the purpose. Afterwards, 
some t or four 5 Senators, ior reasons satisfacto 
to them, united with the Democrats, and the bill was postponed, 
and that was the end of it. 

Now, I wish to say to the Senator from Delaware, while I do 
not think any useful purpose can be subserved by this narrative, 
we agree about it. My friend insisted upon referring to it after 
I said I did not want to state it; and [have stated my understand- 
ing of the matter. 

do not conceive that anything of that kind comes up now. 
The Democratic party is in the majority in this body and they 
have the right, after reasonable debate, to have the measures 
they propose brought toa vote. It is the right of the Ameri- 
ean people that they should be brought to a vote; and if any- 
thing has been done on the other side or by anybody else it 
would not, in my opinion, justify a resort to that kind of tactics 
on our side now. I do not believe there is a Senator on this side 
of the Chamber who either expects or desires anything buta 
reasonable debate in conformance with the importance of this 
subject, but which, as compared with other at debates, will 
bea brief one, in the due and orderly course of business, and then 
a vote. 

I do not believe there is any other purpose anywhere. I have 
not seen, or heard, or suspected any such pu . If this matter 
be taken up Monday morning, or Tuesday morning, or Wednes- 
day morning, or any other morning, it will be through in the 
ordinary,natural course. Several Senators who desire to speak 
on it say they are not ready to speak to-day or to-morrow. 
That is the whole of it. Of course, there is plenty of oppor- 
tunity for wrangle and discussion and debate upon the exciting 
experiences of the past, and if the Senators want it we shall 
have it. I do not myself propose to waste any time over it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. en. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me one 
moment, I merely want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I am disappointed in a perfectly candid effort to arrive at 
an arrangement that will suit the convenience of all sides on 
this subject. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator want? 

Mr. GRAY. I asked the Senator from New Hampshire to 
indicate whether he would act on the suggestion of my colleague, 
but he declined. I have made the attempt and I am sorry it has 
not been responded to in the spirit in which it was made. If the 
Senator from Missouri, who has the floor, will permit me, as the 
hour is late, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator from Delaware to with- 
hold that motion for a moment. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware withdraw the motion? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator left the floor complaining of 
me, when heinterrupted me while I was answering his question. 
He took the floor and engaged in debate with the Senator from 
Massachusetts and did not wait to hear my answer to his ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Irenew my motion, Mr. President. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
es that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

siness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twelve 
minutes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o'clock und 20 minutes p. m.) the Senateadjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, January 18, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 17, 1894. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


William I. Buchanan, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the Argentine 
Republic, vice John R. G. Pilkin, resigned. 

CONSULS. 

Edward W. S. Tingle, of Montana, to be consul of the United 

States at Brunswick, Germany, vice Cyrus W. Field, recalled. 


Allen Thomas, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 
La Guayra, Venezuela, vice Philip C. Hanna, recalled. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John F. B. Beckwith, of Georgia, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Savannah, in the State of Georgia, to succeed 
Tomlinson F. Johnson, whose term of office will expire by lim- 
itation January 24, 1894. 

Marion M. Hutson, of South Carolina, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina, 
to succeed Robert Smalls, resigned. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John M. Burks, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs for the 
rt of Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska, to succeed Henry C. 
Arthur, resigned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 17, 1894. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 
Lone ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
SURVEYS FOR GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


_ The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ap- 
propriation submitted by the Secretary of the Interior for re- 
producing plats of surveys for the General Land Office; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL FITZHUGH, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of the court in the 
case of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry Fitzhugh, de- 
ceased, vs. The United States—which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent,on motionof Mr. WANGER, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the 
case of George R. Burnett, without leaving copies. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR STANFORD. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
special order fixed for next Saturday at 2 p. m., for the delivery 
of eulogies on the late Senator Stanford, be postponed until Sat- 
urday, the 10th of February, at the same hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California Mr. Loup] 
asks unanimous consant that the order fixed for next Saturday, 
for the delivery of eulogies on the late Senator Stanford, be va- 
cated and fixed anew for Saturday, February 10, at the hour of 
2 o'clock, the same hour as the present order. Without objec- 
tion this order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES, 

By unanimous consent, at their own request, the following 
penis were excused from further service on the committees 
named: 

Mr. DE ARMOND, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SIBLEY, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Compton, from the Committee on the Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, 

The Speaker announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

To the Committeo on Foreign Affairs, Mr. MONEY. 

To the Committee on the Judiciary, Mr. DE ARMOND. 

To the Committee on Naval Affairs, Mr. GRIFFIN. 

To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, Mr. GRIFFIN. < 

To the Committee on the Library, Mr. COMPTON, Mr. BART- 
LETT, and Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 

LOVICA HALL. 


Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3195) the 
title of which is granting an increase of pension to Lovica 
Hall, a widow of a soldier of the war of 1812.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the laws for pensioning sol- 
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diers the namie of Lovica Hall, widow of 
Asa Hall, late a private of Captain James Houser's company, United States 
Artillery, at the rate of #25 per month. 

The committee reported the following amendment: 

In line 8, strike out the word twenty-five” and insert the word “twelve,” 
g0 as to read at the rate of $12 per month.” 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York{Mr. HOOK- 
a] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE, What rate is this lady receiving now? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. None whatever. There is a 
mistake in the title of the bill, which we propose to correct. 
She receives no pension whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The title was amended to conform to the body of the bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

0 bill (S. 1306) to establish a port of delivery at Bonner's Ferry, 
aho; : 

Joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to cause the settlement of the accounts of Special Agents 
Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Delaware 
Indians, etc.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) to provide for the printing of the 
report of the joint committee of Congress and proceedings at the 
e celebration of the laying of the corner-stone of the 

ito 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives co J That there 
be printed of the reports of the Smithsonion Institution the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1893, in two octavo volumes, 10.000 extra 


copies, of which 1.000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 


for the use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the 


Smithsonian Institution, and 2,v00 copies for the use of the National Museum. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to che House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his see- 
retaries, who also informed the House that the President had 
9 and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 

tles: 

A bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of way for the construc- 
tion of a railroad and other improvements over and on the West 
Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 2796) relating to the disqualifica of registers 
and receivers of the United States land offices, and making pro- 
vision in ease of such disqualification; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to permit the owners of cattle and horses transporting 
them into Mexico to reimport same into the United States atany 
time within twelve months from date of the passage of this reso- 
lution, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Stat- 
utes so as to require original receipts for deposits of postmasters 
to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
partment; and 

A bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass. 

INDEBTEDNESS OF SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R.4449) Axing the limit 
of indebtedness which may be incurred by Salt Lake City. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Salt Lake City, in the Territory of Utah, may be- 
come indebted to an amount in the including existing bted- 
ness, not to exceed 6 a cent on the value of the taxable property within 
said city, to be ascertained by the lastassessment for Territorlal and county 
taxes previous to the press By of such indebtedness; and all bonds and ob- 
ligations in excess of such ameunt given by said city shall be void. 


3 SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Lask the Clerk to read the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill E 4449) 
fixing the limit of indebtedness which may be incurred by Salt City, 
in the Territory of Utah, submitted the following report: 

The limitof indebtedness which may now be incurred by cities in the Ter- 
ae nd ae at 4 per cent on the value of the taxable property within the 

Recently it has become necessary for Salt Lake City to construct an ex- 
pensive sewerage system, by reason of which the t limit has been 
reached while the improvements are far short of completion. It will work 
a great hardship to increase the mt rate of t on on account ot 
ent stringency. To stop the improvements in course of erection would ren- 
der valueless large expenditures already made, and throw oaar people out 
of employment now greatly in need of the assistance which will come from 
1 made on improvements, the need of which is im tive. The 
asa — — 2 by the Delegate from the Territory and desired by those most 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

— 55 Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? > 
Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, let that bill be reported again. 
The bill was again read. 
Mr. COOMBS, I would like to ask the gentleman if there is 
any tax on personalty? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. COOMBS. Had you reached the 4 per cent? 

Mr. MARSH. I would like to ask the gentleman if it will af- 
fect in any manner the indebtedness already contracted? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Not at all. 

Mr. COOMBS. Has it reached the 4 per cent? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It has reached the 4 per cent. 

Mr. MARSH. Does it exceed the 4 per cent? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It may have exceeded it to some extent. 

Mr. MARSH. Is this a bill that would enable you to repudi- 
ate the excess of the amount of debt contracted? j 

Mr. RAWLINS. It does not. It is in order that the obliga- 

tions made may be paid. It is absolutely necessary, and itis 
recommended by all classes of citizens and parties in Salt Lake 


City. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? (Aftera 
pause.) The Chair hears none. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
boing. engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF BIG SANDY RIVER. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
nish the House of Representatives ut the earliest day possible information 
as to the amount necessary to complete the improvement in the Big Sandy 
River, at Louisa, Kentacky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this resolution. Is there objection? [After a pause.| 
The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now call the committees for 
reports, 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TER- 
RITORY. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 258) for the relief of settlers on 
the public lands in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 355) to establish an additional 
land office in the Territory of New Mexico; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees, and 
under the order heretofore adopted the House will resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
to consider the bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation and provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 


nested to fur- 


THE TARIFF. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
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House on the state of the Union, for the purpose of consider- | was a cordage factory in my town and the trust bought it out 


ing a bill raising revenue. The Clerk will report the pending 
amendment offered by the gentleman from West Virg 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 686, page 90, by inserting at the conclusion of the paragraph, 
“ Provided, That this section shall take effect on and after the Ist day of Au- 


gust, 1894.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
pro by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out August 1, 1894,“ and insert October 1, 1898.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the proposed 
substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ron a, That this paragraph shall take effect immediately upon the 
passage of this act.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
to the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words immediately after the passage of this act, and in- 
sert December 30. 1899.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment pro- 
posed to the amendment by the gentleman from New Vork, in 
order that the text may be perfected. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I ask on what page that is? 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 90. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MorsE]is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, during this discussion I have 
listened over and over in to the charge made by gentlemen 
on the other side, that 5 House, a Democratic Presi- 
dent, and thata Democratic Senate were elected by anoverwhelm- 
ing vote of the people in 1892. Now, the idea occurs to me to 
ne gentlemen on the other side whether they have heard that 
there was an election last fall, and that the great empire States 
of New York, Ohio, Illinois, Iowa, and Massachusetts reversed 
that verdict? x 

Mr. DALZELL. Whatabout aa Aya 

Mr. MORSE. And Pennsylvania. The greatempire State of 
Pennsylvania, too, reversed that verdict by an overwhelming 
decision against the Democratic party. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that these gentlemen should not 
go back too far into ancient history, but they should come down 
to the events of modern times. And I submit that if the elec- 
tion of last November had been a Congressional election there 
would not have been any Cherokee Strip on this side of the 
Chamber; and, while I am neither a prophet nor a son of a 
prophet, yet I do predict that in the next Congressional election 
the Republicans will have charge of this House by a large ma- 
jority and there will be no Democratic strip on this side of the 
House. 

Now, I am in favor of the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE], because he proposes to post- 
pone to a future day, until 1898, until another Congressional and 
national election, until after the voice of the people shall be 
heard again, the operations of this free-wool clause of the bill; 
and I would be glad to postpone the date when the whole bill 
should go into operation until the people will have had time to 
repeal and reconsider the Chicago platform of the Democratic 
party adopted by the people in 1892. I also charge that the 
national election to which our Democratic friends have so often 
referred was carried against the Republicans by misrepresenta- 
tions on the part of the Democratic papers and speakers. They 
charged that the manufacturers were aye an unfair and un- 
just proportion of the profits and that the laboring people of this 
country did not enjoy their fair share of remuneration. 

Now, the country has lived to learn that the manufacturers’ 
interests are the interests of the laboring people; that injury to 
the manufacturers is injury to their employés; that destruction 
of the American market for agricultural products is an 1 11 7 
to the farmers of the West. The gentleman from Missouri Mr. 
CLARK] in his remarks on the binding-twine amendment which 
I offered went on to show how much larger a proportion of peo- 
ple ate wheat than manufactured binding-twine. 

Does that gentleman suppose that he can destroy the large 
cordage industry of New England and turn out the twelve thou- 
sand men engaged in it into the streets without injuring the 
agricultural interests of this country? Suppose you succeed in 
destroying that cordage industry, in taking work away from the 
twelve thousand men employed in it, and from those dependent 
upon them, what then? Why, the inevitable result will be that 
they will immediately proceed to crowd into other oceupations. 

Mr. GRESHAM. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MORSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRESHAM. You speak of the twelve thousand laboring 
mon in New England engaged in the cordage industry. There 


with the express understanding that it should continue to be 
run, but before long it was closed up and the laborers engaged 
in it were thrown out of employment. Was that in tbe interest 
of the laboring people, or was it in the interest of the trust? 

Mr. MORSE. In reply to the gentleman I will say that there 
may be some instances like that to which he has referred, but 
the cordage industry, which I represent on this floor, is an in- 
dependent industry, and belongs to no trust, but carries dn busi- 
ness for itself, and for nobody else. Now, I say, suppose you do 
succeed in destroying that industry and turning out these 12,- 
000 men upon the streets without work, what will be the result? 

The result will be that they will crowd into other trades and 
professions, and, failing to get work there, what then? They 
must resort to the business of last resort, agriculture, and we 
must plow the stony and sterile soil of New England in order to 
increase our own food supply, instead of buying it, as we donow 
largely, from the farmers of the West; and yet our Western 
friends are trying to destroy the great manufacturing industries 
of this country! 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman is mistaken. 
His friends from the West are not trying to destroy anything. 
Mr. GRESHAM. Before the parties in my town would se 
out the factory an agreement was made by the trust that they 
would keep it running, but afterwards they stopped work and 
threw 200 or 309 men out of employment. Now, I ask the gen- 
tleman was that in the interest of the laboring people, or was 

it in the interest of the trust? 

Mr. MORSE. Iam not defending any trust on this floor. I 
am speaking for my own constituents, who do not belong to any 
trust. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] on several occasions, and I 
have heard him again and again ring the changes upon the 
charge that the manufacturers are the enemies of the labori 
people; I have heard him denounce the railroads as unjust an 
extortionate monopolies. I hold in my hand a map of the rail- 
roads that have gone into insolvency since the Cleveland re- 
trenchment and reform” began, and I submit that my colleague 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER] stated the exact truth when 
he said in his speech here the other evening that the manufac- 
turers of New England make only asmall percent on the capital in- 
vested in those great industries. The dividend on manufacturing 
stock of Massachusetts, based on the selling price from January 1, 
1882, to January 1, 1892, was only 3.87 per cent; on railroad stock 
for the same date was 4.29 per cent, and on bank stock 4.53 per 
cent. In the lightof these figures what becomes of the charges 
of extortionate profits made against these Northeastern corpo- 
rations and manufacturers of New England again and again on 
this floor? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

By unanimous consent Mr. MORSE’s time was extended. 

Mr. MORSE. Now, I submit Mr. Chairman, that when the 
gentleman from Kansas, or any other gentleman, strikes a blow 
at those great corporations which give employment to thou- 
sands an rhaps millions of our people: when he strikes 
a blow at the railroads, those great arteries of trade, those 
great arms of commerce, he strikes not only a blow at the 
laboring people of this country, but at the poor farmer” as 
well, whom the Democratic and Populist parties profess to love 
so much; and if anybody wants evidence of the effect upon the 

at corporations of this country of the present policy, and of 
the Wilson bill now impending, let him look at this map of the 
railroads that have gone into insolvency since that policy was 
announced. 

Mr. MOSES, May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman spoke just now of 12,000 men 
being thrown out of employment in the cordage industry of 
New England, being compelled to turn to agricultural pursuits. 
Suppose the wages of the agricultural laborers are made so low 
that they will have to leave the farm and crowd into manufac- 
sarng pursuits? To-day the cotton-raiser does not get 40 cents 
a day. 

Mr. MORSE. I submit in answer to the gentleman that never 
since God said Let there be light,” never in any country on 
the face of the earth, have the farmers’ interests n as pros- 
perous in this country as under the McKinley tariff bill, as set 
forth by my friend from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] yesterday. 
What is the matter with the agricultural interests of this coun- 
try now? The matter is that you gentlemen have destroyed and 
are trying to further destroy the home market. Talk aboutthe 
foreign market for agricultural products—why, it is a mere 
bagatelle compared to the home market. What we want to 
do is to develop and enlarge the home market. What we want 
to do is to encourage our manufacturing interests so that they 
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will create an increased demand for 1 of the farm, in- 
stead of destroying our manufactures by free trade and putting 
agricultural products on the free list. 

Mr. DAVIS. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. MORSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. If farming is so profitable, why is it that Kan- 
sas is loaded with mortgages on real estate to the amount of 
e Illinois 8384, 000, 000, and Pennsylvania 8613, 000, 


Mr. MORSE. My answer to that question is this: Hundreds 
and thousands of people in this country, many of them emi- 
grants, go out into the agricultural sections of the West, upon 
the prairies, and take up land, Some of them do not carry any- 
thing with them but an alimentary canal and an appetite; and 
what do they do? They begin farming operations. 

Having no means, they look around for somebody to lend them 
money, Pretty soon, perhaps, some Eastern man with capital 
steps in and loans them the money they require. Prosperity at 
once begins. They rapidly pay off the mortgages on their farms; 
for the statistics show that these mortgages, under the wise io 
tective policy of the Republican party as embodied in the Mo- 
Kinley bill, were rapidly being discharged. 

Mr. DAVIS. Pennsylvania is not a new State; what do you 
say about Pennsylvania? 

r. DALZELL, The mortgages in Pennsylvania are not gen- 
erally on farms—— 

Mr. DAVIS. But they are on land, 

Mr. DALZELL. In our State the mortgages generally are 
upon property in the great cities, and they represent enter- 
prise. 
Mr. DAVIS. Well, one more question in the same line. Why 
are the farms of New England selling on the average at one-half 
the cost of improvements? 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, there is no question that great 
harm has been dong not only to agricultural interests but to 
manufacturing interests by the threatened free-trade bill, or bill 
in the direction of free trade, now pending in this House. May 
I take time to give one individual illustration of the hardship 
this bill is working to the laboring people of my district? There 
is a man of my acquaintance who has been out of work for some 
time—a man offamily. Finally he got employment—only last 
week. One day he sat down while at his work. The super- 
intendent told him that it was against the rules for him to sit 
re at his work. He thereupon rose and went on with his 
work. 

Pretty soon the superintendent came round again and found 
him sitting down, and again rebuked him. The man then re- 

lied, ‘‘ You would not scold me so much if you knew how little 

ood I have had to eat during the past month. Practically all I 
could get to eat I have given to my children; and I have myself 
eaten within three days only two or three apples.“ That is the 
condition to which gentlemen on the other side would reduce 
the laboring people of New a, Re by these propositions to put 
binding twine. cordage, agricultural implements, and other man- 
ufactured goods and the products of other great New England 
industries on the free list. I appeal to those gentlemen on the 
score of humanity to stay their hands. 

Sir, I have a letter received only yesterday from a laboring 
man in my district. He says he has never voted anything in 
his life but a Democratic ticket. Let me read a page of his let- 
ter. 

During the war we used to say, We are coming, Father Abra- 
ham, three hundred thousand more.” The following letter 
speaks for millions of the working people who have been de- 
ceived by Democratic papers and speakers: 


ALLSTON, MASS., January 15, 1894. 


DEAR Sm: I feel like writing this to you. I have always been a Democrat. 
Soon as I got my voting papers I voted for Buchanan; 1861, Douglas; in 
1865, McClellan; 1869, Seymour; 1875. Greeley; 1877, Tilden; i881, Hancock, 1885, 
Cleveland; and 1889, Cleveland. Since I came to the country, in 1851, I have 
been coached by the Democrats, no Republicans came near me, but lately I 
have been told I was taxed to enrich the rich on tin and clothes and other 
things, and I voted for free trade. 

Now the scales have fallen from myeayes, and I signed a petition that went 
to Congress that their hands might be stayed. Now then, yesterday I read 
in the editorial of the Herald that we were F dragooned into . That 
is cruelly unjust and makes my blood boil. I have beena fool to read such 
a paper and vote with it. To do it again would make me a knave. 

y brother travels for a steel firm on Oliver street—Wetherell Bros. They 
represent a mill in Pittsfield, Pa., and « wire mill in England, and now since 
the tariff begun to epg the home mill is dischar, ts help and the Eng- 
lish mill is increasing theirs, and they write: “If the Wilson bill becomes a 
law, in hopes to double our trade with 17 5 and are preparing for it.“ The 
Pittsfield mill says: It the Wilson bill becomes a law we shall feel our way 
cautiously. * * * Shall lower wages,“ etc. 

Respectfully yours, 


B. A. JOURDAIN. 


Hon. ELIJAH A. MORSE, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
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Now, I put that letter against some of the talk of gentlemen 
on the other side whocharge that men of this character were 
Greg 8 or forced into signing petitions against the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, to resume what I have already said, or tried 
to say amid so many interruptions, I say during this discussion 
I have listened over and over again to gentlemen on the other 
side who have rung the changes upon the overwhelming Demo- 
cratic success in the election of 1892. 

I charge thatthe Democratic victory of 1892 was brought about 
by a misrepresentation made to the people of this country by 
the Democratic speakers and papers, especially the deception 
that was practiced upon the working people of this country. 

They were told that the manufacturers were absorbing an un- 
just proportion of the profits. That free trade or a tariff for 
revenue, while it might somewhat injure the manufacturer, 
would in no way injure them, and that it would enable them to 
buy their goods cheaper. 

he farmers were told that Democratic success meant in- 
creased prices and increased markets for their products. 

How have these promises been fulfilled? It is needless to an- 
swer; (he who runs may read” the answer. But, gentlemen, 
how is it about the last election held in this country, after an 
experiment of nine months of Democratic control of every de- 
partment of the Government, and after the Wilson bill was fore- 
shadowed by the country ? 

I repeat, let the great empire States of New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Massachusetts, Ohio, Michigan, Illinois, and Iowa answer. 
Why, the gentlemen on the other side forget that these great 
States repudiated the Democratic party and the Wilson bill, 
and in Ohio voiced the sentiment of the country by indors 
the author of the McKinley bill by a majority of 80,000; and 
Grover Cleveland announced his Sandwich Island policy prior 
to the last election Ohio would have given Maj. McKinley 20,000 
more,and Massachusetts would have given Governor Greenhalge 
10,000 more. 

Ido not wonder that the gentlemen on the other side are in 
a hurry to pass this bill. If you will defer it until after another 
Congressional election you can never pass it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, [ have listened on this floor for days and 
nights to the denunciation of the great manufacturing concerns, 
the corporations, and the railroad companies that do the great 
business of the country and give employment to millions of our 
countrymen, ; 

If you could believe these gentlemen these manufacturing 
concerns, these corporations, these railroads were the enemies 
of the country, who are living upon the lifeblood of the people, 
and absorbing an unjust and unfair proportion of the profits. 

How long shall this mad and insane cry prevail, Down with 
the manufacturers!” “Down with the corporations!“ Down 
with the railroads?” Isuppose until the country learns when 
these great arteries of commerce and trade are successful and 
prosperous the country is ee and disaster and misfor- 
tune such as is represented by this map which Iholdin my hand 
means disaster and misfortune to the Whole country and all the 
people in it, such as we are now suffering. 

I repeat, gentlemen on the other side speak as though you 
could destroy great industries of the country and turn thousands 
of workmen into the streets without affecting the agricultural 
interests and other industries of the country; such a supposition 
is idle and absurd. Under such a policy the men engaged in 
these varied industries cease to become consumers and become 
themselves producers of {agricultural products, and thus one 
business reacts upon another and the whole business of the coun- 
wy is injured. 

tell you, gentlemen of the West and South, that you can not 
destroy a great industry of the country by free trade without in- 
flicting an injury your own section. When one member 
suffers all suffer. The whole protection system of the country 
(for the whole country) stands or falls together. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You say your friend who al- 
ways voted the Democratic ticket, voted for Horace Greeley. 
Was Horace Greeley a Democrat? 

Mr. MORSE, Well, he was an adopted Democrat. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

The following map of railroads which have gone into the hands 
of receivers and became bankrupt since the last national elec- 
tion, shows the effect of the Democratic economic and financial 
policy (as announced in the Chicago platform) on these great 
arteries of commerce. The New York and New England Rail- 
road, however, has gone into the hands of a receiver since this 
map was made. This map shows that nearly one-fifth of the 
railroads of the country are bankruptin January, 1804. In other 
words, the map shows the Wilson bill and Cleveland re- 
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trenchment” and reform“ as ap 
country. This map is an illustra 
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Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I append to my speech the fol- 
lowing resolution of the Massachusetts Legislature introduced 
by Senator Kittredege, of Boston, I expect it will be adopted 
and received here soon: 

That the senators and representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 


setts in general court assembled, believing that the passage by Congress of 
the Wilson tariff bill, so called, will be detrimental te the Nate interests 


of the country, respectfully protest against its passage, and uest the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from this Commonwealth to use 
their influence against the ze of the same. 


Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to the 8 offi- 
cers of both branches of Con: „and also to the Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 


The following communication is a specimen of numerous sim- 
ilar yotes and resolutions transmitted to me by labor organiza- 
tions, which speaks for itself: 

TAUNTON, MASS., January 16, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: Ata 83 of the Cotton Mule Spinners’ Association, repre- 
senting about one hund members, it was yotedunanimously to appeal to 
you to vote against any clauses in the Wilson bill which will reduce the 
tariff on the goods we produce. 

Most all of our members are employed in the hosiery business. And we be- 
lieve the present condition of our in rset É is cansed almost entirely by such 
threatened reduction in tariff as will fi our market with imported goods. 

We greatly object to being deprived of work and wages for the benefit of 
foreign manufacturers. And we hereby give notice to help no man nor 
party who insists u our children and ourselves by bringing our 
wages down to the European standard. 

oping you will comply with our request, and oblige, yours, very respect- 


fully, on behalf of the committee, 
ARTHUR HERBERT, Secretary. 
To the Hon. ELIJAH A, MORSE. 


Lalso append to my speech the petition of the workingmen of 
Boston, Mass., adopted at the meeting in Faneuil Hall, Janu- 
uary 3, 1894: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Tho unde ed, working people of Boston, Mass., without regard to 
pariy, 8 ‘ully represent that we believe the present deplorable condi- 

n of in is due almost wholly to the danger of such reductions in 
the tariff as will flood the market with imported goods. We object to being 
deprived of work and wages forthe benefit of foreign producers. Those 
of you who directly represent us are hereby instructed to vote against the 
Wilson tariff bill. or any other bill which will tend to increase foreign com- 
pustan with goods that we produce, and we hereby give you plain notice 

we will not hereafter support any man or party which upholds a policy 
the effect of which is to deprive us of employment or reduce our wages. 


The old cradle of liberty never rocked toa better purpose than 
at the great mass meeting that adopted the above petition to 
the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat has followed in his remarks the line which 

been too frequently followed on his side in this discussion, 
of charging the present business depression upon the threat of a 
change from a protective system to a tariff for revenue. Some 
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gentlemen have gone so far in their reckless statements as to say 
that these are! Cleveland times,” insinuating by such expressions 
that the election of Mr, Cleyeland as President has caused this 
depression in the business condition of the country. The great 
leader on the other side of the House, in his remarks on the day 
before yesterday, used this language: 

Because to-day all industry is arreated by reason of the mere threat of 
adopting another system. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been the custom of Republican orators 
in defending protection to point to one fact as establishing the 
wisdom of their policy, and as also showing that it is calculated 
to give greater scope for employment in this country. I call 
the attention of the House to some facts concerning the com- 
merce of this country preceding the election of Mr. Cleveland. 
[ quote from the Treasury report on foreign commerce and im- 
migration for December, 1802. I take therefrom a table show- 
ing a comparison of the imports and exports for the last six 
months of 1801 and the last six months of 1892. I shall print this 
table in the RECORD; 


Comparison of imports and exports for last sie months of 1891 and 1892. 


Exports. Excess, Imports. Excess 
Month. 1891 over of 1892 
189]. | 1892. over 1891. 


1891, | 1802. 1802. 


Eel 

62, 668, 893 $58. 101, 758 $4, 267, 185 367, 012, 035 871, 526, 885, $4, 484, 830 
72, 685, 541! 64,816,682) 7,838, 850 65, 953, 330. 77, 216, 797/11, 262, 487 
-| 82, 854, 085| 62, 908, 40 19, 945, 602 OL, 504, 737) 72, 933, 408 11, 428, 671 
102, 877, 243, 87, 820, 919) 15, 016, 32H 65, 838, 250, 79, 122, 762112, 286, 503 
110, 108,587) 97, 703, 824) 12, 890, 713, 64, 890, 807 73, 220,096) 8, 329, 589 
119, 935, 896, 87, 545, 274) 82, 320, €22) 69, 448, 023: 70, 451, 710) 1, 003, 647 
551, 125, 105 450, 266,940, 91, 858, 255 395, 774, 021 444, 470, 695, 717 

lanes 

|140, 553,972) 

Í 


This table shows that the exports of this country began to fall 
off as early as July, 1892. 

Compare the value of our exports month by month from that 
KEE with the value of our exports month by month from 
July, 1891. ; 

Tho falling off of the value of our exports for the last six 
months of 1892 as compared with the same period of 1891 
amounts to $91,858,255. 

How much that falling off of the sales of our productions con- 
tributed to the financial depression of 1893 can not be stated. 
3 consider the table now as to our imports during the same 
period. 

It shows clearly an excess of imports during the same six 
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months from the beginning in July, 1892, oVer the imports dur- 
ing the same months of 1891. The excess over the imports in 
1891 was of the value of 848,695,717. There was a falling off of 
exports from this country in the six months—five of the months 
preceding the election of Grover Cleveland—of $91,000,000, as 
compared with 1891. To that extent—$91,000,000 worth of prod- 
uets of the people of this country—they failed to find a market 
abroad; sh gentlemen who are talking so much of the home 
market might offer a suggestion as to aremedy. From your 
standpoint the McKinley bill worked badly. Why did not the 
home market use up these ninety-one millions of productsand en- 
able the price of these commodities to be kept up? Instead they 
failed to find a foreign market or any market. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow 
an interruption? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not yield; I have but five minutes. 
We bought in the period in 1892 over $48,000,000 from abroad 
more than in 1891, and sold abroad over $91,000,000 less. Inves- 
tigation of the table shows a swinging over of the balance of trade 
against us in that length of time to the amount of about $140,- 
000,000. If there is anything in your argument concerning the 
balances of trade, here is a condemnation of the system under 
which we were living just before Mr. Cleveland was elected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ishouldliketo have five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absenceof objection the gentleman 
will proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. On page 6 of this record I find that there 
was a decline of $42,089,753 worth of exports during 1892 as com- 
pared with 1891, and an increase of $47,877,236 of imports, making 
a total change of trade against us, according to your way of stat- 
ing it, of $39,966,989 in the total commerce of that year. 

Mr. BURROWS. What year? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two. 

Mr. BURROWS. The fiscal year? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. No; notthe fiscal year, but the year 1892. 

Mr. BURROWS. What portion of the year? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The total of the year, unless my notes 
are wrong. 

Mr. MARSH. You mean the calendar year, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I mean the calendar year. 

Now, asagainst the declaration of politicians for political effect 
on this floor, I wish to read an extract from an interview with 
an eminent Republican of the State of Pennsylvania recently 
had and quoted Tn the public pressof the country, Ex-Governor 
Beaver says: : 

The wave of business depression was due. 

That is, the time had come that the political system of taxa- 
tion under which we have 5 long had brought about 
a Condition of affairs that made it inevitable that business de- 
pressions would ensue. 

DEMOCRATIC POLICY NOT TO BLAME.—EX-GOV. BEAVER SAYS THE WAVE OF 
BUSINESS DEPRESSION WAS DUE. 
[Special to the World.] 
JOHNSTOWN, PA., January 13. 

The Herald publishes the following interview with ex-Governor James A. 
Beaver, which it is alleged was had with Gen. Beaver recently while in the 
north of this ony: 

Jo be candid, I do not believe this depression in business is the result of 
Democratic policy. This wave of business depression was co! „ and it 
is only the good fortune of the Republicans that the Democrats got in power 
in time to be caught by it. It is one of those periodical depressions that reg- 
ularly affect the country, and nothing could have averted it. Ido not be- 
lieve the Democrats or their policy haye anything to do with it. It would 
have come anyhow, and if Harrison had been elected it might have been even 
worse.” 

For myself I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, but that the busi- 
e . might have been even worse if Harrison had been 
elected. . 

How does that statement of Governor Beaver compare with 
the allegations of gentlemen on this floor, that the apprehension 
ofa change in the system of taxation was the cause of this busi- 
ness depression? And where did the depression begin? Did it 
begin with the producers or the consumers? It began with the 
consumers, the consumers of manufactured articles. The great 
farming interests of the country not selling abroad and not sell- 
ing at home found themselves incapable of purchasing the manu- 
factured products ofthe country. It was not a fear of reduction 
of taxation that prevented the consumers from buying. It is 
simply absurd to say that such could have been the case. It be- 
gan with the consumers failing to buy’ For if it did begin with 
the manufacturing capitalists alone, then it would have the ap- 
pearance of a at lockout, the most odious, detestable, and 
cruel that could be conceived, The gentleman from Maine[Mr. 
REED] sees fit to laugh. I do not say that it began there—I did 


not accuse—— 
Mr. REED. Sees fit to laugh!” I was forced to do it. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. LI say if it did begin there, it deserves to 
be stigmatized as I have stigmatized it, as the most atrocious _ 
abuse of capital which ever occurred in the country, and which 
could not have been possible under any other system of govern- 
ment than the system of protection. 

These statistics that I have quoted are the statistics that were 
presented not by a Democratic authority, but the statistics that 
were presented during the Republican Administration. They 
are statistics that come from the report of a Republican Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and he shows, or these figures show, as 
clearly as it can be written, where this calamity began and how 
it began. It isa part of the great business depression that ex- 
tends around the globe. It would have come anyhow, and as 
ex-Governor Beaver says: = 

Ihave no doubt whatever thatif Benjamin Harrison had been reélected 

ent it would have come, and I almost regret that it did notoccur— ~ 

[Laughter on the Republican side.] 
and I almost regret that it did not occur during his Administration, so 
that the people of this country would not have had the least ground for 
doubting that the protective system under which they had lived was the 
greatest curse that legislation ever inflicted upon a free people. 

Mr. REED. They do rather doubt it now, do they not? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. A few of them doubt it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman has referred to ourforeign 
trade, Will the gentleman explain how if was that under the 
tariff of 1846, from 1846 to 1860, the balance of trade was against 
us every year but two? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not care anything about that. I 
have been applying recent facts. 

Mr. BU WS. The balance of trade was against us durin 
the whole time vere two years. How do you account for that: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido notaccountforitat all, I have been 
using your argument that the balance of trade being in favor of 
the country was an argument to sustain the protective system, 
and to show you that within a year after the passage of the Mc- 
Kinley bill it began to swing against us, and has continued 
against us until recently. ‘ 

Mr. MARSH. Does the gentleman mean the blance of trade 
or the balance of exchange? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Balance of trade, they call it. 

Mr. BURROWS was recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments be 
limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS, Will the gentleman make that request as 
soon as I get through? I will take but five minutes. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] states that within 
a year after the passage of the McKinley bill, which was Octo- 
ber 6, 1890, the balance of trade commenced to go against us. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Perhaps it was a little more than a year. 

Mr. BURROWS. The statement that it was within a year 
does not happen to be correct. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was mistaken in saying it was within 
a gear: I meant within the succeeding year, in the year 1892. 

. BURROWS. And the gentleman says that our exports 
have been falling off. Now, as amatter of fact our exports for 
the year ending June 30, 1890, were $857,000,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You can not claim anything for 1890 


under the McKinley bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. If my friend will allow me to make this 
statement of figures, I will be obliged to him. For the fiscal 
go ending June 30, 1891, our export trade had risen to $884,- 

„000. The McKinley bill had then been in foree about nine 
months. The next year, under the operation of the McKinley 
bill, our foreign export trade rose from $884,000,000 to $1,030,- 
000,000 under a year’s full operation of the McKinley bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But now explain why it did not continue. 

Mr. BURROWS. Simply for the reason that you have de- 
clared in favor of free trade, business has stopped, and that is 
the reason why I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that under the tariff of 1846, from 1846 to 1860, there were only 
two years that the balance of trade was not against this country; 
and it is because of the operation of that very condition of things 
now, or the fear of it, that the balance of trade is shifting the 
other nae 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The apprehension, then, began as early 
as July, 1892? 

Mr. SPRINGER. When the balance of trade was against us 
in the estimation of the gentleman it was really in our favor. 

Mr. BURROWS. When? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Between 1850 and 1860. I mean we im- 

rted more than we exported, and that is what I call in our 
avor, 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman means that when we buy 
more abroad than weexport that then everything is W 
[Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] According to the 
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gentleman's idea, if we can get to the position where we can buy 
everything abroad and get nothing at home we will be on the 
high road to 5 

Mr. SPRINGE f we can reach the time when we get 
everything abroad and send nothing out of the country for it, we 
will be getting richer all the time. The gentleman is proceed- 
ing on the theory that the more he gives away and the less he 
gets the richer he will be; but the truth is that the more that 
comes into the country and the less that goes out marks the dif- 
ference of our porri y, and increase in wealth. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Another Daniel come to judg- 
ment. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; that is not another Daniel. It is 
an old maxim that every gentleman ought to understand by this 
time. In Great Britain 

Mr. BURROWS. I supposed I had the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the gentleman had 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BURROWS. I had not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to protect the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg pardon of the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not think the Chair can. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Am I recognized for five minutes? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iyield the balance of my time. [Laugh- 


ter. 

55. BOWERS of California. Am I to understand the gentle- 
man to say that the more goods come in the better we are off? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer the question. It has con 
fused the minds of the pene of all countries for many years, 
but it seems to me that it isa very simple proposition, and when 
accurately understood there need not be any misconception in 
regard to it. In Great Britain the balance of trade, so called, 
has been against that country for the last twenty-five or thirty 
years to the amount of $500,000,000 a year, and in recent years 
the balance hasbeen nearly twice that amount. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. For nearly fifty years 
the balance has been against her. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from West Virginia says 
for nearly fifty years. For the last thirty years the so-called 
balance of trade has been against Great Britain to the amount 
of $500,000,000 a year or more. Now, 3 to the theory of 
the gentleman from Michigan Great Britain is getting poorer 
every year by this difference in the balance of trade. 

If that is so, there would not be wealth enough left in the two 
islands of that country by this time to run two manufacturing 
establishments, whereas England has been getting continually 
rich all the time; so that at this time the people of the rest of 
the world owe the people residing in the British Isles over $10,- 
000,000,000, and it takes more than $500,000,000 a year of the 
earnings of all the rest of the world to pay the people of Great 
Britain the interest upon British investments abroad. That is 
what makes the balance of trade against Great Britain, and the 
earnings and the wealth of the world are pearing into that 
country at the rate of more than $500,000,000 in one year and all 
the rest of the world is engaged in bbl, Me? the subjects of 
Great Britain to pay the interest upon these British investments 
abroad. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I desire to 
suggest that the farmers of this country have paid that debt or 
a part of it, for the last year in 60-cent wheat, as was said at the 
other end of the Capitol this year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. By reference to the Statesman’s Year Book, 
1893, page 76 and 79, it will appear that the total imports into 
Great Britain for the ten years from 1883 to 1892, inclusive, were 
valued at £3,995,268,000, or, allowing 85 to the pound sterling, 
$19,976,340,000. The exports for the same period amounted to 
$11,709,370,000. The imports for these ten years exceeded the 
exports by $8,266,970,000. These figures do not include gold and 
silver, but the imports of gold and silver during this period ex- 
ceeded each year the exports. For the year 1892 the excess of 
imports of gold and silver over exports was $15,580,000; and 
this may be regarded asa fair average for the ten years previous. 
For the year 1892 the imports of merchandise per capita in Great 
Britainamounted to $57.60, while the exports per capita amounted 
to only €32.70. 

The imports of merchandise in Great Britain for 1892 amounted 
to 4423, 802,000, while the exports were only £227,060,000. The ex- 
cess of imports was £196,832,000, or $984,160,000. The excess of 
imports of gold and silver, as I have before stated, was $15,530,000. 
The total excess of imports over exports for 1892 of merchandise, 

old, and silver into Great Britain was $999,690,000, or nearly 
l. 000.0. 0,000. And gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- 
ber would have us believe that Great Britain was made that 
much poorer by this enormous balance of trade against her in 
one year! 


How long could a country having only 37,000,000 population 
endure such a drain upon her national wealth? 

This is not a balance of trade against Great Britain. It is a 
balance in her favor. She is getting richer every year to the 
extent to which her imports exceed her exports. 

I hope gentlemen will understand me. If we send our prod- 
ucts abroad and get nothing in return for them we would get 
poorer by the amount sent out. But when there has been a bal- 
ance in merchandise and the coin account has been balanced be- 
tween the two countries, and whenit appears that there have 
been more imports of values (taking into consideration coin as 
well as merchandise) a country in that condition is prosperous, 
because it is getting more into it than sending out. Wanner these 
5 the more of imports a people have the richer they 
w Š 

Mr. HULICK. Are you going to vote for this present meas- 
ure with that object in view, namely, that it will produce a bal- 
ance of trade against us, after its MAOA in our commercial re- 
lations with foreign countries? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the time will come under the oper- 
ation of this bill, and that in the near future, when the general 
balance between this country and other countries will show that 
our imports, including coin, exceed our exports; and in my 
Spia that difference will show our net income and we will get 
richor by the difference. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the adoption of this present tariff law 
result in the balance of trade against this country, and do you 
vote for it with the expectation that that result will be benefi- 
cial to this country? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the effect of the adoption of this 
bill will be beneficial, that is, that we will import more, includ- 
ing coin, than we export. I believe that when you take coin, as 
well as products, into consideration, when we get more into the 
country than we send out, we will be better off by the difference. 
That is what I mean and that is what I hope and believe will be 
the effect of the passage of the pending bill. 

T cannot understand how gentlemen on the other side can be- 
lieve that our national wealth will be increased by sending out 
as exports more values than we get in return. The movement 
of coin each year must always be taken into the account. Gov- 
ernments do not import or export any goods. The aggregate of 
our imports and exports is the aggregate of the individual trans- 
actions of those who reside in the respective countries. Each 
trade is an spe, of products, and seller and buyer are 
presumed to give and get quid pro quo. If the mode of valuation 
were the same everywhere, and there were no interestand credit 
accounts between the countries to be adjusted, the trade trans- 
actions, including, coin, would always balance. That is, the 
man in one country who sells to a customer in another any ar- 
ticle, would get back in coin or products an amount in value 

ual to the value of the article that he sold and sent out. 

hat is called ‘‘the balance of trade” between different coun- 
tries, whether it be large or small, is caused by credit accounts, 
by financial operations, by loans, by investments, by dividends 
on foreign stocks, and such like transactions. Great Britain is 
a creditor nation. The rest of the world owe her subjects $10,- 
000,000,000, which have been invested in other countries. In 
settling trade balances the interest on this debt must be paid 
and it requires products to pay it. That accounts for what is 
called the balance of trade against her. It is really a balance 
in nee favor, and shows the annual increase of her national 
wealth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia wants 
to flx some limit to debate, and then the Chair recognize 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this debate 
has run quite liberally, and has taken a very wide range; andas 
I am exceedingly anxious to get through with one or two amend- 
ments, so that members of the House may offer other amend- 
ments, I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is too short a time. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. What time does the gentle- 
man desire? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Half an hour. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that the gentleman ought 
to yield an hour at least. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think, as this interesting proposition has 
been brought in, we should have a little discussion. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am willing to agree to 
twenty minutes, if that will suit the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are several gentlemen on this side who 
have not yet spoken and who would like to occupy a short time. 
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As this proposition in relation to the balance of trade has been 
launched upon us, I think we had better have a brief discussion 
of it. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. All these questions can be 
discussed at any other point in the debate. They are no more 
appropriate at this point than at any other. 

Mr. PAYNE. But it will not take any more time to have the 
discussion now than later. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The committee feels that it 
is taking too much time for its amendments and wants to give 
other gentlemen an opportunity to offer the amendments which 
they desire to present. 


The C AN. What time does the gentlemanfrom West 
Virginia suggest? 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Iask unanimousconsent that 


all debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto 
be ended in twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before the question is put I 

want to say that [ think we shall 8 the matter by having 
the discussion now. This question has been thrust upon us and 
I think we shall save time by discussing it now rather than by 
postponing it to the next amendment. There will be no time 
saved by putting off the discussion. I suggest that the gentle- 
man to forty minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto be concluded in thirty minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the gentleman from West 
Virginia to suggest thirty minutes, with twenty minutes given 
to this side? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Yes, sir; thirty minutes; 
twenty minutes to be allowed to the other side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam willing if I can have a part 
of that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state thatif an agreement 
is made the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS] or the gentleman from Maine to control the 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like about ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And I would like about fifteen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from West Virginia that all debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to thirty min- 
utes, twenty minutes to be occupied by the minority. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MARSH. Lobject. If the gentleman will ask that the 
debate close at 1 o’clock I will not object. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Then, Mr. Chairman, Imove 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be closed in thirty minutes—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think if the Chair will wait 
a moment we can arrange this matter n 80 as to 
save time. I suggest to my friend that there are several gen- 
tlemen who desire in good faith to occupy ten to fifteen minutes in 
the discussion of this subject, and I think we may as well have the 
discussion out now as later. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (to Mr. WiLSON of West Virginia). 
Say 1 o’clock. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the gentle- 
man from West Virginia will ask unanimous consent that the 
debate be closed at I o’clock, one hour from this time, there will 
be no objection. That allows only thirty minutes to each side. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] asked for only forty minutes, and I am willing 
to give the other side twenty-five minutes of that time. 

Mr. REED. Sayan hour, Let the debate close at 1 o’clock; 
the time to be equally divided. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Very well; Mr. Chairman, I 
will agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that all debate upon this paragraph and pend- 
ing amendments thereto be closed at I o'clock, the time to be 
equally divided; and inasmuch as the Chair might be embar- 
rassed in making recognitions, if this request be agreed to and 
there be no objection, the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from West Virginia to control one-half the time and the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] to control the other half. Is there 


e 
here was no eats 
Mr. REED. I yield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. DING- 


LEY]. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I had not proposed to enter 
at this time upon any discussion of the question which has arisen 
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with respect to the balance of trade; but in view of the remarks 
which have been made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] I desire to make a few observations. 

In my remarks in general debate on Thursday last I called at- 
tention to the fact that the friends of the pending bill claimed 
that while it ap on its face to reduce revenue to the ex- 
tent of $76,000,000, nevertheless, in co uence of the increase 
of importations which would result from the reduced duties upon 
imported goods, there would be speedily a supplying of this rev- 
enue from increased imports. 

I called attention to the fact that that would necessitate an in- 
crease of imports to the amount of $250,000,000 in the next fis- 
cal year; that this $250,000,000 of imports. being dutiable goods, 
would nearly all consist of articles which we could manufacture 
in this country without any natural disadvantages, and that to 
throw into this country inasingle year $250,000,000 worth of 
additional imports, goods which we have been accustomed to 
make in this country during the past few years, would inevita- 
bly result in decreasing the amount of production that would be 
open to the industries in this country in which such goods have 
been made, and also ina reduction of the opportunities for labor, 
and that that would result in great injury to the best interests of 
this poe: 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. COCKRAN], in his remarks 
on Saturday last, when calling attention to what I had stated 
in my observations of Thursday, said it was a surprising state- 
ment that an increase of $250,000,000 in imports, in weaith 
brought into this country in a single year, would result in disas- 
ter to the prosperity of our country rather than to its advan- 
tage. I called attention in my remarks of Thursday last to the 
fact that this increase of imports which was proposed was to be 
the importation of articles which we were accustomed to make 
ourselves, and that necessarily if we should transfer to another 
country the manufacture to this extent of articles which wo had 
been in the habit of making for ourselves, it must result in crip- 
pling our own industries and our own 1 

If the importation should consist of articles which we did not 
ourselves produce, and which we needed for our consumption, the 
importation would tend to increase our prosperity, which has 
been the inevitable effect always whenever we have had a pro- 
tective era; but if the tendency was to increase the importation 
of articles which we are accustomed to make, and can make in 
this country with no greater expenditure of labor than abroad, 
the inevitable result would be to cripple our industries. 

The gentleman from New York inquired how we expected im- 
paris to come into this country unless we were to pay for them. 

replied that for the time being—temporarily, as was the case 
during the period from 1846 to 1860—articles which we could 

roduce ourselves might come into the country in two ways, 

rst, by a shipment of gold, which lies at the very basis of our 
currency and forms a part of our capital on which our productive 
industries are carried along; or, secondly, by sending abroad 
evidences of indebtedness; but that this was laying the founda- 
tion of disaster, and could not proceed long without bringing 
the country to disaster, as it did in 1857 and 1858. 

Now, the een from New York, as I understood, took 
the position laid down by Bastiat, the greatest dialectician of 
the free-trade school, that if we in this country give up any in- 
dustries because the products of those industries can be produced 
abroad cheaper in money, but not cheaper in labor or service, 
then the labor which has 1 employed in those industries goes 
at once into other and morelucrativeemployments. That is the 
doctrine laid down by the greatest dialectician of the free-trade 
school. Now, the difficulty about thatcontention in practice is, 
first, that it assumes that because an article costs more in money 
here than it does abroad, therefore it costs more economically. 
That is not true. If it be true that it requires more labor to 
produce an article here than to produce the same article abroad, 
then the proposition would be economically true that its produc- 
tion here would be a loss. 

But so long as any article costs no more in labor to produce 
here it can not cost more economically to produce it here than 
it costs abroad. The difficulty arising in all this contention is 
that gentlemen of the free-trade school assume that men are 
consumers only, not producers to the extent that they are con- 
sumers; and they make the further assumption that men pay ul- 
timately in money for all they buy, when in fact they pay ulti- 
mately in labor or service. The question, therefore, is not the 
relative money cost, but the relative labor cost. 

If, for example, a coat costs $1 more in money in the United 
States than it costs in England, and the es of labor are 81 a 
day in co pe and $2 aday here, which is the cheaper coat, 
economically 8 the coat that cost six ae labor or the 
coat that costs only four and one-half days’ labor? Economi- 
cally, the coat that costs four and one-half days’ labor is cheaper 
than the other. 
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Now, what is the whole doctrine with to cheapness? 
Thatarticle is cheapest which costs the least in labor—not neces- 
sarily the least in money. We seek cheapness when it can be 
accomplished by labor-saving devices; that isa boon tothe world. 
But on iy cheapness is secured by reducing the wages of labor, 
that is an evil. Why, sir, there has not been a time in recent 
years in this country when articles were so cheap, expressed in 
money, as they are now; and there never was a time when, ex- 

recsed in labor or service, articles were so dear. Weareliving 
srospect of the free-trade paradise. 

Last January when it became known that there was to be a 
revolution in the economic policy of this country, every industry 
began to prepare for the evil day. What happened then? The 
gentleman from Ohio Mr. OUTHWAITE}says that if manufactur- 
ers began to draw in their operations, they did it without cause. 
Now, that is not true. Let me illustrate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The pores will pardon mo for inter- 
ru him; I do not think [ said anything of that kind. í 
Mr. INGLEY. I understood the gentleman to say that if 
manufacturers began to do that there was no cause for it, and 
they were reprehensible in so doing. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not use any such language or de- 
sign to express any such thought. 

Ale. DINGLEY. Then the gentleman will excuse me. 

understood him. 

Now, what took place last January and in subsequent months? 
I take my own city as an illustration. Soon after it was ascer- 
tained t the Democratic party had secured in the elections 
not only the President, not only the House of Representatives, 
but also the Senate, and were to carry out the tariff policy which 
they had enunciated in their platform, what did manufacturers 
do? 

It must be remembered that manufactured are made 
from six months toa year in advance of the time of consum 
tion. Manufacturers must look forward in their business In 
January last gentlemen engaged in these industries began to 
see that the duties were to be so far reduced, as they supposed 
and anticipated, that there would be a larger importation of 
foreign goods such as we make in this country—$250,000,000 in- 
crezse is what the gentleman from New York expects; and that 
as I understand is precisely one of the objects this bill under- 
takes to accom lish 4 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The time of the gentle- 
man from Maine bas expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. 

Mr. REED. I yield to my colleague five minutes more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I was saying, in January last manufac- 
turers be to see that they must curtail their operations. In 
my own city was one manufacturing corporation which had in- 
tended to extend its operations; and I may say its directory was 
largely Democratic. hen they found what was to be, as they 
tho. ht, the tariif policy of the future, they said to themselves 
it will not do for us to extend operations in view of the dangers 

that beset us, and therefore they discontinued their plans. Other 
operations that they intended to enlarge were of course discon- 
ued, and the result was, following this, there began to be a 
discontinuance of orders by the jobbers, who thought that they 
would be able to obtain imported goods at lower rates, and or- 
ders were reduced. 

Pretty soon there was a stoppage of the machinery, and a dis- 

charge of labor, followed by a reduction of the wages and the 


I so 


hours of labor. Now, it was inevitable in such a condition of 
thin gs as this, commen as it did in consequence of the dis- 
trust of the future by the tened tariff revolution; it was in- 


evitable, I say,all along the line, gradually, step by step, that dis- 
trust should strengthen, that industrial operations should be 
contracted, and that consumers would have less to expend than 
formerly. So that it has gone on strengthening from month to 
month, while there came a money panic to heighten for a time 
the distress. Yet this has gone on from hour to hour and will 
continue until it shall be known finally what will be the indus- 
trial policy of the future, so that those connected with manufac- 
turing may be able to adjust their operations and reduce wages 
of labor to the new conditions that are to be imposed upon them. 

It is inevitable, gentlemen, that when you bring into this coun- 
try $250,000,000 more of goods, such as we have been accustomed 
to manufacture, taking it away from our on labor, you will crip- 
ple those industries and decrease the . for employ- 
ment. When the gentleman from New York says that the mea 
who are engaged in these manufacturing operations can go into 
other employments, I ask what other employments they will go 
into next year, for example? Why, the farm is left to him, we 
are told. What will become of the farmer if all of the men who 
are engaged in manufactu industries shall leave them and 
go on the farms? The result will be such an increase in the pro- 


ductions of the farmers as to deerease prices and bring every 
farmer in the country into bankruptey. It would not only in- 
crease the farmer's products abnormally, but you would decrease 
the demand for those products by making those previously em- 
ployed in manufacturing producers themselves instead of pur- 
chasers of the farmers. 

What has been the effect industrially wherever manufactur- 
ing industries have been set down by the side of the farmer? 
Wherever there has been taken from the farmers the burden 
that is bearing down upon them in the cost of transportation of 
their raw products, by giving him a market at his own doors, 
most of the saving has gone to the farmer himself. Where the 
manufacturer has been set down by the side of the farmer and a 
home market established, there the farmer has done best. But 
the policy which looks to the importation of these goods, instead 
of their manufacture here, and that the people of this country go 
into agricultural pursuits and the cruder industries, would re- 
sult in carrying the country back where it was a hundred years 
ago. 
I am aware of the free-trade theory that, if we put ourselves 
into open competition with the world on the world’s basis, if we 
put our high standard of living and high standard of labor in 
competition with the world, then if we are driven out of one in- 
dustry that we will go into another where we have a natural ad- 
vantage. Why, Mr. Chairman, talking about natural advantages, 
it is a natural advantage which every man should have in this 
country to work on a high-wage standard and on a high stand- 
ard of living, and we contend‘simply that when products come 
into this country, made cheap by cheaper labor abroad, that 
those products should pay into our custom-houses a duty equiv- 
alent to the difference of wages here and abroad,the amount 
which has been withheld by the foreigner from his laborer and 
that has been paid by our producers to our laborers, in order 
that competition may go on here on the basis of the high wages 
of this country instead of the low wages of foreign machine-using 
countries. That is the whole sum and substance of protection. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] F 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. I have been prevented by illness from taking 
any part in this discussion, and I will esteem it a personal cour- 
tesy on the part of the House if Iam permitted to proceed for 
the five minutes allotted to me without interruption. I have 
not been physically able to make anything like a speech on this 
tariff bill, since I returned to the House only last Saturday. I 
desire to speak to the simple proposition of free wool, 

I have been a practical wool-grower for twenty-four years. I 
haye had on my farm, near the city of Hannibal, a flock of pure 
Southdown sheep since the fall of 1869. I sold my first wool clip 
from this flock in the spring of 1870, and have sold it as un- 
washed wool to the wool-buyers of the city of Hannibal each year 
since the spring of 1870. Since I have been a member of Con- 
gress, during the different tariff discussions that have occurred 
since the Forty-sixth Congress, I have been a very close student 
of all of the statistics and all of the facts and figures that have 
5 either to the Committee on Ways and Means or 
to House, in to the effect of a tariff tax upon wool as 
it affected the American wool-grower. 

I have not time to go into any elaborate discussion of this sub- 
jects except to state the unquestioned facts, that can be verified 

y a number of gentlemen upon this floor, who, like myself, have 
been interested every spring in the price of wool. I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that I do not carry a flock of sheep upon my 
farm with any idea of deriving a profit from the wool clip alone, 
nor do I believe there is in the State of Illinois or Missouri a 
farmer to-day—certainly not one out of a hundred—who carries 
s flock of sheep upon his farm for the profit in the wool clip 

one. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is one element of profit. 

Mr. HATCH. It is the verysmallestelementof protitin it, and 
it has been made the smallest element in the profit of sheep-rais- 
ing, simply because of the action of the Republican party in in- 
sisting upon a high tariff taxation on wool. [Applause on the 
Democratic side}. The chief value of a fock of sheep in all the 
older States of the Union is in the market value of high-grade 
mutton for food. 

Ever since 1870 whenever the tariff taxation has been raised 
on wool American wool has decreased in price. I will publish 
in connection with my brief remarks the figures taken from a re- 

rt, No. 501 of the Fifty-second Congress, firstsession, from the 

ommittee on Ways and Means, giving the price of medium 
Ohio wool, in currency and in gold. in the city of Boston, com- 
mencing with March, 1856, and ending with December, 1890. 

In 1870 the highest prics quoted for Ohio medium wool in 
Boston was 48 cents in currency and the lowest 45. In 1871 the 
highest price was 62 centsin currency,and soon. I commenced 
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selling wool in 1870, and I have been gradually getting a lower 
and lower price for my wool clip, except in two or three years 
in the interim, as I will show from this table, down to the pas- 
sage of the MeKinley tariff act. I got less for my wool in 1890 
than I ever received for it before. I got less for itin 1891 than 
Lever received for it before, and I sold my wool clip in 1892 for 
less than I ever received for it before; and in 1893I sold my 
wool for the highest price that wool brought in the city of Han- 
nibal, at the date I delivered it, bectzuse my wool clip was 
graded as choice medium wool, and I sold it for 162 or I7 cents 
a pound the exact figures I have not at hand—the lowest price 
I have ever sold it for. 

The time of Mr. HATE having expired, Mr. WILSONof West 
Virginia yielded to him two minutes more.] 

Mr. HATCH. The point I want to make is this: All Ameri- 
can wool, or at least the great bulk of it, is bought by the wool 
manufacturers of the United States. They can not make cloth 
in competition with the manufacturers of woolen goods in the 
world without an admixture of certain grades of foreign wool 
not grown in this . and the higher peice you make them 
pay for that foreign wool, the less they wi the American 
wool-grower. [Applause on the Democraticside. 
in front of me now isa wool-grower from the State of Texas [Mr. 
GRESHAM], who has at this time 25,000 pounds of wool on hand, 
the clip of 1893, that he tells me he has been offered ae 
a pound for, and that under the operation of the McKinley bill. 
Put wool on the free list. You can not make it any cheaper to 
the American wool-grower. Youcan not get the ipres any lower. 

There is not a sheep-raiser in the Mississippi Valley to-day, as 
far as my personal acquaintance extends with the farmers of that 
great section, who does not say Put it on the free list. We do 
not want any i We have tried a tariff until it has broken 
up the industry, and now let us try something else.” 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I do not claim and do not want to be 
understood as claiming that the tariff act alone is responsible 
for all this. Wool has gone down like every other product that 
the farmer raises in the United States, and in addition to this 
robber tariff and this depressing system that has dragged it 
down, is that other and more potential cause, inaugurated by the 
Republican party, the infamous war that has been made upon 
silver in the United States beginning in 1873. [Applause on the 
Democratie side.] 

That, and its twin iniquity a high protective tariff, has đe- 
stroyed the value not only of wool, but of all the farm products 
of the United States, until the farmers are confronted to-day 
with an average valuation of less than 50 percent of what their 
earnings and their holdings were worth before the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in 1873. Their baneful influences are felt through- 
out the country and they are as inseparable and as closely 
united as the Siamese twins. 


Average price in Boston of Ohio medium wool and average 
Port Phitlip fleece in American currency, 1366 to 18. - 


in London of 
washed wools. 


London quotations from Windeler & Co.; American prices from Mauger & 
Avery, Boston.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. I will reserve my time. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM]. 

Mr. BYNUM, Mr. Chairman, I trust what little time I shall 
oocapy will be in explanation of the amendment pro by the 
gentleman from West Virginia; that the time for t l 
placing wool on the free list, take effect on the Ist day of next 
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August, to be supplemented with an amendment to be offered 
that the schedule relating to woolen goods shall take effect on 
the 15th of December or the Ist day of January. It is absolutely 
necessary, Mr. Chairman, ſor the woolen manufacturers of the 
country to know now exactly when this bill, so far as these sched- 
ules are concerned, will go intooperation. If we could put these 
schedules into operation now, as some 3 insist, I would 
be in favor of doing it; but the trouble is that the manufacturers 
are in a state of uncertainty in which they will be from now until 
this bill shall pass and become a law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly. - 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does not the first paragraph of the bill 
fix the 1st day of June as the day on which the bill is to go into 
operation? 

Mr. BYNUM. Iwill come to that. The bill does fix the Ist 
day of June as the day on which the bill shall go into operation, 
but gentlemen know that the probabilities are that it will not 
be d much before the Ist day of June or the Ist day ofJuly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope it will be passed before that. 

Mr. BYNUM. I hope so. too. I would pass it to-day if I could. 
But here is the trouble. The products for next fall’s supply of 
manufactures are made this springand the jobbers will notgive 
their orders to the manufacturers so long as there is any doubt 
as to when wool will be put on the free list, and the manufac- 
tories are 8 closed at the present time. Now, if there 
is any uncertainty the jobbers are not going to give their orders 
until they find out what time the bill goes into effect. Ifthe 
act should go into operation on the Ist day of June, the jobbers 
would not give their orders to the manufacturers, for the reason 
that part of the supplies can be made after the Ist day of June. 
No manufacturer is going to make goods out of the woolon which 
he has to pay duties when the same must be sold in competition 
with products made from free wool; it will practically close up 
the ego ea from now until the time wool will go on the 
free list. 

Now, the season is divided, as the chairman of the committee 
well said, so far as the manufacture of woolen goods is con- 
cerned into two periods, from January until July or August, 
when the supplies are made for the next fall, and from August 
until January the supplies are made for the succeeding spring 
and summer wear. The consequence is, that by postponing the 
time when the free-wool clause will take effect until August will 
be to give to the manufacturers the opportunity of getting their 
fall supplies out of the wool that is taxed, and extending the 
time until the middle of December will allow that whole product 
to be consumed; so that the woolen manufacturers, dealers, and 
the consumers will stand upon the very same footing. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
another question? 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then the effect of this amendment is to 
cause the wool-wearers of this country to wear taxed woolen 
goods until December of this year? > 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly; if it is postponed until that time. 
There can be no question about that; but this question is simply 
this: Would you rather keep the woolen mills closed in the 
country for the next six months and their operatives out of em- 
ployment than to postpone the benefits until that time. ö 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. But you ay that they will open as 
soon as they can get free wool; then would not they open in June, 
and will not they keep closed until they get free wool? 

Mr. WARNER. I would ask the gentleman if it would be 
possible, should the factories remain closed until June, for them 
to manufacture enough goods to prevent the price from going 
higher on account of the inadequacy of the supply when com- 
pared with the demand? 

Mr. BYNUM. Idonotthink they would. They would man- 
ufacture some. The jobbers’ orders are made and the patterns 
are designed and the orders taken a year ahead in the manufac- 
ture of woolen goods; and they would get, of course, a very small 
portion of the orders of the fall’s supply. That is the whole 
question. I think it would be much better to extend the time 
rather than to have the prevailing uncertainty and loss of em- 
ployment that will occur between now and the time this bill 
should go into operation. 

ae the hammer no 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. Ihope the gentlemen on the 
other side will consume their time. 

Mr. REED. I reserve my time. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If the gentleman does not 
desire to debate, I hope we will have a vote upon this question. 
I do not desire debate, if they do not. > 

Mr. REED. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, to the amendment 


in question I want to say a word if I can have the attention of 
the committee. There are woolen manufacturers on the other 
side of this House, one or more of them, I think, on the Ways 
and Means Committee. Now, I want to make this statement, if 
I can have the attention of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House as well as on this: 

Mr.GROUT. You do not expect to have any effect upon the 
other side, doyou? (Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes. I think that when I tell 
the truth it will have an effect upon any fair-minded man who 
wants tohearthetruth. The wool produced in the United States 
since the Ist day of June last and now can be bought and is be- 
ing bought and can go into manufactures by our woolen manu- 
facturers as cheaply asitcan be bought in Australia, with freight 
added. In other words, the woolen manufacturer of the United 
States wee can take his orders for delivery next fall and can 
fill those orders by buying American wool and manufacturing it 
into his products as cheaply as it can be bought anywhere on 
this earth. Now, if I am correctabout that, where is the farmer 
to be benefited if wool is to go on the free list by a postponing 
of this date until the Ist of August? 

If J am correct about it, why can not the American manufac- 
turer manufacture out of this product as cheap now as he can 
hereafter? In other words, gentlemen, you have discounted the 
fallin the price of wool by the promise to put it on the free list. 
That is all I want to say about that, and when I have made that 
statement it seems to me that it shows the impropriety of post- 
poning the date when this schedule shall take effect until the Ist 
day of next December, if it is to take effect at all. The any 
effect, as I said yesterday, is to give the importer the incre 
profit, to enable him to close out what he has bought, his stock 
on hand, at the higher price, without benefiting the consumer 
on the one hand or the wool-grower on the other; and, to my 
mind, this amendment smells of the influence of the importer 
aT the woolen manufacturer rather than of a sound economic 
policy. 

Mr. Chairman, that is all I want to say upon that point, and, 
as I am not fond of Seis ing generally upon an economic question 
when gentlemen are talking louder than I am and it is but dis- 
turbing the air, I will yield the remainder of my time back tothe 
gentleman from Maine, and seek some other opportunity to say 
certain things that I would be glad to say in reply to gentlemen 
who hold theories upon this subject, if I can succeed in turning 
their attention for a short time from their own theories to listen 
to the theories of somebody else. 

Mr. GROUT. The facts of somebody else. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
has ten minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. REED. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, if we can apply to trade be- 
tween individuals the terms we use concerning the trade between 
nations, it is doubtless true that a millionaire, who lives upon 
the income of invested weaith, imports more than he exports. 
But this fact is not the cause, but the result of his prosperity. 
He buys but he does not sell, and he draws interest money suf- 
ficient to enable him to pay for what he buys. 

Now, suppose you enjoin upon the poor man, who not only 
does not have any income from invested wealth but who has to 
pay interest upon borrowed money, suppose you enjoin upon 

im the policy of the millionaire; suppose you say to him: Buy 
more than you sell; consume more than you produce and more 
than you sell to some one else?” According to your theory you 
would be showing him the way to prosperity. So, when the 
case of England was instanced a few moments ago, and we were 
told that she imported every year $500,000,000 worth more than 
she exported, that statement conveyed to us the information 
that England was the millionaire nation of the world and that 
the rest of the world psid her, in interest upon money which 
she had invested, 38500, 000, 000. In the broad sense the balance 
of trade is not against England. 

Mr. Chairman, this balance-of-trade question does not need 
to be argued. It merely needs to be stated. A nation or a man 
at the end of the year must have received, either in goods orin 
money or credits as much as he has expended, or in the end bank- 
e ensues. I was interested in that passage in the eloquent 
speech of the gentleman from New York [Mr. CocKRAN] the 
other day when he said, inconverting his controversy with the 
gentleman from Maine into a proposition which I did not think 
it was exactly convertible into, that it was for our interest to im- 

rt goods and not money, and for this reason. He said: If we 
import two hundred and fifty millions of money every year, the 
result is that we bankrupt foreign nations, and it is our first in- 
terest to maintain the solvency of those with whom we trade; 
and he declared that if the world continued to exportits gold to 
us it would become bankrupt. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, it is clear that if it would bankrupt for- 
eign nations if they continued to export their gold to us it would 
bankrupt us if we continued to export our gold to them. 

If the measure of our increase in national wealth, as our an- 
tagonists seem to argue, is the excess of our imports over our 
exports or our gain in foreign goods, let us so frame our laws as 
to make the adverse merchandise balance 1,000,000,000 instead 
of 250,000,000. Foreign nations will seil us to an unlimited 
amount for, according to the beautiful theory I have heard ad- 
vanced on this floor, the more we import the richer we become, 
and the richer we become, of course the better will our credit 
be abroad. 

Now I wish to say a word upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from West Verginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia resumed the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). Eighteen minutes of the 
hour are at the disposal of the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. WILSON], and six minutes yet remain to the other side. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That will take us beyond 1 
o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Some interruptions have occurred, which 
have not been counted by the Chair as part of the hour. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman from West 
Virginia yield ot the gentleman from New York [Mr. COCK- 
RAN 


|? 

Mr. COCKRAN. The chairman of the committee [Mr. WIL- 
SON of West Virginia] is kind enough to say that he will not 
limit me except so far as the rule just adopted makes necessary; 
the time I may occupy will depend somewhat on the attitude of 
my friends on the other side. 

You will observe, Mr. Chairman, that my friend from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] who is always entertaining and instructive, and 
never inconsistent except under the stress of party necessities, 
has done me the honor to answer with some elaboration the crit- 
icism of his speech which I made on Saturday last; and the gen- 
tleman who has just sat down [Mr. MCCALL] has carried that 
criticism to its logical conclusion when he asks with a candor 
that was refreshing and an innocence that was admirable, why 
an expor; of gold from this country would not be as dangerous 
for us as t would be to foreign countries if we import gold from 
them. I answer, if such a condition existed his criticism would 
be perfectly just; but a gentleman acquainted with the first ele- 
ments of political economy would never have propounded aques- 
tion based on such an assumption. My answer is that under no 
circumstances can trade be carried on where a movement of 
treasure in one direction is maintained for any continued length 
of time, provided the amount of treasure be sufficiently large to 
endanger the solvency of trade in the place which it leaves. 

That brings me back to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine. Isay, that the importation of $250,000,000 worth of goods 
can notoccur unless you export $250,000,000 worth of goods to pay 
for them. You must pay for them in some form or another, be- 
cause nobody has suggested in this House as a possibility in ac- 
tual life the presentation, as a gift, of a large quantity of goods 
by one nation to another. I except from the operation of that 
remark the gentleman from Massachusetts, who is not bound by 
the ordinary rules of controversy or the ordinary limitations of 
common sense. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask my friend from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]}—and the answer may simplify this discussion— 
whether he accepts the new doctrine laid down by the other 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the leader of the minority, 
that the value of labor, or the 5 of labor, does not depend 
upon the law of supply and demand? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I may say in respect to that, that it depends 
a great deal 

r. COCKRAN, I only ask whether the gentleman agrees 
with the other gentleman from Maine who made that remark? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly my colleague [Mr. REED]and I 
do agree; but I desire 

Mr. COCKRAN. You do agree? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say that ifin the term supply 
you include standard of wages and all the elements that refer to 
the conditions of men, and if you include in demand all the ele- 
ments which go to enlarge industries, together with the compe- 
tition of poe from abroad, I would say yes. But if you mean 
pe iad that the number of persons seeking employment at a par- 
ticular time and the number needed in employments at that time, 
coming together, alone fix wages, I say no. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iam afraid the gentleman shows more in- 
p than candor. I wiil repeat my question and will put it 

another form. Does the valueof wages depend upon the com- 
petition among laborers for employment? I put it in that way. 
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ner DINGLEY. In reply to that Iwantto suggest to the gen: 
eman—— 
Mr. COCKRAN. I do not want any suggestions; I want an 
answer. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Very well; then I will take my own time to 
pean SAO pe on the Republican side.] 
K 


Mr.C AN. Ithank the gentleman for his courtesy; the 
barrenness of the answer is, I know, due to the cause which he 
represents. The gentleman from Maine contends that if we 
have an importation of goods into this country, and we happen 
to be engaged in the manufacture of the same goods, that yee 

ortation is a national misfortune. Am I right in that? I 
now that the gentleman would correct me if I am in error, be- 
cause he is the very apostle of truth himself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will proceed; I will take my 
own time to answer. 

Mr. COCKRAN, I assume that I am stating the gentleman's 
position correctly. Now, if thisimportation of $250,000,000 worth 
of goods occurs, I do not believe the gentleman will dispute the 
proposition that they must be paid for by other goods which 
we export. The gentleman has told us while he was upon the 
floor to-day that the use of money is but to exchange commodi- 
ties; and surely the importation of $250,000,000 worth of goods 
must be met by the exportation of a corresponding quantity, the 
exchange being accomplished through the medium of money, as 
he says; in other words, the $250,000,000 worth of goods brought 
into this country are met by an exportation equal in value, caus- 
ang oe increase in the total trade of the nation. 

ow, I proceed a step further, following out the gentleman’s 
argument. Will the gentleman dispute that if these goods be 
imported into this country, the importation occurs because the 
are produced cheaper abroad than we can produce them here? 
[Applause on the Democraticside.] If, therefore, we obtain $250,- 
000,000 worth of goods in exchange for an equal amount of our 
commodities, it means that we get more goods by importing 
them than if we manufactured them ourselves. But if we ob- 
tain more goods by importation, we must manufacture more 
Ronis to meet them, to pay for them, and that means a broaden- 

g of the field of labor and an increase of production in this 
country. 1 on the Demoeratie side.] 

If there is any gentleman on the other side who has theslight- 
est suggestion to make, I would like to yield to him. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Would you favor the impor- 
tation of Chinese labor because it is cheaper than our own? 

Mr. COCKRAN. You can import, and do import, cheaplabor 
from a great partof the world under your tariff act. Wewantto 
raise the value of labor in this country by increasing its produc- 
tion. We want to stimulate production so that we can get into 
the markets of the world and command tribute from the people of 
raise 5 8 that finds a dwelling place upon this globe. [Ap- 

ause. 

R The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] suggests that if this 
rule be carried out to its legitimate end, it will drive reo from 
one occupation after another, back to their original condition of 
tillers of the soil. He tells us that if we destroy the diversifica- 
tion of industries which your tariff claims to have established 

and which I believe it has established, the necessary result will 
be that all the people of the country must go back to agriculture. 

Sir, that is a libel upon this land. If it were true, the people 
of the world would not be flying to these shores. They do not 
come here looking for industrial opportunities depending upon 
fleeting, evanescent laws which may be amended and changed 
as the result of every ony ae n, but because God Almighty has 
filled the earth with wealth which labor can draw from its bosom. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

tt is because we believe the resources of this country are prac- 
tically inexhaustible: because we believe that our opportunities 
are not limited to tilling the surface of the soil, but because we 
can open the bosom of the earth and take treasures from its 
womb; because a day’s labor can produce more in this country 
than it can produce anywhere else in the world, that we are op- 

d to legislation which, by your own confession, restricts pro- 
uction by making it more expensive. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I would not do justice to this subject if I 
failed to refer to the very important economic discovery which 
was made in the course of the debate last Monday, when gentle- 
men upon the other side declared that their policy of enriching 
manufacturers was justified by their belief that somewhere or 
other there was an agency that would take from the manufactur- 
ers a portion of their profits and distribute them among the 
laborers. The precise nature of this agency has not been de- 
fined. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] declared 
it wae the trades unions that would accomplish this beneficent 
result. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the leader of the Re- 
publican party, declared that the trades unions and Almighty 
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God together would achieve it. [Laughter.] While the latter 


influence may be sufficiently potent to achieve the result, the 
first has never shown itself able to overcome human selfishness 
or to roverse economic laws. 

Because, in the course of that debate, I referred to a strike in 
Pennsylvania last year, as illustrating the operations of this 
tariff law, it has been said that I criticised the rate of wages 
which these particular men obtained. Mr.Chairman, this com- 
mittee misunderstood the purpose of that reference if they con- 
ceived that to have been m Parr. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Tho time of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. COCKRAN] has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lask that the gentleman be allowed to pro- 
ceed such time as he desires. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I only want two or three minutes. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wir- 
SON] has four minutes more, which he can yield. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from West Virginia Mur. 
WiLsoN] has four minutes, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] has six. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CocKRAN] will have his time extended at least long 
enough to tell us what he knows and what he fayors about the 
presentamendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, the rebuke is just. I apol- 
ogize to the committee. I was following a Republican example 
set me by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is a safe thing todo. Dem- 
ocrats are never right unless they follow a Republican example. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. They are always in trouble when they do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired unless 
itis extended. The gentleman from Maine 770 REED] has six 
minutes, and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], 
four. 

Mr. REED. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. COCKRAN] one-half of my time, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thenthegentleman from New York [Mr. 
COCKRAN] has three minutes more, 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iam grateful for the courtesy of my friend 
from Maine. I always believed him to be a gallant opponent; 
in this instance he proves it. I desire simply time to explain 
what was meant on th.s side of the House by the reference to that 
Homestead trouble. I did not say whether those men were 
justified in any particularclaim which they made, whether they 
were asking sufficient wages, whether they were contending 
against an unwarranted reduction, and with the evidence before 
me! could not assume to decide that question. 

The purpose of that allusion was this: If you justify your tariff 
law on the ground that the trades unions will enforce a fair dis- 
tribution of its fruits, then any resistance to trade unions would 
be criminal while they were 1 claim to distribution of 
profit that you yourselves say they have aright to assert, that 
they will assert, nay, that they are bound to assert under the 
operation of a tariff law. 

A MEMBER. He is not the only manufacturer under the tariff. 

Mr. COCKRAN. No, he is not the only manufacturer who is 
trying to break down trades unions who ask for a division of the 
profits with them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
tendency of these protected capitalists to break up the trades 
unions is just as strong as the disposition to hire the cheapest 
labor, and both are conditions that every candid man will admit 
who is a protectionist; and therefore your tariff law is in the 
nature oe a public robbery, because they provide no adequate 
means by which its spoils can be divided between its immediate 
beneficiaries and those laborers whom they have induced to as- 
sist them in a war for high 3 rates on a promise that 
they should share its benefits. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, Tho time of the gentleman has expired. 
Does the gentleman from Mine desire to consume his time? 

Mr. REED. I do not think it is necessary. 

Mr. ADAMS of 5 Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man unless the gentleman from Maine yields him the time. The 
gentleman from West Virginia is recognized. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word, as 

rsonal reference has been made to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no 1 to recognize the 

noman unless the time is yielded to him by the gentleman 

m Maine. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
the gentleman from Maine abandons his three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine says he will 
not consume his thres minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I simply 


want to recall the committee to the question vpo which it is 
now to vote. Ishall not follow the discussion of the gentlemen 
upon the other side in their attempt to prove that the farmer is 
prospering under the present system. the farmer is satisfied 
with his prosperity, l right. If he himself is not satisfied, I 
presume he will speak out when the opportunity offers. Neither 
shall I controvert the doctrine laid does by the gentlemen on 
the other side, that the object and operation of a protective tariff 
is to take care of ri pa and then capital will take of labor—if 
labor can make itdoso. I have always understood that that 
was the idea of the protective-tariff system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to call the attention of the 
committee to the amendment upon which we are about to vote. 
The amendment which I have offered on behalf of my fellow- 
members of the Democratic side of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee is to fix the date when the provision for free wool shall 
go into effect as the Ist of August, to be followed up with an 
amendment fixing the day at which the reduction contained in 
the woolen schedule shall take effect as the Ist of December. 
We were just as reluctant to Pa this when it was intro- 
duced yesterday as the most impetuous members on this side 
to whom its first presentation seems to be an unwelcome propo- 
sition, but the whole question is summed up in a few words. 

The great jobbers of the country, Marshal] Field, Arnold Con- 
stable, and other great purchasers of woolen goods, are hesitat- 
ing now, this very day, whether to give their orders for the fall 
trade to foreign manufacturers or to American manufacturers; 
and unless we fix these dates definitely they will probably give 
the great bulk to foreign manufacturers, i Biler e chances of 
bringing them in under the reduced tariff rates. With the dates 
fixed at the days we propose they will put their orders to a very 
large extent with the home manufacturers. Our own millscando 
the usual work through the winter monthsand our own farmers 
can find a market, the only market they have, for the sale of 
their spring clip of wool. It is for that reason, Mr. Chairman, 
that we have presented these two dates and ask the committee 
now to vote upon them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

ae Clerk read as follows: 

90, section 685, amend o f „ 
w Prana e tal ake be on r e tn ay oe 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the proposed 
amendment to this amendment. 

Mr, BURROWS. Just a moment. I understand this is the 
amendment to put wool on the free list. I would like to have 
the E read in connection with that amendment, so as to 
see how it would read. 

The section was read, as follows: 

686. All wool of the sheet hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, 
bur waste, rags, and flocks, including all wastes or rags composed wholly 
or in part of wool. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I should like to have the first paragraph 
of the bill read, which shows the time at which it would other- 
wise take effect, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the first para- 
graph of the bill will be read. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the ist da; 
wise cially provided for in this act, there ll be levied and collected, 
and paid upon all articles imported rom foreign countries, and mentioned 
in the schedules herein con ed, the rates of duty which are, by the sched- 
ules and paragraphs respectively prescribed, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the proposed 
amendment to this amendment, offered by the gentleman from 
New York pe PAYNE]. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

1 8 out the words August 1, 1894,” and insert the words October 1, 


of June, 1894, unless other- 


The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment, 
and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 151. 

Mr. PAYNE. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
68, noes 154; so the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, under what rule does 
the Chair hold that the vote on that amendment should come 
before the vote on the substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the rule read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
RULE XIX. 
f OF AMENDMENTS. 

oposi consideration, a motion to amend 
. 6 shall be in onder; and te shall also 
de in order to offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one 
amendment may be offered, but which shall not be voted on until the origi- 
nal matter is fected, but either may be withdrawn before amendment or 
decision is had thereon. Amendments to the title of a bill or resolution shall 
not be in order until after its passage, and shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Does the Chair hold under that rule 
that the amendment to the substitute is not the next thing to be 
voted upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is explicit upon the point that 
the text must be first perfected. If the paragraph of the bill 
is the text, it must be perfected: but ifthe proposed amendment 
of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee is the text, 
it must be perfected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee has refused to perfect the 
amendment of the gentleman from West Virginia. Nowa sub- 
stitute is offered, and to that an amendment is proposed, which 
is in order. When that is voted upon, if it is not agreed to, the 
committee will then vote upon the substitute and then upon the 
original proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants to conform to the prac- 
tice that has been generally adopted here. 

Mr. REED. What is the question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question submitted is whether the 
vote should now be taken on the proposed substitute and the 
amendment to it, or upon the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from West Virginia. 

Mr. REED. The regular order would be, first to perfect the 
5 of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 

eans—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). To perfect the text. Will 
the gentleman from Maine please repeat his statement; the 
ha did not. hear it distinctly, owing to the confusion on the 

oor? 

Mr. REED: The first proposition is to perfect the original 
amendment, then to perfect the substitute that is offered for it, 
then to vote on the substitute, and then to vote on the amend- 
ment. That is the regular course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. at is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question in the mind of the Chair 
was whether the first thing was not to perfect the text of the 
panto vote on the amendment to the text, which has not been 
voted upon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The rule is to vote firston the amendments 
that may be offered, one after another, or on that amendment 
which is offered to the amendment presented by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. If no further amendment is offered, then, 
as has been stated by the gentteman from Maine, to vote on the 
amendments pending to the substitute that is proposed, and, 
when you have got the substitute clear of all amendments, then 
to vote on the proposition to substitute it for the original prop- 
osition. 

Mr. REED: Iunderstood that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia was the basis; that that was the matter 
first before the committee,then to that an amendment was of- 
fered, then a substitute for it, and then an amendment to the 
substitute. It was upon that idea that I made my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds thatthe proposed amend- 
ment of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee is the 
text. The question, then, will be taken on the proposed amend- 
ment to the substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘immediately upon the passage of this act“ and in- 
sert December 30, 1809.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. That is offered by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. BOWERS]. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERs, 
and it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitute of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON], which will be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Provided, That this paragraph shall take effect immediately upon the pass- 
sage of this act. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Task for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 89. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. WILSON 
of West Virginia and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
112, noes 102. 


= pe substituteof Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio was agreed to. [Ap- 
plause: 

The question being then taken upon the amendmentas amended 
by the anopin of the substitute, it was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I had de- 
signed to offer an amendment fixing the Ist of December as the 
day for the woolen schedule to go into effect, but as our Repub- 
lican friends on the other side have voted in favor of the Bas. 
wool provision going into effect immediately, I will not offer 
that amendment but will ask the reading of another, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 

On page 9}, amend section 7 by striking out: all of ttie section from line 21 
down to the word “built,” in line 25, and inserting, “That all articles of 
foreign production whith may be necessary for the construction ot vessels, 
including machinery and egulpment; so as to read: 

S. 7. That all articles of foreign production which may be necessa 
for the construction of vessels, including machinery and equipment, built 
in the United States for foreign account and ownership, or for the purpose 
of being employed in the. fi trade, incl the trade between the At- 
lantie and Pacific ports ot the United States, a: the passage of this act 
may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe,’ etc. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from 1 [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, this section relates to the 
matter of the construction of vessels in this country to be used 
in the foreign trade and the trade between the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific ports of this country. The language of the bill as reported 
by the committee is the exact: language of the existing law, 
which has been carried down in the revision of what is known 
as the free-ship law for many years. When that law was first 
enacted and this arp, Ts introduced into our statutes, it was 
in the days. when shipbuilding was materially different from 
what it is at the present time. It was in the days when wooden 
1 855 and ‘ana vessels were carrying the principal commerce 
of the world. There has since been a revolution in the matter 
of shipbuilding, and there has also been some revolution in the 
meantime in legislation affecting it. The bill as reported by the 
committee, which in this respect is the provision of existing 
law, provides— 

That all lumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, tees, angles, beams, and bolts, and copper 
and composition metal which may be necessary for the construction and 
equipment of vessels built in the United States 
may be imported in bond. . 

Now, many of these articles specified in the existing law and 
specified in the original text of this bill have, by laws hereto- 
fore enacted, been placed absolutely upon the free list. Some 
others of them are included in the proposed enlargement of the 
free list as ombraced in this bill. 

Now, if it was proper and wise that, in the existing law and in 
laws which have existed in the ga such articles as these 
enumerated should be permitted to be imported in bond free of 
duty for this purpose, and to give employment to American la- 
borers in the construction of vessels, then it is equally impor- 
tant that our provision on this subject be made as comprehensive 
as the exigencies and demands of the industry may require. 
Therefore, to make this provision more specific, to take away 
from this measure the appearance of admitting in bond certain 
articles and commodities which for all other purposes are upon 
the free list—to clear up all ambiguity and make this provision 
as comprehensive as the demands of the business require, we 
have drafted the amendmentnow offered, which simply provides 
that all commodities or articles of foreign production that may 
be necessary in the construction and equipment of these ships 
may come in under bond and without the payment of duty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What benetit would it be to American labor 
to authorize the importation free of duty of a completed marine 
engine? ‘ 

Mr. TARSNEY. If marine engines and all other commodi- 
ties entering into the construction of a vessel cost a larger price 
in this country than abroad, if the competition of the shipyards 
upon the Clyde and in other places in Europe where shipbuild- 
ing is carried on is able to build these ships even for American 
capitalists, even those that are to sail the American flag and 
carry American commerce, cheaper than our ship constructors 
can build them, and therefore our capital instead of building 
ships here in our own shipyards and giving employment to our 
own laborers is diverted and sent to the Clyde and to the ma- 
chine shops of Europe to furnish employment for labor in the 
construction of ships and machinery over there, taking away 
even that employment which the fitting up of this machinery 
might give by inducing the greater construction of ships in this 
country—— j 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They can not put these vessels under our 


flag. 
Mr. TARSNEY. Let me say to the gentleman from Maine 
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that five are being built now in the State of Pennsylvania to sail 
under our flag. ; 
E. Precisely; but they are not being builton 


Mr. BOUT 
the Clyde. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I did not say that they were. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And they are not going to be permitted 
to import their engines from Europe. ` 

Mr. TARSNEY. Will the gentleman from Maine give this 
House any sufficient reason why the shipbuilder should be per- 
mitted to import lumber, timber, wire, steel beams, and all like 
articles entering into the construction of a ship and not be per- 
mitted to import these other things that are necessary for build- 
ing and equipping such ships? 

r. BOUTELLE. I could give the gentleman asone answer 
that ought to be satisfactory to him, although it would not be 
3 80 to me, that under the very theory you are advocating 
of admitting what you designate as raw materials“ for the pur- 
pose of stimulating industries in this country you could justify 
the importation of iron, copper, and all the other materials in 
bulk or in crude form to be worked up in this country, when you 
could not possibly justify the importation of an entire marine 
engineor an electrical apparatus or the entire finished equipment 
ol the ship. That is the difference between having all the work 
of manufacture done in this country and having the completed 
and finished machinery and equipment of a vessel imported from 
abroad. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Are not our working people engaged in 
making the steel beams, manila rope, and wire rods? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Precisely so, and that is just where I take 
issue with the gentleman from Missouri and his party funda- 
mentally. I take issue with you because I would not admit in 
that manner free raw materials. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Why did you? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 did not. 
coe TARSNEY. Why, you incorporated it in the existing 

W. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not do it myself, but if I had done so 
I would not be subject to the criticism of having opened wide the 
door to the importation of finished manufactures or a completed 
ship. 

Let me say this to the gentleman from Missouri on this propo- 
sition, you are absolutely proposing to reverse the policy estab- 
lished 1 the United States and successfully carried into effect 
within the past ten or twelve years under which we emancipated 
ourselves from our dependence upon foreign countries for ma- 
terials until within seven years past, when it was alleged on the 
floor of the House that we could not build a modern high-power 
marine engine, we have gone forward in demanding that the 
American Navy should be American inits materials, design, and 
construction, until we have demonstrated uot only that we can 
build modern marine engines, but have actually built the finest 
marine engines in the world, and to-day we have afloat the fast- 
est ships on the ocean. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, let me say tothe gentleman that he 
has succeeded in almost emancipating shipbuilding from the 
country; and let me say to the gentleman further 

Mr. BOUTELLE. t was that remark? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Wait a moment. Tae gentleman says he 
did not vote for these propositions. He voted forthe McKinley 
bill and this is contained in the McKinley bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will accept the full responsibility of ap- 
proving of it. Imeant to say I was not here at the particular 
time when args Bole originated. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Did you not vote for the McKinley law? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Undoubtedly. I meant to say that I was 
not here when that policy was originated years ago. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Did you not vote for that law? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, undoubtedly. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then you voted for all these things except 
the provisions with reference to marine engines? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Undoubtedly I voted for the existing law. 
What do you deduce from that? 

. Now, I will ask you what distinction you 

e? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to say to the gentleman that since 
that was adopted we have gone on by our legislation in this 
country, by Republican votes—legislation in which I feel proud to 
have borne an humble, althougha very persistentpart—we have 
gone on until, in contrast with the time when the Chicago, Bos- 
ton, Baltimore, and Charleston, among the first of our ships of 
the new Navy, were built of material, important portions of which 
were imported from Europe, because gentlemen like the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] stood up here day after day 
and said we could not produce those things in this country, be- 
cause gentlemen on the Democratic side insisted on putting into 
bills that were brought into this House clauses declaring that 


the Secretary of the Navy should only use American materials 
in cases where he could get it at a reasonable price and within 
a reasonable time,” making that depend upon the relative cost 
and the relative facility with which we could obtain these ma- 
terials at home and abroad—I want to say to the gentleman that 
it is one of the proudest achievements of the Republican policy 
that within the past six or seven years we have altered all that, 
so that instead of being absolutely dependent, as we were, upon 
European forges and factories for the steel plates with which to 
build our ships, or for the armor plates with which to protect 
them, for the great forgings with which to build our guns, and 
for the hollow steelshaftings required for modern shipbuilding— 
instead of being dependent upon Europe for all that, now, Saber 
the stimulus of the protective principle, under legislation which 
offers inducements to American capital and American skill and 
enterprise, to occupy this new and great field which had lain 
fallow since the close of the war, we have built up in this country 
at Bethlehem and other points the great establishments that to- 
day not only compete with but exceed the capacity of the Krupp 
establishment in Germany, or the Whitworths in England, or 
the Creusot works in France, or any other of the great armor- 
producing and 5 plants in the world. 

I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ee as 
an American citizen, if he does not feel proud when I tell him 
that whereas eight years ago we could not put out a single ton 
of heavy steel forging in this country, that to-day in the city of 
Bethlehem, Pa., we have an establishment with more powerful 
machinery than any other on the face of the earth; thatinafew 
years we have caused the establishment of this magnificent 
pises; that while the great Krupp establishment at Essen has 

ted of its ponderous machinery, and to-day its heaviest ham- 
mer wields a blow of but 90 tons, we have at Bethlehem, to 
forge American steel, to build up our American Navy, a mam- 
moth hammer that brings down a blow of 125 tons at every 
stroke. [Applause on the Republican oe] 

Now, the gentleman says we have emancipated ourselves out 
of our ae business. I would like to have him visit 
the splendid shipbuilding plants that have been erected within 
a decade at San Francisco, at Philadelphia, at Newport News, 
at Bath, and elsewhere. I would like to have him take the cars 
and go to Philadelphia, where he will find to-day on the stocks 
the largest amount of tonnage that ever was put in process of 
building in that city since it was founded; where he will find to- 
day in a gratifying condition of progress the structures of great 
steamships that are to be put upon the ocean under the Ameri- 
can flag, that when they are equipped will be superior to any 
other vessels of their class on the waters of the globe, and that 
the American flag will again be restored to that supremacy on 
the ocean which was once the pride not only of this country, but 
the boast of the Democratic party in the olden days. [Applause 
on the Republican side. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the principles involved in 
the tariff bill now before the House have been prominent issues 
in every campaign for the past thirty years, and have been dis- 
cussed over and over again in every town, village, and city in 
this broad land. And, after all, it is only a question of revenue, 
or, in other words, how the money needed to defray the neces- 
sary expenses of the Government shall be raised. There is no 
difference of opinionabout the amount needed, but there is agreat 
great diversity of opinion as to the method of raising it. The Re- 
publican party has, ever since its organization, earnestly ad vo- 
cated a system which would protect all classes of our people 
against competition from the Old World and thereby give to 
all an . enjoy the blessings which the Almighty 
in His infinite wisdom has seen fit to bestow upon this great 
country; that the man who depended upon the work of his hands 
for his daily bread should be able to provide his family with a 
home of their own, to supply them with the comforts and many 
of the luxuries of life, and to educate his children and make of 
them intelligent American citizens. 

On the other hand, the Democratic party with equal persist- 
ency has advocated the English idea of free trade, and to that 
end his demanded that all barriers of protection shall be re- 
moved and our people placed in direct competition with the Old 
World, where itis well known that lifeis in many places a strug- 
gle for existence; where, at a very tender age, the work of the 
child is needed to help its parents earn a livelihood, the child 
thus growing to man’s estate dwarfedin body and mind. Tome 
the proposition to do away with the protective system—a system 
which has developed the greatest nation on earth—is one fraught 
with mony perils, and should this bill become a law the result 
to all of the laboring, manufacturing, mining, and agricultural 
classes would be disastrous. 

I have the honor to represent in this House a large and intel- 
ligent agricultural constituency, who are vitally interested in the 
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measure under discussion, and whose interests are in a greater 
degree jeopardized by the proposed legislation than any other 
class of our people. 

The foundation of the prosperity of the American farmer and 
the American laborer is the continued operation of the Ameri- 
can factory. When the factory fires are extinguished nothing 
follows so surely as the enforced idleness of the laborer, and 
when this comes the home demand for the farmer's products is 
gone. Every condition in American life is affected by the ques- 
tion of a protective tariff, and every man under the flag receives 
in a greater or lesser degree its benefits. It is no exaggeration 
to say that under the provisions of the bill under discussion the 
foreign manufacturer and foreign laborer would receive these 
benefits, and the American farmer at the same time would be 
deprived of his home markets; while the factory operatives, de- 
prived of their means of livelihood, would be forced to the farm, 
thus increasing the supply of agricultural products and further 
lowering the prices of the same. 

The wool 15 which has made rapid strides since the 
passage of the tariff bill of 1890, under the provisions of which 
an increased duty was Rarer on foreign wool, is now threatened 
with extinction should this bill become alaw. As evidence of 
the threatened extinction of the sheep dor I have but to 
call your attention to the fact that in the world's greatest live- 
stock market, Chicago, this season there has been such a del- 
uge of lambs that the price declined 50 per cent in less than 
ninety days, and lambs sold at a price less per hundred pounds 
than sheep, something never before known in the history of 
that market. The gentleman from Michigan (me Burrows], 
in his able presentation of this subject, has well said: 

In the case of the American wool-growerit is not within his power to reach 
the conditions, if such a step was desirable, which would enable him to suc- 
cessfully compete with the foreign producer. High-priced lands,a rous 
climate, American wages, and the costof transportation offer an tible 
barrier to the successful prosecution of this industry in the United States 
under free trade. How can our flock master contend with Australia in an 
open market, where 600,000,000 pounds of wool are produced annually from 
flocks gra: on lands which are rented fora penny an acrea year? Or 
with the 460,000,000 pounds of annual production in South America, where 
lands are free and labor commands only 8 cents a day? Or with Russia’s 
350,000,000 pounds produced with 15 cents daily labor? Or with South Africa, 

Turkey, and Asia, where 10 cents a day is the highest recompense awarded 
in this industry? Under free trade these countries could put their wool 
down in our markets at a price less than the cost of production here, and the 
consequence would be the complete destruction of this great and growing in- 
dustry in the United States. This would be attended with a sacrifice of 
47,000,000 sheep, in which 2,000,000 farmers have invested $100,000.000 in capi- 
tal, and the abandonment of extensive ranches with all their valuable im- 
provements. It is idle tocontend that with free wool this industry could 
survive. 

The safety of our American institutions against foreign in- 
vasion lies not only in a patriotic citizenship which at a mo- 
ment’s notice would create a volunteer army of defense, but it 
also consists in the great natural resources we enjoy. Destroy 
the wool industry and what would be the result in case of a for- 
eign war, with our ports blockaded and dependent upon foreign 
wool to clothe our army and our people? This is, in my opinion, 
one of the strongest reasons for protecting and fostering the 
productions of wool. 

I desire here to submit the correspondence between Gen. An- 
drew Jackson and Dr. Colman, of Warrenton, Va., in 1824, when 
Gen. Jackson was a candidate for the Presidency. 


DR. COLMAN TO GEN. JACKSON. 
WARRENTON, VA., April 21, 1824. 


DEAR SIR: Being one of the six members of the Virginia Assembly in the 
caucus last winter who voted for you as a fit and proper person to be Sup- 
ported by the people of the State for the Presidency of the United States, 
and having since heard that you are in favor of the protecting duty poba Pres 
I take the liberty of desiring you to inform me whether you intend voting 
for the tariff bill now before I wish to have information on this 
subject as soon as your convenience will permit, that I may answer the 
Fredericksburg committee who invite my coéperation in getting up a ticket 
for the hero of New Orleans. In this county you have many friends, and 
some think your support will be better in Petersburg than in any of the 
contiguous counties. We are antitarif here; and candor required me to 
say that should you be the advocate of a measure to walch our interest is 
evidently opposed, the zeal with which you have hitherto been supported 
Will be relaxed. 

lam, etc., 
L. H. COLMAN. 
GEN. JACKSON TO DR. COLMAN, 


WASHINGTON Crry, April 26, 1824. 


Sm: I have had the honor this day to receive your letter of the 21st instant, 
and with candor shall reply toit. * * * You ask me my opinion on the 
tariff. [answer that I am in favor of a judicious examination and revision 
of it; and so far as the tariff before us embraces the design of fostering, 
protecting, and preserving within ourselves the means of national defense 
and independence, particularly in the state of war, I wouldadvocate the sup- 
port of it, The experience of the late war ought to teach us a lesson: and 
one never to be forgotten. If our liberty and republican form of govern- 
ment, procured for us by our Revolutionary fathers, are worth the blood 
and treasure at which they were obtained, it surely is our duty to protect 
and defend them. 

Can there be an American patriot who saw the privations, dangers, and 
difficulties experienced for the want of a proper means of defense durin, 
the last war who would be willing to hazard the safety of our country 
embroiled, or rest it for defense on the precarious means of national re- 
sources to be derived from commerce, ina state of war with a maritime 


power which might destroy that commerce to prevent our obtaining the 
means of defense and thereby subdue us? I hope there is not; and if there 
is, I am sure he does not deserve to enjoy the b offreedom. Heaven 
smiled upon and gave us liberty and independence. That same Providence 
has blessed us with the means of national independence and national de- 
fense. If we omit or refuse to use the gifts which He has extended to us we 
deserve not the continuation of His blessings. He has filled our mountains 
and our plains with minerais—with lead. iron, and copper—and given us a 
climate and soil for the growing ot hemp and wool. 

These being the materials of our national defense, they ought to 
have extended to them adequate and fair protection, that our own manu- 
factories and laborers may de piaced on a fair competition with those of 
Europe, and that we may have within our country a supply of those leading 
and important articles so essential to war. * * + 

Thisis a short outline of my opinions, generally, on the subject of your in- 
quiry, and believing them to be correct and calculated to further the pros- 

rity and happiness of my country, I declare to you I would not barter them 
or any office or situation of a temporary character that could be given me. 
I have presented you my opinions freely, because I am without conceaiment, 
and should indeed despise myself if I could believe myself capable of acquir- 
ing the confidence of any by means so ignoble. 
lam, sir, very respectfully, your opedient servant. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 


Mr.PICKLER. From that letter there seems to be very little 
of Jacksonian Democracy in the majority of the Democratic 
party now. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is true. 

Mr. POWERS. That letter was written when Gen. Jackson 
was for the first time a candidate for the Presidency, and four 
pes later he wrote another to Senator Ray, of Indiana, reaffirm- 

ng the same statement. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. 

The tobacco industry of Wisconsin alone brings to the farm- 
ers something over $2,000,000 yearly. Since the election of 
1892 the acreage has decreased from 26,300 in 1892 to 23,200 
acres in 1893. If the fear of proposed legislation would decrease 
the acreage in one State over 12 percent in a single year, what 
would be the result of the passige of the bill? In my opinion, 
it would practically destroy the tobacco industry in Wisconsin, 
and the efect could not be different in other States. So de- 
pressed has been this industry that the crop of 1892 is still in the 
warehouses of Wisconsin, with no immediate prospect of sale, 
and with the crop of 1893 demanding storage, and no money in 
the hands of dealers tomove it. The tariff bill of 1890 provided 
for a duty of 30 cents per bushel on barley, and to show the ef- 
fect of the law I append the following statement, showing the 
imports for ten years, from 1884 to 1893, inclusive. Comment is 
unnecessary: the table speaks for itself, showing a falling off 
from 1890, when the importations were 11,327,052 bushels, to 
1893, when the importations were only 1,969,761 bushels. 

According to the official report of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasury Department the imports of barley from the Do- 
minion of Canada for the past ten years were as follows: 


Year ending June 30— 


| Bushels. | Value. 
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The sudden falling off, beginning in the autumn of 1890, is 
ascribed to the fact that on October 6, 1890, the McKinley bill, 
which raised the duty from 10 cents per bushel to 30 cents per 
bushel, became operativeasalaw. The decrease would have been 
stili greater had the law gone into effect a month or so sooner, 
for in the brief interim Canadian shippers rushed over the bor- 
der fully 4,000,009 bushels of the then new crop ot barley, so as 
to embrace the old duty of 10 cents, and thus avoid the impend- 
ing duty of 30 cents per bushel. It is a matter of record that, in 
order to provide for the proper entry of this extraordinary in- 
flux of barley, the collectors of customs at the ports of Buffalo 
and Oswego kept their respective offices open until midnight of 
October 5. . 

I desire to call the attention of this House and of those inter- 
ested in agricultural products generally to the proposed decrease 
in duties on farm products as per the following table: 


McKinley tarif. | Wilson bill, 
30 cents per bushel....| Reduced to 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

15 cents per bushel Do. 
a eee o Do. 
-| 10 cents per bushel Do. 
e S cents per bushel _... Do, 
6. Beans .-.| 40 cents per bushel .._. Do. 
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15 cents per pound 
4 conte por bushel 
25 CONS DET DUANAK. 


There are also many things in the present bill that would seem 
to require explanation, and the query arises why the duty on 
wheat and potatoes should be but 20 per cent, while the duty on 
rice is over 70 per cent; or in other words, on the present basis 
of values, why wheat should pay a tariff of about 12 cents per 
bashol, while rice, the product of the South, pays 90 cents per 
bushel. 

It would seem to one looking at this bill without prejudice, 
that the farmer,and in fact the entire agricultural interest, had 
been selected to bear a greater portion of burdens than anyother 
class. The ruling majority of the Democratic party, which has 
formulated this bill, comes from the South, where cotton is the 
staple product, and where the cry has ever been made for cheap 
labor and the free markets of the world. 

It is not only in the pro tariff legislation, however, that 
the interests of the American farmer are sought to be destroyed, 
but also in the administration of the great Department of Agri- 
culture, which was created to foster and promote his interests, 
evidence is daily given of the hostility of this Administration to 
hiswelfare. The district which I have the honor to represent 
in this House gave to the country the great head of that De- 

tment the lamented ex-Secretary Rusk, who was appointed 
by President Harrison upon the formation of his Cabinet, and 
who for four years labored with untiring zeal, and with an eye 
single to the benefit of the American farmer: andI desire here 
to call the attention of this House to some ol the results achieved 
by that Department under his administration. 

1. Contagious pleuro-pneumonia, which threatened the entire 
cattle industry of the country, completely eradicated. 

2. Losses from Texas fever almost entirely prevented. 

3. The treatment of cattle on board shipregulated, and cruelty 
and avoidable losses prevented. 

4, The danger of introducing disease with imported animals 
removed. ~ 

5. The prohibition against the admission of our pork, which 
had been enforced for years by Germany, Denmark, Austria, 
France, Italy, and Spain, removed. 

6. From one-half to 1 cent per pound added to the value of our 
pork in the markets of the United States and Great Britain, 
when bearing the United States Government inspection certifi- 


cate. 

7. The triumphant refutation of allegations of contagious dis- 
eases among American cattle ship abroad, as the result of a 
system of inspection of American live cattle abroad and of indi- 
vidual identification. 

8. The sugar cl vig? d placed upon a footing which promises 
ultimately to supply the entire domestic consumption with a 
home-grown product. 

9. Indian corn successfully introduced as a human food in the 
leading countries of Europe, with alikelihood of adding to the 
value of that crop, even in years of the greatest production. 

10. The first steps taken toward the extension of our trade in 
agricultural products throughout Latin-American countries. 

11. Measures adopted to effectually check the growing imports 
of raw cotton from abroad. 

12. The saving to farmers and horticulturalists, annually, of 
millions of dollars, by successfully combating the depredations 
of diseases and insects on vegetation. 

13. The wide extension of the Weather Bureau service in the 
special interest of agriculture. A 

14. The publication of the three books, viz, Diseases of the 
Horse, Cattle, and Sheep, have alone been worth more to the 
agricultural interests than the entire cost of the Department for 
four years under Secretary Rusk. 

By acomparison of the year 1892 with the year 1889, the last 
year of the first Cleveland Administration, we— 

Increased our exports of bacon, hams, and lard by $19,000,000. 

Exported $12,000,000 more of beef products. 

Exporte $16,000,000 more live cattle. 

Exported $150,000,000 more of cereals; namely, wheat, $115,- 
000,000; flour, $28,000,000, and corn, $7,000,000. 

Exported $2,500,000 more seed. 


Exported $1,500,000 more fruits and nuts. 

Exported $2,000,000 more oil cake and meal. 

A pai the foreign sale of all agricultural products by $275,- 

And what, let me ask, is the farmers’ department of this Goy- 
ernment doing under its present head? Instead of expanding 
and continuing the efforts inaugurated by Secretary Rusk to 
elevate the American farmerand promote his material interests 
a si of false economy has taken the place of the intelligent 
and progressive policy maintained for the four years of Presi- 
dent Harrison’s Administration. Meat inspection, the keystone 
to the successful raising of the foreign prohibition of our meat 
products, has been curtailed, sugar experiments practically 
abandoned, preventive measuresagainst the recurrence of pleuro- 
pneumonia withdrawn, and the work of the scientific divisions 
of the Department contracted. The cry of ‘‘ paternalism ” is in- 
terposed when a proposition is made to expend money in re- 
searches in the interest of agriculture, and this great wealth- 
producing class are continually taunted with being, in a sense, 
mendicants, 8 for alms from the Government to whose pros- 

rity they contribute so much, It is pleasing to note that the 

armers’ organizations of this country will not permit this treat- 

ment of their great interests to go unrebuked, and this seem- 
ingly studied attempt to belittle their work in adding to the 
greatness of their ep? | to go unnoticed. [Applanse.] 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I am in favorof every method 
of restoring our foreign carrying trade and building up our mer- 
chant marine except by the payment of subsidies. The last cen- 
sus report shows that in 1856 the values of the imports and ex- 
ports coming into and leaving our ports on foreign vessels 
amounted to 3159,336,576, while the values of the imports and 
exports carried on American vessels were $482,268,274, the per 
cent carried on American vessels being 75.2. In 1866 the values 
of the imports and exports carried on our vessels had shrunk to 
$325,711,861, while the . and exports carried on foreign 
vessels had increased to $685,226,691, the per cent carried on 
American vessels being 32.2. 

In 1876 the values of the imports and exports carried on 
American vessels were $311,076,171, while the values of the im- 
ports and exports carried on foreign vessels were $813,354,987 
the per cent carried on American vessels being 27.7. In 1886 
the values of the imports and exports carried on American ves- 
sels were $197,349,503, while the values of the imports and ex- 
ports carried on foreign vessels were $1,073,911,113, the percent 
carried on American vessels being 15.5. For the fiscal year 1893 
the values of the imports and exports carried on American ves- 
sels were $197,765,507, while the values of the imports and ex- 
ports carried on foreign vessels were $1,428,316,568, the per cent 
carried on American vessels being 11.5. 

I am in favor of giving the shipbuilders of the United States 
free raw materials; and I believe the shipbuilders of this coun- 
try can and will successfully compete with the shipbuilders of 
Europe, because they have said repeatedly before committees of 
Congress that if Congress would give them free raw material 
they would compete with the shipbuilders of Europe and build 
ships as cheaply in this country as any country on earth. In 
1869 Mr. John Roach, then a prominent shipbuilder, said before 
a committee in Congress: 

America has lost her commerce, and what has she obtained in enano 
forit? Simply the right of afew men to charge $9 per ton in gold on the 
importation of pig tron, Pig iron is the basis of all other metals connected 
with the making and repairing of shi There has been a revolution in 

and iron is the material from which they are now built. The 
high cost of iron produced by the tariff upon it is one of the principal dif- 
culties our commerce has to contend with. I did not come here toaska 
bounty. Icame here to tell you that while all other articles of American 
produce are protected to a great extent there is no tection for American 
ships. If Congress will take off all the duties from rican fron, reducing 
it to the price of foreign iron. then we are prepared to compete with foreign 
shipbuilders. The labor question is misstated; we are pared to meet 
that difficulty, and to ask no further legislation on the subject. 

Later, Mr. Charles M. Cramp, now the test shipbuilder in 
the United States, said before a committee in Congress, in answer 
to the question as to the amount of duty that was levied upon 
shipbuilding materials, that that duty was— 
about 40 per cent, and if our shipbuilders could be relieved from that they 
could compete successfully with foreign builders. The difference in the cost 


of labor would be overcome by the superiority of American mechanics. 
Wooden ships will no longer be built, since iron ships are superior in every 
respect 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCDANNOLD. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of my colleague be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries in this Congress has prepared and submitted to this 
House a report in favor of allowing ships built in foreign coun- 
tries to be brought into this country and the American flag 
placed upon them, and to be sailed as American ships; and when- 
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ever that goes into effect, so soon will the commerce of America 
be carried on American ships, and no sooner. 3 

We have resorted to the expediency of subsidies time and 
again. Bill after bill has been passed by Congress giving ships 
subsidies for the purpose of restoring, as claimed by subsidy ad- 
yocates, the carrying trade of the United States. In the Fifty- 
first Congress, when the bgt Sars proposition was introduced 
the object of which was to give to all classes of ships, both sail 
and steam ships, a certain subsidy per mile, when that propo- 
sition was defeated and what was known as the ocean mail sub- 
sidy enacted, the advocates of that proposition claimed that 
it would be of great benefit and of great advan to Ameri- 
can commerce, because it would build up our foreign carrying 
trade, that was ually dwindling year by year to nothing. 
That expedient has been tried. That law has been in operation 
since its passage in the Fifty-first Congress, and yet we find that 
the statistics every year show that the foreign carrying trade is 
dwindling down until it is now almost 5 

In 1891 it was 12 per cent, and in 1893 it had dwindled to only 
11 per dent, and unless a free-ship bill is passed, giving to the 
American people the right to go into the markets of the world 
and buy their ships where they can buy them cheapest, and 

the American flag upon them and sail them as American 
vessels, you will find that the per cent of our foreign carrying 
trade will continue to dwindle until it will amount to absolutely 
nothing. 

In this connection I desire to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to a stitementmade by an eminent gentleman who now occu- 
pies a seat in the other branch of this Congress, Senator SHER- 
MAN, of Ohio. He said: ; 

Since we can not build these vessels within 20 or 30 per cent- of the cost in 
England. why not admit them? Why not admit them duty free, raise the 
American flag upon them, put American officers upon their decks, and have 
American lines instead of British lines? Why, sir, if that bill should pass, 
authorizing foreign ships when owned by American citizens to be for 
the present, for three years under the American flag, one-half the lines be- 
tween New York and land would be American lines in sixty days. 

And Senator MORRILL, the venerable Senator from Vermont 
has said: : 

ing? it is, and by the simplest 

—.— e 2 eb Sone tae Gee ans 3 we wil do 
K. Give us the ground on which we stand, so that we shall have our m te- 
rials just as cheap as they can be afforded elsewhere, and then all these ship- 
yards and all that skilled labor will be at work at once, and you will find that 
We shall restore the balance of the shipping interests on the ocean that now 
stand against us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the ponhem has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr.Chairman, my apology for 
addressing the House so soon after taking my seat must lie in 
the necessity of the occasion. On the banks of the Delaware, in 
the district which I represent, we have founded an industr 
which is a glory to the workmen of our country. We chal- 
lenge competition with any nation of the world, to such an ex- 
tent that the natious of 2 have sent their experts to ex- 
amine into the system of shipbuilding which takes p on the 
banks of the Delaware, which may be called the Clyde of Amer- 
ica, We have sent and borne the flag of our country into foreign 

is, and now you propose to strike down this industry by al- 
e finished machinery to come into competition with our 
home production. 

Come with me, gentleman, to the land where the City of New 
York, which bears our , has gone, the newest republic of 
the western continent, and I will demonstrate to you what will 
be the result if you pass this amendment to this bill. Brazil 
buys her ships—has them built on the Clyde. Brazil imports 
her machinery and puts it in; and now that her navy is called 
into requisition, where does she stand? Her greatmen-of-war— 
none better exist—lie in the harbor of Rio helpless, because she 
has not the shipyards or the works to repair the damage that 
takes place by the terrible results of war. Do our Democratic 
friends mean to pull our country down and put it ona level with 
the South American republics? 

Do you mean, gentlemen, to take away the pride of the Ameri- 
can nation and haul down our flag, as you did in Hawaii? [A 
plause.] Or do you mean to let it fly and float all over the world 
and protect our interests? There are 7,000 workingmen sup- 
ported by charity in the city of Philadelphia atthis time. The 
day before I left my home to take my seat in this honored body, 

.& circular such as never before darkened the doors of the City of 
Brotherly Love was delivered by the postman at every house. 
It came from the committee of citizens’ relief, saying that it 
was necessary for the people of Philadelphia to contribute $10,- 
000 a week in order to keep alive—whom? paupers? 

No; but as good, honest, hardworking American mechanics, 
skilled and unskilled, as any nation ever produced in the world, 
who had reached perfection in their respective arts, and who had 
been Bepporbing and educating their families under the benefi- 
cent influence of the glorious doctrine of protection. [Applause 


. 
on the ae side.] And yet, now, having threatened our 
cotton mills, having threatened our woolen mills, you would, by 
this bill, go further and take away the ship-building interest, 
which weclaim belongs not to Philadelphia, not to Pennsylvania, 
but to our country from one end to another, for you can not do 
without it. [Applause on the Republican side.] In addition to 
this you are striking not alone at the actual yards, but you are 
striking at the plants which have grown around them, at Beth- 
lehem, at Midvale, and at other places, to supply the necessary 
elements and materials of the pres bala 
Pause, my Democratic friends, before you take away the pro- 
tection necessary to maintain our American interests in for- 
eign lands. You are reaching outin a foreign policy; you must 
have à navy to enforce it. Strike down our ship-yards, the only 
1 that amount to anything in America, and 15 are helpless 
ore England or any other nation from which you must pro- 
cure your ships and your supplies. This is a matter of patriotic 
ie pan If we wish to maintain our supremacy on the seas 
and to hold our heads up among the nations of the earfh, we 
must have a navy that can enforce our mandates and protect 
our commerce. Youcan have no extension of commerce whether 
with free materials or free finished machinery, unless you have 
anavy that can protect it in every quarter of the world—a navy 
able to say that our flag shall be protected wherever it may float. 


[Applause.] 

(Here the hammer fell. 

r. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that the con- 
tinuance of our present system of navigation laws, indorsed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams], is the greatest 
outrage ever perpetrated upon any free people under God's sun. 
What has been the result? ‘They have compelled the American 
poore to pay annually more than $150,000,000 to the owners of 

oreign ships. They have reduced our carrying trade, which 
formerly was carried in American bottoms, from 87 per cent 
down to about 11 percent. Whereas under Democratic rule the 
sails of your commerce whitened every sea and the flag of your 
mercantile marine was saluted with honor in all the € gd of 
the civilized world, to-day the American traveler sailing the 
ocean will seldom see the American flag, unless upon some ship 
ol war or solitary transport. Such has been your system of navi- 
gation lawssupported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 
at the same time put into the pockets of our own people more 
than $100,000,000 of that now sent abroad. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I wish to 
ask him whether there has been any change in the navigation 
laws? Are they not precisely the same as they were at the time 
he speaks of, when our foreign commerce was so prosperous? 

Mr. TERRY. There has been substantially no change in the 
navigation laws themselves, but there has been a change in 
conditions; and your navigation laws have not been changed to 
conform to those conditions. As the result of this system of 
laws, which ought to have been abolished long ago, you have 
given your foreign trade almost entirely to foreign bottoms — 

Mr. FIT Iron ships have taken the place of wooden 


ships. 

Mr. TERRY. Thatisit. When England found that under 
her old system of legislation we were getting the advantage in 
foreign commerce, she modified her navigation laws, just as we 
ought to do now under the changed condition of By 
such a change of policy we would build up a carrying trade, as 
England has done, and cheapen freight upon our farm products. 

Gentlemen speak of the glory of the American flag; yet they 
have deliberately by their laws stricken it down upon e high- 
way of the nations. I am in favor of the proposition advocated 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY], looking to the 
restoration of the American flag to its former glory upon the 
seas. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which has 
been offered by the 8 from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
eal haien advocated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARS- 
NEY] proposes to admit free of duty completed marine engines 
and other completed machinery for steamships. The law as it 
stands now, and has stood for many years, allows the free entry 
of all materials necessary for the construction and equipment of 
vessels to be employed in the foreign trade. 

Mr. TARSNEY. That statement of the gentleman is a little 
too broad. The proposition is to admit those articles specifically 
enumerated in the law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And that embraces about . 

Mr. TARSNEY. No, sir; it comprises probably things 
required in the old days—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Carrying out the principle of admitting 
materials in the proper sense of the term, is the gentleman 
willing to limit the amendment to the only things not already 
covered—materials for the construction of machinery? 

Mr. FITHIAN. And repairs? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Materials for repairs are now covered by 
the law. 

If this amendment is intended to apply to materials, properly 
speaking, that isone thing. The law now admits free of duty 
nearly all materials for the construction and equipment of ves- 
sels except materials for the construction of marine engines and 
machinery. Now, if the intention of the amendment is simply 
to extend the policy which has prevailed for so many care of 
admitting free the materials for the construction of the hull and 
for the equipment and machinery of steam vessels for the foreign 
trade, then, of course, itis in the line of what we have been do- 
ing for a great many years. But the gentleman’s amendment 
provides, I understand, for 1 free of duty completed ma- 
rine engines and all the completed machinery necessary for 
steamships. 

That issomething more than the mere admission of materials. 
If the gentleman intends only to cover materials in the proper 
meaning of the term, he should modify his amendment so that 
such limitation may not remain in doubt. 

Mr. TARSNEY. In order that there may be no misunder- 
standing I will state to the gentleman from Maine that I would 
be in favor of admitting the entire ship free—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah! 

Mr. TARSNEV. And being in favor of admitting the entire 
ship free, I am in favor, and that is the purpose of this amend- 
ment, of admitting every part of it free. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thenwhen the gentleman talks about being 
in faydr of the free admission of materials for vessels, he means 
that the completed vessel—the completed marine engine and 
other completed machinery—should be admitted free of duty. 
Let us understand each other. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I want every raw material or every com- 
pleted engine which constitutes a component part in the con- 
struction of a vessel to be admitted as lumber and hemp and 
iron and other things entering into the construction of ships 
have been admitted for years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, it has been for a long 
time the policy of this country to admit free of duty materials 
intended for the construction or manufacture of any article for 
export. The effect of this is to give what is called free raw ma- 
terial when you wish to construct an article intended for export. 
It has been extended for many years to the construction of and 
equipment of vessels that enter into the foreign trade on the 
ground that that was in the nature of an éxport, and on the 
theory that coming as they did in competition with foreign ves- 
sels, it was but an act of justice that they should have their ma- 
terials in the same manner as materials for making articles for 
export. 

Ji the line of the policy that existed for so many years, if the 
amendment should be modified so as to udd material tor the con- 
struction of the machinery which would enter into the construc- 
tion of a marine engine, o course it would not be any variation 
of the policy. But the gentleman avows that his purpose is not 
todo that. He wants the engine and machinery constructed 
abroad, instead of here, without furnishing any labor to our 
Americin laborers. If you admit the materials which would 
enter into the construction of marine engines and machinery free 
of duty into this country, then the engine and machinery could 
be built here by our labor. But you propose to have it con- 
structed abroad. That is your proposition, if I understand it; 
and if that is not the intention you should modify your amend- 
ment. Y 

In order to make it perfectly clear what is intended, Mr. 
Ch tirman, I will offer an amendment which will make it in line 
with our previous legislation on this subject. 

I am not going to enter into a discussion of the free-ship ques- 
tion to-day, for that is not involved in the amendment. It is not 
a proposition to admit the complete steamship free of duty. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will come up on another bill before the 
House. This is to admit free of duty the completed marine en- 
gine and the completed machinery of the ship, which is practi- 
cally a proposition providing for the construction of marine en- 
goes and of the machinery of steamships abroad and to be sent 

nto this country. That is not in line with the policy which 
serves to encourage our own industries. There is no country in 
ths world which is building better marine engines than our own 
at this time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then there will be no feur of the operation 
of this law. 

Mr, DINGLEY. A few years ago we were not building ma- 
rine engines to any extent in this country, while to-day we are 
building the very best that are built in the world: and if they 
do cost something more than the foreign engines it is because 
our labor receives more. But the building ought to be done 
here, and not abroad. ; 


T offer an amendment to the amendment, so as to make it simply 
a material proposition. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the amendment by striking out the words “all vessels, including 
machinery and equipments,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ equip- 
ment and construction of machinery of vessels.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. That makes itsimply a material proposition. 
Under the law already existing, and which has been in force for 
many years, it admits the materials for the construction of the 
engine, but not the completed engine itself. 

Mr. TARSNEY. We understand the amendment. If the 
amendment I offered is adopted it will admit the finished en- 
gine. 

Mr. DNGLEV. Precisely. My amendment provides for hav- 
ing the work of building the engine done here; yours for having 
it done in Great Britain. 

Mr. FITHIAN. If our American workmen could have the 
material here they could build as cheaply as in Europe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But you do not propose to admit the mate- 
rial; you propose to admit the completed machinery and engine. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I propose to admit the material for building 
the machine and also everything else free. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, but we can not build marine engines if 
peer in open competition with the cheaper labor of Great Britain 

that way. It is simply a proposition to transfer the buildin 
of marine engines from this country to Great Britain. That 
all there is toit. If you want to do that, go ahead. 

Mr. FITHIAN. You are talking about labor, when the ship- 
builders of this country have said that if they could get material 
free they could build as cheaply in thiscountry as in any country 
in the world—that the labor question was misstated. 

Mr. DALZELL. But this is not material. y 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman let us know whether he 
wants these engines built here or not? That is the whole ques- 


on. 

Mr. FITHIAN. We want ships built here. 

Mr. WALKER was 8 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Massachusetts Nur. 9 and will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Kansas Mr. SIMPSON] later. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, there has been no epithet 
that could be applied to manufacturers, no criticism or depreci- 
ation of their 1 their patriotism, and their intelligence, 
within the technical lines of parliamentary law, that has not 
been visited upon them, both upon those manufacturers who 
are representing their constituents upon this floor, and all the 
other manufacturers in this country; and I, for one, protest 
against the further conduct of debate in that manner. 

Let me say here that this proposition of the Ways and Means 
Committee, that 8 is a robbery, but that they propose to 
continue this robbery to a degree ony, rises to the same level 
óf morals that they rise to in political economy when they pro- 
pose to take off half of the protection now and five years hence 
the other half. It rises to the same dignity in morals and in po- 
litical economy that it would in surgery if a physician proposed 
to amputate a man’s leg four inches to-day, four inches a month 
hence, and four incbes at the end of another thirty days, and so 
on, in order that he might be saved the pain of taking off his 
whole leg at one time. |Laughter.] 

T want to say, Mr. Chairman, to you, and to the House through 
you, that there is not a manufacturer in this country who does 
not demand absolute free trade now and once for all, rather than 
to take it by piecemeal. It is better for the manufacturer. He 
cares nothing whether you have a tariff or do not have a tariff, 
except for the size of the market, and it will simply reduce the 
wages of the workingmen, and will not affect the manufacturers 
who are left by the smallest fraction. This question of protec- 
tion is one of wages and wages only, and is proved conclusively 
to be so by the fact that the protits of manufacturers, which are 
public and known, are not as high as the profits in banking, rail- 
roading, and other general industries in this country. 

Now, when I put to the gentleman from New York [Mr. COOK- 
RANJ the question whether he would favor bringing into this 
country free of all charge, and present as a gift to the people, 
depcsiting on their doorsteps in the morning so that they might 
take it into their houses, every dollar's worth of woolen goods 
that they would need to use for a year, and every dollar's worth 
of cotton goods they would need to use for a year, and thus throw 


out of employment and leave to starve or to seek other occupa- 


tions the men, women, and children engaged in the cotton and the 
woolen industries, what reply does the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. COCKRAN] make? at conclusive answer does he give to 
that question? What does he say, thatshall settle allcontreversy 
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oe ere the answer clear to the minds of every member of this 
ouse 

He sleeps on it from Saturday till Sunday, and between his 
devotions on Sunday he says to himself, I will say, The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is not bound by the ordinary rules of 
controversy or the ordinary rules of common sense.” That is 
the conclusive answer that is made by this orator from New York, 
much of whose oratory, when he gets into a difficult position and 
can not answer, consists in pounding his desk to make so much 
noise as to drown his voice. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] He sleeps on it again until Monday morning, and on Mon- 
day he whispers to his friends on the other side of the House.“ I 
will fix him, I willanswer him conclusively.” [Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] is not bound by 
the ordinary rules of controversy or by the ordinary rules of 
common sense.” [Laughter.] “He is a manufacturer, and a man 
who has been said by one of the members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to have his hands in the pockets of all the work- 
ingmen, taking out of them their money to make himself rich.” 
That is the conclusive answer this great orator from New York 
makes to my question. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Is it true? 

Mr. WALKER (continuing). On the Democratic side they 
cheer the gentleman whether he sits up or sits down, whether 
he stands up or stands down, on his head or on his feet. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. | 

Monday morning he repeats it, Tuesday morning he presents 
this delicious, this conclusive answer, this great discovery in 

litical economy; and then this morning, after having enjoyed 

ə luxury of it by telling it over and over to his personal 
friends, he comes in and tells it to the House, Mr. WALKER is 
not bound by the ordinary rules of courtesy and the ordinary 
rules of common sense.” 

Mr. COCKRAN,. Will you allow me for a moment? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, I will. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I merely desire to say that the gentleman 
is mistaken as to my saying, ‘‘Mr. WALKER is not bound by the 
rules of courtesy.” That would be an absolutely improper re- 
mark, and an unfounded remark. 

Mr. WALKER. Controversy.“ 

Mr. COCKRAN. As to that, I can not do violence to the truth 
of history. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O'NELL in the chair). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALKER. He has furthermore aconclusive answer; and 
you will find that when he $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I move to strike out the last word, and yield 
to the gentleman five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not think that that will do. 

Mr. COCKRAN. May I ask indulgence of the committee to 
permit the gentleman to proceed longer? 

i ETER MAN. The time of the gentleman has been ex- 
ended. 

Mr. WALKER. Now, then, when the gentleman gets on his 
feet again I hope he will do something besides pounding his 
desk. [Great laughter.] 

Mr.COCKRAN. Would you rather I pound you? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Yes; I think it would do better service to 
porna me, for it never hurtme to be pounded. [Great angar 

have had my share of it in this House and have given some. 
never take any exception to being pounded by great or small, 
even by a man who rises so much higher than the manufactur- 
ers as the gentleman from New York. 

It takes genius and overpowering intellect to make so conclu- 
sive an answer as that: Mr. WALKER is not bound by the or- 
dinary rules of controversy or the ordinary rules of common 
sense.” [Renewed laughter.] 

Another great economic proposition which he puts to the 
House, and that is, when anybody replies to him he will quote 
about four wordsat the beginning and about four words at the end, 
putting in about three in the middle and adding about two, and 
then he will say, That is what he said.” pan laughter.] Is 
there any gentleman on this floor that will say that that is not 
the proposition the gentleman makes?” [Renewed laughter.] “I 
gave him time to answer every time,” but every time he an- 
swered he adds further to the misrepresentation. He is as un- 
faira man in controversy as [ ever discovered. [Laughter.] 
Then he says, Will not a day’s labor produce more here than 
it will produce in England or France or Germany?” 

That is consistent with the fairness of the gentleman. That 
is in accordance with the gentleman’s fairness of debate and of 
stating a proposition. Why did he not include with the same 
8 Then his question would have been a fair ques- 
on. A day’s labor with the same appliances.” Do we produce 


here more than they produce in FA goes France, or German 
with the same appliances? No! [tell you, no. I tell you that 
have seen more than a hundred workingmen in my district who 
had worked at the loom and at the anvil and the forge in Eng- 
land and in France and in Germany, in my office, and they gave 
me the yards and feet and pounds they produced in Europe; and 
they produced just the same there as here, without variable- 
ness or shadow of turning.” They have the same machinery 
there. They take our machinery as fast as we can produce it. 

I say,“ No.” Isay there is, possibly,asmallmargin. We are 
about five years ahead of them on the general average. Weare 
about five years ahead in economics, and at the end of each five 
years there is nothing thatcan not be bought here cheaper than 
in Europe at the date just five years previous. With the excep- 
tion of steel and iron, by the Bessemer process particularly, and 
in other inventions of steel and iron, the gentleman can not 
mention to me a solitary thiag that has not b3en cheapened first 
hereand then the machinery taken there. Then, again, the gen- 
tleman [Mr. CocKRAN] says, The value of wages depend upon 
the competition in employment.” I suppose that this great 
economic authority, who has hisdesk piled sky-high with musty 
volumes, so old that they are out of date, to quote from—I sup- 
pose what he meant to say was, Does the ‘cost’ of wages de- 
pend upon the competition for 5 np 

I tell him no. I tell him no! 1 And when I have 
time, which you will not give me now, I will conclusively prove 
itto you. I tell you it was never known since the worl gan 
that you could crowd the wages of workingmen down. They 
will starve, their wives and children will starve with them, but 
they will never go down. When it comes to that the countries 
will decay first. Workingmen will go down a little, but I mean 
they will never go down substantially, and when I come to have 
the ear of this House for an hour 1 will show youwhy. Never 
have wages gone down in this country substantially. In 1844 
they were ninety-eight and they went down to ninety-two, and 
it took sixteen years to get them back to one hundred, just two 
points higher, through all those years of agony. It was pre- 
cisely the same from 1873 to1878. Thousands upon thousands of 
the workingmen walked our streets. Tramps.were on all our 
roids. Nearly all the States of the North passed laws concern- 
ing tramps, because American workingmen would not go down 
in their wages. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
Ir. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like five minutes 


more. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to continue for five minutes. I would like to have 
him explain the distress between 1873 and 1878, during a high- 
tariff period. 

Mr. WALKER. That explanation is exactly what I will give 
the gentleman if I can have time. Does not the gentleman re- 
member that our tariff was paid in gold, that from 1873 to 1879 
it took a large premium on gold to pay the tariff? Does he not 
know that we paid for our foreign goods in gold, and that that 
formed a large element also in the price of the goods, even be- 
tween 1873 and 1879, though it had na great de u larger be- 
fore; so that the economic result was that the tariff was being 
practically reduced as the price of gold went down, and that 
made the panic of 1873 chargeable as a result of a practical re- 
duction of the tariff. And you never knew ahard financial crisis, 
long-continued industrial depression in this country, that it was 
not under a Democratic free-trade tariff; as in 1837 under the 
sliding downward tariff of 1832; that of 1857 under the tariff of 
18:6, from 1873 to 1879, under the resumption of specie payment, 
the economic equivalent of a tariff reduction; and now, in 1893, 
it comes because you threaten the tariff so that manefacturers 
do not dare operate their factories, nor the jobbers buy goods, 
or retailers of jobbers, and therefore men can not find employ- 


ment. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman admit that the tariff goes 
up as the premium on gold goes up, and down as the premium 
on gold goes down? 

r. WALKER. It does, in our currency, when there is a pre- 
mim upon our money. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, did you vote to increase the price of gold 
in order to increase the tariff? 

Mr. WALKER. No, sir; because the tariff is not now payable 
in gold, and the gentleman from Missouri ought to know it. He 
ought not to undertake to deceive this House or toimpose upon 
its members or the country by any such question as that. He 
knows better. 

Now, I want to say to this committee that trade is not between 
countries. Trade between countries! What an economic state- 
ment that is for agentleman of so much mental and physical elo- 
quence as the gentleman from New York! [Laughter.] Trade 

s always between individuals, between factories, and itis to-day 
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just as though all the factories in the world were operating in 
this country and were situated end to end and the workmen in 
them elbow to elbow at their varying wages. 

- . COCKRAN here made a remark in an undertone.] 

r. WALKER (to Mr. COCKRAN). Oh, you will not get me 
mad. A 2 not get mad. e your Man i do not ask 
pathy from you or any other man. ughter. 
. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I was simply remarking in 
an undertone to.a gentleman beside me that I was slowly but 
surely getting mad, but I did not expect the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to hear the remark. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman’s facility in transferring the 
application of his statements is equal to his facility in pounding 
his desk for eloquence. [Laughter.] 

Why, do you know what the balance of trade was through all 
our free-trade times and all our protectionist times? Whatdoes 
itsignify? Loet the gentleman tell if he can. He is smarter than 
Tam. 1 Aigi and apples 
Now, I want to make the distinction between the gentleman 
from New York and the class that he represents, on the one 
hand, and this robber baron,” this American shark,” on the 
other hand, as prominent and distinctive.as I can, and I take my 
place with the shark. [Great laughter.] 

Why, sir, does not the gentleman know that if we import $250,- 
000,000 worth of goods, it is a physical necessity under the laws 
of labor and economics that the 1,000,000 of people who would 
manufacture those goods, reckoning all workers at $250 a year, 
must necessarily be thrown out of employment; and it would take 
a whole generation for them to be relocated in other employments? 
But the gentle.nan’s sole and exclusive answer to this statement 
rises but little above the dignity of his answer to my proposition 
about “shutting up the woolen factories;” which is, I say so; 
Tom says so; Dick says so; and these gentlemen have PH. D., 
25 D., or LL. D. after their names; and therefore what they say 

true. 

Here the hammer =| 
r. COCKRAN. I ask a moment, gostenn of the com- 
mittee, for a little colloquy with my friend. 
tage Certainly; that is what I am looking for. 
ughter. 

Mr. COCKRAN. On behalf of my friends on this side of the 
House, and I may say on behalf of human nature generally, I 
want to protest most solemnly against the classification which 
the gentleman has made of himself. If there is anything that 
looks like a shark” in the composition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I have yet to discover it. Ithink thegentleman 
from Massachusetis stands—in appearance at least—for every- 
thing that is benevolent and good-natured. The result of this 
discussion tends to place him in a position before this House 
such as he never occupied before. 

Mr. WALKER. Oh, you do not know; you have not been 
here all the time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. IfI have missed any occasion when the gen- 
tleman has participated in debate, my loss has been great in- 
deed 


Mr. WALKER. No doubt. ughter.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
grievance of the gentleman so far as I am concerned 

Mr. WALKER. Oh, I have no grievance; you have done me 
a service. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I am delighted, Mr. Chairman, that now 
we are quits. I may say—— 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not wonder you call quits.” [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw that. We are 
not quite. I am doubly indebted to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Order must be restored on the floor. 

Mr. COCKRAN,. If I understand the ground of the gentle- 
man’s criticism it is that when he propounded to me the ques- 
tion as to what would happenin thiscountry if $250,000,000 worth 
of goods were given to 1 of this nation as a present 

Mr. WALKER. Cotton and woolen goods; be right for once 
in your life. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York must not 
be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Oh, I hope the Chair will make an excep- 
tion in the case of the gentleman from Massachusetts. I say 
that the ground of the gentleman’s criticism was that when he 
asked me what the effect of a gift of $250,000,000 worth of cotton 
and woolen goods to the people of this country would be, I an- 
swered the gentleman was not bound by the ordinary rules of 
controversy or the ordinary limits of common sense. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, there may havé been some doubt as to the propriety 
of that remark before the gentleman last spoke. But when he 
has occupied the attention of the committee to make the state- 
ment that if those $250,000,000 worth of goods were landed in this 


country, every man’s share being deposited at his doorstep, so 
that every person who chose might take his portion into his 
house, it would plunge the people of Massachusetts into destitu- 
tion, he has ering anything that I may have said. What, may 
I ask, would the men who had taken their share of this $250,- 
000,000 worth of goods do with them? How could they be in 
want while no had their portion of this gift of $250,000,000 
worth of goods i 

Mr. WALKER. What would become of the men who ought 
to have been engaged in the making of those goods? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Are we to be told that the manufacturer 
would be so potent as to rob the laborer even of his share of this 
gift? [Applause. 

A MEMBER. The laborer could not eat cotton. 

Mr, COCKRAN. A gentleman who sits behind the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, says the laborer could not eat cotton. 
Surely the gentleman would starve if the rule invoked by him 
were universal; for I am not aware that he produces anything 
edible or even tangible. 

When a person obtains $250,000,000 worth of any kind of goods 
he can purchase other goods with them; I presume the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will not deny that. 

Mr. WALKER. We were speuking about ‘their using them, 
my friend, not selling them. 

r. COCKRAN. ell, if they were limited to using them 
the goods certainly would not bea gift, because a gift implies 
the right of the person who receives it to dispose of it as he 
chooses. [Cries of Oh!“ ‘‘Oh!” on the Republican side and 


laughter.] 
ow, the 8 from Massachusetts has made another 
criticism,and Iwant to apologize to him again. He ſinds ground 


for criticism in the fact that I have quoted a great number of 
books. I acquitthe gentleman of any charge of even consulting 
one book. [Laughter.] But when he explains that the panic of 
1873 came upon us because the tariff was reduced through the 
fall in the premium on gold, I would like to ask him why the 
Republican party in 1883 reduced that tariff still further? 

Mr. WALKER. That was ten years afterward, was it not? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Are you willing to admit, then, that in the 
progress of events a tariff should be reduced in amount? 

Mr. WALKER. A tariff is a purely business arrangement, 
that may need altering as any other business arrangement may 
need altering, and the Republicans reduced the tariff in 1883 to 
reduce the revenue, as they did again in 1890 to reduce the rev- 
enue. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Now, I can take leave of the subject on that 
statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts. He declares 
that in 1890 the tariff was reduced by the passige of the McKin- 
ley tariff act. If that statement comports with the sense of this 
House, then the gentleman has made a valuable contribution to 
the discussion. The fact of the matter is, however, that law 
made an actualincrease in the tariff rates. It operated to remove 
this country still further from that reduction of duties which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts now declares should be a result 
of the continuance of the tariff system. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, the bill and amendment as I 
understand it are for the purpose of letting in machinery and 
things that go into the construction of machinery, and also 
things that go into the construction of ships. Whatfor? Pre- 
sumably for the purpose of cheapening the cost of producing 
ships. The gentlemen on the Republican side are always mak- 
ing their argument from the standpoint that they want to pro- 
tect the American laborer and to protect the American farmer. 
The American farmer and agriculturist, as I have had occasion 
to suggest before, are nearly one-half of the population of this 
country. A large part of the products of the farmer must seek 
a market in foreign countries. Anything that tends to cheapen 
the means of transportation tends to increase the profits upon 
agricultural products. 

Mr. Chairman, for what have we spent millions of dollars in 
the opening up of the waterways of this country through the 
lakes and rivers if we can not avail ourselves of c pap Tapon 
tation by securing the building of cheap ships in this country? 
What avail is it, Mr. Chairman, if we are going to put up a ta 

that shuts us off from building up a commercial marine to rea 
the advantages of all of those waterways that lead to the sea? 
Under your protective tariff system we have destroyed our mer- 
chant marine and given a hundred millions of dollarsevery year 
toforeign ships that carry our commerce. 

We can build ships and navigate them more cheaply than any 
other nation in the world. 

It surprises me that the gentleman from Massachusetts and the 
gentleman from Maine, whoarealways posing asfriends of labor, 
should oppose this righteous reduction in the cost of building 
ships. Asa matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, these people are not 
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friends of labor. To prove this I want to have read a letter 
written by the gentleman who has just taken his seat, showing 
that he is not the friend of labor, showing besides that he does 
not understand the principles of this Government, and showing 
further that he has forgotten a lesson that was taught by his 
forefathers and the battle that was fought for the right of peti- 
tion by the poor? of this country. I ask to have this letter 


read by the Clerk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, January 12, 1894. 

GENTLEMEN: I have received the resolutions beginning, * Resolved, That 
we, the Central Labor Union of Worcester, Mass., etc., heartily indorse the 
Wilson bill, although only a modicum of the relief demanded.” 

Allow me to say to you that I shall not present these resolutions to Con- 

because 1 do not believe that they express the opinions of a majority 
of the members of the Centra! Labor Union of Worcester. 

I do not believe a majority of members of the union are in such be- 
sotted ignorance of economic law and shar mu economic conditions. or what 
has brought idleness, hunger, and suffering to a very large proportion of 
the working z people of Worcester and the country, and, I fear, in too many 
cases will bring death to your fellows or members of your families. as to de- 
liberately 71 such resolutions, fully understanding their significance. 

I believe if the majority of the members of the Central Labor Union have 
deliberately adopted the resolutions you sent me, that they were im 
npon and deceived by mercenary and unprincipied emissaries. 

behalf of the wage-workers, who form a very large majority of the peo- 
le who elected me to the Fifty-third Congress, I repudiate and denounce 
5 action as traitorous to their cause. 

Regretting your want of e rege if you hon believe the interests 
of workingmen will be advan by the adoption of the Wilson bill, I am 
Bus to be the servant of every intelligent and honest workingman in the 

Congressional district of Massachusetts. 
Very truly, yours, 
To Mr. MICHAEL O'DEA, President, 
Mr. DONALD SMITH, Secretary, 
Central Labor Union, Worcester, Mass. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, if there is any evidence in 
that letter, or anything that goes to prove that the workingmen 
of that city and State did not understand what they wanted, I 
think if there is any evidence of their ignorance or misunder- 
standing of who should properly represent them, it has been 
clearly proved while we have been listening to the explanation 
of economic laws delivered by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. 5 1 

Mr. ROBIN of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr, SIMPSON] has expired. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I ask that the gentleman's time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] whether he believes that 
all trade should be free? - 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman asks a very proper question, 
whether I believe that all trade should be free. I certainly do 
believe that all trade should be free. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Well, then, I would like 
to ask the gentleman why, in his own town of Medicine Lodge, 
the city has by ordinance provided that peddlers shall pay a li- 
cense of $3 per ap i ing in that city? The mayor of the 
city has sent me this dispatch: 

We n city ordi viding that pedal H 183 
day breeding nour ay, OTOMANI I papules. o a S 

Now, why is it that the people of his town believe in having 
their home market for themselves, rather than giving it free to 
the traveling peddlers who come there? [Applause on the Re- 
publican PF i $ 

Mr. SIMPSON. The only way I can explain that to the gen- 
tleman is, that that town gives a Republican majority at every 
election. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see to what this principle of pro- 
tection will lead us if carried toits logical conclusion. In olden 
times in England they had a large tax upon window glass, and 
it was said then, “If you abolish this tax upon window glass and 
enable the people to have cheap window glass so as to admit the 
sunlight of heaven, you will destroy the industry of making tal- 
low candles, and thereby drive a large part of the community 
out of business and deprive them of that means of making a liv- 
ing.” [Laughter.] That is the doctrine of protection carried to 
its last conclusion. 

Now, I speak in favor of this bill, and in favor of this particu- 
lar amendment, because I believe that a large portion of the 
community will be benefited by admitting free of tax or duty the 
materials which go into the construction of ships, thereby cheap- 
ening the means of transportation to carry the goods that labor 
produces to foreign countries and to different parts of our own 
oe and that thereby a large part of the community will be 

o 


J. H. WALKER. 


I do not take thàt narrow view of the question which is taken 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] whereby 
he would benefit the few who produce these articles. 

Iam looking out for the interests of the consumer; and if I 
had my way and my vote would bring it about I would extend 
this not alone to the ships that sail upon the ocean between our 
country and foreign countries, but I would extend it to every 
ship in the coastwise trade and every Bhp that sails upon our 
inland seas, so as to cheapen the means of communication and 
transportation on every waterway in-the United States. Why, 
we have in our coastwise and in our inland trade, I suppose, one 
hundred vessels to every one we will have upon the ocean trad- 
ee foreign countries, and larger benefits would come by 
extending this measure so as to reach not alone the ocean-going 
steamers on the Atlantic and Pacific, but those that sail on the 
lakes and rivers and in the coastwise trade of this country. 

That is all I wish to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, in consideration of the fact 
that time is passing, and the time allotted for the consideration 
of this entire measure is so short, in consideration of the fact 
that there are more important matters to discuss than the pend- 
ing 5 1 aoe ask e 5 that a 1 

en upon the pending amendment to the present paragraph. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Let us have a vote, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken upon the 
amendment tothe amendment. The Clerk will again report the 
amendment, and then the proposed amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment and the amendment to the amendment were 


again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, this simply 
limits the amendment to the materials for the construction of 
marine engines, whereas the other amendments admit the com- 
pleted marine engines and the machinery. 

Mr. TARSNEY That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, on page 46, line 23, Schedule K, relating to wool, an amend- 
ment to incorporate in this bill the existing law as to wool. I 
ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


875. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals shall 
be divided for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon into the 
three following classes: 

376. Class one, that is to say, Merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or 
other wools of Merino biood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, 
and wools of like character with any of the „ including such as 
have been heretofore usually im into the United States from Buenos 
Ayres, New Zealand, Australia. of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, 
Canada, and elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter described 
or des ted in classes two and three. 

877. Class two, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down 

combing wools, a long wools, or other like comb: wools of 
blood, and usually known by the terms herein used, and also hair of the 
8 alpaca, and other like animals. 
378. Class three, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, 
Val 180, native Smyrna, Russian camels hair, and including all such 
wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the 
United States from Turkey, Greece, 


t, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting 
improved wools hereinafter provided for. si 
. The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter 
deposited in the —— custom-houses of the United States, under the 
authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the 
classification of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treas 
shall have the anthority to renew these standards and to make such addi- 
tions to them from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to 
be deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the United States 
when they may be needed. 

$80. Whenever wools of class three shall have been improved by the ad- 
mixture of Merino or English blood from their hag character as repre- 
sented Leg the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the 
principal custom-houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be 
cl ed for duty either as class one or as class two, as the case may be. 

381. The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed 
shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if 
imported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes 
which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they 
would be subjected if imported unwashed. 

382. Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn 
from the sheep without any cl ; that is, in their natural condition. 
Washed wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on 
the sheep's back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's 
back shail be considered as scoured wool. 

383. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, al 
and other like 3 which shall be imported in any other than ord: 
condition, or which snall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admix- 
ture of dirt or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or in- 
creased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece. shall be 
twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, Thatskirted 
Wools as now imported are hereby excepted. Wools on which a duty is as- 
sessed amounting to three times more than that which would be assessed if 
said wool was im unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account 
ofits being sor It any bale or package of wool orhairspecified in this act 
imported as of any speciiled class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable 
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as of see specified class shali contain wool or hair subject toa Bipper 
rate of duty than the class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be 
oe get to the highest rate of duty e able on wool of the class subject to 
such higher rate of duty, and if any bale or poesngs be claimed by the im- 
porter to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class 
fied in this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more 
of said materials, or of any other material, the whole bale or package shall 
be subject to duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in saia bale 

or pac i 
221 The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 11 cents per 
and (48.86 to 66.96 per cent), and upon all wools or hair of the second class 

2 cents per pound (43.60 to 91.68 per cent). 

385. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value whereot shall be 13 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 32 per cent ad valorem (32 to 64 per cent). 

$86. On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the 
value whereof shall exceed 13 cents per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 50 per cent ad valorem (50 to 100 per cent), 

887. Wools on theskin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity 
and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury may prescribe. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I 
have offered brings before the committee in distinct shape the 
question of free or protected wool. ‘The proposition I have of- 
fered is to embody in this bill exis law in regard to wool. 
The committee have offered in their bill to put wool on the fres 
list. I desire tosay that that proposition has been incorporated 
in the committee’s bill, not in obedience to any public demand, 
but in the face of general and almost universal protest. 

Mr. Chairman, I will wait until gentlemen will yield the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair og gow to gentlemen to cease 
conversation, or retire to the cloak room. Gentlemen in the 
aisles will cease conversation. 

Mr.BURROWS. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that the prop- 
osition for free wool incorporated in this bill by the committee 
has not been asked for b en large from any source except 
the one I hold in my hand, while it has been protested against 
almost universally. The only gon presented to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means in favor of free wool from any por- 
tion of the United States is the petition of the Thurman Club of 
Columbus, Ohio, signed by the president and secretary of the 
club. Iwill not sto 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen in front of the Chair, on the 
right, will please restore order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will not stop to read the resolutions 
adopted by this club, except in the first resolve they ask for 
“free wool, free coal, and free sugar.” They must have forgot- 
ten, for the moment, we have free sugar now. But that is the 
only petition addressed to the Ways and Means Committee de- 
manding free wool. I have before mea petition orremonstrance, 
or rather remonstrances, against putting wool on the free list; 
and I do not at this time, possibly not at any time, propose to 
enter into any discussion of the question, but I desire to h ve 
the Clerk read the petition and remonstrance, without reading 
the names, of 376 citizens of the State of Texas, presented by 
Mr. ABBOTT of Texas, in opposition to free wool, coming from 
his State, where they have over 4.000,000 head of sheep and the 
largest sheep-growing country in the United States. Although 
gentleman on.the other side will not listen to debate, I trust 
they will hear the voice of their constituents. I ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8 . Sith Congressional District, State of Texas: 


We, the undersigned voters, respectfully request that you use your ut- 
most influence to prevent a reduction of on wool, for the following 


reasons: 

First. That Texas alone owns about 4,000,000 sheep, or about one-tenth 
of all the sheep of the United States. Of this Bosque County alone owns 
about 82,000 head, b into our country every year a revenue from sales 
of wool and mutton about 810.000.000. which is expended at home for feed, 
herding, sh „salt, shedding, lease of lands, etc. 

Second. There is a vast amount of rough lands ia this State now being 
utilized by the sheep industry, paying a good revenue, as the lands thus used 
increase their taxable value, which otherwise would be comparatively use- 
less. 

Third. That the agitation of a reduction on the tariff of wools, heretofore 
and now, has caused this pronus to drop from 18 cents and 20 cents to 6 
cents and 8 cents per pouud, in fact no sale at all, and the value of sheep in 

roportion. 

z Fourth. ‘Taking into consideration the ee number of men who are en- 
gaged directly and indirectly in this industry, and the vast amount ex- 
nded annually among all classes of people, we think sufficient for setting 
‘orth the above reasons, as the herewith appended signatures of all classes 
will show. í 
We sign this regardless of party affiliations. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask the indulgence of the committee for 
a few minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed to proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask the Clerk to read a remonstrance 
from the State of Indiana, signed by a large number of her citi- 
zens. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable members of the Fifty-third Congress of the United States: 
Whereas as the result of a general belief that the tariff on woolen 
will be reduced and wool put on the free list, the price of wool is now below 

the cost of production; and 

Whereas we believe that if wool is put on the free list and the tariff on 
woolen gocas materially reduced, the price of wool will be still lower; and 

Whereas we can not afford to raise wool in competition with free wool 
raised in other countries like Australia, where the wool-grower rents land 
from the government at a less rental than we pay in taxes on our land, and 
receives government aid and encouragement; and 

Whereas the lands of these United States are well suited to the raising of 
sheep, provided that we can get a fair price for our wool and mutton; and 

Whereas we believe it is to the best interest of this country to prevent the 
slaughter of alarge proportion of the sheep of this country, which will be 
the certain result of a further reduction in the price of wool: 

We the undersigned farmers and wool-growers, irrespective of party, do 
hereby petition and beg that your honorable body will make no change in 
the present tariff affecting the wool and woolen schedule now in force. 


Mr. BURROWS. I also hold in my hand several remon- 
strances from the State of Oregon. I desire to have read alsoa 
remonstrance which I presented a few days ago signed by 1,10 
citizens of the State of Texas, protesting against free wool, and 
I trust gentlemen on the other side will listen to it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the 
reading of these different remonstrances may as well be omitted, 
as they all seem to be in the same form. 

Mr. BURROWS. This one is not in the same form. Let the 
remonstrance be read, Mr. Chairman. 

The remonstrance was read, as follows: 

To the honorable members of the Fifty-trird Congress of the United States: 

We, your petitioners, wool-growers, merchants, and business men of West 
Texas, regardiess of party, would respectfully represent as follows: 

As a result of the general belief that wool will be put upon the free list, its 
price has fallen wi the last twelve months from 15 cents to 6 cents per 
pound, and the value of our sheep from $2.50 to 81 per head. 

Under a free schedule, foreign wools of a character competing with those 
grown in 5 section could be laid down in Boston to-day for 30 cents per 
scoured pound. 

Allo 70 per cent for shrinkage, our wools insame market would be 
worth 9 cents per pound in the grease, and deducting freight, scouring, and 
marketing charges, will leave to the grower a net value of Scents per pound, 
at least 5 cents a pana below the cost of the most economical production. 

It is our belief t if woolis placed cea free list there will be no ma- 
terial advance in the values above submitted. 

Wool-growing is the prominent industry of West Texas, and the continu- 
ance of the present 5 values for our main product, which may be 
fairly looked for under wool, will bring ruin to the sheep industry in 
Texas and wid ad loss and disaster to the mercantile and other interests 
dependent upon its prosperity. 

ere are two hundred thousand persons in West Texas alone almost 
directly dependent upon the wool interests. 

With free wool one hundred thousand of them will be obliged to seek a 
living and occupation elsewhere. 

In view of these facts, we your petitioners, beg that your honorable body 
make no material changes in the wool schedule now in force. 

[Eleven hundred signers.] 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, 
I have no desire to debate this question, because I know that 
anything we might say on this side will be of no service to in- 
fluence the vote on thisquestion, but I thought that gentlemen 
on the other side would perhaps be glad to hear from their own 
constituents, and therefore I have presented these large peti- 
tions from the State of Texas, from the people that gentlemen 


are sent here to represent, protesting against free wool. The 
majority of this House 4 pie Rage very properly perhaps, urging 
the admission of New Mexico as a State into the Union. But 


they couple with that now, in this proposition, the destruction 
of her chief industry, and it may be a question whether she will 
appreciate their efforts to bring her into the Union as a State 
with her industries destroyed. 

Lask the Clerk now to read a letter from a former m: mber of 
this House, a delegate from the Territory of New Mexico, as to 
the effect that free wool will have upon the industries of that 
Territory. 

Mr.SPRINGER. A Republican delegate? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know, and I do not care whether 
he was a Republican or a Democrat. Iask that this letter be 


read, 
The letter was read, as follows: 
WAGON MOUND, N. MEX., December 10, 1893. 


Sin: Knowing that you are a member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and that your committee has now under consideration the M 4 
bill, with a view of reducing the tariff on foreign wools under the free - tar 
doctrine; and 1 being a wool- grower, for the last forty years a citizen of this 
great country. which offers protection to its citizens when asked for; I now, 
as such citizen and wool-grower, ask that our native wools be protected, 
and that the McKinley bill be lefi to stand such as it was o: 
following reasons: K 

1. That already, with the present agitation of free wools, this section of the 
country has placed the sheep-g: owers in a state of bankruptcy. 

2. That we can not grow and sell our wools here as cheapas foreign wools 
when they are almost as good, because our labor is 50 per cent higher, and 
our freights to Eastern markets are 200 per cent higher than those on foreign 
wools are, when the distances of transportation of ours is not half as far as 
the transportation of foreign wools. 

3. Our wools here only netted us 10} cents per pound this year, on account 
of the free-trade agitation. against 21 cents per poung last year, under the 
firmness of protective tarif supported by the McKinley bill. 7 

4. If our wools are placed on the free lists to compete with foreign wools, 


y, for the 
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our wools will be worth on our Aarma after paying all expenses, from 3 to 5 
cents per pound, and that will compell every sheep-raiser to give up the wool 
industry. and that will cause our country in a very few years to even have 
our mutton shipped to us from foreign countries; and that, of course, would 
be a very nice protection to our citizens and country. 

5. It has been stated that wool growing east of the Mississippi on high- 

ced lands under free wool might cease to be an industry; but that in the 
ky Mountain region the industry wouid thrive under free wool. 

In the Rocky Mountain region as Weil as east of the Mississippi the wool 
will cease to an industry under free wool, because our Rocky Mountain 
lands are 3 day being taken up for agricultural purposes and the sheep 
range is thereby being limited, so that ina short time on account of the rise 
in price of lands the wool will cease to be an industry under free wool in the 
R Mountain region as well as east of the Mississippl. 

6. Sheep of all kinds have this fall beenshipped to the Eastern markets to 
be slaughtered by the millions, find mag abe of quality, caused by the agita- 
tion of free wool and the great decline in the price of wool this year. Raisers 
refused last year for their one and two year ol: wethers from $1.75 to $2.75 
ye oe respectively, on account of the good price that their wools were 

ging them under 3 tarif. To-day the same sheep are being sold 
by the millions from 75 cents to $1.50 per head. RIS roae decline has been 
caused by the free-wool agitation, placing thereb; the sheep-raisers al- 
most in a state of bankruptcy, because to sell their wools this year at from 
7 to 9 cents per pound and their wethers at from 75 cents to 81.50 per head 
against 17 to 22 cents per pound for wool and from 81.75 to $2.75 per head for 
sheep last year, they could not this year meet their obligations with their 
banks and merchants which they had incurred in anticipation of their get- 
ting last year's prices for their wools and under protective tariff. I can 
safely say that the scareis such that in the Rocky Mountain region one-half 
of the sheep have been ship, to the Eastern markets so that they be 


ries Mars fearing that wools will be placed in the free list. 
7. Under the Constitution of the United States of America, being the most 
sacred document which we own and of which we are so proud. being that it 


surpasses those of all other nations under the sun, its citizens are offered 
protection in all their branches of industry, and for that one reason alone 
those representing our nation in the national Halls should see that their cit- 
izens and their industries be protected as promiera by our Constitution and 
not let a few of those which are more pledged to money by means of aiding 
foreign industries thereby enriching themselyes and working t the 
interest of the American pone in general and against our Constitution in 
particular. While I think unwise from the wool industry entirely 
until the present free-wool tariff fight is over, still there are hundreds of 
small wool-raisers that are leaving the wool industry drop entirely by sell- 
ing their sheep in order to pay up for what they bought and the nen pre 
they incurred at the of the present year in anticipation of their 
get last year's prices for their wool and sheep. 

8. Wool can not thrive in this country without protection, in order to com- 
pete with Australian and other foreign wools, because the cost of keeping 
our sheep in this country is twice as much as the cost of keeping them in 
Australia. There the government fences their lands. sinks their wells, and 
leases them to sheep-growers for less money than what we have to pay for 
taxes alone in this country on our sheep. I find already that in freight 
rates alone from the Rocky Mountain region to our Eastern markets our 
rate is from 2} to3 cents per pound, against one-fourth of a cent pound 
from London to our same Eastern markets. That alone I er a great 
er pr eos seata the 8 of the United States. 

. Should the McKinley duty of 11 cents p pound be taken off of foreign 
wools and with the reduced freight which ny Payee have in their favor, they 
could well afford to sell their wools in our own Eastern markets say at l0cents 
per pound, and at that price it would leave them a fair margin. While it our 
native wools should b: the same amount pe pounå after pa; all ex- 
85 it would almost starve the raiser, and force him to step out of the in- 

ustry; because at such prices per pound we can not bly raise our 
sheep and make it a self-sustaining business. It costs us from 10 to 15 cents 
per head to take care of our sheep in this country without the 10 to 15 per 
cent loss of sheep per year, and the enormous tax rates which are imposed 
upon all the taxpayers in this country. 

10. In 1892, and up to the time of the present movement of the free wool 
agitation, we did not have to go outside of our Territory to find buyers for 
our sheep, but there were more buyers than sellers here, and pay! us the 
prices stated to you before; now we have to ship them East to be sold for al- 
most nothing because there are no buyers here; they have all been scared 
away on account of the free wool tation. No buyer seems to have confi- 
dence in the coming Congress. and fear that the foreign wools will be placed 
on the free lists, therefore are anxiously wait the action of the coming 

mgress before investing in sheep or wool, thereby re the industry. 

11. The future prospect of free wool has caused one-third of our wool-grow- 
ers to go into bankruptcy, who were previously solvent, and prosperous and 
solvent, and perhaps force as many more before the end of the ponen ear 
is out, all caused by the free-wool agitation, thereby 3 thousands of 
men to be thrown out of employment and perhaps compel them to become 


common beggars. 
12. Sheep heretofore have been pay: the running expenses to their in- 
vestors; this year they have fallen wa of their doing so, even going 


as far as to place raisers to be 9 by their creditors to sacrifice their 
sheep in order to pay up their debts, because the wool industry this year did 
not bring the usual prices but instead atria Sg only one-third. 
The present Administration, in my opinion, seems to be inclined to pro- 
tect foreign industries in our country in order to demoralize ours and com- 
1 our citizens, of protecting them, to compel them to leave fora 
oxeign one as the last resort to save themselves from starvation. 
Hoping. sir, that my few opinions from experience will be of some service 
to you, knowing that you are in favor of protecting home industries, and 
wishing you success in the present free-wool fight, I remain, sir, 


Very respectfully, 
TRINIDAD ROMERO, 
Er- Member to Congress from New Mexico, 
and late United States Marshal, New Mexico. 


Hon. J. C. BURROWS, 
> Member of Ways and Heans Committee, Washington, D. C. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has ee 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask indulgence to present one other re- 
monstrance which is not long. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS, I have a large number of remonstrances 
from New Mexico, and the sentiment of the people there, so far 
as Ihave been able to ascertain it from letters and from other 
. is almost universally against putting wool on 
the ist. 


This may suggest to gentlemen on the other side that by ad- 
mitting New Mexico as a State they will gain no political ad- 
vantage if they are going to destroy one of her chief industries. 

I also hold in my hand a remonstrance from the Territory of 
Utah. You propose to admit her into the Union, but before that 
act is consummated, you propose to destroy one of her great in- 
dustries, and that may affect the political character of that 
would-be State. Lask to have the remonstrance read, 

The remonstrance was read, as follows: 


The woolen industry in this Territory peor to 1893, was in a prosperous 
condition, and the growers were doing fairly well. The effect of the free- 
woo! agitation for the last six months or more has been demoralizing to the 
sheep-raiser and our Territory. 

There are many reasons why wool can not be produced as cheaply in this 
section as in foreign countries. We pay for herders from $35 to $0 rs 
month, shearing costs from 4 to 7 cents per head, transportation by rail is 
from seven to nine times higher than by water, which the other 8 
ducing countries enjoy, and the average annual loss to our flocks, cau by 
rigid winters and animals, reaches at least 10 per cent. The average 
yearly cost of running 2,500 sheep, the usual number in a flock, is about as 

‘ollows: j 

To 2 herders, at 835 MODEM ONG so vec nox — 
To board for same, $15 per mont =e . 
To shearing, at 4 to 7 cents, say 5 cents 
To sacks and twine and sacking wool 

To dipping, twice a year, 5 cents per head.. 
To taxes, $2 per h assessed valuation 
To five horses 
To camp equipment. 
To 2 tons oats, winter feed, A 
ro? by wild animals and poverty, 10 per cent, 250 

e: ~ 
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CREDITS. 
By wool off 2,250 sheep, 6 pounds per head—13,500 pounds at 
8 cents per ponnn (present price for best wools) $1, 080, 00 
increase 35 per cent or amd, probably worth sl per 
c EA AA E E ES L I E 787. 00 180 
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Wools netted us 60 per cent less this year than any previous year. 

If wool is placed on the free list, and A rae fall to present London prio, 
us cen 


or moane level, our wools would b: on the farm, from 3 to 


per po 

If wool is admitted free of duty it will not be possible for the industry to 
exist in this Rocky Mountain region. The prospect has demoralized busi- 
ness to such an exteut that in many cases growers are bankrupt. 

Thousands of sheep have gone to the markets to be slaughtered because 
of the low price of wool. Growers were compelled to part with partof their 
flocks in order to meet obligations, the price obtained for wool this season 
not bein gample to pay running expenses. 

It will be utter! possible for us to compete with the foreign wool pro- 
ducer, if the tariff is removed, for the reason that in Australia sheep graze 
out all the year, the pasture is better there in winter than in summer, the 
government fences the lands. sinks the wells, and leases the lands in large 
tracts for less 3 than we pay in taxes alone. 

If the present Me ey duty is removed, wool-raising in the Rockies will 
go “ Democratic.” 

According to good authority, the scoured cost of wool in the average suit 
of clothes would be about 75 cents cheaper under free trade than protection. 
It is plain that this small reduction would not nearly offset the 11 cents per 
pound reduction on wool, therefore the object of cheapening clothing for the 
masses by removing the tariff on wool would be defea and this great 
source of labor and revenue destroyed. 

Fog ee price of sheep in 1892 was $2.75—this year $1.25—caused by low 
ice of wool. 

The demand for sheep last 5 Was good and more than the supply. The 
reason for this change -the Chicago Democratic platform. 

There has been a material reduction, during che season, in the number ot 
sheep, 5 were extra heavy, and thousands have been marketed 
in Omaha, City, and Chicago. 

The free-wool prospect has virtually bankrupted 75 per cent of the growers 
in these parts. and a ee proportion of the business houses are much af- 
fected through the inability of the sheep men to meet their obligations. 

Wool has paid the running nses heretofore and has failed for the first 
time this year. Flocks have had to be reduced to satisfy creditors. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I thought I would not tres- 
pass further upon the committee, but, if they will indulge me, I 
willask to have read a communication from the State of Nevada, 
in which the matter is presented so clearly that Iam sure gen- 
tlemen on the other side will be interested in hearing it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There need be no objection to printing the 
names signed to that petition, as it would be easy to print the 
names of the whole population of Nevada. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. atever criticism the gentleman from 
Illinois desires to make upon the people of Nevada of course lies 
with him. I have nothing to say about it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is the gentleman from Michigan going to have 
the names of those Texans who signed that memorial from Texas 
published in the RECORD? 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not ask it, but I should be very happy 
to have it done if the gentleman from Texas will make the re- 
quest. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
asks that the 1,100 names signed to one of these remonstrances 
from Texas, and also the 275 names signed to the remonstrance 
sent to the Hon. Mr. ABBOTT, be printed in the RECORD. I trust 


there will be no objection. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, I feel constrained to ob- 
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ject, Mr. Chairman. This is unusual, and it isnot proper to en- 
cumber the RECORD in this way. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no ese on this side to print- 
ing the names of these distinguished Texans. 

Mr. CRAIN. I want to see how many of them are really en- 
gagod in the sheep-raising business. > 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman can examine the petition 
itse f and ascertain that fact. 

The remonstrance was read, as follows: 


RENO, NEV., November 80, 1893. 

DEAR Sim: It itis ever true that a protective tariff is useful in the build- 
mgr p of infant industries itis true to-day of the wool business of this poor 

tate. 

Nevada's chief industry has been mining, with the cattle product second 
in importance, but the growth ofthe sheep business has brought it forward 
so rapidly that it must soon be second and perhaps first, if the conditions 
whic have obtained heretofore could be depended upon. The country is 
well adapted to the health and security of the animal, at least as well as to 
anything, and the conditions are conducive to excellence in quality of both 
Woo! and mutton, so that under the fostering hand of an intelligent and 
kind y policy this gentle and useful friend of the human family has muiti- 
ee in this distant region so recently given over as being unfit for anythin: 
nad = 8 and sa . monn 2 tains with ries an 

ting u ages, or to the of those t 
contributing to the forces that were supporting American civilization in 
this corner of the Union. 

This state of affairs continued until the election of 1892 aroused the fear 
that the tariff was to be reduced or removed, resulting in a slump in prices 
of bcth the animal and its products, which has wiped ont the accumulations 
of ycars and left the fiock-owner with what he had outside of his bands, ei- 
ther in property or debts. There is Say — aire left in the business, and 
that renders the capital invested virt ya there being no sale for stock 
shee;) and less than usual for mutton. 

Our last year’s markets were such as to give us a living show by good 
man gement and ordinary luck in weather and crops to make a reasonable 
profit. Mutton was worth from 7 tog cents per pound, and there was a de- 
mand for all that was right and prime. In October, 1892, we could inSan 
Francisco for our unscoured wool from 15 to 17 cents per and fall 
Wool brought us 12} cents. Soon after there was a drop of 5 cents in two 
Weeks on Wool and almost no sale, while the fall wool can not now be sold 
for more than from 2to 4 cents there. M now clogged the market at 
from 4 to 5 cents, and every one would sell if there was à buyer. 

We simply can not compete in these mountain regions with the 
the Southern ere, and f doubt if we can undersell those of Ohio or 
New e Vast open in the south temperate zone lies at 
a lower altitude and is not subject to the flerce storms, to the Intense cold 
and sudden that threaten us here and necessitate costly provision 
in the way of ttendance. Their land is not worth a tenthasmuch, 
taxes are lower and wages greatly below ours; supplies can be laid down for 


‘owor of 


less than half, while not one-quarter the quantity is ulred for men and 
horses to look after the stock. Where fences are built the ranges by the 
Government. or the there is little need of herders. We require 


one for every two thousand sheep, and one man additional with two horses 
must always be in attendance to carry provisions. salt, medicine, clothing, 
etc., and to move camp when it is necessary to find fresh pasture, which 
this kind of feeding ground is an average of more than once a week all the 
5 These men cost for wages an average of $0 per month and 
‘ound. It costs us 7} cents per head to shear, making 15 cents a year, as the 
climate makes it necessary to clip twice a year. 

We are forced to rent feeding ground from ph gerbe pe i entre! 
landowners at an average cost of 10 cents per head per year. erun in the 
Sierra Nevada mountains orin the in the center and eastern 


vided 

reach insummer on account of the lack of water for our animals to dri 
The lands are unfenced and can not be as it is an untimbered country. 
are taxed heavily to support the governments of the State and coun and 
in some we have to pay a 5-cent license per head. . 
len that sheep destroy the roads and we have to pay it. eare 

in saying that it costs an average of $1.25 per head to run sheep in Ne- 
vada and Eastern California. The men who have mt less on their stock 
have lost money by their frugality and are broke must never 
be allowed to get poor here as ac in weather any day 
which will cause a heavy mortality and at the same ruin the hopes of 
marketing what survive. 

‘The wool fiber is also whenever the sheep lose health or strength. 
The only way to succeed in this mountainous Gistrict is 8 atten- 
tion to the health, nourishment, and general care of the They re- 

mire salt regularly and doctoring carefully and uently, close watch- 

to protect them from wild beasts, andthe greatest judgment in driving 
to prevent their 3 2 in close places or over dangerous 
ground in case of o other in this or any other 
country has such losses in increase as we do, It is impossible to calculate 
upor soy ran kind of weather at pov heey time of year. Werange 
at an altitude running from 4,500 to 1 feet, and be as carefulas we may, 
the lambs are as likely to drop on a bleak, raw, windy day as on a warm 
one. The loss in such a case can not be foretold, but it exceeds any our 
3 with warm sheds, comfortable stacks, or lower altitudes ever ex- 
ence. : 
Pith free wool we could not. haye 1cent t per fleece. We ship 70 
pounds of dirt with every 30 pounds of wool, and if we could figure on 
getting 30 cents per pound in New York for scoured wool it would leave us 
cents per head for our That is,if we could bring each 
sheep to the shearing pen for 13 cents it would cost us 17 cents per pound to 
get our wool cl: washed, and freighted to New York. You can easily 
see that we wo lose heavily under such figures. If 30 cents is to be the 
free-trade figure there is no hope for sheep-raising, at least in Nevada. 

The theory that with free wool only the | staple now to mix 
with our common wool would come. and that it could be handled so cheaply 
that the demand for our wool to mix with it would compensate us for the 
loss in price or prevent any such loss, is infantile. The man who can raise 
long. fine wool can raise short, cheap wool still more cheaply, and if he 
could send it to America without duty he could afford to throw his mutton 


ay. Sh 
catch 


1 
3 as anybody, and it is so with 


sheep-raising. Common shee’ common wool will grow wherever the 
can 98 only reason the common wool has not 
come in is because of the tariff. 


Nevada has sent to the shambles 35 per cent of her flocks, and would 


and | Duy at $1.50, and it is doubtful if they would at 81. 
mans mutton costs him more than he will save on his chem 
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We can expect an average of, say, 6 pounds of wool per year per head, or, 
say, counting the first year light, a yield of 20 pounds in four years. The 
animal will cost % to care for, and if mutton is a good price, say 6 or 7 cents 
per pound, we could make a fair profit with unsco wool at 15 cents per 
pound, Any less than that will leave us nothing for interest on our invest- 
ments; nothing for our own time, risk, or personal experience; nothing but 
wages for the men, taxes, grocery bills, etc. 

We pay the heaviest freight bills in the United States and perhaps in the 
world, considering the long distances. Shi g in the grease, we pay an 
average of $1.50 to San Francisco and $2 per 100 from there to New York. The 
wool carries 70 per cent dirt, and that runs our freight up to over 11 cents 
per pound as against a cent or half a cent in steam barges or clippers from 
the antipodes. You will see, therefore, that with the duty of Il cents re- 
moved our business is ruined irretrievably and our occupation gone. 

The pretense that the r man would receive the benetit is on a line with 
the other humbuggery of the free traders. Ahat will not weigh over aquar- 
terof 2 pound and ofthatis cotton. It costs from a dollar to five to the 
wearer: How much will he save if the duty on wool is removed and the raw 
ma terial is put into the factory for à cents less? Ifthe wool was given to the 
manufacturer the hat would not be sold for any less to one man in a hun- 
dred. The poor man’s suit of clothes, generally half cotton, weighs from 3to 
7 or 8 pounds. Could the clot man be found who would give him tne ben- 
efit of a reduction in the tariff? Not in the Democratic party. 

Half the value of every sheep in Nevada has been cut off by this agitation 
of tho tariff. One year ago there was ready sale at & while now no one will 
As fast as the butcher is 
y sheep are being forced upon and this will continue until 


about one- 


The wool clip, with the increase, has pait all expenses heretofore. This 
year nearly every man has been forced to encroach upon his standard stock 
to keep alive. He has generally owed some money rather than having a re- 
serve laid up and had to seil to get means to run on. 

The sheep industry is a reguiar piep in State wth. It follows the cattle 
ranger who usually owns no land and does little if any farming. Our flocks 
require hay and shelter, which necessitates the ownership of land and leads 
to more systematic husbandry. The loss of the wool lustry cuts off Ne- 
vada's hopes to some extent in this direction and tends to return her to the 
cowboy and the coyote. The increase in the sh 
every town inthe State. The expenses were all local and benefited every 
branch of trade. All wages went to the nearest village, for the sheep-herder 
and shearer know of no use for money except to spend it, and it goes freely. 

Nevada has suffered more than any State in the Union by the decline in 
silver, which nine out of ten men here believe to have been caused by hos- 
tile ion. When Mr. Cleveland began his attacks upon it with the 
Warner letter it was worth about 81. 11 per ounce, and he has never ceased 
in his efforts to reduce it until it has gone below any price ever known in 
the history of mankind, and the profits of mining have entirely ceased. 

S no State in the Union w il suffer in population 
from Mr. Cleveland's persistent attacks upon wool. It will deprive her of 
an industry which was doing much to replace the loss occasioned by the de- 
pressed condition of mining and to lead men to an und of theca- 

ties of the State in other directions. There is room here for many hun- 

s of bands of sheep, and there is a certain profit when intelligence and 
gnun are combined. There are so few pim blein Ne atpres- 
ent, and there are so many reasons for the upl ofe weak sister in 
our Union, in order that our institutions may fio’ h and 


e genius of the 
Republic be maintained, that every true patriot must . pbi any act or ac- 
cident which keeps us down, but seems to be an us in the Demo- 


cratic breast which marks us for the slaughter at every 8 

This is Thanksgiving Day, the appointed time set a ho Mr. and 
as President for prayer for ourselves and for all our . for ise to the 
Giver of all good, for gentie thoughts for friend and foe alike, I can as- 
sure you we feel anything but thankful to the President of this Republic 
either for his efforts or disposition toward us or our State. 

Pardon the length of this letter and accept our thanks for the interest you 
manifest in our we fare. 

With much respect, we remain, 


J. B. TALBOTT. J. N. WATSON, 
P. L. FLANIGAN. S. O. WELLS. 
W. M. VAN BUREN A. FEANDSEN. 


H. ANDERSON. 
Hon. J. C. BURROWS, Member of Congress. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will not ask the further indulgence of the 
committee at this time. These are only a few of the protests 
which I might have read against free wool. I have in my desk 
protests from thirty-four States and Territories against putting 
wool on the free list; and from no State or Territory have wea 
petition that it be made free, except the petition presented to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, as I said before, in favor of 
free wool, from the Thurman Club of the State of Ohio. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am moved to say 
a few words by reason of the fact thatthe gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. BURROWS] has just had read a number of remon- 
strances against the passage of the Wilson bill, so far as it con- 
cerns the question of wool. One of those remonstrances appears 
to have come from the State of Indiana. I have information 
that Republican 2 sed ero in that State have been busily en- 
gaged in circulating these remonstrances amongst the farmers, 
urging them to sign the remonstrances with the view, if possi- 
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ble, of inducing this Congress to refuse to change the existing 
rates of duty upon raw wool and upon woolen manufactures. 

If these remonstrances which have just been read mean any- 
thing, they are meant to impress upon this House the idea in 
the minds of the signers, that the laying of this tariff upon wool 
by the McKinley law makes better prices. If that be true, it is 
but a result of the system of education which our Republican 
friends entered upon with the farmers in 1888, in 1890, and again 
in 1892. If. I am mistaken in my notion that the object of the 
gentleman from Michigan in having these remonstrances read 
was to * this fact appear I will be glad to be now corrected. 

auses. 
iios Mr. Chairman, it seems to me strange, and it always did, 
that in every political campaign when the question of tariif is an 
issue, our high | rotection friends should go before the farmers 
and insist thatthe McKinley bill protected and benefited them. 
How? By placing a high tariff upon wheat in order that the 
farmer could get more for his wheat; by placing a high tariff on 
wool in order that he could get more for his wool; by placing a 
high tariff on barley and rye and all agricultural products in 
es pat thatthe farmer might get better prices for them. In that 
way the farmer has been asked to believe that he was receiving 
benefits from protection. Yet before the close of such an argu- 
ment, in the face of that farmer audience, the Republican orator 
would tell them that laying a high tariff upon manufactured 
goods had had the effect, the necessary effect, of reducing the 
prices of the things that the farmer was to buy. 

Now, what is the fact about this McKinley bill; and what did 
JOHN SHERMAN, Senator from the State of Ohio, who is thought 
to be an authority upon the question of a protective tariff, sa 
when this very McKinley law was under discussion in 1890? 
desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk, as applying to this 
question of the wool tariff and its effect on the p of wool, 
what Mr. SHERMAN said on the 29th of August, 1890, as appears 
on page 10124 of the daily RECORD of the first session of the 
Fifty-first Congress. I do not introduce this for the purpose of 
indersing it; I introduce it for the purpose of putting it in the 
RECORD alongside of the remonstrances which have just been 
read by the Cierk of this House. 

Before the Clerk begins to read, let me call the attention of 
members of the Committee of the Whole to this fact: The ques- 
tion of the wool tariff was then under discussion; Mr. SHERMAN 
was upon his feet addressing the Senate in favor of the pas- 
sage of the McKinley law; the question of the wool tariff of 1867— 
probably the highest tariff upon wool, if I am not misinformed, 
unless the McKinley law be an exception, that we have ever had 
in this country—came up; and the question was put to Mr. SHER- 
MAN directly, as the Clerk will read, as to the effect of the tariff 
2 1867 upon the prices of wool as realized by the American 
armer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 
have such further time as he may desire. 

I desire is time to have this 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
extract read. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will have five minutes additional. 

There was no objection, f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the extract sent to the 
desk by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator takes his seat, will he be kind enough to 
tell us — was the effect of the tariff of 1887 on the price of wool to the 
farmers 

Mr. SHERMAN. It varied moreor less by theseason, but I do not think there 
was very radical change. If there was a decline. My obser- 
vation is, as a rule, that a rate of duty put upon any kind of production, 
whether a production of the farm ora 8 of the workshop, inevitably 
tends to lower the price. I have no doubt about that; but duty what- 
eyer put upon any form of industry tends to encourage it and increase it 
either in its manufacture or production. Whatever may be the source of 
production or the mode of production, it naturally tends to lower the price; 
and that is what we desire. We on this side of the Chamber desire as much 
cheap food and cheap articles and cheap goods as anyone else. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, That is all I care to have read of 
the remarks of Mr. SHERMAN. I read those remarks about the 
time of their delivery in 1890; and they have never passed from 
my mind from that time to this; so that when the question came 
up in this Congress, I recollected the date of those remarks, and 
sent for that copy of the RECORD. 1 desire Senator SHERMAN’S 
language to go into the RECORD along with the remonstrances 
signed by these wool-growers and sent here asking us to per- 
po upon them a system which, if Mr. SHERMAN knew what 

e was speaking about, has had the very effect which they now 
profess to apprehend from the passage of this bill. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, we have listened toa 
array of petitions and remonstrances from several States, intro- 


duction by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. My 
remarks yesterday upon this question have made sufficiently 
clear my own position. I shall, as I then stated, support most 
heartily the Wilson bill, as itis termed, whether we shall secure 
our amendments or not. Nevertheless, I stand now, as before, 
in favor of a reasonable and proportionate tariff for revenue pur- 
poses on thewool product and on all others. 

The matter I shall now send to the Clerk’s desk to have read 
in the first place is the form of a petition. There is a sort of 
stereotyped form, I have noticed in these petitions from wool- 
growers of these Western States. The first part of the article 
which will be read at my request, from the Carbon County 
Journal of Wyoming, embraces the points involved in almost 
all the petitions that have come to me from my State. 

I may remark, before the reading begins, that we donot ap- 
prehend any danger to the welfare of our State, whether we 
shall secure the amendments which I favor or not; for our re- 
sources, as I remarked yesterday, are so varied that for the 
decrease of every hundred or thousand sheep that we may cease 
to raise on our grassy plains there will be raised other stock 
that will be remunerative. So that we do not feel that we are 
in any manner in danger; nor do we stand here as beggars on 
this question. 

The reason I wish to put this alongside the remonstrances read 
at such great length for the gentleman from Michigan is that 
we may have in connection with the same literature, flrst the 
substance of the petitions coming from Wyoming signed, as I 
have found upon examination of those presented by me an this 
House, by between one and two hundred people and then the 
. to the statements of the petitions given by our own 
people. 

Py ag the Clerk to read first the petition, and then the response 
t. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
THAT WOOL-GROWERS' PETITION. 
[Rawlins Journal.] 


The wool-growers’ petition, which has been circulated throughont the 
State for the of obtaining signatures, and which is to be forwarded 
to Senator Gankr and Co COFFEEN, contains the following 
points, stripped of their useless verbiage: 

First. Wool can not be grown in Wyoming as cheaply as in Australia and 
other foreign countries, without the aid of a protective tariff, because the 
Wyoming climate causes a heavy loss in sheep, amounting to 20 per cent, 
with a possibie loss of 50 cent annually, in addition to a severe loss in 
each year's crop of wool, while in Australia the mild climate makes the 
growers’ loss there little or nothing. 

Second. It costs the Wyo: wool-grower 2} cents a pound to lay his 
Wool in the dirt or grease (which we have to do on account of our water be- 
ing all alkali) down in Boston or New York, while Australia, with water 
transportation, can their wool in Boston at one-half this price. 
icine iving in Wyoming are from 50 to 75per cent higher than 

us 

Fourth. Taxes are high in Wy: 

Fifth. A year azo wool netted in Wyoming from 12 to 14 cents, and this 
year from 6 to 8 cents; V ead, and 
this year only & to $2.25 per h 

Sixth. London prices will govern with wool on the free list, and competi- 
we with all fore wool of the Wyoming grade must follow with foreign 
nations. 

Seventh. The bankers refuse to loan money on sheep, 

Eighth. The cost of producing wool here is greater than in foreign coun- 


tries. 

Ninth. The prospects of free wool have made it impossible to get an ex- 
tension on paper, falling due, and the wool-growers themselves, from loss of 
confidence by the bleak outlook, are being completely paralyzed and have 
shaken the confidence of the banker and merchant. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk reads the 
answer I wish to call the attention of the committee especially 
to this, so that they may listen carefully as it embraces a re- 
sponse to the various points put in from the West. I want this 
given so that every one who does not fully understand the ques- 
tion may be enlightened as to the views and circumstances of the 
wool question from Wyoming, and what will be read now is the 
comment from the Wyoming Derrick, published in the center 
of the State, and copied from the Rawlins Journal, published in 
the southern part of the State, in the wool-growing region. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Let us examine these statements in thelr order as to their truth or fal- 
sity. As to thefirst statement that, owing to the severe climate in Wyo- 
ming. wool can not be grown here as cheaply as in Australia. In Australia 
flock masters pay 25 cents per acre for their sheep runs. Here the e is 
free. There, from a scarcity of water, thousands of sheep die yearly, while 
here there is an abundance of water in summer and snow in winter, to sup- 
ply every demand. The fact has not been disputed that in cold climates 
Sheep will average a greater number of pounds of wool per head than in 
warm climates, as nature aids in the protection of its creatures by enabling 
them to harmonize with their environments. Wyomingsheep that 3 
from s to 13 pounds of wool per head. rather destroy the poetical idea that 
Wyoming growers, on account of the cold climate, can not compete with 
Australian tlock masters. 


it. Sheep-ownersin W. 


Y | mouthed ewes, and have good young sheep to go into the winter wi 
coed B per cone. 


their annual loss will not ex 
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As to the second statement, that the cost of transportation of Wyoming 


wool to Boston is 2} cents per and that the Australian's is only one- 
half that. o to water the inference would be that the Aus- 
tralian flocks on the ocean's beach, and that all he had to do was 
shear, dump his wool as ballast in a sailing vessel, and head for London, 
and then to Boston, to pick up the fortune await’ there. As a matter of 
fact, thousands of Australia’s flocks are miles inland, and the cost of freight 
on wool eos ocean will equal nearly the cost of transportation from Wyo- 
to ton. 

In this second statement the claim is also made that Wyoming wool has 
to be shipped in the dirt or grease, ‘‘as the alkali water, which is all we 
have, is unfit for scouring purposes.“ Is the Platte River, Snake River, Big 
Horn River, and the immense streams tributary to them all alkali? What 
a false assertion! The reason the wool is shipped in the grenpe is simply 
because the raliroad companies would i om P as much freight for scoured 
wool as for wool in the grease, because the former occupies more space in 
their cars and because buyers would rather scour their own wool, as they 
want some of it scoured cleaner than the rest, it depending on the various 
uses for which it is intended. 

Third. A San Francisco paper states wages are as high in Australia as in 
California,” and as California ranks third as a wool-producing State, we 
presume that but little difference exists between California and Wyoming 


Ww 

urth. As to taxes. Taxes are high in Wyoming. We admit that. Four 
years of Republican rule have contributed materially to that condition, as 
there is hardly a county in the State that has not a bonded indebtedness. 
As to the amount of taxes paid by sheepmen, they do not begin to equal the 
amount paid by cattlemen. A Republican State board values the ert and 
the taxes are paid on sheep: not acent is paid on the clipped wool, although 
nearly a million and a half pounds of wool were shipped from Carbon County 
alone in the past twelve months. 

The fifth and sixth statements are in regard to the present low price of 
wool and sheep. With as much reason the petition could also have included 
the low prices of cattle, wheat, and horses. The author of the petition con- 
veniently omits to mention that the McKinley bill is still in force, and that 
the shoddy mills are merrily ding out o ed cent of the woolen goods 
of the country, and that wool has steadily fallen in price since the McKin- 
ley bill was enacted. As to the price of & and §2.25 per head for sheep, there 
is not a flock master in the State that would sell his fiock for either of those 
prices unless by extravagance or woeful mismanagement he was compelied 


to do so. 
The seventh statement about London prices, and compe with fore 
countries: country can compete with foreign countries in very nearly 


all lines of manufacture. The world's markets will be opened to American 
wool manufacturers. A large export trade ot woolers create an increase 
in the demand and price of wools, and with a prohidition on shoddy, the 
sheep-growers would get better prices than ever for their fleeces. 

The eighth statement about bankers refusing to loan money on sheep: 

Very few of the Wyoming banks have been able to loan money on sheep 
or any other kind of property for the past six months. merely because they 
do not have the money to loan, but extremely rare are the cases where loans 
have not been renewed by the bankers to those actually needing them. 

Tn the ninth statement the honest admission is made that the sheepmen 
themselves became paral with fear, and that ers and m ts 
lost confidence through the fear started by them. 

This wonderful pe closed with 1 ha to save the business from de- 
struction. When it is remembered that Wyoming does not produce a pound 
of wool of the grade which Australia exports, and which manufacturers 
need for their Aner grades of . the political animus which inspires the 

tition can readily be ved. It was drawn and circulated with no 

opes of having the MeBinley rates retained, but for the apparent 
of a a po tical issue upon which ak pares Heep ers and politi- 
cians could float into office. As a political scheme it hardly succeed. 
Cattle-growers, horse-raisers, and small ranchmen are not particularly 
benefited by ranges eaten up and destroyed by the mouths and hoofs of 
thousands of sheep, and are naturally antagonistic to the industry. 


cMr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
has been empowered by about 1,500 people in Texas to present 
two remonstrances against the proposed action oi the Texas del- 
egation in the House on the question of free wool. I believed at 
the time they were submitted to the House that the majority of 
the signers of these remonstrances were members of the Repub- 
lican party, or Democrats who were indirectly connected with 
the business interests of the Republicans who were engaged in 
thesheep industry in the locality from which these remonstrances 
come. 

Mr. PASCHAL represents San Angelo, from which one of them 
emanated. He sent a telegram of inquiry about it to a responsi- 
ble gentleman in Texas, who has been recently honored with a 
high official position, and that gentleman responded that not 
more than 30 per cent of the signers of the petition were mem- 
bers of the Democratic party. 

Since that time Mr. PASCHAL has received a letter from the 
mayor of San Angelo, whoisalso postmaster of the town, in which 
he states, speaking of the telegraphic inquiry made by Mr. Pas- 
CHAL: 


The gentleman to whom you wired was speaking to me about the tele- 
gram which he received from you in reference to the signers of the petition 
sent to Mr. BURROWS. He told me about what he had written to you, and I 
fully concur in what he says: in fact, am more indignant at the claim than 
he was. I venture the assertion that there is not even a considerable minor- 
ity of the Democrats here who signed the petition, and those didit from 
purely selfish and mercenary motives—the men who want all for themselves 
and are not very particular about the other fellow's protection. I feel sure 
that I voice the sentiment of the real Democrats of section when I say 
that they are willing to abide by the action of the Texas delegation on the 
tariff, belie that they are in a better position to know what is best, and, 


knowing, will do it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. I represented upon the floor of this House 
for eight years one of the largest wool-growing districts of the 
United States. For two years I have represented another dis- 
trict. Buta very large number of my constituents are engaged 
in the wool-raising industry. I voted for free wool when I had 
the opportunity, and I shall vote a for free wool; and I voice 
the sentiments of my constituents in my old district as wellasin 


my new district in so voting. About two years ago I madea 
speech in the city of Laredo, one of the principal wool markets 
of the State of Texas—the second or third, perhaps. A promi- 
nent wool-grower of the county of Webb, of which Laredo is the 
county seat, authorized me to say in the name of the sheep- 
raisers of that section, he owning and conning about twenty- 
five thousand head of sheep, that they were in favor, with the 
exception of a few Republican protectionists, of free wool, and 
wanted me to vote for it. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

In 1884, when I made my first canvass as the nominee of the 
Democratic party to represent that district, stretching from the 
commercial town of Galveston to historic Fort Brown, near the 
mouth of the Rio Grande, and running up that river nearly 700 
miles, I indorsed the proposition of free wool everywhere in the 
district. I had been nominated by acclamation and carried the 
wool-raising portion of the district by a large majority. My 
vote in the House of Representatives upon that question was 
repeatedly indorsed, and for the fifth time have I beennominated 
by acclamation by the Democratic party, with the Democratic 
wool-growers of the district represented in every convention, 
and sent here to represent their interests according to what I 
believe to be the best for their condition. 

Tn 1884, when I first went upon the Rio Grande, where the 
people are mainly engaged in cattle and sheep . the price 
of wool was low. The price of sheep was correspondingly low; 
the price of cattle was up, and cattle which a few years ago 
been selling upon the prairies of Texas for $5 a head as a maxi- 
mum price, were commanding in the market $20 a head running 
wild upon the range, the cow with the calf following at her side. 
The cattle men were triumphant. Their faces were radiant with 
joy. The sheep men were correspondingly despondent. 

wo years afterward I made another canvass, and conditions 
were reversed. Cattle had gone down in price lower than their 
original . sheep and wool had risen in price, and yet the 
tariff had not been altered, but remained unchanged. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CRAIN] has expired. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that it may be extended 
five minutes. ; 

Mr. CRAIN. As I have not addressed the House before upon 
any subject connected with this bill, I ask that I may be per- 
mitted to speak as long as the committee will permit me to do 
so without objection. 

, The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman de- 
sire? 

Mr. CRAIN. I think ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
asks that he be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I move that the gentleman have as 
much time as he wants. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman only asks for ten minutes. 

Mr. CRAIN. Irepeat, that while the price of wool, sheep, and 
cattle had decreased, the tariff had remained unchanged. Yet 
I heard the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] the other day, in 
his reply to the gentleman from New York Mr. CocKRAN], state 
that the law of supply and demand had long since been exploded. 
That law having once existed, and being based upon immuta- 
ble principles, will never be exploded. You might as well say 
that the laws of nature, which govern the planets of the solar 
system in their revolution in their orbits around the sun, will 
be exploded. 

If potatoes are plentiful, potatoes are cheap. If potatoes are 
scarce, potatoes are dear. If a man wants to build a house and 
there are plenty of carpenters in the town who are out of em- 
ployment, he certainly can have his house erected for a lower 
price than if carpenters were not so plentiful. 

It seems to me that that statement was unworthy of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, and I call attention to it because 1 believe 
and I so stated and state now—that so far as the district which 
I have the honor to represent is concerned, the tariff had noth- 
ing to do with the price of wool or the price of sheep. 

In 1867 the policy of protection was inaugurated, so far as the 
woolen industry is concerned. The object of it, as avowed by 
its inaugurators and promoters, was to increase the price of 
wool for the sheep-growers throughout the United States; but 
at the same time these gentlemen, fearing the manufacturing in- 
dustries of the country, and believing that the manufacturers 
would raise a hue and cry against them, gave themin the act of 
1867 aspecific or compensatory duty on foreign woolen goods 
that might be imported, so that their condition with relation to 
wool would remain unaltered. 

But what about the consumers, the masses of the people of 
this country, including the operatives in the factories as well as 
allother people? They paid the tax on the foreign wool that 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


961 


was used by the manufacturers, and they also paid the en- 
hanced price of the foreign cloth, a po enhanced by reason 


of the duty which was imposed. And where was their compen- 
sation, their compensatory duty? It was shown at the polls in 
1892, when protection was denounced by these consumers, in 
the election of Grover Cleveland and the success of the Demo- 
cratic party. - 

Now, what was the effect of the tariff of 1867? In 1867 there 
were 39,000,000 sheep in the United States. In 1875 the num- 
ber had been reduced to 35,000,000. In 1891 there were about 
43,500,000. 

In 1867 the price of wool was 51 cents. In 1878 the price of 
wool was 40 cents, and to-day the price of similar wool is about 
19 or 20 cents. 

Under the act of 1883, by which the duty on raw wool was les- 
sened by the Republican party, the duty was from 22 to 120 per 
cent. Under the law of 1890, called the McKinley act, it was 
20} to 160 per cent, or about 11 centsa pound. Last year woolen 
goods paid a tax of $34,293,666, the full value of the goods upon 
which this tax was paid being $35,792,905. The consumers of 
this country, therefore, paida tariff of nearly 100 per cent upon 
the foreign-manufactured goods which they consumed. The 
same year the tax paid by manufacturers for raw material was 
about $8,000,000. They paid in taxes for raw wool which they 
imported about $8,000,000; and while the Government collected 
from the consumers nearly $35,000,000 in the shape of taxes on 
manufactured woolen importations, which were paid into the 
Treasury, the manufacturers, by reason of the protective rates 
of the McKinley act, also collected from them the $8,000,000 
which they had paid on the raw woolused by them in their man- 
ufactories and which they were enabled to charge for their own 
3 above what vould have been their selling price at a 
air profit had they not Losu protected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not the gentleman aware that it is a 

rinciple of taxation as urged by our Republican friends that the 
oreigner pays the tax; and does the gentleman think that the 
foreigner would pay a tax of $34,000,000 in order to sell $35,000,- 
000 worth of 1 25 s 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam not aware that it is a principle mge by 
our Republican friends; but I am aware that it is one of their 
stump declarations. [Laughter.] 3 knows, or ought 
to know, that while the importer in the first instance has to pay 
the import duties at the ports of entry, those duties are added 
to the price of the imported goods when sold by him to the 
wholesalerand jobbers, that by them they are added to the price 
when sold to their customers in the country, and in turn are 
added by the retail dealers to the price which they ask of their 
customers; and who are those customers? They are the con- 
sumers of the country. I think the mere statementof the po 
osition thoroughly explodes the idea of our Republican friends 
that the foreigner pays the tax. 

The proposition that a foreigner will sustain his own govern- 
ment and then come here and voluntarily support our Govern- 
ment by paying tariff taxes on the goods that he imports into 
our country is, it seems to me, preposterous. 

When the Mills bill was under consideration in this House 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKinley] produced a suit of 
clothes which he said was all wool, according to the guaranty 
of the seller, who was a merchant of Boston. I have the au- 
thority of woolen manufacturers on the floor of this Houge for 
the statement that that suit of clothes was not woolen in its 
composition and material, but that it was shoddy; and in my 
opinion the decadence of the woolen industry of this country is 
attributable to the tariff, which enables the shoddy manufactur- 
ers to produce a cheap article of clothing such as was exhibited 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] the other day as 
a tribute to American industry, and the overcoat which was 
shown by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], rotten 
goods. 

From 1860 to 1870 the capital employed in the production of 
shoddy goods in this country increased nearly 600 percent, while 
the product of the shoddy manufactories increased nearly 350 
per cent. And during the last year 67 per cent of the woolen 
manufactures of this country was composed of shoddy; and in 
shoddy manufactures lies the main danger to the woolen indus- 


try. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not spoken differently on this floor 
from my declarations upon the stump when I was soliciting the 
suffrage of my constituents. I told them then, and I tell them 
now, that I do not propose so to vote as to benefit any industry 
at the expense of the mass of the people. 

Idid not tell them that I would vote to the detriment of the 
consumers, for the purpose of raising the price of wool or the 
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price of sheep. Protectionists claim that a protective duty on 
raw wool imported raises the price of American wool, and yet 
under the tariff act of 1890, which imposes such a high duty, 
wool can be bought in Texas to-day at 7 cents a pound, aboutthe 
lowest price it has ever brought. And I will state for the bene- 
fit of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] and for the 
benefit of the members of this committee, that whereas he pre- 
sented a remonstrance from 250 or 300 constituents of the gen- 
tleman who represents the Dallas district [Judge ABBOTT] 
against putting wool on the free list, that the latter gentleman 
told me that he had been offered 50,000 pounds of Texas wool at 
5 ring a pound, although the tariff on foreign wool is 11 cents a 
und. 
PoR, I admit that there is a difference in the price between 
Texas wool in the manufacturing market and the wool of Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and of West Virginia of a similar grade, but 
at is explained by the fact, as manufacturers have told me 
upon this floor, that there is a greater amount of shrink in 
the Texas wool than in the cleaner wool of the States which I 
have mentioned. But, notwithstanding this fact, the price of 
the Jast mentioned wool graded as one-half and three-eighths is 
only from 13 to 19 cents, and the price of Texas wool is 10 and 14 
cents for a similar grade, the rate of duty on each class being 
about 11 cents per pound. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to know how the condition 
of the sheep-raisers of Texas can be worse than it is fo-day. 
They have had protection since 1867, and yet they are complain- 
ing of ruinous prices, while I know that in the county in which 
I live, De Witt County, which is not a sheep-raising county, be- 
fore the war wool was selling at from 40 to50 centsa pound that 
to-day does not bring 20 cents a pound. Certainly free wool 
with corresponding reductions of the rate of duty on manufac- 
tured woolens can not fail to benefit the wool-growers and also 
the people of the whole country. [Applause.] 

The producers of wool in Texas had the benefit of protection 
under the act of 1867; they had it under the act of 1883, and to- 
day the price of the wool which they raise is less than it ever 
has been in the history of the wool-growing industry of the 
State. Their condition can not be worse than it is, and we in- 
sist that it will be better, because when wool is put on the free list 
there will be a psr demand for it in this country, and the 
enlarged demand here will increase the price in other countries, 
and the increase of price in the foreign markets will necessarily 
increase the price here, and I have been toid by a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means whoisa manufacturer and by an- 
other member who is engaged in the wool-manufacturing indus- 
try, that the manufacturers will require American wools to mix 
them with fore wools, to produce thereby different, better, 
and more diversified grades of goods, which I predict will sell 
more cheaply with the duties upon foreign woolen goods corre- 
spondingly reduced as they must and will be. : 

ee the hammer fell.] 

r. PICKLER was recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS, If the gentleman from South Dakota will 
yield for a moment, I understood the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN] to say that the remonstrance of eleven hundred citizens 
of the State of Texas, which I had read, was signed by only a 
few Democrats. 

Mr. CRAIN. I said, or I do say, that so far as I am concerned 
I do not know anything about it, but I read a statement froma 
letter of the mayor of San Angelo, who is also the postmaster, to 
the es stated by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
Rows]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. I desire to state that of the 
1,100 signers of that remonstrance 642 put opposite to their 
names the word Democrat.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Oh, as to the statements in the remonstrance, 
I do not believe them. [Laughter.] 

The 5 The gentleman from South Dakota is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. DALZELL, The gentleman from South Dakota yields to 
me fora moment. I have no desire to address the committee at 
the present time on this question, but the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. Gra] conveyed the impression, if I 
understood him aright, that there are no interests outside of Re- 
publican interests connected with the wool industry in the State 
of Texas interested in the tariff. I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read a letter from a very prominent Pennsylvania 
Democrat who, with that enterprise which is sometimes char- 
acteristic of Pennsylvania Democrats, has invested a large 
8 of money in the wool-growing industry in the State of 

exas. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

HARRISBURG, January 5, 1894. 

DEARSIR: Your favor ot the 26th instant in due time received. I am inter- 


ı enormous loss that that State 
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ested in a ranch in Texas stocked with cattle and sheep. Free wool and free 
mutton will destroy the sheep business, and baie (intel will have to be 
abandonedif the free-wool clause of the Wilson is passed. In 1892 wool 
sold in Texas at 164 to 17 ret gale sige In 1893, under threatened free 
5 — „ cents, a reduction of fully 10 cents per pound, or 
about 60 per cen 

Just why this particular industry, engaged in by so many and in all parts 
of the . should be sacrificed and abandoned, as it will be under the 
and so as the people en- 

for whose welfare the politicians 


why not make them cheap by putting woolen goods 
on the free list with wool? Why make a distinction. particularly when 


It 
quired in a factory to manufacture the same into 
woolen goods; when— 

It requires a greater investment of capital in land, sheep, and equipment 
to raise the wool to supply a factory than it takes to b and equip the 
factory itself—an investment five to ten times greater. 

If you will look the matter up you will find that Texas has more sheep 
than any State in the Union, and is therefore more interested. Divide the 
whole valuation of the sheep in Texas in 1892 by two (they do not now sell 
for one-half that they sold for eighteen months ago), and add to this 10 cents 
per pound on the total wool clip of 1893, and you will get some idea as to the 

already sustained. To this must be added 
a large shrinkage in the value of land on which the sheep pasture, if the 
Wiison bill becomes a law. 

The Texas Congressman who votes for the Wilson bill as reported votes 
to destroy this interest in his State—he does more, he votes to eer S 
ner. 


rice, w is part of the food supply of the very men whose 
voting to destroy; and as if to insult to injury he votes a 45 per cent 
duty- the highest in the schedule—to tect Mr. Stevens, who has labored 


80 faithfully to place wool on the free and also to take such good care of 
his own ar interests. 


The W. bill favorsskilledlabor at the expense of the unskilled; those 
who are best able to take care of themselves and their own interest at the 
expense of those who are least able. The “tie” which binds the planter's 
cotton is free; the hoop” which binds the pa man’s bucket is taxed. The 
bill is skillfully drawn. It even offers Middle Texas a bribe to help destroy 
the wool-grower of Western and the lumber manufacturer of Eastern Texas. 

It seems to me the Texas ite e pga who votes for this bill and who has 
any ambition to succeed himself will have some very interesting questions 
to answer next fall during the campaign. 

Very truly yours, 
Hon. JOEN DALZELL, 
: Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. ` 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend striking out “eleyen” and inserting “twelve” in 
lieu thereof. 8 the 9 “twelve” in said — aph san in- 
sert thirteen“ in lieu thereof, so that said paragraph when so amended 

will read as follows: 

“The duty upon all wool and hair of the first class shall be 12 cents per 
pound and upon all wool and hair of the second class 13 cents per pound.“ 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I have 
offered to the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan in- 

creases the tariff 1 cent a pound on the first and second classes 
of wool above that imposed by the McKinley law. It may be that 
this amendment will not be adopted KE this committee [laugh- 
ter], but I desire to offer it in good faith to emphasize, if I can, 
the position of every wool-grower in my State, regardless of the 
party to which he belongs, in his opposition to free wool. 

I can not answer for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
or his constituents, but in my State, and I have traveled over it 
lately and talked with a great many wool-growers, I find no ex- 
— 8 among Democrats, Populists, or Republicans, none who 

are not opposed to the reduction of the tariff upon wool. The 
gentleman from Indiana cites a case that he heard of lately of a 

epublican making a speech who argued to the wool-growers 
gat the farmers that putting a tariff on their wool would in- 
crease the price of the wool, and then turned around and argued 
that a tarif upon manufactured goods would give them cheaper 
manufactured goods. 

Now, sir, the truth of both those propositions is easily estab- 
lished, and the Republican who maintained them was right. 
As far as wool is concerned, we lack 60,000,000 head of sheep in 
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Now, as to manufactured goods, of course we know—it has 
been demonstrated so many times that I donot stop to argue the 
proposition this evening—that under a protective tariff the com- 
petition in the domestic manufacture of articles lowers the 
price; so that the Republican who made the speech to which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] referred was correct 
in both his propositions. ; 

What my constituents want isthe privilege of assisting in rais- 
ing those 60,000,000 head ofsheep; and while we are thusengaged 
we do expect a good price for our wool and mutton. But thi 
bill deprives us of that altogether. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] made here yes- 
terday a part of the same speech which he made on the occasion of 
that great spectacular demonstration last Saturday evening. He 
stated that there are ten men who do not raise sheep where there 
is one who does, and therefore he argued that the man one who 
is thus engaged insheep-raising ought not to have any protection. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Nebraska this question, 
because he is one of the majority of the committee thatreported 
this bill to the House. There are 10,000 people and more not 
engaged in the manufacture of woolen goods in this country to 
every one whois so engaged; yet he and the majority of his com- 
mittee propose to give the woolen manufacturers a protection of 


40 1 85 cent. 

r. CRAIN. Is the gentleman willing to vote for the amend- 
ment which I have pending reducing the tariff on woolen manu- 
factures to 25 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. PIC R. No, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then, why is the gentleman abusing those on 
this side because they do not make the duty lower on these 
woolen manufactures? 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam in favor of a reasonable protection on 
all articles, and I do not believe that 25 per cent is a reasonable 
protection on woolen goods. What J complain of on the part of 
the majority of the Committee on Ways and Meansis that there 
is not an article raised by the farmer—horses, cattle, sheep 
hogs, wheat, barley, hops, butter, eggs, or anything roduced 
by —upon which you do not lower the tariff so it is no pro- 
tection or put the article on the free list, while at the same time 
you protect the Eastern manufacturer. But I say to the gentle- 
man from Texas that Ido not believe this free-trade policy is 
poroen so I do not wish to destroy the woolen manufacturer 

use the wool-grower suffers; but if it becomes permanent, [ 
yous vote not only to reduce to 25 per cent, but to no protec- 

on. 

A MEMBER. The gentleman forgets rice. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, rice is no exception, as suggested, to its 
being lowered under this bill, but it is still a protective tariff 

‘or rice. 
Here the hammer fell.] 5 

r. BURROWS. Task unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman from South Dakota be extended for ten minutes, 
which I understand is the time he desires. He has not had an 
opportantiy 1 speak fully on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection, the time of 
the gentleman from South Dakota will be extended for ten min- 
utes. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A single remark before the gentleman 
from South Dakota resumes. He has propounded a question to 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] who is not here to 
answer it. Will he allow me to answer it for him? 

Mr. PICKLER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will try to do so. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear anybody answer that 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question was why this bill allows 40 

r cent protection on woolen goods—— 

Mr. PICKLER. And gives nothing to the farmer or the wool- 


this country in order to produce all the wool and mutton that | raise 


weconsume. Under a tariff to keep out foreign wool and for- 
eign mutton until our sheep-producers can produce those 60,000,- 
000 head additional, there would certainly be a good price for 
mutton and for wool. There is no question about that. Then 
at that time falling back upon the old principle of protection 
when the prices for wool mutton being good, and good prices 
had induced a sufficient number of people to go into the sheep- 
producing business to make up the additional 60,000,000 head of 
sheep required, then at that point the competition in wool-grow- 

and mutton-raising in this country would bring down the 
prices of wool and of mutton to a point where they could he car- 
ried on while affording a reasonable profit and paying to the 
American laborer and the American farmer what the American 
laborer and the American tarmer are entitled to, fair wages, and 
there Ape prices would stand, and they ought not to go lower 
than t. 


r. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state in regard to the protec- 
tion given to the woolen manufacturers that under the opera- 
tion of laws passed by the Republican party they have been in- 
vited to engage in a business in which they enjoyed last year 98 
per cent protection on their products —— 

Mr. PICKLER. The wool-growers have as strong a claim in 
the same direction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And in consideration of the fact that thou- 
sands of persons have been induced to invest millions of dollars 
in these enterprises by reason of this large protection, we 
thought it would be unjust to deprive them suddenly of all pro- 
tection; and, therefore, we propose to allow them to enjoy this 
protection for such a time as will enable them to readjust their 
affairs upon the basis of free wool, and to prepare themselves, in 
the near future, when our revenues will permit it, for a stiil 
lower rate of duty. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I understand that more than half the pro- 


tection to the woolen manufacturers under the McKinley act 


was a compensatory duty on account of the tariff on wool. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is stricken off in this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. But you protect the woolen manufacturer 
just the same. ‘The gentleman's answerisnoanswer at all. He 
talks about the capital invested in woolen manufactures in the 
East. Have we not capital invested in our flocks in the West? 
We have been working under the same law. The McKinleyact 

romised the same protection to the wool-grower that it prom- 

d to the Eastern manufacturer. And now, when you under- 
take to destroy the McKinley law, why do you not treat all the 
beneficiaries of that law alike? [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Why do you not give the wool-grower as well as the 
woolen manufacturer a little time in which to readjust his busi- 
ness? 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). Why do you not give similar 
opportunity to the horse-raiser, the potato-grower, the producer 
oE kopa and barley? Instead of doing this, you put everything 
that the farmer produceson the free list, or whatis substantially 
the same thing. Though you have professed to be the friend of 
the farmer and opposed tothe protected manufacturer, you now 
with bended knees grant protection to the Eastern manufacturer, 
while you kick the farmer downsteirs. [Applause onthe Repub- 
lican side.] 7 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Ara PICKLER (continuing). IL only want to call attention to 

is—— s 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] for an in- 

uiry? 


Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WARNER. What was the matter with the Republican 
contending, that induced them to vote this morning against giv- 
ing the farmer time to adjust his wool business to the changed 

Mr. PICKLER. - You are responsible for this legislation, you 
and your side. I will tell you the reason they voted for it, the 
destroying the wool industry of this country that these men would 
have nothing to expect from you excepting injury; and, in fact, 
in consequence of the position the ew you held on the ques- 
tion ever since November, 1892. Putting woolon the free list, 
ready since the last election of 1892. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side]. 
morning? 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And we want to compel g 

at 
is what we voted for. 

Mr. WARNER. I hope the gentleman will answer my ques- 

Mr. PICKLER. Ivoted as my convictions led me to vote. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. 

t that vote is 
going to help the wool-growers? 

Mr. PAYN. 
we could probably hear him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me say to the gentleman from New 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is en- 
titled to the floor. 
that I voted to extend the time until 1898, and by that time we 
will be in such a position that we will not have to ask any favors 

Mr, WARNER. Did you vote for or against the other propo- 
sition, to extend the time to Augustl? 
doing a worse thing, although we are in such a position now 
that they could scarcely make it worse than it is. Our wool has 
propose that you buy our wool at free-trade prices, while you 
give the manufacturer McKinley protection. 
ers are now being ruined, but did not heand the mostof his party 
at the same time vote to-day against giving them the proposed 
contends? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am accustomed to 

ork cyclone. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 


friends of wool, for which interest the gentleman seems to be 
conditions of this bill? 
wool men on this side. We knew from your previous threats of 
the wool business has been gradually growing worse and worse 
therefore, will not hurt us any more than we have been hurt al- 

Mr. WARNER. How did you vote on that question this 
manufacturers to stand upon the same ground that we do. 
tion. How did he vote? 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman think 

E. Ifmy colleague would only speak a little louder 

Vork 

Mr. PICKLER. I will say to the gentleman from New Vork 
of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr, PICKLER. I voted to prevent the Democratic party from 
been practically on the free list for ten months, and we did not 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman claims that the wool-grow- 
extension of time to arrange their business for which he now 
3 myself, but I can not tolerate any more of that New 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I thought I had ten minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota has only used five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair, of course; had no intention to 
retrench the time of the gentleman, and will recognize him for 
five minutes longer, if there be no objection. f 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do feel a special interest in the abuse that 
is heaped upon the farmers by this bill, because my constituency 
is largely or almost entirely an agricultural constituency. We 
are interested, it is true, in the mining business also, but it is 
the agricultural features of this bill that are so damaging to us. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] says that the Dem- 
ocrats down in his country are in favor of free wool. Mr. Chair- 
men, my opinion is that they would read one out of the Demo- 
cratic party in Texas where the gentleman has been making 
speeches if he advocated anything but free wool. They would 
not allow him to belong to the Democratic party in that State. 
They would say that he was a Republican. That must be the 
way they would class him. As soon as a man says he wants pro- 
tection on wool in Texas they say he isa N It comes 
not because Democratie wool-producers in that State believe 
they will get a better price for wool, but because under the 
teachings of the gentleman from Texas they think to be con- 
sistent Democrats they must be for free wool. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1889—and I am still talking of the interests 
of the farmer—in 1889, before the protection under the McKin- 
ley law, there were imported into this country over $125,000,000 
worth of foreign agricultural products, every dollar's worth of 
which ought to have been produced by the farmers of the United 
States, giving that much more employment to the people here 
and putting that much more money into circulation and keeping 
itat home rather than sending it out of the country. There 
was among those products $14,000,000 worth of animals and meats. 
The gentleman from Tennessee said the other day that there 
was a very small amount of meat products which came into this 
country; but for five years preceding the passage of the McKin- 
ley law there was an average of 88,000 head of cattle imported 
into this country annually. 

My constituents want to assist in the raising of those 88,000 
head of cattle, and to put a part of the money received for them 
into their own pockets, if they can be permitted todoso. Of 
dairy products there were $1,250,000 worth in that year; fruits, 
omor than tropical, $8,000,000 and over; fl 83,857,000 
worth. 

Mr. TUCKER. How much tea and coffee? 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentlemanmeansugar? [Laugh- 
ter.] I will ask the gentleman further, do they raise tea and 
coffee down in Virginia where he lives? T judge from the late 
Senatorial contest at Richmond that there was a hotter produc- 
tion than tea which they were raising down there. 

But I am not talking of tea and coffee. Iam talking of prod- 
ucts that the farmers of this country could have produced. 
There was over $3,000,000 worth of flaxseed brought into this 
country. We have a region as suitable for raising flax as can 
be found anywhere in the Union, and we want to assist in the 
production of that flaxseed and we do not want it to come from 
Canada or anywhere else. We want to produce these articles, 
so as to employ our labor. 

It is remarkable, Mr. Chairman, how, when a man on the other 
side wants to say anything about the protection of the farmers, 
he always bases his salvation on wheat. Inotice that the gen- 
tleman from Kansas did not talk about anything except wheat, 
wheat, wheat. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Oh, yes; I did. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, we are not contending here that the 
tariff has made us any great amount of money as far as wheat is 
concerned, but it has helped us largely upon nearly every other 
product. But we do contend that every bushel of Canadian 
wheat that is kept out of this country allows some farmer in this 
country to produce that bushel himself, and that the same is 
true of every head of cattle and horses. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr.-Chairman, it is evident that this com- 
mittee wants to vote upon this amendment as soon as possible, 
and I shall only detain the committee for a few moments. 

The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] has madea 
statement about protection, and who should vote for protection. 
I accord to him, as I do to every gentleman, the right to choose 
whom he shall vote for, and what doctrine he shall vote for; 
but it seems to me that no man in this House should be called a 
Democrat who is in favor of protection. Every man in favor of 
88 ought to be a Republican, because protection, Mr. 

, Means simply that one class of our people shall be 
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taxed in order to enrich another class, and thatis not Demo- 
cratic doctrine. — 

Mr. REED. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
znd Means will make some reply to this. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. HUNTER. The doctrine of protection as advocated by 
our friends upon the other side of this Chamber is that somebody 
in this country must protect the manufacturers, and they claim 
the especial privilege and purpose of introducing the farmer as 
the man who shall do that protecting. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I rose more particularly to speak céncern- 
ing the amendment proposed by the 8 from Michigan 

Mr. Burrows}. He proposes to strike out, as it were, section 
276 of the bill now pending before this House and to insert in 
lieu thereof the McKinley bill; and he claims and has sought to 
prove here, by sundry petitions from different States and Terri- 
tories, that this section would be in the interests of the wool- 
grower. 

If we are to,take the statistics and the facts, we find that under 
a protective tariff wool has been declining for the last thirty 
years, and since the McKinley bill was adopted wool has con- 
tinued to decline, notwithstanding the attempt to excuse that 
aeol ine upon the theory thatthe Democratic party attained power 

n 1892. 

But prior to the election of the present House and the present 
Administration, wool was on a constant decline, and now the 
gentleman attempts to introduce into this House the provisions 
of the McKinley bill so far as wool is concerned, under which 
was precipitated a more rapid decline in the price of wool than 
under any otker tariff which was ever im in this country. 

It seems to me strange, if he purposes to benefit the farmer, 
that he would introduce the very measure, and insist upon its 
adoption in this House, by which the price of wool has been re- 
duced all the time. He thinks that the Territory of New Mex- 
ico will not come into the Union—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HUNTER. I have only five minutes. I would like to 
yield to my friend, because I know the kindly spirit in which he 
would ask a question and take up the ce of my time. 
[Laughter.] The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] 
says that he thinks the Territory of New Mexico will be excluded 
and that their people would not want to come into this Union if 
we do not retain the present tariff tax on foreign wool. 

Now, I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that they would be very 
ready io come into this Union wool or no wool, sheep or no sheep, 
becauze it is not dependent upon a question of that character; 
and why he should introduce that statement into his speech I 
can not quite understand. But there is a sort of 5 
method of stating these propositions, that if certain things are 
not done, if the wool tariff is not retained the country is going 
to ruin; if the tariff is not retained upon coal and iron ore that 
the country will go to wreck and to ruin. That is the doctrine 
and that is the statement in all instances of those who were re- 
ceiving the benefits of protection when there has been an effort 
ae not only in this country but all over Europe to reduce tax- 
ation. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not de- 
sire to take up the time of the committee, but I have a commu- 
nication here, which is only one of many similar in character 
that I have been receiving from my constituents, and which I 
desire to read to the House. And in this connection, I would 
say that this resolution is from a Democratic county in a Demo- 
cratic part of my State and district. 


MAPLEWOOD, WAYNE COUNTY, PA., January 9, 1894. 


Dean Sin: Ata regular meeting of Harvest Grange, No. 892, Patrons of 
Husbandry, the following resolutions were io 

“ Whereas it is proposed in the Wilson bill to place on the free list twenty- 
nine of the finished products of the farm which are now protected by equi- 
table duties; and 

“ Whereas the same bill gives many manufactorles 40 per cent protection; 
and now therefore 

ge it resolved, That we heartily condemn the gross unjust discrimination 
against the farming interests manifested in that bill. 

** Resolved, That we, as members of Harvest Grange, No. 892, Patrons of 
Husbandry, respectfully call upon our Congressmen and Senators to use 
their aid in opposing said measure. 

“ Resolved, ata copy of these resolutions be sent to our Congressman 
and Senators, also to the Farmers’ Friend for publication.“ 


Respectfully, yours, 
~~ “Age! JOSEPH VEITH, Master. 
E. H. SAMSON, Secretary. 


Congressman WRIGHT, Washington, D. C. 


I wish to Ss that it is only one of alarge number of protests 
a are the Wilson bill which Iam daily receiving from my peo- 
e—andfrom Democrats as often as from Republicans—and from 
armers, mechanics, laborers, and manufacturers alike. 
It seems that my constituents thus far are unable to see 
wherein the Wilson bill will be of any benefit to them; and re- 
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gardless of previous political affiliations they demand the defeat 
of the proposed le tion. 

It seems to me that Democratic solicitude for the farmer is all 
theoretical, and it seems equally true that the practical farmers 
in my district perceive the folly and iniquity of this Democratic 
attempt to paan the products of the farm on the free list. 

I believe I have nearly a thousand protests similar to the one 
I have just read. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, it is not at all surprising 
that we who are representing districts in which the wool indus- 
try predominates should be overwhelmed in this Chamber with 
petitions, remonstrances, and memorials ap ing to this body 
to stay the hand that is to extirpate one of the greatest indus- 
tries of this country,an industry which yields an annual revenue 
to the people of thiscountry—our people, sir—of over 8100, 000, 000; 
an industry which is valued at over $116,000,000 in the propert 
of sheep alone; an industry which involves in the value of ia, 
barns, sheds, and equipments, as the sheep industry, of $408,- 
000,000, and which gives employment, directly or indirectly, to 
over 2,000,000 American people. 

I say, again, that it is not surprising that the people engaged 
in these industries should at this moment, of all moments, be 
particularly interested as to the fate of this bill. My own State, 
which ranks about sixth in the order of wool-growing States of 
this Union, will feel this severe blow 3 more than any 
other State engaged in this industry. One-half of that State, 
embracing an area almost as large as the States of New York 
and Pennsylvania, is largely engaged in this industry; and I 
have received communications certifying that if this bill passes 
as it is now framed that it is the last hour for the industry of 
wool in that entire country. So wrought up are the people in 
that portion of the State that I have received letters from a 
number of my Democratic constituents against the passage of 
the bill, and one of themconcludes, ‘‘I have never had the nerve, 
sir, to look a sheep in the face since I voted for Grover Cleve- 
land.” ughter.] 

Now, it has been said by my friend from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], 
who recently held the floor, that when wool is placed upon the 
free list it will inure very largely to the benefit of the wool- 
growers, in enhancing the price of wool. That is a statement 
that no doubt represented the views of his people at the time 
when he stated they were satisfied with whatever he did, and it 
is, no doubt, like a great many other people with respect to like 
statements from the free-trade element on that side of the Hall, 
as there were a great many people all over the country who 
wanted achange. The change has come, and with it has come 
a sad dissipation of all the encouraging and racy promises 
which were made to them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I believe you stated that the product of 
this industry was $116,000,000 annually. 

Mr. HERMANN. Isaid that the annual revenue was 8100, 
000,000 and that the sheep in the United States were valued at 
$116,000,000. 

8 OUTHWAITE. That the value of the product was 8116, 
,0008 

Mr. HERMANN. The value of the product was $116,000,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You also stated that there were 2,000,- 
000 pops occupied in producing this amount? 

Mr. HERMANN. Isaid that, directly and indirectly, the wool- 
growers and those who were engaged in the wool-growing num- 
bered 2,000,000 in round numbers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. -The year round? 

Mr. HERMANN. The year round. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then that is just $58 apiece for their la- 
bor the year round. 

Mr. HERMANN. That statement is in accordance with the 
knowledge and candor which the gentleman generally manifests 
in discussing this.question. A great many of these people are 
engaged in this business merely as an incident, as the gentle- 
man so well knows. That is so in his own State, a State which 
will be more severely affected than any other State inthe Union 
in proportion toits population if this proposed reduction is made. 

And, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say in answer to the state- 
ments that have been usually made upon the stump and to the 
appeals which have been addressed to the laboring classes—the 
consuming classes of this country—telling them when wool is 
placed upon the free list it will bring a vast banefit to the con- 
sumerofclothing. Inreply to those appeals permit me to make 
this statement, and I appeal to the Ways and Means Committee 
to consider the testimony that was presented before them on this 
subject 5 aa of the best experts on the wool industry in this 
country, Mr. Justice, of Philadelphia. 

A question was addressed to him by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] as to whether protection would not 
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bea greater injury even to the small wool-grower than free trade 
would be a benefit to him, and his answer was that the tax that 
protection put upon the consumer of woolen goods would not 3x- 
ceed 90 cents per suit, referring toa suit made of the finest Merino 
wool, such a suit as can be purchased at wholesale at $27; and 
taking the ordinary suit worn by the average citizen of this 
country, which costs about $13.50, the highest tax imposed by 
protection on that would not exceed 45 cents. And yet this 
great industry, in which over 2,000,000 of our people are en- 
ed and which yields a product of over $100,000,000 in value, 
to be sacrificed in order to overwhelm this menacing despot- 
ism which taxes the consumers of the country to the extent of 
45 cents per suit of clothes! 
Were the hammer fell.] 
. HERMANN. I would like five minutes more, Mr. Chair- 
man. I do not often trespass upon the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time 
of the gentleman five minutes? 
There was no objection. : 
Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, another n 
has been made by my friend from Texas; that the people them- 
selves, the consumers, the working people of this country, are 
not satistied with the yoo tariff and that they are mag for 
this change. Sir, holdinmy hand a very pathetic appeal which 
comes to me from the laborers and operatives engaged in the 
humblest occupations in connection with one of the largest woolen 
mills on the Pacific coast. It is signed with their own hands and 
the names of some of them are written no doubt with very little 
skill. I commend to 3 of this committee the pathetic 
lan, e of these working rane contained in this appeal which 
I will now read. It is as follows: 
PETITION OF THE EMPLOYES OF THE THOMAS KAY WOOLEN MILLS. 
We, the undersigned employés of the Thomas Kay Woolen Mill Company. 
Hy bend you in the most earnest manner to vote t and to use your best 
uence to defeat the Wilson tariff bill. If this bill should become a law it 
would have the most disastrous effect upon the industry which gives us 
employment. Those among us who have worked in Europe know that the 
rices for labor in Europe are so much lower than the prices paid 
or the same labor in this country that if pen phe s were admitted 
to this country at such a rate of duty as the Wilson bill would give them, it 
would have the effect of either throwing us out of work entirely, or else cut- 
down our wags to about the same rate asis paid in Europe. 
e desire to inform you that if we are thus deprived of our means of earn- 


ing a livelihood, or if we are obliged to work for reduced wages, we will hold 
those responsible who vote for the bill, and we hereby assert most positively 


that, irrespective of former party afMiliations, we yote and work 
the election of member who will favor a bill that will cause such dis- 
tress to the laboring classes. 


Now, in regard to the condition that will be inflicted upon the 
wool-growers of the country by this proposed legislation, I hold 
in my hand a most intelligent communication from one of the 
leading woolgrowers in my State, a gentleman who has occupied 
for a number of years the distinguished position of State senator 
inthe Legislative Assembly of Oregon. Thisgentleman gives to 
this House and to the country an itemized statement of the cost 
which is necessarily incurred in the prosuetion of wool in, I may 
say, all that portion of the country which lies west of the summit 
of the Rocky Mountains. It is asserted here, and has been as- 
serted frequently, that in the production of wool a very large 
proportion of the receipts are in the form of a margin of profit 
and that that profit is paid by the consumers of the country. 

Now, this communication demonstrates beyond question that 
the returns of the industry, even under the protection afforded 
by the McKinley law, is only such as affords a reasonable liveli- 
hood for those engaged in it. It brings into use a large body of 
land which probably would not otherwise be utilized, for I may 
say that the lands devoted to pasturage in that portion of my 
State are perhaps equal in area to the State of Connecticut and 
are peaches | unsuited for other farming purposes. I ask the 
Clerk to this communication, and I ask that due attention 
and consideration be given to it, because it comes, as I have 
said, from one of the most intelligent woolgrowers of my State 
and sets forth clearly the cost of raising wool. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

THE DALLES, OREGON, December 6, 1893. 
My DEARSIR: In a short time the question of the removal of the present tar- 
iff on many commodities will come before the United States Senate, and from 
what the papers tell us it is fairly reasonable to ia Sages that the principal 
industry of Eastern Oregon (woolgrowing) is seriously menaced. 
As you know, my experience in woolgrowing has been considerable, and 
I have been fairly successful. 
Ihave been engaged in the business for eighteen years and have run from 
ten to twelve thousand head. Ihave madsita point each year, for a period ot 
ys, to accurately ascertain the actual cost of all my sheep camps, in 


da; 
the way of supplies, and you can accept the following figures as trustworthy 
since are an average from all these records: 


COST OF RUNNING 2,00 SHEEP ONE YEAR. 


Herder, at 896 per month aain n ee a ee #420 
Board, at 9 . 180 
Camp. tender to help move and furnish cam: 200 
Salt, 2 tons, at 8 2.222.222. ek. 60 
„50 tons, at 8 ek 400 
Extra help during lam FFF 100 
— — winter feeding season daaa apa aiae 50 
000 sheep, at 7 cents per head 140 


Ab (H. R. 4864) to 
ernment, and for 


COST OF RUNNING 2,00 SHEEP ONE YEAR—Continued. 


BOard of shearers e O pacateenes etches $30 
Extra help sacking wool, etc ;, 25 
50 wool sacks, at 40 cents 20 
Feeding horses used to supply camp, etc 180 
Shoeing horses used to supply camp, ete.. 36 
Furnishing camp—tents, blankets, rope, eto 2 30 
Hauling 16,000 pounds wool to railroad, at 1 cent 120 
Cost of 16,000 pounds wool as per above.. 1,991 
1. 00 pounds wool, at 6 cents 3900 
700 lambs, being increase ...- ...-. 2.22.2. 2.222222 ec sa cede nc ec anes 
Net lone 00 nod sais s vccworeépssnedscnndzcattausc 156 
The only possible reduction that can be made in the cost ot running a band 


of sheep is in wages, as the plow has driven the stock so far back into the 

hills that the cost of feed is greater as there is so little land that will pro- 

duce, and freight to and from the railroad tigures largely in salt and other 
supplies, and shipping wool (my ranch is 80 miles south of Arlington.) 

us you will see that at 6 cents per pound for wool, which is the highest 

we can expect, with free wool, for the class of wool raised here, calcu- 

the weight of each fleece at 8 pounds, which is about the average, 

and the increase at 35 per cent (which is all an ordinary band of stock sheep 

will produce, as we have to the males until two years old and past be- 

fore they are suitable for market, and can not b: the ewes until two 

55 old), the owner would be about 8200 loser on the year's work. This is 

eaving out of consideration all the taxes, interest on capital invested, and 

wear and tear to camp accouterments, which is considerable. 

Ifa wool-grower were running but one band of sheep, several of these items 
would be greater, such as the expense of camp-tending and horses, which I 
have divided by three, as one outfit attends to three sheep-herders. Again, 
the average loss caused by wild animals and by accident during a year is at 
least 5 per cent, and this, taken with the interest at 6 per cent on invest- 
ments in real estate, or the rent which must be paid to securea winter range 
and feeding und, will considerably increase the loss of the wool-grower. 

You are, of course, better than we can be as to the probable reduc- 
tion in cost in manufact material to be brought about by the annihila- 
tion of the wool industry in this country. 

But when we are told that only three or four pounds of scoured wool goes 
into a suit of clothes, it does not seem probable that so small a reduction 
will be of any great advantage to the consumer, as the protected manufac- 
turer is evidently to have so much the best of it that he will probably be 
given, or take, this small margin also. 

For the last four or five years I have averaged 15 cents per pound for my 
wool, and $2.75 for my mutton sheep. The latter can not now be sold for 
more than $1.50 (at the ranch), and our wool is now being sold in Boston for 
10 cents. The cost of freight, including insurance and commissions, 
amounts.to about 4 cents a pound. 

But for the unfortunate accident of Democratic success in electing a ma- 
jority in both Houses of Co and a President, the price of this year's 
clip would have been considerably higher than before, as the immense 
amount of rags and shoddy imported during the six months before the Me- 
Kinley law went into effect is about consumed, and the manufacturers who 
are now idle would be at work on our wool. 

Iam sure that you are working earnestly in opposition to free trade, and 
I sincerely hope that a resolute stand, such as you will take in our interest, 
will be successful. 

There is one thing which you may not have had brought to your n 
and that is, that destruction of the sheep industry means the abandonment 
of thousands of acres of land which now furnish good sheep pasture in East- 
ern (and which once, though not arable, furnished bunch 
range of h value for cattle-growing, have been so hea’ stocked for a 
series of years that the bunch grass has been destroyed, will never re- 


turn). 

The vegetation which now exists is weeds and the small sheep grass, 
which willsupport nothing but sheep, and upon which they will thrive; take 
away the sorp ant this is waste land and can never be anything else. 

It would be impossible for us to continue the business under free wool; 
we would have to quit breeding and dispose of our sheep for mutton as they 
become of suitable age. 

When the industry is destroyed in the United States, I apprehend, the 
foreigner will raise the ice Of wool probably to more than we have re- 
ceived under protection, but we will have no sheep, and it takes a long time 
to stook up a range. as sheep do not increase very rapidly. 1 

am. yours very truly, 
CHAS. HILTON. 

Hon. BINGER HERMANN, 

Washington, D. C. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was panen to Mr. 
HOLMAN, for this day, on account of sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of half past 5 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the House, under the special order, will stand in recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening; the evening session to be devoted 
to debate only on the pending bill. At the evening session the 
gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, will perform the 
duties of the Chair. 

The House accordingly took a recess until 8 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
call to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for 
the further consideration of the tariff bill, and under the special 
order will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 


THE TARIFF, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
yee House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
purposes. 
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Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, we are told 
that modesty becomes the gods even,” and with how much 
more grace is it worn by those who have the honor for the first 
time of a seat upon this floor. I feel like a logizing for an in- 
novation upon that time-honored custom which ne ns and im- 

pels silence upon the new and callow members, and looks to older 
and more experienced heads for guidance and leadership. But 
when reputed leaders on either-side of the House are found 
prostituting their influence and prestige to the promotion of 
their peculiar personal views and local advantages, in utter dis- 
regard of the rights of their peers and in contempt of the in- 
terests of the throbbing, seething masses behind them, it is high 
time that unappreciated courtesies should be flung to the wind, 
and individual effort and responsibility felt and emphasized. 

In 1880, that distinguished soldier and patriot, Gen. Hancock, 
in what was deemed at the time aninopportune and unfortunate 
utterance, pronounced the tariff question a local one. Opinion- 
ated critics and pretended statesmen were disposed to sneer at 
the observation, and doubtless it worked to his prejudice. But 
to listen to the arguments incident to this debate one would be 

led to believe that he was the political Solon of his day. After 
years of agitation of this question, paramount to every other 
save one in national importance, when party zeal and courage 
have been rewarded with a victory magnificent and complete, 
we behold the advocates for tariff reform divided, bickering, and 
halting in the way, from considerations of personal and local 
concerns. 

I regret to see that a question of such magnitude has devel- 
oped into a gune of earnest competitive “grab,” in which long- 
est arms and softest fingers bear away the richest booty. In 
fixing the schedule in this the most important tariff measure 
ever presented to Congress, it isexpected that mutual conces- 
sion, toleration, and fairness shall prevail. [Applause.] There 
is the strongest demand upon the unselfish liberality, both of 
the members of this House and those whom they represent. 
Standing here asa Southerner, entertaining a pardonable par- 
tiality for my own people, loving them first and best, and ac- 
cording to every other 1 the same privilege, I feel 

that I can safely declare that in N this bill the people 

of the South are laying upon the of the public weal more 
than their proportionate share of the advantages supposed to 
accrue from a system of protection. 

It is more than an accident or coincidence that in the long 
catalogue of legislative acts granting special privileges under 
the guise of raising needed revenues for the Government the 
objects and beneficiaries of this legislation were found mainly 
inthe North and Hast. The beneficence and munificence of pro- 
tectionism have been, it is true, claimed and argued for the coun- 
try at large; they have been felt and realized only in sections, 
and unfortunately, for my people, in other sections than theirs. 
If the balance sheet were now struck and the entire system 
abandoned forever, we of the South would on “the idea of strict 

uity” find ourselves creditors in account for legislative favors, 
whic it is true we were never selfish enough to demand, but to 
which, nevertheless, we were upon every principle of reciprocity 
at least fully entitled. : 

We do not propose at this critical juncture to refer to past in- 
equalities and bias in the tariff laws. To meet the present exi- 
gency, past jealousies must be forgotten and & closer and more 
compact organization of our forces had. Still, sir, it may be said, 

without irritation of our friends of the North and East, that the 
of all others have least grounds to 2 to this measure, bo 

as to its general scope and the details of its provisions. The 

bright star of tariff reform is at len h in the heavens! We hail 
it and welcome it with equal joy! [Applause.] If aught can be 

said against its advent, it is that it still reserves its brightest 
light for the Northern and Eastern sky, and itsshadow, if it has 
one, for the South and the occident. |Applause.] 

Standing by the old Democratic landmarks, I still believe ina 
tariff for revenue only, but admitting always that every sched- 
ule, however low, carries inherently and inseparably a certain 
amount of protection with it. Practically there are no free 
traders in this country. There never can be until we have as- 
sented to the idea of d 
ernment. Much, sir, both from the standpoint of a Southerner 
and an old-fashioned Democrat might be urged against the 
structure of this bill. I make the concession without for one 

moment admitting the propriety of antagonizing it. In the first 
place an extensive and an enlarged free list, involving necessarily 

a higher duty upon thosearticles retained upon the dutiable list, 

is unquestionably vulnerable. 

There are two ways to thwart the purpose of a revenue tariff, 
and one is just as ellective as the other. On the one hand you 
may levy an import so high as to render it entirely prohibitory, 
utterly precluding the importation of the article taxed, and 
thereby shutting off all revenue whatever from that source. On 
the other hand, you may levy no duty at all, placing everything 


t taxation for the support of the Gov- 


upon the free list, and of course ob no revenue at all. 
The latter, sir, is the pleasing but delusive fatuity of a recent 
poe of Democracy, misconceived and misconstrued. The first 

Republicanism run wild, hopeless, irreclaimable, and as dan- 
gerous to the property and prosperity of the people at large as 
anarchism, panics, revolutions, pestilence, or war. The latter 
is Republican protectionism in its last analysis. The first would 
be the logical outcome and result of Democratic low-tarilf ideas, 
but for the natural, fixed, and unavoidable barrier of an ever- 
present and growing necessity for revenue. The man whoa 
prehends and predicts absolute free trade under present condi- 
tions, under any administration, is either a fool or a hypocrite. 

Let the alarmist on this line look about him and reflect for a 
moment. Let him behold the expenditure of every Department 
of this Government swelling with incredible rapidity. Let him 
look upona national expenditure calling for $500,000,000 annually. 
and in connection with this contemplate the result of cutting off 
at one blow the source of two-thirdsof the revenue of the Govern- 
ment. Such winnowing of economic chaff is mere trifling, 
whether it be upon the part of Republicans or Democrats. 0 
may theorize on the subject as much as we please, but the time 
will never come when we shall have no tariff schedule. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand the gentleman to say that he is 
not a free trader in practice and that free trade can not be car- 
ried out in practice; but is the gentleman a free trader in theory? 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. I know nothing about free 
trade in theory. What we want is something practical. I can 
not conceive of such a thing as free trade in theory and not in 
a. Applause.] I know of no such free trade as that. 

ene ver Í hear a person predicting absolute free trade, if he 
is a Democrat, I think, to use a slang expression, he is talking 
through his hat” [laughter], and if he is a Republican he is 
“ talking through two hats.” (Renewed laughter. 

Sir, that is not the real issue between the great political parties 
of the day and country. The question is not whether we shall 
have a tariff, but how much, and not only how much, but u 
what articles, and not simply upon what articles, but with what 
spirit and for what ultimate purpose. The question is, shall we 
keep our eye upon the constitutional privilege and duty of taxa- 
tion and the original purpose and aim of this privilege, to wit, 
the Taling of revenue, laying the burden upon the people as 
evenly uniformly as possible, letting results take care of 
themselves, or, on the other hand, losing sightof the extent and 
objectof our license, pervert our authority, and magnify an inci- 
dent of taxation, and one not contemplated by the framers of our 
Constitution, into the first object and chief end of such taxation. 

Has any gentleman of the opposition an imagination vivid 
enough to conceive what would have been the language of the 
authors of the Federalist, the great advocates and defenders of 
the Constitution, in refutation of the proposition to levy imports 
solely or even mainly for the purpose of protection? ith such 
an antecedent interpretation of this most important provision 
of the Constitution it never could have become the organic law 
of the land. Such a constructive extension of the taxing power 
was beyond the ken of those great statesmen and lawgivers 
who builded this house of constitutional authority for us, which 
has been our glory and our refuge more than a hundred years. 
In these latter days we have fallen upon new ideas and new 
theories, and the first chart of legislative authority has been 
amended by thousands and ignored by tens of thousands, The 
bill now under consideration is open tocriticism. There lingers 
about it much of the smell and taint of unconscious protectionism. 
The gentleman from Connecticut who last addressed the House 
went a long way to strike a blow, 8 a very feeble one, at 
the South. He tells us that we of the South ought not to com- 
plain of tariff taxation; that it is a tax paid by consumers; that 
a large element of our people consume but little in the way of 
food, except sweet potatoes, razor-backed hogs, and hominy,” 
and that their wardrobe asa rule is not very extensive. I would 
say to the gentleman, that we are not accustomed to look to his 
State even for a supply of these delectable articles of food which 
he has prescribed for us; nor have we, in later years at least, 
encouraged to any great extent the consumption of wooden nut- 
megs. one of the staple productions of the historic old State 
from which the gentleman hails. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man’s remark, though facetious, is neither correct nor in good 
taste. He and those whom he represents, of all others, have 
least cause to complain of this bill, for by fortune or necessity it 
transpires that they who were the first are to be the last recip- 
ients of whatever benefits are to accrue from the protective and 
. features of a tariff schedule. Now to particu- 

rize: 

Section 3 is as follows: 

That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation ef all 
raw material or unmanufactured articles not enumerated cr provided for in 


this act a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; and on all articles manufactured 
3 or in part, not provided for in this act, a duty of 20 per cent ad 
orem. 
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Here we have in a general sweeping provision the first im- 
portant discrimination of 10 per cent ad yalorem in favor of the 
manufacturing. industries over. all others. The champions of 
protection on this floor should make their first and most profound 
obeisance to the reporting committee at this point. At this stage 
of the proceedings the free trader absolute and the low tariſf and 
tarift-for-revenue-only individual will find small crumbs of com- 
fort indeed. 

But, sir, this is the mildest form of the protective idea that 
here and there and oftentimes erops out. Almost every raw ma- 
terial, certainly every important one except leaf tobacco, instead 
of being taxed 10 per cent ad valorem, is put upon the free list, 
while the duties on the manufactured articles into which they 
enter, instead of being limited to 20 per cent, range from 20 to 
50 per cent, the average being over 30 per cent. The manu: 
facturer should again doff his hat to the committee. Iron ore 
and manganese ore are on the free list now, but the duty on iron 
and steel range from 223 per cent on and scrap iron up to 45 
per cent on penknives and razors. The manufacturer again has 
cause for gratulation, while the man who digs and delves for ore 
will be pardoned for a little vigorous “kicking,” at least. 

Mr, ee Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 

uestion 
Me BOWER of North Carolina. Cértainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Lunderstand that the gentleman is criti- 
cising. the committee 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Not at all. 

Mr. CRAWFORD.. Because it has put certain raw materials 
on the free list, and put certain high per cents on the finished 
product. Now, I think that the idea of the committee wassim 
ply to get revenue in that way. If the raw materials referred to 
that have been put upon the free list were the chief dependence 
of the Government for its support, Lam frank to say that I do not 
believe the Government w 
the House their salaries. 

Mre BOWERof North Carolina. That may be true. Lam not 
speaking for the purpose of criticising the committee. If my 
friend had heard: my previous remarks he would have caught 
my meaning. 1:do not refer to these discriminations to find 
fault with the committee. But Jam attempting to bring before 
the House this fact, that in putting these raw materials on the 
free list and at the same time preserving a high duty on the ar- 
ticles into which these raw materials are converted, the commit- 
tee did, perhaps not intentionally, favor a certain class of people 
and a certain section of the country, And further, L may be 
permitted to say, that in doing this we are diverging from the 
old Democratic idea of a horizontal ad valorem tariff for revenue 
only. : 

Mr; CRAWFORD. Will my friend allow me there? 

Mr. BOWER of North Caroli With great pleasure. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iam of the opinion that after this bill is 
enacted into law and the due course of trade is established, that 
possibly we will get more revenue from these finished products 
at the rate we will put upon them than we have. received from 
the higher duties we have had on them for some time. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Perhaps the gentleman: is 
right. That is a prophesy; and I hope my friend: ma prove a 
true prophet. 

‘ Coal is on the free list; but every wheel in the great factories: 
which it warms into life and activity at every revolution con- 
verts some unprotected commodity into a protective one, helps 
to swell the great fund which the factory system has for distri- 
bution among the favored classes, helps to make the riches of 


the rich a little more pronounced and potent, and the poverty of 


the poor a little more tantalizing and intolerable. Copper is on 
the free list, but the products of the copper are protectell by a 
duty of 20 to 30 per cent. Wool is on the free list, but the dut 
on woolen goods runs from 35 per cent on worsted yarns to 
per cent on ready-made clothing, and the proverbial wool-hat 
man still pays 35 per cent on his hat. 

Silk cocoons and raw silk reeled from the cocoons are admit- 
ted free; but silk partially manufactured must pay 25 cents per 
pound, the duties on silk in other forms ranging from 20 to 50 

r cent ad valorem. Flax before it is hackled is put on the 


list; but the duties on linen goods range from 25 per cent on 


thread or yarn to 40 per cent on the highest grades of goods. 
Raw cotton is upon the free list. The country understands how 
it came there. Our Republican friends are fond of talking of 
Democrati¢ hostilities to wool. It has furnished the text of 
many a campaign diatribe in Ohio and elsewhere. They have 
rung all the changes upon that gamut, but you never hear them 
speak of raw cotton being on the free list, and for a very good 
reason, 


In 1882 there was a duty of 3 cents à pound on raw cotton. 


Here was a moderate duty on the most important agricultural 
product of the country. A Republican Congress in the Sariy 
part of 1883, just before its expiration, repealed this duty an 


get enough to pay the members of 


placed this Southern staple upon the free list. A result of this 

repeal has been an_increased and an increasing importation of 

cotton from India, Péru, and Egypt. Why, cotton should have 

been singled out for the free list when coal, iron ores, and’ 
every other kind of ores, and wheat, and corn, and almost every 

other agricultural product was dutiable, I leave our Republican 

friends to explain. [Applause.] I refer to this not for the pur- 

pee of adverse criticism, but to show the statusof the Repub- 

ican mind ten yegrs ago in reference to the idea of protecting 

the great agricultural interests of the country. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not understand that my friend is 
taking the position that a duty on cotton would help the cotton 
producer of this country? 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Practically it might not. 
Still if there is anything in the idea that putting an import tax 
on an article protects it, I do not see why it would not apply as 
well to cotton as wool. 

Mr. GRAWFORD.. Does not my friend know that two-thirds 
of the cotton raised in this country is sold in foreign countries, 
and that the price of every pound of cotton made in this coun- 
try is regulated by the market in London and Live 1? But 
it is not so with wool, for we import two-thirds of the wool we 
consume. ; 
| Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Tunderstand the distinction 
drawn by my colleague. It is a very just and material one. 
Still the fact remains that foreign cotton is brought to this coun- 
try and sold in competition with ours. 
| Raw fur skins and undressed fursare to come free, but fur hats 
must still pay a duty of 30 per cent. Hides, hoofs, and horns” 
are on the free list, but the manufactured products of these arti- 
cles are still favored with a duty. Wood in its natural state and 
in its crudest and simplest phases of manufacture: is thought 
to need no protection, but as soon as the deft fingers of the car - 

nter, the mechanic, and the artisan have touched ita tax of 

per:cent is imposed. Mica, to myregret and the Sagri and’ 
injury of a most respectable element of my constituents, loses by 
the provision of the bill the 35 per cent protection hitherto en- 
joyed, but stoves, in the manufacture.of ‘which it is most exten- 
. used, still glisten and glow in the sheen of a 30 per cent 

ction. : 

Mr. Chairman, I might extend this review of what consider: 
the objectionable features of the bill, but Ido not deemit proper 
to do so. Sam Jones, in many respects the biggest man oft 
day and country, speaking of the necessities of the hour; says that 
What this country needs now is not so mucha man to think and’ 
plan and doctrinize, but a man that will act, that will get up 
and get“ and do something. That is what is needed in the re- 
ligious field and that is what is imperatively demanded in the 
political world. In the light of most solemn promises and party: 
pledges I stand ready to support the measure in Whatever. shape 
it may finally come to a-vote:. [Applause.] It will not meet 
every expectation of an impatient, suffering people, but in view. 
ol its many features of ‘substantial relief and the. wide field of 
hope it opens up, Lam prepared to say, with all its faults Ilove 
it still.“ [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I do not impute to elections as much signifi- 
cance as some do, Wherethere are great sectional interests in- 
volved oar seldom settle anything ‘definitely. The only solu- 
tion of such questions is revolution or war. The slavery issue 
was agitated hotly for nearly half a century. Elections were 
lost and won and won and lost upon it. The press teemed with 
incendiary” articles on either side; big-mouthed politicians+ 
bawled themselves hoarse, ambitious and aspiring statesmen 
skulked and squirmed and trimmed. False prophets were up 
all over the land, and now and then declared the issue settled, 
but after the shedding of much precious blood the final solution 
was had at Appomattox: 

And so, Ido not contend that the election of 1892 turned solely 
on the issue of à particular kind of tariff, nor that this issue is: 
finally, and unnlterably settled. But, sir, as it was one of the 
elements of that contest, and made unusually prominent therein, 
we have aright to infer that much stress was laid upon it by 
the voters of the country, and to allow to it a proper influence 
upon the results of that very important’ e g 
that election as only a very significant battle won, we are still 
to prosecute the war to its legitimate conclusion. 

he selfsame fight we are now making was fought by our 
predecessors sixty years ago. The battle was fought along the 
same lines. Then, as now, it was claimed that certain indus- 
tries and certain ‘classes of laborers in the country needed spe- 
cial privileges and advantages to enable them to live and to pros- 
per. Then, as now, they demanded and obtained concessions: 
and contributions from the brawn andsweat of the masses. The: 
manufacturers have changed in nothing except in the argument 
of their contention and the method of their warfare. Every 
privilege then claimed was on the score of infancy: No other 
pretense was advanced. Sir, that argument has died with the 
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flight of Feir A later and more effective one has taken its 
place. How it has cheered the bounty-hunting, looting horde to 
many an onset. [Applause.] 

Oh, Labor! Labor! How many crimes are committed in thy 
name! [Applause.] What was then asked in consideration of 
the inefficiency of tender years is now urged from a sham regard 
for the interest of labor. Sir, we are constantly reminded that 
there is an army of laborers in this country who can not exist 
and flourish save by the fostering care of thisGovernment. That 
army, we are told, is now knocking at the door of Congress, with 
petitions in one hand and threats and protests in the other, de- 
manding an indefinite continuation of the taxes that have too 
long burdened an indulgent people. Gentlemen upon this floor 
talk often and vehemently about the protection of the laboring 
classes of America against the pauper-paid laborers of Europe. 

But, sir, who are the laborers of this country, and where do 
they live, and how do they live? It has been shown by an emi- 
nent statistician that there are in this country about 17,000,000 
laborers in all, of whom about 13,000,000 are engaged in indus- 
tries not susceptible of so-called protection, while 600,000 of the 
remainder are only occasionally benefited thereby. So that we 
have in round numbers only about 3,400,000 as the beneficiaries 
of the protective system. Sir, if there were no other argument 
against it but this it ought not to stand on its present footing for 
aday. A general economic law that doesnot dispense its bene- 
fits with equal hand impartially to every class and to every in- 
dividual, however high or low, is inherently and eternally wrong. 
[Applause.] 

What right has the lawmaking power of this nation to say 
that thirteen men shall be assessed for the benefit and weal of 
three other men no better than the thirteen and having no bet- 
ter or stronger claims upon the Government than the thirteen? 
As Democrats we have been taught to believe, and we do believe, 
that every citizen in this broad land must work out his own in- 
dividual material welfare and salvation, not with fear and trem- 
bling, but looking to the Government only for equal laws, equal 
burdens and benefits, and equal protection to property, to per- 
son, to life, and to liberty. (Applause. He has aright to expect 
this much and no more. This doctrine is old and elementary, I 
know, but it can not be that it has lost any of its force from age. 
It is the same that was taught by Jefferson and Madison and 
Monroe and Jackson. Whenever it has had occasion to speak, 
the judiciary of the country, with rare exceptions, has given to it 
its unequivocal sanction. 

As late as 1892 Justices Brewer, Field, and Brown, of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, joined in an opinion that epito- 
mizes ne true Democratic idea: Hear what they have to say 
on this line: 


not be very unctuous to his pride or his sense of justice. He 
will find that while wagesof 100 cents which he would have re- 
ceived in 1860, have been increased to 104 cents in 1892 for the 
same amount of labor and length of service, that on the other 
hand the products of that labor would have been so decreased 
in price that the same quantity of such products that in 1860 
would have yielded 106 will now yield but 100 cents, so that in 
reality there is an actual balance against him in 1891 of 2 cents, 
which only can be made good by superior efficiency in work 
arising from improved implements, improved machinery, and 
improved methods of far , ete. 

Again, it is often asserted here and elsewhere by the adyo 
cates of a high protective tariff that while the prices of manu- 
factured products have continued to decline for many years still 
the standard and dignity of manufacturing labor ant the wages 
of manufacturing laborers have not only been maintained, but 
greatly advanced. If this be true, it is neither strange nor un- 
expected. Why or how should it be otherwise, if the great and 
wealthy manufacturers of the country keep faith with those in 
whose name they have so assiduously claimed the bonuses and 
bounties of protection? It would indeed be more than Punic bad 
faith on their part, if, after using their employés as cat's paws to 
pull the chestnuts from the fire, they should refuse them some- 
thing like a respectable division of the chestnuts. I will say 
that if the wages of the mighty host of manufacturing laborers 
are not ample and satisfactory, they ought to be. It is not the 
fault of the laws of the land if they are not. 

But the whole story of wage-earners has not yet been told. 
There has been suppression of facts and exaggerations of estimates 
to such an extent as to leave the real status of the laborer in 
doubt and confusion. The report of the Commissioner of La- 
bor shows that there is little ground for the claim so often as- 
serted that American labor has such superior compensation to 
that of other countries, and especially Europe. He gives us a 
table, for instance, in the cotton-manufacturing industry, from 
which it appears that in a Southern district of the United States 
the average daily wages in this industry was 69} cents, while 
those of England in like industries were 66 cents; and the differ- 
ence of wages is more than discounted by the wag na supply of 
all the necessaries of life—cheaper rents, cheaper fuel, cheaper 
clothing,ete. I beg the indulgence of the House for N 
two tables taken from that report, from which it will be seen 
that While American wages in the few industries given are higher 
than those in Europe, yet, as a matter of fact, the amount actu- 
ally saved as surplus is nearly the same in the two countries: 

Income and expenditures per family. 
[Page 857, Seventh Annual Report of the Commissioner of Labor.] 


The paternal theory of government is odious. Average per family. 
The utmost possible liberty to the individual, and the fullest ‘ble pro- Tacos ndl 
. ig him and his property, is both the limitation and the duty of gov- from all | ture for all 
Ifit may regulate the price of one service which is not a public service, Durden] purpose. 
or the compensation for the use of one kind ot property which is not devoted ea 
toa public use, why may it not with equal reason regulate the price of all 
ce and the compensation to be for the use of all property? tor. 11 sie. 2 
But our Republican 8 = 55 an while e er teel 663: 58 563. 50 
more especi enhance the price of the protec r, that it . a 
really 8 oie than this; that it scatters its beneficence broad- | Sole 5 = 
cast, as it were, dispensing blessings where they are not solicited 657.76 610, 61 
even or expected. In a word, they fell us that a high tariff will 663.13 594. 03 
increase the wages of all industries, agricultural as well as man- 64 769. 06 
ufacturing. The constituency whom I feel proud to represent 
here are mainly engaged in agriculture. If, therefore, itcan be 374.53 372.51 
demonstrated that the passage of this bill will work to their — 1 eet 
detriment I should feel impelled by the highest official obliga- 378. 28 303.80 
tion to oppose it. Bat it has not been and can not be shown that | Glass 627. 67 492. 42 
such is the case. According to the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance upon Wholesale Prices, Wages, and Transpor- 464.74 401. 00 
tation, no such argument can justly be made for protection. 865, 04 333. 70 
Statistics are always dull and often unreliable and, I think, 424.51 384.05 
should be sparingly indulged in. Some one hasaptly remarked 
that though figures do not lie, liars sometimes figure.” Ac- 282, 20 288, 07 
cording to the figures of this report by Mr. ALDRICH for the — 2 — — 1 
committee, it appears that the rise in wages in agriculture since 389.51 303. 32 
1860 has been only 4 per cent, while in the protective industries 7¹ 365. 01 
it has been in round numbers 69 per cent. In 1868, Mr. J. R. mw] BS 
Dodge, the Statistician of the Department of Agriculture, made 3 
his first investigation into farm wages and announced the grati- 40 
fying result of an increase of 50 per cent since 1860. But a like 510 — a 
investigation in 1892 disclosed the unpalatable fact of a decrease 589. 13 530. 82 
of 46 per cent since 1866, leaving as a balance an increase of 4 495. 25 457. 32 
per cent since 1860. From an examination of the same statis- 8 — 
tics we also find that the staple agricultural products, such as 515.64 481.04 
enter into general consumption and constitute the necessaries 501. 69 460. 44 
of life, on the whole, have declined 6 per cent since 1860. 
So, sir, the agricultural laborer can make his own deductions 358. 56 346. 68 


and comparisons. Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say they can 


1894. - CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 969 
Summary of percentages g itures for different purposes in normal fam- | if it is protection that produces this inequality, then we have a 
TIE thes, y objects of expenditure. — o inveigh inat protection. If we che the three agri- 

[Page 864, Seventh Annual Report of Commissioner of Labor, 1891.] cultural States of Mississippi, Alabama, and North Carolinaand 
compare them with the three manufacturing States—New York, 

Income |,sncome ||, Income |, zincome FE oar Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania—the contrast will present in 

under 8200 60 8600 0 400 BEO asco | der 000 | its strongest light the point Lam trying to make. . The total as- 


Object of expend- 
itures. 


m-} Per |Fam-| Per |Fam-| Per Fam Per 
. | ilies. cent. lies. cent. ies. cent. ilies./cent. 


UNITED STATES. 


In conclusion on this point, I beg to submit that the idea that 
the American manufacturing employés as a whole are receiving 
such princely wages is the delusivedreamof the high-protection 
orator of the day. Against such an idea let the protests of the 
labor unions of the country, and the numerous strikes more des- 
perate and protracted than ever, speak. Theorizing is one thing, 


realization is another. The“ bosses” and superintendents of the 
manufactories may be satisfied; their wages doubtless are liberal. 
Indeed, sir, it may be that capital all over the country is doing 
the very best it can for labor under the circumstances, but the 
fact still remains that hundreds and thousands of women and 
menare in the workshops and factories of the country toiling for 
40 cents a day, and out of that 40 cents boarding and clothing 
not only themselves, but often-times their families. Thisis the 
condition that confronts us, and this is the indictment to which 
we must answer. 

One of the greatest objections to tariff protection has been, 
and is, the tendency to sectional accumulation of wealth in fa- 
vored localtities, where such accumulations are unnatural and 
forced as the result purely of special legislation. I believe, sir, 
that patriotism like charity should begin at home, though I con- 
cede that it ought not to end there. But, sir, when I come to 
observe the effects and operations of this or any other proposed 
law I trust I will be pardoned for considering more particularly 
the results upon my own people. I maintain that my own State 
with others of like situation and condition as compared with 
others of this Union has suffered in the past, and is likely to suf- 
fer in the future from the continuation of a system that reaches 
out and grasps all the surplus wealth of the country and concen- 
trates and holds it in other more favored States. 

The champions of protection never lose an opportunity of in- 
culeating the doctrines that in the beginning God created the 
tariff, and that whatever good things have followed are the 
creatures of the tariff. [Applause.] If we rise in the scale of 
morals and civilization, it is the tariff that causes it; if agri- 
culture quickens and we have an unusual crop of wheat and corn 
and rye, it is the tariff fertilizer that did it [laughter]; if our 
trade increases at home or abroad, it is attributable to the tariff; 


it the people discard their old clothes and wear more and better 
ones; if they display a more ravenous appetite and a more fas- 
tidious te and eat more things and better things than they 


did before, and still koop algar of dyspepsia [laughter]; if they 
pull down their old cabins and cottages and build larger and 
more commodious houses, it is the tariff that did itall. And so, 
sir, if wealth accumulates and multiplies in the country at large 
and at particular localities, we are not allowed to forget the fact 
that it is all due to the tariff as the first great moving cause. 
Now, sir, if this be true some of us have grievances to pre- 
sent. e are no communists, but with equal natural advan- 
tages and like conditions we claim that we ought to be able to 
make an equal showing in wealth. If we are not able todo so 
we are apt to think there is something wrong somewhere, and 


sessed valuation of the property in the three agricultural States 
named at the different periods was as follows: 


States. 1880. 1890. 
C 8110, 628,129 | $157,518, 906 
Arc et DA „867, 197, 080, 
Nee 156, 100, 202 212, 697,287 


New York 


5, 920, 155, 824 


The aggregate wealth of the three agricultural States in 1880 
was $38,595,559, and in 1890 it was $567,296,634, a gain in ten 
years of 3177, 201,075. In the three manufacturing States the ag- 
gregate wealth was in 1880 $5,920,155,824, while in 1890 it had 
reached the sum $8,522,381,596, an increase of $2,602,145,772. 

The increase of wealth in the manufacturing States exceeds 
thatof the agricultural States by $2,424,444,697, an amount nearly 
four times as great as the total wealth of the latter in 1890. In 
New York the increase was, in round numbers, $1,123,000,000; in 
Massachusetts, $560,000,000; and in Pennsylvania, 8909, 000, 000; 
while in Mississippi it was $46,000,000, in Alabama $74,000,000, 
and in North Carolina $56,000,000. If you were to distribute 
this wealth per capita each individual would have as follows: 
In Mississippi, $122; in Alabama, $130; in North Carolina, $131; 
in Massachusetts, $962; in New York, $629; in Pennsylvania, 
$493. Theaverage wealth by the head of the agricultural group 
was $102, and that of the manufacturing States $601, a ratio of 
nearly 6 to 1. 

Massachusetts has been conspicuous for the advocacy of pro- . 
tection. Her industrial classes have been active and vigilant 
in the support of the system. Ivenerate the old Commonwealth 
for the splendid record of her Revolutionary patriots and heroes. 
Even those of later days, her scholars, her statesmen, and her 
orators have imparted an enviable luster to her name. With- 
out, therefore, wishing to be invidious or offensive, I desire asa 
conclusion of the comparison I have undertaken to present the 

allel of Massachusetts and my own State. In 1890 the popu- 

ation cf Massachusetts was 2,238,943, and that of North Caro- 

lina 1,617,947. The area of Massachusetts is 7,800 square miles, 
and that of North Carolina 50,704 square miles. 

The total wealth of Massachusetts, as before stated, was, in 
1890, $2,154,134,646, and that of North Carolina was 8212,697, 287. 
The per conie wealth of Massachusetts being $962, and that of 
North Carolina, $131, the | eer arises, Whence this difer- 
ence? Can it be accounted for on the assumption that Massa- 
chusstts has superior natural advantages? ith all his State 
pride, I have heard no citizen of that State boast of her climate 
or her soil. He can not afford to do so. Ihave recently visited 
this historic old State under circumstances and upon an occassion 
well calculated tolend an enhanced value to her natural resources, 
and an additional charm to the beauty of her landscape. 

I believe I can do her justice. Inno Point of natural advan- 
tage can she be compared to the old“ North State.“ She is 
without the sunshine, the exuberance of climate, the diversity 
and fertility of soil that constitute North Carolina one of the 
most naturally eligible sections of the Union. And yet she 
boasts, and justly, that she has outstripped us in the race for 
wealth as $962 is to $131, and this calculation does not include a 
largeamountof untaxed United States bonds held by her citizens 
as their chief investment. Her workmen, they tell us, are en- 
joying liberal wages, living in ease and independence, while her 
political economists labor as best they can to convince the bal- 
ance of the country that it is the most natural thing in the world 
that matters should be justso. Sir, we have submitted to this 
state of affairs for more than half a century, and it is high time 
for a revolution along this line, a revolution radical yet lawful 
and just, infringing upon the natural rights of no class or sec- 
tion, and in perfect harmony with the general prosperity of the 
entire country. 
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We are told by theopponents of this bill that one of the results 
of its operation will be a Treasury deficit, and we are conjured 
therefore toavoidall reduction of taxation on this account. We 
are asked whence is to come the revenue with which to meet our 

ublic obligations and to maintain the public credit. I answer 
by saying that the untold wealth of this nation is back of allof its 
obligations, and there is no cause of alarm. But, sir, other leg- 
islation is to follow this bill, or at least.ought to follow, looking 
to the equalization of taxation. I have said that a tariff for 
revenue is the only defensible tariff, and the only kind contem- 
plated by the framers of the Constitution, but I do not contend 
that it is absolutely just and equitable. 

Under this system of raising revenue the amount of. tax paid 
by eich individual depends I ae the amount of the taxed com- 
modity consumed by him. Now, sir, in the economy of nature 
thera is a limitation to the amount of food consumed by each 
person, and in a democratic. county like ours the simple tastes 
of our people prescribe, as a rule, à reasonable limitation upon 
the quantity of clothes used by them. So that as a matter of 
fact the independent yeoman in comfortable circumstances eats 
as much and clothes himself as well as the millionaire, and there- 
fore upon these subjects pays as much tax as the millionaire. 
In other words, the tariff in this regard is more of a poll than a 
property tax. 

Now, sir, the people of the country have conceived the idea 
that property and wealth ought to bear their just proportion of 
the burden of maintaining this Government. They can not and 
will not tamely submit to the idea of a man worth from three to 
five thousand dollurs, and even less, paying as much tax as a 
Vanderbilt or a Rockefeller, with a hünd million of dollars. 
each at his command. [Ap lause.] Weare expected to impose 
an income tax, and we w: e recreant to our pledges if we do 
not see that it is levied. [Applause.] 

In conclusion I would make an especial’ appeal to the Demo- 
crats of the House to see to it that the promises made by us as a 
part be, so far us in our power lies, exeeuted. to the letter and 
the spirit. 

Wo have been in session ordinary and extraordinary for sev- 
eral months and we have not as yetfulfilled these promises. We 
have promised the people of the country financial reform, and 
such reform. necessarily involves an increase of the volume of 
currency. We have promised to maintain gold and silver as a 
part.of the currency of the country, preserving their parity and. 
continuing the coinage of each. So far we have not kept this 
pled ze. e have promised to provide a home currency by the 
establishment of State banks. So far we have taken no step in 
this direction. We have promised tariff reform and reduction, 
and it remains to be seen whether we shall keep this pledge. I 
trust we shall. As a party we have been greatly trusted; let us 
measure the extent of our obligation og ts extent of this trust. 
n Let us keep faith with people and the people 
will keep faith with us. [Applause] 


[Mr. HULICK addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


[Mr. SPERRY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I expected simply to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD and shall do so, but I want to 
reply somewhat to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. SPER- 
RY]; with reference to his theory of the waa pa Ga of im- 
ported goods that are affected by a tariff law. theory is 
a novel one to me. It is one I never heard advanced by any 
other gentleman, either upon this floor or elsewhere, or by any 
political economist.. The ports of entry of this country are not 
numerous, and when we come to the ports that receive the 
largest share of imported goods, like New York, Philadelphia, 
saa Boston, they distribute goods all over the United States and 
consumers are coextensive with the civilization of this country. 
Consumption is not limited by State lines or by districts, and 
can not be so in the very natureof tradeand business. And this 
statement that South Carolina must necessarily consume only 
the goods that come through her ports is one the like of which 
Lnever heard before. 

The gentleman allows nothing for thefact that the merchants 
of that State, for instance, purchase from importers’ in Phila~ 
delphia, New York, Boston, and Baltimore, which goods they 
distribute all over the State and elsewhere. To say that State: 
lines shall be regarded as limitations-upon the consumption of 
goods is, in my mind, a monstrous: proposition. Therefore L 
think the gentiemin’s figures, while doubtless correct as to the 
imports of goods in the different ports of tlie South, and in the 
North as well, yet they prove nothing to my mind in the way of 
showing the distribution of those goods or where they are con- 
sumed. 

Mr. Chairman, I will extend the remainder of my remarks: in 
the RECORD, and surrender the floor. 


[Mr. POST addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
5 of South Carolina. I move that the commit- 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BAILEY, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4864) reducing taxation, to provide revenue for the 
5 and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

Mr. HENDRIX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at.10 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BUNN, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported, in lieu of the bill H. R. 2086, a bill (H. 
R. 5271) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to. adjust 
and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United) 
States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as he may be 
justly and E Kerpgeig entitled to; which, with the accompanying 
report (No. 255), was ordered to be printed and refer to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged. from. the consideration of the bills (H. R. 2630) for 
the relief of the estate of Ramsey Crooks and (H. R. 2632) for 


the relief of the estate of Ramsey Crooks, and the same were 
‚referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS.. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred.as follows: 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 5268) to restore homestead rights 
to certain settlers to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5269) 
amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled An act to authorize 
the President to 8 officer of the Navy or Marine Corps 
to perform the duties of solicitor and . 
etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such officer,” and for other 

s—to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request): A. bill (H. R. 5270) for the 
relief of telegraph operators during the war of the rebellion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DURBOROW:. A bill (H. R. 5272) for the transfer of 
od rere of the exhibit of the Department of State at the 

orld s Columbian: Exposition to the Columbian Museum of Chi- 
cago—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 5292) for the protection of the sal 
mon fisheries of Alaska—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 7 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in the 
550 a National Park—to: the Committee on the Public 

8. 


— ä — 


PRIVATE. BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5273) for 


‘the relief of Mrs. Fannie E. Owens, of Drew County, Ark.—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) for the relief of estate of Mrs. E. J. 
= late of Drew County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5275) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Walter D. Kelly, alias John Purcell—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Commo: 
dore F. W. Dickins, of the United States Navy, to accept the dec- 
oration of the Cross of Naval Merit ot the third class from the 
King of Spain—to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

By Mr: IS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5277) for the relief 
of A. P. Sands to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, æ bill (H. R. 5278) for the relief of Francis: M. Nisbet 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A: bill (H. R. 5279) for the relief 
of Calvin R.. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs.. 

Also; a bill H. R. 5280) for the relief of Louisa M. Vann--to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


971 


Also, & bill (H. R. 5281) for the relief of Wesley H. Daniel—to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: A bili (H. R. 5282) for the relief of John M. 
Barrett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KRIBBS; A bill (H. R. 5283) granting a pension to 
Mary O Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 5284) for the relief of James 
Erwin, of McBee Landing, Marion County, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 5285) for the relief of Capt. 
James B. Russell, late acting ensign in the United States Navy— 
to the Committee on Claims. j 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 5286) for the relief of Mrs. Mar- 
garetha Engelhardt—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5287) for the relief of William Cole—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5288) for the relief of the crew of the United 
States steamship Wyoming—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5289) to incorporate the Washington and 
Georgetown Terminal Railway Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 5290) for the relief of 
Jobn Murphy and the Spalding Lumber Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5291) to place on the 
pensicn roll the name of Mrs. Mary A. Williams—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Resolutions of the Cen- 
tral Labor Union, of Concordia, N. H., in favor of Government 
ownership of the telegraph lines of this country—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Resolution of Duluth Stock Exchange, 
asking that no reduction be made in duties on iron ore—to the 
Committee on eee and Means. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Steacy, Denny & Co., 
Breemell, Schmidt & Co., P. A. & S. Small, and a large number 
of other persons and firms of Vork, Pa., en d in industrial 

ursuits, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
ittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Petition of the physi- 
cians of Garland County, Ark., praying for the passage of a bill 
to establish a bureau of public health within the Treasury De- 
partment of the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 5 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of S. F. Catlin and 135 others, 
of Parke County, Ind., favoring the Wilson bil, and declaring 

rotection a fraud and robbery—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Resolution of Jefferson County farm- 
ers, in Kansas, against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

Also, resolution of National Grange, protesting against re- 
duction of the tariff on farm products as now fixed by law—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of Jacob W. Saunders and 29 other 
Union soldiers of the war of the rebellion, of Ohio, praying for 
the adjudication of all pending pension claims by December 31, 
1894—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Joseph W. Sanders and 45 others, citizens of 
Spriggs Township, Adams County, Ohio, protesting against the 
8 of the so-called Wilson tariff bill to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

Also, petition of A. E. Shattuck and 133 others, citizens of 
Jackson County, Ohio, protesting aguinst the passage of the so- 
called Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers in case of Samuel McBirney— 

-to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, paper in the case of John B. Domm, for pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of S. B. Fanning and ovher resi- 
dents of Suffolk County, N. Y., in favor of retention of existing 
duty on petatoes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry workers of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in making green and flint glass bottles, against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry workers in making green and flint 
glass bottles in Pittsburg, Pa., against the passage of the Wil- 

son tariff bill—to the Committes on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petition of Rev. C. S. Woodruff and others, 
for an alcoholic liquor commission—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 


By Mr. EVERETT: Petitions of J. B. Bishap, Edwin L. God- 
kin, and others, of the city of New York, to have all books and 
other publications printed in the English language placed on 
the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means.. 


Also, petitions of Frederick Bancroft, of Washington, D. C.; 
of William Dudley Foulke, of Richmond, Ind., and of William 
Henry Smith, of Lake Forest, III., for the free admission of all 
books and other publications printed in the English language— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the president and instructors of Vassar Col- 
lege, Poughkeepsie, N. V., for the removal of the duty on books 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the president and professors of Amherst Col- 
lege, Amherst, Mass., for the removal of duty on all books and 
other publications printed in the English language—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Samuel Brockett. and 23 
others, for the defeat of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Protest of 175. skilled 
mechanics of Easthampton, Mass., irrespective of party, against 
1 passage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, protest of II employés of F. H. Harwood, of Springfield, 
Mass., engaged in the manufacture of gold leaf, against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3 of er 200 535 of ra Nonatuck Silk Com- 

y, of Florence, Mass., irres vo o ty, against the 

sigo of the Wilson bill—to the e on Wa 5 and . 

y Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of John A. Evans and 90 
others, farmers, laboring men, and business men and others, of 

Vinton County, Ohio, remonstrating against the Wilson bill, 
and urging that justice be done to worthy veterans—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ICK: Protest of J. S. Kesler and 74 other citi- 
zens of Brush Creek, Highland County, Ohio, against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of 81 of the employésof the Ottagua- 
chee Woolen Company, North Hartland, Vt., against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of th» officers of the Historical So- 
ciety Drury College, ag, ona Mo., to have all books and pub- 
„ on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HIT T: Petition of 11,000 Good Templars of IIlinois, 
by Uriah Coff, G. C. T., and R. J. Haylett, C. S., Rockford, III., 
for national commission of a ye on alcoholic liquor traffic—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Lanark Manufacturing Company, of Lanark, 
III., in favor of l-eent letter postage—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Memorial of the trustees of 
me. alana of Mississippi—to the Committee on the Public 

8. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 51 glass-workers 
of Olean, N. V., against the Wilson bill—to. the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Resolution of National Council of Cherokee 
Nation asking Congress for an investigation of allotments of 
Cherokee Strip—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. MCCALL: Protest of Franklin Phillips, of E. and F. 
King & Co., Boston, Mass., against the placing of an ad valorem 
duty of 20 per cent on sulphate of alumina and alums—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of H. J. Bishner 
and other citizens of Wells, Minn., against the Wilson tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of citizens of Murray, Minn., against the reduc- 
tion of duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition from Nebraska for reduction of 
letter postage to 1- cent—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolution of the Gloucester Board of 
Trade for an st be ala in order to complete Harbor of Refuge 
120 ie Ann, ssachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbers. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of John S. Black, M. D. Martin, and 
100 others, Indian Bay sufferers, praying for relief, with Ax- 
hibits A, B. C, and D—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEIL: Remonstrance of the Merchant Tailors’ Ex- 
change, against the duties on ready-made clothing in the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition ef Central Labor Union of Boston, in favor of 
o ang cra ing at Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on 

ava. . 

By Mr. PASCHAL (by request): Petition of 64 citizens of San 
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Saba County, Tex., asking that the present tariff on wool be re- 
tained—t) the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of 43 residents of Palmyra and 1 of 
Macedon, N. Y., against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

so, memorial of raisin-growers of California, against the re- 
duction of duty on raisins—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of 20 residents of Wayne County, against the 
Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 50 manufacturers of clothing, against ad va- 
lorem rates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Subordinate Association, No. 1, New York; 
of the Lithographers’ International Protective and Insurance 
Company of the United States and Canada, asking favorable 
consideration of Miscellaneous Document No. 43—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of manufacturers and importers of marble in 
New York and vicinity, that the tariff on marble in block and 
sawed slab and in manufactured state be now retained—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. n 

Also, petition of 136 employés of Auburn Woolen Company, of 
Auburn, N. V., against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 43 members of Williamson Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of 119 wool-growers of Ontario County, N. Y., 
protesting against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, transcript of petition of New York importers and mer- 
chants, praying for a specific duty on sardines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. W. Tuttle & Co., of Auburn, N.Y., iron 
manufacturers, against the passage of the Wilson bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of workers of Newark and Kearny, N. J., in 
Clark’s spool-cotton factory, against the passage of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of drug millers of New York, 2 City, 
Philadelphia, Chicago, Fond du Lac, Wis., and Peoria, III., for a 
substitute for section 468 of the free list to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

so, petition of farmers of South Butler, Wayne County, N. 
Y., against reduction of duty on tobacco—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of 27 cigar-makers of Auburn, N. V., 1 re- 
2 of duty on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of 56 farmers of Conquest, N. Y., against reduc- 
tion of duty on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition and resolution of 6,000 wage workers of Amster- 
dam, N. Y., against the e of the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 


Also, petition of Jacob Ludy and others, manufacturers of 
cigars, of Lyons, N. Y., for orm rate of 35 cents on all un- 
stemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. O. Frye and others, miners of Missouri and 
Kansas, against putting ores on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 200 employés of Brokaw Bros., manu- 
facturers of clothing, of New York City, against the Wilson 
bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles Lane and Herbert Lane, manufactur- 
ers of cigars, of Starkey, N. Y., for a uniform rate of 35 cents on 
all unstemmed leaf to —to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

Also, peneca of 72 residents of Clifton, N. Y., against the pas- 
sage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 


Sans. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of A. A. Frank and 7 others, citi- 
zens of Ovid, S. Dak., as that the tariff be not reduced on 
wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of H. G. Riemenschmid and others, of 
Peoria, III., praying for a uniform rate of duty of 35 cents on all 
unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RITCHIE (by request): Petition of the Libbey Glass 
Compay and employés, of Toledo, Ohio, against reduction of 

on cut glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Union No.81, A. F. G. W. U., of Toledo, Ohio, 
sp reduction of duty on flint glass—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of 168 citizens 
of Spring City, Pa., protesting against any change in the tariff 
on window glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protest of 109 citizens of 


Putnam, Conn., against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSK: Two petitions of shipowners, masters, marin- 
ers, and merchants, asking for a light-house at Point No Point 
and a gas buoy at Smith’s Point, Va. to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial from R. J. Tyack and 157 
others, citizens of Wakefield, Mich., protesting st removal 
ol duty on iron ore, and declaring that such action must bring 
destitution to a large proportion of people in that section, among 
whom there is already great suffering owing to the uncertainty 
as to the action of Congress respecting iron ore—to the Commit- 
tee on wer and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of R. C. Harmon, D. L. Brown, 
L. M. Webster, B. L. Brown, C. M. Wilkinson, Charles Odell, 
George B. Haight, and 50 others, farmers and laborers, of Trow- 
bridge, Alle County, Mich., asking for the defeat of the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Resolution of Cigar-Makers 
Local Union, No. 173, Zanesville, Ohio, protesting against any 
increase in the internal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Johnson & Son and 22 
others, of Springfield, Ohio, asking a uniform duty of 35 cents on 
5 unstemmed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
EDWARD O. WOLCOTT, a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 
he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the President pro tempore was announced to 
the following enrolled bills; which had previously been signed 
by the S er of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 156) for the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4340) to amend section 407 of the Revised Stat- 
utes so as to require ne Prze receipts for deposits of postmas- 
ters to be sent to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office 
Department. 


RESIGNATION OF SENATOR WALTHALL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, with very serious 
regret, lays before the Senate a letter, which the Secretary will 


The Secretary read as follows: 


SENATE CHAMBER, Washington, January 18. 1894. 


Sin: I respectfully advise you that I have forwarded to the Governor of 
Mississippi my ri tion of the office of Senator in the Co s of the 
United States, to take effect on the 2th day of the present mon 
Your obedient servant, 

E. C. WALTHALL. 


Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 
Vice-President of the United States. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be placed on 
the files of the Senate. 


AGREEMENT WITH YANKTON SIOUX INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 

reement made by the commission appointed to treat with the 

ankton tribe of Dakota or Sioux Indians and other papers; 
which, on motion of Mr. PETTIGREW, was, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the president of the Brightwood Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; which, with the 5 papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT tempore presented a 8 of sundry 
citizens of Hamblen County, Tenn., praying or the enactment 
of legislation placing Mrs. Eliza Baker, of Tennessee, on the pen- 
sion rolls; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry farmers of Sevier 
County, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


- was referred the bill (S. 812) for the relief of 


1894, 
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He also presented 6 petitions of members of the All-Tobacco 
Cigarette Manufacturers’ Association of the United States, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation for a se te classification 
and distinction between the paper cigarette and the all- tobacco 
cigarette; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 45 citizens of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, soldiers of the late war, praying for an investigation 
of the Pension Bureau; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of 341 citizens of Cleveland, of 
27 citizens of Columbus, of 22 citizens of Washington, of 88 citi- 
zens of Youngstown, of 57 citizens of Troy, of 117 citizens of 
Cincinnati, of sundry citizens of Medina, of 118 citizens of 
Findlay, of sundry citizens of Colebrook, of sundry citizens of 
Ashtabula, of 97 citizens of McArthur, of 32 citizens of Cuya- 
hoga Falls, of 25 citizens of Logan Falls, of 88 citizens of Ash- 
land, County, and of sundry citizens of Morrow County, all in 
the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of sundry cigar manu- 
facturers of Independence, Kans., praying for the imposition of 
a uniform duty of 35 per centon unstemmed leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 
120, of Lynn, „praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a memorial of miners and em- 

loyés of the Pulaski Iron Company, of Eckman, W. Va., signed 
ty C. F. Keener and 69 others, remonstrating against placing 
coal and pig iron on the free list; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar manufacturers 
of Wheeling, W. Va., remonstrating against an increase of the 
revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ? 

He also presented memorials of coal operators of the Poca- 
hontas mall fields of Virginia and West Virginia, remonstrating 
against the removal of the present duty on bituminous coal; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial adopted at a public meeting of 
the citizens, operators, and miners of the Wells Branch Coal 
Company, of Wayne County, W. Va., remonstrating against the 
removal of the present duties on coal and coke; which was re- 
ferred to the ce Committee. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union of Colorado, praying for the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; the coinage of 
the seigniorage of silver now in the Treasury, and remonstrat- 
ing against the issuance of bonds, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry wool-growers of Las 
Animas County, Colo., remonstrating against the e of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. CAREY presented petitions of Gottlieb Hansing, of Wells, 
Minn., and of ry Hanson and 3 other c manufacturers, of 
Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for the imposition of a uniform duty 
of 35 per cent on unstemmed leaf tobacco; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry wool-growers of Na- 
trona, Carbon, and Sweetwater Counties, and of sundry business 
men of Rock Beringe ana Rawlins, all in the State of Wyoming, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the McKinley tariff law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of wool-growers of Converse 
County, Wyo., remonstrating against the repeal of the McKin- 
3 law; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

also 8 a petition of Gen. Winfield Scott Garrison, 
No. 68, of Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to amend the act of February 14, 1885, relative to 
the retirement of enlisted men of the United States Army and 
Marisa Corps; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
J rs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of employés of the Dillon 
Glass Company and Fairmount Glass Works, of Fairmount, Ind., 
remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on green and flint 
glass bottles, as proposed by the Wilson tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
illiam R. Stein- 
metz, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred a memorial of the Anaheim Coiperative 
Beet Sugar Company, of Anaheim, Orange County, Cal., remon- 
strating against the repeal of the sugar-bounty law, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.198) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to settle the claims of the legal repre- 
sentatives of S. W. Marston, late United State Indian agent at 
Union Agency, Ind. T., for services and expenses, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1424) to amend section 8 of An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Calumet River,” 
approved March 1, 1893, reported it with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1457) to repeal part of sec- 
tion 3 of an act entitled An act to provide for the resumption 
of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, and for other 
e which was twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 1458) granting to the 
Duluth and Winni 8 Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and W ite Earth Indian Reservations in the State 
of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. PLATT in the chair). By request of the 
Young Men's Christian Association I introduce a bill, and after 
a second reading I desire that the bill and accompanying pens 
tion ba referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1459) to exempt the property of the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation, 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1460) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish the Smithsonian Institution for the 
increase and diffusion of knowledge among men;” which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
J naiulat: ; 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1461) granting an honora- 
ble discharge to Drury Shrewsbury; which was twice read by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ISSUE AND SALE OF BONDS. 
Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 


and go over under the rule. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, on the 17th day of January, 1894, the Secretary of the Treasury 
did prepare and publish the following notice: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 17, 1894. 

“By virtue of the authority contained in the act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the resumption of specie payments,’ approved January 14, 1875, the 
Secretary of the Treasury hereby offers for public subscription an issue of 
bonds of the United States to the amount of $50,000,000, in either registered 
or coupon form, indenominations of S and upwards, redeemable in coin at 
the oe of the Government after ten years from the date of their issue, 
and bearing interest, payable quarterly in coin, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum. $ 

Proposals for the whole or any part of these bonds will be received atthe 
Treasury Department, office of the Secretary, until 12 o'clock, noon, on the 
Ist day of February, 1894. Proposals should state the amount of bonds de- 
sired, whether registered or coupon, and the premium which the subscriber 
proposes to pay, the place where itis desired that the bonds shall be delivered, 
and the office, whether that of the Treasurer of the United States or an As- 
sistant Treasurer of the United States, where it will be most convenient for 
the subscriber to deposit the amount of his mint ps aar, Failure to spec- 
ify the above particulars may cause the proposal to be rejected. 

“As soon as practicable, after the ist day of February, 1894, the allotment 
of bonds will be made to the highest bidders therefor, but no proposal will 
be considered at a lower price than 117.223, which is the equivalent of aSper 
cent bond at par, and the right to reject any and all proposals is hereby ex- 
pny reserved. Incase the bids entitled to allotment exceed the bonds to 

issued, they will be allotted pro rata. 

Notices of the date of delivery of the bonds will be sent to the subscribers 
to whom allotments are made as soon as practicable. and within ten days 
from the date of such notice subscriptions must be paid in United States go 
coin to the Treasurer or such assistant treasurer of the United States as the 
subscriber has designated, and if not so the protoss may be rejected. 

The bonds will be dated February 1, 1894, and when payment is made there- 
for, as above, accrued interest on both principal and premium from Febru- 
ary 1, 1894. to date of payment, at the rate of interest realized to the sub- 
scriber on his investment, will be added. 

“All proposals should be addresssd to the Secretary of the Treasury, Wash- 
ington, D. O., and should be distinctly marked Proposals for subscriptions 


per cent bonds.’ 
“J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary." 


And whereas there is nothing in said notice to show that there is imme- 
diate or prospective need for the sale of bonds to accomplish the object 
sought by Congress in the enactment of the resumption law of January 14, 


1875; and 
Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has no authority to issue and sell 
bonds for any other purpose than that set out in said resumptionact: There- 


fore 
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Be it resolved by the Senate, That, in the opinion of this body, the Secretary 
of the Treasury has no lawful authority for issuing and selling bonds as 
proposed in tue notice aforesaid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
Senator from Kansas, who introduced the resolution, asks that 
it may lie over until to-morrow under the rule. 
es r. HARRIS. IL suggest that the resolution be printed and 

over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie over 
and be printed, if there be no objection. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask that it be printed 
and lie on the table. I give notice that on Thursday of next 
weer I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate fo be heard upon 
the resolution. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate of the United States the 
Secrstary of the Treasury is not clothed under existing laws with any legal 
authority to issue and sell the bonds or other interest-bearing obligations 


of the Government, and any such bonds or obligations thus issued would be 
null and yoid. 


SETTLERS ON INDIAN LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I present a letter from the Commis- 
sioner on Indian Affairs to the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to accompany the bill (S. 131) making an appro- 
prin tion to pay the damages resulting to the persons who went 
upon the Crow Creek and Winnebago Indian Reservation, in 
the State of South Dakota, between the 17th day of February 
and the 27th day of April, 1885. I move that the letter be 
printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

` THE RUSSIAN THISTLE, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present from the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry a communication from the Secretary of 
Agriculture in response to a letter from the chairman of the 
committee requesting the opinion of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture on the bill S. 1237) providing for the destruction and ex- 
termination of the noxious plant or weed known as “saltwort,” 
or Russian thistle,” or ‘ cactus.” I move that the communi- 
cation be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no other resolu- 
tions the morning business has closed, and the Calendar is in 
order. 

Mr. CALL. There wasa resolution under consideration by 
the Senate yesterday morning, and which went over until this 
morning. I ask that it may be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the 
Senator from Florida that according to the rules the resolution 
has been placed on the Calendar, 

Mr. C I understood that it was laid over with the ex- 
press understanding that it would come up to-day. That was 
the request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and 
also of the Senator from Maryland 2 GORMAN]. 

The PRESID NG OFFICER. The Chair is informed that al- 
though that suggestion or request was made by a Senator, there 
was no order of the Senate made, and consequently the resolu- 
tion has been placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator from Florida can move to take 
up the resolution. 

Mr.CALL. I move, then, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Florida asks, 
in accordance with what he supposed was the consent of the 
Senate, that the resolution which went over goera be now 
considered. The Chair hears no objection. Does the Senator 
desire to have the resolution read? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on 
the 16th instant, as follows: > 

Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be re- 
quired to examine into the condition of the civil service of the United 
States and the expediency of its retention or increase, and to report to the 
Senate by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the consideration of the resolution, and 
a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator from Florida yester- 
day morning to move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. I think there ought to be 
an amendment to the resolution, and if he is going to ask for its 
adoption I should like to have it go over until to-morrow morn- 


ing, with a view of offering an amendment. I understood that 
it Lard to go to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment, 

Mr. CALL. If there is any 1 desire that the resolu- 
tion shall go to the committee I have no objection toa reference, 
but it simply directs the committee to make an inquiry. If the 
Senator from Arkansas wishes to move an amendment to it Task 
unanimous consent that it be allowed to go over, to be taken up 
to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution shall go over and be taken 
up to-morrow morning. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 


METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. VILAS. Task the consent of the Senate for the considera- 
tion, out of its order, of the bill (H. R. 4610) to improve the 
methods of accounting in the Post-Office Department, and for 
other purposes, 

This is the second one of the two bills which were brought 
into Congress by the joint commission appointed under the act 
for the examination of the methods of business in the Depart- 
ment. As I presume will be in the remembrance of every Sena- 
tor, this bill was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads for its examination, and in a pretty full meeting of 
the committee it was examined and unanimously reported back 
favorably with one amendment to correct a mistake in a single 
particular. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads was, in section 4, line 5, after the word shall,“ 
to strike out immediately after the close of the present fiscal 
year,” and insert as soon as practicable after this act takes 
effect; ” so as to read: 
ae 4. That section 5 of said act of March 3, 1883, be amended to read as 

That the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-OfMice Department shall, 


as soon as practicable after this act takes effect, transmit to the Postmaster- 


General a statement of the aggregate amount of domestic money orders and 


postal notes which shall have remained um for a period of one year or 
more from the last day of the month of issue.” 

The amendment was ed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL BANK INTERESTS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first business on the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII will be stated. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. STEWART 
September 11, 1893, providing for a committee to inquire if any 
Senator is or has been a stockholder of or directly or indirectly 
interested in any national bank. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that resolution lie over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over. Shall it go over under Rule IX? 

Mr. STEWART. We are under Rule VIII now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is now acting 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. STEWART, Let the resolution go over under Rule IX. 
There will be more time for its consideration under that rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be placed 
under Rule IX. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN,. 


Mr. TELLER, Do J understand that this call of the Calen- 
dar is under Rule VIII? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution which has been 
laid before the Senate is the first case on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe Senate bill 341 was passed over in 
my absence. I do not know but that it may be considered under 
the five-minute rule, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration at this time of Sen- 
ate bill 341, which is upon the Calendar under Rule IX. The 
Chair is advised that when that bill was passed over the Senate 
was considering bills under Rule IX, but thatit was passed with- 
out prejudice. Perhaps properly it should be laid before the 
Senate at this time. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Pri- 
vate Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other pur- 
poses, 


1894. 
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Mr. MORRILL. I hope that bill will not be taken up to-day. 
A bill of such importance, I think, ought to have a day fixed for 
its consideration of which previous notice should be given. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator objects, of course the bill can 
not be taken up under this rule. < 

Mr. MO I should not like to have the bill taken up 


to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the bill should be placed among the Calender of cases under 
Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Colorado can give 
notice that he will call the bill up on a certain day. j 

Mr. TELLER. I give notice that on the next legislative day 
immediately after the disposal of the routine morning business, 
I shall move to take np she bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope not, for there are some questions of 
importance coming up on the next legislative day which will 
undoabtedly occupy considerable time; for instance, the elec- 
tions bi 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that 
the bill to which I have referred willnotinterfere with the elec- 
tions bill. I give notice that I shall move to take up the bill on 
the first legislative day after to-day. Of course, if there should 
be any objection to proceeding with it at that time, that ques- 
tion can then be considered. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the meantime the bill will 
be placed among the cases under Rule VIII on the Calendar. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CONTRACTS FOR DEPARTMENTAL SUPPLIES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion at this time of the bill (H. R. 4292) to amend section 3709 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to contractsfor supplies in the De- 
partments in Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill merely affects the method of ad- 
vertising for bids in obtaining supplies for the Departments. It 

uires that all advertisements for supplies shall be on one day 
and that all the bids shall be opened on that day, and then leaves 
the method just as it is now. Itaffects the e: g law only as 
far as that is concerned. There having been some doubt in re- 
d to the exact language of the bill as it came from the other 
ouse, I have prepared a substitute which confines the opera- 
tion of the bill to advertising and receiving the bids on one day 
so that there may be uniformity in the prices paid by the differ- 
ent Departments for the same articles. We except from its 
operation the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and the Public 
Printing Office, as it is not considered that they ought to be 
brought under the bill. They have so many different kinds of 
things to purchase that it ht be injurious to them. I ask 
that the amendment, to strike out all after a certain part and 
insert what I send to the desk, may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word following“ in line 4, and to insert: 

And the advertisement for such proposals shall be made by all the Execn- 
tive De ents. including the Department of Labor, the United States Fish 
Co: on, the Interstate Commerce Commission, the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, the Government Printing Office, the government of the District of 
Columbia, and the Superintendent of the State, War, and Navy building 
except for paper and materials for use of the Government Printing Office 
and materials used in the work of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
which shall continue to be advertised for and purchased as now provided by 
law, on the same days, and shall each te 2 o’cleck post meridian of 
such days forthe opening of allsuch Lodge in each Department and other 
Government establishments in the city of Washington; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall designate the day or os ineach year for the agree | 
of such proposals and give due notice thereof to the other Departments 
Government establishments. 

Such proposals shall be opened in the usual way and schedules thereof 
dul peopared. and together with the statement of the proposed action of 
eac partment and Government establishment thereon, shall be submit- 
ted toa board of three officers, consisting o thechief clerks of the Treasury. 
Interior, and Post-Ofice Departments, or such other official representative of 
each of said Departments as the head thereof shall designate, at a meeting 
to be called by the official of the Treasury Department, who shall be chair- 
man thereof, and said board shall carefully examine and compare all the 
pres so submitted and recommend the acceptance or rejection of an 
or all of said proposals. And it anꝝ or all ot such proposals shall be rejected, 
advertisements for proposals shallagain be invited and proceeded with in 
the same manner. 


So as to make the bill read: 
That section 8709 of the Revised Statutes is amended by adding thereto the 


9 
“And the advertisement for such proposals shall be made,” etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest a modification of the 
amendment by striking out the words chief clerks of the 


Treasury, Interior, and Post-Office Departments ” and inserting 
“ assistant secretaries” instead. That will give greater respon- 
sibility to the board. I will also strike out the words or such 
other official representative of each of said Departments as the 
head thereof shall designate.” That will confine it to assistant 
secretaries, and will give more responsibility than the other 
method. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment so 
as to make the latter part of it read: : 

Such proposals shall be opened in the usual way and schedules thereof d 
33 and together with the statement of the proposed action of 

partment and Governmentestablishmentthereon, shall besubmitted to a 

board of three officers, consisting of the Assistant Secretaries of the Treas- 

Interior, and Post-Offics Departments, ata meeting to be called by the 
oficial of the Treasury Department, who shall be chairman thereof, eto. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let it read, Assistant Secretaries of the 
Treasury and Interior Departments, and the First Assistant 
Postmaster General.” In the Post-Office Department there is 
no assistant secretary. There might be some contention as to 
whether he was an assistant secretary. It will then read: 

Shall be submitted to a board of three officers consisting of the Assistant 
Secretaries of the Tre and Interior ig mtn and the First As- 
sistant Postmaster-Gen: of the Post-OfMice Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri as modi- 


fied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was repor to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 339) to authorize the Chattanooga Western Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee River, near 
Chattanooga. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the printing 
of 8,000 copies of the Thirteenth Annual Report of the Director 
of the Bureau of Ethnology. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the print- 
ing of 10,000 extra copies of the Report of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution for the year ending June 30, 1893. 

The psi e also announced that the House had passed the 
anomia bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H. R. 3195) granting a pension to Lovica Hall, a widow 
of a soldier of the war of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. 4449) fixing the limit of indebtedness which may 
be incurred by Salt Lake City. 


STATUE OF MAJ. GEN. JOHN STARK, 


Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago I asked unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the bill (S. 15) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark, in the city of Man- 
chester, N. H. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] ob- 
jected to its consideration, but he has since assured me he will 
content himself with voting against the bill, and will not object 
to its being considered. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be considered now. 

By ous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Library with an amendment, in sec- 
tion 1, line 3, before the word thousand,” to strike out k fifty” 
and insert forty,” so as to read: ö 


That the sum of 810.000, or so much thereof as may be neces: 


sary, be, and is 
here 


, apprepriated, out ot any money in the Treasury not otherwise a 
pro ted, for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John S 
within the limits of the city of Manchester, N. H., and for the pro 

aration, grading, and inclosing of the lot and foundation u u which sald 
statue shall be erected, which sum shall be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, or such officer as he may designate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not like to do anything 
unpleasant to the Senator from New Hampshire nor to the peo- 
ple of the good State of New Hampshire, but I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to this proposed departure from the general 
practice of the Government, which is to confineits ornaments of 
statuary etc., to the city of Washington. TheDistrict of Colum- 
bia is the only ground in the United States which is subject to 
the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress. It may be that inits his- 
tory heretofore the United States has provided ornaments and 
monuments for different cities of the Union, but if so I think 


976 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 18, 


the cases have been very rare. Perhaps the Senator from New 
Hampshire may tell us of some cases where it has been done. - 

There is no man whose character is more interesting than that 
of Gen. Stark. He was one of the bravest and best soldiers of 
the Revolutionary period. He was a man of remarkable vigor 
and probably his name is among the cherished names of all who 
love Revolutionary history. 

I should certainly be very Sap to see a monument of Gen. 
Stark, either in the Capitol at Washington or in one of the parks 
about Washington, but I very much doubt the expediency of em- 
barking in the execution of works of this kind to be placed in 
different cities of the Union. New York, Philadelphia, and all 
the great cities may call npon the Congress of the United States 
to immortalize in marble the heroes and patriots of the different 
States. Ohio would be very glad indeed to indicate worthy 
names for eee monuments to be erected at the capitol at 
N ut if we enter upon that course there be no 
end to it. 

Mr. HOAR. May Lask my honorable friend a question? Lask 
him whether he does not think it would be wise for the national 
authority to erect at Marietta, in the State of Ohio, a monument 
in commemoration of the founders of that State? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think if an appeal were made to the Leg- 
islature of Ohio they would be very willing to order it. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought my honorable friend introduced a bill 
to have it done by Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It may be that I introduced a bill of that 
kind; but so far as I now recall I think such a bill was never 

d. Asa matter of course no event in our history is more 
portant than the early settlement of the Northwest at Mari- 
etta, mainly by the people of Massachusetts. It is an event that 
ought to be commemorated and it was recently commemorated 
in a most striking and graphic manner. There were two anni- 
versary celebrations. ing as to the day which ought 
to be celebrated the propie held two magnificent anniversary 
festivals, I may say, in which the Senator from Massachusetts 
and myself and others participated and made hes. 

But it seems to me that we ought not to extend the building, 
by the Government of the United States, of monuments in mem- 
ory of persons of distinction, whose death perhaps came before 
the framing of the Constitution of the United States. I only 
speak of this as a warning, because if we embark upon the move- 
ment as a matter of course there will be no end to it. There 
were events and men in the history of our country before the 
Constitution was formed, and in every State in the Union since 
it was formed, which ought to be commemorated by marble and 
by story and by song, but it seems to me it ought to be left te 
the States to do these things. Although I am not much ofa 
State-rights man and believe in the strong powers of the Gen- 
eral Government, I hesitate to enter upon the adornment of the 
capitals of the different States of the Union by monuments such 
as the one now pro to be erected. 

Mr. GALLIN . Mr. President, I am, I confess, somewhat 
surprised at the objection the Senator from Ohio has urged 

t the bill. A similar bill ca g a larger appropriation 
has passed the Senate twice, and, if I mistake not, three times. 

Iam not prepared to-day nor would it be wise to enter into a 
discussion of the great achievements of Maj. Gen. John Stark. 
New Hampshire has not been unmindful of what that t man 
did at Bunker Hill, at Bennington, and at Trenton to establish 
our Government. I think there are very few citizens of the 
Republic who are unmindful of his valor, his eee and 
his wonderful career as a soldier of the Revolution. 

My State has erected a statue of Maj. Gen. Stark in the ps 
of the State house at the capital. The last Legislature of my 
State passed an r to place a statue of Maj. Gen. 
Stark in Statuary Hall at Washington. In the ay Re Man- 
chester, where lie his remains and the remains of his illustrious 
father, who came over from Scotland in the early days of this 
country, a rude monument marks the spot. The city desires to 
give a proper plot of ground if the Government—which owes so 
much to this man, in my judgment, . more than to any 
other one citizen of this great country— will appropriate a small 
sum of money to erect a monument in commemoration of his 
grand deeds. 

I do not know how many precedents there are for the action 
which is now asked of the Congress of the United States. I 
have not looked up that matter. My attention has not before 
been called to it, but I think there are precedents. However, 
whether there are precedents or not, it seems to me it will do 
no harm for the Congress of the United States, remembering 
the great achievements of this illustrious soldier, to establish a 

recedent. I am reminded by the dis hed Senator from 
assachusetts [Mr. HOAR] that Congress contributed a statue 
at Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts. So there is at least 
one precedent for the action that is proposed at the present time. 
‘When the State of New Hampshire sends a statue of Maj. 


Gen. Stark to be placed in Statuary Hall, doubtless my colleague 
and myself will ask the indulgence of the Senate to tale a little 
while, more ially to the younger generation, about what 
this great soldier did to establish our Republic. It is not neces- 
sary for us to do so to the Senate, because I presume every Sen- 
ator from the South as well as the North knows what Gen. Stark 
did for his pecai 

I hope there will be no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, and that it may be d. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is true a similar bill has 
passed the Senate once or twice. It has always been over 
my opposition. I am opposed, as the Senator from Ohio well 
says, to the policy of the National Government engaging in the 
erection of monuments in the various States and! ties of the 
Union. Everybody admits the patriotism and distinguished 
services of the great man in whose honor this monument is pro- 
pre to be erected. So far as the amount of money is concerned, 
t is no equivalent for his patriotism and his services. If we were 
to exhaust our T a thousand times we could not make a 
full equivalent compensation for the patriotism and services of 
our Revolutionary sires. It is useless for us to undertake now to 
make in dollars and cents an equivalent for their services and 
their patriotism and their sacrifices. Those things can not be 
paid for, either in dollars and cents or in monuments erected by 
the national or State governments. 

Mr. President, at this particular juncture in our financial con- 
dition and financial history not one solitary appropriation ought 
to be made which is not absolutely necessary for an honest and 
economical administration of the living Government, the active 
Government, the Government of the people to-day. It is no 
time to be indulging in appropriations in recognition of services 
performed a hundred years ago, or at any other time, when at 
the time compensation was supposed to have been made, just as 
has been done all the way along in our history. I am opposed 
to the bill; I am opposed to all similar bills; and I desire to re- 
cord my vote in 1 ition to such measures. 

The PRESID OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on the Library. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 


pass? 
Ca PERE: I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 

e bill. z 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam psired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], and I withhold 
my vote for the present. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. Mc LAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Ir. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], but I am 
at liberty to vote on this question. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. Not knowing how 
he would vote, I must withhold my vote. I should vote yea” 
if he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
pon pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. W ALTHALL]. 

notice that he did not respond to his name on the roll call, and I 
withdraw my vote. f 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the afirmative). It 
is proper I should state that I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but as he reported the bill and 
is in favor of it, I took the liberty of voting. 

Mr. DUBOIS. May I inquire whether a quorum has voted? 
I am at liberty to vote if my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no right to in- 
form a Senator whether a quorum has voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish toannounce my pair with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 13, as follows: 


YEAS—2%, 
Allison, Cullom. e, Hawl 
Call, Daniel, Gallinger, Hoar 
Carey, Dubo Gorman, Morrill, 
Chandler, Faulkner, Hansbrough, Palmer, 
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Perkins, Proctor, Shoup, Teller, 
Pettigrew, Ransom, Stewart, Washburn, 
Platt, Roach, S White, Cal. 

` NAYS—13. 
Bate, Coke, Irby, Vest. 
Berry, Gray, Jones, Ark 
Blackburn, 8. ugh, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—44. 

Aldrich, George, McPherson, y, 
Allen, Gibson, Manderson, mith, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin, Squire, 
Butler, Hale, Mills, Tarpie, 
Caffery, Hi k Mitchell, Oregon Vante, 
Camden, 8 Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. organ, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, yle, urphy, Walthall, 
Da Lindsay, Pasco, White, La, 
Dixon, 22 Peffer, Wilson, 
Dolph, McMillan, Power, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Dubois, 


Eh, 


Bate, Faulkner, Er Roach, 
Berry. Frye, ndsay, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Totes, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gibson, McMillan, Stewart, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Gray, Morgan, Teller, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Ha Palmer, Vilas, 
Coke. Hawley, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hi Platt, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hoar, Proctor, White, Cal. 
Dixon, Hunton, Pugh, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-two Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is 
on the passage of the bill, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I did not have an opportu- 
nity to vote on the bill because of my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], who is not present. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote against it, and in doing so I would violate 
some of the most sincere sentiments of my natura. 

We ought to honor the Revolutionary heroes who have con- 
ferred not only great renown and honor upon the country, but 
who established its liberties. However, we have fallen upon 
such evil times, and the pele of the United States by our legis- 
lation have been deprived of the use of their natural and other 
resources to such an extent that we are actually too poor to 
honor the memory of our ancesters, the 8 and glorious men 
who fought in the Revolutionary war. To build monuments we 
can not afford to borrow money at 5 per cent, and that is what 
we are about to do now upon a very questionable use of the stat- 
utes, for the purpose, I understand, of fortifying the gold re- 
serve in the sury for the benefit of banks and bankers and 
dealers in gold coin and gold bullion. That class of patriotic 
and needy citizens of course must first of all be taken care of, 
and we must be just before we are generoas. Weare told that 
is the philosophy of good morals and good politics. Those men 
seem to have a claim upon the different ra a a r of the 
United States, legislative and executive, which it is impossible 
to resist. We must yield to them in every demand that they 
make; and if we should impoverish ourselves to such an extent 
that we can not consult the better qualities and properties of our 
hearts and minds, of course so be it. 

Tam put in acategory here where Ioan not, in justice to the peo- 
ple of the United States, vote any money out ol its Treasury for any 
other than a work of absolute necessity until the financial situa- 
tion of the country is changed, and until we have realized to the 
last de what I conceive to be the unwisdom of that policy 
which locks up all our resources and ss us to the beggary, I 
will call it, of borrowing money for our daily support rather than 
to have collected out of the people such revenues as are neces- 

for the support of the Government, and putting within their 
ab ity and within their power the opportunity of paying what 
we ask of them. They do not cheerf 3 anything that 
makes for the glory and the honor of the United States. They 
certainly are willing, even at the most extreme sacrifice, to sup- 
ly all the necessities of the Government, even though they may 
considered as extravagant necessities, created by unnecessary 
outlays under acts of Congress. 

But, sir, the people of the United States are not able to stand 
any more burdens. Nomatter how much money there may be in 
the country, no matter though it may be rifted up in the banks 
and poe under lock in their vaults to the amount of hundreds 
of millions of dollars, no matter though the banks in New York 
to-day are richer than the Governmentof the United States and 
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have more money under their control, the people have no oppor- 
tunity to get hold of it. It does notcirculate simply because the 
Government and the banks will not allow it to circulate. The 
resources are here. The crops are made. The world needs 
them. The necessity in fact is imperious for food and raiment 
and the other elemen productions that we so abound in in 
this and all other countries. While wheat in the West is sell- 
ing for 40 cents a bushel or thereabouts.men are going about 
Washington City who have been accustomed to work, able and 
willing to work, almost literally begging their bread. Under 
such circumstances I must wait before I can vote for a bill so 
meritorious even as this is. I must wait until our country gets 
in a condition where we can say tothe people, We are notcast- 
ing burdens upon you un necessarily.“ 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I feel very sensibly the 
force of the remarks made by the Senator from Alabama, but I 
regard this as a very meritorious measure. I have voted fora 
similar bill on several occasions before, and I should be very 
glad to see the appropriation made. 

I am aware of the fact that we are about adopting war meas- 
ures. It is not done because there is any visible enemy in the 
field. The trouble is that our enemy is invisible to the people, 
but it is really a war. It isa war which the money powers are 
waging against industry and production; and we are increasing 
the annual debt to carry on that war to reduce places. The 
great revolution which was inaugurated twenty years ago is 
now being conducted with great vigor. The destruction of one- 
half of the world’s money and the reduction of prices that neces- 
sarily follows are being severely felt. The burdens of the Gov- 
ernment must necessarily increase. 

As the value of money advances the burdens will be continu- 
ally made correspondingly heavier. That we all understand. 
To raise $500,000,000 annually to pay the current expenses is 
double the burden that it would be if we had not destroyed half 
our money. The debt of the people of the United States, the 
lowest estimate of which I believe is about 830, 000,000, 000, is a 
sore burden to bear with the shrinking yolume of currency. 

I am aware of all that; but as we are carrying on a war 
against the industries and adopting war measures for that pur- 
pose, I believe I will not change my vote upon this question. I 
shall still vote for this appropriation, knowing as I do that it is 
adding to the grievous burden, but it is not a feather’s weight 
compared with the heavy hand of oppression which we see in- 
dicated by the publication in this morning's papers. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I only rise to say that I agree 
with the distinction that was made by the senior Senator from 
Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN] in regard to an appropriation for the stat- 
ues of distinguished men and Revolutionary heroes at other 
places than the national capital. I think, when we consider 
the temptation that there will be for unlimited appropriations 
in this regard to be expended in the States, it isa very wise and 
conservative distinction to draw, and that the statues and other 
memorials of the heroes of our heroic age should be placed in 
the national capital. The States have not been derelict in their 
duty in this regard, and they will abundantly take care of the 
name and fame of their heroes in the form of their statehood. 

Apart from the condition of the National Treasury at this 
time, I do not think that even otherwise it would be polic 
to open the door for a practice such as is indicated by the bi 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has in charge. I say 
this with reluctance and regret, because I would be very glad to 
oblige my good friend from New Hampshire in promoting the ob- 
ject which he has at heart for his people. Ido not think, though, 

hat it is wise, or politic, or expedient at this time to appropriate 
money for such a purpose. Gen. Stark’s name and fame are em- 
balmed in the hearts of his countrymen. A statue of him has 
already been erected by the State of New Hampshire, as the 
Senator says, in the State house grounds at the capital of that 
State; he is to be remembered and his memory perpetuated in 
Statuary Hall in this Capitol building; and there seems to be no 
. exigency to provide that he shall not be forgotten, as 

e never will be. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, I voted for an appropriation 
for this purpose at a previous session of Congress, and I h 
to vote for it again. I believe it is a worthy thing for the United 
States to erect statues to our Revolutionary heroes, and in the 
States which gave them to this great country. I voted for this 
appropriation this morning. Upon reflection, at the present time 
I believe it to be my duty to change that vote for the reason sug- 

sted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrmwArRt]. I do not 
Pelle our financial situation is such as that I should be justi- 
fied at this particular — in following the suggestion of my 
own heart and the nation’s patriotic desire to pay this tribute to 
a 5 5 and to a hero who served his country in time of its utmost 
need. 
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Congress has seen fit to curtail the supply of money in this 
country at a time when it was famishing for it. We are in that 
famine, and every part of the land is feeling it, and, as we are 
advised by the Secretary of the Treasury, we have upon us a 
deficit heh. according to his plan, is to be 8 by a re- 
currence to the credit of the country and the issue of bonds. 
Accor to the scheme of taxa which has been pro- 
pounded, it would seem as if this deficit were to become for some 
years at least one of the institutions of our seri to be con- 
tinuously fed by an extension of its credit, by the hoarding up 
of more money in the Treasury, and by a continuance of de- 
pressed financial conditions. 

Ishould not feel warranted in my conscience at such a time 
in adding a feather’s weight to the burdens of an afflicted peo- 
ple. While I have every sympathy with the object of the bill 
and dislike that my name should be put in an adverse vote to- 
ward it, our national 3 and not my will consents. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. resident, perhaps it will be proper, as 
chairman of the Committee on the Library,as I made the report 
to the Senate in favor of the passage of this bill, that I should 
say a word as to why the 1 70 was made. It was because it 
has become a fixed and established policy of this Government to 
build monuments to its distinguished citizens. We have now in 
process of erection monuments to Gen. Logan, Gen. Hancock, 
and perhaps others. Fifty thousand dollars has been appro- 
priated by Congress for the erection of these monuments. 

Mr. GRAY. In this ey 

Mr. MILLS. Not in city, but for building them out of 
the public Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. In this city? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not care where we are building them, we 
are building them out of the public Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. Lonly asked for information. 

Mr. MILLS. It is not a question about the location, if I un- 
derstand the objections e by the Senator from Virginia and 
the Senator from Delaware, but it is as to the condition of the 
public Treasury. 

If we are to begin the business of cutting down appropria- 
tions, I have no objection, if it is the desire of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, to suspend for the present the business of building 
monuments to illustrious citizens who have done so much to es- 
tablish and perpetuate the Government. 

For myself. sir, I am in favor ol building monuments to great 
men. I think they are great school-teachers. They impress 
great lessons upon those who have come after them and those 
who are still to come after them, and I am glad whenever I have 
an opportunity to vote to build these monu nents to perpetuate 
the memory of the illustrious deeds of our ancestors. 

I think that we might in some other part of our expenditures 
do some curtailing more sppropriataiy than to commence with 
Stark and Francis Marion. very first bugle note that I 
have heard sound in this Chamber for retrenchmentand reform 
is to turn our backs upon the memories of two of the most illus- 
trious men who founded this Government. 

In obedience to American sentiment, strong, all-pervading 
among its people, when these measures have been before pre- 
sented to this body they have been passed without a single dis- 
senting voice. The Committee on the Library has reported in 
favor of erecting these monuments to these two illustrious scions 
of our Revolutionary days,and if we are getting so poor that we 
ean not afford to build these monuments, I think we are getting 
in a very pitiable condition. 

Mr. President, we may hear sometime during this session more 
evidences and more appeals for economy, but we shall not hear 
them when great appropriations are asked for, many of which 
are not wanted by the Government. 

I leave to the Senate to pursue its own course in this matter. 
For me, I will not start the knife of economy upon the name of 
Francis Marion or John Stark. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this appropriation is now, I be- 
lieve, proposed to be made 340,000. There are about. seventy 
million people in this country or will be by the time this statue 
is planned and the monument erected. Sothat it is abouta half 
a cent apiece that the people of the United States are asked to 


pay. 

We never have been in the habit of proposing many of these 
things in the same Congress; the Library Committee regulates 
that: and I do not suppose that it is likely that during the com- 
ing two years there will be any others pr except this and 
the South Carolina one. If there should be four of them, it 
wovld be two cents apiece all around. 

I differ with the Senators who think that, even in what we call 
hard times, this country isnot rich and powerful enough and the 
people of the country are not willing to pay a proper tribute of 
respect to their heroes. I think the poorest person in the coun- 
try, animated by an American spirit, would be—I was about to 


say, and I think I could say with truth—the most likely, in spite 
of hardship or want, to favor this kind of appropriation. 

I differ also with Senators who think that these monuments 
ought to be put at the national cupital. I think they ought to 
be put at the places where the men were born, where they died 
and perfomed their heroic actions. The whole country in New 
England is full of the memories and traditions of John Stark, 
and the whole country in South Carolinais full of the traditions 
and memories of Marion and Sumter. 

Mr. President, these monuments educate the child who never 
is educated from books. They educate the child before the ed- 
ucation of books begins. 

The military spirit of the French people, the military and 
naval spirit of the English people, has been educated and trained 
and has grown because the French or the English child finds in 
every market place, in every public square of a great city, mon- 
uments to the men who have done their good fighting. Over 
every public square in an important city you will find towering 
the monument to Nelson or to Wellington or to Rodney. Isup- 
pose not 25 per cent of the French people even to-day are able 
to read and write. Itis these monuments to Bonaparte in the 
Place Vendome, to the great marshals who accompanied him, 
to Lannes and to Ney, which educate in the French people the 
trait which responded to the great refrain: 


Sons of France, awake to glory! 


I want to see these things done at national cost, by national 
gratitude, and by the national power. It is not because the 
State of New Hampshire wants to save thirty or forty thousand 
dollars that her Senators pro that this tribute to the great 
New England soldier should paid; it is because she desires 
there should come to him and to those who prize his fame the 
great honor and satisfaction of an expression of national grati- 
tude. The monument when built by Congress is worth tenfold 
what it would be if built by any State, however respectable. 

Where should the soldier rest but where he fell? Where 
should the monument to the soldier be built, but where he fell? 
Ido not think there is ever any danger that we shall get too 
many. . 

I want to see a monument built by national gratitude to Marion 
and to Sumter. I want to see the great deed of George Rogers 
Clarke commemorated in the town of Lexington, where his dust 
sleeps. I want to see the great civic service of James Madison 
commemorated by national gratitude either at the national ca 
ital or in the State of Virginia. The State of the honorable 
Senator who has just spoken is so rich in heroes, that even in 
that magnificent work of art at the capitol in Richmond, where 
the statues of six great men surround that of Washington, there 
was no room for James Madison. I wish and T hope the Sena- 
tors from Virginia will ask us before long to supply that need at 
the national cost. 

George Rogers Clarke, having a little handful of men, holding 
a fort in the Northwest, in the forest, had the only milita 
force in the great Northwestern domain, except an English 
force of ten times his power, which could, I suppose, have taken 
his little handful of men in an ordinary attack in an hour. He 
did not evacuate the fort and did not wait to be attacked, but he 
moved his own force through the forests and surprised the Brit- 
ish garrison just before daybreak. He captured ten times his 
own number, and the result was that on the principle of uti pos- 
sidetis we held the great Northwest, and our boundary was es- 
tablished where it is, instead of having the Ohio River as the 
northwestern boundary of the Republic. Yet that man sleeps 
beneath the soil of Kentucky in a grave without astone to mark 
it. Mr. President, let a monument be put there, and hundreds 
and hundreds and thousands and thousands of American youths 
will gaze upon it and will learn that story by heart. 

When we passed in the Senate afew years ago a bill forerect- 
ing a monument over George Rogers Clarke, an Englishman, 
the editor of a great New York paper, who undertakes to give 
us instructions in political economy, who is read more, I think, 
by my honorable friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] than by 
anybody else in this body, undertook to laugh and sneer at the 
proposition in the Senate to build a monument to this obscure 
and nameless man, of whom this Englishman had never heard. 

I hope, Mr. President, there never’will be a time, come hard 
times or come prosperous times, when the American Senate 
will not be ready, when asked by the representatives of a great 
State, to perform such an act as this in commemoration of her 
great heroes. 

I said this monument would cost the people of the United 
States ahalf cent apiece. My honorable friend from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson] corrects me and says it is half a mill apiece, the twen- 
tieth part of a cent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Massachusetts has made 
my speech forme. Seventy million mills contributed by the 
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ple of the United States, I believe, would be 870,000; and | 

0,000 would be a contribution of a trifle over half a mill by 
each individual, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I take very great pleasure in vot- 
ing for this bill and in giving the reasons why I vote for it; and 
I take great pleasure in voting for it at this particular time. 

The question presents itself whether or not when business is 
paralyzed and people are out of employment, when there is great 
suffering and want in the country, is the time to stop the neces- 
sary and proper expenditures of the Government, or whether 
it is not wise at sucha period, when the people need employment, 
when suffering is abroad amongst them, to disburse the money 
of the Government and its credit in such a way that these. peo- 
ple will be preserved from the evils of the want of work, of des- 
titution, and of poverty? 

Mr. President, a time of general suffering and want is the pe- 
riod when the Government should do whatever is needful and 
proper and legitimate to do, and should advance the public 
works and expend money in order that the people may have em- 
ployment, not to make ita matter of charity, not to go beyond 
the bounds of constftutional jurisdiction and power, but within 
them to distribute the money and the credit of the Government 
in doing whatever is proper and useful and necessary for the 
general good in the largest manner. 7 

There is no question of the fact that in this country business 
is paralyzed to a large extent; that the ordinary sources of the 
distribution of the products of the country have been in some 
measure checked and restrained. It matters not from what 
cause that may be. We are not here to discuss that question. 
We wish to know whether or not a country of seventy million 
people, of inexhaustible resources, of boundless production. ca- 
pable of furnishing subsistence and comfortto every one of those 
seventy million people, shall at this time have no relief, no as- 
sistance by the supreme legislative power of the Government, 
and when it can be done in strict accordance with constitu- 
tional functions and its legitimate and proper duty. 

Therefore, while I concur in all the suggestions which have 
been made, which address themselves to the patriotic considera- 
tion of this body and of the people of this country in perpetua- 
ting the memory of those men who have been the apostles of 
free government, in bringing them conspicuously before the 
people of this and future generations, I take especial pleasure in 
doing it at this time, because in a small degree it furnishes em- 

loyment to the people who need it to preserve them from suf- 
2 and destitution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILES] 
seems to be under the impression that this bill has heretofore 
passed the Senate without opposition. If the Senator will ex- 
amine the RECORD he will that there wasa very strong con- 
test over it on one or two occasions when it was here pending. 
It has never 8 without opposition. We had a long dis- 
cussion upon it when Mr. BLAIR was one of the Senators from 
New Hampshire, and it has been opposed every timeit has been 
presented. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I stand corrected. I had un- 
derstood that the bill had been passed without opposition. I 
regret very much to hear that there has ever been one word 
of opposition raised in this body to the erection of a monument 
either to Francis Marion or to John Stark. 

History tells us that the battle of Bennington, which we won 
by the splendor of Stark’s genius and his indomitable courage, 
was the cause of the fall of the British forces at Saratoga; and 
when we remember how much we have inherited of beneficence 
from that one man alone, and also from Marion, I am unwilling 
at this late day to interpose any objection to erecting a pile of 
stones to point our children to, and say that those stones were 
raised to the memory of one of the grandest acts in the history 
of the American Government and one of the grandest acts in 


the history of the world. 

If economy, sir, is to be practiced and if we are to become 
alarmed at the present condition of the Treasury, let us practice 
it somewhere else. I agree thoroughly in all that my friend 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] has just said. In a time of great dis- 
tress, when labor is thrown out of employment, when the streets 
and highways are filled with idle men, unwillingly idle, that is 
the time of all others when the Government ought to be liberal 
in its expenditure in employing the labor of the country and pre- 
venting it from starvation. 

While I stand corrected as to the statement made by my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], I still stand firmly for tho pas- 
sage of this bill and for the erection of the proposed monument. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this bill has twice passed the 
Senate. On both occasions L think I not only recorded my vote 
agaist it, but made a few remarks to the Senate in opposition 

t. ; 
I do not believe that it was ever contemplated by the framers 


of the Constitution that the Congress of the United States should 
make appropriations to build statues or monuments in the vari- 
ous States to distinguished men who had performed distin- 
ee services. I believe, if a monument is to be erected in 

ew Hampshire, that New Hampshire ought to pay the bill, 
and not come to the General Government and ask it to appro- 
priate money to build a statue in that State to Gen. Stark. If 
the monument were to be built here in the eity of Washington, 
then there might be some reason for asking such an appropria- 
tion, but there is no reason, in my opinion, why we should ap- 
propriate money to build a statue in the State of New Hamp- 
shire or in any other State. 

I am astonished to hear the remarks of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] that now, because times are hard, 
this Governmentshould be more liberal in appropriating money. 
That is not my theory of the Constitution. My idea is that each 
individual citizen of the United States should look to himself, 
and it is not the purpose of this Government to give work to in- 
dividuals throughout the United States by appropriating money 
which belongs to other people and does not belong to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is 
the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal ail statutes re- 
lating to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRES!DENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
rat ies by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be laid aside informally until the pending 
measure is disposed of. 

Mr.GRAY. Ishall not object to the request of the Senator 
from New Hampshire if we can have a vote now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senate is ready to vote. 

Mr. BERRY. I want two minutes more to complete what I 
wish to rah £ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished ` 
business be informally laid aside in order that the Senate may 
proceed with the consideration of the bill which was under con- 
sideration at the hour of 2o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. BERRY. Ishall not object if the Senator from Delaware 
will consent that I may occupy not more than two minutes to 
conclude what I was about to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and he recognizes the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had thought that the Senator 
from Texas agreed with me that the reason why distress exists 
in this country at this time is because the General Government 
has undertaken to take care of individual citizens and to give 
them vee by reason of legislation enacted. by this Gov- 
ernment. 

I say that I believe the distress which at present exists 
throughout the country is attributable to the fact that this Gov- 
ernment has exerciseda speciesof paternalism and has taken the 
money of the people, which belonged to all the people, and given 
it to individuals throughout the United States, sometimes by di- 
rect appropriation but more especially by tariff laws, intended 
to ae particular individuals and particular classes. ~ 

ese are the reasons why I called for the yeasand nays on 
the passage of the bill, and I hope the Senate may defeat it. 
_Mr.CALL. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to ask 
him aquestion? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly I will. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator this question: Suppose we ad- 
mit the fact that the tariff or any other cause has produced the 

reat want and destitution in the country, does the Senator pre- 

er that the people should starve and die rather than that the 
Government should ni tees its money for legitimate purposes? 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida knows 
that I want no man to starve or die; but he knows as well as I 
know that, according to the theory of our Government, where 
charity is to be given to those who are unable to make a living 
for themselves, who are indigent, it should be given by the 
States and by the counties and not by the General Government. 

I say the whole theory of this Government is that there is no 
power under the Constitution by which we can appropriate 
money for the special benefit of a particular individual. That 
is my theory, and the Senator can not shift the issue by talking 
about people starving. Does he mean to say, if we are going to 
give charity directly to these individuals, that the best way is 
to vote money to build monuments: all over the country? If we 
were going to give money to the people, I would pick out the 
most needy in country and give it to them directly and spe- 
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cifically, if I believed as the Senator from Florida believes, rather 
than undertake to provide for those of a particular locality by 
building monuments. 

Mr. GRAY. If there is going to be any continued debate I 
shall have to renew my objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think we can get a vote on it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 
bill pass? upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MoMILL {when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Ido not know how he would vote on this question if he were 
present, and I therefore refrain from voting. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. j 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLaurrrl. Not 5 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were present I should 
vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, DIXON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], and therefore withhold my vote. 
I understand if he were present he would vote nay;” I should 


vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—22, 

Allison, e, Morrill, Shoup, 
Call, Gal A M A Stewart, 
Carey, Gibson, Perkins, Stock 
Chandler, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Platt, Voorhees, 

vis, Hoar, Proctor, Washburn, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Ransom, White, Cal 
Fau kner, Mills, Roach, Wolcott. 

NAYS—15. 
Bate, Coke, Hunton, Pugh 
Berry, Daniel, Irby, Sherman, 
Cattery, Gray, Jones, Ark, Vest. 
Cockrell, Harris, Kyle, 
NOT VOTING—38. 
Aldrich, George, Manderson, Smith, 
Allen, Gordon, Squire, 
Black burn, 0. Mitchell, Oregon Türpie, 
Brice. Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vance, 
Butler. Morgan, ilas, 
Camden, N Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. White, La. 
Colquitt, 0 Peffer, ilson. 
on, Mc Power, 

Dolph, McPherson, Quay, 

So the bill was passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3195) granting a pension to Lovica Hall, a 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, was read twice by its title, 
- and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4449) fixing the limit of indebtedness which 
may be incurred by Salt e City, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

REPEAL OF ELECTION LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2331) to repeal all statutes relating 
to supervisors of elections and special deputy marshals, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. CHANDLER. 

r. VEST. Mr. President, I favor the repeal of the present 
Federal election law, for the reason that the premises upon 
which itis based are vicious and untenable. This legislation 
is based upon the assumption that the people of the United States 
are better than the people of the States. It is one of the re- 
markable features of political opinion in this country that since 
the civil war the idea fas obtained almost generally that the con- 
trol of the Federal Government is under Federal officials not re- 
sponsible to the people of the States. It is the most remarkable 
assumption that ever entered into public life that when you 
take a citizen of a State and clothe him in a Federal uniform he 
becomes a better, more intelligent, and more patriotic man. 

While the framers of the Constitution in creating the auton- 
omy of the Government recognized Federal and State jurisdic- 
tion, every intelligent citizen knows that the fountain of power, 
both national and State, is in the people. The stream never 
rises higher than the fountain, and to say that a Federal official 
taken from a State becomes better and wiser and more patriotic 
because he draws his salary from the National Government and 
is clothed with national authority is simply to obliterate the fun- 
damental principles of our Government. 

Public sentiment in the United States is at last the tribunal for 
the adjustment and adjudication of all public measures and poli- 


cies. If public sentiment in the Statesis such that certain legis- 
lation can not be enforced, the same difficulty would apply toleg- 
islation coming directly from the National Government. Unless 
legislation, State or national, is supported by public sentiment, 
it becomes a dead letter and can 5 55 enforced. 

It is remarkable that as legislators we seem to have come to 
the conclusion that we can do through national power what we 
can not do through State power. The whole or of this na- 
tional or Federal election law comes from the anomalous cir- 
cumstances that succeeded the war in the Southern States. My 
friend from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] told us frankly yesterday that 
he favored giving suffrage to the negro, and he assigned a pa- 
triotic motive for that belief and that action. Different motives 
prompted public men in favoring that measure. 

I undertake to say to-day that it has been the source of more 
calamity to the people of the United States than any other en- 
actment upon the statute book or in the Constitution. It was 
based npon the idea that the negroes would be able to protect 
themselves, although utterly unprepared for suffrage. It was 
in utter antagonism to the fundamental principle upon which 
this Government is based, that the poopie are intelligent 9 
for self-government. When you admit that the people of the 
United States are not intelligent enough, are not patriotic 
enough to govern their own affairs and to protect their own in- 
terests, you abandon the theory upon which this Government is 
based and declare it an absolute failure. And when you inject 
into the suffrage of this country, as a part of the controlling and 
administrative forces of the Government, suffrage which is dan- 
gerous through ignorance, you weaken to that extent the doc- 
trine upon which the Government must stand or fall. 

When from any motive (and I am not here to assail motives) 
suffrage was given to a race utterly unprepared for it, who had 
been brutalized by slavery farther back than we have any record 
upon the subject, the innocent victims of circumstances over 
which they could possibly have had no control—when that was 
done we weakened just so far the doctrine of intelligent self- 
88 upon Which the institutions of the people of the 

nited States are founded. I have no disposition to go back and 
discuss the question of slavery. I simply state a fact Which every 
intelligent man in the country to-day admits. I hope for a better 
result than came immediately from giving suffrage to the negro 
race, but thèse results must come from moral and intellectual 
powers, aboye legislation and beyond it. 

Mr. President, whenever we admit that coercion either by na- 
tional or State government is necessary to make the poopie pro- 
tect themselves we give up popular institutions in this country. 

This whole legislation is based upon distrust of the people. It 
must be assumed that there is here in Washington and in these 
Halls some mystic, necromantic, and subtle influence that purifies 
the political atmosphere of the country when it emanates from 
this great source of wisdomand purity. It is absolutely believed 
that when we send men clothed with Federal authority amongst 
our constituents an aroma of patriotism is diffused in the imme- 
diate vicinity and throughout the State. Isthatso? Hus ex- 

erience proved it to be so? Public sentiment controls in the 

nited States, and where universal suffrage obtains this must 
always be the case. Public sentiment in the States is day by 
day becoming more averse to Federal jurisdiction, because the 
democratic idea, which never goes backward, is becoming 
stronger in this country. Who can take away ee from any 
human being to whom it is now given? Who can limit suffrage? 
Tt will continue to be extended because the irresistible impulse 
of intellectual thought, of the never-ceasing and never-ending 
desire for more freedom, for the illimitable expansion of the 
right to think and act, forces irresistibly larger freedom in in- 
dividual and political action. 

Suffrage can never be taken away, nor can you stop the dem- 
ocratic impulse (and I use theword ‘‘ democratic” in its largest 
sense) towards larger liberty in every direction, generally and 

ersonally, Public sentiment, I say, is becoming more averse 
Tay by day to Federal jurisdiction, because the officials of the 
Federal courts are not selected by the people. Whence comes 
this clamor now throughout the country for the election of 
United States Senators by the people? It is the irresistible ten- 
dency to a purer and more absolute democracy, if I can use the 
word absolute“ in connection with the term democracy. It is 
the essential belief of the people that public servants should be 
chosen by themselves. When you send amongst them a Federal 
judge appointed by a President by and with the advice of the 

enate and not elected by the ple, it excites the antagonism 
which all of us know exists to-day throughout the country. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Missouri yield for a 
question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Senator whether the same antago- 
nism exists to the appointment of electoral commissions in the 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


981 


Southern States by their governors, who in turn select the elec- 
tion officers, so that the election officers in none of them are se- 
lected by the people at all, but in every instance either by the 
governor or by the Legislature of the State? 

Mr. VEST. Imakenoexception. Take the body of the people 
of the United States,and when these appointments are made 
without consulting them they do not meet with enthusiastic 
popular support. Ido not propose by any partisan question or 
allusion to be drifted away from the general tenor of the re- 
marks I make. Iam simply elaborating briefly the idea that 
the political coercion of the ple from any source without 
their consent to make them better citizens is utterly antago- 
nistic to the spirit of our institutions and the genius of our people. 

A great deal could be said, Mr. President, in regard to the 
disastrous attempts that have been made by the National Gov- 
ernment to re te matters in the Southern States against pub- 
lic sentiment. I am not here to declare that all elections in the 
Southern States have been regular and according to law, and 
without interference that ought not to have existed. Iam not 
here to say that the elections in the large cities are absolutely 

ure and fair and always reflect the wishes of a majority of the 
egal voters in those communities. But Iam here to say that 
we had better— 


Bear those ills we have than fly to others that we know not of— 


and that unless we can rely upon the intelligent patriotism of 
the people to correct these irregularities the case is hopeless, 
and Federal coercion will never correct it. 

The condition in the Southern States to-day is the most pe- 
culiar in all history. I do not propose to go into an irritating 
argument based upon sectional ideas as to what has resulted from 

iving suffrage to the negroes of the South. My friend from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] suggested to us yesterday that he wanted to 
hear something upon this side of the Chamber that he could 
answer. I want him now (and I call his especial attention to it) 
to examine the report in the contested-eleciion case of Hill against 
Catchings, in the House of Representatives, I think for the Fif- 
tieth Congress. He will find in the testimony accompanying 
that report the sworn statements of more than twenty intelli- 
gent Northern men of the highest standing, clergymen, law- 
yers, business men from the New England and other States, who 
went South after the war, many of them officers in the Federal 
Army, who had shown their patriotism by risking life and limb 
upon the battlefield in defense of the Union; and they testified 
without exception that although Republicans who had never 
scratched a ticket, when they went to the State of Mississippi 
and found that negro domination meant absolute destruction of 
rsonal security and personal rights. they were forced by an 
nstinct of self-preservation to act with the Democratic party. 

Mr. FRYE. Will they not find from the same investigation 
that in a district made p ly a negro or colored district, 
with at least twenty or thirty thousand majority of colored 
voters, Mr. CATCHINGS was declared to be elected, having re- 
ceived only three or four thousand votes? 

Mr. VEST. It is very possible; and I can show in Northern 
districts, in Ohio and Indiana and Illinois, and in my own State 
of Missouri, where a large majority of the people did not vote at 
Congressional elections. The Senator assumes that when this 
was done intimidation and fraud caused it; but the same thing 
happens everywhere to some extent. Why is it that in our late 
Presidential election New York cast two hundred and odd thou- 
sand more votes than in the State election recently had? Who 
can account for popular impulses and popular motives, unless he 
is contented from a partisan pedestal to hurl his shafts at the 
opposite party by assuming some partisan reason? 

But I shall not be diverted from my statement by the question 
of my distinguished friend. I ask him to explain to me why it 
is that these Northern men, who still proclaim themselves Re- 
publicans and vote for the Republican electors on the Presiden- 
tial ticket, after they have gone South were forced through an 
instinct of self-preservation to act with the Democratic purty, 
to which they did not belong, to protect, as they say themselves, 
their own persons and their own property? 

In the face of this state of things we are asked to coerce those 
people into ho!ding elections in a certain way. We are asked 
that Federal power shall be invoked, ignoring the doctrine of 
popular sovereignty; because the people who are unfit to elect 
members of Congress are unfit to elect their county and State 
officers. 

If the fountain be once poisoned it poisons all who drink from 
it, whether in the selection of a State officer ora Federal officer. 
There can be but one remedy, if the assumption of Senators on 
the other side be true, and that is to disenfranchise absolutely 
a certain portion of the people of the South in order that the 
others may exercise the right of Arga intelligently and pa- 
triotically; in other words, to vote the Republican ticket. Our 


friends can not explain why it is that the same man ought to be 
permitted to go to the polls and select his governor and the 
State ticket and his county officers, but be denied the privilege 
of voting for a member of Congress except in a specitied way, 
although he is the sime man—corrupt in one instance but en- 
titled to vote by regulating his conduct according to their rules 
in regard to the selection of another officer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to ask him to explain how a voter, such as he describes, in a 
State is obliged now to vote differently for a member of Congress 
than for State officers? 

Mr. VEST. I do not say he is compelled to vote differently, 
but I say that under the present election law you can put Federal 
officials there who will control the election. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator explain how? That is 
what I asked. 

Mr. VEST. I will explain it by a practical illustration. I 
take it that every Senator looks upon this question especially 
from the standpoint of experienc? in his own State. i under- 
stand matters better in regard to the State of Missouri than an 
Senator here possibly can except my colleague. I know wi 
absolute certainty what has occurred in Missouri. 

In 1876 the necessities of the Republican party (and I will 
prove this from the sworn testimony of their own witnesses) de- 
manded that three Congressional districts in Missouri should be 
carried for the Republican ticket. A determined effort was 
agreed upon here in Washington to carry the United States 
House of Representatives for the Republicans. Mr. W. D. W. 
Barnard was the confidential friend of Gen. Grant and the 
chosen instrument of the Administration todo that thing. He 
was the national bank examiner of the State of Missouri, a 

inted by Grant. The United States marshal in tue St. Louis 

istrict was H. W. Lefflngwell, whom I know very well—a real- 
estate man of high character anda very old citizen. Lefling- 
well was an honest man. conservative and patriotic. 

Barnard carried the instruction of Mr. Taft, the Attorney- 
General of the United States, to the Republicans of St. Louis 
that those three districts must be carried for the Republican 
party by the use of the instrumentalities provided in the Fed- 
eralelection law. He carried the instructions of the Attorney- 
General to Leffingwell, the, United States marshal, and they 
both swear to it. Leffingwell said. Why, there is profound 
peace in Missouri: there is no danger of any tumult or riot here 
in the city of St. Louis. The calm is profound politically, so- 
ci:lly, and otherwise.” Barnard said to him, lere are 
your orders. Who made you marshal?” ‘ Well,” said Leffing- 
well, vou bad a good deal to do with it. You are very near 
the President.” ‘ Well, sir,” he said, the man who made can 
unmake: and if you do not carry out these orders I will put you 
out of this office.” I am sorry my friend from Maine has left the 
Chamber, because I wanted him to hear this and have some- 
thing to answer. 

It is amusing to hear the Senator from New Hampshire, who 
does me the honor to listen, say that these supervisors are mere 
lookers on here in Vienna;” that they never interfere; that 
they are mere witnesses, spectators, like gentlemen who visit 
the opera simply for amusement and pleasure. Now, let us see 
whether they were lookers-on in the cases I have mentioned. 

Mr. HUNTON. What is the document? 

Mr. VEST. Iwill read this. It is House Document No. 3491. 
It is hardly necessary for me to remark that the conspiracy was 
carried out and that the three districts were carried for the Re- 
publican party. R. Graham Frost was beaten by a Republican 
named Metcalfe on the return,though he was elected at the polls. 
Frost contested the election, and here is the testimony taken in 
that contest. Itis found in House of Representatives Miscel- 
laneous Document, second session, Forty-fifth Congress, 187778, 
volume 4. page 317. Mr. Barnard was put upon the stand; he 
was asked this question 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator state whatinvestigation 
that was? 

Mr. VEST. It is the contested election case of Frost against 
Metcalfe. Iam about to read the testimony of Mr. Barnard un- 
der oath. He said: 

Q. You had great influence with Gen. Grant 

He was asked— 
about that time, I believe? 

A. That I can not say. Gen. Grant and myself had been acquaintances for 
thirty-odd years. 

Q. And great personal friends? 

A. I think so, sir. 

Q. What did Mr. Lemngwell say to you? 

(Objected to as irrelevant.) 

+ What was the nature of Mr. Lefingwell’s dilemma? 

(Objected to as irrelevant and immaterial to this issue.) 

A. Well, Mr. Lemngwell had been engaged in the real estate business here 
tor years, and a good many of his friends whom he had done business for 


had rather influenced him that Mr. Tilden would be the President, aad if he 
put this law, which he was instructed to— 
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Which he was instructed to— 


in force that he would make enemies and he would get out of office, and 
his business would be injured by it. A committee composed of a number of 
ey prominent Democrats waited on him, and after an interview he prom- 
to give them an answer the nextday. 
Q: What was tue nature of the interview, right there? 
A. In reference to ent the law. 


Q. Were they protesting Sonas ít? 
A. Yes, so I understood. I had a desk in the office, and I had overheard 
the conversation, 
Q. You stated he would give them an answer. 
A. An answer at 11 o'clock. 
Q a said he would give them an answer the next day? 
Q. Did they call the next day? 


es, sir. 

A. They did; a portion of them called and he turned them over to me. 

Q. What took place after the conversation that you had on the first day 
about this protesting committee? 

A. Mr. Le: elland myself lived at Kirkwood, and on the train going 
there that evening he told me that he was ina at deal of trouble, and he 
did not know what todo. During the evening he said he did not know what 
he should do, and I said, “He had got his orders and instructions?! Les.“ 
“Well, you cert will carry them out.“ He did not know. The next morn- 
1 early, he sent for me and told me he was in a good deal of 
trouble did not know what to do. I was somewhat amused at his posi- 
tion, and said to bim after there was quite a conversation, I told him, Lef- 
tapwa have I had anything to do with your appointment as marshal?” 
“Everything; you mave me marshal.” 

Q. He stated to you? 

A. Les. And you have got instructions from the Attorney-General to 
enforce the laws of the United States?“ “Yes.” And you refuse to doit?" 


He hesitated. “Yes,” he said. he did not know what he should do; he never 
was in such a position in his life. “I then was influential in making you 
marshal?” “Yes.” And if you donot execute your orders I will see that 


u are not marshal much — 1 5 The man that makes can unmake.“ 
he said to me, What am I to do?“ Isaid to him, I can relieve you 
yer dilemma. Give me control of those marshals;" and he says, “I will 
Well, did he doit? 
I think so, sir. 
Q Well, what did you proceed to do then? 


Mr. Barnard goes on to state that he himself took the author- 
ity away from the chief marshal and appointed 1,028 deputies, 
organized them into regiments, battalions, and companies; the 
captains reported to the majors, the majors to the colonels, and 
the colonels to him, and he reported to the Attorney-General of 
the United States, They put the city of St. Louis under a mili- 
tary organization under this law. 

Mr. HOAR. May L ask the Senator if that does not present 
the constitutional question about laws paramount that we have 
had under consideration? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my friend from Massachusetts 
has a nightmare in the shape of Liliuokalani. [Laughter.] If 
anything is said here on astronomy, botany, mineralogy, re- 
ligion, or politics, he Pnp up immediately with, Paramount, 
Paramount Blount and Li uokalanl.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I thought he was 
stating the exact proposition. Does he not think so? Here is 
a case of a person who he says undertook, under what authority 
I do not know—— 

Mr. VEST. No; neither does anybody else. 

Mr. HOAR. He undertook, by the consent at any rate of the 
marshal who was in power, to take his functions upon himself, 
and to control his inferiors. Now, does the Senator think that 
is constitutional or not? If he does not, then he does not seem 
to have any nightmare about its being done elsewhere. 

Mr. VEST. I think this was one of the most monstrous out- 
rages the Republican party ever inflicted upon a free people. 
Unconstitutional? It was barbarous. 

Mr. HOAR. Hawaiian. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that is an answer to“ paramount;” and 
if anything is necessary to be said as to old Lil, Liliuokalani, I 
am pea A give it. ughter.] 

Now, Mr. Barnard under this authority from the Attorney- 
General, which the Senator from Massachusetts asks me whether 
itis constitutional, which had no foundation whatever except 
the necessities of the Republican party, proceeded tocarry those 
elections. Mr. Barnard testifies that he disfranchised 5,700 vot- 
ers; he took the registration lists and struck off 5,700 names; and 
amongst them were some of the most reputable and oldest citi- 
zens of St. Louis, men who had fought the Indians for sover- 
eignty over their territory, men who had blazed the pathway of 
civilization with the ax in one hand and the rifle in the other. 
They were arrested on the morning of the election by these mil- 
itary deputy marshals, and terror seized the whole community. 
Many Democrats refused to go near the polls. Conservative 
business men remained at home during the entire day. Three 
Republican Congressmen were brought to the House of Repre- 
sentatives under that proceeding from three Democratic dis- 
tricts in my State. 

It was charged here yesterday by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] that 
this law was enacted Re ee purposes and not in the inter- 
est of fair suffrage and the purity of the suffrage. Let us see 


what was the ob 
He is asked f 


Q. Was there any more danger for the commission of frauds and for dis- 
turbane re election than there pas at ees elections? 
we our large communities had become very corrupt in the ex- 
—— T . franchise, and it was thought SEBEN TIAI to the protec- ’ 
Q. Independently of 8 consideration, was there any more necessity 
00755 LN 00 ee n a saen than any — election? 
ec! on the groun a ers can be nothing connected with the 
election independent or political associations.) 
eee eee e arb eee 
tion, was there any more necessity for the appointment of for that 
election than for any previous election? 
well that in a political struggle for 


A. Oh, well. you gentlemen know ve 
party ascendency it is necessary for the coérdinate branches of the Gov- 
ernment to be in accord, and there was an effort on the part, so I poy yès 
It. . which I acted with to regain control of the House of Repre- 
sen 5 


ect, according to Mr. Barnard’s own testimony, 
ê: 


There was no pretense that there was any disturbance in the 
city of St. Louis. There was nothing but absolute peace and 
tranquillity. Mr. Barnard, as he himself swears, received his 
orders in Washington from the Attorney-General to carry those 
three election districts under the election law, and he went out 
to St. Louis and achieved the purpose, and then he had the 
hardihood to avow it whenasworn witness upon the stand. But 
I leave to my distinguished friends on the other side to go 
through the testimony in detail. The conspiracy was success- 
ful. Fifty-seven hundred men were disfranchised. Hundreds 
were arrested on the morning of the election. It was an ex 


parte proceeding. 
The Senator from New Hampshire seemed to resent the idea 
yesterday thatthe deputy marshals were anything else than rep- 


utable citizens, angels of political light and purity. Mr. Presi- 
dent, this man Barnard called from the purlieus and dens of vice 
throughout the great city of St. Louis every reckless and charac- 
terless mercenary who for $5 a day would take his marshal's badge 
and arrest men at the polls. There were appointed at $5 a day 
1,028 men without responsibility, without eee willing for 
this pitiful sum to strike down the liberties of any man, no mat- 
ter how old, how respectable, how influential. It cost the pr 
pe of the United States $21,000 to consummate that infamy. e 

ill was made out, and Barnard, following the conspiracy to its 
end, came back to report to his masters, with Henry T. Mudd, a 
deputy marshal, with him, and here is the account of his inter- 
view with Taft. I[wantmy friend from New Hampshire to hear 
this. It will relieve the tedium of the debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am already very much terrified, and I 
hope the Senator will not terrify me too much. 

r. VEST. The idea of terrifying the Senator from New 
Hampshire, after all he has been through, after what he did in 
Florida, after all he knows about the election law! He would 
shake hands with the ghost of Banquo. and then eat a hearty 
supper. [Laughter.] Mr. Barnard returned to Washington to 
give an account of this dirty and infamous job and to get his 
money for those pure and patriotic deputy marshals. Here is 
what he swears occurred with Attorney-General Taft: 
. . —— the Congressional 

A. When I went to Washington with Mr. Mudd, who was chief deputy 
marshal for the set.lement of this account, Mr. Taft asked Mr. Mudd how 
many marshals he had. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Taft, the Attorney-General? 

A. The Attorney-General * + Mr. Taft asked Mr. Mudd how many 
marshals he had. Mr. Mudd referred him tome, and said I had charge of 
the marshals;. and he turned to me, and T said. 1.028.“ The old gentleman 
wheels around in his chair and says, Were there no others out in Missouri 
you could have made marshals?” Says I, Mr. Taft, we went in to win — 

We went in to win“ 


“and if it had been necessary to have had a 
what you call it, and every other man over 
a fair election.“ 


That is what he calls a fair election 
and he said, “You bring a good deal of sugar in your spade." 


And he signed the voucher. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Who said that, Mr. Taft? 
Mr. VEST. Mr. Taft, according to Mr. Barnard. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Taft said to Mr. Barnard, Vou bring 
a go deal of Sugar in your spade?” 
r. VEST. es; ‘You bring a good deal of sugar in your 


Mr. CHANDLER. Can it bə possible that an Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States said that? 
Mr. VEST. Hewasa Republican Attorney-General. [Laugh- 


ter.] 0 
Mr. President, there is one phase of this interesting history 
that I have omitted. My friend from New Hampshire says the 


comitatus—I think that is 
years of age should have seen 


deputy marshals are mere spectacular gentlemen; that they do 
| not interfere with elections. 
| Mr.CHANDLER. Will theSenator from Missouri allow me? 


1894. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. VEST. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. e Senator wishes to be accurate. I 
said the supervisors were mere lookers-on.. I did not say the 
marshals were. 

Mr. VEST. Well, the supervisors. Mr. Barnard was at the 
head of the supervisors and at the head of the marshals, by the 
authority of the Attorney-General, and, according to his own 
testimony, he was sent from Washi to do this business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam glad the Senator put in the words 
“ according to his own testimony.” I think that is an import- 
ant qualification of what the Senator is stating. I regard the 
whole story of this Mr. Barnard, which I have no doubt he told 


before the committee just as the Senator says he did, as a mere 


yarn—one of those yarns that men are apt to tell who think the 
world revolves about them. 

Mr. VEST. That makes an infinitely worse case. The man 
then added perjury in order to make himself infamous. He is 
another Republican, with absolute power to control that whole 
business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. VEST. Of course. 
4 . What is the evidence that he isa Re- 
publican? 


Mr. VEST. His own statement. 2 

Mr. CHANDLER. He oppaan to me from the testimony, to 
act like a Republican getting ready to go over to the Demo- 
cratic party by the way of the Mugwump road. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is no room for him in the 
Democratic party. Wedo not want that sort of cattle. This 
man lived a Republican. If he isliving now he is a Republi- 
can, and if he has died he died in the odor of sanctity as a Re- 
publican. He was the Republican national bank examiner for 
the State of Missouri. I knew him well. It is as well known 
as the name of my State that he did this work, and he was ab- 
solutely omnipotent at that election in the city of St. Louis. It 
is well known that he arrested men and discharged them, and 
represonted the Republican party and the power of the Repub- 
lican party when he did it. 

But going back to the episode, which I neglected to name, 
there was one precinct in that great city in which the Demo- 
crats, notwithstanding all this fraud and force, secured a ma- 
jority—precinct No. 71, well known in the political history of 
my State. Barnard found it had gone Democratic, and our re- 
turning board, composed of the county judge and the coun 
clerk and another State officer, under the statutes of Missouri, 
met the next day or the day afterwards, the second day, to count 
the votes and make the return. Barnard, booted and spurred 
and armed, with an armed deputy marshal at his heels, went 
into the room in the court-house where the State returning 
board, under our law, met. He said, I understand you are 
about to count precinct No. 71.” Mr. Garesché, the county clerk, 
said, What right have you in here, sir; this is a State Pi 
And he ordered him out of the office. Barnard said, I am un- 
der Federal authority, and if you dare to count the vote in that 
precinct I will put every one of you in jail before night.” He 
swears that he did so, and Garesché then again told him that 
he must leave the office, and a personal difficulty was averted by 
pushing Barnard out of the door. 

Now, I ask the Senator from New Hampshire, ought a law to 
remuin upon thestatute books under which such outrages can 
becommitted? What argument to an honest and patriotic leg- 
. islator can be more forcible than the existence of a statute whic 
opeus the door for trampling down the dearest rights of an 
American citizen in the name of party? It is no argument to 
tell me that there are abuses of suffrage in other localities. It 
is no argument to tell me that the large cities are full of politi- 
cal corruption. A statuteavhich permitsa brutal minion of the 
Federal power, armed and accoutred to do the work, to arrest 
American citizens without warrant, a statute which says they 
can be arrested with or without writ, which permits a Federal 
official to go into a State returning-board office and threaten the 
officers with arrest if they carry out their honest judgment and 
make the record as they saw it, ought to be wiped from the stat- 
ute book in the name of decency if nothing else. 

These facts are beyond any sort of controversy. They hap- 
pened in my own State. They are recited here in a document 
3 the Congress of the United States, and everything I 

e is substantiated upon the sworn testimony of these 


men. 
Mr. President, I repeat that whenever the time comes that na- 
tional coercion is necessary to secure the purity of elections in 
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the States, it is a confession that the principles upon which our 

Government is based have failed, and that popular soverei 

has into history merely as an attempt 9 — the part of the 

people to secure personal and constitutional liberty. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded.to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session ths doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
ary 22, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. e 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 17, 1894. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF UTAH TERRITORY. 

Samuel A. Merritt, of Utah Territory, to be chief justice of 

the supreme court of the Territory of Utah. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICH OF OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

A. G. Curtin Bierer, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate 

justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Cato Sells, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States for the 

northern district of lowa. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
George S. Doane, of Washington, D. C., to be agent for the 
he Indian Territory. 


MARSHAL, 


J. V.Guillotte, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana.- 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


Richard B. Hughes, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be surveyor- 
general of South Dakota. , ? 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
William A. Hocker, of Evanston, Wyo., to be register of the 
land office at Evanston, Wyo. 
Ephraim S. Johnston, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be register of 
the land office at Cheyenne, Wyo. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Henry Blackman, of Oregon, to be collector of internal reve- 

nue for the district of Oregon. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank Mills, of Hilliard, Wyo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Evanston, Wyo. 

Frank Harris, of Sait Lake City, Utah, to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Miss Louise Imogen Guiney, to be postmaster at Auburndale, 
in the county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Merton Z. Woodward, to be postmaster at Shelburne Falls, in 
the county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

pangs W. Apgar, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York. 

Ellis O. Drake, to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Michael J. Griffin, to be postmaster at Holyoke, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Ellen A. Meehan, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Thomas M. Bixby, to be postmaster at Herington, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Kansas. 

Ciyde McManigal, to be postmaster at Horton, in the county 
of Brown and State of Kansas. 

John E. Brown, to be tmaster at East Pepperell, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Jenifer Moulton, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Thomas J. Lynch, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine. . 
. W. L. Farrar, to be postmaster at South Paris, in the county 
of Oxford and State of Maine. 

Fred Myers, to be postmaster at Prentice, in the county of 
Prince and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles E. Kinder, to be postmaser at Miamisburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Ohio. 

Jacob Stief, to be postmaster at Carey, in the county of Wy- 
andot and State of Ohio. 


Jacob L. Argabrite, to be ter at Ventura, in the coun! 
of Ventura and State of California. * 
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Nelson H. Biddlecom, to be postmaster at Menekaunee, in the 
county of Marinette and State of Wisconsin. 

William S. McChesney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Kentucky. > 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18, 1894. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William H. Brawley, of South Carolina, to be United States 
district judge for the district of South Carolina. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Stephen P. Slocum, of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island. 

Nelson Baldwin, of Pennsylvania, to bə collector of customs 
for the district of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Mellville E. Carter, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina. 

William J. Mize, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Illinois. 

Stephen H. Lane, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina. 

Thomas W. Lamb, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles R. Henry, to be postmaster at Au Sable, in,the county 
of Iosco and State of Michigan. 

J. H. Marcum, to be postmaster at Huntington, in the county 
of Cabell and State of West Virginia. 

Theodore H. Holck, to be postmaster at Grundy Center, in the 
county of Grundy and State of Iowa. 

James Parden, to be postmaster at Rock Valley, in the county 
of Sioux and State of Iowa. x 

William P. Campbell, to. be tmaster at Wellsburg, in the 
county of Brooke and State of West Virginia. 

Milford M. Smith, to be postmaster at Elkins; in the county of 
Randolph and State of West Virginia. 

James McNamara, to be ee at Alpena, in the county 
of Alpena and State of Mic 9 ea ( 

Benjamin F. Moberley, to master at Windsor, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois. 

John H. Driscoll, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota. 


REJECTIONS. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate January 15, 1894. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


William B. Hornblower, of New York, to be associate justice 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Executive nomination rejected by the Senate January 17, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


J. Scott Harrison, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Kansas City, in the State of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 18, 1894. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
VETO MESSAGE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
of the President; which was read, and, with the accompanying 
bill, referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to 
be printed. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


T'o the House of Representatives: 


Ireturn without my approval House bill numbered 71, entitled “An act 
for the relief of purchasers of timber and stone lan is under the act of June 
1878."" 


rmits the proofs and amdavits which, under present statutes, 
parties aeoiring to acquire certain public lands are required to make before 
the 3 and receivers of the land oTices within which such lands are 
located to be made before any commissioner of the United States circuit 
court or before the judge or clerk of any court of records of the county or 
h in which the lands are situated. 2 

A similar bill was passed by the Fifty-second 8 eg and was disap- 
proved by the Commixsioner ot the Gencral Land Office and the Secretary 
of the Interior. Tne successors of these officers oppose the present bill on 
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the ground that in its operation it would open the door to fraud and to a per- 
version of the intentions of the Government in relation to the public lands. 
Itis difficult, with the most scrupulous care, to guard the alienation of 
our public lands from fraud and illegal practices. It is perfectly plain, how- 
ever, that the prospect of accomplishing this result is better under present 
laws, which require the necessary proofs to be made before land officers who 
are hee ‘or that yarpens and who are under the control of the General 
Land Office and amenable to its regulations, than it would be by substitut- 
other oMcers over whom the Land OMce has no control. 
rtain rules and orders of the Land Office are now in force which regulate 
the taking of the necessary proofs and permit oral examinations by registers 
and receivers. These tions are of the utmost importance if our land 
laws are to be justly and honestly administered. 
I fully concur in the objections made to this bill by the officers having 
charge of tne public lands in the last Administra’ 
who are now charged with that responsibility. 
relaxation of our 3 laws as is contemplated by the bill under con- 
sideration would not be in the interest of good administration. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 17, 1894 


ANNUAL REPORT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION AND NA- 
TIONAL MUSEUM. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate con 
current resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu: ), That there 
be printed of the report of the Smithsonian Institution the National 
Museum for ryt yee! ending June 30,1893, in two octavo volumes. 10,000 cop- 
ies, of which 1, sopies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the Smithso- 
nian Institution, and 2,000 copies for the use of the National Museum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this is a Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution. The House Committee on Printing 
has reported a similar one. This is the usual current print 
of that institution. Lask that the Senate resolution be concurre 


in. 
The motion was agreed to. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills and joint resolutions; which were severally read a first and 
second time, and re’erred to the committees as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 1306) to establish a port of delivery at Bonners 
Ferry, Idaho—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce; t 

Joint resolution (S. R. S) authorizing the Secretary of fhe In- 
terior to cause the settlement of the accounts of Special Agents 
Moore and Woodson under the treaty of 1854 with the Delaware 
Indians, etc.—to the Committee on Claims; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) to provide for the printing of the 
reportof the jointcommittee of Congressand proceedings at the 
centennial celebration of the laying of the corner stone of the 
eg ae ary the Committee on Printing; and 

bill (S. 1266) to extend and amend an act entitled ‘‘An ac- 
to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas 447 738 Railway to con- 
struct and operate additional lines of railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February 24, A. D. 
1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


The Speaker laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000 copies of the Thirteenth 
Annual Report of the Director of the Bureau of e ee accompany- 
ing papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of the 
series, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use 
of the House cf Representatives, an 1 5. 0 for distribution by the Bureau of 
Ethnology: the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the 
dir-ction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a few days 
ago, when the Speaker laid that resolution before the House, I 
asked for its consideration, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, asked 
that it lie on the table until he should have an opportunity to 
look at it. [am informed that he has looked at it, and has no 
objection to its consideration and 3 It is the usual res- 
olution to print the report of that Bureau. 

The Senate concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR CHATTANOOGA, 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 339) toauthorize the 
Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Chattanooga Western Railway Company, a cor 

ration created and organized under the laws of the State of Tennessee: 

, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge. and ap- 
proaches thereto, over the Tennessee River, at or near the city of Chatta” 
nooga, in the county of Hamilton, State of Tennessee, which shall be 60 
constructed as to provide for the passage of railway trains, locomotives, 
passenger and freight cars on, over, and across the same. And the right is 
also hereby given to the said county of Hamilton to erect, or cause to be 
erected, on, over, and above said railway bridge, using the latter as its sub- 
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structure, a public bridge to be used for the passage of street cars, Wagons, 
and vonicles of all kinds, and for animals and foot 

SEC. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and knownas a post route, 
and shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 
States. That no higher shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the mail, troops, and munitions of war of the United States, or for 
through railway gers or freight pee over said bridge, than the 
rate per mile for their transmission over the railroads leading to said bridge, 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all 8 
and telephone companies, and the United States shall have the right of way 
across said bridge for postal-telegraph purposes; that the said oes shall 
be constructed either by draw, span, or otherwise, so that a free and unob- 
structed ay may be secured to all water craft naviga said 
river at the point aforesaid: Provided, That if said bridge author: to be 
constructed under — 5 act shall be 5 = 5 OAN 
shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signals for the passage o ts 
or waned Soh whatever kind of bridge is constructed said corporation 
shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or 
other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall be. 

Sxc. 3. That all railroad com es desiring the use of said bridge shall 
have, and be entitled to, equal hts and privileges relative to the passage 
of railway trains over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon such 
basis or arrangement as may be ry hg Be ind and between such com- 
panies and the Chattanooga Western way Company; and in case the 
owner or owners of said bridge, and the several railroad companies. or any 
one of them, d such use, shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to 
be paid, anapon es and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
sere ot War upon the heating of tie allogetions and pcoors of the parties: 
retary of War upon the of the allega fs of the parties. 

see, 4. That aay 1 authorized to be e eee this act shall 
be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security 
of navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe. And to 
secure that object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Sec- 
retary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of 
the bridge, and a map of the location, Giving, for the space of 1 mile below 
and i e above the pro location, the phy of the banks of the 
river, the shore lines at high and low water, the direction and stre ot 
the current at all es, and the soundings, accurately sho the ot 
the stream, the location of any other bridge or and shall furnish 
such other information as may be required for a full and satisfactory under- 
standing of the subject, and until the said plan and location of the bridge 
are approved by the Secretary of War, the tridge shall not be built; and 
ahoutt any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress 
of construction, 50 as to prevent or remove all substantial obstruction to 
the navigation of said river, such change shall be subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War; and if any litigation shall be had in re to the lo- 
cation or construction of said bridge, the same shall be in the circuit court 
of the United States in whose territorial jurisdiction said bridge, or any 
part thereof, is located. 

Src. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 

ressly reserved; and any alterations or chan that may be required b; 

on in the bridge constructed under t act, or its entire remo 
shall be made by the corporation o or controlling the same, at its own 
expense. Furthermore, if the construction of said bridge shall not be com- 
menced within one and completed within three years after the passage of 
this act, all privileges conferred hereby and this act shall become null and 
void. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bili was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The a Ae bill (H. R. 291) for the same purpose was laid on 
the table. 


LIBRARY PRIVILEGES FOR JUSTICES OF SUPREME COURT OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, U ask unanimous consent for the 
ria consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the 
esk. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Joint 
Committee on the Library be, and it is hereby, authorized to grant the privi- 
lege of using and drawing books from the Library to the chief justice and 
associate justices of the Supreme court of the District of Columbia, in the 
Same manner and subject to the same regulations as members of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire that this joint resolution be now 
considered? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 

rts. e 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committges. 

Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R.5051) to repeal 
section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

e Clerk continued and completed the call. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call. The House will 
now resolve itself into Commitiee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes. 


THE TARIFF. = 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Wholo 
on the state of the Union for further consideration of the bill 
the title of which has just been read. - 

The amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
ROWS] is pending. To that the gentleman from South Dakota 
mie. PICKLER] offers an amendment. Is the committee ready 

or the question? 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I have never been quite able to 
bring myself to believe that the industry of sheep husbandry 
will be directly promoted by putting wool upon the free list, nor 
am I now fully prepared to indorse the views of those who hold 
that the e Tect of tariff duties, when applied to wool, is to lower 
the price of that article, whereas, in respect to all other com- 
modities, its effect is to maintain or increase prices. 

For those who are so wedded to the protective idea that the 
can swallow, without wincing, the proposition that protection 
required in order to cheapen the products of manufacture, so 
that trades unionsand other industrial organizations may be able 
to compel manufacturers to pay higher wages for labor, it may 
not be difficult to believe that the result of a protective duty 
upon wool is to lower the price of thatarticle and thereby render 

the sheep industry more profitable. And I am aware, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there are those who profess to so believe. 

The gentleman from Indiana Mr. MARTIN] on yesterday sent 
to the Clerk’s desk and caused to be read an extract from a 

h of Senator SHERMAN delivered in the Senate in Augus 
1890, in which that Senator, representing one of the princi 
wool-producing States of the Union, declared in substance that 
the effect of a duty upon wool was to lower rather than to raise 
the price. Now, Mr. Chairman, such an expression from such a 
source may well challenge the attention and consideration of 
those who have been inclined, as I confess I have, to believe the 
contrary, for there is no public man of wider experience than 
Senator SHERMAN or whose opportunities for observation have 
been greater, and in the State of Ohio no man stands higher in 
Republican estimation, not even the distinguished author of the 
law which we are soon to repeal. And, as tending to prove that 
the words cited by my friend from Indiana were not spoken 
without consideration, upon the impulse of the moment and in 
the heat of debate, but that they express the well-settled and 
long-entertained convictions of the senior Senator from Ohio, I 
beg to quote from a speech delivered by him in the Senate on 
February 7, 1883, to be found in volume 61 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, page 2201. In discussing the schedule of the 
tariff act of 1883, relating to manufactures of wool and incident- 
m speaking of the effect of duties upon wool, Mr. SHERMAN 
said: 

The State of Ohio produces 25,000,000 pounds of wool, far more than any 
other Statein the Union. Itis not by large flocks and herds, as in Califor- 
nia and Texas, but almost every farmer has a flock of sheep, a about 
10vinnumber, and from them they produce fine wools that are now most valua- 
ble to commerce, to the amount of 25,000,000 pounds. Under the o of 
theexisting law the price of wool has gradually gons down. Up to 1866 the 
wool-growers and the wool-manufacturers were in a perpetual state of war 
with each other, the wool-manufac‘urers insisting that there ought to be no 
duty on wool and the wool-growers insisting that there ought to be a duty 
upon wool to correspond with that on manufact goods. They finally 
reconciled their interests in 1866, and the Tariff Commission, in speaking of 
that important fact. says this: 

Tue law fixing these duties was passed in 1867 with the approval of the 
entire body of produce s, so far as any expression could be sec , and the 
wisdom which guided its promoters has found substantial vindication in the 
growth of sheep husbandry during the past fifteen years.” 

And then Mr. SHERMAN proceeds to say: = 

In the table which I have now before me it is shown that in 1867 (when 
this beneficent arrangement was first effected) the price of wool was 51 cents 
a pound: in 1870 it was 46 cents a pound; in 1875 it was 43 cents a pound; in 
1880, which was an abnormal year, 48 cents a pound; but to-day I am told 
these same wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents a pound. So the re- 
sult of the policy of protec: the wool-growers has been, as itis in all in- 
dustries, to ually reduce the price. 

if the Senator were repeating the statement to-day, Mr. Chair- 
man, that he made eleven years ago he would have to change it 
only so far as to say that to day these same wools are sold in 
Ohio at from 18 to 20 cents a pound.” And I desire to empha- 
size the argument embodied in the closing sentence of the quo- 
tation I have read, so far as it relates to the effect of protective 
duties upon wool. 8 

If, without the light of this and similar testimony by men of 
wide“ experience t my own and larger opportunities for trac- 
ing effects to their causes, I had undertaken to account for the 
continued and almost constant decline in the price of wool ever 
since the law of 1867 was enacted, I would have been dis to 
attribute it to other causes than the tariff, and to say that the 
decline had taken place in spite of the tariff rather than-as a 
consequence of it. For it would es em, Mr. Chairman, that of all 
the products of agricultural industry wool almost alone might 
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with some appearance of sound logic be deemed capable of de- 


riving benefit from a protective policy. We are not exporters 
of wool, as we are of nearly every other product of agriculture. 

On the contrary, we do not produce a supply at all equal in 

tity or quality tothe demandsof ourown markets. Butitwill 
observed that Senator SHERMAN does not pretend that the 
decline in price has taken place in spite of protection. On the 
con he plainly declares it to be a ne consequence of. 
protective duties when he says that, the result of the policy of 
protecting the wool-growers has been, as it is in all other indus- 
tries, to gradually reduce the price.” 
Hore the hammer fell] 
y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. HARE was extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr. HARE. It would seem, indeed, that the ordinary, natural, 
and logical operation of the policy of protection, which is to in- 
crease or maintain instead of to reduce prices, has been thwarted 
and defeated in the case of the wool industry; for whatever 
theories men may hold there is no gainsaying the history of the 
last twenty-seven years. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

There are two circumstances. Mr. Chairman, which in my 
judgment may account for the failure of protection to maintain, 
even approximately, the prices ofwool. Protection does not al- 
ways protect even its intended beneficiaries. In order to enjoy 
its benefits they must be in a position tocombine against compe- 


tition, [Applause on the Democratic side.] The wool-growers | 


of the United States have not occupied this position, and in the 
very nature of their situation they never can. By reason of the 
fact that. they are more than a million in number, widely scat- 
tered throughout all portions of the co „they have not been 
and never will be able to effect a combina’ that. might enable 
them to fix a price for their product.. This fact alone would be 
sufficient to deprive them of whatever benefit might otherwise 
inure to them under the law.. 

But in the next place, and to add to their discomfiture, they 
have practically but a single purchaser. The markets of the 
world are closed to them, and the only purchasers they have— 
the manufacturers of woolen goods—being rca aged fewin 
number, are not competitors with each other, but, on the con- 
trary, can, and presumably do, combine and fix the price to suit 
themselves. If. by reasonof the highduties, they are compelled 
to pay high prices for the foreign wools which the necessities of 
manufacture require, they thereby to that extent exhaust their 
working capital, and ha the prices of the domestic product 
within their owncontrol, it would be but natural that they should 
endeavor to-recoup their losses at the expense of the home pro- 
ducer. Whether they do.thus seek to equalize prices, none of 
us can testify. It is enough for us to know that they could avail 
themselves of this advantage if so disposed. 

But, Mr, Chairman, whatever may be the cause or the remedy, 
the fact remains that under the influence of the highest protect- 
ive duties, maintained throughout along period of years, the 
industry of sheep hus has persistently delined, the prices 
of wool have steadily gone down, and the number of shee the 
States east of the Mississippi River has constantly dwindled, un- 
til in Ohio there are not to-day more than two-thirds as many 
sheep as there were in 1868. 

The truth is that what Ohio and the other States referred to 
need is protection against the wool of Texas, New Mexico, Ari- 
zona, and California: and this, by reason of the wisdom and far- 
sighted sagacity of the framers of the Constitution, they can not 
hope to have. [Applause.] 

But they do not need, Mr. Chairman, the protection contem- 
plated in the pending amendment. It has been tried and found 
wanting. [Applause on the Democratic side.] To the wool- 
growers it proved not merely a disappointment, but if it be 
true that the result of the p licy has been to gradually 
reduce the price of wool, as claimed by Senator SHERMAN, him- 
self an apostle of protection, it has been acurse. For I do not 
believe, Mr. Chairman, that thereis a wool-grower inthe United 
States who could be persuaded to give his assent to a policy in- 
volving such consequences, with the understanding that 5 
were to be the necessiry result of the policy. Mr. Chairman, 
am in favor of a tariff for revenue. 

ere the hammer fell. 
n motion of Mr. LAYTON, Mr. HARE’S time was again ex- 
tended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARE. If protection or benefit results from such a tariff 
to 5 industry, as an incident and not as an object of the duty, 
I will not complain; and personally 1 would as ly derive 
revenue from a duty on wool as from any other commodity that 
enters necessarily into the consumption of every family in the 
land. Jf incidental benefit should result to the wool-growers 
from the imposition of such a duty I would not complain, for no 
beneficiary of the tariff system is more worthy or more entitled 
to consideration. [Applause.] 


But if instead. of being benefited the wool-grower is to be in- 
jured, if the effect of a duty on wool is to “gradually reduce the 
pea- then I am opposed to the levy of any duty whatever, for, 

owexer great the necessity for revenue, my constituents can 
not afford any further reduction in the price of wool. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, this is a question of 
mighty importance to the farmers of Ohio. There are 75,000 
voters in Ohio who own sheep in sufficient numbers to pay taxes 
on them under our taxation laws. They are widelyscattered all 
over theState, and belong toboth parties. Inthe recentelection 
in Ohio the heavy Democratic losses, heavierthan anywhere else 
outside of a few of the large labor districts, were found in the 
principal wool-raising counties—Licking, Coshockton, Tusca- 
rawas, Hardin, Marion, and others—and notably the counties in 
the district in which my distinguished friend who has just taken 
2 [Mr. HARE] lives, and which he represents so well upon 

oor. 

Seventy-five thousand agriculturists in Ohio and more than a 
million in the whole country are assailed by the pending. meas- 
ure. The gentleman Mr. HARE] has referred to the action of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives in 1883 in modify- 
ing, through the adoption of the report of the Tariff Commis- 
sion, the wool schedule of the tariff act of 1867. The Democratic 
party of Ohio did not oceupy at that time the position which the 
gentleman now occupies. Senator SHERMAN, who voted under 
pore for the revision of the tariff and thereby affected this in- 

ustry in a very small way, to an extent not exceeding three- 
quarters of I cent on the pound, was assailed by the Democracy 
of my State in their convention, and in the Legislature, and by 
their Democratic Representatives on this floor. 

I hold in my hand and will put into these remarks the action 
of the Democratic in Ohioupon that subject. They issued 
a circular, which found its way onto the farm of every wool- 
grower in Ohio, claiming that the action of the Republicans in 
Congress had been injurious to the farmers of that State, and 
later on the Democratic Legislature, by a unanimous vote of 
every Democrat in both houses, denounced the Republican ac- 
tion, as they were pleased to call it, assailed Senator SHERMAN, 
and continued to assail him until within the last four or five 
years, when suddenly the Democratic of Ohio became a 
free-wool party. Every Democrat on the floorof Congress from 
that State voted to condemn the action of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives at that time in passing the tariff re- 
vision act. So the gentleman from Ohio here finds himself 
preaching a new crusade, and, among other things he says, what 
we hear quite often on this floor, that he is willing to favor a 
tariff for revenue which will reach out and protect incidentally 
the flocks of Ohio. Thatis the very question which I now want 
to present briefly to this committee. 3 

y some means or other, Mr. Chairman, we must have more 
money in the Treasury of the United States. This morning the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury makes an announcement, by 
fair inference, that the Treasury isabout togo to protest, and it is 
said that if the appropriations now made and which are due and 
payable at the Treasury of the United States were presented for 
payment, as any other commercial demands upon any bank in 
the country would be, the Treasury of the United States would 
go to protest; so that this Government is practically bankrupt. 

e are running behind at the rate of $70,000,000 per annum. 
Bankruptcy stares us in the face. We are looking around for 
more things to tax;.more ways to raise money to avoid national 
disgrace. We are contemplating war measures—war taxes. 

ow, while all this is true there is being imported into the 
United States annually 300,000,000 pounds of wool or its equiva- 
lent. I want toask any Democrat who favors a turiff for reveuue 
what is there in the commodity of wool that lifts it out of the 
category of those things upon which revenue ought to be raised? 
We want the money, and the commodity is coming in. We 
must import 300,000,000 of wool, or we must goshort of clothing. 
Why not tax this wool? Will somebody answer that question? 
The gentleman from Ohio deliberately charges that the opera- 
tion and effect of a tariff upon wool is to lower the price of the 
commodity. If that be true, and if his logic is true, why not 
levy a tax for revenue, and in that way afford the incidental pro- 
tection which he suggests? 

aS the hammer fell.] 

. MARSH. Thope the gentleman will be allowed additionul 
time. 


Mr.GROSVENOR. This is a great question in my State, and 
I would be glad to have ten minutes more. 

Mr. W. AM A. STONE, Lask that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR} be extended ten minutes. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am at a loss to answer 
the question which I have propounded to the other side. It 
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seems to me a fair and just criticism of this bill that it is not a 
bill to raise revenue; for all the eos importations into the 
country, those upon which a tax canbe most easily and certainly 
collected, and the character of which exempts them from the 
charge that their taxation would engender frauds upon the rev- 
enue, are exempted. 

There is no d 3 in raising the money which our friends 
on the other side will have to furnish. A tariff upon wool, a 
tariff upon sugar—the party here having voted against free 
sugar—a taxupon whisky, and an additional tax of a dollara 
barrel upon beer will put this bankrupt Government of ours ina 
solvent condition. Why is it and this question will have to bs 
answered atthe polls in three hundred and fifty-six. Congres- 
sional districts—why is it that you take this 3 which 
isthe financial lifeblood of many a farmer and strip it of its 
protection, and expose it to destruction, when the gentleman on 
the other side, voicing the utterances of the Democratic party 
of his State for so many years, declares that a revenue tariff upon 
this commodity or even æ protective tariff would lower the price 
of the wool and at the same time put money in the ` 

Mr. HUNTER. Under the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Mi which in effect substitutes the iene ie of 
ee ee law for the provision of the present bill, do you 
expect to ize more than you have done, when during the last 
three years, under the operation of the MeKinley act, wool has 
been constantly declining? 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. I think I can answer the gentleman. 
The price of wool in this country is settled and fixed by the Lon- 
don market. Iwill putin my speech a table which will show 
what I presume the gentleman is familiar with, that going back 
to 1867 and coming down through the period of inflation, down 
to specie resumption, down to 1883, when the protective du 
was lowered, down to 1890, when the protective duty was raised, 
the wool of the Ohio farmer, which stands side by side with the 
grade which T will quote from Australia, has. gone down in the 
same ratio that the nonprotected wool of Australia has gone 
down in the London markets. So the argument of the gentle- 
man: falls to the ground, because there stands between the 
cheaper wools of the foreign producer and the Ohio producer 
this barrier of protection, and but for this protection Ohio wool 
would sell at London prices, freight added. 

Mr. HUNTER. One word further, if the gentleman will par- 
don me. I find by the Ohio Wool Report that in 1889, preced- 
ing the passage of the McKinley act, fine wool was 34 cents a 
pound in Ohio / 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not true, but it is true within 4 
cents. : 

Mr. HUNTER. And in 1890 the price was 38 cents; in 1891, 33 
cents; and it is much lower now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all true enough. At the same 
time the price of wool has been going down in the London mar- 
ket, affected by the foreign product; and at the same time there 
has stood this same barrier [am talking about. Butlet me go 
forward with my statement. Thointerruptionof the gentleman 
has been made in good faith; and I am obliged to him for it. 

If it be true that taking off the tariff on wool will not unfavor- 
ably affect the farmer of Ohio, 5 it off? That is the ques- 
tion I propound to the country to day. If it will not cheapen the 
product of the wool producer, why take it off? Vou are in favor of 
a revenue tariff. This product offers you 5 field for your 

rations, and according to the argument of the gentleman from 
Ohio we can not produce within 300,000,000 pounds of all the 
wool that we require. Then that much must come from abroad. 
Why not have a revenue tariff upon it? Make it 10 4 cent, 20 per 
cent, 35 per cent. The wool must come in; it will have to come 
in; let it come in and bring us revenue which we require, while 
according to the argument of the gentleman from Ohio, the 
farmer will not be damaged nor the clothier either. 

The fact about the whole matter is this: We have in Chio 

4,000,000 sheep; that is to say, we did have that number about a 
pear ago. At this time I regret to say the farmer of Ohio is sac- 
rificing hissheep. One yearago they were worth an average of 
about $4 a head; to-day thas are worth less than $lahead. The 
reduction in value of Ohio sheep has amounted to $12,000,000 in 
asingle year. The presence in power of the Democratic party 
has cost a good deal. It has come high, but we have it. 

We were selling our woolone year ago at 26 cents a pound, not at 
the price claimed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HUNTER], 
because that was an erroneous statement based upon a special 
grade of wool, which is not the general grade of our wool, we 
were selling at 26 cents. The day when the Wilson bill was in- 
troduced here there was a nominal price of 18 cents; and from 
one side of the country to the other from the dealers in wool, 
there came orders to their agents to cease buying wool alto- 
gether. They seemed to understand. The men who want the 


wool seemed to understand that they were affected by the intro- 
duction of this: proposed le; tion. 

The woolgrowing farmer stands helpless before the attacks 
and assaults of the Democratic He was warned in 1884 
by the official declarations. of t party that he was being 
wronged and injured by the reduction of I cent a pound on his 
wool, and now we find the same party taking off the 11 cents a 
pound which we understand and he understands to be a protec- 
tion on his commodity. In case of war with a foreign country 
we must exist on one-half of the annual production of wool, or 
we must wait for the growth of flocks in order to produce our 
wool. The answer to the whole of this comes from the Demo- 
cratic party, proclaiming first that they are in favor of a revenue 
tariff, then declaring that they are in favor of no tariff on wool, 
because it will enhance the value of wool—so says the argument 
on the other side—and at the same time they deprive the Treas- 
ury of the legitimate revenue which belongs to it. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a letter written by a most 
ingenious advocate of the Democratic theory upon this wool 

uestion, carefully written, comprising in a small compass all 
arguments th vt have been made here and all the arguments 
that can be made here in favor of this provision. I also holdin 
my hand the answer to that letter, written by Mr. Justice, of 
Philadelphia, that answers, in my judgment, conclusively and 
successfully, every proposition made in that letter and every 
argument that has been made on the floor of this House. 

My proposition—elosing the few words. I have been able to 
say—is this: We need the money, and the Democratic party is 
charged with the duty of raising it. They stand idly by, try 
to lessen the revenues of the Government by $75,000.090 a year 
while their 8 of the Treasury is selling bonds bearing 5 
per cent interest, principal and interest payable in gold, in order 
to save the Treasury of the United Statesfrom bankruptey. One 
of the strongest and most persistent attacks which they are mak- 
ing is upon an. article that by a revenue provision could go a 
long way toward furnishing the necessary money with which to 
meet the deficit of the Treasury and save a valuable agricultural 
pro luet from absolute destruction. 


THE WOOL INDUSTRY. 


CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN E. H. GIESY AND THEODORE JUSTICE AS TO 
WOOL AND PROTECTION—COST OF RAW MATERIAL AND OF LABOR—WHAT 
WOULD HAPPEN WERE WOOL PUT ON THE FREE LIST. 


From the Chicago Inter Ocean.]} 


We publish below letters of great interest to all woolgrowers. Mr. E. H. 
Giesy, of Lockland, Ohio, wrote to Mr. Theodore Justice, of Philadelphia, 

r the arguments of those who would admit woo! free of duty. His 
eter, and the reply of Mr. Justice, are given in full. 


WOOL ON THE FREE LIST. 


LOCKLAND, OHIO, September 28. 

DEAR Sm: Iread your letter to F. Mackaman, of Waynesburg, Ohio, 
which was published in the Cleveland Leader a ew days ago. Although I 
ama Republican and a protectionist, I am not sure that American wool 
would not be better protected by being placed on the free list than by any 
import duty that m be placed on foreign wool. In the following you 

find my reasons for this opinion, and if any of my assertions are not 
true I hope yon will t to me clearly where I am in error, for 1 want to 
get the facts relating to the wool industry. 

A great many articles are imported that might be manufactured in this 
country if we were not handica in the matter of raw material, and 
much money would be retained here that now finds its way into the pockets 
of the foreigners; for American labor, though dearer per man, is cheaper 
than foreign labor, because more is Rode per man in this country than 
in foreign countries. In support of this statement, I Will say that weexport 
locomotives, watches, small hardware, and many other things composed 
almost entirely of labor, but we do not and cannot export articles composed 
almost entirely of raw. material. 

I believe that by putting some raw materials, wool among them, on the 
free list, we would be pro our manufacturers more than we are pro- 
tecting them now, fur we would enable them to make many things that they 
can not m ke under the present conditions. This would result in the em- 
ployment of more people than have ever been employed here. antl it would 
also result in ter export trade than we have ever I do not believe 
that placing wool on the free list would stop the production in this country 
or that it would lesson the price. To illustrate: We import many woolen 
goods that we can not make, because the duty on foreign wool precludes its 
use, and because of the fact that American wool can not be manufactured 
ODA goods as are produced by a combination of American and foreign 
wools. 

If the duty on foreign wool were removed, the American manufacturers, 
with the demands of 65,000,000 le back of them, would become bidders 
for this wool, and the price of it would naturally advance under the law of 
supply and demand. eto: manufacturer would have to pay the same 
price for it that we would pay, and with the advance in price of the foreign 
wool there would be advance of the American wool. e are not handi- 
capped in the matter of wages, as I have shown, although we pay more per 
day per man than ra apr pay, and if the foreigners sho have to pay 
as much for raw materialas we pay, we could manufacture many goods for 
our own consumption that we now import, and we could compete with them 
in many foreign markets where we now have no trade, and we would use 
much more American wool than we are now using: 

You state in your article that owing to the low prices obtained for Austra- 
lian wool in free-trade England many of the producers of Australian wool 
found it impossible to continue the production of it and sold their sheep to 
be slaughtered. This will lessen the supply of Australian wool, and — 
have some effect on England's prices for it, but if England should find suc. 
a competitor for this product as it would find in the United States, there 
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would be still further advances in the price of this wool. Solong as Eng- 
land hasno competition for Australian wool it will, to a 3 extent, con- 
trol the price of it. So long as there is a high tariff in this country, which 
forces the American manufacturer to pay more per pound for wool than the 
English manufacturer pays, itcan not be used to po ge extent by the 
manufacturers in this country, and just that long it be necessary for 
American e to buy from land manufactured goods that can not be 
made in this country owing to the handicap of high tariff on Australian 
wool, or the lack of this wool for use in this country, and just that long will 
we be f the English laborer work and paying profit of the English 
manufacturer. 

Hoping o you will give these points due consideration and let me hear 


E. H. GIESY, 
THEODORE JUSTICE, Esq. 


MR. JUSTICE IN REPLY—REASONS WHY AMERICAN WOOL SHOULD BE PRO- 
TECTED. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., October 6. 
DEAR SIR: I have your favor of September 23. I wonder that you are not 
a Democrat, believing, as you appear to, in so many untruths. Your facts 
are all wrong; therefore, it follows that your conclusions must be wrong, 
and I recommend your careful reading of a book on The American Wool In- 
dustry, written by Hon. William Lawrence, president of the Ohio Wool- 
growers’ Association. I mail you 4 copy and ask you to read it carefully, 
and to examine particularly the diagrams on the back cover with the de- 
ser ption of that diagram which is on the inside of the back cover. The un- 
thinking would undermine the foundations of our whole industrial system 
and bring down upon their heads the whole structure. 
You, I am sure, hold your present views for want of pro 
How could the American wool industry be better protec 


r information. 
by wool being 


placed on the free list when the London value from the time of py A proms 
of the tariff law in 1867 up to January 1, 1893. was 50 per cent ow the 
American price? If protection douoled the American price, would not the 
tection cause the price to fall to the level of the markets 
ch from 1867 to 1893 were less than one-half of the 
table of comparison be- 
in free-trade London: 


removal of that 

of the world, w 
ce, as you will see by examining the follo 
een protected American wool and similar wi 


Year. 


— 


RESRBERSSSSTRESLELAaNSSSS 


SSSR 


28888888 382888888882 


2 et 
S33. 


— 


888 
an 


*Shrinkage 40 per cent. 

+New Zealand cross-bred grease. 

tAverage percentage of cost of free wool in London below protected wool 
in the United States between 1868 and 1877, on e epson 50.95 per cent. 

§ Ave percent of cost of free wool in London below protected wool 
in the United States between 1878 and 1891, on gold basis, 51.3: per cent, 


Attention is called to the fact that the American quotations from 1858 to 1877 
were in currency, while the English quotations for the same period were in 
gold: that medium wool of the same grade, quality, and condition in free- 
trade London was more than 50 per cent below the value of the same kind of 
woo! under protection in the United States. Attention is also called to the 
fact that the quotations for American and English wool between 1878 and 
1891 were both in gold; and during this period wool of the same diameter of 
fiber and in the same condition averaged 51 per cent lower in free-trade Lon- 
don than under protection in the United States. 


SHEEP IN THE STATES. 


To-day we have 45,000,000 sheep in the United States, 27. 000.000 of which are 
west of the Mississippi River. The freight on the wool of these sheep from 
theranch to the Eastern markets varies from 2 to 3 cents per pound, while 
the freight on wool from London is only one-quarter cent per pound. How 
can the American woolgrower pay from 800 to 1,200 per cent more freight 
than his foreign competitor, when the freight alone under such unequal 
competition would of itself bar the American woolgrower from his own 
market? Thus, with the removal of protection, the difference in freight 
alove would be so heavily against the American woolgrower that he would 
be compelled to ae out of business. 

If you have visited the Chicago Exposition you will find that without ex- 
ception the woolens made by the American sin texture, color, and finish 
outclass all foreigu competitors. There is no manufactured from wool 
that can not be as well made in this country as el-ewhere. The difference 
between free raw material in London and protected raw material under the 
McKinley law is only 90 cents in a fine dress suit of broadcloth. You can 


buy abroad a fine suit of broadcloth containing 3 pounds of scoured wool 
costing in London 20 cents pound, or 90 cents for all the raw material in 
such asuit. The whole of the balance of the cost of such a suit of clothing 
represents labor and profit to the manufacturers, the free raw material in 
it costing not over 90 cents, In America the same 3 pounds of scoured wool 
under the McKinley law costs double the free-trade price or 81.80 (1 pound of 
scoured merino wool would cost 60 cents here as t30 cents in London). 
In a suit of clothing such as would be used by workingmen the difference 
would be less than ina dress suit and less than 90 cents, probably not over 
75 cents on each suit of clothing made of coarse wool. 


COARSE WOOLs. 


Coarse or medium scoured wools cost over 25 cents per pound in London, 
and in the United states, under the McKinley law. the scoured cost of the 
same sco coarse wool is under 50 cents, so that the atest difference 
between free raw material and the protected raw mate ina suit of work- 
ingman's clothing would not exceed 75 cents as against a difference of 90 
between free raw material and 1 raw material in a fine broadeleth 
suit, such as the well-to-do would wear for evening dress. To give the con- 
sumer the benefit of from 75 to 90 cents on each suitof clothes itis propos 
to take from wool the protection it has had for a generation and subject it 
to the competition of imported cheap free wool. 

Ignoring the difference in freight against the American woolgrower, al- 
luded to above, the Australian woolgrower has the advantage of pasture all 
te year around, the pasturein Australia being better in winter than insum- 
mer. The woolgrower in Australia rents his land from the Government for 
a smaller e than the Ohio woolgrower in many cases pays for taxes 
alone, and the latter. owing to our vigorous winter climate ive months in 
the year, feeds his sheep on hay and grain, nearly the whole of which is 
labor. It costs nothing to grow hay or grain—nature does that. 


COST OF RAISING WOOL. 


The main cost to the farmer of hay and grain is in the Dropartng of the 
land, in cultivatin r, in harvesting, and the feeding, which are labor, and 
which represent 90 per cent of the whole cost of production, the remaining 
10 -per centrepresenting interest and taxes. 

ow, under these conditions, the cost of raising wool in the United States 
is at least 11 cents per pound in actual outlay greater than the cost of rais- 
ing the same class of wool in Australia or tne Argentine Republic, and the 
McKinley tariff law places the duty of 11 cents per pound on imported un- 
washed wool to put the American woolgrower on even terms with his for- 
eign competitor. The latter has the advantages of cheap land and climatic 
condition and cheaper freight, which to him are fully equivalent to 11 cents 
pound, and if wool is put on the free list the American woolgrower will 
ve to submit to the disadvantages of raising wool in this climate on even 
terms with his foreign rivals, who do not have such difficulties to contend 
with, and so without adequate protection must nece: be driven out of 
the business. Our seventh largest agricultural industry, producing annu- 
ally 265,000,000 worth of wool and representing an investment of $100,000,000 
in sheep, will be destroyed by free trade. Sheep will be fattened and will 
then be sent to market as food, and flocks will disappear forever. 

Our food 11 will in time thus be decreased, and our manufacturers 
eventually driven to buy their wool in Londonor in Australia. Gold 
will be thus sent out of the country again, increasing the harmful influences 
that must follow with the balance of trade permanently against us. 


INJURIOUS EFFECTS. 


The woolgrowers would be forced into someother industry. They would 
probably plow up their present sheep pastures when the land is suitable 
and raise wheat, of which already we have an overproduction and asurplus, 


and instead of having 60-cent wheat, as now, the probabilities are that in 
co uence of the increase of our surplus of wheat, in a short time 
we have only 40-cent wheat. It is to the interest of American farmers 
to diversify their industries, and to produce such articles as will find a mar- 
ket at home instead of abroad. The farmer who can sell direct to the con- 
sumers close to his home saves the middleman’s profits and the cost of trans- 
pron; which otherwise always lessens the net price to him when he has 
find a market abroad. 

American manufacturers are now in no way hampered in the matter of 
raw material. This is no by the fact that under the McKinley law our 
imports of fo wool were much greater than ever before. We imported 
foreign raw wool during the year ending June 30, 1893, in round figures, over 
168,000,000 pounds, an increase of 32 cent over the heaviest imports of any 
one year under any previous tariff law. The cost of this wool to the Amer- 
ican manufacturer was less, including duties, than it had ever been before; 
now, with the large quantities of wool imported, and with its cost lessened, 
wherein is there any ground for your statement that the American woolen 
manufacturer is handicapped in the matter of raw material? Besides, the 
McKinley law provides that . ob goods made of imported wool shall en- 
title the exporter to a return of all such duties paid on such raw material, 
save I per cent. Thus, for export purposes, the erican manufacturer has 
free raw material. Now, why does not he export his cloth? Because the la- 
bor he employs costs from two to three times the labor of his foreign free- 
trade competitor, making his product dearer and more costly. 


IMPORTS. 


Our imports of manufactures of wool under the McKinley law have prac- 
tically not increased at all. and the great increase in ourimports of raw ma- 
terial (wool) show that protection as adjusted by the McKinley law has 
stimulated woolen manufacturing in the United States to such an extent, 
and to have increased the American market for wool so greatly that the 
American mills have required not only the American clip, uone of which is 
exported, but in addition have had to import over 168,000.000 pounds of for- 
eign wool to supply their needs, and this m done without in any man- 
ner increasing the cost of clothing to our people. If there has been any 
change the cost of a sult of clothing to-day under the McKinley law is lower 
than ever before in the history of the country. 

If the duty is now removed or even reduced, at a time when the Govern- 
ment needs more rather than less revenue, the only way to procure even the 
same revenue that is now collected is to double ourimports. If we double 
our imports we obtain our supplies from abroad instead of at home. We 
cripple our manufacturers and lessen our market for wool. We give a 
industrial impulse to foreign mills, and to this extent take employ ment from 
our American milis, and for what? Simply in order to raise as much rev- 
enue under reduced duties for revenue only as we now collect under duties 
that are protective. Why, therefore, should we destroy a well-established 
industry that pays taxes to supply our Government and instead a 
mote a fo dustry that pays not! toward the support of our Goy- 
ernment? If we reduce our revenue one-half by lowering or removing du- 
ties we must double our imports to collect the same revenue that we now 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


989 


collect under present methods. The employment of American machinery 
to its fullest ey under the McKinley law, as previously stated, not 
only consumed all of our own wool product, but uired the importation 
of over 168,000,000 pounds more, an important quality which never before 
Was ever approached. 


FOREIGN WOOLS, 


This foreign wool was bought because, even with the duty added, it was 
as cheap as American wool, the London or free-trade price of all wools hav- 
ing been only one-half of the American price for wool of the same kind and 
8 Is it not, therefore, conclusively proven that protection doubles 

e price to the American grower? Cheap foreign wool makes cheap Amer- 
ican wool, and if the American woolgrowers had held their wools above the 
prices here of the foreign wools with the duty added, the latter, being 
cheaper, would have entirely supplied American milis and would have left 
the American clip wholly unused, and the American woolgrower has been 
ob) to accept declining prices during the past few years because the 
markets of the world for wool have been d . The London value of 
wool during the two years previous to Mr. Cleveland's inauguration fell 
over 30 per cent, and during the same period American wool declined less 
than7 percent. If it was not the protection of the McKinley tariff that 
stood between the Ohio woolgrowers and the cheaper wool market of the 
world what was it? 

Since President Cleveland's inauguration, and the assault by his Admin- 
istration upon the American wool industry, American prices have declined 
from 25 to 30 per cent, and why? Why did American wools hold up before 
this Administration came in, and fall immediately afterwards? It was be- 
cause it was well known by oy, in the business that the London or 
free-trade price could not be reached without a decline in American prices 
of at least 50 per cent, 


NOT TRUE. 
When you state that a workman will produce more cloth in this country 


than in foreign countries under conditions otherwise similar, you make a 
statement without foundation in fact. A manufacturer inthis vicinity who 


up to 1890, was making woolen goods in Bradford, England, under free trade 
moved his machinery under the McKinley bill from land to the Uni 
States. He has been running identically the same or and with some 
of the same hel under free trade in 


emplo; upon the same machinery 

AE and er the Nekeinler law in the United States. 
e 25 that the same man turns out as much or more work in England as 
in the United States, and that the labor cost in the weaving alone onl 
yard of cloth in England, under cheap foreign wages, is less than 2 cents, 
and the labor cost of weaving 1 y of the same quality of cloth in the 
United States is 7 cents. This is owing to the higher wages here. This 
is for the labor of weaving alone, and the whole amount of labor represented 
by wages paid in constructing a y: of cloth from the time the wool is 
handled until the cloth is finished is only 15 cents in England, as against 34 
cents in the United States. This is a comparison of free trade and protected 
labor on the same machinery, and in some cases with the same workmen, 
and is wholly outside of the cost of the raw material. 


LOCOMOTIVES AND WATCHES. 


You say that we export locomotives, watches, hardware, and many other 
things almost . of labor. The ven paige of locomotives and 
watches gets a drawback of 99 per cent of the duties paid on his imported 
Taw material, but, in point of fact, locomotives are now exported because the 
American type, rather than the foreign type of locomotives, are wanted 


abroad. 

The exporter of locomotives informs me that the English machin- 
ists choose to copy our patterns of locomotives. Owing to the difference in 
labor in their favor, they will be able to beat us out of such foreign markets 
as we now hold. The same applies to watches. When we began to make 
Watches by machinery, the Sy handmade watches were supplanted by 
American machine-made watches, and the Swiss watchmakers were idle; 
but since Switzerland has been compelled to put in the American patterns 
of machinery for making watches, owing to cheaper Swiss labor, they now 
make them cheaper than American watches. They are not only regaining 
the markets of the world which they had previously lost, but are invading 
the United States, and you can now buy cheap Swiss watches at a price. in- 
cluding the duty, that is as low or lower than the same grade of American 
watches, and I would like to know who in this instance pays the duty. The 
McKinley duties on watches no longer cover the difference between Swiss 

American wages, as was the case when that law was made. 


RAW MATERIAL. 


Yousay that by putting raw materials on the free list we would be pro- 
tecting our manufacturers more than we are protecting them now. You 
appar to know more about their interests than they they do themselves; 
otherwise, why should 8 per cent of all the American woolen manufactur- 
ers join in a petition to the United States Senate t the placing of wool 
on the free list? You can see in the New York Daily Tribune of September 
18 the telegram announcing from Washington that woolen manufacturers 
protested for seven hours before the Ways and Means Committee against 
any disturbance of the McKinley duties. Every manufacturer of woolen 
goods who spoke strongly 9 the removal of duties from wool, declaring 
that it would be ruinous to the woolgrowers and flock-owners of the United 
States and of no benefit to American manufacturers or American wool con- 
si mers.“ You must admit that manufacturers know more about the inter- 
ests of their own business than those not in the business, like yourself, and 
that the placing of such raw material as wool on the free list would not en- 
able them to make a single yard more of anything which they can now make. 


FINE GOODS. 


You say that American wool can not be manufactured into as fine goods 
as are produced by a combination of American and foreign wools. Here you 
are again tly in error. The late Capt. J. P. Bradley, of Ballardvale, 
Mass., and I believe, also, Mr. Moses STEVENS, a member of the present 
Committee of Ways and Means, made goods a quarter of a century ago of 
American pick lock or Saxony wool, which were so extremely fine that a 

ard of it could be drawn through a lady's finger ring. No finer goods can 

made to-day from any wool grown in any other part of the world. 

Hundreds of thousands of pounds of this pick lock or Saxony wool, witha 
Giameter of from 2,000 to 2.500 fibers to the inch, was sold under this very 
roof in former years. Australians did not produce it then. but now they 
megs Saxony wool so much cheaper than it can be produced on Ohio 

arms that our manufacturers have imported it from Australia, and the 
American woolgrowers, being unable to compete in price, are not now 
raising Saxony wool yielding two pounds to the fleece, but have gone into 
the business of producing the coarser merino wool, because they clip from 


5 to 6 pounds to the fleece. If the duties are removed the Australian com- 

tition that forced the Ohio woolgrower out of the business of producing 

axony Wool will also force him to abandon the production of double extra 
Ohio or merino wool. 


DUTY ON FOREIGN WOOLS. 


It is quite true, as you say, that if the duty on foreign wools is removed 
the American manufacturers would become bidders on foreign wool. If 
American manufacturers are to supply themselves with foreign wool it would 
be only because it would be cheaper to them than Ohio wool» Who, then, 
will be left io buy the Ohio clip, and what is to become of it? If American 
wool falls to the foreign pecs under free-trade the Ohio sheep will be fat- 
tened and sent to the butcher, and woolgrowing in Ohio will cease to be an 
industry there, except in limited cases, where the farmers can produce the 
coarser Wool sae or the meat, as they now produce cattle for that pur- 
pose. They would then consider the wool a by-product, as bullocks’ hides 
are now considered. 

When conditions arrive at this point there will be no merino or fine wool 
sheep in Ohio, and none of any kind except mutton sheep, as is now the case 
in England. Since the enormous increase in the world’s supply in Australia 
and the Argentine Republic prices of merino wool throughout the world 
have fallen, and there is nov a flock of merinosheepin England to-. The 
only sheep left in that country are the coarse wool or merino sheep ages | 

roduced for the meat. Under the severity of free-trade competition wit 

ustralia.. England to-day produces only 120,000,600 pounds of wool, as 
R spor 160,000. 0.0 pounds in 1875, when Australia only produced three-fifths 
of its present supply. 


COMPARISON, 


Chairman WILSON, of the Committee of Ways and Means, being wholl 
unable to nd any plausible reason for the removal of the duty upon woo. 
had to resort, for an illustration, to a comparison with conditions in 1857. 
He stated that Wool in 1857 was put on the free list, and at that time we 
were prosperous.” Now, what were then the existing conditions? In July, 
1857, Ohio wool was worth 60 cents. and wool was then put on the free H 
James Buchanan had been elected President, afinancial panic spread all over 
the country, and by the end of that year Ohio wool had fallen to 30 cents—a 
decline of 50 per cent in six months. 

Chairman WILSON points to this condition as a happy state of affairs. and 
invites the American people to a new trial of the same experience. . Besides, 
in 1857 the conditions of the world’s supply were very unlike those of 1893, 
Australia then procure only 30,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, as 
250,000,000 pounds in 1893, an increase of over 700 per cent; the river Platte 
produced over 10,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, and in 1893 that country 
8 110,000,000 pounds of scoured wool. an increase of 1,000 cent. 

o Cape of Good Hope in 1857 produced only 10,000,000 pounds of scoured 
wool, while in 1893 that country produced 50,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, 
an increase of 400 per cent. 

Thus the world's supply of wool in 1893 is drawn from the southern hemi- 
sphere, where, by reason of perennial pastures. better in winter than in sum- 
mer, Wool can be produced cheaply, while in 1857 the bulk of the world’s sup- 
ply came from the northern hemisphere, where, owing to winter feeding, 
woolgrowing is costly. 

New and extensive fields for woolgrowing have been opened in the South- 
ern temperate zone that were idle in 1857. In March, 1893, double extra Ohio 
protected wool was worth over 60 cents scoured, and in free-trade London 
the same quality was worth 30 cents. If it were known that the McKinley 
law would not be disturbed, double extra Ohio wool in the fleece would again 
be worth cents scoured (its value on the day that President Harrison left 
the White House), but with free wool the price of double extra Ohio would 
be the London price of 30 cents scoured. 


AUSTRALIAN WOOL. 


You say if Americans buy Australian wool it will lessen English scat ya 
and advance English prices. This could not take place until the American 
clip is no longer produced. Then if wehad enough protection uponcloth to 
cover the difference between En- lish and American es, so that we could 
compete with English cloth inour own markets, we would buy our raw wools 
in the London market as a matter of course, and the world’s price for wool 
would advance. It might even advance to a degree that would make wool 
in the free-trade markets of the world as high as it is to-day in the United 
States under protection, but when this takes place the cost of the raw ma- 
terial in a suit of clothes must then be fully as great under free wool as it is 
to day with protected wool. Admitting thatsuch may be the case, What has 
been accomplished? Wuat has been gained? 

You have destroyed the American wool industry, worth to the nation 
200,006,000, and lessened the ability of the American woo! wer to pur- 
chase Gotaa: You have destroyed a market for 45,000,000 bushels of corn 
and 200,000,000, pounds of hay previously consumed by our 45,000,000 sheep. 
You have lessened the value of the sheep farm; youhave paid an awful price 
for free raw material, and at the end of ten years, after destroying the 
American wool supply, which is one-eighth of the world's product, wool be- 
comes scarce and dear, and owing to the advance in the wool markets of the 
world clothing would be as dear or dearer than it ever was under the Me- 
Kinley law. Now, if clothing is not to be permanently cheaper, what ad- 
vantage is there in pa; such a price for the experiment? 

When the free er rea! to the fullest extent all that he ever 
hoped for from free trade, the cost of obtaining it will have been found to 
haye been so great as to have counterbalanced more than hundreds of thou- 
sands of times over the nn ty free-trade advantages. You can not de- 
stroy a great industry in which at least five million people, directly and in- 
directly, are interested without causing much misery to many men, nor 
without crippling to a greater or less degree every other man. 

The prosperity of this country under the McKinley law has been the 
greatest in its history. Why should we, therefore, repeal that law under 
which the American nation has been not only the most prosperous nation 
of the world, but during that time the only prosperous nation of the world? 

THEODORE JUSTICE. 

E. H. Gresy, Esq. 


Manager Monroe Refrigerator Company, Lockland, Ohio. 


This letter of Mr. Justice squarely meets and triumphantly 
answers each and every argument which has been made on this 
floor during this debate. ; 

The following is the table to which [have referred. It shows 
that the difference between the price of the Ohio product at the 
seaboard and the price of similar wool in London has been 
te 8 e tariff on the London wool at the port of 

ew Vork: s 
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Table showing priceof Ohio wool in seaboard market and a New Zealand wool 
gis 3. torch enrage s 


Monthly price of un- 
f scoured— 


Ohio 


Months. medium, New ome 
in senboard Zealand pound 
market m London 
ot United market. 
States. 
$0. 37; 80.10 
, 38. > -10 
37 $ 10 
87 > 10 
< 2 10 
. 38: < 10 
39. 5 10 
36 -10 
Š -19 10 
19 11 
30 10 11 
20 11 
87 21 11 
n 21 cae 
k 19 11 
i .19 . 1¹ 
. 38) 10 11 
37 20 il 
: 20 ll 
4 20 11 
80 20 ll 
: 20 11 
30 . 20 11 
ý 20 ll 
30 . 20 11 
5 19 il 
30 1 ll 


The woolgrowers of Ohio will sufferan irreparable loss if this 
bill passes. There are thousands of acres of land in Ohio, profit- 
able for sheep husbandry under just protection, which will be- 
become almost worthless if the industry goesdown. Sheep hus- 
bandry furnishes occupation for thousands who ifit fails will be 
driven to crowd the markets for otherforms.of labor. Wool has 
for many years been the source from which much of the ready 
cash of the Ohio farmer came. Destroy the industry and I do 
not know where he will look successfully for a substitute source 
of revenue. ; 
This bill discriminates against this Northern industry. Rice 
is to be strongly protected, wool to be destroyed. Rice grows 
in Georgia and other Southern States. Wool grows in Ohio 
and other Northern States. I denounce the whole scheme as 
an un onable wrong. It is a blow at one of the greatest 
agricultural interests of the country, and as a representative of 
an agricultural constituency, I condemn it. 
The scheme is unwise, un-American, unpatriotic, sectional, 
vicious, tisan, and Democratic. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Chairman, I have received some 
petitions yesterday and to-day ane by reputable and intelli- 
gent citizens of Parke County, Ind., and since I very heartily 
concur in the statements set forth in the Parona I desire to 
send to the desk one of them that I hold in my hand at this 
timo, and ask to have it read by the Clerk. 
Tie Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. E. V. BROOKSHIRE: 

In view of the misrepresentation being made by the enemies of tariff re- 
form in their d te efforts to defeat the will of the people, as expressed 
by. their votes at the last national election, we, the undersigned, Democratic 
voters of the Eighth Congressional district, would earnestly urge you as our 
Representative to vote for the exemplification of the Chicago platform as 
far as is possible to be secured in the Wilson revenue bill. viz: 

That tariff taxes be reduced to the lowest point that will yield the great- 
est revenue ne to meet the requirements of economical government, 
and that customs duties be ad valorem. 

We further request that you keep in mind that so-called protection is a 
fraud and a robbery of the body of the ple for the efit of a few, 
and wholly inconsistent with that Democratic principle: “Equal rights to 
all: special privileges to none.“ 

We desire that you use your best efforts to secure a tax on incomes, 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I will now send to the desk and ask to 
have read an editorial article from the Rockville Tribune, pub- 
lished in the State of Indiana, an ably.edited paper, that has di- 
rect reference to the matter under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE WOOL HUMBUG. 
In 1854, F Parke Coun 
taxes on one hundred sheep. 893, under the Mi 


7 wool would pay the 
pounds to pay on the same number.“ —Tribuns. 


ey bill, it. takes 20 


It is child's play to make assertions. There's a great big bear! He'll 
eat you up! Look out!" says the little boy to his companion, but really 
there is no bear at all. We desire to see most tfully ask the Trib- 
une to give us the figures to prove the above remarkable assertion. We 
want the price of sheep, the price of wool, and the rate of taxation in 1834 
in Parke County, and the same things for 1893. We want information on 
this matter, not rash assertions, Will the Tribune give it?“ - Republican. 

The Tribune will cheerfully give the information, and having taken the 
time to get the facts asked for by the Republican, will that paper have the 
honesty to print them? We think not. N 

The returns of the assessors for 1854, on file at the auditor's office, show 
that 42,611 pounds of wool were Valued at $10,878—a little more that 25 cents 
per pound. The same returns show further that seria Bree six 9 
years: of low tariff the price averaged nearly 30 cents, being lower in 
than the inky So much for the assessed, not the market value of wool, 


which was no doubt higher. 
at $18,803; 100 head being valued 


In the same year20, 173 sheep were val 
at about $93, ‘The rate of taxation was 57 cents on the 3100, so that less than 


2} pounds of wool paid taxes on 100 sheep, even it we take the assessed value 
of wool as a basis. and not the money the farmer received at the factory. 

In the year of our McKinley, 1808, 100 ance ses assessed $300—the lowest 
he ander erate of taxation will average $1.36 on the $100, Twenty pounds 
of wool at 18 cents a pound will pay taxes to the amount of 83.60, while the 
taxes on 100 sheep are 81.08. 

Instead of overdoing the thing in our unofficial statement, the undisputable 
evidence ot the recordsshowsthat we did not putthe tax power of wool 
high enough for 1854, while we put it too low for 18 If the rejoinder 
made that our taxes are higher than they were in 1854, by reason of improve- 
ments, why is it that land was then appreciating in value, while for twenty 
FEC CC ity sys spite of all we have paid and are paying 

tuxes with a view of adding value to our farms. 

The whole tariff! humbug can be so well shown up in the wool discussion 
that we are prompted to give its exchange value when it comes to buying 
back the ly protected“ woolens. During the period of low tariff ti 
werese factories in Parke County, and just over its borders. The farmer, 
when he took his wool to market, got 1 pound of yarn in return for 2 of 
wool. Now the factories are gone—driven to destruction because they could 
not put good woolens on the market in competition with shoddy—and the 
farmer's wool, exchanged at the factory of some Eastern plutocrat, must go 
at the rate of 4 or 5 pounds to:l of as if he gets the same quality he re- 
ceived t -five years Does it pay to tax ourselves that we may grow 
18-cent wool on three-do mutton? 8 

If we take wheat we find the same story, for only once from 1855 to 180 did 
it get below $1 a bushel on the Wabash Canal. A half bushel of wheat would 
buy nearly as much goods in 1860 as a bushel will buy now. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would to ask the gentleman 
one question. r 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a 
good deal of interest to the petitions which have just been pre- 
sented and read from the Clerk’s desk. Ihe last one was appar- 
ently somewhat of an innovation, not only upon those 8 yes- 
terday, but, I take it, it is one of a very few in that line, 

Now, the petitions presented by the 8 from Michigan 

Mr. BURRO WS] as coming from the State of Nevada and the 
acific coast generally present exictly the interests and condi- 
tion of the sheep men and wool-raisers in that region. Having 
lived among them for ten years, I hope I am somewhat ac- 
quainted with the business as carried on in the Western coun- 
try, as well as with the condition and necessities of those en- 
gaged in the business of sheep-raising and wool- growing. 

Now, there is one thing which must be borne in mind, which 
is that so far as the great sheep-owners of the Pacifice coast are 
concerned, that they are farther removed from market than any 
others, that it costs them vastly more to get their products into 
the market than it does those who live nearer the Eastern sea- 
ports of the United States—the market for the American wool. 

Now, putting wool upon the free list brings thosaof the Pacific 
coast as well as all other wool-growers into competition with the 
wool-growers of Australia, New Zealand, and the Argentine 
Republic, there now being over 100,000,000 sheep in Australia, 
and between 50,000,000 and 60,000,000 in the Argentine Republic, 
against 45,000,000 in the United States. These countries ean lay 
their wool down in the market upon the Eastern seaboard mar- 
kets of the United States at about three-fourths of a cent a pound, 
while it costs the Pacific coast wool-grower from 3 to 4 cents a 

und, commission and insurance included, to lay his down in 

he Boston and Philadelphia markets. 

Then, another thing, there is a vast disparity between the 
wages paid here and the wages paid in Australia and the Argen- 
tine Republic. We pay the shepherds of our country from $30 
to $40 per month, while in Australia, in the most favored coun- 
try of all that section—New South Wales—according to the spe- 
cial consular reports on Australian sheep and wool, cones y 
George H. Wallace, consul-general of the United States, - 
bourne, Victoria, August 5, 1892, page 41, they pay not to ex- 
ceed $20 per month for the best white labor; and there one man 
cares for about 2,000 sheep, while with us it takes one man to 
every four or five hundred, to look after them properly. 

Another thing, sheep in our country must bear their share 
of taxation. They are taxed the same as any other commodity or 
article, while in New South Wales there is no taxation upon the 
sheep. The sheepmen there pay a mere nominal land tax and 
sheep are exempted from taxation. 
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Now, gentlemen speak about wanting the duty on wool re- 
moved. How do other countries treat us as to being liberal to 
those engaged in the sheep business? If we desire to export 
sheep to Australia, what must we do? referring to page 32 
of the report to which I have alluded I in the language of 


that report that— 
The direct importation of shesp from the United States, which had a geo 
$ F ught to a stop by the regulatlon adopted 

Under that regulation if we wish to send American. mere to 
Australia we must not only show that they have been held in 
quarantine for ninety days, but in the language of subdivision l, 
of section 33 of the act, must further show, “That they (the 
sheep) have been in the country from which it is intended (7. e., 
the United States) to introduce them for a period of sixty days, 
and not less than fourteen days in Great Britain or Ireland.“ 

In other words, if the American sheep producer wishes to send 
sheep to Australia he must not only show that they have been 
held in quarantine for the required number of days, but that they 
have been shipped from England or Ireland instead of sending 
them directly across the ocean to the market; that is, that they 
must go by way of Great Britain and be held fourteen days there. 

It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, when we come to look at this 
bill, that so far as the wool-grower of the West is concerned he 
must suffer a great hardship indeed; his product is classed as 
“yaw material” and his hope for success ruined. Itis proposed 
to give us our wool free keep a tariff upon our woolen goods, 
By this bill even sheepskins are put the free list, while you 
impose a duty upon the gloves manufactured from eee 
The shepherd is to have no protection upon his wool or pelts, 
but there is a duty on his woolen clothing and sheepskin gloves. 

To compensate for this loss, what do you propose to do? 
You propose to reduce his wages, to drive out of business; 
but in order to let him down easy you give him cheaper cham- 

e. You reduce the duties on laces and embroideries; you 
et him have his silks and plushes at lower prices. You make 
kid gloves cheaper, also ostrich feathers and artificial flowers. 
That is what you propose to do for the sheep-owner in the West 
in this bill. You propose to reduce all these things to benefit 
the poor sheepman and at the same time wipe out of existence 
the very industry upon which he depends not only for the lux- 
uries of life (still made dutiable by this bill), but for the neces- 
= of life he must have in order to support and educate his 
‘amily. 

I pe free to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Western wool-grower 
can not continue in this business if this bill becomes a law. Its 
effectis already being felt, and that effect 1 the people whom 
I haye the honor to represent is dire indeed. In 1892 they were 
able to realize at home some 14 cents for their wool. To-day 
wool is a drug upon the market at 7 cents. I have a letter here 
from a constituent of mine, and a very intelligent man, who, in 
writing upon this subject, speaking of the effect of this tariff 
agitation, says: 

PRINEVILLE, OREGON, Detember 16, 1893. 

Dran SR: * è [desire to say that it hada most disastrous effect, and 

to fully explain I call your attention to the figures below. 

* ‘To be brief in the matter, I refer to the year 1892 and take for a basis good 
average wool-scouring, 6 to 65 per cent which, during the season of 1892, 
veraged our growers 14 cents from sheep of an average value of $3 per head. 


a 
This season of 1893, under tariff agitation, the same staple of wool averaged 
growers7 cents and same class of sheep declined to $t per head. So youwill 


readily see what the effect of the recent agitation had on our industries 
and what losses were attributed to the decline in values. But toshow more 
fuily how it affected a community like ours, we had in our coun 
250,000 and a wool clip aggregating 1,500,000 pounds. On wool the loss 
was one half, or 7 cents per pound. 
6 oa E —T—T—— — — . —ůj— $105, 000 
Decline on value of sheep, at & per head 500, 
Total loss in one Season - <2... <<. <0 a aad 605, 000 
From the above you can see what loss we have sustained only for one year. 
Yours, truly, 


J. H. GRAY. 
Hon. W. R. ELLIS, Washington, D. C. 
pulation 


That is in a county large in area, which contains a po 
of less than 4,000 inhabitants, and it suffers a loss of $600,000. If 
by reason of the agitation of this measure the loss is so great, 
what will it be if this bill becomes a law? I think the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], referring to the price of wool, 
has properly explained why there has been a decline in the 
price of wool under the McKinley bill. Wool, like any other 
commodity, declines according to the demand for it in the mar- 
ket; and I claim that while there has been a small decline in 
later years, I think the decline has not been as t here as in 
the London market. I submit here a table showing the monthly 

rice of Ohio medium unscoured in the seaboard markets of the 
nited States and the New Zealand unscoured in the London 
market, the two being practically identical. 


Months. 


inseaboard| Zealand, | Der, 
market in London pound. 
of United market. 
States. 

go. $0. 20} 80, 10 
88 2 10 

37 . 2. 10 

37 19 10 

87 19 10 

-38 19 10 

39. 19 10 

$ 19 10 

3 19 10 

381 10 11 

‘sol 19 11 
88 20 SI 

ott 21 wal 

5 21 11 

80 19 11 

-38 -19 11 

19 11 

-20 11 

20 11 

-20 11 

. 2 11 

. 20 „Hi 

- 2 „H 

.20 . 1¹ 

i 1% it 


From this table it will be readily seen that che relative differ- 
ence in price is maintained in this country, although there 
had been an apparent decline in price. A Western paper, to my 
mind, has well named this bill when it speaks of it as a “ bill 
for the free coinage of panics.” It seems to me that that would 
be a more appropriate title than the present one. And now, 


Mr. Chairman, I think that the time has come for us to put an 


end to booming charity, which is about the only thing that has 
received a boom by reason of the probability of this bill becom- 
ing a law. I believe in charity, but would much prefer that 
there were no necessity for it. The time has come when we 
should quit booming charity and monarchies and to do some- 
thing to boom American industries and furnish work at remu- 
nerative wages to the American workingman. [Loud applause 
on the Republican side.] 


ere the hammer fell. 
. DAVIS. Mr. Seele there are a few points in this 


discussion of the tariff that have not yet been mentioned; but, 
before I come to any of them, I desire to congratulate the gen- 
tleman from i Mr. Burrows] for having joined the 
‘t Calamity Howling Party.“ Out in Third Party men 
are called “calamity howlers.” I have listened to their earnest 
and just complaints, and we have earned that title, perhaps justly. 
But, sir, I never have heard so long, so persistent, and a more 
truthful calamity howl than we heard yesterday afternoon in 
this House. Certainly I never heard it more strongly from a 


ty | single industrial interest than the gentleman has repeated re- 


specting the sufferings of the wool-growers of this country. 
I want to say, in addition, that, what the honorable gentleman 


— said was true. While I disagree with him as to the cause of the 


trouble I repeat that, all he said was true, and all that his cor- 
respondents have said is true; but as to the cause of their dis- 
tresses of course we differ. 

I desire tosay that while wool has fallen in price, and while that 
industry has got into a bad condition, it is in no worse condition 
than other industries. While wool has fallen in price, so has 
wheat; while wool has fallen, so has cotton; so has corn, so has 
beef and pork, so have all the products of industry for the last 
eight or ten years. Take the State of Illinois, one of the rich- 
est States, one of the best agricultural States in the world, with 
her agricultural wealth and her manufacturing industries, and 
yetin the State of Illinois we find that there are industries 
which are so depressed that we are led to believe there is very 
little prosperity there; when, with all their natural advantages, 
the people of that State are carrying $38+4,000,000 of mortgage 
indebtedness on their lands. eoe 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 
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Mr. DAVIS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is that mortgage indebtedness 
limited to farm lands? 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not say so, Mr. Chairman; it is on real es- 


tate. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But does not the gentleman know 
that a large part of that mortgage indebtedness is on property 
in the city of Chicago? 

Mr. DAVIS. It does not matter about that; there is great in- 
dustrial depression. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes; but 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not yield for an argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman, in W 
of the farmers of IIlinois and their condition, must not load the 
mortgage indebtedness of the city of Chicago upon their backs. 

Mr. DAVIS. I repeat, sir, that in 1890, a long time before the 
tariff scare on account of the domination of the Democratic party 
occurred, there existed on the real estate of Illinois a mortgage 
indebtedness of $384,000,000; and I suppose that in Illinois there 
are other men besides farmers who try to own their homes and 
are compelled to mortgage them. 

Then, in the State of Pennsylvania, that land of protection, 
that land of prosperity, sappi ed with ores and coal, and with 
all the requisite resources of wealth, the people are loaded with 
$613,000,0U0 of mortgage indebtedness on their real estate; and 
the mortgage indebtedness of the great State of New York is 


$1,600,000,000, more than half of the original debt of the United 


States at the close of the war. Those debts do not proclaim 
prosperity. . 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman allow me a question there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. DAVIS. For a question only. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, The gentleman says that these 
mortgages do not indicate prosperity. Iwill ask the gentleman 
if he does not believe that its mor e indebtedness is one of 
the great causes of prosperity of the city of Chicago; and I will 
ask him, further, if he believes that that city could have been 


built up after the great fire in 1871 had it not been that the credit 8 


of the business men in that city was such as to enable them to 
secure such large loans that have been used by them to construct 
aons magnificent buildings that are an ornament to that city 
to-day? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I find a circular issued by a 
banking firmin New York City which states that wheat-raising 
has not paid since 1884, and that the farmer must now give 2 
bushels of wheat to get possession of the same coupon that he 
could formerly have obtained by giving 1 bushel. I am stat- 
ing general principles. There are exceptions to all rules, but I 
am arguing the general question all over this country. I sub- 
mit the following statement: 


A year ago we wrote, saying, In attempting to forecast the future we look 
for higher prices for wheat the coming six months.“ No time during four 
months following did bert decline more than 1 cent below quotations in 
Chicago, December 23, 1 and it did make more than 10 cents, and remained 
for many weeks above that advance. Weagain feel like renewing last year’s 
forecast, es y so as values are more than 16 per cent less and far be- 
low cost of production everywhere where wheat grown or consumed. 
Bears and consumers have had along inning. It is about time the producer 
be given a chance. Since May, 1893, economies go out of the Baring 
failure in Europe in 1890, and those emanating from effects of the ukase in 
Russia in 1891, Hatch bill p in Washington in 1802, and later “the 
object lesson,“ or credit panic, coupled with a lus from the 1801 and 1892 
crops, plus the two largest rye crops grown, and an unusually large root 
crop the world over, evidently prevented Chicago cash wheat from getting 
above the heights of 70 cents“ since early June. The average price 
has been about 63} cents. 

Only three Mays in the past thirty years has wheat sold under 80 cents in 
Chicago. No punishment in any calling has been longer endured or more 
severe and steady than that of the wheat-grower, who has sold at a loss 
Ter pommoenton of the coupon front of his mortgage afer reeptug Dos S 

t on of the coupon from o mo a rea u 

ushels where in 1891 he ed 3. The above seven reasons terminat- 
ing around the ending of seven years has forced a large part of the world's 
supply into city elevators (where expenses for ca’ each 5,000 bushels 
or contract pe day is slightly more t $2.50). Our le and the world's 
visible will likely soon reach the largest amount ever known. January 21 
last it was then the largest, 82,250,000 bushels. We believe consumption and 
waste is about at the maximum the world over; that ulation is about 
consumers’ cupboards" have smaller and less flour sacks than years ago, 
jobbers less barrels or sacks instore. The flour visible is less than last 
Christmas. The milling output this month is about the same as in Decem- 
ber, 1892; for November the output was never larger; for the calendar year 
it will fall short of 1892 about 14 per cent. 

Since 1869 Great Britain’s millers, farmers. or land owners have not pros- 
pered; then England took off protection for imported bread food. July 
wheat in Chicago is selling only about I cent over Max. and at the lowest 
price at this season of the year ever known; in Minneapolis cash wheat com- 
mands May prices; their stocks are about 18 cent less than a year ago. 
Minneapolis and Duluth have but 18,000.000 bushels, against 20,000,000 last 

ear. It is reported in the Northwest that their visible is 35,000,000 bushels 

ess. The world’s visible will show but little gain this month. (Weekly 
market letter, Clapp & Co., bankers and brokers, 60 Broadway, New York, 
Friday morning, 9 a. m., December 22, 1893.) 
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JANUARY 18, 


Mr. HICKS. Does your estimate of the mortgages of Penn- 
sylvania include buil association mortgages? 

Mr. DAVIS. I take the figures as I find them. I will submit 
a table from the United States census report showing some 
facts along with my remarks. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does not the gentleman know that that 
pe lg, ai indebtedness in Pennsylvania rests mainly upon prop- 
erty in the large cities, and not upon the farms? 

Mr. DAVIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, covering the point that 
debts indicate prosperity, I will say that T know of but one call- 
ing in which debts indicate prosperity, and in which men do live 
on the interest of their debts, and that is the national banking 
business. [Laughter.} But, sir, all debts, bonds, and mortgages 
ultimately rest upon the people as a burden. They do not indi- 
cate prosperity for the 1 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has 
been interrupted repeatedly, and | ask unanimous consent that 
his time be extended ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, in order that we may under- 
stand the significance of that statement of the mortgage indebt- 
edness of Pennsylvania, will the gentleman tell us what percent- 
age it represents of the total valuation of the property in that 
State; for otherwise it does not give us any information. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihavehere a statementof the per capita indebt- 
edness of several of the States. I find that in Pennsylvania it is 
$117 per capita; in Colorado, $206 per capita; in my own State, 
$170 per capita; in New York, $268 per capita. These debts rest 
upon the people most certainly, somewhere and somehow, and 
gentlemen may apportion the burdens as they please; I will not 
subdivide this indebtedness in a short mioa e this. It all 
rests upon the people. 

New York has a per capita mortgage debt of $268, and in this 
respect exceeds twenty other States that have been tabulated, as 
appears in the following comparative statement: 


[Extra Census Bulletin (United States Census) No. 54, August 30, 1893.] 


New Hampshire 


Mr. Chairman, Iam told that Illinois farming has not paid for 

gan. I have been told by a gentleman from IIlinois that the 

ast eight or ten corn crops have been a losing game to the 
amount of $10,000,000 pee annum. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can 
not truly represent the State of Illinois by any such statement 
as that which he has just made. Isay that farming does pay in 
Illinois, and I say there has not been a corn crop raised in that 
State since the Republican party came into power in 1850 in the 
State of Illinois that has not brought wealth to the homes of the 
farmers of that State; and any figures which the gentleman may 
present here, showing that the farmers of Illinois have gener- 
ally raised their crops at a loss, are totally unreliable. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not yield for a speech, Mr. Chairman. In 
the South we find that cotton and wool are failures as paying 
crops. Cotton has been sold ata loss, and last fall, sometimes, 
it could not be sold at all. In my own State wheat has been 
sometimes carried to market and home again without a bid. It 
could not be sold at all. We find, then, that cotton has not paid 
wheat has not paid, and corn has not paid. And, sir, we fin 
that the silver-mining industry has been closed up entirely. 
Now, in the face of all these facts I declare that the tariff is not 
the cause of our distresses. The tariff does not touch corn, nor 
many other articles which have fallen in price. Sir, there is an 
underlying cause which has produced this general shrinkage of 
prices. Sir, it has been a contraction of the currency of the 
country, causing falling prices, general indebtedness, and gen- 
eral inability to pay. The people are carrying monetary obli- 
8 beyond their ability to pay. Farmers are losing their 

omes with frightful rapidity through mortgage foreclosures 
and the sheriff's processes. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another point that I wish to touch 
upon. A false impression seems to be abroad in regard to the 
effect of the tariff on wool. The arguments and complaints that 
we heard here yesterday are almost identically of the same charac- 
ter as those that came from the English farmers when it was 
proposed there to remove the tariff on wool. They said that it 
would destroy the sheep indust But the tariff was taken off, 


nevertheless, and the English sheep industry increased in con- 
Sequenceof free trade in wool. Free trade in wool will not lower 
the price of American wools. It will not admit foreign wools 
which will compete with our best wools; but it will bring in 
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foreign wools fit to mix with our own: thus causing a greater 
use of our wools and the manufacture of a greater variety of 
goods; and if we get those foreign wools cheaply our American 
manufacturers can afford to pay more for our home wools, and 
there will be anincreased demand for ourhome product. These 
are not my own theories or ideas. They are the lessons of Cx- 
perience and history. If gentlemen who are willing to learn 
will look over the debates in 1857, they will find these sentiments 
uttered by such men as Charles Sumner and Henry Wilson, and 
others of the New England States. Those statesmen evidently 
believed that in some cases free trade was the best protection 
for the people. J 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the true position on the tariff? 
In my opinion, we ought to say as Garfield said, I am a protec- 
tionist; I am in favor of protection; 1 am in favor of that protec- 
tion which leads to ultimate free trade.” That was the state- 
ment of Gen. Garfield in July, 1866. It was then good Republican 
doctrine. 

As a general result, it has been found that there are no wools 
raised anywhere abroad for export that will compete with our 
American middle wools, such as are produced on the Oxford 
sheep, the Southdowns, and the like breeds of sheep; nor with 
our combing wools of the Liecester and Cotswold breeds. Every 
country producing these classes of sheep produces them pri- 
marily for their mutton, and secondarily for their wool; and 
each country needs more of that quality of wool than it can pro- 
duce, so that none is exported to this country or to any other 
country in the unmanufactured condition. 

Mr. HARTER. Is it not a fact that those grades of wool 
about which the gentleman is now talking have averaged a 
higher price per pound for the last eight or nine years in the 
London market than in the market of the United States, in 
which they are grown? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; I believe that has been more or less 
true ever since the Crimean war. One other point. Take the 
merino wools of South America and Austrlia, which come from 
a different atmosphere, from different soils, and from different 
climates from ours; when they are brought here you find that 
they are fit to mix with our native merino wools, and they do 
not directly compete. The facts of history show that after free 
trade in wool was established in England wool did not fall in 
price, but was in greater demand than before, and that more 
sheep were raised in England than ever before. 

In this country, where lands ought to be higher, it is not 
profitable to raise large flocks of merino sheep. They may be 
raised for breeding purposes, but not for wool purposes alone. 
The profitable sheep in this country are those which are raised 
primarily for mutton and secondar y foe wool; and the wool of 
these classes of sheep will not fall in the market from any change 
of tariff. If it falls, it is from the decrease of money, causing 
fewer dollars to buy a given article of property, compelling men 
to sell the products of their labor for lower prices, in order to 
meet their debts and taxes and general expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that our industries are safe 
when they are founded on the fickle policy of raising or lowering 
the tariff; because no matter what tariff you may adopt, there is 
the continual fear that it will be changed. And the tremor now 
exhibited all the time by gentlemen interested in the protected 
industries proves that the tariff is not a safe foundation for prices. 
Let us have a solid foundation that does not care at all for a low 
tariff or a high tariff. We can do this by removing the present 
system of tariff taxation and adopting a juster system. Mr. 

hairman, I desire to say before I sit down that it is impossible 
to maintain an equitable distribution of property in a country 
where the revenues are gathered through tariff taxation. Ten 
men owning $1,000 each, and each having a family of six persons, 
pay tariff taxes on the consumption of sixty persons. One man 
with $10,000 and six persons in his family paysarevenue on but 
six persons, Hence, tarif taxation taxes property in many hands 
heavily; it taxes property in few hands lighjly. That being so, 
these ten men with ten families, paying on consumption rather 
than on accumulations, pay ten times as much taxes in propor- 
tion to property as the one man with $10,000 pays. Now, let 
that one man be a millionaire, and then see how much greater 
the difference is. If the $1,000,000 be in the hands of one hun- 
dred persons, they pay one hundred times as much tariff taxes 
on that propery as would be paid if the same property were in 
the hands of one person. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. CANNON of Illinois obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Before my friend from Illi- 
nois begins tos , I trust we may agree upon a time when the 
vote shail be taken on this question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish the gentleman would bring 
that matter up a little later. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not want to take my 
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friend off the floor or curtail his time; but can we not agres to 
have a vote at 1 o'clock? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Extensionsof time have been pretty 
liberal on both sides of the House, and I would be glad if the 
gentleman would withhold for ten or fifteen minutes his proposi- 
tion as to taking a vote. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not want to prevent the 
gentleman from Illinois having as much time as he may desire. 

Mr. BURROWS. T ask that the gentleman from Illinois may 
be allowed to speak for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. There is no objection to 
that. Iam only trying to see whether we can not now agree 
upon some time for taking the vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. We will try to come to some understand- 
Tag on that point after the gentleman from Illinois has con- 
cluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Michigan asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
be allowed fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no 8 pr r 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that 
I shall want so much time as fifteen minutes, unless J can have 
more, 

This question in its economic as well as in its financial aspect 
is peculiar. It is, as the gentleman from Massachusetts said 
yesterday, purely, from time to time, a question of business. A 
wise policy for Great Britain is not necessarily a wise policy for 
the United States. Note the difference between the two coun- 
tries. Great Britain, a country of vast age, of small territory, 
fully settled, with 36,000,000 of people, with great accumulations 
of wealth, finds the markets for her products all about this earth. 
She has to journey everywhere at great expense to find her 
markets, which are far inferior in amount and quality than we 
find amongst ourselves in our own markets. 

Bonk DINGLEY. And at the same time wages with us are 
er. 
r. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, wages are larger. What is 
true of Great Britain is true of Belgium and of all the countries 


in Europe. But in the United States we have not far from 70,- 
000,000 of people at the present time; and the increase of popu- 
lation in the United States since 1860 is equal to the whole popu- 


lation of Great Britain. If we could fully utilize the market af- 
forded by this increase of population alone in the United States 
since 1860, we would nave a market equal to that which we would 
have in Great Britain if we monopolized her markets for all 
kindsofconsumption. We are ina poroa of development. In 
the next hundred years our 70,000, 000 of people are to grow to 
250,000,000. Now, if wecandominate the market from this time 
to that, amongst ourselves with our own products, we will con- 
tinue to have the best markets of any nation in the world, even 
if we do not sell one pound, one yard, or one bushel abroad. 

This can only be done by developing all our resources—diver- 
sifying agriculture and diversifying all other industries. So 
that it is sound business policy to utilize our present markets 
and the markets tocome. It is an unsound business policy to 
throw away a market of 70,000,000 of our own people, soon to be 
increased to 250,000,000, in order to compete in a market that is 
not one-twentieth as large elsewhere. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

I will admit, in the fullness of time, when we shall have 250,- 
000,000 of people instead of 70,000,000, as now, the time may come, 
and probably will come, when we shall dominate the markets of 
this country and this continent, and that we may then change 
our policy. But we ought not to change it until that time does 
come, 

Now, then, on this foundation rests the whole policy of pro- 
tection, in my own mind, so far at least as I am concerned. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will yield for a bare ques- 


tion. 

Mr. COX. Only a question. Then your conclusion is that it 
is only a question of time when you can come to the Democratic 
doctrine? 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no; when he comes to our doctrine. 

Mr. HOPKINS oi Illinois. We will never get to the Demo- 
cratic doctrine. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me answer now. 

Mr. COX. Very well, let us know. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will answer, and hope I will not 
be interrupted to any great extent. When the time comes for 
us to change our policy, if it ever does, and in changing it we 
can gain for our people more than we lose, then I shall be for 
changing it, call it what policy you please. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

step farther. Much has been said about wheat. Wheat is 
cheaper now than it was formerly. Why? Because there are 
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only twocountries in Europe that buy wheat of us or of anybody— 
and I hope I shall have attention. It is shown by the reports of 
the Agricultural Department that those two countries are Great 
Britain and Belgium. Who sells the wheat in that market in 
competition with us? I answer Roumania, Russia, and 
the Argentine Republic. It is a very small market. In the 
year 1840 we sold 36 per eent of our wheat product abroad, whereas 
we sold less than 5 per cent of our other agricultural products 
abroad. What is the true remedy? Wheat is sold at ruinous 

rices. The true remedy is to broaden our market at home. 
How? By giving everybody employment. Then everybody will 
be a generous customer instead of a starvation customer. 

But again. We should further diversify agriculture in sugar, 
wool, and everything else. We should also further diversify 
our manufactures, because as we diversify our industries we 
make customers for the farmer and customers for all producers. 
It is better for the farmer to sell tocustomersat home the wheat 
he has been raising rather than to have more men on the farm 
to raise more 50-cent wheat tocompete in the markets of the two 
countries in the world where we sell our wheat. [Applause on 
the Republican side. } 

n Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 

uestion 
3 Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman not admit that we are 
now competing in Europe with the different countries of the Old 
World for the sale of our wheat? 

MOGAN NON of Illinois. Certainly; with Roumania, Russia, 
an 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then the gentleman will admit that the 
price we receive there fixes the price of our article not only in 
the United States, but in the foreign markets? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly; all prices are regulated 
by the prevailing market wherever it is. But let me tell the 

ntleman this: If you increase the demand for our wheat in 

e United States by making more customers and fewer farm- 
ers—less men e in the raising of wheat and more men 
employed in other industries to consume wheat —we will soon 
have a market of our own and be absolutely indifferent to the 
foreign market. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SIMPSON, “yee word further, if the genvleman pleases. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, please make it brief, as I 
have but a few minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I only want to get at the truth of this con- 
troversy. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want the gentleman to explain if he can 
in hiss h how it is that so many millions of people are cry- 
ing for bread in this country, while the price of wheat is so low. 
What is the matter with the law of supply and demand? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman, and 
very fully. Twelve months ago there was no crying for 
bread—— [Cries of That is it!” and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). There was not only no 
cry for bread, but the prices of wheat were higher by one-half 
than they are now, and everybody who wanted employment was 
employed at remunerative compensation. The trouble is that 
when this Old Man of the Sea,” Democracy, came into full 
power [laughter and applause on the Republican side] with its 
old threats of interference with the industries of the people, then 
there was.a stop to all enterprise, because the people said“ They 
have promised to wreck our industries, they have promised to 
reverse our policy, we can not go on and produce because we do 
not know that we can get the cost of 1 ” and factories 
and mills and manufacturing establishments closed down every- 
where, so that there was stagnation in every branch of trade 
and at the same time a cessation of the liberal orders of the cus- 
tomers that had formerly prevailed in this country. [Applause 
on the Republican side.) > 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Take it in Illinois, with a half crop 
this year of corn and other products; it is the first time in the 
recollection of anybody when a half crop in Illinois did not 
bring an increased price, but with a half crop there on the farm 
the price has decreased. Why? Because the millions of men 
that were fully employed a year ago, who were the customers 
of the farmers, are now subsisting on short and shortem- 
ployment, or starvation relief at the hands of charity. 

Mr. SIMPSON, Just one point more. I think I am helping 
the gentleman out in his argument. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My time is very short. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be interrupted 
without his consent, 

Mr. DAVIS. Which crop do you refer to? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my time can be extended a little 
bit I will be glad to d. I have not vexed this House much 
in this discussion. 1 will yield, trusting to the generosity of the 
House to give me a little extension. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I just want toask one more question? When 
we were called together in extra session, was it not agreed be- 
tween Republicans and Democrats that the great cause of the 
hard times that had come suddenly upon us, was the fact that 
the Government was buying 4.500, 000 ounces of silver every 
month? [Cries of No! “No!” on the Republican side.] And 
did not the Republicans vote with the Democrats on that theory? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair appeals to gentlemen to pre- 
serve order and to resume their seats. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Now, Dr. SIMPSON has given the 
patient fits, and he is the devil on fits! [Laughter.] 

A word finally in reply to my friend, and I say it in kindness. 
I have listened to his speeches here when he proclaimed the 

verty in my State of Illinois. bade my friend, it is a stand- 
ng wonder and amazement to the multiplied thousands of farm- 
ers of Illinois, well-to-do up to the last twelve months, industrious 
and prosperous as never beforein the history of this country—it is 
a standing matter of wonder and amazement to them how their 
brethren in Kansas in an evil hour could have sent agentleman 
with the peculiar views of my friend from Kansas to represent 
them on this floor. [Laughter on the Republican aide} 

Mr. DAVIS. I would like to give the gentleman a little in- 
formation about Kansas. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois, If itis no more valuable than what 
the gentleman has attempted to give about. Illinois, it is not 
worth listening to. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Figures do not lie only when they lie: on 
your side! 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I say in an evil hour these gentle- 
men were sent here to 3 the State of Kansas, but by the 
— of God and the awakened and enlightened thought of their 
constituents, they soon are to represent that State no more in m. 
opinion, unless they reform. 1 on the IN ye Pe side. 

Mr, SIMPSON. Be careful how you enter the domain 
proph „for it may come home to yourself. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Possibly it may; if so, I will die 
fighting for the right policy. Now, Mr. Chairman. a step fur- 
ther. e gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER], and that head- 
light on economic questions, the gentleman from New York | Mr. 

ARN ER], and others, have proc the nificent condi- 
tion of the peons of Great Britain. Iam not here to quarrel 
with the policy of Great Britain. I think very likely for her- 
self it is a wise policy, but wise asitmay be from her standpoint, 
what has it brought her? I call the attention of my colleague, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], to this fact, and I 
ask to pick up the Red k and see what he will find: 800,- 
000 paupers in Great Britain in a population of 36,000,000, to main- 
tain whom requires 350,000,000 a year. Is that the kind of pros- 
perity Spel epee wants in this country? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
allow me to call his attention to one fact? I understand him to 
say there are about 300,000 paupers in Great Britain. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Eight hundred thousand, and they 
cost $50,000,000 a year to maintain. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Does not the gentle- 
man know that before the 8 of the Peel reform act in 1841, 
out of a population scarcely half as large, they had in Great 
Britain more than a million paupers? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I donot know, and in my judgment 
the gentleman does not know. [Laughter.] Ispeak now by the 
eard when IS of 800,000, 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Go back further and 
you will find still more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I know another thing. In the 
United States, with nearly double the population of Great Brit- 
tain, with our higher wages and under our policy, the paupers 
in this country are only 75,000 as against 800, 000 there. tn 
plause on the Republican side.] Now, somebody says, Let us buy 
cheaper.“ With what shall we buy? With t m products, 
they say, and they tell us that we have fine natural advantages 
to produce them. Drive our seventy millions of people out of 
their daily employments in order that they may pari cheaper un- 
der other conditions abroad; drive them onto the farm to com- 
pete with those people who are making 50-cent wheat now. 

There is the logical standpoint from the other side, and it is 
fairly presented by some gentlemen and unfairly presented by 
this b l. Take my colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Black]; take the gentleman from New York [Mr. CocKRAN], 
as well as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON], and they 
have the courage of their convictions. They walk up and say 


1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


995 


they will vote for this bill, but it is not what they want. They 
proclaim one and all that they believe in the “fatherhood of 
God and the brotherhood of man.” [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] z 

The gentleman from New York said in substance that he 
would make trade absolutely free with all the people upon this 
‘footstool for whom Christ died.” ILaughter.] Beautiful! 
Magnificent! Splendid! Why is it with this magnificent an- 
nouncement the gentlemen on that side of the House vie with 
us on this side of the House to exclude the 100,000 Chinese from 
this country? Did not Christ die for them? The reason is that 
we can not compete with these Chinese. We have the home, 
the fireside, the family, the school to maintain. They do not 
help bear the burdens of government. We do; therefore we 
exclude them. And in the next breath the Democracy, includ- 
ing my colleague, Mr. BLACK, want to let the product of 400,- 
000,000 of Chinese come into our markets free, without one cent 
of tax, to compete with the products of our labor. 

The gentleman from Illinois, my colleague [Mr, BLACK], said 
in substance that if we were paying more wages here than like 
labor received abroad, which promoted immigration from abroad, 
that he would stop the immigration by cutting off the wages of 
labor here so that there would be no temptation to the foreign 
laborer to come to our shores. - 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to have five minutes 
more. 

There was ho objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, wages are higher here 
than abroad. Prove it. Yes. The 500,000 to 700,000 whocross 
the great deep annually, as your fathers and mine crossed it, 
come here to find homes. hy? Because they better their con- 
dition: because the wages are better. We get some immigra- 
tion, notably the Chinese, whom we are trying to exclude; and 
some immigration from Poland, and some from Italy that we do 
not like; and we have passed our laws sifting the immigration. 
It is wise legislation, but gentlemen declaim against that immi- 
gration, and to cure it my colleague from Illinois [Gen. BLACK] 
would reduce the wages of the man who lives by the sweat of his 
face in the United States to an equality with the man who labors 
in Europe, and then he says there would be no wage incentive 
for the foreigner to immigrate. All this he and the Demo- 
eratic party propos toaccomplish, as they proclaim, by abso- 
lute free trade. 

In other words, the labor of other countries is to sell its prod- 
ucts in our markets free in competition with our labor engaged 
in making like products. For what? Oh, that we may estab- 
lish the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man.” 
Absolute free trade, with everybody that Christ died for” 
laughter], except the hundred thousand Chinese that these 
gentlemen are with us trying to exclude— 

Mr. LOUD. I sup Christ did not die for them? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I too believe 
in the fatherhood of God” and the ‘brotherhood of man.“ 
This brotherhood is being established on a large scale by and 
through a Government of the people in the United States. 

The people are sovereign, and if the sovereign rules wisely 
there must be character, patriotism, intelligence. This means 
the fireside, the home, the school, the church, the book, the 
paper, and something of leisure for thought and Government. 

this demands a better return for labor than will barely keep 
soul and body together. 

If the cheaper labor of the Old World sends its products to 
the United States free, and sells them in our markets in compe- 
tition with like products of our better paid labor, this would not 
elevate their labor, but would pull down all labor. If the Old 
World wants free trade with us, let it place its labor on an 
equality with our labor, and until this is done, letus protect our 
own, and in the fullness of time all mankind will be benefited 
by the remainder of the world being elevated to our level. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon this wool amendment. We w 
one-half of the wool we consume. This is grown on arge 
ranches in the West, in part; but in the thickly settled States 
the small farmers have, as a rule, a few syn ia the aggregate 
a great many; and I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. HUNTER, and to the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. LANE; 
to the gentleman from IIIinois, Gen. BLACK, and all of these 
other people, who are trying to muddy the water like a cuttle- 
fish and swim away, that they may excuse their vote for this 
bill, but that the multitude of small farmers of Illinois, who 
have seen their flocks shrink in price three-fourths and their 
wool product substantially one- in the last twelve months, 
when 1894 and 1896 come, will show them by their votes that 
their economic policies have been weighed in the balance and 
found wanting.” [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Think of it! Forty per cent of pro for the manufacturers 


of wool and nothing for the men who produce one-half of the 
wool that goes in those products. And then the Democrats are 
erying about wheat! Too much wheat produced! And to remedy 
that they turn around and wipe out the wool industry. And so 
it is all along the line. Would to God men had eyes clearenough 
and brains strong enough and a vision broad enough to look at 
the situation of this country according to the extent and terri- 
tory of the United States. Canada on the north, Mexico, Cen- 
tral America, and South America upon the south, with the 250,- 
000,000 of our people that are to come in the next century in our 

resent territory. We must promote here all production that 
is practical, and the cheapest and bést market is first to supply 
our own wants. 

In the coming century our hive will swarm; our children will 
find homes to the northward and tothesouthward. Wisdom die- 
tates that we develop and commercially dominate this continent 
rather than enter intocompetition with the overpopulated coun- 
tries of Europe and Asia. This is the period for broad states- 
manship; this is the time to construct the Nicaragua Canal and 
tosecure a naval station in the Pacific Ocean by dominating the 
Sandwich Islands. Butin place of all this, you Democrats arein 
power; you borrow 850,000, 000 to-day to carry on the Govern- 
mentand at the same time press this bill, that will reduce the 
revenues $75,000,000 more, and your WILSONS, COCKRANS, and 
BLAOKS call this statesmanship. You disturb the air proclaim- 
ing your little shortsighted policy. We denounce your policy 
as inefficient; and inetficency clothed with power is er 
[Loud ne on the Republican ssde.] - 

ere the hammer tell]. 
r. OUTHWAITE was recognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 
ee CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise for the purpose of making 
some remarks, 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] is recognized. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I only rose, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause the Chair had informed me that I would be reeognized in 
a certain order, and the time had come. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is certainly mistaken in 
saying that the Chair had promised to recognize him at any par- 
ticular moment. The Chair said he would recognize the gen- 
tleman as soon as possible, but the gentleman must remember 
that the Chair can not control the matter absolutely. Thecom- 
mittee has already given the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] twenty-three minutes, and the Chair feels bound to recog- 
nize agentieman on the other side. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have no desire to come in con- 
flict with the Chair. I simply repeat what the page told me. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] has reiterated one of the statements which 
I regard as false, but which iscontinually made on the other side 
of the House, as to Fhe porote and effect of this bill, namely 
that it is intended to reduce the wages of the laboring people of 
this country. The leader of that side of the House, the gentle- 
man from Maine, ignores entirely the law of supply and demand 
in relation to this question, and I wish to quote as against him a 
statement which I find in a speech made by the Senator from 
Maine, Mr. FRYE, in the city of Detroit, during the campaign 
of 1888. He said: 

Where there are two men seeking one job w. Will below. Wherethere 
are two jobs seeking one man wages will be 

He then proceeded to illustrats the tariff and the effects of it 
upon wW: in Europe. He cited the fact that upon the eon- 
tinent of Europe, in the woolen factories, there were women 
working at 20 cents a day and boarding themselves, 

A few moments later he cited the other fact that there were 
90,000 women working in the factories in Manchester, England, 
at from 35 to 40 centsaday. The Senator knew that the partof 
his audience that was most interested in the discussion of this 
proposition would take the latter statement as a reflection upon 
free-trade England, and he knew that that audience would not 
stop to compare the two sets of figures that he had given, that 
they would not observe that in the protected countries on the 
continent, according to his own statement, the wages of opera- 
tives were but 20 cents a day, while in free-trade England the 
wages paid for the same labor were twice as much. 

He forgot, too, that the application of the rule he had just 
laid down as to the influence of supply and demand upon wages 
would show the fallacy of his argument. There are 361 people 
to the square mile in England, while there are but 20 to the 
ore mile in this country. Ido not intend to say that density 
of population alone determines the wages of labor, but it bears 
considerably upon it. The Senator also forgot to mention the 
fact that wages in free-trade England had increased from the 
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very day that the free-trade policy was adopted until this hour. 


There is as much difference between the wages in one part of 
this country and the wages in other parts as there is between 
American wages and English wages in some of the trades. 

Mr. HARTER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
it is not the fact also that the prices of agricultural products ad- 
vanced in England after the repeal of the corn laws: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the fact: but it is not pertinent 
to the proposition I was discussing. Wages in the protected 
employments in this country are not any better than wages in 
the unprotected employments. The wages of those people who 
can not be affected directly by your protective tariff are better 
in this country than those paid in Europe toa greater extent 
than are the wages of our people engaged in protected indus- 
tries. 

What do I mean by unprotected labor? Imightsay the farmer 
constitutes the largest portion, because protective laws do not 
favorably affect the price of his products. The markets of the 
world, under the rule of supply and demand, fix their prices. 
But there are millions of others in this country the product of 
whose labor, or whose labor itself;can not be protected or in- 
creased by tariff laws—the teacher, the lawyer, the doctor, the 
minister, the railway employés, both street and across country, 
all men engaged in building trades, all workers as clerks, book- 
keepers, and salesmen in stores, and the great class known as day 
laborers. Yet the wages of all these are greater here than any- 
where else in the world. 

Taxing their necessaries and comforts of life or the materials 
they use can not increase the pay they receive for their labor. 
They all belong to the Woo] Consumers’ Association. The dif- 
ferences between the wages paid workers in all the ways I have 
just mentioned in this country and that paid the same class of 
workers in Europe is as favorable, if not greater, than the differ- 
ence between the wages paid in the woolen industries and other 

rotected industries here andin Europe. The wages of workers 
tho woolen industry in England are better—nearly double 
those paid the workers in the same industry in the countries of 
Europe which have high protective tariffs. These facts you do 
not controvert. Explain them without weakening your plea for 
a protective tariff if you can. 
r. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, will the gentleman allow 
me ' 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill, in a moment. The wages in the 
Argentine Republic are better than the wagesin any of the pro- 
tected countries of the world, in some employments. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. OUTHWAITE. I would like to have ten minutes addi- 
tional in which to discuss the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O'NEIL). The gentleman from Ohio 
asks ten minutes’ extension of time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Now, as to another proposition of the 
gentleman from IIlinois 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question before he leaves the matter of wages of labor? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to call the gentleman's 
attention to this fact as to the prices of labor in Great Britain 
and Germany that the disparity in price was because of the fac- 
tory system in England—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not yield for an argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I will ask a question. Does 
not the gentleman know that from 1880 to 1890 wages increased 
in Germany much more rapidly than they did in England 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That may be so; yet in many instances 
they are still not half as great as in England in some classes of 
5 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And the reason is that Germany 
is just emerging from the hand-made system to the factory sys- 

m 


tem. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Non], who has just taken his seat, stated that it is the apprehen- 
sion of the action of the Democratic party with regard to wool 
that has caused this business depression and this depression in 
other industries with the consequent loss of wages in this coun- 
try. He forgets that ever since 1885 the Democratic party of 
this country has been pledged that as soon as it could obtain the 

wer it would place wool upon the free list. [Applause on the 

mocratic side.] 

He forgets that the message of the Democratic President of 
the United States in 1888 declared positively in favor of free 
wool, and that the Democratic party has from that day to this 
fought upon that platform. He certainly will not plead thatthe 

ple of this country were ignorant of what they were voting 
foe when: they voted for the Democratic platform in favor of a 
tariff for revenue only and voted for the man who had assumed 


the leadership of the party with his 5 record in favor 
of free wool as a constituent part of its platform. 

I will give the gentleman some facts and statistics as to the 
cause of the depression of the grain and cotton market in this 
country. Itake the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics upon foreign commerce; and on page 17 I find this 
statement under the head, Domestic exports by countries.” 

The mere statement that the value of domestic exports to Europe fell off 
$19,106,919 by itself almost tells the story, for it points immediately to di- 
minished e ts of uffs, provisions, and cotton, In 1892 the United 
Kingdom took $68,704,503 in wheat; in 1893, $57,853,514, a difference of nearly 
$11,000,000. In 1892 it took $20,203,642 in corn; in 1893, $9,048,469, a difference of 
more than $10,000,000. In 1 rmany took 87,842,902 in wheat and $7,481,- 
12% in corn. In 1893 it took $2,560,261 in wheat and $2,794,689 in corn. ‘The ex- 
The countries of Europe depending upon foreign supply of grain and applies 
with equal force to breadstuffs, to 2 oun NA mee 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield for a question only. 

Mr. SHAW. Will you turn fo pore 12 of that same report 
and look at the list of agricultural products and their prices? 
You will find, as any gentleman will, who may read it—— 

111 OUTHWAITE. This is not a question; and I do not 
yield. 

Mr.SHAW. That the price of every agricultural product 
has been advanced. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman does not put a question; 
and his suggestion is not pertinent to my argument, and his 
statement is incorrect. 

Mr. Chairman, a few remarks with regard to the paragraph 
immediately under consideration, or the amendment offered 
thereto. Remonstrances have been sent up and read in the 
presence of this House, which simply show to what length pro- 
tection will run in its madness, or what people will ask protec- 
tion against. 

In one of these petitions it is stated that the destruction of the 
sheep going on in some parts of the country is the result of the 
impending bill. Was the destruction of the sheep in 1868 in 
Ohio, when sheep were driven to the shambles by the hundreds 
of thousands, the result of the tariff of 1867? e destruction 
of sheep that is going on in some portions of the country to-day 
is no more to be attributed to the pendency of this bill than was 
that destruction in Ohio in 1868 attributable to the increase in 
the tariff in 1867, 

Another of the reasons why they ask for protection is because 
of local taxes upon sheep. Another is because there is a head 
tax in Nevada of 5 cents per head on sheep; therefore the Gov- 
ernment must tax the individual consumers of wool to put that 
money back into the pockets of the sheep-owners. Another is 
that in some tropical countries—I believe Australia was alluded 
to—the government fences the land, and therefore the Govern- 
aoni must tax the people of this country in order to fence their 

and. 

In another case it was the difference in altitude; that they 
were eevee | their sheep at a higher altitude, away up in the 
air, while the ranchmen were raising sheep wool in Australia 
and probably in the Argentine Republic at a lower altitude, 
therefore the Government must tax all wool-wearers in order to 
protect them on account of this difference in altitude, Thereis 
also a difference of moisture in the air, and there are differences 
of other climatic influences, all of which must be protected 
against by a tax on the consumers of wool. It is also said in one 
petition that the waters of their territory were alkali; that 
gn must therefore tax the people inorder tofurnish them with, 

resh water with which to wash their wool. 

Another was the difference in the cost of transportation. 
That is a new argument, or is presented as such on the part of 
the protectionist, that having legislated to protectlabor and hay- 
ing legislated to protect capital we must now begin to protect 
one part of the country against the transportation facilities of 
the other part. The complainants from Nevada complain that 
they can not compete in theraising of sheep with Ohio and New 
England, and complain that Australia sends her wool to our 
market by water, and therefore that the people of the country 
at large are to be taxed in order to pay for the transportation of 
their wool so that they can compete with the wool grown in 
oN and in New England, as well as that brought from Aus- 
tralia. 

My colleague asks why not levy a tax upon wool as a revenue 
tariff? Because it is not and can not be a good subject of reve- 
nue tax; because it does not yield as a revenue tariff as much as 
many other articles that can be selected. 

If the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois is correct 
that about one-half the wool that we use in this country is raised 
here, what would be the effect of the imposition of the tax if the 
fact be as the gentleman claims, to increase the price of a pound 
of wool to the wool-grower? Would it not increase the price 
of the pound of wool to the wool-user as well? This tax on woo) 
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would result in raising revenue in such a manner as that for 
every dollar of tax that would go into the Treasury of the United 
States to pay the expenses of the Government, one dollar would 
go into the pockets of the wool-raiser; and that is the serious 
objection to it. 

Another objection, Mr. Chairman, is that it is made the pre- 
text to increase the tax on the finished goods, or the products 
of woolen manufactories. Inthe McKinley bill is a direct recog- 
nition of that fact—worse than a recognition of it—an attempt 
not only to protect the manufacturer but also to assist him to 
levy tribute on the people of this country. In some instances 
the tax is described as so many times the tax upon a ees of 
new or unwashed wool and then so much ad valorem. The little 
tax upon wool is made a pretext for a big tax on woolens. Most 
farmers would be compelled to pay far more to the woolen manu- 
facturer in the protective tribute he would lay on them than 
nay would get back through the tariff on their wool. 

‘A ere the hammer fell.] 

r. WILLIAM A, STONE was recognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parlia- 
mentar 1 9 5 5 

The CH MAN (Mr. O'NEIL in the chair). The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I wish to know what the rule of 
the House is, when a member rises in good faith in his seat be- 
fore any other member and addresses the Chair in a respectful 
manner for the purpose of discussing a subject before the com- 
mittee, as to the matter of recognition by the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But I made the parliamentary in- 
quiry in good faith, and hope the Chair will answer it. I wish 
to know what the rule of the House is, when a member in good 
faith rises in his place before any other member, addresses him- 
self respectfully to the Chair Mr. Chairman“ —and asks rec- 
ognition in that manner for debate on a matter pertinent and 
pending? What is the rule of the House about recognition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the question 
of recognition was settled on yesterday. The Chair is also of 
opinion that thé gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania rose about the same time, and the Chair rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I submit to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that I rose before he did,and I think twenty mem- 
bers of the House must have observed it. 

Buta further parliamentary inquiry: In what way can a mem- 
ber who desires to address the House on a pertinent subject be- 
fore it address the present occupant of the Chair so as to secure 
recognition? 

Mr. ENLOE. By respectfully addressing the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to be fair. He 
Gore nok consider the gentleman’s last remark a parliamentary 

uiry. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am not attempting to reflect 
upon the fairness of the Chair. I desire to get the floor, and I 
am proceeding upon the theory that there is an equality among 
the members here upon this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] is recognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope the Chair will direct his 
attention this way. I propose to try to get the attention of the 
House when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE] shall have concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the question fof 
tariff for revenue, or for revenue and protection, must be consid- 
ered as applicable to this country only. Its experience in any 
other country will form no guide for its application in this. Our 
country is so large, our industries so numerous, our climate so 
varied, our soil so different in different localities, producing in 
one State what it will not yield in another, that the question 
should only be considered by its history and experience in this 
country. it this country consisted only of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania the policy of England as to tariff might possibly be consid- 
ered with advantage. We would then have to impert many 
articles of necessity which we now obtain from our sister States; 
but having nearly fifty States and Territories averaging in extent 
nearly or quite as much surface as Pennsylvania, and having free 
commerce between them, our policy should be so to legislate upon 
this question as to encourage the production of the principal pro- 
ducts of each State by confining the consumption to our own home 
productions. In this way the products of Pennsylvania find a 
market in other States, and the cotton of the Southand grains and 
meats of the West find a market in Pennsylvania. 

It can not successfully be denied that this country has pros- 


Pora under high protective tariffs. It can not successfully be 
enied that the country has suffered great business depression 
under low tariffs. 

A reduction of tariffs necessarily means a reduction of wages, 
and this bill should be entitled A bill to reduce the price of 
labor.” It would be a reflection upon the intelligence of its 
framers to suppose that they expect or intend thatthe prices for 
labor prevailng during the past few yearscan be maintained un- 
der it. They do not make any such claim. It would be ridicu- 
lous todo so. The report of the committee says: 

Such a reform of the tariff must quicken every industry, must open a 


larger fleld for the employment of labor, must secure to it more working 
days at steadier wages. 


Its framers expect more work at steadier wages; they do not 

say at higher wages. 
duce the wages of our workmen to the price paid for labor 

in foreign countries and this country can undersell any country 
in the world; we have many naturai advantages over the foreign 
prođucer. But the Republican party does not want to reduce 
wages in this country to the price paid in foreign countries. 

The Democratic party by this bill declare their intention and 
desire to reduce the price of American labor, They admitthat 
reduction of tariffs and putting articles on the free list will de- 
crease the production of those articles in this country unless the 
cost of the labor in their production is reduced. 

They say in their report: 

Logs are already on the free list; we have gone a step farther and put un- 
dressed lumber generally on this list. This may serve to eee and im- 
prove the dwelling houses of some of our people, but itis Justified if it shall 


3 nothing more than to delay the rapid destruction of American 
orests. 


Here, then, it is squarely admitted that the putting of un- 
dressed lumber on the free list will accomplish just what the 
Republican party claim that it will accomplish, viz, stay the 
manufacture of our own logs into lumber and supply our de- 
mand by foreign lumber. The American forests can not be pre- 
served without ceasing to cut American trees, and putting 
lumber on the free list is to stay the cutting of American trees. 
It will do it. Put lumber on the free list and the American 
forests will be 3 You allege it. We admit it. There 
is no dispute between us as to the effect of this bill on the 
American forests. There is no disguise about it. You openly 
say that your purpose in putting lumber on the free list is to 
peers the American forests. Youclaim that it will do it. 

o one disputes you. You say nothing about the thousands of 
American choppers and sawyers that will be turned out of em- 
ponin nor how they are to be preserved. But the preser- 
vation of the American forests is far dearer to you than the 
preservation of the American workingman. Your object is ac- 
complished. The trees will stand and the workmen will fall, 

But if putting lumber on the free list will preserve the Amer- 
ican forests, why of course putting coal on the free list will pre- 
serve American coal. There can be no escape from the argu- 
ment. If, as you say, lumber on the free list will preserve the 
trees in the forests, why of course you admit that coal on the 
ree list will preserve the coal in the mountains. These great 
coal deposits will be preserved; so with our ore, and so with the 
many other articles which you put on the free list. The Repub- 
lican party wants to develop the coal and the ore, but you do not. 
You want to keep it in the hills, to preserve it. 

You are opposed to the development of the natural resources 
of the country. Keep the trees standing in the forests, keep the 
coal in the mines, keep the ore in the banks. That is your po- 
sition, and you can not gainsay it. 

You are behind the spirit of the age. You are not capable as 
a party of administering the affairs of thisGovernment. Under 
your management the country will speedily relapse into a con- 
dition of innocuous desuetude. 

I know that you spin beautiful theories, clothed in eloquent 
language, and it is a misfortune to the country that so much elo- 
quence and logie is found in yourranks; but all of your eloquence 
and logic is dumb beside a starving man and an idle mill. 

Of what use is it to argue to a man whom you have deprived 
of labor, and whose children are crying for bread? Anyone, it 
seems, would see the distress which you are bringing on the 
country. Any political party ought to see it, but you are joined 
to your idol of revenue reform—you are deaf to the cries of the 
people, you ignore their distress and their sorrow. 

You say that youmust use the surgeon’s knife and amputate to 
save the patient’s life; and yet the limbs which you are tocutaway 
were healthy, iu the full exercise of their functions, until you 
produced your surgical implements. I know that the school- 
master is abroad in the land, and unfortunately for the country, 
he is in this House; but that his propositions are wrong, that his 
theories are wrong, and that his logic is false is demonstrated 
every day by the country. 
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You think that you have been sent here by the people to 
this bill; but the people who sent you here have changed their 
minds upon this matter and now call you to stop. 

Abraham was sent to the mountain by God, to offer his son 
Isaac as a sacrifice, but Abraham listened to the voice of God 
and stayed his hand, Why will you not listen to the voice of 
the people and rie your hand? Your own party calls you to 
stop, and you, of all the Democratsinthe Democratic party to- 
day. persist in going on. The people who sent you here have 
made a mistake, and they told you so last November most em- 
phatically. 

Are you so blind as to think that the people do not now and 
then make mistakes as well as their representatives? 

The people made a mistake in making it possible for Congress 
to pass this bill, and they now see it. Let us grant your position, 
for the sake of the argument, that you have a power of attorney 
from the people to pass this bill: but do not you know that a power 
of attorney can be revoked? The people revoked your power of 
attorney last November, and they will revoke you next Novem- 
ber if you pass this bill. 

Weare representatives of the people; weare here to represent 
their wishes, not our own theories obtained by reading Henry 
George and other writers, but the views of those who sent us 
here, coined from their own practical experiences; and I deny 
that you Democrats from the North, East,and West represent 
the people who voted for you when you vote for this bill. 

I will not go into a discussion of the relative merits of this bill 
and the McKinley bill. I point to the condition of the country— 
that is my answer to all the eloquence andargument which have 
come from the supporters of this bill since the debate began. 

I was impressed with the argument of my eloquent friend 
from Illinois, Gen. BLACK. He presented a new phase of this 
question. His theory is that this bill will restrict immigration; 


. and he is entirely right. Of the many bills introduced in Con- 


gress during the past several years to restrict immigration not 
one of them has proposed to do it inthe way he suggests, and he 
is entitled to the credit of having solved the problem that has 
so long troubled the gentleman from Alabama and others. His 
idea is that the half-million who annually come here do so to 
get the high wages paid under protective duties, and as this bill 
which reduces the protective duties would also reduce the 
wages, these foreigners would no longer have an inducement to 
come, and would stop. The American people are suffering from 
unrestricted immigration, it is true; but they do not wish to re- 
strict it in that way. They do not want to take away the desire 
of foreigners to live here by making it undesirable to live here 
themselves. A famine here could restrict immigration on the 
same principles. 

The cholera scare in 1892 restricted immigration. There is 
no doubt but that the good wages pua here has encouraged im- 
migration, and there is no doubt but that immigration will de- 
crease if you reduce the wages. My friend from Illinois is en- 
tirely correct in his reasoning, and no doubtif he wants to restrict 
5 the passage of this bill will do it. 

His reasons for his support ol this bill are the most logical that 
I have yet heard advanced. He can go back to Illinois to the 
workingmen of Chicago—and say, I know that you are op- 
pressed by foreigners who come over here to share your wages; 
well, we have stopped that; we have passed a bill to lower your 
wages to the same figures now paid these foreigners in their own 
countries, and they will no longer have any inducement to come 
over here to work”—and these Chicago workmen are expected to 
throw up their hats and hurrah for the Wilson. bill and tariff 
reform. 

They should be grateful. The Democratic party has restricted 
immigration. Great is the Democratic party, a friend of the peo- 
ple, especially the working people. 

My friend from Illinois says if he was pursued by bees he would 
throw down the honey. In his illustration,so happily used, the 
honey is the high wages paid our workingmen under the Me- 
Kinley bill, and the bees are the foreigners whose immigration 
he wishes to restrict. If my friend from Illigois with his hands 
full of honey pursued by bees should throw it down, the bees 
would get it; they would get it all, and then we would have no 
honey. How true his illustration is, and how aptly it fits this 
bill. Under it our workmen will throw down their wages and 
the foreigners will get them. He will not be pursued any longer 
by foreigners, for the wages of the foreigners in their own coun- 
try, under the stimulus of making our wares for us, will be better 
than the wages of our workmen. 

Our workmen have lost their wages, lost their honey, it is 
true; but then they are no longer pursued by foreigners, the 
bees, and that is consolation. 

Advocated by such high Democratic authority—it may be 
Democratic, but it is not American. 

The American idea, the Kepublican idea, is to hive the bees 


in their own country by laws restricting immigration that will 
restrict, and protect our working men and women in the enjoy- 
ment of their wages, their own honey. 

God pity the American workingman if he trusts his political 
future to a party advocating such a measure! [Applause.]} 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I only wanted to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the fact that I am still in existence, and that 
I hold the promise of the Chair, which is as good as his honor, 
to have recognition. 

The CH AN. The gentleman from Indiana is not in 
order. The Soren from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope I am not to be subjected to 
the same treatment as the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I shall endeavor to get recogni- 
tion some time this afternoon. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand the copy 
of a resolution which I have received in the mail this morning, 
of the action of the Brooklyn Democratic Club, in which they 
have resolved that the inaction and delay of the Democratie ma- 
jority in Congress in redeeming the 8 made by the Dem- 
ocratic party to reform aad reduce the tariff is causing serious 
injury to the business of the country, and as a consequence is 
creating a feeling of deep resentment and indignation among 
the people, which threatens disaster to the party. Iwant here 
to resent the imputation that is cast upon the Democratic ma- 
jority of this Congress, that it has been guilty of inaction and 
delay in redeeming thé pledges made by the ocratic party 
to reform and reduce the tariif. The first day fixed by the law 
at which this Congress could have assembled after its election 
was the first Monday in Devember, 1893. 

The only way that Congress could have been assembled sooner 
to deal with this question was by the proclamation by the Pres- 
ident of the United States convening Congressinextraordinary 
session. This Congress was called in extraordinary session in 
the month of August ol last year to deal—with what? Not to deal 
with the tariff question, but to carry into force the views of the 
present Executive of the United States upon the financial ques- 
tion; and this Congress was held here after the bill pro by 
the Administration had passed the House to repeal the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman silver law from day to day awaiting 
the action of the United States Senate upon that bill. The olose 
friends of the Administration oven joined their forces with the 
Republican minority of this House to prevent taking up the bill 
to repeal the Federal election laws until driven from their posi- 
tion by a caucus of the Democratic members of this House and 
the indignation of the Democratic masses. 

Then, if the blame rests with anybody, it is not with the 
Democratic majority of this Congress, but is with the President 


of the United States, who, as the recognized leader of the party, 
is under equal or greater obligations to redeem the pledges of 
mo- 


the party in aah oe) into efect tariff reform than the 
oratio majority of this Congress. But instead of tariff legisla- 
tion being taken up at this extra session Congress was forced to 
take up the financial measure of the Administration, to repeal 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, and the people were 
told that the moment that repeal went into effect great pros- 
porig voni come at once to the people of the United States, 
and boom would be such that the complaint and dissatisfac- 
tion that was resting in the minds of the people would at once 
be dispelled. 

That repeal act has been in effect for more than two months, yet 
the prosperity we were told was so soon to come has not come. 
The trouble and dissatisfaction of the people is still heard all 
over the land, and now for a so-called pretended Democratic or- 
ganization to insult the Democratic majority of this House by 
passing a resolution of this kind ought to excite the resentment 
of every Democratic member bere who has been ready and wil- 
ling at all times to carry intoeffect the pledges of the Demo- 
cratic platform in favor of tariff legislation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FITHIAN. I ask five minutes more, Mr. Chairman, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Now, sir, after the repeal of the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman law, what other demand is made of this 
Congress before tariff legislation shall be put into effect and be- 
fore the pledges of the party shall be redeemed upon the gost 
issue on which we were successful in the campaign of 1892? They 
got the re of the 3 clause of the Sherman law, and 
now, to bring about the prosperity which they predicted would 
follow that repeal, but which has not followed I, they propose 
in a time of profound peace to issue interest-bearing gold bonds, 
to buy more gold to put into the Treasury of the United States. 
It is bonds that Wall street wants; and it seems to me that the 


Administration is more disposed to please Wallstreet than it is to 
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ibri abontepeedy. tariff reform. Wall street does not want tariff 

tion. They want bonds. More bonds! is the demand of 
these gentlemen. And the men who are demanding bonds are 
the men who are behind this so-called Demoeratic organization, 
the Brooklyn Democratic Club. (Applause. ] ; 

I see by the morning papers that the Secretary of the Treasury 
proposes to issue bonds, and has already invited proposals for 
the purchase of the bonds that he intends to issue, under a law 
which gives him nomore authority to issue United States bonds 
than I have, except for the purposes set forth in the resump- 
tion act. Why, sir, if the Government of the United States is 
in need of money to meet its current expenses, the Secretory of 
the Treasury has no right to issue a single dollar of United States 
bonds to raise money for that purpose—nota dollar. [Applause.] 

Mr. REED. Let us impeach him. En 

Mr. FITHIAN. If the United States ury is in need of 
money to pay its current expenses, and the Administration will 
ask the Democratic majority of this Congress for authority to 
coin the seigniorage now in the vaults of the Treasury, over $50,- 
000,000 can be made available for the purpose of meeting the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. e 

Mr. BLAND. Let me say to the gentleman that we intend to 
pass that bill whether we are asked to do it or not. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I hope so. But, Mr. Chairman, it may be 
said that the capacity of the United States mints will not permit 
us to coin the seigniorage fast enough to meet the wants of the 

Treasur: . * 

Mr. SX ODGRASS. What did they stop it for, then? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, what did they stop 
Chairman, we can issue Treasury certificates against that seign- 
iorage, and those certificates can be made available immediately, 
as fast as they are printed at the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, and this Government will thus be put promptly in posses- 
sion of enough money to tide over any deficiency which exists 
at the present time. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. But that would not increase the interest- 
bearing debt. 

oe the hammer fell.] 

r. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of my colleague be extended five minutes. 

The C AN. Is there objection to the request of the 

entleman from Illinois that the time of his colleague be ex- 
fended five minutes? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the 
gentleman is scoring a Democratic Administration, I will make 
no objection. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Oh, the gentleman need not trouble himself 
about the present. Administration. I want to call his attention 
to the fact that it was the legislation of his party that has brought 
about the present condition of the Treasury. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.| When Mr. Cleveland left the Presidency and 
turned the Government over to President Harrison there was 
in the Treasury a surplusof more than 100,000,000. During the 
four years of Republican administration you squandered that 
surplus and left the Government with a deficit for the Demo- 
cratic party to take charge of. 

Mr. HAGER. They ought to know how to handle a deficit, 
as they have never had anything else as the result of their ad- 
ministration of affairs.“ ter.] i 

Mr, FITHIAN. So, Mr. Chairman, all the blame of the pres- 
ent condition of affairs can not be laid upon this Democratic Ad- 
ministration. Iam calling the attention to the shortcomings of 
this Administration since it came into power, but I also condemn 
the Administration of the Republican party which has brought 
about our present condition as much as Ido the shortcomings of 
this Administration. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the great cry is, Bonds! More bonds! We 
must have more bonds!” to satisfy the appetite of the grasping 
Shylocks of Wall street. : 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FITHIAN. It is not so much the purpose 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITHIAN. No, I do not. I have only a few minutes. 
The gentleman can follow me in his own time. This demand 
for bonds is not so much for the purpose of obtaining revenue to 
pay the current expenses of the Government, because that reve- 
nue can be obtained without the issuance of bonds, but itis to 
satisfy the greed of the Shylocks of Wall street who want these 
bonds. 


of the bonds, 

Mr. FITHIAN. But, Mr. Chairman,is the United States a 
bankrupt institution? Is the United States so poor that its ob- 
ligations will go begging in the money markets of the United 
States and of the world? If we need more money to meet the 
current expenses of the Government, is there a gold bug here so 


And the commissions for those who have the sale 


it for? But, Mr. 


foolhardy and so steeped in his greed for United States bonds 
as to say that if the Government should issue 8100, 000, 000 in 
United States Treasury notes that they would not be worth dol- 
lar for dollar? [Applause on Democratic side.] That they would 
not be received for every demand against the Government? 
Would you not take them in payment of your salaries? 

Mr. BOEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Could you not pay your debts with them? 

Mr. BOEN. Coriatoly: a 

Mr. FITHIAN. Would you not take them from any gentle- 
man who owed you a debt? 

Mr. BOEN. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. We always have. 

Mr. FITHIAN. And do you doubt the power of the United 
States to levy an income tax, to levy internal-revenue taxes, to 
levy customs duties, enough to redeem every obligation that 
might ba made by the United States by issuing noninterest- 
bearing Treasury notes in sufficient quantities to tide us over 
for the present? [Appiause.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I 
have not occupied the attention of the House before during this 
session, and inasmuch as I have had some difficulty in getting 
the floor on this occasion, and because of the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] has challenged us to a dis- 
cussion of the question as to who is responsible for the necessit 
of issuing bonds by the United States at this time. I ask unani- 
mous consent of the House that I may have twenty minutes in 
which to enter into a discussion of this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] asks unanimous consent to address the committee for twenty 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the McKinley law 
was enacted in 1890, if I remember aright, and it was about that 
time that the Sherman law was also enacted. Therefore, the 
country had been under this Republican legislation for a little 
over tivo years when the present Democratic Administration 
came into power. If there was anything deleterious in thatleg- 
islation ample time has elapsed in which to demonstrate it to 
the American people, but the fict is that during all this period 
of two years the country was in an exceedingly prosperous con- 
dition. Capital was buoyant and hapetul and was profitably em- 
ployed. Our manufactures were all running. Our machinery 
was in full blast. There was not a single man in this land 
North, South, East, or West—who desired to work, who did not 
have the opportunity presented to him to do so at remunerative 
wages. 

Never, sir, was there a period in the history of the American 
people when they were more prosperous, or miking more rapid 
Strides upon the Lines of material development than from the 
time of the enactment of those two measures, the McKinley bill 
and the Sherman act, up to the time the Democratic party came 
into power, The receipts of the Government were sufficient to 
meet its expenditures and the gold reserve was at its maximum. 
It is, therefore, I submit, a little late now for the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FITHEAN] to come into this House and undertake 
to arraign the Republican party for the condition in which the 
public Treasury is found at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, the prosperity that existed in this land up to 
the time that the Democracy assumed the reins of government 
is, I repeat, a refutation of that statement stronger than any- 
thing 1 can put into the form of language myself. If there was 
extravagant Republican legislation which caused the existing 
condition of the Treasury, why did not the Democratic party in 
this House, during the Fifty-second and 2 a the 
last election, introduce some measure looking to the repeal of 
such legislation? The effort at least could have been made,’ 
But nothing of the kind was done. By their failure they sub- 
stantially admitted the justice of all these Republican laws of 
which they complain. What particular piece of legislation was 
it that they thought was wrong and extravagant? t some one 
name it. With their declaration that the Republican party had 
been prodigal in laws which squandered the public funds, the 
Democratic party never sought then by legislation to change 
the condition of affairs which existed; and they have not dane 
so since Mr. Cleveland came into control of affairs. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, the very Democratic House which complained most of 
the extravagance of the so-called ‘*billion-dollar Congress“ 
imitated its example and piled up its appropriations toa much. 
larger amount. 

Mr. Chairman, the real cause of the present condition of the 
country is apparent. Eyenaschoolboycancomprehend it. The 
very moment it was understood that a party pledged to reverse 
the existing condition of affairs was to assume the reins of gov- 
ernment, that very minute apprehension and distress took pos- 
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session of the American people; capital became despondent; busi- 
ness was arrested; labor went unemployed; our factories ceased 
their operations; and in less than two months after the Demo- 
cratic party had assumed the helm of the Government starva- 
tion was threatening many of the American people, and brave 
and honest men who were anxious and willing for the opportu- 
nity to work—men who had never known idleness before—stood 
upon the street corners of our cities and towns crying for daily 
bread, their necessities being relieved only by the charities of 
their countrymen. And now, in place of a revenue equal to the 
expenditures of the Government, as under Republican rule, in 
place of a surplus in the Treasury which the Democratic party 
once decried, but for which the Democratic Administration is 
now sighing, we find the receipts have fallen off, and that the 
Government, like its citizens, is in need for the very necessities 
of life. 

Contrast the present condition of your Treasury with its con- 
dition when Benjamin Harrison went out of office. According 
to the estimate of your own official the revenues have so fallen 
off—and fallen off; as Linsist, because of the advent of your 
party—that according to his first calculation there will beat the 
end of this fiscal year a deficit of $23,000,000, and according to 
his revised figures a deficiency of $78,000,000. Upon this admit- 
ted deficit you are seeking to establish a still greater deficit by 
the character of the legislation now pending before this com- 
mittee. 

Now, how do you propose tosupply thisdeficiency? By simply 
letting the tari bill, alone and raising revenue as the Republican 
party did to the extent necessary to meet the just and proper 
expenditures of the Government? No; you are proposing to so 
levy tariif duties as to create a still greater deficit; and how are 
you going to supply this deficit? You are presenting to the 
country to-day the miserable alternative either of voting to coin 
the seigniorage of silver now in the Treasury, every dollar of 
which is morally pledged to the redemption of the short-weight 
silver dollar now issued under the law, thus not only destroy- 
ing this seigniorage as a reserve, but absolutely coining it into 
additional short-weight dollars, thereby increasing the indebt- 
edness of the people—or you are presenting the other wretched 
alternative of doing in time of profound peace that which the 
exigencies of war alone re sired the Republican party to do— 
the issuing of bonds, payable principal and interest in gold, and 
increasing the weight of taxation to be borne by the people of 
this country irrespective of party. 

What a beautiful spectacle the great Democratic ny is pre- 
senting to the people of the country in this matter! To what 
unfortunate expedients itis resorting! You propose to do these 
things to meet the present urgent necessities of the Govern- 
ment. You propose to apply the gold for which you sell these 
bonds not only to maintain the reserve in the Treasury, but for 
the purpose of paying the current expenses of the Government; 

ou are proposing by the sale of bonds to take gold into the 
ury with one hand, and then to pay the Treasury notes 
and nbacks that will be presented the next minute with 
gold 8 from the Treasury with the other hand. Are you 
going on with this beautiful policy putting gold into the Treas- 
ury by the issue of bonds, and then taking it out the next min- 
ute to redeem the greenbacks and the Treasury notes indefi- 
nitely? When and where do you propose to os. 

You realize that this thing can not supply the Treasury for 
any great length of time; that your permanent revenue must be 
mad A in some other direction. You have repudiated one-half 
of the declarations of your Chicago platform; in the name of God 
why have not you the manhood and e to repudiate the 
whole of it? t the Me Kinley act alone; and in less than thirty 
days business will revive. the wheels of industry will again re- 
volve in this country, unemployed labor will be employed, and 
the just revenues raised by this system of imposing duties will 
flow into the Treasury and save the necessity of 9 to 
these doubtful expedients about which you are now so divided. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we understand what is coming. In or- 
der that certain gentlemen may put into practice in this coun- 
try their exploded theories, in order that gentlemen on this 
floor may revamp the principles of Bartial and Henry George, 

without giving them credit by way-of quotation, you are pro- 
ing to strike down and destroy the protective policy. And 
behind all this, as a system of raising Government revenue for 
the purpose of paying Government expenses, you are throwing 
upon the horizon of the future your single tax on land values, 
which, as is well known in this House, has far more than one 
earnest supporter on the Democratic side of this Chamber. 

Your President and your Secretary of the Treasury are rec- 
ommending another method of raising revenue, in theiranxiety 
to destroy the protective tariff. They are insisting on a tax to 
be levied entirely upon the income of corporators. 


But there is another motley crew of you which propose to have 
this income tax individual in its character—a tax so graduated 
that it shall be assessed only on those whose incomes exceed 
$5,000 per year. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party has stead- 
ily declaimed against war legislation; it is always crying out 
that we should strip from the statute books the Teak vestige of 
such enactments, 

And yet the gentlemen who have been in the habit of denounc- 
ing these thinys are now insisting upon reviving what they once 
called the worst feature of war legislation, and which they said 
was justified only because it was necessary during the rebellion 
to raise revenue to preserve the Government. Now, in a time 
of profound peace, they are proposing to resurrect and place 
upon the statute book this alleged odious income tax, with all 
of its inquisitorial features and its premium to perjury and fraud. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been declared time and wala in this coun- 
try, on the best of authority, and I assert that the logic of events 
has demonstrated it to be true, that the Democratic party has no 
constructive genius whatever. Its genius, if it has any at all 
is purely destructive—destructive of that which is best and 
noblest in American civilization. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] It has not the capacity to formulate a sensible or patri- 
otic policy. I believe a distinguished Democrat once charac- 
terized it as a party which could not flap its two wings together. 
It can not formulate a policy, and even if it could formulate 
anything, it has not the courage, tenacity, the patriotism and 
the common sense, to crystalize its ideas into the statute books, 
and to give the people laws under which the Government can be 
successfully administered. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Your party is a party of indecision and of vacillation. It is com- 
posed of jarring elements; you are now fighting and quarreling 
among yourselves, both in secret and in public, and are airing 
your dirty linen, both in your committee rooms and on the floor 
of this Chamber, in the full presence of a thoroughly disgusted 
and indignant people. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I dismiss this subject simply with 
one suggestion. Time and again on this floor, during the prog- 
ress of this debate I have heard gentlemen assert that the 
American people have on two occasions decided in favor of 
tariff reform and against the principles of a protective tariff. It 
seems to me that the gentlemen who make this declaration ig- 
nore that which is nearest to them and remember only that 
which is in the shadowy past. 7 

Surely it ought to dawn upon the somewhat benighted under- 
standing of these gentlemen who are constantly iterating and 
reiterating this thing in this Chamber, that last fall the people 
came to the polls in this country and with a full opportunity to 
pass upon the very subject of tariff reform, with the gauntlet 
thrown down by the Republican party and taken up on the part 
of the Democratic party, in all sections where there was an op- 
portunity for an untrammeled ballot the American voters re- 
versed their verdict of two years before, and declared absolutel 
and unequivocally in favor of the system of a protective tari 
and against the free-trade theories now so pertinaciously advo- 
cated upon this floor. Erne on the Republican side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I want to advert to a sub- 
ject which was the original reason of my asking recognition 
upon this floor. My distinguished friend and colleague, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE], I observed, arose this 
morning and sent to the Clerk's desk a petition in favor of the 

e of the Wilson bill, signed by certain of his constituents. 
He asked that that petition might be publicly read from the desk 
in the hearing of the House, and his wish wascomplied with. Ido 
not rise for the purpose of censuring my friend for that act. 
Indeed I think it isa matter to be commended. The right of 
police. is a very old and a much revered one in this country. 
remember that one of the most distinguished Presidents of 
the United States, who, having retired to pe life, was sub- 
sequently elected to this House, vindicated this right on this 
floor in language very emphatic in its character. It should be 
promoted, for it is one of the very best avenues whereby the 
ple may make known their wishes to their servants, concern- 
ing matters in which the people are profoundly interested. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is very apparent to my mind, and I think 
will be to the House and to the gentleman himself, that the value 
of this right on the part of the people depends upon the impar- 
tiality with which it is recognized by their representatives. 
Now it so happens that sometime ago my distinguished friend 
got a petition from certain of the manufacturers and laboring 
men in his district, citizens of the county of Clay, in the State of 
Indiana, protesting against the passage of the Wilson bill. That 

tition was numerously signed not only by the manufacturers, 
but by their laborers and by men of all shadesof political opinion. 
The gentleman failed to present that petition to this House in 
any manner, shape, or form, and after the lapse of a considerable 
length of time 
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Mr. BROOKSHIRE. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I hope the gentleman does not wish to 
be unfair. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly not. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. On page 5940f the RECORD the gentle- 
man will find that that petition was referred according to the 
rules of this House—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Unquestionably. I will reach 
that point; but the fact nevertheless remains that after quite a 
long while, with ample opportunity to present that petition to 
this House, the gentleman failed and neglected to doit. Now, 
it turns out 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman permit another 
question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Some of these petitions were sent to 
me, not directed to the Congress of the United States nor to 
the House of Representatives, but directed to me personally, and 
I think the petition to which the gentleman refers was directed 
to me personally. When I received information that the peti- 
tioners desired that that petition be referred to the committee 
I had it done. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman anticipates me. 
If he will wait until I am through, he will see that lam doing 
him no injustice. That was not my purpose in rising. It seems 
that some of the signers of that petition, ascertaining that the 
gentleman had failed to presentit to the House—having intended, 
whatever might have been its technical wording, that it should 
be so presented—having sent itfor that purpose, wrote me a let- 
ter akin that I should see the gentleman, ask why he had not 

presented the petition, and request him todo so. In compliance 
with the wish of these petitioners, I saw the gentleman and 
called his attention to the matter, and he stated to me that he 
did not remember whether he had presented the petition or 
not, that it might be possible that it was addressed to him per- 
sonally, and if so it ought not to be presented to the House, but 
that he would ascertain and let me know. 

After rummaging his papers, the gentleman eventuall 
unearthed the petitionand brought it to me, and indorsed a ref- 
erence of it to the appropriate committee upon its back. Then 
he presented it, not in the open House, but had it deposited in 
the petition box, according to the usual rule, where, as every- 
body knows, it died, und no member of the House ever had any 
knowledge of its existence except the gentleman from Indiana 
and myself, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a member upon thisside of the House can 
very seldom get unanimous consent to publish a petition in the 
RECORD. Lhavetriedand failed; buta gentleman upon the other 
side of the House could very readily have obtained unanimous 
consent over on his side and no objection would have been urged 
on this, and that petition could very well yave been presented 
and read in the open House, justas the petition was that the 
gentleman presented this morning. The mere fact that it was 
addressed to him personally is no excuse for his not having it 
read publicly to the House from the Clerk’s desk, for the reason 
that the very petition which he procured to be read this morn- 
ing was also addressed to him personally and not to this House. 
9 on the Republican s ae} 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise, as I said, for the purpose 
of making any stricture upon the gentleman, but for a twofold 
pore: First, to show that the gentleman’s own constituents 
ad been petitioning him against the passage of the Wilson bill 
as well as for it. Secondly, for the purpose of showing that there 
is something defective about the rules of this House which en- 
ables one petition to be kept in the background and another to 
be pona, The very purpose of the presentation of petitions 
to this body is to give to the members of this House the senti- 
ment of the people upon the particular subject petitioned for, and 
the rules, in my humble opinion, ought to be so changed that all 
titions can be presented alike; if not, the very purpose and ob- 
ject of petition is destroyed. If no such rule can d, then 
I submit to every member of this House whether itis not a mat- 
ter of the utmost and the nicest delicacy and importance—a 
sacred obligation, binding upon every member, to see to it that 
perfect 5 is secured in the presentation of every petition 
which is forwarded to him by his constituents with a view of 
having it laid before this House. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like the gentleman from Indiana to 
state to this House if he believes that it would be possible if all 
the time that we give to the sessions of the House was devoted 
to the reading of petitions that all the petitions that are sent to 


this House could be read, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt 


that nine-tenths of the petitions presented to this House are very 
brief in character and could be read to the House; but that is not 
the point I am making. If one petition is read then another pe- 
tition should be read. [Applause on the Republican side.] Ifa 
gentleman gets apetition from his constituents protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson bill, he should present it whether the 
sentiment agrees with his own or not, provided it is couched in 
respectful language, especially where he has presented petitions 
from others of his constituents containing prayers ofan opposite 
character. And each petition should be presented in an equally 
open and public manner. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman answer another question 
right there? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand your position to be somewhat 
critical of your colleague for the action he has taken? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Iam simply stating the facts. If 
anything like criticism results from a statement of the facts I 
can not help it. If any of the gentleman’s constituents send a 
petition such as this to the House, it is due to this body that it 
should know what is the sentiment entertained by those people. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would ask the gentleman what he thinks of 
the conduct of his colleague from Massachusetts[Mr. WALKER], 
who absolutely declined to present a petition sent by his con- 
stituents, on the ground that they did not know what they were 
talking about? 

Mr. WALKER rose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, I want to say for the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] that he demonstrated ge 
terday so signally, in his debate with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. COCKRAN], his capacity to take care of himself that I 
have no doubt if he has an opportunity to do so he will answer 
that question satisfactorily to the gentleman from Tennessee. 
. on the Republican side.] ; 

far as I am individually concerned Istand ready at all times 
to pee to the House any petition which is presented to me 
and which is couched in respectful language, whether addressed 
to mə personally or to this .body, whether I agree with its sen- 
timents or not. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 5 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I had the petition read in my own time 
this morning, and stated before the petition was read that the 
petition stated that a protective tariff, in the judgment of the 

titioners, was a fraud and a robbery; and I indorsed that and 

ad it read as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I know that. The point I am 
making is that certain constituents of the gentleman, who did 
not believe that protection was a fraud and a 3 asked him 
to make their sentiments known to this House, and that he failed 
to do so, and to give to this House a knowledge of their position 
on this subject as he did to the others whose petition he pro- 
cured to be read publicly here to-day. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I do not care at this time to 
break into this discussion as to its merits, but the utterances of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] make me feel that 
perhaps I have been entirely mistaken in all the proceedings 
that I have taken in 7 ath to petitions since Ihave been a mem- 
ber of this House. e the gentleman stated time and time 
again that he had no desire to be unfair with his colleague from 
Indiana [Mr. BROORSHIRE], he has been nothing but unfair, 
with respect to the course that his colleague has taken as a Rep- 
resentative here. [Applause on the Democratic side.] On the 
merits of this bill the views of the gentleman from Indiana 
command m 8 to some extent 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Was it necessary for the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] to travel around by way of 
Colorado in order to say that? 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I can notquite keep up with the 
rapidity of the words which fall from the gentleman from Rich- 
mond [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, The gentleman would better try 
to 3 track of my ideas. 

Mr. PENCE. Well I do not know thatI gather the ideas either, 
if they keep gait with the words. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the gentleman’s fault. 

Mr. PENCE. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I learned a long while ago 
that the smaller the windmill the fasteritruns. [Laughter.] I 
want to be fair. I am not now protesting in behalf of the gentle- 
man’s colleague [Mr. BROOKSHIRE]. I am protesting in behalf 
of myself and of scores of other members here who have believed 
up to this time that we were honest and candid and in the line 
of our duty when we filed in the petition box the petitions that 
were forwarded to us by our constituents. 

This morning, for the first time, the gentleman from Indiana 
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makes known to me that I am a deceiver, a pretender, a con- 
cealer of the wishes of my people, because I do not present their 
petitions in open House every morning. [Laughter.] I have 
not risen at this time to take part in the discussion of the merits 
of this bill, but to protest against such a line of criticism as the 
gentleman has indulged in this morning, 9 for political 
effect, against a colleague from his own State, and I make the 
protest simply because I do not propose to have the idea go out 
to the innumerable citizens of Colorado who have sent me peti- 
tions, which I have presented through the box in the honest be- 
lief that such action was in con ormity to the rules and the prac- 
tice of the House, that L have thereby been a party to concealing 
the expression of their views. 

The gentleman from Indiana, who has just taken his seat [Mr. 
JOHNSON], has directed his criticisms to a colleague from his 
own State. Mr. Chairman, I was raised in the State of Indiana 
and I know what that means. An Indiana Republican is al- 
ways hunting a chance to fight an Indiana Democrat, and vice 
versa. [Laughter.] They can not help it. It is bred in the bone. 
It is their nature. It can not be pre But the gentle- 
man’s criticism involves not only his colleague, but scores of 
other members of this House, and I want to put it upon record 
that my colleagues from the West have presented, and I have 
presented, petitions through the petition box in the belief that 
that was th» proper course to pursue, and that in so doing we 
were not trying to conceal the expression of the wishes of our 
people. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana and Mr. MAGUIRE rose. 

Mr. MAGUIRE was recognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I trust the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will yield to me for a moment, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Colorado has referred to me so freely in his remarks, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I can not yield, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then surely the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. PENCE] will give me a hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. and the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] 
is recognized. 

THE SACRED RIGHT OF PETITION. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with what 
I desire to say on the pending amendment, [am charged with the 
duty of vindicating the right of petition here on behalf of certain 
of the constituents of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER}, Some of his constituents sent to him, to be pre- 
sented to this House, their petition, in the form of a preamble 
and resolutions, recommending and requesting the immediate 

age of the Wilson bill. The gentleman from Massachusetts, 
t seems, denied them the right of petition, because their peti- 
tion did not support his own views, and practically advised the 
petitioners, by letter, not only that. he would not tile their peti- 
tion with this House, but that they were foolish for signing it, 
ctically telling them that they were not wise, because they 
not understand that their interests could only be subserved 
by a policy which was calculated to take care of the rich and let 
rich take care of the poor; the policy pursued by the Repub- 
lican party down to the time of its final overthrow. His letter, 
which was read here yesterday by the gentleman from Kansas 
kei SIMPSON], not only denies a sacred gna of citizenship, but 
a gross and gratuitous insult to every labor organization in 


this country- 
Ihave been requested by those constituentsof Mr. WALKER to 


sent to the House the resolutions which he refused to have | 


on their behalf. 1 ask that they be read by the Clerk. 
[Applause on the floor and in the galleries.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind visitors in the 
galleries that they must keep order; they are not permitted to 
participate in demonstrations of 1 The Clerk will read 
the paper sent to the desk by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. MAGUIRE]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, Mr. Chairman, is a parliamen- 
= 1 in order at this time? 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The other day when I desired 
to introduce & memorial from my constituents, and asked the 
Clerk to read it, the Chair held that I must read it myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is utterly mistaken as to 


the ruling of the Chair. The Chair made no such ruling. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I was forced to read that me- 
morial as part of my speech. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman certainly must have mis- 
understood the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I only wanted to suggest that 
“what is sauce for the is sauce for the gander.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is certainly right in as- 
suming that all members should be treated by the Chair with 
equal N But the Chair has not at any held that the 


Clerk could not be allowed to read a paper which a member de- 
sired to have read in the course of his remarks. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I may have misappre- _ 
hended the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is altogether mistaken. 
The Clerk will read the paper sent to the desk by the gentle - 
man from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions from the Central Labor Union of Worcester, Mass. 


Whereas the Ways and Means Committee of the Fifty-third United States 
Congress have recommended for passage, by said Congress, the bill known 


as the Wilson bill; and - 
Whereas the said Wilson bill to lift, in part at least, the burden 


ro 
of an oppressive and iniquitous fn rect tax from the shoulders of the labor- 
masses of America: Therefore 


our profound thanks to the members of penn erry corns men Ways and Means 
and patriotic stand in the face of 


Resolved, That we hearti 


i; 
cum of the relief demanded, as comprising as much of a concession to the 


ting ; and 

576727... ĩͤ w 

e s to provide for e enactment, 0 
a law viding for a special tax upon the monopolies of the natural re- 
sources of the country; and 

Resolved, That these preambles and resolutions be given to the press of 
this city for publication, and that copies of the same be sent to our Senators 
and Representatives and the Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 


in Congress. 
MICHAEL O'DEA, President. 
DONALD SMITH, Secretary. 

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia has expired. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I would be very glad it my time could be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for ten minutes. 
Is there obiection? 

Mr, WALKER. I ask that I be allowed the same time in. 


reply. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. You have my permission. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. WALKER, I object, unless I can have five minutes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman has my permission, 

Mr. BURROWS. There will be no trouble about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the request. 
The gentleman from California asks unanimous consent that his 
time be extended for ten minutes. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, that petition the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] refused even to tile in this 
House. I regret that the necessity for vindicating the right of 

tition here should arise in the case of a Representative from 

ass chusetts, my native State—a State famous for its constant 
defense of the principles of individual liberty and citizen sov- 
ereignty, and one of whose former Representatives on this floor 
presented the grandest vindication of the saored right of petition 
that has ever n made in any legislative body in the world. 
It shows how the public spirit of Massachusetts, in some quar- 
ters, as it seems to be represented here, has degenerated since 
the time of John Quincy Adams. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 
WHY WOOL SHOULD BE FREB, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen from the Pacific coast, speak- 
ing from the Republican standpoint, assuming to represent the 
wool interests of Washington, Oregon, and California, have de- 
nounced the proposition to put wool on the free list, and have 
urged on behalf of the wool-growers that the McKinley tariff 
on raw wool be retained. The greatest markets that the raw 
wool of the Pacific States ever had was furnished by the great 
San Francisco woolen mills, which between the years 1886 and 
1890 were absolutely closed by the tariff on raw wool. The 
market for our Western wool was practically closed when the 
woolen manufacturers of San Francisco were obliged to close 
their factories and turn them into warehouses, because a heavy 
tariff barrier prevented them from securing the necessary long 
bes. wool tomix in manufacture with the short staple domestic 
wool. 

Those great factories will never resume operation again until 
oaoa of trade shall be established in raw wool and bitumious 
coal, 

If the domestic producers of copper should insist on a prohib- 
itory duty on zinc, which is 8 to mix with their product 
in the manufacture of brass, y would be guilty of manifest 
folly, but they would not be more unwise than the growers of 
short staple wool when they insist upon a poney tarif on 
the kinds of wool without the importation of which there can be 
practically no domestic market for their own. They burden the 
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manufacturing industries by compelling them to pay a heavy 
tariff onthe foreign wool req to mix with th thus di- 


minishing production in that line, and elosing their best market 
against themselves. 

We are told that it is impossible to raise wool in this country 
in competition with the wool-growers of Australia; and from 
every wool-growing State in this Union, it seems, a petition or 
a letter to that effect has been sent to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. BURROWS]. In everyone of those petitions and let- 
ters, so far as I have seen, there has been a uniformity of state- 
ment, untrue in fact, but indicating that they all emanated from 
the same source, from the same pen, and were merely distrib- 
uted for signature throughout the wool-growing States. 

But all or nearly all of these petitions and letters declare that 
it is impossible to compete with the wool-growers of the Aus- 
tralian colonies, becausz the rent of the Australian e oe. 
tures is less than the tax upon the American sheep-grazing lands, 
and because the wages paid to the American sheep-herders and 
other laborers connected with the production of wool are so 
much greater in this country than in the Australian colonies. 

Now, sir, it happens, as shown by the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON], that the wages paid in certain sections 
of the United States to laborers engaged in the sheep industry 
are far lower than the wages paid to the laborers engaged in 
the same industry in the colony of New Zealand. He has shown 
that the wages paid shepherds in New Zealand are greater than 
the wages of superintendents of sheep ranches in Texas. 

The difference between the rental value of sheep land in this 
country and in Australia is probably true. Whatever advan- 
tages have resulted from the protective tariff, as it bears npon 
the sheep-raising or wool-raising industry in this eountry, has 
gone into the sheep-grazing lands, to enrich the mere owners of 
the lands, and not tothe men conducting theindustries. Where 
the sheep-raiser owns the grazing land as well as the sheep, he 
gets benefit, of course; but he gets it as landowner, not as a 
shee r. Thus it has ever been; the owners of the monop- 
oly element of production control production and appropriate 
all benefits flowing from protective tariffs. 

The enormous value. . Chairman, that has attached to the 
mere monopoly contro! of American lands under the protective 
system represents the vortex into which the benefits of protec- 
tion have been pouring during the past thirty years. While 
industry has been prostrated and commerce destroyed, and 
while both have been sinking under an ever-increasing burden 
of debt—now aggregating twenty billions—the monopoly value 
of the natural sources of production in this country has in 
until it is more than equal to the value of all the wealth of the 
country. By wealth, I mean the stored-up products of labor. 
Land is not wealth. It is the natural source from which wealth 
is produced. The market value of land represents, in capitalized 
form, the tribute that landowners are enabled by their monopoly 
to wring from labor without giying any equivalent. 


PETITIONS AND PROTESTS. 


Mr. LOUD. Will my colleague yield for a moment? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. My colleague has gone to Worcester, in Massa- 
chusetts, to get a petition to present to this House. I would like 
him to sty in all fairness what petition he has received from his 
own constituents relating to the woolen industry. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Ihave received some protests against the 

of the Wilson bill from gentlemen who, being protection- 
Tots and knowing my sentiments in favor of freedom of trade, 
presumably voted against me at the last election. and I presented 
them to this House. 1 present petitions coming from my dis- 
trict, from men of all political opinions, because I recognize the 
great right of petition as well when the petitions come from the 
minority as when they come from the majority. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask if one of the names signed 
here, that of Barclay Henley, is the name of a Republican 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I will state to my colleague that Mr. Barclay 
Henley, an excellent gentleman, whom I know and esteem, is 
largely interested personally in sheep-raising. 

he has signed a petition asking for æ protective tariff on 
wool he has to that extent placed himself on the Republican side 
of the protective line. 

If he has petitioned for a protective tariff on raw wool it was 

uite appropriate that he should have applied to the protection- 
in this House to support that petition. 

Mr. Henley has not addressed me on the subject. He has long 
known my position on this question, as have all of my constitu- 
ents, and that may account for his having communicated with 
my Republican colleagues, and not with me. If he had sent me 
a petition or protest inst the Wilson bill, addressed to this 
House, I would ce y have presented it. 


Mr. LOUD. Have you received a petition from wool-grow- 


ers 

Mr. MAGUIRE. My time is so short that I must decline to 
answer any other questions. I say, that I have received no pe- 
tition from Mr. Henley. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that few petitions have come here in 
favor of the passage of the Wilson bill, and that many protests 
against its passage have been filed. Why should our constitu- 
ents petition us to the Wilson bill? hy should they doubt 
that we will pass it? They eleeted us upon a solemn promise to 
pass such a measure. Why should they now insult us by send- 
ing petitions implying doubts of our fidelity to the promise on 
which we were elected? Our solemn pledge to that effect was 
made in the acceptance of the national platform, and it was re- 
peated over and over again during the campaign. Weare here 
toexecute that promise; the people expect us to do it without 
further urging or petitioning. 

The Republicans, on the contrary, not satisfied with the ver- 
dict rendered by the people who elected us and charged us with 
the duty of repealing the McKinley bill, persist in screened 
to intimidatesDemocratic Representatives by clamor throug 
their subsidized newspapers, 8 meetings called to repre- 
sent their special interests, and by voluminous petitions and 
protests containing collectively fewer names than there are Re- 

ublican voters in three Congressional districts out of the three 
undred and fifty-six. 

They are attempting to frighten us by exciting personal fears 
concerning the safety of our positions in the next campaign, and 
hope thereby to induce us to violate our promises and trample 
on our principles, by bowing down and worshiping the special 
interests which they represent. 

We have promised, so far as ble, to sh, Ps the system 
of special privileges maintained by the ben tg can party, and 
establish in its stead ‘‘ equal rights toall, with special privileges 
tonone.” [Applause on the Democratic side. 

The people expect us, in this hour of conflict, not to hunt for 
places of personal safety, but to follow our standard to the end, 
regardless of personal consequences. Gentlemen say that the 
verdict of 1892 wasreversed in 18¥3. Isay there is absolutely no 
evidence of it; no Democratic vacancy in this House has been 
filled by the election of a Republican member of Congress. [De- 
risive laughter on the Republican side.] The elections in which 
the Democrats were defeated in 1893 were contested on local is- 
sues. There was not an issue presented in the eampaign of 1893 
eoncerning the action of this Congress, or the principles which 
should control its legislation, except where members of Congress 
were to be elected to fill vacancies; and wherever they were to 
be so elected, the same verdict was rendered in 1893 that was 
rendered in 1892. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WALKER and Mr. WILSON of Ohio addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio was recognized. 

Mr. WALKER. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILSON] 
is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I should-be very happy to indulge the 
gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. WALKER. Go ahead. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. But I know it is difficult to get an op- 
portunity to speak during this discussion on this amendment. 

I have listened with a good deal of interest to the gentlemen 
who represent the great sheep-growing interests of Texas and 
California. Yesterday afternoon the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN} spoke openly in favor of free trade in wool. To-day the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] speaks for his con- 
stituents in favor of free wool. 

The State of Texas raises more sheep than any other State in 
the Union. The State of Ohio raises the next largest number. 
The State of California stands third. The great sheep-raising 
States ought to be together on the great questions affecting the 
interests of the people of these States. hile I admit that the 
State of Texas has more sheep than the State of Ohio, I believe 
it was conceded by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] that 
the value of the sheep in Ohio exceeds that of the sheep in Texas. 

Now, I can account for that only in one way, and that is be- 
cause, as the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
and the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cock- 
RAN] would say, in Ohio the sheep have a higher degree of 
civilization than they have in the State of Texas. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] They are of a better quality, and there- 
fore are more valuable, = : 

I am of the opinion, however, that the sheep in Texas are 
gradually approaching the standard of Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
West Virginia, and that it will only be a little while before Texas 
will be clamoring for protection to the wool industries of that 
great State. 
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I am glad that Texas has progressed in civilization. She is 
represented on this floor by a most distinguished and able dele- 
goon; by men who stand in the front line of statesmen in this 

ouse, and I am surprised that they are willing that that State, 
whose greatest industry is that of sheep-raising, should go back 
to where it was a few years ago. Ican remember when I was a 
boy, when people talked of Texas as if it was a bad State; and 
when a wicked. man in our section departed, it was always a 
question whether he had gone to Hell or gone to Texas. [Laugh- 
ter.] But Texas has come up, and to-day, if she would stand 
with Ohio and California and the new States, the sheep indus- 
try of this country would develop until the people of this coun- 
try would supply all the wool that is needed for American man- 
ufacturers and for American consumption. 

It has been suggested here that it has not been shown that 
rotection helped the wool industry. I say it has been shown. 
ince the e of the McKinley bill the sheep industry has 

grown, and to-day there are more than 4,000,000 more sheep than 
there were in 1890, when the McKinley law was ed. We 
have supplied within 129,000,000 pounds the wool that is neces- 
sary for this country; and if you will give protection to American 
industries, the vast plains of Texas and the territory of the West 
will be dotted with flocks of sheep, and on every farm in the older 
States there will besmall flocks; and I say to you when youstrike 
down that industry in Ohio you have stricken down one of the 
greatest industries we have. 

All through the States the farmers have small flocks of sheep. 
Many farms which would never produce enough to make farm- 
ing a were it not for the flocks of sheep are made prof- 
itable by the little flocks that earn the surplus of revenue for 
those farms. Take them away from the farms of Ohio and you 
destroy the agricultural industries and all the industries lying 
round about the farming interests. I therefore appeal to the 
majority of this House to stop, and for the sake of the people of 
this country and for the sake of the people who own 4,000,000 
sheep in Ohio not to destroy that industry. 

The time of Mr. WILSON of Ohio haying expired, by unani- 
mous consent, on motion of Mr. CALDWELL, it was extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am convinced 
that it would be for the interest not oniy of the sheep-growers 
of this country, but for the interest of the entire people of this 
country if there is protection afforded the sheep-raisers of this 
0 gl against the lower wool of other countries. I believe it 
would dup the manufactures in this country until we would 
here have the labor which is now employed in the old countries; 
that here we would have consumers for the agricultural prod- 
ucts of this country, and we already have more than enough 
consumers for the wool product. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. CRAIN. If the high protective tariff would have such a 
beneficial effect upon wool manufacturers of this 5 how 
does the gentleman account for the alleged decadenceof the wool 
manufacturing industry? How does the gentleman account for 
the immense depreciation of the wool manufacturing industry 
since the e of the act of 1867, and the passage of the act of 
1890, both high protective acts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The wool manufacturing industry has 


not decayed. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I do not admit that that istrue. I 
understand that the woolen industries of this country, the man- 
ufacturing and the growing, have both increased. ey are not 


now at the pinnacle, it is true. There was a time, however, a 
few yearsago, when the products of the wool of this country 
were over 300,000,000 pounds, and it is now 285,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. CRAIN. And has fallen off that way under protection. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Protection has beensouncertain. In 
1883 there was a reduction in the tariff on wool of 2centsa pound. 
The result of it was to intimidate and scare the wool-growers 
and the farmers of the country; and the Democratic ger in 
Ohio, in their platform of that year, declared that the ubli- 
can party had destroyed the woolen industries of the United 
States, and that they ought to be driven out of power. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him an- 
other question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAIN. Why is it that the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS] offers an amendment substituting the tariff rate 
of the McKinley act for the wool schedule of this bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. There is a higher protection afforded 
in the amendment pro d by the gentleman from Michigan 
than the rate proposed in the bill offered b7 the gentleman 
from West Virgi Ido not believe that the proposition to 
impose about one-half of the present duties on wool is sufficient 
to protect American wool-growers, or that it is a good revenue 


measure. The simple fact of lowering the duties below the pro- 
tective point is the same thing as if it were put on the free list 
so ats the promotion of that industry in this country is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. CRAIN. Does not the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. 
BURROWS] pro a protective rate, and is it not identical with 
the rate now in force under the McKinley act; and is it not 
claimed by your side that that is protection? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. We do claim that that is protec- 
tion; and if the Democratic party had not won the election of 
1892 the sheep and woolen industry of this country would have 
been more prosperous than ever before in the history of this 
country. [Applause on the Republican side.] It is simply be- 
cause of the impending changes in the tariff, and the threats of 
the Democratic party against the woolen interests that is clos- 
ing the woolen manufactories all over the United States. 

hat is the trouble. It is the threat to destroy the woolen in- 
dustries, I admit that the gentlemen from the South are com- 
pelled, perhaps, by their associations to go along with the ma- 
jority here in favor of free trade. It is the misfortune of the 
State of Texas that she has no representatives of that great 
party which favors protection in the United States. It is the 
mis‘ortune of the South that they have few Representatives 
upon this floor who can speak for the interests of the industries 
of that portion of the country which need protection. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will state to the gentleman that on yesterday 
they had a valuable aid in the person of the gentleman from 
Mery or BURROWS] the floating member from Texas. 

È ILSON of Ohio. I did not catch the gentleman’s re- 
mark. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I will only consume 
afew moments. I want to reply to the statement made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], in which he stated that 
the effect of free trade in England had been to make £00,000 pau- 
pers in England, including with that, of course, the able-bodied 
and those who were nof able-bodied. I read now, not froma 
work on political economy, but from a statistical work entitled 
Fiscal Legislation of England, by John Noble. 1 the 
mas from 1836 to 1842, while the protective system prevailed, he 
said: 

The pri tiv: 
nat ora e ede cf aay 
The pepo of the country continued most gloomy; in two years there 
had a falling off of nearly one-quarter in the whole amount of the ex- 
cise revenue—a sure test of the condition of the wor The num- 
ber of able-bodied pau had increased from below 200,000 in 1836 to 407,570 
he number of i 8 


in 

128,344 in 1842. In the fifteen principal agricultural districts of England and 
Wales the increase in the poor rates between 1835 and 1842 was 21 per cent, 
and in the twelve 1 304 percent. The total commit- 
ments for crime, which were 20,984 in 1836, were 31,309 in 1842; and the num- 
ber of bankruptcies increased from 800 in 1838 to 1,500 in 1842. The national 
interests were accurately described in Parliament as being “in a state of 
the most complete prostration.“ 

Now, I call attention to this point. Remember that in 1824 
the population of England was about 17,000,000, and that it is 
35,000,000 now. The number of able-bodied paupers had in- 
creased from below 200,000 in 1836 to 407,570 in 1842; doubling in 
six years under the effect of the highest protective tariff that 
ever cursed that country. 

Now, I wish to repy to the general remarks, almost all of 
them, on the other side. They tell us that in the United States 
our great body politic is undergoing a wrenching and writhing 
in such a condition as the body politic has never known in the 
history of our country. Let us examine the causes. I will refer 
those gentlemen to a book, and recommend it to them to look 
over very carefully. 

It is probably alittle new, and some will object to its doctrines; 
but I find the four evangelists, all alike, give a description 
ofa certain man who was beset bya legion of devils. When our 
Saviour approached the man to cast the legion out, you will re- 
member that the devilsasked to be let alone. Our Saviour then 
demanded that they leave, and before they left the man’s body 
they threw him down. They wrenched him, they racked him, 
and they knotted and contracted his muscles, and he went 
through the most excruciating agony, and when eventually the 
legion of devils did go out of the man’s body into the swine, and 
from there to the sea, that man arose and praised God, being a 
sound and able-bodied man. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Was there ever any sympathy with the man 
who lost the pork? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I was going to make the application 
ina moment. I desire to say in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, 
after thirty years, during which our body politic has been pos- 
sessed by a demon of the same kind and character, the accursed 
policy of Republicanism, very soon the Republican devils will go 
out of the man into the swine, and the swine will go into the 
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sea and the man will rise blessing God. [Applause on the Dem- 
ccratic side.] 

Mr. NORTHWAV. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to dis- 
cuss the pending amendment I desire to give a little hint to 
gentlemen upon the other side that they are going to be de- 
ceived as to the number of votes that they will get here in favor 
of placing wool upon the free list. I know more, gentlemen, of 
the Democrats of Ohio than yon do. You think you are going 
to get the votes of all the Ohio Democrats here, but, judging 
from their history, you are mistaken. Democracy in Ohio is 
changeless evermore. ughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. How is it about Republicanism? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That changes occasionally, but Democ- 
racy neyer. Democrats never change, so I warn you that if they 
stand by their time-honored doctrines you will have 21 solid votes 
from Ohio against free wool. I was educated in the doctrine of 
prooton to wool by the Democrats of Obio,.and for years we 

ave been fighting the battle side by side. It has been a battle 
fast and furious, but whenever we have got into the heat of the 
contest the Democrats have generally got ahead of me in their 
ideas in favor of protection upon wool. [Laughter.] I can re- 
member that when the Republican Congress in 1883 reduced the 
tariff on wool about 18 per cent every Democrat in Ohio rose up 
in wrath, and if ever there was any one man upon whom curses 
were poured out, not loud but aop, that man was Senator JOHN 

, whom some of our Uhio Democratic friends have 
been quoting here this morning. [Laughter.] 

I can remember that the Ohio Democrats not only condemned 
Mr. SHERMAN, but damned him, because he had voted toreduce 
the duty on wool about 18 per cent. I can remember when, in 
the Democratic Legislature, a ae resolution was introduced 
demanding of our Senatorsand Representatives in Congress that 
they vote to restore the tariff of 1867 on wool, and I can remem- 
ber that every mother’s son of the Democrats in both houses of 
the Legislature voted in favor of that joint resolution; and I can 
remember, too, when the gentleman who preceded my friend 
from the Columbus district came to this Congress and introduced 
a bill to restore the old tariff on wool. 

Mr. CRAIN. Did not JOHN SHERMAN vote for the reduction 
of the tariff of 1846 in the House of Representatives in 1857? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, thatistoofar back. [Laughter.] I 
can remember, Mr. Chairman, when another Democrat, repre- 
senting the district now represented by the free trader, Mr. 
HARTER, the rock-ribbed gentleman, Judge Geddes—peace to 
his ashes—came here and made haste to propose to restore the 
tariffonwool. Icanremember another thing. When the Dem- 
ocratic convention of 1883 met, the first resolution they adopted 
was one condemning the reduction of the tariff on wool and de- 
manding that the tariff of 1867 should be restored; and I remem- 
ber that they came very near tearing down the house in which 
their convention was held with their thunders of applause when 
that resolution was adopted. [Laughter.] 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman; the Democratic executive com- 
mittee got out a circular, of which I have a copy in my hand, 
and I want to read you the title of it: ‘‘The reduction on wool. 
Republican tariff-tinkering costing the Ohio wool-growers $6,- 
000,000. 

Democrats never lie, you know; so that must be true. Fleec- 
ing the flockmasters: How it was done and who did it.” 

‘Phat was the front page of their circular. 

They issued their Democratic circular, and I want to read a lit- 
tle of it to show you that the Democrats in Ohio and the Repub- 
licans, while upon many things are separate as drops,” upon 
the wool question are one as the sea.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. What is the date of that? 

Mr. NORTH WAV. Eighteen hundred and eighty-three. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. A long time ago. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I will come down to a later time. 

I tell you that Democracy in Ohio never changes. That was 
Democracy in 1883. It is Democracy now; for yousay you never 


change. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. But they have sent some free traders 
down here since that time. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But you have never had anything born 
in the Democratic party since the days of Jackson; you never 
refer to anything younger in Democracy than Jackson. The 
first ching you do when you come together in convention is to 
resolve that Democracy is changeless. 

Now, I want to read a little further from this circular to show 

ou that in Ohio we are all united. You may think you are going 
lo get some of those Democratic gentlemen to vote with you; 
but you will not. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I would like to have my time extended 
for about ten minutes. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended for ten minutes. à ' 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, as to the number of sheep in Ohio 
and as to the price of woo! there, let me refer to the remarks of 
my colleague [Mr. HARE] this morning. If I mistake not he 
told us that the protective policy had reduced the price of wool 
in the State of Ohio. Now, I would give more for Democratic 
declarations on this subject than I would for census reports, bo- 
cause the Democrats always tell the truth. Now, this circular 
gives some information on this point, It goeson to give the 
figures: 

Another fact should be noted. With the ROTIA of the industry compe- 
tition has wonderfully increased, and at times has been exceedingly 
active. But it has never operated to reduce prices—indeed, it has been an 


8 The following is a statement of the average price of the Wool 
clip” in the Boston market in 1870, 1875 and 1885: 


T kas panes pachanseabsacenbedendpnn 2 46 cents 
LF NSE .:.. IR EERE BP Sy Cag ea ea ES 43 cents 
fe eer ⁵⁵ eave Ni. . WA BOTTA IS Et See 46 cents 


The price being, it will be observed, the same in 1886 as in 1870— 
sixteen years before. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. From what is the gentleman reading? 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam reading what is sound doctrine in 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. From whom does it come? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. From the Democratic executive com- 
mittee of the State of Ohio; it was published by them. They go 
on to say: 

It is by no means a specious argument to assert that the influence of the 
reduction— 

That is, the reduction of the tariff— 
upon the value of the sheep and their product will be felt upon the value of 
the land. Every farmer knows that a flock of sheep is one of the best of 
om It is a remarkable fact that sheep can subsist upon very poor 

They proceed further: 

The Democratic party— 

Now mark— 
as the facts show, has nm 
tion of this great ee ee . eee eee 

That is, the reduction of 18 per cent on the tariff of 1867. 

Their almost unanimous vote indicates that, as a political party, they are 
heartily in sympathy with the wool- producers' cause. 

When did they change in the State of Ohio? Now comes their 
finalappeal, which would draw tears from the eyes of the most 
hard-hearted man. It is a promise, a wonderful promise. They 
say: 

Farmers of Ohio, can you trust the party that has, in our National Legis- 
lature, outraged and robbed you at the bidding of the capitalists of New 
England? Is there any hope for you from such a ty, Wao have thus de- 
liberately sacrificed your dearest and best interest? The ty that created 
this great wrong can not be trusted to give you relief, Democrats in 
Congress were your friends. ; 

Kanginan] 

reat Scott! think of it. 
They sought by every means in their power ntt 
8 leved on yon: Trust the e — ag fe ihe mason it ban 
promised to and will give you relief. 

And the Wilson bill is the fulfillment of the promise. 

With that circular the Democratic stump orators went before 
the poo of the State of Ohio, and the Democrats beat the Re- 

ublicans because they had voted to reduce the tariff on wool. 

hey elected Judge Hoadley, of Cincinnati, as governor, and 
they elected a Democratic Legislature upon thatquestion. When 
have you changed in the State of Ohio? Do you not see that I 
can p oige my friend over there [Mr. HOUK of Ohio] and others 
tostand by us on this question? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. You can not pledge me. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I am sorry for that. As I understand it, 
A in Ohio never changes. But Iam learning some- 


thing. hen I came down here I supposed that we should 
stand shoulder to shoulder in favor of an industry which you sa: 
the Republicans undertook to injure in 1883; and lo and dehol 1 


you want to put the products of that industry on the free list. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Did you understand before the election that 
we were to do it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand that you are ready to do 
anything to „ industry if you can. And I want to 
tell you another g. 1 that the Democrats of 
Ohio gave to the farmers in 1883 may be ignored now; but it will 
be fultilled to the letter by the voters of this country, as you will 
learn a year from now. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman what prom- 
ises they made in 1892? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, whatever they were they are not 
worth anything. [Laughter.] They never change in Ohio. 
They are always the same, as far as promises are concerned. If 
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they made any diferent promises it makes no difference, How 
can you trusta party, Mr. Chairman, that is everlastingly chang- 
ing? Look at what they did in 1884, and in 1888, when they re- 
solved in favor of a tariff equal to the difference between the 
cost of the foreign and the American labur. In both their na- 
tional platforms of those years this same policy was set forth. 
In 1884 they said that the custom-house duties have ever been, 
as they must continue to be, the chief source of revenue for the 
country, and now you introduce a bill that proposes to cut down 
the revenue arising from customs to the extent of a hundred 
millions of dollars. ee on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Can the gentleman explain the differ- 
ence between what he claims now was the Democratic policy in 
1888 and that enunciated in 1892? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman might 
just as well ask me to explain any other mystery as to explain 
the mystery of Democracy. ughter.] It can not be explained. 
Read your own platform. ere is nosingle section of it that 
you can explain. 

They wire in and wire out, 

Leaving a person still in doubt 
Whether the snake that makes the track 
Is going south or coming back. 

9717 5 and applause on the Republican side.] 

Ir. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan, because I am backed up by the 
Democratic voters of Ohio. The tariff is about what it was in 
1847, and all the Democrats in Ohio voted in favor of it in 1883. 
You ought not to find fault with me if I vote good Democratic 
doctrine here to-day. Ican go home and be consistent when 
you can not. {Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. HUNTER. What about 18922 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I ask the gentleman what about 1893? 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] And I will 
tell you another thing. Let me warn you— 

Dinna ye hear the slogan? 

Wait until next year. Why do not you ask the Democratic 
party of Ohio what about 1893, instead of 1892? I have heard 
that everything under heaven is attributed to the Democratic 
victory of 1892; scarcely anything but what was involved in that 
contest. If you can name anything from orthodoxy down to 
polities I would like to know it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. How about the Hawaiian question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; I believe youhad nothing to do with 
the foreign policy in your platform. 

Mr. COGS WELL. They have a good deal to do with it now. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; you are in favor of queens now. 

Mr, Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Michigan for another reason—because it is common 
sense. This will be doing just what we ought todo. I believe 
in protecting all the industries of this country if we can. The 

entleman from Kansas says, ‘‘ Suppose that of ten men engaged 
in some industry one is protected to the injury of the other nine. 
Does the fact that one is protected benefit the other nine?” 
Thi tis what we want to do in this case. We want a nation so 
great that we can raise all the shoemakers, blacksmiths, car- 
penters, wool manufacturers, and cotton manufacturers, and all 
other kinds of manufacturers who can prosper in their respec- 
tive callings. We want a nation containing woolen manufac- 
turers to produce if need be all the woolen goods that we use in this 
country. Is there any objection to having such a nation? The 

entlemen over here want us to send abroad to buy everything. 

te l you one thing, a nation of buyers is a nation of paupers. 

Gentlemen over here talk about England. Why do they not 
refe>.to Ireland? In 1800 England forced Ireland into union 
with England t the protests of Grattan, the greatest of 
Trish leaders, through the treachery of Pitt. To bring about 
such a result the Irish people were to return certain tariff duties 
upoa foreign competing products until 1827, when the list of 
such duties was wiped out. Ireland had a population of eight 
millions of people in 1800, and between that date and 1848 we are 
told that near two millions of her brave people had died from 

vorty and starvation, while another two millions had found a 

ome on othershores, most of them in America: And to-day, as 
a free-trade country, Ireland is poverty-stricken, while Engiand 
is growing rich upon that poverty. Why do not our Democratic 
friends allude to Ireland when they wish to illustrate the beau- 
ties of free trade? f 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would not intrude 
in this debate again but for the fact that what [ had to say on 
the 9th of this month has furnished occasion for a great deal of 
comment upon the opposite side of this Chamber, and I have 
been so misrepresented that I rise to correct certain declara- 
tions which have been made as to what I said. 


I deny the correctness of the interpretations given of what I 
said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] or my more 
immediate colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
who this morning addressed you. Ido not alter, nor qualify 
nor retract one word of what I then said. It wasa personal 
declaration of what I believed to be a true statement of affairs. 
It was not a party declaration, and I ask no man to share with 
me responsibility for what I believe to be the truth. 

Mr. Chairman, I referred to a condition of affairs very grave 
and menacing in the Republic, not to the integrity of the Repub- 
lic, but to the present comfort and well-being of many of its 
citizens. I believed, as I believe now, that the condition of af- 
fairs depicted was due very largely to the existence of a protect- 
ive system. The course of reasoning by which I had reached 
that conclusion was simply upon the facts that had come within 
my knowledge. 1 will give a few of the facts, if the House will 
bear with me while I do so. 

Within my recollection, half a century of time, Ihave seen the 
growth and development, if not the veryfoundation, of the great 
manufacturing systems of the Northeustern and the Northern 
States; and I know that in the early part of that growth every 
loom and spindle was oceupied by a man of the country, and that 
the recruits who came to aid the workers of those days came 
slowly and in the pursuit of happiness, and because they be- 
lieved that America was 4 country of liberty and of opportunity 
for mankind. There was no overcrowding, there wereno strikes, 
there were no great labor disturbances, but as fast as one ot- 
cupation filled itself full it gently and easily overflowed its sur- 
plus into others, and in that way the whole, under the Ameri- 
can system of congenerated industries, was rising to a magnifi- 
eence which was challenging the regard of the world, and above 
all furnishing comfort to the American people. 

I know that asystem of protective laws was created, and that 
immediately enormous taxation began to spread itself out over the 
country, and great fortunes bagan to be accumulated by the peo- 
ple who were the immediate beneficiaries of this system of pro- 
tection. I know that the next stsp in that line, and a natural 
consequence, was that the laborers who were engaged under 
these manufacturers, and who felt that they were not receiving 
a full and adequate share of the profits that were being made by 
these manufacturing establishments, combining together, made 
trades unions and Assemblies, which spread through all the in- 
dustries of the country, in all the great centers. I know that after 
that they made their demands, their strikes began, their labor 
combinations were effective, and then came the shut-outs and 
fear the great disturbances which have shaken down whole in- 

ustries. : 

I know that after that, in order to meet and overcome these 
combinations, the managers of these pon industries shipped 
into this country great numbers of foreign wor en, men 
who were brought here virtually under contract, at least sub- 
stantially, with the promise that they would be given wages su- 
perior to what they were getting in other lands. 

[The time of Mr, BLACK of Illinois having expired, by unani- 
mous consent it was extended ten minutes.] 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I know furthermore that the conse- 
quence of that was that in those great centers in the Northeast, 
where American manufactures had their birth and from which 
they have spread throughout the length and breadth of this land 
seeking new fields of occupation, the men who were found at 
the loom and the anvil thirty, twenty-five, and twenty years ago 
have been exiled and driven away. : 

A MEMBER. Dead? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Not dead, but exiled from the land 
where they had their birth and their work, and I know that in 
their places to-day there are thousands and tens of thousands 
and hundreds of thousands who have come over under the cir- 
cumstances and by the force of this system which 1 have de- 
scribed, so that to-day, in many of the great factories in New 
England, to my knowledge and the knowledge of many other 
gentlemen on this floor, there are great numbers of men just 
freshly arrived from over our borders, who have taken the places 
of those who formerly worked there, and tuken those places at 
greatly reduced wages, men who have been brought there for 
the purpose of meeting the combinations of American working- 
men and destroying them. Would you know what has become 
of the workingmen who have been shipped in to take the places 
of the former laborers? Some areat work at miserable wages, 
and many, very many, are to-day among the million who ask for 
bread and are fed by charity. 

Now, then, I have never said, and I never will say, that I think 
the Vig ood of the American citizen should be broken down. 
What I said was that I believed that it was the protective sys- 
tem which gave the power into the bands of men so to control 
industry as to compel foreign imm ion to come in for the 


purpose of breaking labor down, and after breaking it down by 


bestowed upon t 
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bringing immigration in, and the instant they got to the point 
where they succeeded in breaking down the workers’ unions for 
rotecting wages of American labor, they broke down the wages. 

Panid that that was a system that I would remedy by law, if I 
could, with my vote; and if that is wrong, if that is impolitic, 
if it is un-American, I will stand by it. [Applause on the Dem- 
oeratie side. | 2 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman said that we did 
not have any labor unions here, or any strikes, as I understood 
him, until we had this protective tariff. I would like to ask the 
gentleman: at what date he fixes the period when labor organi- 
zations were first formed in this country? : 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I did not make that statement in the 
way in which you have made it. 

Mr. HOPKINS offllinois. Dropping the remark I made, when 
did you say that labor organizations first commenced in this 


country? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I do not know the date at which the 
first labor organization was formed in this country; but I know 
that it has been in recent years. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Has it been since 1870? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, sir; it has not. It was some lit- 
tle time earlier than that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Has it been since 1860? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I would prefer not to be further cat- 
echised by my colleague about the birth hour or the day of the 
first.organization of T. I know very little about the birth of 
the gentleman, but I know that he is a manof full vigor, that he 
is a handsome grown man, but when he was born IL do not 
know—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Thank you. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Neither do I know the precise time 
when labor firstorganized, but I know the general time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Another question, if the gentle- 
man will allow it. Does the gentleman pretend to say that there 
have been no strikes in this country. until recent years? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois.. Relatively, that is true. There were 
some strikes in Massachusetts a good many years ago in which 
Ben Butler took a part; but the number of those strikes were 
very small, and the influence was very much confined compared 
with later developments in that matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. of Illinois. Does not the gentleman know, 
speaking relatively to the population, that fifty years ago there 
were as many strikes as there are at present. eee $ 

Mr: BLACK of Illinois. No, sir; and I do not think that that 


is true. I deny it. 
Mr. WARN Will the gentleman. yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to take the time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] to ask his colleague from Illinois 
whether he makes the distinction between the former sss Se ghee 
by the laborers, when they put themselves in a position that they 
could demand higher wages, with the later strikes, when 
the laborers put ee into positions to resist the pressure 
to force lower wages upon them? yl 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman is wrong in his 
premises and wrong in his conclusions. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Then let me resume my argument. 

Mr. Chairman, to-day, in this period of high protection, wages 
are less than was ever paid to American labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in a great deal better temper than when 
my colleague Mr. CANNON].closed his remarks. I am glad of 
it. I pass by all the bitterness. that might have been evoked by 
his peculiar line of comment. I was not, when addressing this 
House, making a speech for the hustings, but trying to address 
myself to the reason of this committee. 

J want to say a word before I take my seat in regard to the 
special subject under discussion, the wool schedule, and to de- 
scribe things [haveseen. Ihaveseen the prairiesof Illinois oc- 
cupied by large-flocks of sheep. That was at a time anterior to 
the golden age in the morning of which the gentlemanfrom Au- 
rora; well named, was born—an Auroral birth, let me say, in all 

ts. [Laughter and applause.] At that time the prairies 
of Illinois were for sale at $1.25 per acre, and there were thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands of sheep ranging their surface. 
As men have come in there, by birth and by immigration, by 
hundreds of thousands, until 4, 000, 000 of people occupy the soil 
of that State, the land has risen to $50 and $100 an acre;. dur- 
ing our long winters the sheep have to be folded and shedded 
and ſed on high-priced hay and grain. Constant care has to be 
— — There is no longer room for profitable 
sheep-growing, and the consequence is—and what I say of Illi- 
nois in this respect is true in 3 ree ofall the States of the 
Northwest the consequence is that the number of sheep flocks: 
is small and the number of sheep in each flock is small.. 


Now, go with me farther West and I will show you another 
picture. I happened to be in Utah one sunshiny day, down in the 
valley of the Great Salt Lake, when my eye was attracted b 
what seemed at a distance amovementof the surface of the eart 
itself. As it came nearer I saw 8 before me a flock of from. 
twenty to twenty-five thousand sheep. IL could not estimate their 
number with accuracy; they are not half so easily counted as 
men, but they covered the whole ground as they went; and the 
number of men in attendance upon that great flock was about 
two, with two collie dogs. They feed on the mountain ranges; 
they pay secant hire for pasturage and little for shelter. There 
was where the men of the Northwest had crowded the sheep of 
Illinois and other Northwestern States to, and that is why the 
sheep-raising of the Northwest has ceased to be profitable and 
has been transferred to the West. 

It follows, and this is the logic of all the petitions and memo- 
rials and applications filled here by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. BURROWS], that if protection is to be extended to wool 
at all, it is to be extended either to the men in Nevada and Utah 
and the far West upon a basis that will make their sheep-raising 
profitable, or else to the men of the States of the Northwest on 
a basis Which will make their flocks profitable. But if you put 
on a tariff that will enable the farmer of Ohio and of Indiana to 
raise wool profitably see what gigantic fortunes you will put 
vein the reach of those engaged in sheep-raising in the far 

est! 

And, gentlemen, whether you urge, as Republicans and pro- 
tectionists, that in the framing of this schedule you 1 8 5 
your tariff rate for the benefit of the flock masters of Indiana and 
Ilinois, or that you would fix it for the benefit of the men of 
Utah and Nevada, in either event all the protection you give, 
all the bounty you give, will be derived from taxation upon the 
great body of the people of the United States. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Do you not know fhat if it is true,as you urge, that the threat 
of Democratic ascendency has brought down the price of sheep 


until sheep sell for less than before, that would be a boon to the 


poor, who need cheap food and cheap clothes? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, it has been repeatedly stated 
upon this floor by gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
with a great deal of assurance and with much gravity, that the 
high protective tariffs of 1867, of 1883, and of 1890 upon wool 
had resulted in reducing the price of wool inthis country. And 
with equal assurance and equal gravity it has been stated: b 
gentlemen upon that side that the protective tariff during all 
these years has had the effect of increasing the price of all 
fabrics manufactured from that wool. 

Mr. Chairman, I will leave the gentlemen upon that side of 
the House to reconcile these two statements, simply asking them 
how, if the high duty upon wool has reduced its price, that fact 
is to be reconciled with their other statement that a high pro- 
tective tariff upon woolen goods has increased the price of those 
goods? Isay I will leave the gentlemen to extricate themselves 
from the incongruous’ and illogical position in which they are 
placed by their own conflicting statements. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of my State are not very Jargely in- 


-terested directly in the production of wool. It is an industry, 


however, that is to be found in every county of the one hundred 
and one counties that constitute that great State, and, as was 
well said by my colleague to-day, that industry is one which is 
largely in the hands of the smaller farmers of the State. 

But, sir, the great agricultural people of Illinois are desirous 
of seeing the farmersof Ohio, of West Virginia, of Texas, of New 
Mexico, and of the other Western States and Territories flour- 
ish. We are not, however, devoid of all selfish interest in that 
matter, because we well know—the intelligent farmers of Illinois 
well understand—that if the raising of sheep in this country 
shall be destroyed and the flocks composing the 44,000,000 shee 
now in the United. States shall give way to the flocks of Sou 
America and Australia, the lands where sheep are now raised 
will be devoted to the raising of cattle and horses; in which the 
farmers of my Stats are largely interested. [Applause.] Isay to 
the gentlemen on the other side that the farmers of my State 
are intelligent people, and their intelligence has taught them 

ey the hammer fell.] 

r. MARSH. I would like to have alittle more time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask that my colleague's time be 
extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, the intelligent farmers of Illi- 
nois have learned that the salvation of the agricultural interests 
of this country depends upon the diversification of their indus- 
tries.. Hence they favor every form of legislation that will assist 
in the direction of such diversification. Hence we would so leg- 
islate as to stimulate and encourage sheep industry in the 
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We would so legislate as to stimulate and encourage 
the production of barley in this country, so that our people may 


country. 


have an American market for this great cereal, and not be com- 
pelled to share that market with the people who live in the 
country upon our northern border. 

The wheat producers of Illinois have sufficient intelligence to 
know that if they are allowed to have the barley market of this 
country to the exclusion of the barley-raisers of Canada, thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of acres of land now devoted to the 
cultivation of wheat will be transferred tothe cultivationof bar- 
ley. And in that way, and in various other ways by which ag- 
ricultural pursuits may be diversified, we hone to see the day in 
the near future when we shall not be compelled to accept 45 and 
50 cents a bushel for our wheat. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a vast amount of sympathy 

ured out by gentlemen on the other side of this House upon 

e backs of the poor, suffering farmer.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] I want to say to gentlemen on that side that the farm- 
ers of Illinois donot ask for yoursympathy. When you have re- 
fortes the Wilson bill here, claiming before the country that it 

a revenue measure and that its purpose is to lighten the 
weight of taxation and to relieve the people from their present 
burdens while yo place every agricultural product of thiscoun- 
try substantial y upon the free list, and levy a duty of 45 or 50 

r cent upon the wearing apparel of the people, there is intel- 
8 enough among the farmers of this country to know that 
1 — are a set of infernal frauds. [Laughter and applause on the 

publican side.] I say that upon my own personal responsibil- 
ity—that this placing of the farmer's products substantially upon 
the free list, while making him pay 50 or 55 per cent on his coat, 
is a fraud. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MARSH. I should like to have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request as soon 
as order is restored in the committee. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent 
ee on the pending amendment be closed at half past 

o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that debate on the pending amendment be 
closed at half past 3 o’clocx. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. Do Lunderstand the proposition is that de- 
bate on this amendment be closed in fifteen minutes. [Cries of 
„Mes, Les.“ ] May Linquire of the Chair how many names he 
has on his list of gentlemen desiring yet to speak? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has about eight on one side 
and four on the other. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that the time proposed by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia for closing this debate is too limited. 
Iam perfectly willing that we shall reach a vote on this question 
to-day; but I ask the gentleman to allow the debate to run a 
little longer. There are several gentlemen on this side who de- 
sire to be heard. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The debate threatens to run 
the entire day, and there are other questions we would like to 
reach. 

Mr. BURROWS. There are several gentlemen on this side 
who desire to be heard on this question; and it is a very impor- 
tant one, as the gentleman from West Virginia understands. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 1 appreciate its importance. 

Mr. BURROWS. We will codperate with the gentleman in 
procuring a vote upon the question to-day. I suggest that the 
vote be taken at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Say 4 o'clock. That will let 
in all the gentlemen whose names are down. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will not accommodate all of those on 
this side who desire to speak. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman from Michigan objects to the 
agreement proposed by the gentleman in charge of this bill I 
make the point of order that further debate is not in order 

The CHAIRMAN. There are only three gentlemen on the 
pty aia! side who have not spoken and who have asked for 


2. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY Jon the list? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has not asked for time. 

Mr. BURROWS. He desires to be heard for ten or fifteen 
minutes. I think that if 5 o'clock be named everybody can be 
accommodated. 


Mr. MCRAE. Iobject to that. We have already had two | th 


days’ debate on this amendment. Ifthe gentleman from Michi- 
gan i pote to the proposition of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, I make the point of order that further debate on the 
amendment is not in order—debate upon this amendment has 
been exhausted. 


The CHAIRMAN, The debate according tothe rule has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. MCRAE. There are other amendments upon which the 
Committee of the Whole desire and should have àn opportunit 
to vote. Two days on a single amendment, in debating whic 
gentlemen have not confined themselves to the amendment 
can not be regarded as unreasonable. I want to give notice that 
I will insist upon confining the debate to the proposition under 
consideration and the enforcement of the rules of debate from 
now on. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan and myself can probably agree on an hour when the debate 
shall close and the vote be taken. Suppose we take one hour. 

Mr. BURROWS. I propose half past 4. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. One hour is certainly time enough, consid- 
ering the time that has been already taken on the debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I hope we can agree to close 
at 4:30. I suggest to the gentleman from West Virginia that we 
make it 4:30. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Well, we are only a quarter 
of an 8 

Mr. 5 WS. And that will give ample time for a vote 
to-night. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Very well, let us agree to 
take the vote at 4:30. s A . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request. Is 
there objection to closing the debate on the pending amend- 
ments at half past 4 o’clock? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there be objection the Chair will 
divide the time equally between the two sides, and if there be 
no objection the Chair will recognize the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON] to control one- of the time, and the 
. from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to control the other 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will have to control the 
time himself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Will the Chair indulge 
mea moment? What was the order made? 

The CHAIRMAN. Toclose the debate on the pending amend- 
ment at 4:30 o’clock this afternoon, the remaining time to be 

ually divided between the two sides. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It was also understood 
though, Mr. Chairman, that the proposition contemplated that 
a vote should then be taken, because while the debate may close 
on this amendment other amendments may be.offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands, and that was 
the understanding of the committee as the Chair believes, that 
the debate should close and a vote be taken at that hour. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I withdraw the objection I made a few 
momenis ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if there be no objection the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] 
andthe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] to control the 
time on the two sides. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The understanding is that the 
debate closes on the pending amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has been already ordered. Tho 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] asks an extension of time 
for five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan can control 
the time now under the order of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MARSH]. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, in the three minutes to which 
by the indulgence of the House Lam entitled, I desire to say that 
this bill is entitled A bill to raise revenue,” and yet confessedly 
it creates a deficiency in the neighborhood of $75,000,000. To 
judge by the speeches that have been made by gentlemen on the 
other side of this House, it is a revenue bill drawn upon free- 
bare lines, and yet dotted all along its lines with protective 

eatures. 

The Democratic speakers in my district everywhere said in 
the campaign that if they carried the country they would give 
the people free wool hats and put the tax on silk hats. Yet this 
bill that you are trying to ram through this Congress, and force 
upon the people of this country, puts a duty of 35 per cent u 
e poor man’s hat and I have been unable to find where you left 
any duty upon the plug hat. Seventy cents of every $2 that the 
poor man’s hat—the farmer's hat—costs is a tax. 


Mr. SIMPSON. But they put the ram on the free list 


hter.] 
si the hammer fell.] 


